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to the conference under what I considered a substantial instruction; 
that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] had openly said on 
the floor of the House that this amount had been agreed upon, and 
that the Speaker of the House had not allowed the conferees to be in- 
structed only because in his judgment it was not at that time within 
the rules of parliamentary law to do so. Therefore I said I felt in- 
structed, and accordingly I made a report, with my colleagues on the 
conference committee, in accordance with what I conceived to be the 
substantial instruction of this House. Now, all legislation ought to be 
based upon consent. Of course you can not plead an estoppel against 
the House. Of course gentlemen who were not in the compromise are 
not bound by it. 

But we know that in all these matters certain gentlemen come to the 
front. We know that compromises must be made, that there must be 
concessions in a body of this sort. For that reason the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] in some colloquy with my friend from South 
Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] (of which I knew nothing except what was 
in the RECORD) thought it was better to let this matter be settled at 
$75,000 than to have it continually open in every Congress 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate has expired. 

Mr. BYNUM. Now, I want to ask the gentleman whether, when 
he made his former report of $75,000, it was not voted down by the 
House, and if he does not think that a more binding instruction than 
the one to which he has referred. 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate has expired. The question 
is on the adoption of the report. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BYNUM. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 3°. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. [ask for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 110, nays 76, not 
voting 142; as follows: 





YEAS—110. 
Adams, 


Dorsey, McAdoo Rockwell, 
Allen, Mich. Dunnell, McCord, Rotell 
Atkinson,W.Va. Evans, MeDuflie Seull 
Banks, Farquhar, McKenna, Smith, W. Va 
Bayne, Featherston, Milliken, Spooner 
Belknap, Flick, Moffitt, Stephenson 
Blanchard, Frank, Morey, Stewart, Vt 
Breckinridge, Ky. Funston, Morrill Stivers 
Lrosius, Gear, Morrow Stockbridg 
Burrows, Gest, Morse Stone, Ky. 
Burton, Gibson, Niedringhaus, raylor, J.D 
Caldwell, Grosvenor, Oates, Thomas, 
Cannon, Harmer, O' Neil, Mass Townsend, Co 


Carter, Hatch, O'Neill, Pa Townsend, Pa 





Caruth, Haugen, Osborne Tracey, 
Caswell, Hayes, Outhwaite Vandever 
Cheadle, Henderson,Iowa Owen, Ind Van Schaick, 
Chipman, Hermann Owens, Ohio Walker, Mass, 
Clunie, Hitt, Payne Wallace. N.Y. 
Cogswell, Kelley, Payson Washington 
Coleman, Kennedy, Perkins, Wheeler, Ala 
Comstock, Ketcham, Post, Wilkinson, 
Cooper, Ohio Kinsey, Price, Williams, Ohio 
Crain, La Follette, Quackenbush Wilson, Wash 
Cutcheon, Laidlaw, Quinn, Wright 
Dalzell, Laws, Ray, Yoder 
Dingley, Lee, teed, Iowa 
Dolliver Mason Rife 

NAYS—76. 
Abbott, Cooper, Ind. Kerr, Pa, Peters 
Allen, Misa. Covert, Lacey, Pierce 
Anderson, Kans. Crisp, Lanham, Reilly 


Bankhead Culberson, Tex. Lester, Ga. Richards 


Barwig, Cummings, Lester, Va, Robertson 
Bergen, Davidson, Lewis, Rogers 
Blount, Dockery, Lind, Sayers 
Brickner, Edmunds, Maish, Shively, 
Brookshire, Elliott, Martin, Ind. Snider, 
Brown, J. B. Ellis, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Tex. 
Brunner, Fithian, McClammy Stockdale, 
Buchanan, Va Forman, McClellan, Stone, Mo 
Bullock, Forney, McCreary, Sweney, 
Bynum, Grimes, McRae, Tarsney, 
Campbell, Heard, Moore, Tex Tillman, 
Candler, Ga Henderson, N.C Norton, Venable 
Carlton, Holman, Parrett, Whitthorne, 
Clancy, Hooker, Paynter, Wike 
Conger, Hopkins, Penington, M ims, Ill, 
NOT VOTING—112. 
Alderson, Bowden, Connell, Flows 
Anderson, Miss Breckinridge, Ark. Cothran Fo r 
Andrew, Brewer, Cowles, Geissen er 
Atkinson, Pa, Brower, Craig, Gifford 
Arnold, Browne, T. M. Culbertson, Pa, Goodnight, 
Baker, Browne, Va. Dargan, Greenhalg 
Barnes, Buchanan, N. J Darlington Gro 
Bartine Buckalew, De Haven, Hla 
seck with Bunn, De Lano, Hans! J 
Belden, Butterworth, Dibble, Hur 
Biggs, Candler, Mass. Dickerson Haynes, 
Bingham, Catchings, Dunphy, Hemp! 
Bland, Cheatham, Enuloe, Henderson, I 
Bliss, Clark, Wis. Ewart, Herbert, 
Boatner, Clarke, Ala. Finley, Hill, 
Boothman, Clements, Fitch, Houk, 
Boutelle, Cobb, Flood, Kerr, lowa 
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Kilgor Mudd © kK 
Knay Mutechk s« i N.Y 
Lane Nute = \ x 
Lansing co Donne 
Lawler, O' Ferrall Ss \ 
Lel ’ O’ Neall. Ind S; \ . 
Lod Pee = \ 
Ma; Perry Si W 
Mansur Phe i s vi 
MeCarthy Pickler st \ 
Met As Pugsley Sve wart, ¢ \ 
Met K R ies ‘ 
Mek R S \\ 
McM he t i r_} Wils 
Miles Rowland ia \ 
Mills Rusk ‘ rT \ \ \ 
Montgomer Russ I - 
Moore, N.H Sanford ‘ 
Morgat “awve! l i ( 

So the r port of the committee of conference was ad ted 


The following additional pair was announced 

Mr. PICKLER with Mr. KILGORE, for the rest of t day. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iask unanimous consent that the re 
tion of the names be dispensed with. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I object. 

The vote having been recapitulated, 

The result was announced as above stated. 

DIFFICULTIES IN BEHRIN 

Mr. HITT. I desire to present a privileged report from the Com 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ask its immediate consideration 
committee has directed me to report back the resolution which I send 
to the desk, and recommend its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows 


Resolved, That the President be requested 






¢ ju if his at 
ible with the public interests, to furnish the House wit! rres ‘ 
between the Government of the I i States i the ¢ r efit Cireat 
Britain touching the subjects in dispute in the Behr se since M 1 4, 1889 
The SPEAKER. This is a resolution of inquiry reported back by the 


committee. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is that privileged ? 
Mr. McCREARY. It isa privileged resolution, I believe. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I was about 
what rule it is privileged 


k wnnder 
SK unaelr 


kind must be reported 


to a 


Resolutions of th 





back within one week; but when reported back, they take their place 
on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Such has not been tho practice of the H 

Mr. McCREARY. It has been the uniform practice to rega ( 
lutions of this character as privileged for consideration when reported 

The SPEAKER. ‘There is no question about the matter whatever 
The practice is uniform. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago when this ress yn 
was introduced I objected to its immediate consideration, because 
believed it should go to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. It is now 
reported back from that commitiee with a unanimous indorsement 
and I hope it will be adopted. According to the newspapers there 
rumor of complications between the Government of the United State 
and the Government of Great Britain, with regard to certain d 
ties in the Behring Sea. I believe that whatever difticulties exist th 
regard to the catching of seal will very soon yield to diplomati ego- 
tiations. Butitisa fact that British vessels—the Amphion and th 

| Champion—are now in the waters of Behring Sea; and it is a u fact 
that the flag-ship Warsprite, the Nymph, the Daphne, and t Es] 


gle, carrying thirty-six guns, are soon to bein those water V 


l rs Ve | no 
also that certain torpedo-boats have been towed across the Atlantic to 
be held in convenient readiness by Great Britain, if there should} 


I HOUIC pe any 





difficulty between that Government and ours in regard to the seal que 
tion. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, it is, in my judgment, of very creat impo 
tance to the House of Representatives that such correspondence as can 
be properly laid be fore the House should be « nmunicated to u pn 
order that we may know exactly how we stand as regards the catching 
of seal in Behring Sea, and as regards such other questions as have been 
raised between oar country and Great Britain. I believe that tl 
British minister, Julian Pauncefote, and our Secretary of State a 
now resuming their negotiations at Bar Harbor; but we are interested 
in having all the facts laid before this House. I hope the resolution 
will be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I may add to what has been stated by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCri y] that tl ig 
in our committee at this time measures upon wh corre lenes 
called for by this resolution will throw ligh is l Tl 
gentleman has stated the popular inter nected with t juestior 
The correspondence will explain t} tsituation. I hop 
lution will be adopted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. One ggestion before th 
gentleman takes his seat. The President of the United Stat 
right, whenever he chooses, to submit to Congr a communication 
this subject with such correspondence as he may think proper. Now 
from any facts known to the committee or its chairman t] ny 
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to the conference under what I considered a substantial instruction; | 


l 
that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] had openly said on 
the floor of the House that this amount had been agreed upon, and 
that the Speaker of the House had not allowed the conferees to be in- 
structed only because in his judgment it was not at that time within 
the rules of parliamentary law to do so. Therefore I said I felt in- 
structed, and accordingly I made a report, with my colleagues on the 
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conference committee, in accordance with what I conceived to be the | 
substantial instruction of this House. Now, all legislation ought to be | 


based upon consent. Of course you can not plead an estoppel against 
the House. Of course gentlemen who were not in the compromise are 
not bound by it. 

But we know that in all these matters certain gentlemen come to the 
front. We know that compromises must be made, that there must be 
concessions in a body of this sort. Tor that reason the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] in some colloquy with my friend from South 
Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] (of which I knew nothing except what was 
in the RECORD) thought it was better to let this matter be settled at 
$75,000 than to have it continually open in every Congress 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate has expired. 

Mr. BYNUM. Now, I want to ask the gentleman whether, when 


he made his former report of $75,000, it was not voted down by the 
House, and if he does not think that a more binding instruction than 
the one to which he has referred. 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate has expired. 
is on the adoption of the report. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BYNUM. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 3°. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 110, nays 
voting 142; as follows: 





Phe question 


76, not 


YEAS—110. 
Adams, 








Dorsey, McAdoo Nock well 
Allen, Mich. Dunnell, McCord, Rotel! 
Atkinson,W.Va. Evans, McDuffie Scull, 
Banks, Farquhar, McKenna, Smith, W.Va 
Bayne, Featherston Milliken Spooner 
Belknap, Flick, Moffitt, Stephenson 
Blanchard, Frank, Morey, Stewart, Vt 
Breckinridge, Ky. Funston Morrill Stivers 
Lrosius, Gear, Morrow Stockbridg 
Burrows, Gest, Morse Stone, Ky 
Burton, Gibson, Niedringhaus faylor, J.D 
Caldwell, Grosvenor Oates, rhomas 
Cannon, Harmer, O' Neil, Mass fownsend, Colo 
Carter, Hatch, O'Neill, Pa Towns 
Caruth, Haugen, Osborne Trac 
Caswell, Hayes, Outhwaite Vandever 
Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa Owen, Ind Van Schaicl 
Chipman, Hermann Owens, O} Walker, Mass 
Clunie, Hitt, Payne Wallace, N.Y. 
Cogswell, Kelley, Paysor Washington 
Coleman, Kennedy, Perkins Wheeler, Ala 
Comstock, Ketcham, Post, Wilkinson 
Cooper, Ohio Kinsey, Price, Williams, Ohio 
Crain, La Follette, Quackenbush, Wilson, Wash 
Cutcheon, Laidlaw, Quinn Wright 
Dalzell, Laws, Ray Yoder 
Dingley, Lee, teed, lowa 
Dolliver, Mason Rife 

NAYS—76. 

Abbott, Cooper, Ind Kerr. Pa, Peters 
Allen, Misa Covert, Lacey Pierce 
Anderson, Kans. Crisp, Lanham, Reilly 


Bankhead 


Culberson, Tex. 
Barwig, 


Cummings, 


Richards« 


Roberts 


Lester, Ga, 
Lester, Va. 








Bergen, Davidson, Lewis, Rogers 
Blount, Dockery, Lind, Sayers 
Brickner, Edmunds Maish, Shively 
Brookshire, Elliott, Martin, Ind. Snider, 
Brown, J. B. Ellis, Martin, Tex Stewart, Tex, 
Brunner, Fithian, McClammy Stockdale, 
Buchanan, Va Forman, McClellan, Stone, Mo 
Bullock, Forney, McCreary, Sweney 
Bynum, Grimes, McRae, Tarsney 
Campbell, Heard, Moore, Tex I IAN 
Candler, Ga Henderson, N. ¢ Norton V ible 
Carlton, Holman Parrett, Whitthorne 
Clancy, Hooker Paynter Wike 
Conger, Hopkins Peningto \ ams, | 
NOT VOTING—112. 
Alderson, Bowden, Connell J 
Anderson, Miss treckinridge, Ark. Cothra I r 
Andrew, Brewer, Cowles Geissen ‘ 
Atkinson, Pa, Brower, Craig, Gifford 
Arnold, Browne, T. M. Culbertson, Pa Cio ght 
Baker, Browne, Va Dargan ( g 
Barnes, sSuchanan, N.J Darlingtor G 
Bartine, Buckalew, De Haven, Ha 
Beck with Bunn, De Lane ifar 
Belden, Rutterworth, Dibble Har 
Biggs, Candler, Mase Dickerson Haynes, 
Bingham, Catchings, Dunphy, Hemphil 
Bland, Cheatham, Enloe, ifenderson, | 
Bliss, Clark, Wis Ewart, . 
Boatner, Clarke, Ala. Finley, Hill, 
Boothman, Clements, Fitch, Houk, 
Boutelle, Cobb, Flood, Kerr, lowa 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is that privileged ? 

Mr. McCREARY. It isa privileged resolution, I believe. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky I was about to ask under 
what rule it is privileged. Resolutions of this kind must be reported 
back within one week; but when reported back, th take their place 
on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. not been the practice of the Ho 

Mr. McCREARY. veen the uniform practice to rega re 
lutions of this charae¢ vileged for consideration when reported 

The SPEAKER. ‘There is no question about the matter iteve 
The practice is uniform. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago when tl ition 
was introduced I objected to its immediate consideration, bec ise | 
believed it should go to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. It is now 
reported back from that committee with a unanimous indorsement 
and I hope it will be adopted According to the newspapers ther 
rumor of complications between the Governm«e of the United Stat 
and the Government of Great Britain, with regard to certain d 
ties in the Behring Sea I believe that wv er di ilties ¢ t with 
regard to the catching of seal will very soon yield to diplomati ( 
tiations. Butitisa fact that British vessels—the Amphi nd the 

| Champion—are now in the waters of Behring Sea; and it is also a fact 
that the flag-ship Warsprite, the Nymph, the Daphne, and the Es 
gle, carrying thirty-six guns, are soon to bein those waters. W n 
also that certain torpedo-boats have been towed across the Atlantic to 
be held in convenient readiness by Great Britain, if there s] ul 
aiffic ulty between that Government and ours gard to the s¢ j the 
tion. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, it is, in my judgment, of very creat p 
tance to the House of Representatives that such correspon ce as « 
be properly laid before the House should b numunicated to u 
order that we may know exactly how we stan I is the cat 
of seal in Behring Sea, and as regard ich other estions as have been 
raised between our country and Great Brit I } eve that t 
British minister, Julian Pauncefote id i I y of te ; 
now resuming their negotiations at Bar Harbor: but we are interested 
in having all the facts laid before this Hou I e reso 
will be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of ) 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I may add t has b ted 
gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. McoCr that t ‘ 0 
| in our committee at this time measure iwh th rresp 
| called for by this resolution will throw light and give tal I 
| gentleman has stated the popular interest nected with tl 
The correspondence will explain t! ype 
lution will be adopted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGI Kentuc . One ggestion tl 
gentleman takes his seat. The President of the United ate 
right, whenever he chooses, to submit to Cong at 
this subject with such correspondence as he may think prope 
from any facts known to the committee or its chair: tl! 


Kilgor Mudd Sera 
Knapp Mutchler, Seney I 
Lane Nute =her \ x 
I sing oO’ Donne 
Lawler, ©’ Ferra s W ack 
La i ‘ Neé i Ind _ { \ \ c NI 
Lodg Pee s 
Mag Per Sj vi , 
Mans P ! s \ 
MeCarthy Pick St \ 
MeComas Pugsley = va ( \ 
McCormick, Raines t \ 
MeKinley Ra i = \W 
McM R r Ta ] Wils 
Miles Rowla Pay \ 
M Kusk ‘ I \ \ 
Montgomery, Russe I . 
Moore, N.H Sanford ‘ 
Morgat “aw Ve l ( 

So the report o! the committee of conference was a ! 


The following additional pair was announced 
Mr. PICKLER with Mr. KILGORE, for the rest of t av 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Iask unanimous consent that the recapitula 


tion of the names be dispensed with. 
Mr. DOCKERY I object. 
The vote having been recapitulated, 
The result was announced as above stated. 
MIFFICULTIES IN BEHRIN 
Mr. HITT. I desire to present a privileged report from the Com 
I 
3 , : : 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ask its immediate consideration Lhe 
committee has directed me to report back the res tion which I send 
to the desk, and recommend its adoption. 
The Clerk read as follows 
Re ed, That the President be requested, if his judgment not at 
ible with the public interests, to furnish the House with the | ‘ 
between the Government of the United States and the G ! it (Cireat 
Britain touching the subjects in dispute in the Behring S since Ma i 4 ) 





The SPEAKER. This isa resolution of inquiry reported bac} 
committee. 
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ivity int 1 of affairs in the Behring Sea as to justify sity for the resolution, and why, if the necessity exists, the information 
{i n tak nitiative, and thereby making Pro lamation coe not been furnished by the State Departme nt. 
in extent that it is the duty of the House Mr. HITT. Theinformation is, as has been stated by the gentleman 
1 of the facts without waiting for the President to | from Kentuc ky, that a question upon which acorsiderable part of the 
correspondence has already been made public is still pending between 
t tat b ventleman f 1 Kentucky | this Government and a foreign Government; and the Committ u 
ted, t re are g i" ) Foreign Affairs of the — e, being chargeable with cert t n 
) th us referred to are pend- | connection with serene m affairs, desire to have bef th t st 
ence, I know, will be - | correspondence which h has taken pl ce upon the subject. 
no objection t um Mr. McMILLIN. I believe this is in relation to tl i 
i the Pre ient lo nis corre 1 regard to which there was some contro l I ben 
J fin his ju ent not in 1 certain vessels 1 ran them into port, lea nin char 
nl sis i proce wisi! ordance oithem, a they i iptured t man it poss oI I 
cm tt els 
of Kentuch I do not wish to interpose Mr. HITT. Itis in regard to a controversy in which I believe the 
that imply to suggest that, from my experien incident mentioned by the gentleman has been published in some of 
| e, Ido not think it isusual for the House | the newspapers of the day. Such a controversy has been in existence 
ion of t kind unless when the matter has reached such } for several years back. 
that in the judgment of the House it is its duty to interfere Mr. AL he EN, of Mississippi. Let me ask the gentleman 
HIT It } been done in the Senate much more frequently | formation ble to bring us into trouble or get us out of troubk 
} H{ ught r. | 
[IDGE, of Kentucky. Of coursé “Mr. HITT Any informa of Representatives has 
i e that body o much more sely related to | will be used so wisely that it will conduce to our prosperity and kcep 
. gig { Laughter. ] 
BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The Senate being a part of ALLE} Mississippi. But my voice is for war. Renewed 
eaty-making power has duties in relation to all diplomatic nego- } }: ee 
tiations which are entirely apart from our duty; and, as I understand Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, there seems a manifest impropriety 
only duty devolving upon us in such matters is, and can be, but | the adoption of this resolution— 
vo things, to make the necessary appropriations, and the other Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, as I had the floor, I desire to ask th« 
opt a le aration of war. Now, the Administration does not ask | tleman from Arkansas how long he wishes to speak. I do not 
p n of money, and therefore it seems to me it is unneces- | course, wish to be uncivil. 
) lor a correspondence upon which we can not base any leg- Mr. ROGERS. But the ge ntlem: an from Illinois will pardon m« 
far as I am able to see He hi - taken his seat and the Speaker had recognized ‘the gentleman 
HITT. The measuresto which I have referred, which are pend- | from Ark aaane, __ cenganenng toe ie st syllable pointedly. 
mmmittee and upon which this correspondence will throw Mi HT rT. If the Speaker has recogn lool the gentle 1 from At 


Mr. 


as the committee have reached the point where they " <3 ve it 
necessary in the progress o! other matters pe nding before > the 
e SPEAKER Che question is on agreeing—— 
McMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow a ques- 
I believe he stated that this is very important information. 
{ITT [ did. 


it 


can m 


ought 


not recall now any time when such information was objected to, 


necessary under existing circumstances that we do have it, will 
interpose obrection now. 


lo call for the expenditure of some money. 
McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, it is of great importance, I will 
friend and colleague from Kentucky, that we have the in- 

tion asked for in this resolution. Since I have been in Congress 
} 

1ope my friend from Kentucky, since it is very important that 
information, and since in the view of the committee it is 


} 


BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do notobject, Mr. Speaker 
believe that as far as possible it is a good rule for the co-ordinate 
ies of the Government to keep within their own definite, special 
ys; and as the President and the Senate are charged with the 
atic functions of the Government, I think that unless there is 


pecial reason shown for it we ought not to seem to invade the 
e of eithe: but of course » House has the right to ask for 
ormation, and I shall not object if it sees proper to do SO, espe- 


McMILLIN rhen, if it is very important information, let me 











kansas I have no objection to hearing him 
Mr. CANNON, I want to ask a question. 

Mr. ROGERS. if the gentleman from Illinois will indicate how 
much time he wanta I will be glad to yield him some tim 

Mr. CANNON. About a minute. 

[The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois in charge of the bill 
has the floor. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman from IJlinois had taken his seat 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. ROGERS. But I had been recognized. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed the gentleman wished to ask 
a question. 

Mr. ROGERS. Theu I am glad the Chair has recognized ‘‘ the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas.’’ I did not know there was any acquaintance 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote upon the resolution 

The question was taken; and the resolution was adopted 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a conference report on 


1 


the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 
Clerk read as follows 

rl ymmittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two House 

the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9603) making appropriations ! 

the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fisca year ¢ 













an, why has not the Secretary of State himself com- June 30, 1891, having met, after full and free conference have agreed t 
: . Come > _ ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 
a Hip 1 1 That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 24, 25, 36, 37,42, 43, 41 
HIT tis important in the view of the Committee on f or- | 47, 48,52, 53,59, and 67. 
the labors that they should have access to this corre- » House recede from  Seeoement to the amendment 1e 
4 a a * o oes : ote newhered 1.3 4,5, 6,7,8, 9, 10, 1, 12, 13, 14, 1 » 23 2 
i them in the consideration of matters pe nding before | © . 38. 39. 40, 3 hbo bi $4.0 56. 57, 60, 61, 62, 63 69. 71 2 73,74 
‘ was a matter of personal information—for my duty | 75.7 77,80, 81,and 82, and agree to the same 
e te n behalf-of the committee to ask whether it would be fant the Howes rece¢ te from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen 
: : Yes ei ate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu 
. ot Denat . 1 to res ni suc ‘ < +3 al l > ium 4 1G ag ata { I ; vet . il y ni i 
to the I ment to respond to suc ha resolutien I know | of the sum proposed insert ‘$5,000; and the Senate agree to the same 
correspondence wiil be sent to the House in response to the Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the S« 
, 80 far as not incompatible wiih the public interests te numbered 18, and agree to —_ same with an amendment as follows: Strik« 
¢ ' . , put in lines 2 3 of sai Pr 2ent the words ‘as stated in his message 
McMILLI ee oe ae s nanan , aaa 1es 2 and f said amendmen n ag 
M ILLIN, But the gentleman has not answe ed my ques e 2, 189 and the Senate agree to the same. 
l asked him why the State Department, if this matter is so im- Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmer it of the Senate 
t, has not itself laid it before Congress,instead of waiting for the | »umbered 20, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 2 of 
‘ ‘ said amendment strike out the words ‘‘an intercontinental and inse rt in How 
“A 3 ; : thereof “ acontinental;’’ in line6 strike out the word “intercontinental ”’ « 
rid i have no criticism to make as to the motives oi the wert in lieu thereof * continental; *’ andin line 14 strike out the wor« . nin- 
era it. It takes its own wav and the Committee on For- | tercontinental” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘a continental ;” and the Senate 
. - > . acree t he ne 
‘ a \k — wavy in th . tings f a hne ec he. | #aTee to the same. : - , 
ue , 1 way in the transaction of th isiness b That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
umbered 26, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of 
OUTHWAITE. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois has any informa- | the sum apeeen Doves ane = ae oe a 5 oe page &, nape 
he inte dail af the anmeanendenes 1 a wan = ni nd insert in lieu thereof the following consu!s-generail at Alllax anc 
t ‘ haracter of th corre ponden e€, SUC as W uld enlighte n Vier rig’, at $3,500 ea h, $7,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 
se, | hope he will give us some information upon that point, rhat the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
us in reaching a conclusion. imbered 32, and — to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
. . ; . . . e ** $491,500 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 
HIT r. seamen till att . ean = a ‘ th sum proposed inser D £ 8 
, , rmation if stated here would be entirely unofii That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


n nly give that when the correspondence comes. 
McMILLIN. The trouble is we are getting so diplomatic we 
t go directly to the state of things as they exist. The House 


to be informed before passing upon this question as to the neces- 


numbered 41, andagree tothe same with an amendment as follows: Insertafter 
the word “ Brunswick,”’ in line 14, page 10 of the bill, the word “‘ Chemnitz;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 58, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
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the matter stricken out by said amendment insertthe foll ng Morris g Ona i 8 und 4 4 ten 
Canada, Newcastle-on-Tyne; "' and the Senate agree to the same I aux stead of $2,500 as | i t H s 
That the House recede from its disagre it to the amendment of the Sena On amendments 137: & res out - 
numbered 68, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In list a aves it in the list of ates pa 
the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $55,620; "’ and the Senate agree to the sa ( amendme * 7.4 { ADT ‘ 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of theS ‘ : f tz ste $ S 
numbered 78, and agree to the same with an amendment as fo ws: Inlis I y s at 
pave 17 of the , Strike out * Belfast and the Senate agree to t san nendn ts 38a ‘ 8 
i e House recede fr ts disagr “nt to the an iment of the S bas 1 $2,008 
number and *> to the same with an am s: | ( ¢ 4 
the s oposed insert ‘$2.54 and the s ‘ paid by fees sa $ x 
: a4 1o4 
| x Cha st ” as 
¥ 3 t 42 - ea 
\ t Pp < s at Orang I = 
} ENE HALI , 5208 
W. B. ALLISO> 
Ve 7 ~ 4 
son 
, “9 . +8 t 7a + 
] ng the reading of the above report, the following occurred i t nae : , = 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, if gentlemen d ur t Ona I ! $ 
. 41. g aed i 
ing of that report at length, which does n or- ; 
mation, I can state it in brief; and unless there is objection we 1 t | N ste $ 3 Se 
dis e with the reading of that long report { . 5 
fhe SPEAKER, Is there objection ? ‘ ‘ 
' r 1 ’ . 7 
Mr. HOLMAN. Itrust that the statement accompanying the report | f y pa f 
will be read. 
i « 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana | Mr. HOLMAN] ob- ; ee See ' : 
jects, and the Clerk will continue the reading of the report forrisburg, forme npensat f$ 
































































































Mr. HOLMAN. I do not object as to this report, but Iask that the n amend t : 
statement may be read. wcities a . 
The SPEAKER. Is there further objection ? irg, formerly paid oe 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. On iments ates S1,"% 3 t 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will continue the reading. oe ees ; Shp ae 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follow tia denen eek s $1500 « a 
The managers on the part of the House of tl nference on th . g | Cast . : erly paid ibe ‘ . 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Ser H Wy ol uid ta 
making appropriations for the diplomatic and const of t { ea}, "8 ot S 
State ibmit the following written statement in ex i of the eff sorme!r ata $ ‘ : i 
the action recommended on said amendments in the ying fere Un ; a i n 
report, namely \a 8,1 1c I es ut 
On amendments 1, 2,3,and7: Appropriates $10,000 for the co merly paid by fees ata ensa ‘ ; 
voy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Turkey, inst s ‘ a P ates ea is I 
proposed by the House. This mission is of great importance, : I th Srotte erg, ! , ‘ ( pensa . 
incumbency of the late Mr. Cox was raised to $10,000, but in the appropriation | ‘Ofmerly paid! es ata ’ at 
bill of last year was again reduced to $7,500 ; Ona ar ‘ ‘ 
On amendments 4 and 6: Appropriates $10,000 each as compensation of e propriates \ I c 
voys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to the Argentine Repu posed by the Set 
and the United States of Colombia, instead of $7, ich as proposed bh; e On amendmer rand 74: A s s »wW 
House Antwerp tot $ i f ] « 
On amendment 5, relating to compensation of envoys extraordinar and On amendment 70: Ay priates 31,060 as a 
ministers plenipotentiary of the third class: Appropriates in the aggregat . | hai, instead of 31,200 as } : y the H 
000, instead of $20,000 as proposed by the House ee, SmSNnamMe! ts and > A t m ¢ - 
On amendments 8 and 10: Appropriates $7,500 as compen ‘ oy ex Mexico, instead of $450 as sed t 
traorlinary and minister plenipotentiary to Denmark, instead of as | Un amenadnme a a ° . 
pose by the House, and raises the ude of that mission toenvoy extraordinary A i ates 215 ead of 3 I ? , Ht 
and minister plenipotentiary, instead of minister resident as proposed by the | ,, “084 69 and proj eS 31,0) 4 
House Belfast stead of > ts |} sed iH a 
On amendment 9, relating to envoys extraor ary and ste I ) Vn a : iS.) and ‘ tes s 
tentiary of the fourth class: Appropriates in the aggregate t I : stead Tod posed 1 
& ), as proposed by the House. VY — , 4 
On amendments II, 12, and 14: Raises the ¢ ie ofthe on toSw i I edo 
to envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary, instead of minister resi- Vn a : t ting \ A 3 for 
dent and consul-general, as proposed by the House. This change makes the | * 4.4K stead Of 315,) y the H 
grade of the United States minister to Switzerland the sameas that ofthe Swiss On amendmen i 
minister at W ington. Onamend t 7, relat ) va sf 
On amendment 13, relating to ministers resident and consuls-g y is 2.5 st loft { sed Ho n 
propriates in the aggregate $20,000, instead of $25,000 as_ proposed by the Hou Senate 
On amendment 15: Makes a verbal correction in the bill. . \ na ts t ‘ va 
On amendment 16: Appropriates $5,000 as compen i c 4 comme al at »,< s . i 
agent at Boma, instead of $4,000 as proposed by the House and $6,000 proposed oO e ent 4 = r A 
by the Senate. at Acapulco, Mex 
On amendments 17 and 18: Approy; ates $49.750 to enable the Pre le to I 3 us it issed the H sec a i$ 
earry into effect the recommendations of the International American ¢ er A ndments d- on t t isa ! 
ence ‘ mittee tl » Sena ' 1 
On amendment 19: Appropriates $15,000 for the esta hment of nte 1 icluding the appr riatio t 4 tt 
tional « n commission ternat al American ¢ llere e, a i » § 4 
On amendment 2 Appropriates 5,000 for the payment of thes e of t 15,140 are included nae! © ap} I “ ‘ ‘ 
United States of a preliminary survey r information inr ect ofa cont ital eret« e paid by fees, ar ; 
i plac A ( 2 i 
ndment 21: Appropriates 0) for the organization and establis to 222,00 t 
the International Union of Ameri I i i 
tion and distribution of commercial inforn 
unendment 22: Appropriates $10,000 for at 
of a uniform nomen ture of art es of me DO 
in the English, Spanish, and Portuguese : er 
Amendments 17, 18, 19, 20,21, and 22 comprise ‘ . ora , aT A 
ternational American Conference. The t : mh ate 
carry out such appropriation being $1 pied ease 1n Sa 3 i t 
On amendments 23, 24, and 3) ppr $4,000 as compe! ym « . rr ane ¢ 
general at Mexico, instead of $2,500 as proposed by the Honse. ; _ ‘ , 
On amendments 25,27, and 23: Appropriates $3,500 as mpens 1of sul ee sek ‘ i i 
general at Vienna, instead of $3,000 as proposed by the House and #4 As . not in order r ott é t 
posed by the Senate. s ; At. | Tura? ; 
On amendment 26, relating to consuls-g¢ ral of the $4,000 class: Appropri- on epee r ; ° 
ates $24,000 instead of $20,000 as proposed by the House and $28,000 as propose ce t gen i 
by the Senate; and further relating to eonsuls-general of the & elass appre may be} ited in n ver to 
priates $7,000 instead of $5,500 as proposed by the House and $3,500 as sed | so t t we ‘ ( 
by the Senate. | 
On amendment 29, relating to consuls-general of the $3,000 s ‘ Mi Aa - a ; t i 


ates $18,000, instead of $21,000 as proposed by the House , sits ne the gentl ! name ed 








On amendments 30 and 31: Makes a verbal correction in the bill eport | Mr. McCre { t ! 

On amendment 32: Relating to the salaries of consuls, vice- suls, and co ee e's R : : 
mercisi agents, appropriates $401,500, instead of 00 as proposed to see t DUSINESS ¢ ’ ’ t , 
House and $412,000 as proposed by the Senate satter ry s gn that repo t 

On amendments 33 and 35: Appropriates $3,500 as compensation of the « to one | 
at Havre, instead of $3,000 as proposed by the House. 1 ' 1 

On amendments 34 and 51: Appropriates $3,000 as compensation of consu! at rhe ¢ esa A and Cor read tt 


Montevideo, instead of $2,000 as proposed by the House. as above. 
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Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. SAYERS. I trust the gentleman will furnish us with a com- 


plete statement as to the number of increases of salaries in the bill. 


Mr. HITT. I willexplainthat fully. The gentleman will see that 
there is no increase in the consular salaries-—— 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to renew the request that this 


conference report and the statement be printed in the ReEcorp, and 


that this matter come up to-morrow. This is virtually a new measure. 
Serious changes have been made in the salaries. I think the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] would hardly be treating the House 


fairly if he insisted upon action upon this report until it has been 
printed. I think we should have a rule in this House requiring all 
reports to be printed and to lie over at least one day, because other- 
wise two gentlemen composing a conference committee know every- 
thing about a measure and the rest of us know nothing about it. 

Mr. HITT. If the gentleman from Indiana will wait until the re- 
port, which was perhaps difficult to understand, is explained, and stated 
in simple form, he will see that there is no occasion for waiting until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. HITT. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. 
to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. I yield for the point of order. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a question of order. 

TheSPEAKER. Will the gentleman state it? 

Mr. ROGERS. It is that on so important a matter as this there 
should be a quorum of the House present. Ido not think there is a 
quorum present in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The last vote disclosed a quorum present. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I admire the watchful care of my 
friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], but I really do not believe that 
there is anyth’ng in this conference report which makes it necessary 
or proper that :ve should postpone action on the report until to-mor- 
row. When the gentleman understands this conference report he will 
see that it is very simp!e in its details. There are very few of the con- 
sulates changed, but in most cases the change results in saving money 
for the Government. We have changed fourteen consulates from feed 
consulates to salaried consulates, and I will say to my friend from In- 
diana that instead of giving to these fourteen consuls the fees that they 
collect we now pay to each a salary, and we save to the Government 
on these officers the sum of $3,490.47 annually. So that although the 
report seems to refer to a number of consulates, yet in the end it saves 
money. The salarics of four ministers have been increased. The 
salary of the minister who represents the United States in the Argen- 
tine Republic has been increased from $7,500 to $10,000, an increase 
of $2,500, 


It is very evident, Mr. Speaker, consideriug the growth of that re- 


public and the dignity and importance of the mission and the improved | 


commercial relations between our Republic and that Republic, that the 
salary of the minister should be increased to $10,000. There is also 
an increase in the salary of the ministerto Tarkey. Congress increased 
the salary of Hon. S. 8. Cox from $7,500 to $10,000 per annum when 
he was minister to Turkey. We merely put it back to that amount. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend permit me to suggest that that was 
never before the House, and not acted upon by the House understand- 
ing what was being done. That increase was made in the Senate and 
was concurred in by the House conferees; and so far as I am concerned, 
and I was present during the transaction, the House knew nothing 
about that until it was read in the REcoRD some days afterwards. 

Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman from Indiana | Mr. HoLMAN] is 
mistaken; attention was called to the increase in the House report. 
The mission to Turkey is a very important one. Congress increased 
the salary from $7,500 to $10,000 when Mr. Cox was minister to Tur- 
key, and if this salary was properthen, and our interests required a 
minister at Constantinople, it seems to me he ought to be paid $10,000 
per annum now. 

Mr. McMILLIN, If the gentleman from Kentucky will allow me, 
he has stated the reason why an increase was made in the salary of 
the minister tothe Argentine Republic was because of the increasing 
growth and importance of that republic. Now, it seems to me there 
is no such excuse for Turkey, What new developments have occurred 
in Turkey that would justify the payment of a greater salary than has 
heretofore been paid to the minister? 

Mr. McCREARY. Iwill say to the gentleman from Tennessee that 
the Congress of the United States believed that the minister to Turkey 
should receive $10,000 when Mr. 8. 8. Cox was minister to Turkey. It 
is a very considerable distance to Constantinople. I think if we send 
a minister to Turkey he should be paid $10,000. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman did not answer my question. 

Mr. McCREARY. 
States and Turkey has not increased as it has with the Argentine Re- 
public, and I admit that the possibilities and probabilities of increas- 
ing business between this country and Turkey are not so great as they 
are for an increase between this country and the Argentine Republic. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is what I wanted to get at. 

Mr. McCREARY. But I predict now that the time is not far dis- 


tant when the minister to the Argentine Republic will receivea greater | 


I will yield | 


I admit that the business between the United | 


salary than $10,000. That is a grand republic, and rapid develop- 
ments and great improvements are being made there. The day is not 
| far distant when a railroad connecting the city of New York with 
Buenos Ayres, the capital of the Argentine Republic, will be built, 
| and the commercial and business relationsof our Republic and that Re- 
public will be greatly improved. 

Mr. McMILLIN.. But paying big salaries is not going to hasten 
the coming of that date. Another point to which I wish to call the 
attention of the gentleman from Kentucky is that there is an increase 
from $5,000 to $7,500 in the salary of the minister to Denmark, a 
little out-of-the-way place, with all proper deference, and I do not 
know of any increase of business that justifies this increase of salary. 

Mr. McCREARY. In answer to that statement I would say this: 
We must either abolish the Denmark mission or we must pay the min- 
ister enough to support him. At present we are giving to the minis- 
ter to Sweden and the minister to Norway, who represent the United 
| States in countries contiguous to Denmark, $7,500 each, and this bill 
| simply puts the minister to Denmark on an equal footing with the 
| minister to Sweden and the minister to Norway. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, I want to call my friend’s attention —— 

Mr. McCREARY. In a moment. I was saying that we would 
| either have to abolish the mission to Denmark or give the min ister 
$7,500, so that he can live there. But I want tosay, Mr. Speaker, that 
while I am ready toanswer every question I feel that it is an injustice 
to the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. Hitr] for 
me to apparently take charge of this bill. I got up to answer the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] and to show that it is not 
| necessary to print this conference report and let it lie over, but that 
we could dispose of it and ought to dispose of it within an hour. 
| 
i 











There is no great increase of salaries in this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I said a moment ago that it was my recollection 
that the last increase in the salary of our minister to Turkey from $7,- 
| 500 to $10,000 was made by the conferees between the two Houses, and 
| the subject never was considered by the House. But I have been since 
told by the gentleman from Georgia that his recollection is that the 
subject was called tothe attention of the House. My remembrance was 
that it was not. 

Mr. McCREARY. I remember that the conference committee re- 
ported the increase referred to by the gentleman from Indiana and that 
a statement was made in the House, and I think the REecorpD will bear 
me out. It was read by the Clerk, and my recollection is that the in- 
crease of Mr. Cox’s salary as minister to Turkey was called to the at- 
| tention of the House and no objection was made. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam reminded by the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. WiLsonj of a fact which had escaped my memory—if, in- 
deed, I knew it, because these things come in here in conference re- 
ports and it is not easy to keep track of them; I am reminded that the 
increase of the salary when Mr. Cox was our minister to Turkey was 
not to $10,000, but was to $9,000. 

Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam so informed. 

Mr. McCREARY. I think my colleague [Mr. Hitt] and all the 
members of the Committee on Foreign Affairs will bear me out in say- 
| ing that we increased that salary from $7,500 to $10,000. 
| Mr. McMILLIN. Now, with all due deference to the gentleman 
from Kentucky, when there is an increase of appropriations made by 
| this bill of about 15 per cent., an increase made by the Senate, which 
will become a law if this report is adopted, I will ask the gentleman 
if he does not think that fact is sufficieu’ to justify us in having this 
report printed so that we may havea chance to consider it deliberately 
to-morrow. There is an increase of over $220,000 made by the Senate 
which this committee of conference reports in favor of acquiescing in. 
It seems that the Senate increased the bil! $223,000, and that in the 
| conference the Senate conferees magnanimously surrendered $12,000 
and the House conferees $220,000. 

Mr. McCREARY. Responding to the gentleman from Tennessee I 
wish to state that if he will examine the bill carefully 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is what I want an opportunity to do. 

Mr. McCREARY. Ifhe will examine the bill carefully he will find 
| that nearly all the increase consists of the appropriation of $175,000 
to pay the various amounts needed to comply with recommendations 
made by the International American Conference. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I respect the wish of my friend from Tennessee 
to have this report printed so that he can understand it, but it seems a 
little singular that he did not manifest the same energy and the same 
eagerness to investigate the last annual diplomatic and consular appro- 
priation bill. That bill as it passed the House last session increased 
the amount appropriated in such bills to $1,880,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not by an increase in salaries. 

Mr. McCREARY. No; and salaries are not increased much by this 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman [Mr. McCreary] stated 
when the bill of last year was considered in the House that there was 
no increase whatever made in salaries. 
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Mr. McCREA.RY. There was no material increase in the last bill 


in salaries, and the aggregate increase which appears in that bill grew | 


out of the fact that we appropriated $500,000 in order to protect the 
interests of the United States in the Samoan Islands. We also appro- 


priated $15,000 to pay the Japanese indemnity, these items making an | 


increase of $515,000. The present bill appropriates $175,000 for the 
purpose of carrying out certain recommendations made by the Inter- 
national American Conference, and that appropriation is mainly the 
cause of the apparent increase. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My friend from Kentucky seems to blame me 
because I was not so vigilant before. I want to apologize of record by 
stating that I may have been misled by my great confidence in the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary], who wasthen chairman 
of the committee. [Laughter.] I probably was not so vigilant as I 
should have been. 

Mr. McCREARY. Well, since I state that the aggregate of the dip- 
lomatic and consular bill of last session, leaving out the Samoan ap- 
propriation and the appropriation for the Japanese indemnity, was less 
than that of the year before, does not the gentleman feel satisfied? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam ready to say that I do not think my friend's 
criticism of me for want of vigilance was just, because it was repre- 
sented by himself and others that the increased appropriation was nec- 
essary in order to protect the interests of thisGovernment. I maysay, 
however, by way of parenthesis, that it turns out that we have sent 
down there a lot of men who have rethroned a king who had been de- 
throned by the people of thatcountry. Itisa fact not generally known 
that our representatives, sent abroad for the purpose of settling Samoan 
matters, have actually gone to the extent of overriding the will of the 
people of those islands, taking up a scapegrace who had been dethroned 
and putting him back upon the throne and assuring to him permanent 
authority. And this Administration, this American Administration, has 
undertaken to pay a part of the expenses of ‘‘running ”’ that kingdom. 
I throw that into the RrecorpD for what it is worth in connection with 


our relations to Samoan affairs. They are a disgrace to theage in which | 


we live. 

Mr. McCREARY. I think the gentleman from Tennessee presents 
the Samoan matter a little too strongly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I presentitexactly as itis. My friend from Ken- 
tucky will not deny a single statement I make, and if the American 
people knew the outrage that had been perpetrated they would be 
clamoring more than they are now. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, a revolution existed at Samoa. 
The United States Government had certain property and certain rights 


there, and it would have been outrageously wrong for the Congress of 


the United States a year ago, when those difficulties existed, to have 


refused to protect our interests in Samoa, or to have refused to take | 


proper action to maintain them. For that purpose it was necessary to 
establish and maintain our coaling station at Samoa and we appro- 
priated $100,000 for that purpose. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not wish to be misunderstood. I do not 
undertake to criticise what may have been the action taken by that 
committee, as the gentleman says, in providing for the protection of our 
property; but what I do complain of is that we have entered into 
treaty negotiations there; we have met two kingdoms; ‘‘ we have met 
the enemy ’’ and we are theirs! What I stated was true, that a king 


has been put back on the throne, and that the American people have | 


to pay part of the expense of running hiskingdom. That is un-Ameri- 
can, unrepublican, and a disgrace to the Administration that puts it 
in force. 

Mr. McCREARY. As I was about to say with regard to Samoa, it 
became proper for us to appropriate $100,000 to maintain our coaling 


station, which we did. It also became necessary for Congress to ap- | 


. 7 . ‘ : 
propriate $500,000 to protect the interests of this Government at Samoa. 


That money was placed at the disposal of the President of the United | 


States. It was placed at the disposal of Mr. Cleveland, then Presi- 
dent, and when he went out of office it was at the disposal of the pres- 
ent President of the United States. I am informed that very little of 
the $500,000 appropriated has been used. This is all that need be said 
with regard to the appropriations for Somoa. 


Now as regards the condition of affairs at Samoa, this Congress is | 


unable to regulate those aflairs. The United States, England, and 
Germany had certain rights there. There have been certain negotia- 
tions with regard to Samoa; and at present those people, who do not 
seem to be able to appreciate such Government as we have, are not 
getting along as well as many of us would desire. But we have not 


the power to control Samoa. Under the arrangement between the | 
United States, Great Britain, and Germany, these three countries have | 


been acting together; and I think they are doing the best they can. 
If, however, the gentleman from Teunessee believes there is anything 


there that can be regulated by the Congress of the United States, if he | 
thinks there is anything wrong which we can remedy, all avenues are | 


open to him. . 


Let him introduce his bill; let him call for the correspondence be- | 


tween our Government and the other Governments. He has avenues 
open to him; but I have not heard of his trying to take any steps to 
correct the wrongs to which he now refers and which I think he ex- 





not that true‘ 

Mr. McCREARY. That was done. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That was done. Now, didnot the United Stat 
consent to and help to enforce the imposing of tl 
those-people? Is not that true 

Mr. McCREARY. Iam not here to defend the conventional ag 
ment concluded and signed last year at Berlin by the plenipotentiaries 
of the United States, Germany, and Great [ritain. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam glad you are not 

Mr. McCREARY. The agreement has been ratified and indorsed 
by the proper authorities, and I have not been asked for and I have not 
given my indorsement. If the gentleman disapproves it he can take 
such steps as he deems best to show his disapproval. 
| Mr. McMILLIN. Iam now taking steps. Iam calling:the atte: 
tion of the country to the fact that your constituents and mine and 
the people of this American Republic are helping to support a king 
dom set up by the three powers that met in conference there 

Mr. McCREARY. But you come here and bring up the question 
| ata time when you can not accomplish anything. You bring it up 
| when we are considering the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
bill, in which, I repeat, there is not a single word about Samoa, and 
nothing whatever relating to the Samoan matters to which you object. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman himself brought in Samoa. 
| Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman from Tennessee is mistaken. | 
was asked by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] why the 
$500,000 was appropriated in the last bill; and I answered -by saying 
that the amount was placed at the disposal of the President of the 
United States. Now, Mr. Speaker, ho provision in regard to Samoa 
occurs in this bill; there is no appropriation in the bill for Samoa, 
There is nothing in this bill for the gentleman from Tennessee to fight, 
| if he is displeased with affairs at Samoa. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Now, I want to ask my friend a question. Will 
| the gentleman answer a question? 
Mr. McCREARY. Yes, sir. 
| Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman has admitted the conference; he 
has admitted the taking up—— 

Mr. McCREARY. That is a matter of record. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman has admitted the taking up of the 


cane cco tatipcsahaaa Daciano és 
aggerates. If he believes there is anything t that needs « L 
he ought to take the proper steps to have the papers laid | 
House, so that we may consider and correct the wrongs so far as w« 
i able to do so, 
Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend permit me t k him a question 
| or two? 
|} Mr. McCREARY. Yes, si! 
| Mr. McMILLIN. In view of the gentleman’s charge that I state too 
strongly the situation there, I ask: Is it not a fact that the representa- 
| tives of our Government, Germany, and Great Britain met in confer- 
|ence? Is it not a fact that the result of that conference was an agre¢ 
| ment to take up and put back upon the throne the deposed king Is 


at deposed king upon 


deposed king and placing him back on the throne. Wasit not anothe: 
| agreement of that conference that a chief-justice should be appointed 
| whose powers were almost kingly, and that the Government of the 
United States and the other two powers should jointly guaranty his 


salary? Is not that true? 
Mr. McCREARY. I think the gentleman states that rather too 

| strongly. 

| Mr. McMILLIN Will the gentleman himself state it weak 


- 





snough ? 
Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman from Tennessee had 
the report or agreement read. He probably has it. 
Mr. McMILLIN I know what is in the report 
Mr. McCREARY. Ifthe gentleman has not the report he « 


it and have it read before this debate is over. ~amo 





| do with the conference report under considerat it I am d 
| willing to hear anything read or spoken about Samoa that the H 
| will permit. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I have read it. Itsustains what I have assert 
| and you will not deny it, although you say I state th 
strongly.’ 
Mr. McCREARY. I say I think youstateit toostrongly; and I 
that the report, or, properly speaking, the conventional agreem 
| read. If the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLI t, let 
| him send it to the desk to be read \t the same time I repeat that the 
| Samoan question which he has brought in here hasnothing ithe 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. I have no« 
ever, to his saying what he pleases with regard to Samoa and with re 
| gard to the conclusions arrived at by the plenipotentiaries of the United 


1 , 43 ‘ 
aiso say that i aid not 


| States, Great Britain, and Germany 
While I say this, itis } { 
| rise to discuss the Samoan question. It is not involvedinthis bill. 1 


i 


yroper that 1 noul 


| arose to discuss the conference report submitted by the conference ¢ 
mittee on the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, and I am 
ready to meet gentlemen on any point embraced in that rey 
Mr. Speaker, before I conclude my remarks 3 
| gratified that no member has criticised or objected to the 











tions requ ca ‘ t the recommendations of the Inter- 
nat al Ame if I e. 
( he iternational conference, October 2, 1889, 
int e I t 19, 189 pro eedings were watched 
Ww r the civi d world lhe work of the conierence 
i 1 i think the ‘ was well done. 
p iwhitration for the preservation 
‘ n nt itional disputes and disagreements 
a 
yntinental railroad to connect North Amer- 
i, f and ) \me l 
istened the downfall of t I 
1 estab yment of the Republic 
f an international coin it advised the establishment 
( J al American Union, the kind of coin issued to be de- 
cides y comm on to assemble at Washington, composed of repre- 
i es of « i the American Republics, 
On reciprocity in trade I regret to say the conference arrived at no 
i tory conclusion, but I hope the discussions and consultations of 
t] embers of the conference on this subject will help to open the 
v t an early day to a fair and just reciprocity between all the Re- 
pub of the western hemisphere 
(jt mportant subjects were discussed and valuable recommenda- 
tir re made, but | 1! not consume the time of the House by re- 
ferring to them 
(he conterence report now under consideration appropriates $65,000 
or payment of the share of the United States of a preliminary survey 
for information concerning a continental railway to connect the Repub- 
lics of the western hemisphere, and $36,000 for the organization and 
establishment of the International Union of American Republics for 
the prompt collection and distribution of commercial information, and 
510,000 for the completion and publication of a uniform nomenclature 
of articles of merchandise, and $15,000 to pay the expenses of three 
commissioners to represent the United States at an international coin 
convention to be held at Washington, and $49,750 to pay general and 


necessary expenses of the conference; making in all $175,000. 
Speaker, I hope the conference report will be promptly and unan- 
imously adopted. 

Mr. HITT. Now, Mr. Speaker, if we can proceed with the consid- 
eration of the conference report on this appropriation bill to provide 
for the consular and diplomatic service, I will try to state its effect as 
simply and briefly as possible, so that there will be no necessity for 
delay on the part of any gentleman able and acute as the gentleman 
from Indiana. 


MYT. 


Mr. McADOO. Before the gentleman proceeds will he yield for a 
question ? 

Mr. HITT. Well, if it is not about Samoa or some other remote 
question which has no reference to the bill. 

Mr. McADOO. It has reference to the bill. 

Mr. HITT. 1 will be very glad to yield for such a question. 


Mr. McADOO. I understand that in this bill the rank of some of 
our ministers abroad has been raised, and I want to ask 

Mr. HITT. If the gentleman from New Jersey will withhold his 
questions I am coming just tothe point I think he wishes to reach, and 
no doubt will answer it as I proceed. 





Mr. McADOO. Very well. 
Mr. HITT. This bill, Mr. Speaker, as now presented by the con- 
ference committee, does not increase the number of officials or the 


number of officers in our consular or diplomatic service by a single 
one. There were some differences in the amount of pay involved in 
the questions in controversy between the two Houses, and we have 
agreed that in some cases there shall be an increase where in the judg- 
ment of the Department such increase is believed to be necessary and 
recommended by the State Department for the good of the service. 
For instance we have increased the compensation of four ministers 
abroad $2,500 each 


Mr. SAYERS. What four are increased? 


Mr. HITT. Turkey, the United States of Colombia, the Argentine 
Republic, and Denmark. Those are the only changes made in the 
whole list of our diplomatic representatives. 

lhe Senate bill added to the House bill $43,000 in the way of com- 
pensation to diplomatic and consular officers, but of that number there 
were fourteen offices which the Senate bill provided with salaries, 


which had previously been paid by fees, and the payment by fees was 
a great deal higher than these salaries, that is, higher than we have 
fixed it in the conference report on the bill. Hence the burden upon 
the Treasury is diminished by our action in entting down the compen- 
sation of the fourteen consular officers in question. These fees will now 
go into the Treasury, and the cost of the service to the Government is 
that much lessened. 

We have increased the pay of nine of our consuls, the reasons there- 
for being presented to us by the Department of State. One is the city 
of Mexico. It is known to almost all men familiar with our foreign 
affairs that in the city of Mexico our relations in the way of business 
are rapidly increasing and that the burden of duty resting upon the 
consul has been widely enlarged, a city where the number of our peo- 
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as been more than doubled in a single 
That salary was raised from $2,500 to 
000; that is to say, the Senate had raised it to $4,000 and we as- 
sented. 

rhere is Vienna; the Senate raised it from $3,000 to $4,000 salary. 
Ifany gentleman will examine the extensive commere with that city, 
which is the chief trade center of Austria, and the high cost of living 
there, he will see the justice as well as the necessity for making an 
increase. We compromised with the Senate and made it $3,500. In 
no case has the committee given to a consul a salary nearly as large as 
the sum collected at his office by the Government in fees. I may say 
right here that the whole consular service is more than self-supporting. 
The money received through it by the Government was last year many 
thousands more than it paid totheservice. At Havre we have grante d 
$3,500 salary, being an increase of $500. It is fair to that officer to 
state that the salary was formerly fixed at $6,000, and there was also 
a large body of fees collected from special commerce at that point which 
gave ‘‘head money’’ to the consul. Because of these large fees the 
salary was cut down to $3,000, as it was believed that he was so well 
paid by fees it wasenough. Then, after awhile, the fees were cut oft 
by an order, and he was left with perhaps one-third of his former com- 
pensation. 

We agreed, therefore, to a slight increase in his salary, making it 
$3,500, one-third of what he formerly received. It is the great com- 
mercial port of France and is visited by twice as many American vessels 
as enter any other French port. The consul has the care and disposi- 
tion of many seamen thrown upon him. 

The salary of the consul at Montevideo is increased from $2,000 to 
3,000, in accordance with the recommendations of the Department. 
It isa city of 100,000 inhabitants, and hasa large trade with the United 
States, is difficult to reach, unhealthy, and expensive to live in. 

At Bordeaux, where the exigencies of the service require the highest 
ability and integrity, where a tested man is most valuable, an increase 
has been made. Any man familiar with the business coming to the 
Department from Bordeaux will recognize the importance of having 
such aman there; and hence the salary has been raised from $2,500 to 
$3,000. The exports to the United States in six months of last year 
were $2,507, 5% It is the wine port, and that trade requires for the 


ple resident and in business h 
Presidential administration. 
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> 2,507,530. 
protection of our revenue from the high duties we levy on wines a faith- 
ful and able man. 

At Chemnitz the Senate put the compensation at $3,000. Our busi- 
ness is very great, the imports to the United States from Chemnitz last 
year being $9,905,697; but feeling that it was best to lean, if at fault 
at all, on theside of economy, we fixed the salary at $2,500. The fees 
collected and turned into the Treasury are $15,616 annually—only ex- 
ceeded by Liverpool and Bradford. 

At Basle, where an able officer is employed, whose services were of 
special service in the last two or three years at another place under 
circumstances of severe trial in the discharge of the duties intrusted 
to him, we have made an increase, in accordance with the recommend- 
ations of the Department, of $1,000. 

At Aix-la-Chapelle we have also made an increase of $1,000, the 
salary being fixed at $2,500 instead of $1,500. 

This is a very important place in its trade relations with the United 
States. It is the mostexpensive place to live ininallGermany. Ger- 
man soldiers quartered there are allowed double commutation for 
quarters and board. The official fees collected amount to $3,036 per 
annum. The agency at Burtscheid has been abolished, at the request 
of the consul, in order that the consul might be able to control and 
prevent certain evil practices of shippers within hisdistrict. The work 
heretofore done at Burtscheid will in fature be done at Aix-la-Chapelle. 
The increase asked for will not entail any additional expense to the 
Treasury, for the reason that the fees collected at Burtscheid were re- 
tained by the agent and the consul. The increase asked for is about 
the same as the fees collected at the agency. The real cost of the serv- 
ice rendered is not changed. 

I am sorry to see that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Fircy] 
is not in his seat. He was very familiar with the post at Stuttgart, 
and he ably and strongly presented the necessity of increasing the com- 
pensation of the officer at that expensive post. His representations 
were such that the latter was granted an increase of $500. Those are 
the consulates where we have increased the salaries. 

I will not go through the decreases of compensation in detail at 
length, but I will simply say there have been a number of cases in 
which compensation has been cut down 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman include in his remarks a state- 
ment showing those consuls whose salaries have been increased and 
also the amount of fees that have been diminished ? 

Mr. HITT. I willdoso. I have it before me, but will not delay 
the House for the details, except to say that there are fourteen posts 
where the consuls are drawing pay from fees which we have changed 
to fixed specific salaries, reducing them as appears by the following 
list, which tells the story in the plainest manner. Morrisburg is the 
only case where there is not a reduction, but in that case the salary 
will prevent the consul from trading, and in that respect is very desir- 
able. 
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Reichenberg, salary $2,500, instead of fees $2,500 and upwards. 

Baracoa, salary $2,000, instead of fees $2,279.19. 

Coaticook, salary $1,500, instead of fees $1,957 

Morrisburg, salary $1,500, instead of fees $982.50. 

Wallaceburg, salary $1,500, instead of fees $2,500, et 

Woodstock, salary $1,500, instead of fees $1,752.50 

Yarmouth, salary $1,500, instead of fees $1,623.21 

Castelamare, salary $1,500, instead of fees $1,905 

Catania, salary $1,500, instead of fees $1,594. 

Merida, salary $1,500, instead of fees $1,543.19. 

Cardenas, salary $1,500, instead of fees $1,859.16 

Denia, salary $1,500, instead of fees $2,295. 

Gothenburg, salary $1,500, instead of fees $1,533 

Stockholm, salary $1,500, instead of fees $1,886.20. 

The salaries of these fourteen consuls wi!l now amount to $22,500 
instead of $25,590.47, being a saving to the Government of $3,490.47 

Let me sum up these statements. From the $43,000 of apparent in- 
erease in appropriations you must take out the $22,500 now to be paid 


' 
as salaries, and which constitute really a diminution of the burde: 
upon the Treasury of $3,490.47; which will leave $21,140 as the whole 
amount we have accorded as an increase tothe consular and diplomatic 
service of the Department, including some increases of small amount 
for clerk hire. Take from that $3,490, which was the saving we made 
upon the feed officers transferred to salaried officers, and you have 
$17,649.53 as the net increase of appropriation for consular and diplo- 
matic officers. Take out $10,000, which was the increase for diplo- 
matic officers, and you find that the whole increase for consular of- 
ficers, including the clerks, is $6,649.53. I have explained in re- 
gard to Aix-la-Chapelle that the increase of $1,000 there was appar- 
ent, and not real. I repeat that the entire increase we have made here 
in this apparently large change of figures in salaries actually received 
by men in the employment of the Government in the consular service, 


including the clerical pay, in which we have made slight increases here | 


and there, is $6,649.53. 


I do not deem it necessary to repeat more fully, as the subject has 


been explained at some length, in regard to these missions the salari« 
of which are increased. The Argentine Republic, which, compared 
with Chili, is a much larger country and is one of great importance, is 
simply put upon the same grade with Chili. Attention was called to 
this difference in the recent Pan-American Conference, and it was felt 
with sensitiveness by the representatives of the Argentine Republic. 
So, too, with the United States of Colombia. Remember that all ques- 
tions connected with the Isthmus of Panama which have arisen and 
which will arise fall under the jurisdiction of and must be disposed of 
in our relations with the United States of Colombia. 

One of the gentlemen spoke of Denmark and alsoofTurkey. I may 
state in regard to Denmark that some of the strong reasons which in- 
fluenced the committee were stated with force and clearness by Mr. 
Anderson, the recent minister. I have his letters before me, which 
were considered by the committee, in which that enlightened minis- 
ter, who worthily represented us at Copenhagen, stated the embarrass- 
ment he was under during the years that he remained there. This 
statement came since he left his post and is the unselfish, disinterested 
declaration of an American citizen respecting his country, and who had 
represented it most honorably to himself in Denmark under great difli- 
culty. I have two letters, both interesting, the last one being that 
which I particularly refer as written when he had no interest that was 
personal to himself. 

Mr. Anderson’s letters are as follows: 

No. 3 JEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES 


Copenhagen, October 9, 188 

Sir: Referring to my dispatch No. 22 of this date, I have the honor to 
»ort: It seems proper that the relation which the representative of the Unite 
States holds to his colleagues at this capital should be fully understood | 
Government, The British and Russian legations are maintained ata 
their respective Governments of fully $25,000 a year each. 

The Russian minister receives 80,000 marks salary; has a large mansion fre« 
of rent and two secretaries of legation. Substantially the same is true of the 
British minister. The lowest salary paid to any of the other ministers here is 
36,000 marks, with corresponding allowances for contingent expenses, and all 
of them have at least one secretary of legation. In other words, the represent- 
ative of the United States receives about half the allowance of his poorest-paid 
colleague, and scarcely a quarter of the amount paid by Russia and Great 
Britain to thelr representatives here 

It should also be remembered in this connection that all the representative 
from other countries are appointed for life and receive a pension when they | 
come superannuated. Under these circumstances it is of course absurd for the 
representative of the United States, who rarely holds his position n 
four or eight years, to attempt to compete with his colleagues he cor] 
plomatique in hospitality, style, and consequent social influence. Un t 
United States minister has private funds which he is willing to spe: 
at least at this capital, the opportunity and honor of demonstrati: 





ig t i 
the economy and simplicity of democratic institutions as ntrasted with the 
mp and splendor of the monarchy. Our Government should not, in my 
umble opinion, imitate the extravagance of other nations, on the one hand 


nor should it fall into a mistaken economy on the other 

All the foreign nations are represented here by envoys extraordinary and 
ministers plenipotentiary, while the rank of the representative of the | 
States is minister resident and consul-general! 

In view of these circumstances, I take the liberty of making the { 
recommendations: 

1. That the words “ consul-general” be dropped and the rank be raised either 
to “envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary” or at least be made 
“ minister resident,” without the “ consul-general."’ I can not see that the title 
“consul-general"’ is of any advantage either to the representative or to our 
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Mr. McADOO. W the gentleman from i } expiaina 
iuliy aS to the reason lor lncreasing the saiary « tue 11D r to ] 
United States of Colombia 

Mr HITT. Yes, si 

Mr. McADOO. As I under xd it, the é t of the gent 
from Illinois [ Mr. Hitt Ww that the saial ncreased bec 
the important issues at stake 1 the Isthmus t é é to 
ing the cana 

Mr. HIT I stated t that wa \ 1} 
( relations ith th country of grave iporta 
Isthmus of Panama is a part of the United States of Colom! 

Mr. McADOO. IfI understand correctly, the country has n« 
very largely, and the canal has been practically alandoned; so that 
for myself, assuming the case of Denmark, instance, to be a prope 
one, | can not see why the salary of the minister to the United Sta 
of Colombia should be increased I will ask the gentle n from 
nois | Mr. Hirr] the name of min to t Unit 
( lomb t 

\I HiT ] not his pame phere [ } » 
na single this lin the way of a 1 t 
‘ i ha dealt with them all m j ) ym t 

Mr. M A DOU, i hay no uote t 

M HITT I kr 80 thing ol « that R 

it I do ( to say anything about individuals. 

Mr. McADOO. The salary of the minister to the Un 
Co bia has been raised from } 00 to $1 ) 

Mr. HITT Yes, sir. 

Mr. McADOO. Th would mak« salary as great t 
restored salary of the mi ter to | 

Mr. HITT. It is the same as tl i ( t 
as restored 

Mr. McADOO., » that it puts the 1 ted tes of ( ' 
far as thesa y 1, yn t for t 
ers of Europe 
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Mr. HITT j 1 not t rther eaking t 
‘ LI — ( i tH T t r ) 
is an appropriation made , a 1 Afri vhich iS a 
to considerable impo ite and 1 the gentlenian who 
sent there hasexcited the admiration of ny the manner I 


| he has discharged his duties. He was an Army 








ago, and he seems to be an enthusiast in the work 
and unhealthy coast. The recommendation was 
him $6,000, and the Senate did so, but we in- 


Ubsale 


that we should grant 


sisted a reduction, and the amount was reduced to $5,000. That 
con es the consular service so far asour work seems to need explana- 
tio 

Dhere is an app opmation ol $1,500 for repairs and for the protection 
of the graves of Americans in the cemetery at Acapulco, in Mexico. 
[t is ina very bad condition. We have letters from the consul which 
tate the necessity for theappropriation. The steam-shipcompany and 
the Americans there intend to tarnish the transportation and superin- 


tendence. I think everybody will recognize the necessity for protect- 
ing the graves of our countrymen in that far-off, neglected graveyard. 

Mr. DOCKERY, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him whether 
any new: oflicers are provided for in this report? 

Mr. HITT. ‘There are no new consular or diplomatic officers. We 
have in some cases allowed to the officers alittle more forclerical help, 
which will enable them to get two men, perhaps, to do the work where 
one man was overworked, * 

Mr. DOCKERY. And the increase, therefore, of $43,000 is an in- 
crease of the salaries of the existing officers ? 

Mr. HITT. Itis in part increase and alarge part is payment where 
there is decrease; for the payment of a large part of the officers, which 
has hitherto been in fees, is now made by salaries less in amount than 
the fees they heretofore received, which did not come in annual appro- 
priation bills as they were not salaries. 


propriation as an apparent increase of expenditure, when in fact it is a | 


diminution, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Dol 
lombia was increased from $7,000 to $10,000? 

Mr. HITT. From $7,500 to $10,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I was perhaps inattentive and did not hear the ex- 
planation given for that increase. 

Mr. HITT. That was done because of the recent movement toward 
enlargement of our trade withall the southern Republics, the increasing 
importance cf our relations with the United States of Colombia, and 
the fitness of putting that mission on a grade similar to the others. 

Mr. DOCKERY,. It seems to me that increase calls for an explana- 
tion, because, if I remember correctly, that officer gave to the country 
in October last, through the agency of the Associated Press, astatement 
to the effect that our trade relations with the Republic of Colombia 
were in a very unsatisfactory condition. 

Mr. HITT. They were disturbed. 
versy. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Not disturbed, but the minister said that we had 
very little trade with that people; that they wanted to trade with this 
Republic, and the reason why they did not was because they could 
purchase elsewhere cheaper than they could here. 

Mr. HITT. I perceive the tendency of the gentleman’s remark, and 
would be glad to talk upon the subject of the tariff at another time, 


but not just now, as I want to get to a vote on this conference report 
on the bill. 


Mr. DOCKERY. 
that salary. 

Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi. 
tion. 

Mr. HITT. Certainly 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Have the committee, in considering 
these increases, considered the agricultural depression in the country ? 


We had a question in contro- 


I do not see any justification for the increase of 


I wish to ask the gentleman a ques- 


Mr. HITT. ‘That was considered very fully and we gave very spar- 
ingly. 

Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi. Iam glad that wasconsidered. [Laugh- 
ter. | 


Mr. McADOO. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HITT. I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. McADOO. What was the reason for raising the rank of certain 
ministers from that of minister to minister plenipotentiary ? 

Mr. HITT. I will state, in anticipation of what thegentleman might 
say, that the minister whose rank is raised by the bill, and the one to 
whom the gentleman doubtless refers, was the minister to Switzerland. 
Mr. Boyd Winchester, who was formerly the minister there, and whose 
name is familiar to many gentlemen here, has written a letter, which 
I hold in my hand. It states in very strong, sensible langnage the 
necessity of more cordially recognizing the Swiss Republic by raising 
the grade of our minister to that country to a rank equal to that which 
they gave to their minister here in Washington, and we here in this bill, 
give him that rank, envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary. 
There is no increase in the salary. 

The letter of Mr. Boyd Winchester, of Kentucky, who was recently 
our minister in Switzerland, is interesting and I will print it. 

The letter is as follows: 

No. 279.) LEGATION OF THE Untrep Stares, Berne, April 8, 1889 


Sim: The subject-matter of this dispatch has not failed long since to impress 
itself at times, and in a way emphasizing the disadvantage and injustice which 
constantly confront the diplomatic agent at this post, but heretofore its dis- 
cussion has been forbidden by the existence of a personal interest to which its 
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inspiration would be imputed. My letter of recall disposing of any such mis- 
interpretation, lam unwilling to leave this post without putting on file a re- 

| spectful but most earnest protest against the inferior rank and inadequate com- 
pensation accorded it 

i do so, fully conscious that it is the thrashing out the husks of an exhausted 

controversy, that it is an old story, the argument of which has been made time 

and again and with every manner of illustration and influence, and seems uti- 

answerable exceptto those who are intrusted with its decision. There isa prone- 

ness on the part of many not merely to underestimate the value of a diplo- 
| matic foree, but toconsider the sending of representatives to foreign countries 
| as a waste of money; that it is an obsolete international vanity, a thing of 

ceremonies and trivialities, an excuse for inglorious sloth and luxurious loiter- 
ing, and should be abolished as a useless tax on the country. 

I shall not stop to show the falsity of this too current opinion, further than 
the statement of the two safe postulates. First, the nature, necessities,and in- 
terest of international relations give rise to concerns which can only be best 
conducted to satisfactory resultsthrough diplomatic agents; it isadefinite factor 
in the political economy of the world, carrying with, it as Mr. Wheaton says, 
| “the foree of obligation upon all civilized powers, that can not be dispensed 
} Within the mere wantonness of caprice.’’ Indeed, impartially reviewed, history 

will show our diplomatic service to have been the cheapest and the most effi- 
cient arm of the national defense. Second, our diplomatic service is not only an 
| honorable distinction, but the acceptance of a responsible duty to be faithfully 
| discharged, and that it should be maintained in a fashion consonant with our 
national dignity and our position among the nations. 

The post at Berne was established in 1853 as minister resident. In 1876it was 
| reduced to chargé d'affaires and the salary reduced from $7,500 to $5,000, the re- 
| duction of grade carrying with it a consequent reduction of salary, and for the 

additional reason assigned by the Department ‘that the condition of the Treas- 
ury and of the industries of the country required a reduction of the public ex- 
| penditures inevery branch of the public service,."’ In 1482 the grade was raised 
| from chargé d'affaires to minister resident and consul-general, but the salary 

remained at $5,000. Since 1882 there has been no change made in the rank or 
compensation. Whilst the change made in 182, technically speaking, was a 
| pene in grade, it is doubtful in fact if it was a desirable change or en- 
1anced the dignity and diplomatic status of the post. 

The combining in one person of the ministerial powers and the duties of a 
consul-general is neither wise nor consistent with diplomatic or consular effi- 
| ciency. Some foreign Governments will not recognize the union of consular 
| and diplomatic functions and all regard it with great disfavor. It is an at- 
; tempted combination of two dissimilar and incompatible classes of representa- 
| 
| 
| 


tion, impairing the dignity of the superior rank and the efficiency of both. It 

makes the minister officially one-half of a person who is even refused all diplo- 
| inatic recognition or reception, 
| In one capacity he is simply a man of business while in the other he is a 
| diplomate. The duties of these respective positions call for entirely different 
| talents and qualifications, and they are rarely found combined in one and the 

same person. The phenomenal growth of our commercial and industrial in- 
terests invests our consular service, in the minds of many, with a paramount 
importance and demands that in filling such posts exclusive regard should be 
had to the special fitness the work to be done requires ; that is, business ability 
| and experience in trade, an exact and practical knowledge of the details, quali- 
, ties, and values of articles shipped from the country where he is located ; thor- 
| oughly conversant with the general commercial interests of the two countries 
| and the practical questions of trade. It need not be shown that these qualifi- 
entions are neither essential nor materially add to the usefulness or influence 
of a diplomate. 
| No one who has had experience in the service or opportunity for observation 
| can doubt that our representatives should be either consular or diplomatic; 
that neither class of service can be promoted in its efliciency by an unnecessary 
| disregard for the theories and practice which other Governments have found it 
expedient to preserve; that we should be inspired by a decent respect for their 
| opinions and practice in our intercourse with foreign nations, and that the in- 
| fluence of our agents should not be hazarded by an appearance of Soquel 
, not usual in the diplomatic intercourse of Governments. Whilstitmay be diffi- 
cult for a person of rational understanding to value these questions of cere- 
monial rank, it is not safe to despise them or practicable to altogether ignore 
them. 

Kank gives the minister a precedence and advantage in the conduct of his 
business, putting hirn upon a par with his colleagues and consonant with the 
dignity of his Government. In theory, there is no difference of duties, func- 
tions. and privileges between an envoy extraordinary and a minister-resident, 
but there is a practical side which presents a marked difference. Diplomatic 
intercourse, whether social or official, is regulated by well known laws, they 
having been formulated by a congress of nationsand theirobservance sustained 
by a general consensus, For instance, if a minister-resident has business with 
the foreign minister and was the first to arrive at the foreign office and had sent 
in his card, and an envoy comes in, the minister-resident must wait until all 
| those of a higher grade presenting themselves have been heard and served; 

and in some instances it has been held, though actually in conversation with 
the minister of foreign affairs, he should withdraw and wait whenever an em- 
bassador was announced, 

The youngest envoy and even the youngest minister resident ranks above 
the oldest minister resident and consu!-general, and upon all official and social 
occasions the latter must go to the tail end of the corps. It is a distinction, the 
consular superaddition that remands him to a lower grade, impairs his effi- 
ciency and weakens his influence in official and unofficial circles. Mr. Monroe, 

| when Secretary of State, said that ‘‘the United States in being represented 
abroad should maintain a proper station there, not assuming, but dignified, 
such as the general expectation and common opinion of mankind have given 
them. The character of the country, if not its rank, is in some degree affected 
by that which is maintained by its ministers abroad. Their utility in all the 
great objects of their mission is essentially dependent on it.” 

The failure of the United States to express an interestand sympathy towards 
Switzerland in less than the highest diplomatic agent is a disappointment to 
the latter thatis frequently discussed. Whilst in some European countries 
inany anomalous forms of government have assumed the republican name, it 
can not be denied that at least in Switzerland Sa is both properly 
understood and properly practiced, the oldest and most democratic Republic of 

the Old World, for centuries an example and an inspiration to the lovers of con- 
stitutional freedom. 

Switzerland hasa right to depend upon our sympathy, evidenced in every 

| practicable way, as her great shield. After the Prussian-Austrian war, when 
all Europe was looking for and discussing alliances, the leading and semi-offi- 
cial paper of Switzerland declared, ** Give us the sympathy of the great Repub- 
lic across the Atlantic and we shall have that which will be of more value than 
any or all other alliances. Let that great country but say, ‘Touch not our sis- 
| ter Republic,’ and we may rest assured that we shall be respected,” 
| \ state has a right to determine for itself what rank it chooses to confer upon 
its diplomatic agents; and it is not obliged by any positive law of nations to 
send or receive any public ministers, but the unwritten law of u and comity 
| of nations has established a reciprocal duty in this respect; and that ministers 
| of equal rank should be sent and received by those who maintain permanent 
missions near the government of each other. Lewis Cass, in 1859, reported that 
“the neglect or delay of Switzerland to reciprocate the diplomatic mission 
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which the United States has established in Berne ha P ‘ 
prise. . 
Since that time Switzerland has established and t ! 





matic mission in Washington of the highest grade t 












el si Ss s 

where. In fact, Switzerland's diplomatic service is limit five envoys. F« 
of these are accredited, respectiv , to France, Germany, Austria, and It 
the absolute necessity of her diplomatic representation in these states is read 
appreciated. The fifth envoy she ac to the United States, with the same 
compensation as the other four—#*,( s. She has only a consul-ge 
London. Upon the adoption of the present Swiss constitut n 1848 Russia 
withdrew her minister, l« retary of legation acting as irg 
faires; Austria was represe: - Sa way; Prussia, by only a oe 
Great Britain reduced the rank of her agent These were al! « sidered 
felt to be international slights. 

But it was not long unti! allthe great powers of Europe realized the truth o 
the words uttered by the French minister in 1859, that “‘the federal cons 
tion of Switzerland. the asylum offered by her laws to refugees, her geograp! 


ical position; her neutrality, which forms a kind of boulevard be 
tending countries; the multiplicity and nature of the often very de 
tions arising there, require an agent of an elevated rank; and these powers are 
all to-day represented in Berne by menof experience andability. Fr 
ing the advice of the minister above quoted, as a fitting compliment to he 
sister republic advanced her mission to an embassy, and, her 


tween t 


cate que 








ent being the 
gent | rth 

only embassador accredited to Berne, by virtue of his superior rank he enjoys 
the prestige of being the doyen of the diplomatic corps, regardless of actual 


seniority. 
With two single exceptions, the United States minister to the Swiss Repu 

is the only one accredited to her under the rank of an envoy, and even those 

exceptions are not burdened with the consular addition, and consequently 

precedence over one with the hybrid title. The last Congress advanced the 

missions at The Hague, Stockholm, and Brussels from the rank of minister 


take 





res 
denttothatofenvoy. This wascertainlya movementin the right direction, but 
it must be regretted that Berne was not included; there could not exist any 
possible argument or consideration in favorof the former that would not apply 


with equal if not greater force to the latter, not to say anything of the kindred 
institutions of the two countries which should prevent any imputation of in 
feriority or appearance of neglect, such as its omiss'on may be thought to 
ply. 

Switzerland sends, as has been said, a minister of the plenipotentiary grade to 
the United States,and a just deference to the ordinary rule of etiquette would 
require thata minister of corresponding title should be sent by us to her; it 


m- 


is 
due both to ourselves and to the susceptibilities of this ancient and genuine 
little Republic in the very heart of Europe, with whom it should be our desire 
to maintain the most marked and friendly intercourse. The fact of Switzerland 


becoming the seat of the central bureaus of all the International Unions so 
far organized is giving her internationally a peculiar position of honor, distine- 








tion, and power, and furnishes additional reason why we should not neglect to 
retain and increase our influence with her. 

Before closing, one word must be submitted relating to the compensation at 
this post. From the date of its establishment in 1553 to 1855 it was 4.500 wit 


a very material addition from the outfit and infit. In 1855 it was increased to 
$7,500, and remained at this sum for twenty-two years, until 1476, when it \ 
reduced to $5,000, the present salary, and subsequently, in 1582, the consulat« 
general was attached, involving much additional work and rendering the « 
p»loyment of aclerk an absolute necessity, for which, at first, there was no 
owance made, and now only the paliry sum of S480 per annum, |! 
balance to be paid from the minister's meager salary of $5,000. Certainly it is 
the duty of a great nation like the United States toprovide a proper remunera- 
tion for its representatives abroad. It should not alone be commensurate with 
the work done, but should be sufficient to uphold the dignity of the office and 
secure the incumbent from personal loss 

It is all very well to talk about retrenchment and to disregard the ‘ 


eaving the 








and circumstance’’ of monarchies in an ardent devotion to republican sim 
plicity, but a certain degree of respect is due to even the prejudices of others 
The United States are the richest employer in the world, and therefore, in 
fixing rates of compensation for thgse in their service, need consider nothing 
except justice and propriety. Foreign ministers have a position assigned them 
by the Government to which they are accredited by diplomatic usages and | 

society and public opinion, from which they can not very widely depart wit! 


out discomfort to themselves and disadvantage to the Government t 
resent. They can not live as simply private gentlemen; they m 
a proper regard for certain well established ceremonials and soci 
not always inexpensive. 

These peculiar claims on his purse, though not obligatory rer 
gether rejected, for his social position is a very 
to be useful, and he soon finds that the n 
leagues serve as a very useful and urbs 
obligations inseparable from an eflicient and satisfactory positi 
Our diplomatic service is fast, if not already, reaching the condit 
by Mr. McLane in his report as Secretary of the Treasury in 1%3! 
states, ‘‘ The tendency of the low salaries paid our ministe 
high trusts altogether in the hands of the rich, which is cert 
ing to the genius of our system.”’ 

This legation and consulate-general is without a secretary, th 
nature of its duties requires the maintenance oftwo practically « 
arate offices, which for the most part during its history, whils 
building, are yet on different floors, the one known as the legation ¢ 
as the consulate-general. For many years the consulate-ge 
presided over by Mr. J. E. Hinnen, vice and deputy cons 
competent man, of long experience in the service and perfec 
all the requirements of his position, an accurate accountant a 
ical and neat in all clerical work; there is no provision made f 
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neral office his 





rm pe 
sation beyond the $480 allowance for clerk-hire, therefore he must be paid fre 
the minister's salary, and it may be well to add that thisslender salary receiv 
a very insignificant accretion from what is known as notarial serv t 


cial fees, the aggregate amount of these since my incun 
years, being only about 5,400 frances, or little ov 000, an annu 
$250, and this average would be reduced nearly 5) per cent. by the deduct 
of the fees realized trom the failure of a realt 





ibency, now n 





stment ¢ Mpa 











United States handling a large fund from parties residing in this cant uy 
claims had to be established under notarial authentication, 
The normal average of notarial fees will not exceed $175 per annu or ot 


little over one-half what the minister must pay from his own pocket for cler 
hire each year. These figures in detail are 





given because there is very exag- 
gerated idea of the notarial fees received in the consular service, to show that 
it is not true at least as to tliis post. Again the vice and deput " l-general 
may be regarded asa secretary in the sense of doing the clerical work, but of 


course technically he is not asecretary, for he can in no event exer« 
functions or receive diplomatic recognition. 

Therefore, when the minister quits his post under leave of : 
strained to close his office or the diplomatic half of it, leaving y the consular 
half in charge of the vice and deputy consul-general. This of itself constitutes 
a serious and at times very inconvenient interruption to the continuity of the 
diplomatic representation. Every legation in the service 
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Mr. McADOO., I understand that s rank ol has 
been raised from minister to minister plenipotent 

Mr. HITT. There are four ministers whose pay wa 

Mr. McADOO. And only one raised in rank 

Mr. HITT. One minister has been given a higher rank, and that 
we believe will be gratifying to the Repul f Switzerland Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman yield to 1 fo few mo- 
ments 

Mr. HITT. If the gentleman does not want to bring up the Sar 
matter, I will yield for anything in reference to the bill 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam very candid to say that I did want to bring 
hat up. 

Mr. HITT. Then I can not yielk 

Mr. McMILLIN Then I hop that the prey us question W ll not 
be ordered. 

Mr. CUTCHEON W hy thrash that old straw nov 

Mr. MCMILLIN We will take care of the wheat if you will take 
care of the straw. 

rhe SPEAKER pro te npore. The question iS upon apreeing o the 
demand for the previous question. 

The question was put, and the Speaker pro iunnounced that 
the “‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 75, noes 62 


Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point that no quorum is present. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro temp 
rise? 

Mr. ROGERS 
now adjourn. 
better adjourn. 


For what purpose does the gentleman 


yurpose of 


ise for the 
here is 


» wir +1 
moving that 


and | 


the House do 


had 


t 
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not a quorum present, think we 











The question was put on the motion to adjourn; atid the Speaker 
pro tempore announced that the ‘‘ noes ’’ seemed to have it. 
Mr. ROGERS. Division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 90 
Mr. ROGERS. I demand tellers. 
lellers were ordered 
Mr. HITT. Iask for the yeas and nay 
Che yeas and nays were ordered 
ihe question was taken; and there were—yeas 76, nays 98, not vot- 
ing 154: as follows 
YEAS 
Abbott Clunie I 1 ‘ 
Allen, Miss Ce Les Ga | 
cde 4 Cra Lester, Va Price 
Cy Lew ( 
( ers lex Mi I ‘ 
Cun 5 fartis i Save 
I j lex s é 
rad ‘ \ “te irt. Tex 
Ark. | tt leCla y t kda 
Ky } 8 Clella Stone, } 
itl IcM 
For Mut ‘ rill 
For P rs 
1 {, >) 1 W ‘ 
Hat ( ‘ W 
Hlave (>) ) VW 
He ( I € 
Holma I 1 ‘ 
Kerr, Pa I 
AYS 
A . Dorse I 
\ \ 1) r M ! 
\ er Kar iv - 
Atkins w.\ I ‘ 1 
; ie ' “ 
Die ! I 
Berge k 
Bliss runs = 
ros ( i I 
Browe (. 
Bu ‘ N.J { er Ont 
Burte Ha e1 Cr Ne 
Caldw Ile ! 0 iP 
Ca Hend I J sndeve 
Caswell if Vans 
( ) Hit ! vi 
Coleman, He er I \ r 
Comstock Hopkins Quacke Wallace 
Conger Ke I WW 
Connell kK se hie va \ ‘ ) 
Cra Lace Re Wils 
Cutcheon, La I e, he t W 
Dalzell, La \ Rif Wrig 
Di Laws R ¥ 
Leh ach Rowe 








: 


; 
e 
£ 
: 
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I ley Miles Stew 
: Mills Stone. Mo. 
bi F lood Montgomery Struble, 
loore, N. H, Tarsney, 
Tex Taylor, E. B 
Morey, Taylor, Tenn 
. Morgan, Townsend, Colo, 
I Gi 1 Mudd Tucker 
( P g : Turner, Ga. 
( ‘ ulge Nute, Turner, Kans, 
i G . O’ Donnell Turner, N. Y. 
Ib ve Grout, ©’ Ferra! Vaux, 
Rut ‘ Ha O’Neall, Venable, 
1 Hans Q Owen, Ind W ade 
‘ Har Payn Walker, Mo. 
{ Hayne Perry Wallace, Mass. 
‘ H lerson, I Phelan, Washington, 
‘ H t Pickler, Watson, 
‘ Hen p sill, W he eler, Ala 
( H taines, Wheeler, Mich, 
Cla He andall Whiting, 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 





ugsley, 


1? 
R 
\ Ke RK ardso1 Wiley, 

‘ 4, Kennedy hobertson Willeox, 
} lowa Rowland, Wilson, Mo. 
kK tusk Yardley. 

Russell 
Ss 


“on ' ’ Knay 
ul Lane 
i¢ Hlouse refused to adjourn. 
EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Ter see | Mr. RICHARDSON], reserving the right to vote to make a 
qu . Ihave voted ‘‘no.’’ I do not know how he would vote. 
uiditional pairs for the rest of this day were an- 


ollowing 


-ELLI with Mr. LEE 

Vermont, with Mr. WASHINGTON. 
N {ANDALL with Mr. VAUX. 

M.. McCormick with Mr. Cooper, of Indiana. 


\i-. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 


\ (CHEADLE with Mr. DAVIDSON 

\ lOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. TARSNEY. 

\ EVANS with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

M WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

that the re iy of the names of members voting be dispensed with. 
VicMILLIN I object 
I Clerk recapitulated the names. 
‘} :e result was then announced as above recorded. 


‘I PEAKER. ‘The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
fr Illinois | Mr. Hrrr| for the previous question. 
juestion was tak and the Speaker stated that the ayes seemed 
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Mutchile: Outhwait« Reilly Wheeler, Ala 
Nortor Owens, Ohio Rogers Whitt ne 
‘ 4 Parrett s ers Wil 
0’ Nea Ind Price Stewart, Tex Wilson, W 
‘ Mass Quin Stumy Yod 
NOT VOTIN( 

Abl Clements Ker lowa Rusk 
Ad Cobt Kilgore Russ 
Al ' Cooper, I Knay al rd 
Ar ~ liss ‘ hra Lane Saw ver 
Lr Cowles Lat im Scranton, 
Ar I Crisp Lansing Seney, 

| At ye ( ” 1, Tex, Lawler Sherman, 
i Culbe yn, Pa Le Shively, 
Bat ead, Cummings La Ga Simonds, 
Ka Dargan I Skinner 
Barnes Variington Ma Smyser, 
Barwig Davidson, M Spinola 
Beck with De Haven, Mar Springer 
Belden De Lano Mason Stahinecker, 
Biges Dibble, Mot thy Stewart, Ga. 
Bingham, Dickerson MeClammy Stockdale, 
Blanchard, Dockery, Mc( omas Stone, Ky 
Bland Dunphy McCormick Stone, Mo. 
Blount Elliott, MeCreary Struble 
Boatner Enloe, McDuffie, Tarsney 
Boothman Evans, McKinley Taylor, E. B. 
Boutelle, Ewart, Miles Taylor, J. D. 
Bowden Fitch, Millis Taylor, Tenn. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Flood, Montgomery, Tillman, 

| Brewer, Flower, Moore, N. H. Townsend, Colo, 
Brickner, Forman, Moore, Tex Tracey, 
Brown, J. B. Fowler, More} Tucker, 
Browne, T. M. Geissenhainer, Morg rurner, Ga 
Browne, Va. Gest, Morrill Turner, Kans, 
Buchanan, Va Gifford, Mudd Turner, N. Y. 
Buckalew, Goodnight, Nute Vaux, 
Bullock Greenhalge O'Donnell, Venable, 

| Bunn, Grout, ©’ Ferrall, Wade, 

| Burrows, Hall, Paynter, Walker, Mo. 
Butterworth Hansbrough, Peel, Wallace, Mass. 
Bynum, Hare, Penington, Washington, 
Campbell Hatch, Perry, Watson, 
Candler, Mass Hayes, Phelan, Wheeler, Mich. 
Car}ton, Haynes, Pickler, Whiting, 
Caruth, Hemphill, Pierce, Wiley, 
Catchings, Henderson, Il. Pugsley, Wilkinson, 
Cheadle, Henderson, N. C Raines, Willeox, 
Cheatham, Herbert, Randall, Williams, Il. 
Chipman, Hill, Richardson Wilson, Mo 


to e1 
\ McMILLIN. Iask foradivision. I hope the gentleman from 
1] will consent to let this go over until to-morrow. 
I [ can not consent to that. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
1 nays were ordered 
| question was taken; and there were—yeas 102, nays 44, not | 

vot I> llow 

YEAS 2 
A I I Lehlbach Smith, 
Ay D v Lind Smith, W. Va. 
Atk W. Va Dorsey MeCord Snider, 
Ba Dunnell McKenna Spooner, 
Bay Farquhar McMillin Stephenson, 
Belk va Featherst« Milliken Stewart, Vt 
Ber Fi Moffitt Stivers 
Blis I Morrow Stockbridge, 
Bre I } Morse Sweney, 
Bro ! n Niedringhaus, Taylor, Il. 
Buc J ( I O'Neill, Pa. Thomas, 
Bu Grosvenor Osborne Thompson, 
Caldwell Harmer Owen, Ind Townsend, Pa 
Cat Haugen, Pay Vandever, 
Carter Henderson, lowa Payson Van Schaick, 
Caswell Hermantr Perkins Waddill, 
Cogswell, Hitt Peters Walker, Mass. 
Col un Hooker Post Wallace, N. Y. 
Co ock, Hoy n Quackenbush, Wickham, 
t Kennedy, Ray, Williams, Ohio 
Cor Ketcham Reed, lowa Wilson, Ky. 
Cooper, Ohio Kinsey Reyburn, Wilson, Wash. 
Cra Lacey, Rife, Wright, 
Cra La Follette Rockwell, The Speaker. 
Out n Laidlaw, Rowell, 
Da Laws Scull, 

NAYS 44. 
Allen, Miss. Clunie, Gibson, Lewis, 


Breckinridge, Ky. Covert, 
Brookshire, Edmunds 


Grimes, 
Heard, 


Martin, Ind. 
Martin, Tex. 


Brunner, Ellis, Holman, McAdoo, 
Candler, Ga. Fithian, Kerr, Pa. McClellan, 
Clancy, Forney, Lester, Va McRae, 


Clark, Wis. Houk, tobertson, 


Clarke, Ala. Kelley, Rowland, 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Prercre], but I have voted to make a quorum. 

The following additional pairs for the remainder of this day were 
announced: 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. LANHAM. 

Mr. JosepH D, TAYLOR with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. Linp with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. MORRILL with Mr, DocKERY. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I object. 

The Clerk proceeded to recapitulate the names. 

Mr. McMILLIN (before the recapitulation was concluded). I with- 
draw my objection to dispensing with the recapitulation of the names. 

The SPEAKER directed the Clerk to call his name, and voted in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to change my vote from ‘‘no”’ to ‘‘ay.’’ 

The name of Mr. MCMILLIN being again called, he voted in the af- 
firmative. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the names of those members 
noted as present during this roll-call and not voting. 

The Clerk read the following list: 

Mr. ApAMs, Mr. ATKINSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. BAKER, Mr. BryGHAM, Mr. 
CANDLER of Georgia, Mr. Cons, Mr. Cooper of Indiana, Mr. Ccommines, Mr 
Dockery, Mr. Grason, Mr. HENDERSON of I)linois, Mr. Hersert, Mr. KELLEY, 


Mr. McCiammy, Mr. McCreary, Mr. Morr'tr, Mr. SHIVELY, Mr. STOCKDALE, 
Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. Wane, Mr. WiLuiamMs of I linois. 


Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. I do n: 
ing and also as present and not votir 
roll-call. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will make thecorrection. On this ques- 
tion the yeas are 103, the nays 43; and there being a constitutional 
quorum present— 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I observe that the gentle- 
man from Missouri, Mr. DocKERY, has been announced as present and 
not voting. About the time this vote was commencing I saw him 
walking on the street. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair saw the ventleman from Missouri pres- 
ent during the roll-call. 

Mr. GIBSON. As I understood the reading by the Clerk, I am re- 
corded as having voted. I wish to say that I was not in the Hall at 
the time when my name was called on either call. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was here during the roll-call ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir; but after my name had been passed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is at liberty to vote now under the 
rule. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 


Yardley. 


desire to be recorded as vot- 
I voted ‘‘no’’ on the first 


I submit that under the rulings of the Chair as 
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Lhe SPEAKER. But a sp ial ex epu 1 is mad I Mat ‘ ’ 
men who under the rule are recorded as present and not t 
Clerk will call the name of the gentleman trom Mary i e | ‘ 
he Clerk called the name of Mr. GIps nd he v i ) e Cler l ul Y 
fhe SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are the n i | S \ Clet 
and there being a constitutional quorum present, the ay¢ ive it eS¢ t ve 
the previous question is ordered. | ( i 
Mr. McMILLIN I move to reconsider the vote by w the pr . 
lou 1estion was ordered. Ido not think this bill ought to be put ‘ I 
thr i here without fuller opportunity forcxamination and discussion 
Ir. HITT. Imove that the motion to reconsider be laid on the tab SI LK On estion e vi 
Phe SPEAKER (having put the question on lay the t ) and with t ( 11 
he motion to reconsider The ayes seem to have it >I to re ‘ PF 
Mr. MCMILLIN, I call fora division. Mix : Kentuck I | é 
Mr. DINGLEY and others called for the yeas and 1 , , of nam d by the Clerk as pres 
Che yeas and nays were ordered. I ‘ of s ; ; 
The question was taken; and there y eas 104 1 n m en in t all duri he l-ea l ‘ 
voting 175: as follows t t t tion t] t no 
; l t l rum | 
Y EAS—104. n ; rule 
Mich. Cutcheor Rowe \ ' 
4 IN } vorte t im nt 
i son, Kans, Dalzell, m\ ; : , 7 I , 
f on, Pa. Dingley Smith, I L to vi When the eI 
At son, W. Va. Dolliver, Ss th, W. Va ( red 
Dunnell, Snid N BRECKID iJ i ‘ vent ‘ But the ¢ h 
Farquhar, Spoone ‘ 
Featherston Stephens the nanies ¢ , ers presen \ ) are not present 
a Stewa \ The SPEAKER Cer iniy Db nt { ther S$ an ¢ ) vw 
7} Stivers ( ected 
? nae - . 7 
tockbr : Dp ‘ a 4 1 ¢ ‘ 
} il RECKINE ! ) .entuck I ‘ itr ) ce ‘ 
; wene% ' ind f i 
ae ravior.I to put on recor l the cha e nake of the accuracy « t nd 
Grosvenor Phomas therefore that no quorum is present. 
Harmer, Th ps mr : . 
1 I SPEAKEI \\ 1e does e gentleman f | ‘ 
( Haucen, lowns i hie i VU hich name dot n itlen f ent 
Cr Henderson, lowa Vande allenge 
a —— Vien Genatck Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, o the na 
; ; Vad 
Cogswell, Hooker, Wade Mr I 5 4 lennessee etbel 
Col an, Hopkins, Walker, Mass am informed also that the n i | 
Comstock, Kelley sh Wallace. N.Y “* ‘ ” +4 f ° . 
Conger, Kennedy fay, Williams, Ohio eee no say ss 7 . " 
Connell, Ketcham, Reed, Iowa Wilson, Ky called or not. 4 Vas lame I also 
Cooper, Ohio Kinsey Reybur Wilson, W . und t 
Craig Lacey, Rife, Wright 
Cummings, La Follette, Rock wel The Speaker ag 
. . entieman mil ~ l ( 4IN iS] 
NAYS—50. : 
Abbott, Forney Martin, Tex Rx s f if antn ‘ t ; ( ‘ 
‘Allen. ‘Biss. Siti Mot y, ee < nNentucky. ith K to k t 
Barwig, Grimes McClellan Stewart. Tex 
Brech nridge,Ky. Hatch, McCreary Stockdal uir not mista 1: the Chair saw the ee 
Brookshire, Heard, McRae Stump, 
Brunner, Hemphill, Oates Tillma - : : ‘ 
Buchanan, Va. Henderson, N.C. Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala of Kentucky. Mr. ¢ N was p 
Bullock Holman, Owens, Ohio Whitthorn ing the former roll-call, and I think it likely it the Cha : 
Candler, Ga, Kerr, Pa. Parre Wi taken 
Clancy, Lester, Va, Peel, Williams, I ees : — ‘ : , 
Covert. Lewis, Pric Wils \ The SPEAKER. He was present during the present roll-call 
Edmunds, Maish, Quinn, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ake the challenye, M 
Forman, Martin, Ind. Reilly Snea r ‘ +} ther } ¢ nd x t} | ‘ f Im 
Pei Sa ee = p eT, > TD lames, a raise the 01Ln 1orum, 
NOT VOTING—175 that the ite! it 1ished by the Clerk is corr ul { 
iain —_ “ > : : 
Ada =e Cothran, Lane, Rusk ecessarily involves the question of a quorum. 
A s0n, Cowles Lanham Russe} DT rip mm. ff : —. = : 
Anderson, Miss. Crain. Tansines Sa al The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks, from the information 1 
Andrew Crisp, Lawler, ‘ trom the erkKs, that the t is an accurate on 
Arnold, Culberson, Tex Lee : rt \I | EFCKINRETI ae rekew , } ‘ 
mur , . t LECK clio ft Kentucky. lake s poll { 
Baker, Culbertson, Pa, Lester,Ga Seney 5 e uke the poin a 
Bankhead. Dargan, Lodge Sherman au i rhé \ é > accuracy of the statement pr 
Banks Darlington, Magner, Shive sented by the Clerk a1 } correctness of the list read bv hi 
Barnes, — Davidson, Mansur Simonds Mr. TAYLOR, of Lllinoi Let mesav, Mr. Speaker, that Mr. ¢ 
Zeck with, De Haven, Mason Skint ’ 1 ' , 
Dalton. ie Sati te A dines Rees 5 re when his name was called. 
Biggs. Dibble, McCarthy, Spinola, Ir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentuck Present d ig ther 
Blanchard, Dickerson, McComas, Springer ‘ 
Bland Dockery McCormick Stahinecke "a7 ' ’ 

' y, . mick, au cK Mr J ie noOIS | ! : = se 
Blount, Dorsey, McKinley, Stewart. Ga i TAYLOR, of Illine x ¢ I tal i W lJ edia v 
Boatner, Dunphy, MeMillin, Stone, Ky erwards 
Booti:man, Elliott, Miles, Stone, Mo Mr. BRECKINRIDG] Kentuck Does the ventleman mean 
Boutelle, Eilis Mills Struble, ral} +} Finn . 
Bowuen, Enloe Montgomery, Tarsney, { or ol 1ou 
Breckinridge, Ark. Evans, Mo N. H. Taylor, E.1 Mr. TAYLOR, of Illino es; I talked h him afte 

: Brewer, Ewart Mos rex Taylor... D va lled 

: Brick wer, Fitch, Morgan, Taylor, Tenn a? : a ; 
Brow Fithian Morrill Townsend, Colo. , . us my . 
Brown, J.B. Flood, Muda, : \ Mr. 7 Ye 
Browne, T. M. Flower, Mutchler < M Hi [ y 
Browne, Va. Fowler Norton, Ga 2 Sa 
Buckalew, Geissenhainer, Nute, 3 il = r oraer 1st ‘ , 
3unP, Gest, O'Donnell, N.Y re} t in 1 Kentu 7 I i 
Butterworth, Gifford O’ Ferrall, which sl 
Bynum, Goodnight, O’ Neall, Ind rhe Mtr |} , 
Campbell, Greenhalge Neil ass r, Mo sae . .cn auch W 
Candler, Mass. Grout, Paynter, ace, Mass opeaker 3 yuti ch eng { 
Cariton Hall, Penington Washingtor I understand he ise beforet re ca Mr. | ) 
Caruth, Hansbrough Perkins Watson y ; 

: was rmed t t : r 
Cate) ings Hare, Perry Wheeler, Mich my aroOrm , : , , t , 
Cheadle, Hayes, Phelan, wt ng, ent hough I do not personally know t 
Cheatham, Haynes, Pickler, Wickham Mr. EVANS. My nameis on the t. M Speake I w ’ 
Chipman, Henderson, Ill, Pierce, Wiley, heck did nat wot ' pa ' 

Clark. Wis. Herbert, Pugsley Wilkinson Se ee a caus 5 

Clarke, Ala. Hill, Raines, Willcox, M ADAMS lam pa preset 

Clements, Houk, tandall Wilson, Mo. Mr. BAKER. Iam also present. 

Clunie, Kerr, lowa Richardson, Yardley Mr. GIFFORD. I: sad het w : . p 

Cobb. Kilgore, Robertson, Yoder. re i ° i Am paired, DUL Was pre sent woen my 4 


Cooper, Ind, 


Knapp, 


Rowland, 


called 


ot Se 








TOS4 








Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I was alsc present when my name 
was called, but did not vote, being } 

Mr. MORRILL. I was present, Mr. Speaker, but did not vote, 
be ings paire d with Mr. DocKERY. 

Mr. WICKHAM. I also was present, paired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. From information, Mr. 
Speaker, received from gentlemen around me! withdraw the challenge 

to the name of Mr. FITHtan Cries of ‘* Regular order!’’ } 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair is very desirious that 
this matter should be correctly stated; and itis a part of the duty of 
ail to see that it is done. Mistakes are, of course, liable to be made by 
the Clerk both in recording the names of members or in hearing the 
responses. Such things are inevitable. But of course it isthe duty of 
the House to correct it, and the Chair would be glad to do anything in 
its power to make these lists absolutely accurate. The Chair believes, 
however, that the Clerk is correct in this report, although the Chair 
may be mistaken. Some care, however, has been taken to make it ac- 
curate. 

The question now is on agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. It is after 5 o’clock. 

Mr. HITT. I make the point of order that that motion has just 
been voted down by the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the Speaker and the Clerk 
are right, that a quorum is present, the previous question on the bill 
has been ordered, and it will come up the first thing in the morning. 
If they are not right then the bill is in no condition to be acted upon; 
and it is open to doubt whether a quorum is present. 

The SPEAKER. 
question of doubt about this matter as to the presence of a quorum; 
and of course if any gentleman raises the question with regard to the 
accuracy of the count it is the duty of the Chair to see that, as far as 
practicable, it is verified. The Chair believes the list to be correct, bat 
is of course willing to admit the possibility of a mistake. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is in that spirit. And I 
will say to the gentleman trom Ilinois that I make the motion to ad- 
journ becanse, if there is no quorum the passage of the bill this even- 


aired, 


The Chair does not think there ought to be any | 


ing will not be legitimate, and the question will come up on a fight for | 


the approval of the Journal to-morrow. 
quorum is correct there will be no harm in the matter going over. 


understands. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I challenge the names of Mr. 
HERBERT and Mr. ENLOk, and if Mr. ELLIoTT’s name is on the list I 
ehallenge his name also. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair that the name of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. ELLIoTT] is not upon the list. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let the names of those said 
to be present, but not voting, be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the names, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It may be that there is some 
mistake. 

The Clerk read the following names 

Mr. ADAMS, Mr. BAKER, Mr. Cops, Mr. Cooper of Indiana, Mr. 
CRAIN, Mr. ENLOE, Mr. EVANS, Mr. FITHIAN, Mr. GIFFORD, Mr. 
HENDERSON of Illinois, Mr. HERBERT, Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. MORRILL, 
and Mr. WICKHAM. 

Mr. HITT and others demanded the regular order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Upon information I have 
received, I challenge the names of Mr. ENLOE and Mr. HERBERT. 
There are one or two other names about which there is doubt. 

The SPEAKER. That still leaves 166, which is a quorum. 

Mr. HITT. Regular order, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to agree to the con- 
ference report. 

The question was taken; and theSpeakerannounced that the ‘‘ayes”’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. McMILLIN demanded a division; pending which, 

Mr. BULROWS demanded the yeas and nays. 

rhe yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I movetoadjourn. Noname 
has been called. 

Phe SPEAKER. The Chair considers that the House has voted upon 
the question of adjournment already since this matter came up. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think the Chair has de- 
cided otherwise where no name has been called. 

Mr. HITT. I make the point of order that the motion to adjourn 
is a dilatory motion, the question having been previously voted upon 
since the matter under consideration came up. 

Phe SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 111, nays 33, not vot- 
ing 184; as follows: 

YEAS—111 
Bartine, Bliss, 
Bayne, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 
Bingham, 


Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans 
Atkinson, Pa 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Banks, 


Burton, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Caldwell, 
Brosius, Cannon, 
Buchanan, N. J. Carter, 
Burrows, Caswell, 


If the announcement of the | 


Claney, 
Cogswell, 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 
Conger, 
Connell, 
Cooper, Ohio 
Craig, 
Cummings, 
Cutcheon, 
Dalzell, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Dunnell, 
Farquhar, 
Featherston 
Finley, 
Flick 
Frank, 
Funston 
Gear 
Gibson 
Grosvenor, 


Allen, Miss 
Barwig, 
Brookshire, 
Brunner, 
sjuchanan, Va, 
Bullock, 
Candler, Ga. 
Cothran, 
Covert, 


Abbott, 
Adams, 
Alderson, 
Anderson, Miss. 
Andrew, 

A rnold, 
Baker, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Beck with, 
Belden, 
Biggs 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boatner, 


| Boothman, 
a . rw one . _ | Boutelle, 
The SPEAKER. There is no name now challenged, as the Chair | 


Bowden, 
Breckinridge, Ark 
Brewer, 


| Brickner, 


~~ ane RA 


Brower, 
Brown, J. B. 
Browne, T.M. 
Browne, Va. 
Buckalew, 
Bunn, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Mass, 
‘arlton, 
‘aruth, 
‘atchings, 
‘headle, 
‘heatham, 
‘hipman, 
“ark, Wis. 
‘Narke, Ala. 
lements, 
Ciunie, 
Cobb, 
Cooper, Ind 
Cow les, 
Crain, 


a 


The Clerk announced the 
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Harmer, 
Haugen 


lienderson, Iowa 


Hermann, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, 
Ilopkins, 
Kennedy, 
Kinsey, 
Lacey, 

La Follette, 
Laidlaw, 
Laws, 
Lehibach, 
Lewis, 
Lind, 
McCord, 
McCreary, 
McDutftie, 
McKenna 
Milliken, 
Moffitt, 
Morey, 


Edmunds, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Holman, 
Kerr, Pa. 
Lester, Va. 
Martin, Ind. 
Martin, Tex. 


Morrow, 
Morse, 


O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Owen, Ind. 
Owens, Ohio 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Peters, 

Post, 

Price 
Quackenbush 
Quinn, 

Ray, 

Reed, lowa 
heyburn, 
Rife, 

Rock well, 
Rowell, 
Seull, 

Smith, Tl. 


al, 


Smith, W. Va. 
NAYS—33. 


Culberson, Tex. 


McClammy, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Mutchler, 
Parrett, 
Peel 

Reilly, 
Sayers, 
Stockdale, 


NOT VOTING—18&4, 


Crisp, 


Culbertson, Pa, 


Dargan, 
Darlington, 
Davidson, 
De Haven, 
De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dickerson, 
Dockery, 
Dorsey, 
Duophy, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Enloe, 
Evans, 
Ewart, 
Fitch, 
Fithian, 
Flood, 
Flower, 
Fowler, 


Geissenhainer, 


Gest, 
Gifford, 
Goodnight, 
Greenhalge, 
Grimes, 
Grout, 

Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Hare, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, 


Henderson, N.C. 


Herbert, 
Hill, 
Houk, 
Kelley, 
Kerr, Iowa 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 


Knapp, 
Lane, 
Lanham, 
Lansing, 
Lawler, 

Lee 

Lester, Ga. 
Lodge, 
Magner, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Mason, 
McAdoo, 
McCarthy, 
McClellan, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McKinley, 
Miles, 

Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, N. H. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Mudd, 
Norton, 
Nute, 
Oates, 
O'Donnell, 
O' Ferrall, 
O’ Neall, Ind. 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 
Paynter, 
Penington, 
Perkins, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Pickler, 
Pierce, 
Pugsley, 
Raines, 
Randall, 
Richardson, 
Robertson, 


Niedringhaus, 


JULY 9, 


Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, Ill. 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Pa, 
Turner, Kans 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 
Wade, 
Walker, Mass 
Wallace, N.Y. 
Wickham, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash, 
Wricht, 


Stump, 
Tillman, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whitthorne, 
Wike, 
Williams, Il, 


Rogers, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Sawyer, 
Scranton, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Simonds, 
Skinner, 
Smyser, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Tex, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Townsend, Colo, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, N.Y. 
Vaux, 
Venable, 
Walker, Mo. 
Wallace, Mass, 
Washington, 
Watson, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Whiting, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yardley. 
Yoder. 


following additional pair: 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. CRAIN, for the restof this day. 
The Clerk read the following list of members as present and not voting: 


Mr. Apams, Mr. BAKEer, Mr. BrsGeuam, Mr. Coorrer of Indiana, Mr. Gir- 
rorp, Mr. Grimes, Mr. HENDERSOM of Illinois, Mr. KELLey, Mr. Lester of 
Georgia, Mr. MoORRILEx 

The SPEAKER, Upon this question the yeasare 111 and the nays 
are 33; but with the names announced of members present and not 


| voting there is not a quorum present. 


Mr. HITT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill (S. 3917) to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
at sea was passed, and to have that pending. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I make the point that there is no quorum. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is sufficient to enter it with the Clerk. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to make the point that there is no quorum, 
in response to the request of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DinG- 
LEY]. 

The motion of Mr. Hitt was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock 
and 50 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 
Mr. VAN SCHAICK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 





— A RTE SRG a REY, 





Line tes a 








1890. 








Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 4649 
for a public building at Wausau, Wis., accompanied by a report (No. 
2639)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3039) to provide for the 
purchase of asite and the erection of a public building thereon at 


Palestine, in the State of Texas, accompanied by a report (No. 2640)— 
} ) 


to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported with | 


amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 7984) to amend an act enti 
tled ‘‘An act for the establishment of a Bureau of Animal Industry,”’ 
accompanied by a report (No. 2641)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10551) to author- 


ize the construction of a bridge across the Oconee River in the State of | 


Georgia, accompanied by a report (No. 2642)—to the House Calendar. 
Mr. PARRETT, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 10951) granting a pension to Lucinda 


Rawlingson, accompanied by a report (No. 2643)—to the Committee of | 


the Whole Honse. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, | 


reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 1044) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon, 
at Madison, in the State of Indiana, accompanied by a report (No. 
2644)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10971) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to appoint a board of review in certain 
cases, accompanied by a report (No. 2645)—to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 


lowing tities were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 11313) extending the time of pay- 
ment to purchasers of land of the Omaha tribe of Indians in Nebraska, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian A fiairs, 

by Mr. WILSON, of Washington: A bill (H. R. 11314) to reim- 


burse the State of Washington for expenses incurred in holding a con- | 


stitutional convention, convening in July, 1489—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


By Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11315) to amend | 


the law relating to shipping commissioners—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Joint resolution (H. Res. 189) incre 
ing the Capitol police force—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: Joint resolution (H. Res. 190) to ap 


point a member of the Board of Managers of the National Home for 


Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. SPRINGER: Joint resolution (H. Res. 191) authorizing the 
printing of committee reports—to the Committee on Printing. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference 
was made: 
A bill (H. R. 9560) for the relief of Susan H. Parker—Committee on 


Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pen- | 


sions. 
PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rale XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11316) for the 
relief of Mrs. Jane Falls, widow of William Falls—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 11317) to restore the name of | 


Cynthia A. Britton to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11318) granting a pensionio Martha J. Gustin 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 11319) for the relief of Mary E 
Millsapps—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: A bill (H. R. 11320) to remuster Capt. 
Frank Gray—to the Committee on Military Affairs. / 

sy Mr. CLUNIE: A bill (H. R. 11321) for the relief of Uriel P. 
Bridgeman—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: A bill (H. R. 11322) for the relief of A. 
V. Haight—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 11323) removing charge of desertion 
against Alfred A. Burns—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11324) grauting a pension to Mrs. Lou B. Taylor, 
a hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 11325) tor the relief of Malachi 
F. Bbonham—to the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11326) to increase the px n of F. Winston Hun 
ter, a pensioner of the Mexican war—to the ( mittee on Pension 

Also, a bill (Hf. R. 11327) for the relief of the heirs of John Mantel, 
sr., deceased, late of Escambia County, Alabama—to the Committee on 

laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11328) for the relief of Louis F. Owen private 
in Company A, First Regiment Florida Cavalry—to the Comn on 


| Invalid Pensions 


By Mr. KILGORE: A bill (H. R. 11329) to pension James Murphy 


i . i 
a soldier of the Black Hawk war—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill H. R. 11330) for the relief of Me ntgo nery M. T ittle, 
late member of Company F, Twenty-ninth Maine Volunteers—to the 


| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 11331) granting a pension to 
| Martin S. Bastin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11332) granting a pension to Marcus D, Settle 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS (by request): A bill (H. R. 11333) for the relief of A. 
C. Kerr, of Logan County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: A bili (HH. R. 11334) granting re- 
lief to John Huber, Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment Ohio Vol 
| unteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs 
| By Mr. STUMP: A bill (H.R, 11535) for the relief of Jacob Ruf 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 11336) for the relief of Michael 
Guilfoy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11357) for the relief oi 

James N. Brafford—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 11338) granting a pension to Jeanette 
A. Blakeley, widow of George Blakeley—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 
| By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11339) to reimburse 
| Elias D. Pierce, of Pennville, Jay County, Indiana—to the Committee 
!on War Claims 
| PETITIONS, ETC 
Under clause lof Rule X XII, the following petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Mary E. Millsaffs, praying that her claim 
| for property taken by the Army during the late war be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BULLOCK: Petition of B. D. Harrell and 65 others, of Su 
wannee County, Florida, asking passage of House bill 7162—-to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLUNIE: Petition of Uriel B. Bridgeman, ; 
claim for property taken by the Army during the late war be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburgh, Pa., 
for passage of a law prohibiting the transportation of intoxicating 
| liquors, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of A. A. Williamson and 17 others, 
s County, Florida, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the 
ee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of G. T. Davis and 17 others, of Pasco, Fla., for same 
measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EDMUNDS: Petition of certain citizens of Halifax County, 
Virginia, for Galveston Harbor improvement—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. EVANS: Memorial of 50 citizens of Chattanooga, Tenn 
| protesting against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to tran 
port petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce 

By Mr. FORMAN: Petition of a number of cigarmakers in oppos 
tion to tobacco schedule in McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of a number of farmers of Washington County, II 
linois, in favor of the passage of the Butterworth bill to punish dealiag 






| Commit 





in options—to the Committee on Agriculture 
| Also, petition of other farmers of same county, for same measure 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, petition of a number of farmers of Monroe County, Illinois, f 
. | Same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture 
| By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Petition of German Bu L 16 
others, voters of Belmond, Wight County, Iowa, urging passage of th 
| Wilson bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. HERBERT: Petition of Covington County Alliance, in favor 
of the subtreasury plan—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
Also, petition of J. T. Fincher and others, in favor of House 
| 5353, relating to dealings in options—to the Committee on Agricultut 
Also, petition of W. J. Willard and others, of Troy, Ala., aga 
| the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, petition of W. J. Angle and 16 others, of Conecuh County, A 


| abama, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on W 
| and Means, 


raying that his 
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By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of Joseph A. Keller and others, citi- 
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zens of We Mansfield, Ohio, for passage of an equalization bounty 
law to t} Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ré tions of soldiers of Logan County, Ohio, concerning pen- 
yt , illo to the Committee « Pensions. 

J Ir. LA FOLLETT! ‘etition of Edward Lester and 22 others, 

ot ( li ] | 4 ‘ { iI ‘ 

i ricultu 
», pet I ums and 14 others, citizens of lowa Coun- 
: isu »t ( mittee on Agriculture. 
} i LU. Carr Ma oe hers, citizens of Milton Jun 
{ t Co i » Agr ilture 

Alan, t f petition im Same persons as ibov favor y passage 
Hor | ~3—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Ir, NIEDRINGIIAI Petition of certain citizens of St. Loui 
pre ting against any material change in the naturalization laws—to 
the elect Co tiee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

iv Mr. PARRETT: Petition of H. A. Matt son, president, and Jacob 
Salo creta f Southern Indiana ex-prisoners, of Evansville, Ind., 
in favor of the passage of House bill 319 for pensioning prisoners ol 
war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of 8. B. Caudill and others, prayin 
for an appropriation for deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. QUACKENBUSH: Petition of 50 members of the Woman's 


Christian Temperance Union, of Greenwich, N. Y., for passage of House 


bill 5987—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. ROGERS Petition of J. C. Hoyle and 25others, 
of Franklin County, Arkansas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to 


request 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Logan County, Arkansas, in relation to 
deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
H ror 


By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Memorial of 13 citizensof Joplin, Mo., 
protesting against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to trans- 
port petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Petition of 390 citizens of 
Butler County, Pennsylvania, asking for enactment ofa law prohibiting 
the transportation of intoxieating liquors from one State or Territory 
to another contrary to the laws thereof—to the Committee on the Jn- 
diciary 

By Mr. VENABLE: Petition of J. Wyatt Crate, for the estate of 

} 

n 


John P. Mettaner, late of Prince Edward County, Virginia, praying | 
that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims under the Bow- | 


man act—to the Committee on War Claims. 


iy Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Resolutions of Union Farmers’ Al- | 


liance, of Uniontown, Wash., in favor of House bill 5353—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 


\lso, resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance of same place, in relation to 
House bill 283—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, eight petitions from citizens of Washington, in favor of same | 


measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, five petitions of citizens of Washington, favoring the passage of 
House bill 8648—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Memorial of Pomona Grange, No. 7, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Susquehanna County, Pennsylvania, asking for legisla- 
tion in the interest of the farming industry—to the Committee on Ways 


and Means. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, July 10, 1890. 


] ye! by the Chaplair , Rev. J. G. B LER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 


CY ROCMTmwy ArArTc 


rIVE ¢ [UNICATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of June 1890, the information in his possession in regard to the 
Spanish and Mexican private land claims now pending in his Depart- 
ment and in the cir 
stating that requests have been made on the district attorneys of Cal- 
ifornia, Arizona, and New Mexico for farther information from their 
respective districts, which will be forwarded to the Senate immediately 
upon its receipt. 

rhe communication was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution to which this isa 
response was offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] 
who is not now in his seat. The communication, with the accompany- 
ing papers, will lie upon the table until he comes in 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of John Draw- 
water and 131 others, members of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union and citizens of Columbus, N. Y., praying for the prompt passage 


iit and district courts of the United States, and | 
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of House bill 5987, prohibiting the transportation of intoxicating liquors 
from any State or Territory in the United States or the District of Co- 
lumbia into any other State or Territory contrary to and in violation 
of the laws thereof; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of Eliza Wallace, widow of 
Thomas Wallace, late a private in Company H, Sixteenth Indiana Vol- 


> | unteer Infantry, praying for the restoration of her name as a widow to 


the pension-roll; which was reierred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES. I present a memorial of the Committee of One Hun- 
dred of Lynn, Mass., organized for the defense of public schools and 
({merican institutions, signed by F. K. Stratton, their secretary, in 
heir behalf. This memorial earnestly protests against the passage of 
hree items of appropriation in the Indian appropriation bill for sec- 

n schools, and also against an amendment to that bill pending in 
the Senate for the establishment of another new sectarian Indian 
school. I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on 
\ ppropriations, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of Julia A. Ross, widow of Michael 
M. Ross, late of Company I, First United States Artillery, praying to 

e allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented the petition of Maj. Patrick 8S. Tinen, late major 
Sixty-ninth Pennsylvania Veteran Volunteers. praying for restoration 
to the pensicn-roll; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Pomona Grange, No. 7, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Brooklyn, Pa., praying for the passage of such meas- 
ures by Congress as are recommended by the legislative committee 
of the Patrons of Husbandry; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Hfe also presented the petition of Moses D. Mantz and other citizens 
of New Tripoli, Pa., praying for the enactment of a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting the passage of any laws by any State relative 
to the establishment of religion or the use of State funds or credit in 
aid of religious denominations, churches, or schools; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of the Board of Trade of Reading, Pa., 
praying for the establishment of a limited postal-telegraph system; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Grange No. 879, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Somerset County, Pennsylvania, praying for the free coin- 
age of silver; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of E. H. Croasdale and other citizens 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of House bill No. 5978, pro- 
hibiting the transportation of intoxicating liquors from any State or 
Territory into another State or Territory contrary to or in violation of 
the laws thereof; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of William Pitcairn & Sons, and other 
firms, merchant tailors, of Allegheny, Pa., praying for certain changes 
in the tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Joshua H. Ruth, late a pri- 
vate in Company A, Fifty-seventh Regiment, Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, of Ashland County, Ohio, praying that he be granted a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Jobbers and Manu- 
facturers’ Association, of Sioux City, Iowa, favoring the establishment 
by the Government of a navy-yard and shipping-docks at the port of 
New Orleans, La.; which were referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition signed by 1,300 members of the Society 
of Friends located in Polk, Madison, Warren, Clarke, and other coun- 
ties in the State of Iowa, praying for the passage of an amendment to 
the interstate-commerce law prohibiting the shipment into and sale of 
liquors in any State contrary to the laws thereof; also an amendment 


| to the internal-revenue laws providing that every applicant for Govern- 
| ment license shall produce written evidence of compliance with the 


laws of the State before license shall issue; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of the Butchers’ National Protective 
Association, of Davenport, Iowa; a petition of the Wilson Township 
Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1111, of Sibley, Lowa, and a petition of the 
Star Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1619, of Centre Township, Wapello County, 
Iowa, favoring the passage of what is known as the Conger lard bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Butchers’ National 
Protective Association of Davenport, lowa, favoring the passage of the 
Butterworth option bill, so called; which were reterred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, consisting of 50 members, of Xenia, Chio, praying 
for the passage of legislation toprevent the transmission of the Police 
Gazette and other publications of like import through the mails ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of citizens of Alachua County, Flor- 
ida, praying for the establishment of a first-class harbor on the Gulf of 
Mexico; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Elihu Darnville and 9 Mr. PASCO I am instructed by the mittee on Cla 




















other citizens of Wasco County, Oregon; the petition of J. A. Keeley | was referred the bill (S. 837) to adju » claim of A ( 
t and 14 other citizens of Wasco County, Oregon, and the petition of O. | Walt eX t f Thomas U. Wa 1, t ort 
j I. Kiger and 27 other citizens of Gilliam, Oregon, praying for the pas il iment and submit a report ther LA 
; sage of what is known as the pure-lard bill; which were referred to the | [M NES] who i t in his se \ 
f Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. minority, which can be printed with 1 
: He also pres nted the petition of G. y fenkle and 51 othe ( PR i] 
: zens, composing Pomona Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Umatilla g j 
County, Oregon, praying for the passage of whatis known as the pure- | Mr. | t 
. food bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agricult ind | wast i the bill 
4 Forestry. mitted an a 
: Mr. EVARTS presented resolutions adopted | y the com: SIO! f was postpo 
the sinking fund of the city of New York, fi I iciel { ) 
j priations to complete the improvement of the | é rd f 
ten Duyvil Creek; which were ordered to lie 
: Mr. MCPHERSON presented a petition of and boa 
trustees of the town of Albuquerque, N. Mex., praying for the j 
sage of House bill 975, to vonfirm the title to certain t] n Mr. TI 
ot Albuquerque, N. Mex.; which was referred to the Committ ll Ele : » whom . ; 
: Private Land Claims. 1900 en to the compensa 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. Virginia, to report it w with a 
3 ‘ 7 il think the ition is 1 vy rt ( 
: Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District Columbia, | tro] the Contingent Exp ‘ 
submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 3441) supplementary to Mr. EDMUNDS. Let 
4 an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of the Baltimo: Mr. TELLER. I 
and Potomac Railroad in the District of Columbia,’’ heretofore reported Che PRESIDEN’ I , 
by him. posed to be at i 
Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was rhe Chief Clerk 1 oh 
ferred the bill (S. 3461) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist ollows 
Episcopal Church of Martinsburgh, W. Va., reported it with an amend : 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. uy George Benjamin . : ie hadnal 
Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom | sten, and John F. Lewis, each the sum 14 
was referred the bill (S. 3212) for relief of Jacob Barr, reported it | ‘"° “®"™™** ' 
! without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. _ The PRE SIDEN le resol ution ber 
: Mr. HAMPTON. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Af- | der the rule, to the Committee to Audit and ¢ 
7 fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3110) for the relief of Henry W. | /xpenses of the Senate 
3 Freedley, late captain, Third Infantry, and assistant quartermaster, | NTRODUC! 
’ United States Army, to report it adversely, and I ask that it be in Mr. MCPHERSON troduced a bill (S. 420 t of M 
definitely postponed. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasur raret Solly; which was read twice by its tit i 
states that his accounts have all been settled, and no action by Con- | panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions 
* gress is necessary. | He also introduced a bill (S. 4204) for the lief of Charl { 
: The report was agreed to. | ver; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
w3 Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom pay s, referred to the Con ttee iM At 
5 was referred the bill (H. R. 7666) making an appropriation to construct Mr. VOORHEES int ed a bill (S. 4 to reil ' 
% a road and approaches from the city of Alexandria, Va., tothe national | I ns of Indiana f ey improy thhe ( 
2 military cemetery, near that city, reported it with anamendment, and | 1 ad twice by itst 1d, Ww t n i 
. submitted a report thereon. | to the Committee on Indian Affair 
‘ Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to wh Mr. McMILLAN n 
, were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, | ] y P. Collins . its ¢ y 
which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indetinitely companying p I 1 to the Committee on 
A bill (S. 3966) to remove the charge of desertion against George A Mr. MAN] SON la 1207 ndi t 
Jeffords; f payment to purchasers nd of the Omaha tribe of Indi 
A bill (S. 3099) to remove the charge of desertion from Thomas Mor- | } ka, and for other purposes; which was read tv by its t 
rison; referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
A bill (S. 2187) to remove the charge of desertion from the military Mr. SHERMAN introduced a joint resolution (S 
record of John Lewis alias Morris L. Davis mber of the Board of Manager National H : 
A bill (S. 2527) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of | Volunteez Idiers: wi as read t , te tit 14 
Manus Hanbelt; the Committee on Milita \ ffairs. 
A bill (S. 2526) to remove the charge of desertion from the record Mr. HISCOCK introduced a joint solut ) 
of William Winchell; the Secretary of the Treasury to sign ‘ “ 
A bill (S. 1290) for the relief of John McKimmy; and New York post-office and arn ling; v 
A bill (S. 1720) to remove the charge of desertion against Daniel ind referred to the Committee « al 
Van Wicklin. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the Committee on the J a bia: es _ an 
- ciary to report adversely the bill (S. 630) to punish dealers and pre- | , 0" *¢™‘) gio onan tear oe 
tended dealers in counterfeit money and other fraudulent devices { ; ro Wee ae nce , 
using the United States mails, and to say that precisely the same pro ee ee ; ens ee 
vision contained in the bill that was referred to the Committee on th mee a . ae Seren eee er : aa 
Judiciary became a law on the 2d of March, 1889, and can be found in | , .~”"" = ss ees ea ee sitetais 
the twenty-fifth volume of the Statutes, page 873. I move that the — ’ aes, : = os PI Bind , , ‘ 
bill be postponed indefinitely. ee a , 
4 The motion was agreed to. \ 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the same committee to m On 1 ,of M ERMA 
adversely the bill (S. 456) providing for an additional associa S : 


; of the supreme court of Idaho, and for other purposes. The reason | f ( s of the S 
for that will be perfectly understood, the Territory having been ad LESER\ 
mitted into the Union by a law already passed. i move that the bill ve ’ nthe 
be postponed indefinitely. dl ae meas ’ 


: siered DV n} ( 3 consent na agre it 
{ The motion was agreed to. a . a re ER a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam directed by the same commiitee to report | the Senate ifthe Director of the Geolo 1 select 
; adversely the bill (S. 1312) providing for an additional associate justice | voirs, has actually surveyed and: edt laries of the area 
: of the supreme court of Wyoming, and for other purposes. I will |“ ro ee — Se ee ee ee 


ect lands suscepti 


state that the reason for the adverse report is obvious, that the Terri- | maps. A if 
tory has been admitted into the Union. I move that the bill be post- | caused to be survey¢ ou land 
poned indefinitely. same can he distinguished the ground, known to the public, and 


| the nd Office maps also to inform the Senate whether 


The motion was agreed to. | rector of the Geological Survey has included in the land desig: 





fand ma the boundaries of suc! 








edeiadlacris me “nee 


at 
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ided to be used for the storage of water, and 


reservoir sites any land not inter 
whether or not the said Director has included in his designation of lands sus- 
' 


veptible of irrigation land which can not be irrigated, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the seports of the 
committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 10716) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for fiseal year ending June 30, A. D. 1891; and 

A bill (H. R. 9603) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891 

TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Task that the conference report, the privileged 
question, may be proceeded with, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none, that order is closed and the Chair lays before the 
Senate the report of the committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 
5381) directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury 
notes thereon, and for other purposes. The question is on concurring 
in the report, on which the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I feel that this day is to be a crisis 
in the question of the currency of the people of the United States. As 
much so, in respect of the demonetization of silver and the confining 
of the coin currency of the United States to the single gold standard 
and issue, as was the 12th of February, the day of the passage of the 
act of 1873. I do not know but thatthe effect of the vote that is to be 
taken to-day upon this conference report, if it should result in the 
adoption of it, will really be more fatal to the prospects of silver coin- 
age in the future than the act of 1873, for that act struck at the pro- 
ducers of silver and caused them to bestir themselves to try to redeem 
the lost ground which it took from under their feet. But the proposed 
act of 1890 puts the producers of silver, if they choose to relinquish all 
of their convictions upon this question, which I have hoped they will 
not, in firm alliance with the men who insist upon a single gold stand- 
ard aud coin in this country, an alliance that is to be perpetual, at 
least until silver bullion gets to be worth more than $1 for 371} grains. 

The inducement is held out in this bill that a Secretary of the Treas- 
ury who may be favorable, politically or otherwise, to the silver men 
of the West can gain to his side of this question all the political strength 
that he needs by simply buying up the metal in such sums and from 
such people and from such States and at such times as may suit his 
convenience or the convenience of a political party that may want to 
renew that process which in the United States is called the ‘“‘ frying of 
fat’’ out of people. 

There is adivorcement by ashrewd and cunning hand now about to be 
accomplished between the men who produce silver from the mines and 
the men who desire to have silver currency for the benefit of the com- 
mon people of the United States, for those of us who are now more par- 
ticularly advocating the remonetization of silver to the extent of its 
full and free coinage are by necessity, whether by choice or not, the 
friends of the common laboring people in this country, who are to de- 
rive the greatest benefit from that sort of enactment, and those who 
oppose the attitude that we have assumed here in favor of the free 
coinage of silver by a natural affinity and association, and by conse- 
quences which they are incapable of avoiding, are thrown necessarily 
in favor of those men in the United States and in the world who al- 
ready occupy the class of capitalists or moneyed men, and who desire, 
of course, to add to the purchasing power of the coin or the money that 
they are able to control, both in reference to property and labor and 
everything else that enters into human transactions, 

If the gentlemen who voted with the majority of seventeen a few 
days ago in the Senate in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver on a parity and on an equality in all respects with the coinage 
of gold, as a privilege belonging to the people of the United States un- 
der their Constitution and under their laws—if those gentlemen to- 
day see proper to accept this bonus, this reward, this invitation, this 
inducement—I shall not use a stronger word than that to describe it— 
they will of course make up their minds coolly and quietly and upon 
a full survey of the circumstances and they will decide that it is bet- 
ter to secure through the agency and operation of this bill a continued 
opportunity for a good price for silver bullion than it is to secure to 
the people of the United States who need this money a sound currency 
which shall enlarge the circulating medium of the country by about 
one-half. 

The people of the United States believe, whether it is so or not, and 
if it is not so it isa very unfortunate conviction, that in 1873 the de- 
monetization of silver, the destruction of its legai-tender value, which 
occurred, however, formally in 1875, was a clandestine act, and all 
that has been said on that subject has not removed that impression, 
and I doubt if the waters of the ocean could wash it out of their minds 
and consciences, for they believe it. 

I have not taken the pains to go into that matter, because it does no 
good to rake over the embers of such transactions as these, but I will 


say this, Mr. President, that the authority is not wanting to show that 
the most distinguished men in the United States, including Senators, 
Members of the House of Representatives, and the then Executive were 
not informed until long after 1873 that that act of cold-blooded assas- 
sination of the silver dollar had taken place, for that is what it was. 
It was evidently assassinated. It was slipped upon in cold blood and 
struck in the back, and it died of the wound given by that and another 
assisting statute which was passed in 1874 and found its way into the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, which everybody knows, who 
knows anything of the history of the legislation of this country, never 
was read at the desk of the Senate, and it is a fair presumption that it 
was never read by one-tenth of the Senators who voted for it. 

One of the sections of the Revised Statutes adopted in 1873 de- 
stroyed the legal-tender quality of all silver coin in the United States 
above the sum of $5. The honorable Senator from Ohio presided in 
1873 over that act of legislation which destroyed the coinage of silver 
and seems to have had a very prominent position in that legislation, 
and we find him here, in 1890, with the same fine Italian hand man- 
aging the arrangement of a bill to be passed through the bodies of 
this Congress, which never has been heard of, never read (to say noth- 
ing of being read three times) in either House until this conference re- 
port was made; and that bill contains a total departure from the action 
both of the House and the Senate, and is as essentially new as if it 
had been a novel that had been written by the honorable Senator from 
Ohio during the last five days. 

I am not much of a parliamentarian, but they say we havea rule 
here which prohibits the amendment of a conference report, it makes 
no difference what gets into that report, and the only way we can 
affect its shape or change its substance after it has been brought here 
is to refuse to concur in it and vote instructions to our conferees as to 
what they shall insist upon. Now, I think that it is probably true 
that the rule of parliamentary law which has led to this result has 
found its root in the practice of the Senate of the United States illegit- 
imately, for I can not conceive that a conference committee can go out 
into their room and there concoct new schemes of legislation upon which 
neither House has voted or debated or discussed or amended or other- 
wise taken any action at all, and which scheme of legislation is to be 
substituted for one entirely different from it in matter and in form. 

I do not suppose that that conference committee, for instance, could 
aglamaae have had the right under any latitudinous construction of 
our rules to have brought a bill in here to abolish the national-bank- 
ing system as a substitute for the House bill or the Senate bill on the 
subject of silver coinage. They all relate to the finances of the coun- 
try; at the same time the purview and effect and operation of a bill of 
that kind reported by that committee would be utterly foreign to any 
action that had been taken in the House or in the Senate upon this 
subject. 

So we have here to-day a bill reported from the committee of confer- 
ence which contains a scheme that has never before been suggested in 
either House by ary proposition brought forward by any member of 
either House, which has never been read to either House, and it comes 
in here side-lined and straight-jacketed in such a way as that we have 
either to accept the entire conference report, or disagree to it and send 
it back with or without instructions, not being able to amend it in any 

rt. 

"7 dispute the right under the Constitution of the United States, and 
in the name of the people of the United States and of common sense 
also, of any conference committee to bring before this body a propo- 
sition that is entirely and substantially new, upon which neither House 
has acted or debated before that time. Isay by that course a conference 
committee usurps the power to shape the legislation of this country as 
it sees proper. 

Sir, it has got to that pass now that there is no legislation in the 
United States upon any great question where opinion is divided and 
interests are antagonized except through the original and independent 
action of a conference committee. I was struck with the value of the 
remarks made yesterday by the honorable Senator from Virginia [ Mr. 
DANIEL] when he referred to the contrast in the legislative action of 
the British Parliament and British people and the American Congress 
and the American people; and I was very much impressed with the 
thought he advanced and the fact he presented, that in this country 
we can not get any legislation which is decisive upon any great con- 
troverted matter of national interest. 

We bar the people out from their influence upon us when we act in 
our legislative capacity as two Houses. Instead of acting in a way 
that we can place ourselves upon record and be held to responsibility 
by our constituents, whether they are the States, the districts, orthe peo- 
ple—instead of doing that we surrender everything into one of these 
arbitration committees of conference, and they go out and agree upon 
some proposition, Nobody knows how either of them voted, for that 
is claimed to be a matter of secret history and that no member of a 
conference committee is permitted to even allude to how he voted or 
what he advocated or what he is responsible for; and they come back 
here with their report licked into such a shape under what is called 
parliamentary rules that it can not be amended, it can not be assailed, 
except by a vote of non-concurrence. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I understood, and I think it might be well to have 

it understood in the body, that conference committees are publie com- 
I have stated here over and over ag: l 
conference committees on appropriation bills. 

Mr. MORGAN, In this very debate the honorable Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] said he was not at liberty to refer to what had 
taken place in conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ionly stated what I did because that has been t] 

custom we have followed. 
Mr. MORGAN. Ican not impute to the honorable Senator from 
tio a disposition to shirk anything or cover himself up by a pretense 
of that kind; nevertheless he said so, and I took it for granted that a 
Senator of his experjence knew what protection he and his committe: 
had against disclosures, so that we have no opportunity, no right to 
ask any member of a conference committee how he voted upon a par- 
ticular proposition. There is no record of it, there is no report written 
out. Their proceedings are concealed in the dark. A conference com- 
mittee may go off into a committee-room by themselves and may be 
bribed to the extent of $100,000,000 and nobody could ever find it out 
until after the law they reported was passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I never denied the Senate any information which 
has ever been given in respect toa conference committee. The Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEsT], as I understood, asked me what particula: 
member proposed a particular thing or a particular proposition. I felt 
that I was not at liberty to answer such a question. If he had asked 
me who voted for it I should state very promptly then the exact fact 
as I understood it; but to disclose the common conversation, the means 
by which we got together, the talk, etc., I think would be a departure, 
not only from parliamentary propriety, but from gentlemanly propriety, 
for it would not be proper to repeat a private conversation between two 
gentlemen in that way. 

Mr. MORGAN, Oh, Senators are not in that sense gentlemen in the 
conference-room, They are Senators. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But they are expected to be gentlemen, and what 
they say, etc., is not reported, but what they do, and even how they 
vote on a particular proposition, I should tell without a moment’s 
hesitation. 

Mr. MORGAN. What I stated about that was merely to illustrate 
what I considered to be an utterly false principle and a dangerous one 
in legislation, and that is that any part of a bill like this can be kept 
under cover, the cover of courtesy or comity or anything like that, or 
that any man can hide his position behind such pretenses as those. 
What I claim is that the Senate of the United States has a right to 
make a record upon a call of the yeas and nays upon every propo- 
sition contained in a bill that is to become a law. That is what I con- 
tend for, and the remarks of the Senator from Virginia yesterday con 
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trasting the practice of the United States Congress and House of Com- | 


mons of Great Britain upon this question, I repeat, impressed me as 
being very important. 

This day, Mr. President, is an epoch in the history of the United 
States. 
the United States, not financially merely, but one that left its trace and 
cruel marks of destruction and distress on great communities, which 
have not yet vanished. There never was anything donein the United 
States in the shape of legislation which was followed by consequences 
so immediately and conclusively attributable to it and of such disastrous 
nature as the legislation of 1873 upon the silver question. 

Immediately thereafter values commenced to shrink, the difficulty 


The 12th of February, 1873, was an epoch in the history of | 


of the payment of debts increased twofold or threefold, people were | 


wrecked all over this land, and for the first time in the history of the 
United States we witnessed the birth of an immense number of that 


abnormal class of humanity that we call tramps commencing their | 


weary vagaries and wanderings about over the face of the earth, dis 

carded from society by desperate poverty, robbed of property, ruined 
in family relations, and as nearly condemned to extinction as ever hu- 
man beings could be by the policy of the laws of the land. And who- 
ever actuated that bill, whether he was honest or dishonest, or whether 
he now conceives himself to be wise or unwise, inflicted an evil upon 
this country almost equal in its disasters and in its breadth and length 
to that of the great civil war of 1861 to 1865. 

Mr. FARWELL. Is it not true that when that bill was passed we 
were under suspension and did not resume specie payments until six 
years thereafter? How, then, could demonetization at thattime, when 
specie payments were suspended and not resumed for six years after- 
ward, produce the effect the Senator describes ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think I can answer that. We were under sus- 
spension. Yes. Why were we undersuspension? Because we found 
it necessary in the course of war to issue an enormous amount of cur- 
rent money called greenbacks, and which had upon the face of the bill 
@ promise to redeem in coin, and we did not have the coin to redeem 
with. That caused the suspension. 

What was the object of the suspension and why wasit that there was 
a suspension? It was to enable the common, poor people ot this coun- 
try to have something circulating between them as money to represent 
their labor and their toil and their production. Suspensions are al- 
ways in favor of the poor and the oppressed and those in debt, and not 
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in fa of the in W ‘ t é 
debt ( there was su 
inste é lingin Un ist iV: } 
‘ to the extent, p : you 
tha l resum id, and 
tion that was the crucifixion the | t 
was the é ( t ec i} ) e 
peo} , ‘ utr sti s 
thrown ad ! ilue, debts were ent ma ise t 
to comm yy y » thie a t , 
was what oused and d d and C 
ind multitudes of men who before t 1 ul been resp 
honest, and hard-work l 

Mr. HOAR May I ask the Senat a ( 
whether he di not understand that the per t 
the resumption of specie payment in this country v neriod 
traordinary prosperity 

Mr. MORGAN For 02 ear, Ves. Like at n who, whe 
taken an overdose of whisky. fee s happy and good until ( é 
off, and then he feels prostrate and ruined he S t 
perience of that kind, and theretore [ ay ize to him ¢ \ d 
that illustration Laughter. 

Mr. FARWELI I do not think the Senator has answered t 
tion I put to him. Ile has des« 1 exactly my ov \ 
subject of resumption, but how does he attribut 1 tl \ ) 
which he has referred to dk onet ition I do not see how 
attributable to that. 

Mr. MORGAN. TI attribute it just as I do tl CCESS | rar 
or regiment of men to the colonel who leads t 1, and tl li ( 
the retreat to the colonel who leads them Chie nancial condition 
and situation of the country is the leading fact in all of thes il 
sions. What I mean to say is this: That if there had not been t 
cruel resumption upon the single gold basis there would not have been 


so much, to say the least of it, if there had .been any at all, of thi 


cruel destruction of mankind. I do att 

















ibute it to the demonet tion 
ot silver for the reason that it took from the peop! ust half of what 
the Constitution had given them as the currency of the country 

Mr. FARWELL. but they did not use it for six years 

Mr. MORGAN. Whether it was used or not it was « la 
an available basis of credit in the Tre ustas you do he put 
ting it in bullion in the Treasury as a basis of credit upon which n 
can get loans and discounts and soon. It is the presence of it in tl 
country that gives credit to banks and financial men, men that ha 
money to loan, men that control the industries, the erce, and tl 
finances of the country. If it is absent, or one-half of i dead 
credit is, to that extent, limited. 

Now, Mr. President, [ wish to proceed to the nsiderat ( 
terms and the provisions of this bill of the committ ( ence, for 
it is neither the bill of the House nor the bil! of the Senate, but diff 
from both entirely, and Ll wish to show those gentlemen who | 
free coinage of silver—and I would be very glad to have the attent 
of the senior Senator from Colorado | Mr. TELLER n this quest 
that some fine Italian hand, such as framed the act of 187 ‘ 
to utterly destroy any hope of the remonetization « ve 1 
do it by an act of absolute violence and perhaps by an sing { 
people who dig in the mines and make silver in the West 
inal bill as it came from the House of Representatives cont l 
provision 

Phat the S retary of the Treasur a he ré j . 
to time silver bullion t ere 4 5K . 
mouth, atthe market price thereof, 1 ex e f 
silver, and to issue in payment for such p hases « b 
notes of the United States, et 

That is the original bill as it came tous fromthe other House, Now 
I will read the act asit is proposed by this committe: 

Phat the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to pur Ase f t 
to time silver bu ntot aggregate amount of 4,500.00 ices, Or 
thereof as may be offered, in each month, at the ar é 
< for 371.25 grains of pure silver it 
I of silver bullion Treasury notes of the | ted States, t | i 
t retary of the Treasury, et 

These two propositions are identical in language with tl! 
of the words ‘‘as may be offered.’’ I shall not dwell upont ‘ 
inasmuch as they have been discussed here, and all the monomet 
in the United States seem to think that there is hid e 
words a latent opportunity for frand in the future, to say ‘J 
shall not impute that as being part of the design of t m 
mittee in reporting this | 

Connected with the House propos ! t 
to this fact—was section 6, as follow 

sr That whe: er the cet } ¢ ed 
of section 1 of this act, is $1 f ; era pur 
the owner of any silver |! ‘ t the same at any ce« ac 
United States,to be f ‘ ri« er ) 
vided i i | use 
suspended wl : | ted for 

The conference « ttee came in here 
out; it is not in thei: 1. There is no sut 
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nothing that »ks in that direction. It is all as dark as Erebus, so far 
as it relates to the right of any man when silver gets to be worth more 
than a dollar for 3714 grains to go to the mint and have it coined, or 


to the Government to take any action upon it at all. 

‘ow, what is the result? You call yo irselves free-coinage men, re- 
monetizers, and yet you are willing because your mines are going to 
ell silver, it appears, up to the figure of a dollar for 371; grains, when 
0 ilver reaches that price, it shall stand there without coinage. 
It shall not thereatter be coined Says the bill of the committee, it 


shall not be bought by the Treasury for any higher price, and, as the r 
ult of your patriotic efforts to raise the value of silver in the market 
9 bullion, when it reaches the point of 371} grains for a gold dollar 
ere the whole progress stops dead still, and no man under this bill 
can do anything except to pocket his bullion and go to England or Ger- 
many and sell it for what he can get for it. 

Your efforts to raise silver toa parity with gold destroys both the 
sale and the coinage if it advances in price above the limit fixed in the 
bill of the conference committee. 

You call yourselves remonetizers and free-coiners, and yet vote for 
a bill here the purpose of which that fine Italian hand has carved all 
over 1t to make it more a demonetizing measure than is the act of 1875. 
So I pronounce this day an epoch in the history of free coinage and 
in the history of the finances of the United States, so far as coinage is 
concerned, which will prove to be equal toif not more direful in its 
results and in its magnitude than was the 12th day of February, 1873, 
when that act of demonetization was passed. 

Now, is it not a curious thing that those gentlemen who protest that 


they are trying to raise the bullion price of silver, trying to lead it up | to, to bring this metal of silver up into a parity with gold. What is 


to a parity with gold so that it can have free coinage, should be will- 
ing, after they get it under this bill exactly to a parity with gold, to 
stop insisting that it shall be coined and leave it with the Government, 
that has not got the power to buy a dollar of it and is forbidden to 
coinit? If there is anything that cay be devised by the genius of man 
to utterly destroy and demolish forever, until this law is repealed, the 
coinage of silver and to prevent its being placed and kept upon a parity 
with gold, this isthe bill. Ah, that wise head that so long has pre- 
sided with so much ability in the financial councils of this country did 
not fail to see that. But there are other gentlemen on that committee 
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Mr. MORGAN. To them, yes; but they would not do it if they 
could get 3 cents premium or even half a cent premium in England. 

Mr. FARWELL, Neither would they coin it. 

Mr. MORGAN. What sort of legislation is that, to let the volume 
of the money of the country depend upon the speculative will ot a lot 
of gentlemen who own mines of money and who want to grind the peo- 
ple. They can drop off a mill in the dollar, of course, and have it 
coined, and they can lock it upin their vaults. If they are rich, as the 
ywners of mines usually are, they can go around with their single 
standard measure, like Dido did, and cover as much ground as the 
bull-hide will stretch around, and include the ownership of the whole 
country. They will hold the single measure of values in their own 
hands, and make it longer or shorter to suit their own purposes. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, The bill declares that the purpose of 


| the Government is to put silver and gold on a parity with each other, 


to make the two equal, that 371} grains of silvershall be worth a dol- 
Jar, and at the same time, as the Senatorhas just argued, the bill pro- 
vides whenever that point is reached the coinage shall be stopped and 
the purchases of silver by the Government shall be stopped. 

Mr. MORGAN, Yes; here is this significant intimation in this com- 
mittee bill. This is the word of promise to the ear that is broken to 
the hope: 


It being the established policy of the United States to maintain the two met- 


als ona parity with each other upon the present legal ratio, or such ratio as 
may be provided by law. 


Now, here is the Secretary of the Treasury pulling with might and 
main under the compelling power of a good conscience, and well sworn 


| a parity? Why, of course the two things must be exactly equal to 


each other. That is a parity. Does tbis bill enforce that policy ? 
Does it permit that parity atany ratio? The bill utterly refuses coin- 


| age to silver, or the purchase of it by the United States, when it is 


| worth more than gold, 


But here comes in the silver producer. He bas gota million dollars 
out of his mine, or perhaps he has got $20,000,000, for there are men 
in the United States to-day whose incomes, some of them, from silver 


| chiefly, are as much as a thousand dollars a day, and he says, “* Here, I 


who have won great credit for wisdom in the United States connected | 


with silver and monetary questions who I dare say will feel like kick- 
ing themselves over a 10-acre field after they have seen the verdict of 
the people upon just such a proposition as that. 

Mr. FARWELL. ‘Suppose the condition arises that you have de- 
scribed, so that the Government can aot buy, would it not be the inter- 
est of the sellers of silver to throw off 1 per cent., and would not that 
be the extent of the disaster to the country ? 


suppose they could get 3 per cent. premium, just as they did in 1873 


in London, at the time the act was passed, your silver would all leave | causes you to have a self-sacrificing spirit for the sake of all these la- 


the country, and it would allgoaway. There would be no market for it 
and you could not coin itin the United States. Suppose it to be worth 
103, just as it was on the 12th day of February, 1573, when the Con- 


have got a million dollars to sell you, Mr. Secretary, and the market 
is a dollar for 371.24 grains; I can sell it in any market for that; but 
in order to have it coined, in order to get it into circulation, I will 


| drop amill.’’ ‘‘Oh, no,’’ says the Secretary, ‘‘do not do that; you 


make me violate the law. My business is to pull silver up to a parity 


| with gold, not te make it more valuable. That is the policy of the 


Government. It is put into the bill itself and I can not afford to let 


| you keep back the mill. I must pay it to you or I should be a dis- 


gress of the United States destroyed it, demonetized it, would you force | 


the owners of silver to go abroad instead of stopping at our own mints 
and getting it coined, or instead of having the market for it in our own 


country would you force them to go to Great Britain and take the sil- | 
y ; £ 


ver bullion out of the country entirely and sell it abroad? That is too 
plain a proposition for discussion. 

If | was talking to a kindergarten I should expect that the children 
perfectly understood the whole of that question, and they would see 


that there was no way to get out of it. They would see that this bill | 


was an absolute disaster to the currency of the country. It destroys 
the financial system so far as silver is concerned and prohibits it ever 
again, so long as this bill shall stand unrepealed, from getting in as a 


part of the currency of thecountry. When it rises above par with gold | 


it dies at the hands of its friends, or must sink back into degradation 
in order to live. 


It monometallizes this country; it makes gold the only thing with 


which to pay debts, the only thing with which to buy property. It is | 


all we have of that constitutional basis thatsome gentlemen here seem 
still disposed to respect in its literal integrity for the redemption of our 
paper promises in coin of the United States. No, sir; you can not fix 
a bill—the craft of the Senator from Ohio could not in a year’s work 
have fixed a bill more thoroughly designed to destroy silver forever 
than he has arranged this bill to do it, and when the time comes that 
the price of silver has gone up to the least fraction above $1 for 371} 
grains, then what are we going to do with this forty-five or fifty or 
sixty millions a year of output in the United States in the succeeding 
years ? 

Mr. FARWELL. Could not the silver men drop off a quarter of a 
cent? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Illinois wants to know if the sil- 
ver men could not drop off a quarter of a cent. 

Mr. FARWELL. A mill on the dollar, and keep it renning’? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly they could. 

Mr. FARWELL. Would not that be the extent of the disaster? 





| honest man. What do you want totake off the mill for? You can get 
Mr. MORGAN. Ot course it would be to their interest to do it; but | 


2 mills, or 5 cents, more for it in Europe. Why do you want to 
do that? Are you animated by a sudden freak of patrietism that 


boring poor around you in the country ?’’ 

Mr. FARWELL. i can answer the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, you may answer it. 

Mr. FARWELL. To prevent the great disaster which is going on. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, to prevent the great disaster; but there would 
be another thing that would be prevented—honest and poor men would 
be prevented from having a resort to two metals in which to pay their 
debts. It would prevent a man’s corn and his bacon and bis flour and 
his beef and his lambs and all his furnitare and whatever else he has 
got to subsist upon and keep himself comfortable upon from shrinking 
to half its value if the two metals were allowed free coinage. At the 
time it is worth most it is discarded from sale and coinage rather than 
increase the value of other productions and ease the business of the 
country. I want the law to regulate the value of money, and not the 
wealthy speculators. 

When we find a millionaire, with his million of dollars’ worth of sil- 
ver bullion to sell, who will throw off the mill for the purpose of ac- 
complishing that great end, I will show you a man who never made a 
dollar out of the poor man and who never did a day’s work in his life. 
No, sir, these are impossibilities. Thatis noanswer to my proposition. 
We are enacting laws now, not problems in society, that may or may 
not be realized and fulfilled. When this bill is signed you want to 
know the legal effect of it. The legal effect of it is as clear as light, 
which is, the moment you have got your silver appreciated above 371} 


| grains for a gold dollar, then your silver coinage stops. You have not 


got any right to coin silver any more. You can not sell it to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and if you find a market for it it will 
be across the water, and you will have to go there with your silver and 
take it out of this country. 

There is not any answer to that, Mr. President. That is too plaina 


| proposition. The country is not going to fail to see that. 1t is not go- 
| ing to fail to hold gentlemen who have been go lond in their professions 
| of devotion to its interests, accountable for having in the very last mo- 
| ment civen away the whole question to the adversaries of silver. 


I might stop my argument on this measure right here. I might well 
insist, this fact being apparent on the face of the record, that this was 
a bill, not to supply the people of the United States with silver coin, 
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4 but a bill to enable the mine-owners to ge yetter price for t 
ion until it gets to a point where it will of use to the pe Li} pre d ’ 
then to step all dealings with it. 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I should like to ask the> I t if { 
tion, with his permission \ . 
a Mr. MORGAN ( ertainly. i N I 
a Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I do not know that I th g tand 
: stand his contention, but as I do understand it it isthat ifs i H . 
rise above 371} grains it would be worth more than a dollar int : a : 
4 ket. a I ! 
§ Mr. MORGAN. Worth exactly adollar 
é Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Worth exactly a dollar, and t the } t 3 
chase of silver bullion would then cease under this bill. Iftl iN i 3 
4 free coinage, would not the offerings to mint also cease a ) 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes; but then you have not got free co 
have thrown that away. »N 1 not td 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada. What would be the good of 1 Mr. MORGA N t ted 
you not get as many dollars in circulation under this bill buyinga 1 my spe t, « 
that rate as if you had free coinage ? M ONES, of Nevad I be e | 
Mr. MORGAN. The good of it is that 371 rrains to the do] $ | Says stated, b I 
big profit to the miner. ey hit tra ) \ 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada. None whatever. to get mone 1 a bank upon a d t { 
Mr. MORGAN. It is bound to be. Ifthe Senator can prove to 1 cargo and dump } 
that a silver coin is not worth anything I will take his proposition that is consider ) ‘ 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada. There is no protit in the alloy. the and w : t ( i 
Mr. MORGAN. There is no profit in the alloy, but there is a profit A ile ut er ! 
in the dollar between 371} grains and 412}, which passes for a do want the It t rt 
Mr. JONES, ot Nevada. Either passes for a dollar. Mr. M vAN \ ‘ 
Mr. MORGAN. No, it does not. You can not pass 371} grain ! i 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Three hundred and seventy-one and 1 TO S, of } ul ofa se to} 
fourth grains of pure silver is required in the dollar. ate o nt tha | 
Mr. MORGAN. We understand that, but you can not put jt tes W I 
the shape of money; and when you take 371} grainsof pure é vd Mir. MO AN i wants it { 
carry it to the mint and have it put into the shape of money, you] ss there is a promise to pay, a ‘ 
412) grains, which means a dollar. M INES N » It to be ( ) 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada. You can take it and get a Treasury note Mr. MORGAN 3 | as the ] ; 
for it, which passes for a legal-tender dollar Mr. JONES, of } i \ t 
Mr. MORGAN. Iam not talking about Treasury notes. I am ‘ t t 
talking about paper promises. 1am talking about that great Mr. MORG ( , a 
which has so long exercised the great energies of the Sen I t it p ! e 
Nevada; that principle which gives the people of the United Stats St day, ex of the 
silver currency and not a currency of paper p.omises th sa 3 b 3 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam taiking about more money fo: t Phat is ! f t 
people of this country. ( nt, | i ba nd { 
Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; you are taiking in this bill about n t 3 and m é I old 
money for the miners and less for the people. les 1 d, s 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada. No; weare talking about more mone) th i i 
the people. e redeema ce 
Mr. MORGAN. The people get no money out of this bill after 1 M i id t a] 
gold and silver get to a parity, but the miners get it ‘ry dav t Mr. MORGA® l ulwa itod 
live. The Senator has got to face that proposition when he goes be rot $1 rs 1 
the people of the United States. put t ex \ x C 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I can not understand the proposition. purpo é ( 
must confess to a considerable surprise that the Senator from Alabama i O ly 
makes such a proposition, that a legal-tender note comes out for every e 
371} grains of pure silver that is offered, and then he says the people Mz. MO! N. Ido not k: wheth ) not : 
of the United States get no dollar. no I bullion - t the coin ! At lk 
Mr. MORGAN. That legal-tender note is nothing but a promise the Sena vada has le » that he « 
pay, which must be redeemed. hi on into the Treasury he : 
i Mr. JONES, of Nevada. It isa greatentity. It takes the red flag ned for t peopl I ‘ { 
2 of the sheriff from every man’s window, and it elevates prices through Mr. JONES, of Nevada. It is to b é 
7 out the country. Iam astonished at the Senator’s contention. Mr. MORGA t resents | é i 
3 Mr. MORGAN. You may be astonished at it, but the people will M ARWELI it is as 1 as 
e astonish you a great deal worse than that when they come to pass a Mr. MORGAN. No, iti 
: verdict upon it. No, sir; a paper promise of the United States Govern- Mr. JONES, of Nevada. It is p 
. ment is a promise to pay, not a promise that you have paid. A gold Mr. MORGAN. It is not potent Y 
; dollar or a silver dollar when handed to another is payment. t is i Oe to 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I should like to ask where the Senator | an India l we ki 
4 finds a promise in these Treasury notes. M » if Nevad It ca t t 
$ Mr. MORGAN. There can not be a Treasury note without a prom- | « 
* ise. Why, Mr. President, as the Supreme Court of the United States M i AN. Oh, M f J 
has held, there is no power in the United States Government to create | honora Senators will allo to g { 
: a paper legal tender except in the authority given ia the Constitu 1 | make it as I want, we 2 y 
¢ to emit—what kind of paper? Billsof credit. Whatisa bill of credit Th ESIDING O \ 
4 but a promise to pay ? led to the and can not be it 
4 Mr. JONES, of Nevada. It is a legal tender for ail debts, and I Mr. JONES, of Ne f 
a should like to ask the Senator to tell me what a gold dollar will pe Mr. MORGAN I ) 
form for the farmer or planter or the toiler of this country that one of | a bad box, and I sympathiz ht 
these Treasury notes will not periorm. a box as they are going to ut 
Mr. MORGAN. Now we have struck upon a fiat-money man, t Sé yea r colors and going »s 
first one I ever saw in a live body. to th ted States ( f t 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada. You will get acquainted with more ofthem. | beha the people. 
Mr. MORGAN. Now, if we can make money containing no promise Some allusion was 1 it ago to t 
to pass as legal tender to pay debts and buy property and the like, with | this subject that I \ t skal i 
& printing-machine, what is the use of going into the mine and digging | tion as to whether the ‘ ernment of t l al 1 
out a base for it either of gold or silver? Why do we throw away all | dollar in money, a paper dollar a t 
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containing no promise expressed or implied that it was to be redeemed 
in coin. I deny that proposition, and I do not think there is a lawyer 
in this body who will not deny it in company with me. 
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use for large quantities of silver bullion to be carried to India, to be 
there coined, under their peculiar mint system, into rupees and other 
descriptions of silver coins. Great Britain never demonetized silver in 
the radical sense that is done in this conference bill. 

We speak of Germany as having demonetized silver, and yet Germany 


| has got far more silver to-day than we have. 


Mr. l’resident, we find two powers in the Constitution in regard to 
money. One is the power tocoln money and the other is the power to | 
emit bills of credit, and those are all the powers that Congress has and 
all that need be. A bill of credit can take any form that you please to | 
give it, any date of maturity, bearing any rate of interest. Itmay be 
redeemable in coin of silver or coin of gold, or both or either, as you | 
choos« You can put it in the form of a greenback, a silver certificate 


ora gold certificate, or an interest-bearing obligation of the Govern- 


j 


We speak of France, one of the Latin States, as having stopped the 
coinage of silver in her mints, and we call that a demonetization, but 
France has got four or five times as much silver as we have. 

As to the matter of striking silver coins out from circulation amongst 
the people and destroying them to that extent that they shall no more 
be coined, the Government of the United States itself, in 1873, with all 


| of the morbid hunger for ill-gotten gain that animated the men who 


ment, as we have interest-bearing obligations of the United States | 
Government that are not greenbacks, but redeemable in coin, and they 
are a legal tender for their face, but not for interest, under the statute. 
‘These two powers in the Constitution support each other, and if you 
tear down one the other falls necessarily. They are correlative powers 


and co-ordinate powers and co-operative powers besides, and were so 
intended to stand together as a firm foundation of our credit, and to 
amplify and enlarge the ability of the United States Government, as 
exigency might require, to spread out the volume of its issues to meet 
an emergency; such, for instance, as was the great civil war. 

Now, there being no other powers in the Constitution in regard to 
money but these two, I could not deny to the Government of the United 
States the right to issue Treasury notes. It would be a simple ques- 
tion of policy. I would not deny the power to issue Treasury notes, 
but those Treasury notes must be in the form of bills of credit, and 
there must be necessarily a reliance and dependence, which is un- 
changeable, upon the other functions of making money of coin, and the 
two are associated together in the Constitution of the United States in 
such form and with such perfect identity that if you destroy the power 
to issue coin you destroy the power to issue bills of credit. 

If the Congress of the United States should refuse coinage to gold, 
silver, copper, nickel, or to all precious metals, leaving this other 
power to emit bills of credit to stand by itself untouched by legisla- 
tion, that power would necessarily go to the wall, because it is the 
power to emit bills of credit which contain a promise of redemption, 
and in the case supposed we have removed the possibility of redeeming 
them by taking away both gold and silver coin. They stand together 


and must stand together. These two powers were intended to stand | 


together as indispensable supports to each other, and, so conjoined, they 
are the support of the very vitality of the Government. Now, who 
ever removes gold cr silver from its function as the basis of redemption 
to that extent viplates the Constitution of the United States. 

This dual foundation was laid for all bills of credit in the Constitu- 
tion, and it is as wrong in principle to destroy one of these great foun- 
dations of all just and honest finance, and as much a wrong to the 
people in principle, as it is to destroy both. The people have a consti- 
tutional right to both. 

I want to know, Mr. President, whether any government in this 
world has got the power, after all, to demonetize silver, or to demone- 
tize gold. Wecan say that we do it and we can make an impression 
upon the financial situation of this country, or upon several of them 
for the matter of that, for years together, perhaps for decades together, 
but there is a conviction and an approbation in the human mind of the 
fact that gold and silver are the proper elementary substances for coin- 
age and for being converted into money that all the laws in the world, 
enacted by men, can not remove. 

Who, I will ask, first coined gold or silver? Why, sir, the most dis- 
tant rays of light that come down to us through the channels of history 
fail to reveal to us the human authorship of that great invention. 
What we know about it is merely this, that in the very earliest and 
first infantile steps of civilization gold and silver coin were accepted 
and used by the people as the very best means and instrumentalities 
for progress in civilization. After awhile this instinctive requirement 
of the human mind, or to speak with more accuracy and with proper 
reverence too, this inspired thought planted in the human mind as the 
conscience was, as a means of civilization, was recognized by ygovern- 
ments after the people themselves had adopted shekels and the other 
forms of coinage to measure the exchangeable values of labor and 
property. 

They were recognized by the governments among nien as being some- 
thing that ought to be controlled by law, regulated by law, but above 
all maintained by law and not destroyed by law. They went on, and 
all history, as far back as there is a single trace that we can follow, 
contains positive evidence of the fact that gold coin and silver coin, 
standing side by side in their assistance of mankind in the grand march 
of civilization, have been recognized by every government that had any 
pretension to enlightenment from what we might call the foundation 
of the world. 7 

No Government that can be named by anybody has absolutely de- 
stroyed silver coinage. No Government has ever got its consent yet to 
discard it asacoin. Go to Great Britain (and we speak of it as a 
country that in 1821 demonetized silver) and we find that they took 
particularly good care to have enough of silver coin and the right to 
make enough of silver coin to answer all the domestic purposes of the 


people when they adopted the gold unit. More than that, they had a | 


insisted upon the monometallic standard, was not willing to march to 
that line and is not willing to do it now. 

All are willing to have subsidiary silver. They will coin you as 
many half-dollars as you want, provided you will not allow more than 
$5 in any one payment to be made of them as a legal tender, and yet 
they are not worth, by many grains, as much as the silver dollar would 
be worth cutin two. They are a degraded subsidiary coin, and the 
Government will give you just as much of them as you need. Why? 
Because it does not come in the way of the gold dollar, or the gold 
eagle, or the twenty-dollar piece of the men who hold the power of 
gold money in their clutches. That is the reason they will doit. As 
long as you will keep out of competition with their money they will 


| let you have as much of your sort as you need, but if you dare to oc- 


cupy a‘field of industry or any other field where the owners of gold 
want to be dominant, and to have the power over the people and their 


| property, at once you find them striking you to death. They do not 





intend to admit you there at all. 
I maintain that that man who strikes out (if anybody should ever 


dare or attempt to do it) silver from the coinage of the United States, 


violates the Constitution to that extent, robs the Government of the 
power to emit bills of credit, because bills of credit to be anything at 
all of a constitutional nature must be redeemable bills of credit. To 
that extent you shorten the credit power of the United States Govern- 
ment, and defeat its right and its capacity, also, to issue and redeem 
bills of credit. 

Before I go into a further examination of the particular parts of this 
bill I wish to advert briefly to some other facts in connection with that 
legislation of 1873, for whatever other men may believe it is my right, 
my privilege, and my duty here to state my belief about it if it is 
rational and can be sustained by a fair argumentation upon admitted 
facts, and my belief is that there was in that demonetization of silver 
by the act of 1873 a clear, distinct, and definite purpose to add to the 
purchasing power of gold money, so as to give the plutocrats, who had 
been hoarding it together for years, the power to control the property of 
this people and their financial destiny according to their own will. 

In 1873 the product of gold in the United States, the amount yielded 
by our mines, was $36,000,000, and the amount yielded of silver from 
our mines was $35,750,000. Ido not suppose there ever was as near 
a perfect equality in the yield of the mines from these two metals as 
there was in 1873. So the argument which is frequently resorted to, 
that the prospect of an overabundance of silver was the reason why 
gold was selected as the unit of value, falls to the ground. The facts 
do not sustain it. 

There is another fact that I want to call attention to. During the 
four or five years, as we may call it, of the war—I call it five years, 
because it takes that period to cover the transaction—there were coined 
in the United States at all the mints $7,156,446.40 of silver coin. 
That included the *‘ dollar of the daddies,’’ and it also included the 
minor and the subsidiary coins. In gold coin for the same period there 
were $175,093,533 coined, although the production of these metals was 
by no means so variant as this increase would indicate. There was 
more of gold coined, very largely more, than of silver. 

Now, I want to go back to look at the coinage in different periods of 
the history of the United States. In 1793, the first year of the oper- 
ations of the mint, we coined $453,541.80 of money, including minor 
coins, $11,375; of silver, in all, $370,683.80, and of gold, $71,485; so 
that at the time of the adoption of the Constitution of the United 
States and the formation of the Government silver was very largely 
the leading metal. 

Now we come down to the period of 1873, when the silver for the 
first time was stricken to death; and we find in that year there was 
coined $35, 249,337.50 of gold, and that the total of silver, including 
the minor coins, was $38,689,183—still a very small margin between 
the two. There was a wonderful parity in the coinage. As I pointed 
out, there was only alittle over $250,000 difference in the production 
of the mines in 1873. 

Now we will goon from that period. In the next year there was 
coined of silver $43,000,000, the next $57,000,000, the next $72,000, 000, 
the next $81,000,000, the next $68,000,000, the next $84,000,000, the 
next $106,000,000, the next $117,000,000, bringing us down to 1882. 
There were $66,000,000 coined in 1883, $57,000,000 in 1884, $54,000, - 
000 in 1885, and $64,000,000 in 1886. 

Mr. President, there was a falling away, except during two years of 
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that period of time, in the coinage of silver as compared with the coin- 
age of gold. But now, according to the report of the Treasurer of the 
United States, we have got on hand as assets $321,612,423 of gold, and 


we have got $317,834,822 of silver in the Treasury. 





The increase of production and coinage of both metals have closels 
corresponded, when they were left undisturbed by Congress, in all our 
history. 

Now, we see that in the production and in the parity, in the coin- 


age of silver and gold in 1873, and before that time (for before that 
time the coinage of si]Jver had been very much less than the coinage 
of gold), we see, however, that at the very time when the blow was 
struck there was no excuse for this blow in any disparity that existed 
between gold and silver. There must have been some other motive 
for it. Now, I want to trace that motive out, if I can. It seems to 
me that this motive is very plain on common-sense principles, but we 
have to prove a good many things as we go along that are not taken for 
granted. 

Now, in 1861 the total coinage of silver was $63,000,000 and odd 
fractions; I do not put in the fractions. in 1862 it was $48,000,000; 
in 1863 it was $22,000,000; in 1864 it was $26,000,000; in 1865 it was 
$29,000,000; while gold during that period ran this way: In 1861 it was 
$60,000,000; in 1862, $45,000,000; in 1863, $20,000,000; in 1864, $21,- 
000,000; in 1865, $25,000,000; and in 1866, $28,000,000. 

Mr. President, it was my misfortnne to live during a period of war; 
and after that war was over, although a great many of our people were 
run to the extremest necessity, it was found that men had buried gold, 
and silver too, but mostly gold, aboutin various places of concealment, 
and there are no doubt hundreds of thouaands of dollars to-day in the 
South that have never been resurrected and never will be, because the 
men who buried it are dead. The panic of the war caused people to 
get coin money, gold and silver, and hide it away, as they did jewels 
and diamonds and things of that kind that were not peri ishable. 

So in the Northern States, whenever they could convert any piece 
of property at anything like a fair price into gold or oan coin they 
hid it cway. They were very reluctant even to trust it to a bank, and 
they would not lend it to the Government, except at a great premium. 
There was a hoarding of gold and silver throughout the immense pop- 
ulations of the North. They had a vast trade with foreign countries, 
and there were immense sums of gold shipped into the United States 
while that war was going on, or placed in England or elsewhere that 
it could be drawn against after the war had terminated. 

Now, when the war was over, those men who had succeeded in getting 
rich and in keeping rich found themselves in the possession of the coin 
ofthe country, and they found that they hada great deal more of gold 
than they had of silver, because the production of gold in the United 
States at the close of the war was about three times what the produc- 
tion of silver was, and in casting about for the money that should be 
used for the purpose of compassing the property of the country when 
it should get down to normal prices again they naturally fixed upon 
gold. It was their hoarded treasure; it was their all, you may say; 
or at least it constituted the basis of their great fortunes; and if they 
could get that money in such shape as that it would be out ofc ompetition 
with all other _.cney in the purchase of property and in the payment 
for labor they knew that they would grow doubly rich. 

Every incident in connection with a state of war in any country in- 
cites men to the hoarding of gold in preference to silver because it is 
smaller in bulk. If diamonds and other jewels had a fixed value they 
would be hoarded instead of gold because of their still smaller bulk. 
But when the war, that terrible strnggle, closed in the United States 


and the question came up as to what should be done in the time of 


peace, it was no wonder that the Senator from Ohio had the support of 
all the men who had gold and who wanted to raise its value in com- 
parison with the property of the country, and that he succeeded in 
killing off the other one-half of the metallic currency of the Jand 

That is no wonder; but, Mr. President, now, when our mines are so 
productive and when our people need this constitutional basis of cur- 
rency, this support for the power to emit bills ot credit and redeem 
them, it will be a wonder if we do not come back to it and resume the 
ground we were driven from in 1873, and again give to our people the 
advantages of that broad and splendid system of finance that our tathers 
devised for them in the form of the powers to coin money and emit 
bills of credit. It will be a wonder if we do not do that. 

So what has been said here, and more particularly what was said 
by the monetary commission of which the Senator from Nevada was 
the chairman, I believe, inveighing against the purpose and intent 
which attended demonetization of silver, is not without foundation. 
There is foundation for it in history, in fact, in human experience, and 
there is no doubt in the world that the demonetization of silver was 
produced by the very reason I have stated, because no man can cite a 
reason different from that why it should have been done. There was 
no excess of production. There was no reason for killing silver then 
except to get it out of competition with gold, and the reason and the 
motive for doing that was just what I have stated, to enable the men 
who had gold at their command to make money scarce in the country 
throw down the price of property, throw 
when the 


down the price of labor, and 
Government of the United States should come to redeem it 
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there has never been any pa é t \istory,t 
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pay annually in London £ ‘ wx r $75,040 0), partly as inte > ins 
and partly for expenditures of the Indian administration in lengland 8 
India has a population five t Ss greater than at the United State sad 
its London paym< ts are in larger p t 
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ments in productive works 
Great Britain and Germany re monometallist tesatt 
each of them having the gold or the gold standard, and we ow: ) 
those people, and ot! srsin Europe, $2,000,000, 0 » the largest loan d 
that was ever owed by one people to another, or by a nation to f 
people. It was the mostenormous public debt that ever hung ove! 
country, and there was not a man who lived at the day that this report 
was written by the Senator from Nevada who could have been mad 
to believe that in the year 1890 we would be paying a premium of 28 
to 30 cents a dollaron those bonds. Nobody could have believed it 
Here were Great Kritain, and Germany, and France who held 
bonds. Very few of them were held elsewhere abroad I e we 
gold states, I will call them. What was their inducement to bold on 
to the gold standard? Their ownership in two billions of debt, whic! 
they believed when it came to be redeemed would crush the peopl 
who had to pay it. They believed that we would go under, and t! 
perha ips we would be treated like Mexico wa that when we gotso that 
we could not pay our debts an Austro-French army, 0 At | 1 
army, or an Anglo-French German army would come over here in com- 
bination for the purpose of finishing us up 
But under those circumstances and during that period of time when 
this enormous cloud of debt hung over us it was the mt idle thing 
that astatesman ever attempted to get these gold countries t oO 
that by their consent we might pay our debts to them and the int 
in gold or silver at our option. “The less coin we had to p y,our | 
with, the greater the advantage our bonds gave to those who held t l 
There was a reason that in a large degree prevented Germany and 
France from the readoption of the bimetallic standard which they have 
all wanted to adopt, except England. B the situation char l. 
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was a new empire, but made outof old people, and I think, like a good 
many others when they come to power, Germany got beside herself. 
But Disraeli givesa very wise and humorous account of that business, 
how it happened that Germany took it upon herself, after having de- 


| 
monetized gold, within a few years later to demonetize silver and put 
gold back upon the pedestal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLom in the chair). TheSen- 
ator trom Alabama will suspend a moment to allow the Chair to lay 
before the Senate the unfinished business. It will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (8. 3738) to place the American merchant 
marine, engaged in the foreign trade, upon an equality with that of 
other nation 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill will be temporarily laid 
aside to continue the consideration of the report before the Senate, un- 
less objection is made. The Chair hears none, and the Senator from 
Alabama will proceed 

Mr. MORGAN, Ata banquet given to him November 19, 1873, by 
the corporation of the city of Glasgow, on the occasion of his installa- 


tion as rector of the University of Glasgow, Mr. Disraeli said: 
I do not observe myself that there are any symptoms in Britain of reckless | 
Le ‘ relations on the other side of the Atlantic—with that 
which is racteristic of youth—have been doing some things somewhat 
extravagant But Ido not beleve that the disorders which have arisen there 
cou Ave occa ned or were adequate to occasion the disorders that have oc- 
curred in our own country with reference tothe value of money. I attribute 
them to quite another cause I think the cause is not exhausted and is deserv- 
ing the grave attention of men who are so deeply interested in the prosperity 
of t country and the action of commerce as those I have the pleasure of mect- | 
img te iy. 
lattribute the great monetary disturbance that has occurred to the great 


res which the Governments in Europe are making with reference to their 


standard of va 


| know my that an-opinion has been extremely prevalent among the 
tatesmenof Kuropeand among distinguished economistsand merchants abroad 
that the commercial prosperity and preponderance of England were to be at- 
tributed to her gold standard, But itis the greatest delusion in the world to 
attribute the cou ercial preponderance and prosperity of England to our hav- 
ing a d standard 

or gold standard is not the eause of our commercial prosperity, but the con- 
sequence of our commercial prosperity ; and it is very well for us to have it; 
but you can not establish a gold standard by violent means. It must arise 


gradually from the large transactions of a country,and the consequent com- 
mand it may have over the precious metals. When the various states of Eu- 
rope suddenly determined to have a gold standard and took steps to carry 
it into effect, it was quite evident that we must prepare ourselves for convulsions 
in t 
l 


nt no irket not occasioned by speculation or any old cause, which has | 
een alleged, but by a new cause with which we are not yet sufficiently ac- 
qu ted, and the consequences of which are very embarrassing. 


{ have always believed, since my attention has been turned to this 
subject, that the policy adopted by Great Britain in 1816 and carried 
into effect in 1521 was the correct policy for that country, as Disraeli 
says. Whyso? Great Britain fora century, yes for three or four cent- 
uries, has dominated the commerce of the world. She has been, and 
is to this moment, the clearing-house of the world. She sells com- 
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Mr. President, I entered upon this controversy thirteen years ago 
when I came to this body. As I had occasion to remark recently, the 
first speech I ever made to this body was upon the question of the free 
coinage of silver. My heart was in it then and is yet, and I have had 
thirteen years of experience on my side and vust tomes of proof in 
favor of the proposition that I was then correct. But not everybody 
in my State has been entirely satisfied with my course upon it. 

I have had to adhere to this course and stand by these Western men 
against the convictions of a considerable number of men in my State 
who own large amounts of property, United States bonds and large in- 
terests in landed estates that produee cotton, and large interests in 
manufacturing establishments, and the like of that, where the power 


| of money is a power that is felt every hour in the day; and the power 





merce that she does not raise or think of raising; she imports it, puts | 


it in her vast warehouses, keeps it there until a market is found for it, 
loads it on board her ships, and sends it to every quarter of the world, 
civilized and uncivilized. It takes a vast amount of money to handle 
that matter; and in order to make her supremacy absolute and fixed, 
she takes a coin that is the easiest to handle, that in its grains embod- 
ies the largest amount of intrinsic value, and that, when coined, is the 
most useful in that sort of commerce that handles great masses of prop- 
erty and liquidates enormous sums of debt. 

So, Great Britain, as a matter of course for herself, and only for her- 
self, was right in 1821 in adopting the monometallic gold system. 
But, as Disraeli says, after Germany and Austria and the United States, 
*“‘our young cousins across the water,’’ in imitation of that great country 
that did control the commerce of the world, while we do not, under- 
took to follow her tracks and to make ourselves a gold standard in- 
stead of a bimetallic country, he looked for those convulsions as nat- 
urally as a woman would look for convulsions in a baby when it is 
cutting its teeth, and for the same reason. We thought that we must 
follow Great Britain. That is a very popular hobby with our snobs in 
legislation in this country, who feel that they are never safe unless 
they are in sight of a British statute and that they have got no hold 
upon mankind or God or heaven unless they can claim it through some 
British precedent, 

Ah! Americans born to such noble liberties as we have, and in a 
country that is so propitious tor the elevation of our race, and for their 
comfort in the enjoyment of the highest riches, the purest pleasures, 
that we should beso mean as to forget our day and generation, our 
fathers and our posterity, and yield ourselves the bondmen and slaves 
of those who have gone before us, merely because they are British ! 
When will we transfer that clearing-house from London to New York 
under such ideas as these? How long will we be in building up and 
Lining the power of these people scattered over this enormous area 
of valuable country of ours so that their contributions will enable us to 
contro] the commerce of the world with capital that belongs to us if we 
creep along, and for the sake of getting Mr. A. or Mr. B. in the Presi- 
dential office refuse to give to these people the tools to work with? 
Why should we attempt to control the men who own the mines by issu- 
ing to them certificates which are legal tender for the bullion they 
have got, and lock it up in the Treasury and hold it there ? 





of money over labor is felt in no other country more sensibly than it 
is in the State of Alabama. 

Now, let me cite you toafact. Thecotton crop of the Southern States 
for the present year is seven million balesandover. At$50a bale, that 
is at least $375, 000,000, and every pound of it is good for its value in gold 
in any country in the world. In Alabama we can raise all the wheat 
that we want, and export wheat. We can raise twice as much corn as 


| we want, and export corn. On the top of that, we can raise all the 


meats and provisions that we want. We can raise every fruit from an 
orange to a crab-apple. We can raise every textile from silk down 
through cotton and jute toramie. There is no grain that we can not 
raise there. It is a land that has probably a million and a half of pop- 
ulation to-day, and it is easily capable, without the investment of an 


| extra dollar in the way of fertilization, of maintaining a population of 


5,000,000 people, and with proper cultivation and fertilization will 


| maintain a population of 15,000,000 easily, for we have 52,000 square 


miles of land. It isa very large State, larger than Pennsylvania or 


| Ohio. 


Now, we can maintain ourselves if we choose to do it, and I think 
really in an economic sense we ought to do it, although I have never 
advocated it; we can supply ourselves with every comfort that is 
raised in the United States, ineluding sugar and molasses. We have 
the fishes of the sea and of the fresh waters, al the woods that are 
needed for building and architectural purposes and ship-building. 
We have vast beds of iron and coal of which we are making steel now. 
We have got copper mines out of which we can digall the copper that we 
need, and we have got gold mines that are so important that they are 
noticed in all the reports of the gold-bearing countries, and under the 
manipulation of men whounderstand it they would yield immensely 
in gold. 

The States that produce cotton, Texas, Louisiana, Arkansas, Mis- 
sissippi, Alabama, a little part of Tennessee, Georgia, Florida, North 
and South Carolina, contain a population that 1 estimate to be about 
10,000,000 of people. Those cotton-producing States produce annually 
$375,000,000 of gold out of theircotton crop, every pound of which can 
be made a surplus crop if we choose to have it that way. I am speak- 
ing now of our facilities; and if we were as hard run fora living in 
Alubama as they are out in Colorado and Nevada and like places, 
where 90 per cent. of the country is a desert, we would make it. God 
has been so good to us and blest us so much that we feel like lying 
down in His blessed arms and going to sleep. 

Why should I come to these gentlemen from Colorado and Nevada 
and California and elsewhere and yield up to them the advantage that 
this cotton crop gives our people of taking sides with the plutocrats of 
this country? What inducement have we tofayorthem? Certainly 
I have felt a difficulty in defending myself about it. 

If I were not a sincere lover of the Constitution of my country and 
if I did not have a real, honest affection for the humbler people of this 
land, amongst whom it has been my lot to be raised, I believe I would 
have to break ranks and go, for the sake of making money, and get the 
gold out of the Englishmen for our cotton crops, and take sides with 
the plutocrats. I believe I would have to do it to satisfy the majority 
of the wealthy people in my ownState. But there are the darkies for 
whom you profess so much love. You will not have them in your 
country. You had them once and got tired of them, got your money 
for them, and sent them off, barbarians, down to the South. We have 
educated them until they are fit for American citizenship, and now you 
will not let them come back amongst you. You will notdothat. As 


| long as they have got to stay there I want to supply them with the 


means of making money. ) 

I see statements going through the newspapers that the negroes have 
already accumulated in the Southern States something like $360,000,- 
000 of property. There are no people who need silver coin more than 
they do. Nobody can make as good a use of it as they can. From a 
dollar down it is split up into fractions. If the cabin burns down they 
can rake among the ashes and get their money back. They do not 
want any paper money if they can get silver money. They can count 
that, and hear the jingle of it, and I have no doubt their waking hours 
and their dreams are made sweeter by listening to the clink of those 
dollars. In a population like a negro population in the South, whether 
a man owns the land he lives on, or whether he rents it, or whether he 
is a mere hired servant, he has very little about him. 

He lives according to his natural instincts on a very small amount 
of everything except bacon and corn bread, and of that he must have 
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lenty; and with plenty of that and an occasional pull at a bottle he 


has got all he wants in the way of human comfort. But he can trans- 
act his business, make his wages, collect his wages, spend his money, 


and enjoy himself better with silver money than he can with any oth 
What isa rough-fisted negro man going to do with a five-dollar gold 
piece or with a dollar gold piece? He would not have it. He would 
as soon have a button in his pantaloons pocket as a dollar gold pi 
because he would not find it among things he carries about in his pocket 
after a day’s search, and he does not want it. 

There is no set of people in the world who need silver and can make 
as good use of it as the negroes. Iam willing to say to the gold man 
in my State, who has the power of his accumulated cotto1 
semble gold and put it into his coffers, *‘ Wait, sir; the Constitut 
gives to us gold and silver coin both.’’ 

As long as there is any silver in reach to be coined Iam going to try 
to have it coined. I am not going to allow the Senator from Nevada 
if Ican prevent it, to lock it up in a bank or warehouse and keep 
there uncoined. Let us have it coined so that itcan get ont among the 
people. If you want coin you can go to the Treasury and get it; you 
have a right to go and get it. Take your certificates there and find it 
ready for you. If you have not got acertificate and have the silver in 
bars you have a right to take it there and have it coined. Thatis what 
I want. When we get in that situation the people in my country will 
prosper more than they possibly can under any other system. 

Thirty-seven dollars and fifty cents is the average of the annual pro 














duction of the cotton crop in gold for my State, for every human being | St 


in it, and through the whole cotton-growing South—$37. 50 per annum, 
te say nothing about the other crops which are just as valuable as the 
crops of other lands. The Senator from Nevada, ‘when he drives us of 
from him on this occasion, will have to stand in the market-place and 
pipe to us hefore he gets us back any more. We will convert our cot 
ton crops into gold and join the plutocrats, if we are to be abandoned 
on every occasion when we come forward and tender our services sin 
cerely and in a proper spirit to gentlemen who have got nothing but 
silver. Take that from their country and much of it is not wort 
ing in. 

I see that the Senator from Nevada [| Mr. JONES] is back again, and 
I wish to state again the proposition that the locking up of bullion in 
the Treasury at the discretion of the President or of his Secretary of 
the Treasury operates as a decrease of the volume of money. 

This bill, commencing after thirty days from its enactment, requires 
the purchase of 54,000,000 ounces per annum of silver bullion. The 
Senator from Nevada informed me that it was worth 51.05 an ounce 
now. Sol base my calculations upon that statement. This would 
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yield, at $1.05, $56,700,000 every year in certificates or in coin, if it | 


was coined. The proposed law, however, does not take effect as to the 
coinage except as to $2,900,000 a month until the end of a year, the Ist 
of July, 1891. 

Counting that at eleven months from the date of the passage of this 
bill we should have $2,000,000 a month to coin—and that would be 
about the last, I think, we would ever have—$22, 000,000 after this bill 
is passed would be coined into silver. Taking that from the $56,700, - 
000 that we pay out in certificates in buying up the 54,000,000 ounces, 
we would have a surplus of bullion in the Treasury at the end of the 
the first year of $34,700,000. 

As long as the price continued at a dollar for 371} grains or less, of 
course the Secretary would be buying and treasuring up the bullion 

and issuing the certificates for every cent, for the bill is ve ry particular 
in saying that there shall be a certificate for the cost of every ounce 
of silver bought, and no more and no less, as to the certificates. 

But when we come to the amount of coin we shall have for the cer- 
tificates, that, as I will show in a moment, depends oro upon the 
discretion of the Secretary. In ten years after this bill has had its full 
effect at this rate we should have bought 540,000,000 ounces of silver, 
and at the present rates they would cost $567,000,000 in certificates. 
Now, add 34,700,000 ounces, this surplus that we have gained during 
the first yeur of the operation of this bill, to the 540,000,000 ounces 
that we should buy during the next ten years after it went into opera- 
tion, and we should have 574,700,000 ounces of silver for which we 
should have issued $623,700, 000. 

Whether we should have any coin at all, as I have insisted, would 
depend entirely upon the discretion of the Sec eer of the Treasury. 
We have $100,000,000 in the Treasury of the United States in gold for 
the redemption of the $346, 000,000 of greenbacks we haveout. Sect 
3of the conference committee bill provides: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury shall each month coin 2.000.000 ounces of 


the silver bullion purchased under the provisions of this act into standard 
ver dollars until the Ist day of July, 1891 

He shall do that, says the bill, and I complain very muchof the b 
becanse that imperative language was not continued through it, 
we will see how it changes— 


and after that time he shall coin of the silver bullion purchased und e 


provisions of this act as much as may be necessary 
Not to pay each note, but— 
as much as may be necessary to provi ide for the redemption of the Treasury 


notes herein provide: i for,and any gain or seignioracze arising from such cx 
age shall be accounted for and paid into the Treasury. 


metal ini 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada. On the stamp. 
Mr. MORGAN. It depends on the stamp. It is the gu ) 
that makes the man. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. rt : gold is but the oui ea tam] 

Mr. MORGAN. What does my friend say ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not the stamp. in the quotation of 1, 
it is the gold that is but the guinea stamp 

Mr. MORGAN [he gold is but th yuinea amy i l 
it is the guinea stamp that makes the gold, according to the Sento 
dea, not the intrinsic value. 

I think we had better get a committee of old Hebr W have 
been dealing in old jewelry and scrap gold and silver during a long life 
time to come in and assist usin our legislation and find out v t 
the real intrinsic value of and tl relative value of the bul 

| which we are to stamp the imprimatur of the Government l 


that would be a wise thing for us to di 
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} his provisions and pay his debts and taxes. That is all he wants 
to ki nd it is a matter of no concern to him whether the intrinsic 
valne of t narket in Liverpool or in the market of Calcutta or in the 
market of vekin would be this or that or the other. That is nothing 
to him. It is only the gentlemen who handle large sums of money, who 
( t and import large sums of money for speculative purposes, who 
f weight of the argument that the Senator from Nevada is now 
1, after his long exploration in a difficult science, to adopt on this 
occasion as a mere subterfuge 
I was about to show, after having indulged in these observations, 
what the Senator from Nevada had to say about what we are doing 
] to-day, the very thing that we are at work on now. We are de- 
‘ ing the volume of currency, unquestionably. Weare not decreas- 


ing the volume of promises to pay. The promises to pay, I grant you, 

are in a certain sense, and in a very valuable sense, currency; but we 

tre doing that now which we have got to answer for, and the first lit- 

tle jar that comes in the circumstances of the country to make men 

uneasy about their situation throws us back into the jaws of difficulty, 

nd we shall perish if we are not provided with a basis for our cur- 
cy. ‘That basis is coin and not bullion. 

[ want to find out the effects of decreasing the volume of currency. 
Said the Senator from Nevada in his great report, for it was a great re- 
port, and while the Senator was evidently at his best: 

While the volume of money is decreasing, even although very slowly, the value 
of each unit of money is increasing in corresponding ratio, and property is fall- 
ing in price. Those who have contracted to pay money find thatit is constantly 
becoming more difficult to meet their engagements, The margins of securities 


melt rapidly away, and the confiscation by the creditor of the property on 
which they are based becomes only a question of time. All productive enter- 
ses are discouraged and stagnate because the cost of producing commodities 
lay will not be covered by the prices obtainable for them to-morrow. Ex- 
ues become sluggish, because those who have money will not part with it 
ther property or services, beyond the requirements of actual current ne- 
cessities, for the obvious reason that money alone is increasing in value, while 
everything else is declining in price. 
[his results in the withdrawal of money from the channels of circulation, and 
deposit in great hoards, where it can exert no influence on prices. This 
hoarding of money from the nature of things must continue and increase not 
only until the shrinkage of its volume has actually ceased, but until capitalists 
entirely satisfied that money lying idle on special deposit will no longer 
rd them revenue, and that the lowest level of pias has been reached. It 
s this hoarding of money, when its volameshrinks, which causes a fall in prices 
eater than would be caused by the direct effect of a decrease in the stock of 


Money in shrinking volume becomes the paramount object of commerce in- 
id-of its beneficentinstrument. Instead of mobilizing industry, it poisons 
nd dries up its life-currents. It is the fruitful source of political and social 
listurbance, It foments strife between labor and other forms of capital; while 
tself, hidden away in security, gorges on both. It rewards close-fisted lenders 
nd filehes from and bankrupts enterprising borrowers. It circulates freely in 
the stock exchange, but avoids the labor exchange. It has in ail ages been the 
worst enemy with which society has had to contend. 

| could go on and read from this written report an argument that 
will convince any man of the necessity of increasing the volume of our 
currency, and doing it by putting coin in the reach of the people, not 
by locking up coin and refusing to coin, and by bringing about a contin- 
gency in which there can be no coin or a coin of only one metal. Our 
doctrine is that we ought to coin all the gold and silver we can lay our 
hands on legitimately and let the people have it. When you havea 
coin in the Treasury and a man has a certificate let him go there and 
ret it, or when he wants to have $50 worth of metal coined, let him go 
there and have it coined, whether it is gold or whetherit is silver. If 
it is gold, you do not deny him the privilege; if it is silver, you do. 

‘That brings us to the question of the discrimination against silver 
that has been talked about here. A good deal has been said about 
that. I see that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is in his seat, 
and [ want to call bis attention to a document here and ask him if I 
am mistaken about it. Ithink I am not. I think I put this same 
question to the Senator from Ohio on a different occasion several years 
ago. The statement made in a paper I hold here is as follows: 

Another fact is that $80,000,000 of gold in the Treasury was put there in ex- 
change for silver certificates, 

There were $80,000,000 of gold, says this statement, bought, paid for 
with silver certificates. Is that correct? Is it the truth? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not like toanswer yes or no; but I will state 
the facts, Atone period, [ think in 1880, there was a large and a 
very valuable cotton crop and the prices that year were extremely 
high and required a great deal of foreign exchange, etc. The gold came 
over here for the purchase of our products, cotton and corn, and paper 
money was extremely difficult to be used. Asa matter of course, either 
gold or silver could be prt into money immediately in form. 

The Treasury then had a large amount of silver dollars which were 
not represented by silver certificates, but which the Treasury was au- 
thorized to issue in exchange for othercoin. At that time thedemand 
for currency wasso great that we found all classes of people, especially 
those wanting to buy our crops for foreign exchanges, were very glad 
to bring gold and deposit it in the Treasury. We had no right at that 
time to issue gold certificates, as the Senator is aware, but we gave them 
silver certificates instead, and in that way there was the issue of $80, - 
000,000 of silver certificates in that year, taking gold for silver certifi- 
cates. There is no doubt about that. It was because the silver cer- 
tificate, being a legal tender and useful and available for all purposes 
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| of money, was used to buy corn and cotton and other products, and the 
| gold was left in the Treasury. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. MORGAN, Now, there is a whole volume in the fact, and it 
would take about three volumes to explain it away. We have $100,- 
000,000 of gold in the Treasury, kept there for the redemption of the 
greenbacks, and it has been kept there for a number of years, and it 
was put there by the Senator from Ohio when Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. TELLER, Will the Senator allow me to make a statement? 
Mr. MORGAN. Certainly; I am very glad to hear the Senator 

Mr. TELLER. Since the time spoken of by the Senator from Ohio 
other gold has been received for silver certificates and for silvermoney. 
I think at all times when the Department were willing to receive gold 
for silver certificates and silver they have received it. I have here be- 
fore me a table given to me from the Treasury Department, showing 
that during the years 1887, 1888, and 1889 considerable gold and gold 
certificates were taken to the Treasury and exchanged for silver, some- 
times for silver coin and sometimes for silver certificates. 

Mr. MORGAN. At the time when the Secretary of the Treasury 
received $80,000,000 of gold for silver certificates that were sold, the 
bullion value of silver had gone down very much lower than it was in 
1873. I call the attention of the honorable Senator from Nevada [ Mr. 
JONES] to this. The bullion value has descended every year from 
1873 on down to this very day, and notwithstanding the continual de- 
pression, day after day and year after year, we find the honorable Sen- 
ator from Ohio, the great sagacious financier of this country, receiving 
into the Treasury of the United States gold which he paid for with 
silver certificates. How, then, can the honorable Senator deny the fact 
of practical experience as well as all the theory he ever advanced since 
he has been in this body, when hesays that it is necessary to keep the 
price of bullion up in the silver dollar in order to make it equal in 
value? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I feel obliged to say also that at this hour and 
every day since that time silver has been received and paid ont and 
used as the precise equivalent of gold. 

Mr. MORGAN. What a wild and curious thing that was for a Sec- 
retary to do, if he had any discretion about it in the world, giving out 
silver certificates from the Treasury for gold, when if there was sucha 
discount between them there was such a necessity for producing a 
parity of value. Oh, no, Mr. President, all the experience is the other 
way. There is not a fact that has been cited, there is nothing but this 
eternal prophecy and this eternal conjecture, the same that Mr. Hayes 
put in his message, the same that Mr. Cleveland put in his letter, the 
same that the Secretary of the Treasury now resorts to, prophesying 
and prophesying evil to come, and yet in their own conduct and in 
their own official action denying day afterday and year after year what 
they have asserted in the way of prophecy and jeremiads. That is the 
situation. 

Now, then, about another matter. I am glad we have got through 
with that, and now about this discrimination. There is a man whom 
I do not know anything about. The Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
DAWES] knows, I have no doubt, if he will give me his attention a sin- 
gle moment. His name is George M. Weston. He is a map of good 
character? 

Mr. DAWES. George M. Weston was the clerk ef the silver com- 
mission of which the Senator from Nevada was chairman. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. And he was librarian of the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. He was librarian of the Senate for many years. He 
is a Maine man. 

Mr. MORGAN. A good man, though? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Excellent. 

Mr. MORGAN. Anexcellent man. I see the Senator from Ohio 
has gone out. I wanted to ask him a question. I will state it, andI 
will answer it for him if he can not answer it himself. I thought it 
was my duty at least to be here while this debate was going ov. In 
a postscript dated November 14, 1878, to the ‘‘ Introduction ’’ that he 
wrote to his book, Mr. Weston says: 





While this volume has been in press extraordinary occurrences have taken 
place, which do not merely revive the silver question, but raise also another 
question, namely, whether the constitutional power of Congress to fix the 
standard of metallic money is to be taken away and usurped by the New York 
City banks. On the 8th instant a committee of these banks had a conference 
at Washington with the Secretary of the Treasury, at which were present the 
Attorney-General and some minor officials. The result was a plan submitted 
to these banks on the 12th instant, and agreed to, only one bank representative 
(Mr. Colgate) objecting. The leading features of it are, first, that the banks will 
reject silver deposits, except as repayable only in kind; second, that silver shall 
not be allowed as clearing-house money except for smal! fractional sums not 
exceeding $10; and, third, that in respect to all payments by Government 
drafts on the New York banks, or on the United States assistant treasurer at 
New York, they shall be cleared at the clearing-house in New York, at which 
a desk is to be assigned to a representative of the United States Treasury. 

At the bank meeting on the 12th, Mr. Colgate objected to the plan, that it 
“ eould only mean to fly in the face of Congress and declare the silver dollar 
that had been declared a legal tender to be worthless,”’ according to the report 
in the New York Times of the next day. 

To this the reply was made that there was not the slightest disposition to de- 

reciate the silver dollar, or to reflect upon the Government, and certainly if it 

nad appeared that there was, the Secretary of the Treasury and the members of 
the Cabinet who auapoves of the plan would have detected it and sought to 
modify the policy to be adopted. 

Such a reply made by, and in the presence of, the committee of bankers pres- 
ent at the conference of the 8th at Washington is decisive as to what occurred 
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there. Even more decisive, as farasthe Secretary ofthe Treasury = 
is his subsequent en; 1k | ‘ 
the 12th, that a Govern nt rey tative sl at 7 " es 
in which silver is re ! 1 s ‘ ‘ 
sit, except on the bas t ‘ nme fe N 
being the bulk of all its drafts, gold, « er 
gold. Todo all this is tochange th . lard of this 
to gold, The New York Tribune said, exultingly, onthe 13th, that "| 
the banks of the city f New York repeal the ver bil it is 
taken as when it said last w t« ¢ tie i o ¢ ¥ i i 
at t and Congress dare not fly in its face by passing the s 

Now, there is a statement by Mr. West: 3 said to 
be an excellent man. I will pt record here in the ’ 
of the Senator from Ohio. I gave tice, I believe, that 1 wa ) 
ing to bring this question up. Is like to know what was that 
but a discrimination by a Government oflicer and an agreement with 


the banks that they could reject silver and silver certificates—the 
clearing-house money; that no clearing-house balances should be yaid 
with money of that kind above a little sum of fractional currency. 
What else was it; and that an officer of the Treasury of the United 
States should take his seat in the board of clearing-house, and have 
his voice, of course, in the management of its affairs ? 

What did we do here? The very next Congress that met after this 
declaration was made public passed a law, and it was a necessary law, 
requiring that no national bank should become a member of any 
clearing-house, or exercise any privileges therein of any kind at all, un- 
less they had agreed to take silver on deposit and use the silver certifi- 
cates as the money through which balances might be settled. 

Mr. President, it is hard to disconnect the Senator from Ohio from 


every movement in hostility to silver, and he has gone on from time to | 


time, officially and unofficially, in the Senate and as Secretary of the 
Treasury, and now as a Senator again, and a member, if not chairman, 
of the conference committee, he crushes and strangles it to death and 
comes back here with his friends im the leash, and they do not dare to 
bat their eyes at him. 

I think, Mr. President, that I have gone as far as need be in pre- 
senting the main and salient points about this bill. I donot care about 
indulging in argumentation upona bill that hasso many broad proposi 
tions upon it as this. Ina bill that has so many incurable defects | 
do not care about indulging in matters that relate simply to technicali 


ties. I have shown that this is in all of its intrinsic and essential parts | 


anew bill—not an old bill amended, not a recognized principle changed 
or modified, but new arrangements, new principles out and out are 
brought into this bill by a conference committee that we have never 
had a chance to support or alter, and now we have no chance to ame 
or to modify, but must take it and swallowit whole. There is but one 
class of men in this country who will get anything out of the bill and 
those are the men who take the silver out of the mine. Everybody 
else will get nothing. . 

There is a little matter wrapped up in this legislation—it has been 
in all these bills—that needs to be spoken of in order that the people 
of the United States may understand it. I think that they ought to 
have had opportunity encugh to understand things of this kind be 
fore, but that they may understand distinctly that there is fine 





fin 
and management and concealment about this, and the real situatio 
in the couniry, I will state it. The amount of money that is now 
the Treasury of the United States held to the credit of what is called 
the funds for the redemption of notes of national banks failed, in Jiquid 
ation, and reducing circulation is $55,619,359.75. That money h 
been put in by that bank not as the property ofanybody but the bank 
There is nobody who has any right to it butthe holdersof the obliga- 
tions of the bank, It isa trust fund just as much as any other trust 
fund that can be deposited there, the Government undertaking to hold 
it and apply the money toa specific purpose. Now, these honorable 
Senators know that in the expenditures which they are « neouraging 
from this Government there will be a deficit next year to be supplied 
of from $50,000,000 to $70,000,000, and in this bill they lay their hands 
upon $55,000,000 of trust funds found there and say it shall be covered 
into the Treasury as a miscellaneous fund, to be paid out for anything 
and everything that the Government may choose, without even mak- 
ing a provision for its payment in the future. 

It is the borrowing of a trust fund, or rather the seizing of and 
applying it to the new expenses of the Government with a view to cover 
up a deficiency that you are creating here by extravagant expenditures 
and to make the people believe, when the time comes for settlement 
that after all there is nothing lost; we had the money in the Tr 
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ry 
to pay for ali this: we are merely getting rid of the surplus. 

Now, you have this trust fand to pay back. You have this $55,- 
000,000 to return; and you have got to do it by taxing the people in 
the future. According to present appearances and belief—my belief 
at least—this bill will have to be footed by a Democratic Administra- 


tion, for the people of the United States are not going tostand this s+ 
ver racket. They will not stand it; and when the time comes I[ want 
it to be known and understood that on the floor of the Senate I have 
shown that in this professed silver hill you have laid your hands upon 
$55,000,000 of trust funds and put it into the Treasury in order that 
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you may have the pleasure of expending it and make somebody pay 


for it hereafter. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 






































\ aN T l 0 T sno 
\ ey but toile f the ear but 
t t \V i re the, ‘ I 
CT eesti n \ 

) tures am tection ¢ ela { 

it i 1 hat, w it t 
ind toil day by day and ‘ eal df eat y 
t rn th live h t 
mt th wckets oO ori dt yme : t Se ¢ 
i to lo . 3 ‘ r ’ hh t ‘ . ‘ | t I I 
Silver producers are W ng t ‘ is me 
» much has been said i so ¢ 
he ne the slave of the 1 nev | é tive 
gold power ; shall remain in seclu isa mere com i : } 
like a ton of iron, cutti u ire in the world except 1 t 
possibility that it may be sold at some future d or money eno 
redeem the promises based on it, Far ll to y g ‘ ‘ 
well. Enjoy veurselves while you ind after the brave t 
you have displayed in the Senate the last few days cong tlate 
urselves that once, upon a theater when there was nothing rut 
sidelights, and curtains xi scenery, andacla yo ‘ ve 1 
the opportunity of proving what sort of men you could have f t 
| had just had the courage. 

Desert your banners, allow the Senator from Ohio to thrust | 
letto again intosilver and to make it not dead merely, but beyond t 
power of resurrection, for after he gets your vote for this bill he will 
have it for all time to come to keep the law just where it is, and 
though bullion may pile in that Treasury until it weighs hundreds 
and thousands of tons, there will be none of it coined. The gold mon 
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Mr. President, this bill ought not to pass. Thank God, I have lived 
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But whatever the facts were they were communicated at once to Con- 
gress because the arrangement was simply to enable the Treasury of 
the United States to enter the clearing-house of New York 80 as to save 
the expense of actually handlingthe gold and silver bullion, and to 
avail ourselves of the benefit of the clearing-house system which from 
that time was established as the policy and rule of the Government 
and is now acted upon daily and was during the whole of the Dem- 
ocratic administration. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is known to the Senator from Ohio that the 
clearing-house in New York refused to receive or to use silver or silver 
certificates in the payment of clearing-house balances. The banks re- 
fused to receive silver on deposit except payable in kind, and refused 
also to receive silver certificates on deposit except payable in kind, and 
the Congress of the United States was put to the necessity, which it 
immediately adopted and acted upon, of refusing permission to any 
national bank to become a member of the clearing-house while those 
rules obtained. We enacted that law and had to enact it in order to 
get the national banks in New York to receive either silver or silver 
certificates on general deposit or to force the clearing-house there to 
receive silver certificates in payment of clearing-house balances. 

In view of that situation this gentleman, Mr. Weston, charges that 
he Senator, while Secretary of the Treasury, knowing this condition, 
ad his Government officer sit as a member of that clearing-house 
yard and in the board in order to take control of it. All this arose 
upon the question whether or not he in his official capacity as Secre- 
tary of the Treasury had not discriminated against silver. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notatall. I will state that that arrangement 
was entirely with thesanction of both Houses of Congress and with the 
sanction of every Democrat, so far as 1 know, ia the business circles of 
New York, and no act of my official life ever received a more cordial 
and generous approval than that of entering the clearing-house ot New 
York tor the purposeof promoting exchanges. Butitso happened that 
it was done at a period when, for the first time in many years, the Dem- 
ocrats had control of both Houses. My old colleague, Judge Thurman, 
was then, if I remember correctly, President of the Senate, and the 
House was strongly Democratic; but this entrance into the clearing- 
house was approved not only by the assent of both Houses of Congress, 
but by the unanimous sentiment of the business community. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator be kind enough to point me to 
the legislation or resolution in which the Houses of Congress assented 
to his consenting as Secretary of the Treasury that silver should not 
go on deposit in the national banks of New York? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think there was anything said about 
that. The United States had nothing to do with the clearing-house 
regulations except that they were to take all forms of United States 
money as they do now, silver certificates and all forms of United States 
money, all drafts of the Treasury of the United States. They were to re- 
ceive them through theclearing-houseand settlethem by balancesinstead 
of in the old way. The old way was when drafts of the United States 
were received they were collected in money, but under this arrange- 
ment they were not collected in money but only the balances as shown 
according to theclearing-housearrapgement weresettled. Thatarrange- 
ment, whatever it was, was reduced to writing and communicated to 
Congress and was approved, I can not say by any resolution of Con- 
gress, for it is not usual for Congress to act upon these executive mat- 
ters by formal approval or disapproval. 

Mr. MORGAN. How can the Senator say that both Houses of Con- 
gress assented to it, then? 

Mr. SHERMAN. By acquiescing init, by making no protest or con- 
test about it 

Mr. MORGAN. Ah, but we did, I beg pardon, led by the honorable 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], of blessed memory; we spoke 
upon that subject and compelled the banks to receive silver certificates 
on deposit, or otherwise they should not be members of the clearing- 
hou se, 

Mr. SHERMAN. So far as I know the banks never did refuse to 
receive silver certificates, nor could they under the law. 

Mr. MORGAN. On deposit? 

Mr. SHERMAN. On deposit. They are received as money. 

Mr. MORGAN. I mean on deposit as money by depositors. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Butthey did buy and receive silver bullion and 
silver dollars. That was a regulation of their own that the Govern- 
ment of the United States had nothing to with. The Government of 
the United States always maintained the parity of silver and gold coin. 
No act of the Government,so far as I know, in any Administration has 
ever discriminated. between gold and silver coin, because both are 
made leyal tender, and if the banks refused at any time to receive them 
they certainly had te abandon it very quickly. 

Mr. MORGAN. The second statement of Mr. Weston is: 


That silver shall not be allowed as clearing-house money except for small 
fractional sums not exceeding $19. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. That was their regulation. 

Mr. MORGAN. But they say it was agreed to by the Secretary of 
the Treasury in a meeting held in this town. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We did not agree to any of their regulations. We 
simply entered there as a member of the clearing-house, and from that 





time to this no discrimination has been made in the clearing-house 
against any form of Government money. 

Mr. MORGAN. This gentleman so states. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know what he states. I know the facts. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to know if the facts are as stated : 

On the 8th instant, a committee of these banks had a conference at Wash- 
ington with the Secretary of the Treasury, at which were present the Attorney- 
General and some minor officials. The result was a plan— 

Which I call theSenator’sattention to. It isa matter of no material 
consequence, only we say, we who are in favor of remonetization and 
free circulation of silver, that this Government in its whole policy and 
in all the action of its finances has done what it could to derogate from 
silver and to degrade it and to prevent it ‘rom being acceptable amongst 
the people as a part of the coinage of the country. 

I ask the pardon of the Senate for having so long occupied its time. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to address a few brief observations to the Sen- 
ate upon the pending conference report. 

A farmers’ convention, called the Farmers’ Alliance, which met in 
St. Louis in December, 1889, presented an address to the people of the 
United States. In this address they state 

For this purpose let us demand that the United States Government modify 


its present financial system, first, so 2s to allow the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver or the issue of silver certificates against an unlimited deposit of bullion. 


This address has received the approval of a very large number, prob- 
ably two-thirds, of the farmers of the United States. I find in The 
Homestead, a paper published in Des Moines, Iowa, in its issue of the 
4th of July, a letter wnich received an editorial notice from that paper, 
written from Kansas, as follows: 

A million and a half of men who would gladly fly to mines and shops, the 
saw and hammer, to supply those needs, are kept in enforced idleness, and 
hundred of millions of lumber await customers in vain Brick-yard after 
brick-yard and quarry after quarry remain inactive, and in the midst of the 
g eatest abundance of every material thing we are confronting the direst neces- 
sity. Why isitthat in view of such great necessity for labor and great surplus 
of laborers requiring work and a superabu:dance of material to do with, com- 
paratively nothing is being done? 

Sir, the reason, and the on y reason, is the medium of exchange has been so 
reduced in volume by vicious legislation as to enable the banks to control it 
absolutely, while it is left discretionary with them whether the people shall be 
supplied at all or not. The medium of exchange of commodities, which should 
be no commodity itself, is made by the banks the most expensive of commodi- 
ties. 

In the interest of humanity, in the interest of general prosperity, in behalf of 
a debt-ridden and oppressed people, I pray you for God's sake to get on the 
right side of this question. You have no business to be hunting up reasons to 
uphold the present vicious monetary system or to discourage the people in 
their efforts to bring about a change which can be postponed no longer witb 
impunity. 

This condition of the people of the United States has been indorsed 
by a very large proportion of the agricultural population of this coun- 
try, and in connection with it they have proposed some remedies of 
their own conception, which they demand shall receive consideration. 
The first of these is the free coinage of silver. The Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. JoNEs] gave confirmation of this statement of the con- 
dition of the agricultural population in the address which he delivered 
onthe 12th and 13th of May in this body, in which he said : 


But, instead of finding, as we should find, happiness and contentment broad- 
cast throughout our great domain, there are heard from all directions, even in 
this Republic, resounding cries of distress and dissatisfaction. Every tradeand 
occupation exhibits symptoms of uneasiness and distrust. The farmer, the ar- 
tisan, the merchant—all share in the general complaint that times are hard, that 
business is ‘‘dull."" The farmer is in debt and is not realizing on the products 
of his labor the wherewithal! to meet either his deferred or his current obliga- 
tions; the artisan, when at work, finds himself compelled to share his earnings 
with some relative or friend who is out of employment; the merchant who buys 
his goods on time finds little profit in sales and difficulty in making his pay- 
ments, 

Is this statement true, Mr. President, or isit not? It is alleged to 
be so by a vast proportion of the people of this country who are rap- 
idly growing into a majority, who are rapidly acquiring the power to 
control the legislation of this country. In my judgment theircomplaints 
demand mature consideration from this body, and the policies which 
they propose they havea right to have carefully considered, and if they 
are not such as are practicable they have a right to such suggestions 
and such amendments in the direction of a modification of the existing 
financial policy of this country as will afford them some relief. 

The bill which is now presented to the Senate requires a very care- 
ful consideration, and in my judgment the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorGAN ] is right, and it is perhaps the most important legislation 
which has been or will be considered. It is legislation which may in- 
volve this country in absolute ruin, which may produce a political rev- 
olution in the country. What are th» provisions of this bill? It as- 
serts: 

It being the established policy of the United States to maintain the two metals 
on aparity with each other upon the prese::t legal ratio or such ratio as may be 
provided by law. 

What are the means by which this bill proposes to arrive at that re- 
sult? The Treasury Department is to purchase silver on the credit of 
the United States or with its Treasury notes payable in gold or in sil- 
ver, at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, and it makes 
these notes a legal tender for private debts subject to the agreement of 
the parties. It makes the Treasury notes ‘‘ receivable tor customs, 

taxes, and all public dues,’’ and as a reserve for the national-banking 
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cent. of the population. In 1520 it had fallen still low and As r cent as 
of the population, in 1540 it was 9.1 per cent., in 1860 it wa t., and | 35 reai and 
in 1830, 18.2 per cent. of the population. : 
. * * * * * . | When we con t tl 
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ions of dollars, two-thirds of it entirely fictitious, isa tax resting upon 
the productions of this country and resting chiefly upon the agricuit- 


ural people of the country, that it takes from them their earnings and | 


i 
the money that is in the country and concentrates it in the great cen- 


ters of commerce, in New York, in London, and Amsterdam, where | 


these bonds are chiefly held, when we consider that in every city of 
the country corporations have been formed and their bonds issued, and 


that they are held in the great commercial centers of New York and | 


oston and Amsterdam and London, and that the aggregate indebted- 
ness of this country for which interest in the shape of money resting 
upon the labor of each farmer in the land to the amount of not less than 
fourteen and perhaps sixteen billion dollars of money is being drawn 
from them, with the enormous tariff taxation that is ievied upon them, 
we may well perceive that the Farmers’ Alliance have a foundation, 
and that their wrongs are real, and that no such oppression bas ever 
existed in all the history of the world as now rests upon the farming 
class of this country. 

No aristocracy so great and powerful as this has ever been created 
before; no power of one class of men distinguished from the great mass 
of the people by their power to levy tribute on the labor of the great 
body of the people has ever existed in any country, if the statements 
I have read contain any portion of truth. It behooves the great 
Democratic party, which has always defended the great body of the 
people in their right-, to stand firm and unwavering in their effort to 
change this condition; and it is the duty of the Republican party, now 
in charge of the Government, to pause and consider them before the 
poliey which the provisions of this bill declare shall become a law. 

Mr. President, what is the remedy for thatcondition? The farmers 
have presented a precisely similar plan to that which this conference 


bill proposes. If it were in order, I should move to add the features | 


of their bill for the purpose of consideration at leastand for the purpose 
of argument to the provisions of this warehousing bill forsilver bullion. 
What is the difference between thetwo? AstheSenator from Alabama 
has said, there are commodities more convertible upon the instant than 
even silver, and yet I regard silver as by nature, and its faculties and 
its qualities which can not be taken from it, a currency and debt-pay- 
ing power, which it bas by nature and of all things together with 
gold and equally with it the necessary and essential means of effect- 
ing exchanges. But this bill simply provides the same agency which 
the farmers ask for in their system of warehousing, except in one case 
it is a purchase by the Government and in the other case a loan that 
is asked, 

The fact that the conference bill adds to the amount of the circulat- 
ing medium equally exists in the one case as in the other, and much 
more largely in the former case. The interchangeable value of the 
former plan of security is as great, if not greater. Both are subject to 
the objection that the control of all the property and all the products 
and all the values of the country are taken away from the men who 
produce them and placed in the control of a small number of men. 
both are essentially opposite to all the principles on which free coinage 
and abundant and cheap money and easy exchanges must rest. Let 
us consider under what conditions of public policy this bill can be 
passed. Its first proposition isa limitation upon the power even to 
purchase. It says: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to purchase from time 
totime silver bullion to the aggregate amount of 4,500,000 ounces, or so much 


thereof as may be offered, in each month, at the market price thereof, not ex- 
, $1 for 371.25 grains of pure silver 


cecedin 


There is a limitation. The question then is, are there power and in- 


ducement on the part of any persons to effect such a combination as | 


will make the price exceed that permitted in the law ? 

If the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. JongEs] was right, if the Farmers’ 
Alliance is right, if the great fortunes of $100,000,000 which have been 
accumulated in this country are the result of our financial system, as 


I believe they are; or if they are the resuit of our system of corporate | 
power, as 1 think there can be no question they are, or the result of | 
our absorbing the public lands of the United States, as Mr. Phillips | 


states in his book has been done in the States of Texas and of Florida, 
and other States, and transferring the ownership of them not only to 
non-residents, but to foreign owners, by virtue of the action of some 
officials of the Interior Department 





been done. 

For some of them, and especially for the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
TELLER], who was the Secretary of the Interior, I have the highest 
respect and would do the greatest honor everywhere. In my own 
State I think more than half of the entire soil has been transferred, 
much of it in violation of law and without one word or syllable of law, 
either State or national, in great bodies, not only to non-resident own- 
ers, but to foreignand alien holders and holders of the bonds of corpora- 
tions. Inthe State of Florida this result has been obtained through un- 
lawful construction of the swamp and overflowed land grant of 1850, 
and unlawful appropriations by individuals under pretended and void 
land grants of vast areas of theState. But by whatever means in that 
or other States it has been reached, the fact remains that vast areas of 
the land dedicated by law to be free homes for the cultivators of the 
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| will thus be seen that the great increase of wealth seems to be accompanied by 
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and I do not mean to cast reflec- | 
tion upon all of the Secretaries who have been in office when this has | 


JULY 10, 





| soil are held by non-resident owners who neither cultivate nor live on 
the land, but levy tribute on those who do. 

Mr. President, if this be true and we have a financial system which 
| prohibits the farmers of the country from obtaining money from the 
national banks which are financial agents of the Government, a system 
which loans the credit of the Government (however wise and useful it 
| may be in some respects) to a small number of individuals who control 
through the great centers of commerce the entire amount of money to 
be used in the country—if we have that condition of things here, with 

this constant drain of the interest on fifteen or sixteen billions of in- 
debtedness upon the country every day and every hour, what is the 
remedy? Is it to be found in a bill which destroys the power of silver 
as money, which declares, by attaching the feature to these Treasury 
notes of a redemption in gold, that silver coin can not be safely trusted 
in the language of the Constitution as a legal tender for the payment 
of debts, which subjects even the debt-paying power of these Treasury 
notes, limited in amount, to the agreement of private parties, whether 
or not they may be redeemable in silver or in gold ? 

Surely this is a grave situation to confront the aroused opinion of 
the people of this country, to defy the requests of the farmers united 
in an alliance throughout the length and breadth of the land, and, in- 
stead of giving them the free coinage of silver, to deny to them the 
very first and most urgent of their requests without giving any con- 
sideration whatever to them. 

I can not conceive of a more dangerous condition of things than that 
in which we are placed. In the book which I hold in my hand there 
is a chapter relating to ‘‘ The shadows of the coming American aris- 
tocracy, the aristocracy of wealth,”’ 


Our American aristocracy— 

Says this author— 

Our American aristocracy did not start that way. It has to creep into exist. 
ence in a Republic in which all are ostensibly equals. The wealth of the coun- 
try increases at present faster than it ever did before. In Mulhall’s tables he 
puts the wealth of the United States in pounds sterling, which is not much less 
than five times the amount in dollars, as follows: In 1850, 1,686,000,0001,; in 1860, 
3,866,000,0001.; in 1870, 7,074,000,0001., and in 1880, at 9,495,000,0002. Mr. Spofford’s 
figures vary somewhat from these. 

For 1815 he gives $7,135,780,228; for 1860, $16,159,616,078; for 1870, $30,068,548.507, 
and for 1880, $43,642,000,000, We will use Mr. Spofford’s figures. One curious 
circumstance will be found by referring to Mr. Spofford’s table. In 1850 the 
wealth estimated at $7,135,780,228 is assessed for taxes at $6,024,666,909, while in 
1880 the wealth put down at $43,642,000,000 is only assessed at $16,902,000,000. It 


greater facilities for keeping it off the tax roll. 


Mr. President, here concurs the testimony of the Farmers’ Alliance 
throughout the entire United States, with their organizations perfected, 
appealing to Congress to furnish them some relief, to consider the prop- 
ositions which they make, and, if they are not practicable and are not 
constitutional and are not wise, to devise and recommend and enact 
such as are and such as will meet their condition and improve their 
situation. The Senator from Nevada concurs in that statement, and 
in his elaborate speech of the 12th and 13th of May upon this subject 
he reaffirms what the farmers throughout this country have stated to 
be the truth in regard to their condition and makes it applicable to all 
the wage-workers of the United States. 

I find this author so far back as 1883 confirms the same statement 
and enumerates the several causes: the alien ownership of land, the 
ownership of land in large quantities, the spoliation of the public 

| domain, the excessive and fictitious and fraudulent capitalization of 
railroad corporations, the capitalization of city corporations, of gas com- 
panies, and every species of corporations where the amount of capital 
exceeds the actual and reasonable cost of the work constructed or the 
| work performed. Here concur then in every shape and form in which 
| it is possible the evidence of the census, the contemporaneous declara- 
| tions of intelligent men throughout this whole country and upon this 
| one point. 
| Now, whether the doctrinaires be right or be wrong, the established 
policy of this country is that the people have a right to be heard, a 
right to be considered, and if there be an error it is time that it was 
| exposed and that public opinion correct it. For myself I am of the 
opinion that the first greatstep in the direction of relief for them is the 


Whom does it affect? Itaffects this great mass of foreign indebted- 
ness, and not the laboring people of the country. They are not injured 
| by the amount of the currency or the precious metals so long as they 
| are convertible into that which by tradition and the experience of the 
ages and the habits of the world is recognized as the most valuable, and 
the most. certain, and the most convertible of all substances. Shall 
we, in the presence of this great want of the great mass of our own 
people, with this vast amonnt of indebtedness held abroad, declare 
public policy which must end in reducing the currency? 

It is only in relation to the debts of the country that this question 
of the abundance or the scarcity of the currency or the coin of the 
country is of any importance. It does not affect the future. It does 
not affect any relations but those that are already established. The 
people looking forward in making their contracts will adjust them 
readily to the condition of things that may exist, be it an abundant or 
a scarce currency. 


| 
absolutely free and unlimited coinage of the metals. 
| 





ch ln Fn lit. 





i 
3 
& 





ae 





1890. 








bill here which contains no relation whatever, no possible connection 
with there-establishment of the monetary power of silver or the abun- 
dance of silver and gold, but which carefully limits its provisions to an 
extension of the credit of the Government of the United States and 
makes that credit valuable by giving the power of redemption in gold 
to these Treasury notes. 

The credit of the Government rests alone on its power of taxing 
people. It may easily be exhausted or unwisely used. It is subject 
to many vicissitudes, and may, as in all governments, even in that of 


Great Britain, become inconvertible and cease to be the representative | 
This is not true of the precious metals, silver and gold, of | 


of values. 
which the Constitution says, ‘‘ No State shall make anything but gold 
and silver a legal tender’’ for the payment of debts, which, therefore, 
should he freely coined and abundant. 

I am of the opinion that, with its limited issue of $20,000,000 or even 
the entire amount of $50,000,000, it is entirely inadequate to the 
necessities of the country. I think that you had better have no bill 
than to have a bill based upon bad principles, upon a principle which 
discredits the money of one-half of the world, the money which is 
most easily made abundant. 

In my judgment you are approaching a period of time when the mo- 
nopoly of the banking power vested in the hands of the land-owners 
and foreign bondholders of the United States and those of our people 
who have had the good fortune ‘to become great millionaires will have 
to be abandoned, and you will have to have a financial policy in which 
the abundance of gold and silver will be such that the farmers may es- 
tablish, as they didin former timesin every community, their own banks 
under some proper system of Government supervision, banks based upon 
the deposit of the precious metals or the supply of currency issued by 
the Government in such quantities as may be considered safe, as may 
be ascertained to be safe and prudent, and under such limitations and 
supervision as may be adequate to protect aud preserve them against 
improper and fraudulent practices. 

I think it would be wise for us here, instead of passing this bill in 
the same old line of partiality and preferment to those who have ac- 
quired wealth by a monopoly of corporate power, by the abuse of cor- 
porate power, by transferring to them under one pretense and another 
the power to levy taxes upon the people of the country without giving 
any consideration whatever for it—I think it would be wise for us to 
pause here now and meet the demands of these farmers, to consider 
with them the condition of the country and the financial system which 
shall meet their wants and put them out of the power of the usurer 
and the extortioner. 

In my own State of Florida, for which we paid ten or twelve million 
doliars, there has been a mortgage placed upon the soil of that coun- 
try held by the owners of corporation bonds of not less than ten or 
perhaps twenty million dollars, and the soil, for which we paid ten or 
twelve million dollars, dedicated to be homes for the people, has been 
transferred into non-resident and foreign and alien ownership, much 
of it, in my opinion, unlawfully. This book states that in other parts 
of the United States the same has been done. 

Over 20,000,000 acres of the public domain of this country are held 
in foreign lands in violation of the public policy of this country, and 


our people, who are citizens of the United States, who live and labor | 


a 
Why, then, is it that we do not pause and hesitate to put forward a | May. 
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I desire to know if the conditiou of tl untry is as ] i 

by him at that time. He stated 

An examination of the work of that ire : that in 1887 tl 
816,470 persons engaged in wage-ca x thie I achu ‘ 
those, 241,589, or nearly 30 per cent., were > du part of the year, 
ranging from one to six or more months Phe av i r 1 ed 
time was about four months, or one-third of the y 

Now, 240,000 } ple idle f I i € ‘ 1 
money loss, to the total idleness of o1 L« a i 
for the entire year rhe whole n eI persons ¢ ‘ e 
State ng 816,470, this is equivalent to the l ness of o 
people engaged in all oceupati 

If anumber equivalent to one-tenth of the peoy n ‘ ipations are idle 
twelve months in the year ina State like Massa setts, whe at tte 
organized, better classified, and more efficiently ordered elsewher this 
country, it can not be presumed that any other State of { on W hibit 
a smaller proportion of unemployed laborers. 

rhe Census Report of 1880 states the number per sé Lin 
































cupations as 17,392,099, out of a population of 50,155,783, or a i 
oft itire population. Our present popula “ t le n » 0 
if we assume are warranted in doing, t ta f I 
| lation is engaged in occupations of all sorts, it is clear that we have ,t lay a 
working population of 22,254,000 persons 
Accepting as correct the car deductions the re; a ¢ is 
chusetts bureau of labor that a number equiva reent. of the people 
are always out of employment find that at the present time there are 2,250,- 
000 persons involuntarily id n th country How faintly does the teri ‘“‘the 
army of the unemployed” describe this vast number of eager and w en 
seeking in vain the opport ty toear i elihood f } nseivesandf Lilies 
Were the business of the « ntry in the active condition in which it could not 
avoid being if our money system were perfectly adjusted to industry, and if 
employers were competing for laborers with the sai legree of eagerness that 
laborers are competing for employment, the ve waye of a day for a work 
ingman would not be lessthan $2. This wou e but the moderate sum of 
$50 a month for each workman, which, under the most thrifty system of house 
hold economy. can not be considered more than « igh for the support of ’ 
American family 
rik WA I - I m™ IS ‘ 
By multiplying the number of persons thus s vn to be idie, by this moder 
ate average wage, we arrive at the amount of $4,500,000 as the daily sum wh 
is lost to the wage earners of the United States by the non-employment of lal 


here, are taxed the price of these lands as a tribute exacted from them | 


for these foreign holders. 
low foreign ownership of land in limited quantities, when it prevails 
to any great extent it is subjecting our people, who live upon and cul- 
tivate the soil, to the payment of such part of their labor as may be ex- 
acted from them to be expended in other countries. 

system, but our system of land ownership, our system of corporate 
power, our system of fictitious capitalization, our system of corpora- 
tions for municipalities and all other purposes whose bonds are held 


Mr. President, we have thus an entire system—not only our banking | 


by wealth—based largely upon fictitious values given to gold and to | 


credit by virtue of the legislation of the country. 

I think the farmers are right, Mr. President. I think the protection 
of their wives and their children demands of them that they should 
organize and make themselves heard, not by forming a new political 
party, but in obtaining some legislation which will afford relief to them 
and enable them to retain the value of theirlaborintheirhands. More 
than six thousand million dollars of gold values have been produced 
by them and exported to foreign lands and the gold value returned to 
this country within less than twenty years, and yet they are the poorest 
and the most oppressed of all people. They borrow money at 10 and 
20 per cent. interest and have not the right in the system of finance that 
we have adopted to borrow money from the banks upon the credit of 
the real estate of their country, and practically are prevented from 
borrowing it on their products until they reach the market. 

What is the effect of the limitation of the currency of the country, 
of its money, to one single metal, and of adding to that a compulsory 
power of collecting all debts in that one species of money? It can not 
but be absolutely destructive where a vast system of debts exists such 
as we have in this country. It is all that the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Jones] represented it to be in his speech of the 12th and 13th of 


However wise it may be in a country to al- | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


This is a mone v loss of $27,000,000 a week, $ 4th OOO a ionth, « th ima? ir 
sum of $1,404,000,000 a vear A saving of this sum for a year and three months 
would pay our entire national debt. 


Is this true or not? The farmers say itis truce, this great and exten 
sive alliance which professes not to be seeking to be a political an 


party organization. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator what was the authority of 
the publication he read from? 

Mr. CALL. I read from the specs h of the Senate from N ada 
[Mr. JONES], who professes to have taken it from the reports of the labor 
burean of Massachusett 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to juire whether the language which the 
Senator just read about the number of the unemployed was the lan 


guage of the Senator or from the report ? 
Mr. CALL. That was the language of the Senator from Nevada. 
Mr. HOAR. Is the Senator able to inform , from any re- 
searches of his own, what proportion of an ordinary population, sup- 
pose they were employed as well as they could be or desired to be, that 


the Senate 


is, suppose they had the opportunity of employment, would be unem- 
ployed by reason of youth or old age, or of illness, or of a desire for @ 
vacation, or anything of that kind in the course of a year? 

Mr. CALL. Iam unable tostate. I remember some years ago to 


r bureau of Massachusetts and 
a very large number of dependent persons 
| 


have investigated the reports of the la 
to have found that there was 
in that State who were out 
precise percentage 

Mr. HOAR. If I understood the Senator, the statistics which he 
read made out of a total working population of about 800,000 em- 
ployed in manufactures and mechanical and various 
equivalent of about 80,000, or about 
ployed. 


Mr. CALL. 


of employment, but I do not remember the 


industries, an 
10 per cent., who were unem- 
‘That is the statement. 
Mr. HOAR. I suspect if the statistics of this body were taken the 
many calls of the roll that we have would show a much larger per- 
centage who are apparently unemployed at any particular time, 
suspect that would be the case in almost every community which would 
be called well employed, that at least 10 per cent., by reason of illn« 
by reason of old age, by reason of circumstances that make it not de 
sirable for them to be employed the year round, would be fonnd « 
of employment on an average at any particular time. 

Mr. CALL. That is a very fair proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not know but that the Senat 


statistics from statisticians which would show that fact. 

Mr. CALI I have not any at hand. The sugyvestions of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts are certainly very fait | e is @ necessary 
proportion, but what that is, is the question now at issue. The evi- 
dence which I rely upon is first the universal statement of this associa- 
tion of farmers throughout the entire country of their absolutely im- 
poverished condition, of the number of people who are out of emp! 
ment. 

I read this letter trom Kansas. I also read the address of t Farm- 
ers’ National Alliance at St. Louis. I have added to those the state- 
ments taken from the census in the book of Mr. Phillips, which is quite 
a valuable manual and a very well co lered book, aggregating the 
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effects of the monopoly of land, of the alien ownership of land, of the 
fictitions ca vation of corporations, of the $250,000,000 or $400,- 
000,000 a year tax levied by the holders of the bonds who in the first 
instance never paid anything whatever for them, by the accumulation 
of our great municipal corporations of bonds issued by them and an 
aggregated indebtedness resting upon the people of this country, and 
chiefly upon the farmers of the country, who have produced during 
the last twenty years more than $6,000,000,000 of gold values, which 
have been sold abroad and products in lieu thereof imported into this 
country 

These people who have contributed that vast sam of money have 
formed an alliance existing through the length and breadth of this 
land, and it is theirtestimony corroborated by the Senator from Nevada 
and by this book of Mr. Phillips which 1 have been bringing before 
the Senate—it is this vast mass of people, the laboring agricultural 
people of the country whoare representing to the Congress of the United 
States that it is for the want of money, it is because of the banking 
system of the United States that they are compelled when they have 
to move their crops to borrow money at 8, 10, 15, and 20 per cent., and 
[ was told in a small county in my own State a few days ago when I 
was there that two thousand five hundred mortgages had been ascer- 
tained in the recent examination of the census to have been put upon 
the farms of that county. 

Something is wrong. Something must be done to meet this demand 
of the people. Why shall our farmers be crushed out of existence ? 
Why shall not their wives and children have all the advantages which 
belong to this age? Why shall they toil and delve and make these 
products of exchange, which is the only use and purpose of these bank- 
ing corporations and of money, and be compelled to live in want and 
in poverty ? 

Why shall the whole country be mortgaged and be bought up, as the 
Senator from Nevada has stated in his speech, by the men who control 
the great transportation companies and the public debt of the co n- 
try and the bonds of the municipal and other corporations of the coun- 
try? Whyshalla few commercial centers, London, Amsterdam, Paris, 
New York, and Boston, own the farmers of this country and their wives 
and children? They say that one step towards their emancipation 
will be the tree coinage ofsilver. 

The Senator from Alabama in his able exposition of this subject 
the cotton and tobaeco crops were convertible 
into gold. So are the wheat crops, so are the corn crops, and so is 
everything that is sold abroad; but to what extent does that avail to 
benefit the people? Where are they benefited by the importation 
of this vast volume of gold into the country ? 

It is absorbed in the various processes of taxation in your tariff 
taxes; it is absorbed in your system of banking; it is absorbed in your 
transportation rates; it is absorbed in the vast amount of tribute levied 
by the owners of the soil of this country and in foreign lands by the 
rent which is asked of the farming people, and nothing, as they say, is 
left—and their testimony is competent upon this subject—and when 
they borrow money they borrow it from outside parties, not from the 
banks, at usurious and extortionate rates of interest. 

That is the condition ot the country and that is what we need now 
to legislate tor. It is to meet in a respectful and proper way the de- 
mand of this great agricultural interest of the country to see what we 
can do. If their system of warehousing, which has been adopted in 
this bill in respect of silver, is impracticable, let us find something 
that is practicable to afford them relief. Let us remain here and con- 
sider their great needs until we find some measures of relief for them. 
The two great political parties are divided on lines which can not be 
changed. No new political party can be formed. Let us then con- 
sider their condition, their appeal, and find relief for them. 

I regard this conference report as a great calamity to the country. 
I think nothing more serious has happened than the effect of the leg- 
islation which discredited silver money, which placed in the power of 
a few men controlling public and private credits a monopoly of the 
money of this country, and which enabled them to lend it out at 
usurious and extortionate rates of interest everywhere in the country, 
which created an impression amongst the business men that nothing 
but public seeurities would be available in banking circles for the loan 
of money, and thus made transactions based upon real estate dependent 
upon an exorbitantand enormousrate of interest; in other words, which 
placed the entire laboring and producing people of this country abso- 
lutely, with their wives and children, as the slaves of the money power 
of the country. That they have had great and liberal and good men 
amongst them, there can be no question, but that is the condition of 
this country, North and South, in my judgment, to-day, and the state- 
ments of the Farmers’ Alliance in that respect I think are not exag- 
gerated 

What do we do here by this bill? We continue that condition of 
things. We say by a declaration of the two Houses of Congress that 
silver is discredited, that it has not the faculty of being money, that 
it must depend upon the international agreementof nations. I donot 
believe the international agreement of nations has any more power to 
make silver money or deprive it of its faculty of money than it would 
have as to iron or any other species of metal, 


spoke of the fact that 
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I think it may be discredited, it may be deprived of its debt-paying 
power, but it has the nataral qualities which will make it a medium 
of exchange and which if the Government would wisely legislate, 
would enable the oppressed debtors of the country to discharge their 
debts for something like a reasonable portion of theirlabor. You may 
oppress the people by virtue of your legislation; you may make all ex- 
isting debts worth two or three times the amount they were contracted 
to be paid in, but you can not deprive that which nature has impressed 
its qualities upon of the natural uses which the needs of mankind de- 
mand for it. 

Mr. President, there is no use in talking about this bill, which is a 
bill to purchase silver bullion at a limited price, in a limited quantity, 
and to issue the credit of the United States in its Treasury notes pay- 
able in gold, with an option on the part of the Secretary to use silver. 

The only point in which it touches the question of rehabilitating sil- 
ver is the possibility that the Secretary of the Treasury may decide at 
some time to pay these Treasury notes in silver; but the fact of the gold 
value attached to them puts them upon the gold standard and asserts 
to the world that we are not willing to trust the legal-tender power 
where the Constitution of the United States has placed it, in silver. 

I insist that this is only a second demonetization of silver. Itisa 
denial of the demand of the agricultural interests of this country. I 
consider it to be a denial to the people of this country of the free coin- 
age of silver. And the declaration in the conference report that it is 
the fixed policy of this country to establish and maintain a parity be- 
tween the two metals is expressly denied by the positive provisions of 
the bill, that it shall not beso except upon the Government’s guaranty 
that it will pay gold for the Treasury note which it issues on the de- 
posit of silver bullion. 

I do not propose to detain the Senate further. I will conclude what 
I have to say upon this bill with this observation: I think we are do- 
ing a great injustice to the demand of public opinion in this country, to 
the organized farmers of the country, to the opinions that they have 
expressed, in not giving fuller, fairer, and more mature consideration 
to the propositions of relief submitted by them, the first and foremost 
of which is the free coinage of silver. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, in considering this bill, as in all other 
measures, it is proper that there should be taken into account the 
gain that has been made from the former condition; it should also 
be taken into account that almost inevitably legislation which is the 
subject of very considerable contention must finally be resolved by 
compromise. 

I have listened with some care to the speeches which have been 
made against the bill reported from the conference committee, and 
l observe with some satisfaction, in view of the vote which I shall 
give, that their criticism falls upon the minor points and wholly 
avoids the essential features, those which I regard as vital and 
which commend it to my judgment, supposing, always, that a com- 
promise had to be made. 

When Congress met in December there was no definite, well formed 
opinion existing among the members in favor of the free coinage of 
silver, nor, except among Western members, any considerable senti- 
ment in favor of an increase in the volume of the currency. , The sen- 
timent of the country in regard to these questions had largely been 
aroused after the elections of 1888. Even those who had convictions 
that something significant should be done were more or less divided 
as to what was needed and proper to be done and as to what was 
demanded by the permanent public opinion of the country, that 
opinion which is alone proper to be taken into account in legisla- 
tion. 

Unfortunately the Administration was committed, through the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, to a totally impracticable and vicious prop- 
osition, one which tended to divide men o1 the same political faith, 
which tended to divide the sentiment in favor of the increased use 
of silver as money, and which labored under the additional disad- 
vantage of being believed upon all sides to be calculated if not de- 
signed to wholly demonetize silver and bring the country to the 
single gold standard, as well as a device calculated to make the Treas- 
ury a tender to a gigantic scheme of speculation in silver bullion. 
To the surprise of ail, after a somewhat protracted discussion of 
the subject, it was disclosed that the sentiment in the Senate was 
very much more liberal upon the whole proposition than that of the 
House of Representatives. It would be naturally supposed the lat- 
ter body, coming more directly from the people and supposed gener- 
ally to reflect more liberal ideas upon all questions of public impor- 
tance than the Senate, would have been in favor of the free coinage 
of silver and of the largest increase in the volume of the currency. 
But the reverse proved to be true, and the House committed itself to 
the project of the Treasury Department against free coinage and to 
the smallest possible addition to the currency volume. They were 
met by a vote of the Senate equally positive and convincing in the 
size of the majority in favor of the free coinage of silver and of the 
larger addition of currency. This resulted in a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes, with a view of seeing whether something which would 
fairly meet the situation could not be evolved. The conference re- 
port now under consideration is the result. 

The free coinage of silver had this advantage over any other prop- 
osition: The amount to be coined is unlimited; that is, it is lim- 
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ited only by the production of the world available for the purposes Mr. VANCI Che coinage 1291 

of coinage; it relieves the whole situation as to the money supply Mr. PLUMB. Except sot i 
from the arbitrary control or suggestion of control of anybody. It | for 1 redet 1 of the T 
leaves it subject only to the operation of natural forces. But this chas 1500 nees per 
measure may give to the country as much money during the next] Mr. VANCI B \ i 
twelve or eighteen months as free coinage would give. he Secreta Preasury 

| There is a fair concurrence of opinion as to the amount of silver | therefore he net ot ul 

4 annually produced, but a wide difference as to the amount used in | or any ¢ ri 

4 the arts, and therefore as to what is available for coinage. <A good Mr. PLUMB ‘ ’ 
j many well informed people believe that 4,500,000 ounces per month When issued ai ema \ 
will take up the entire world’s surplus supply and some believe it | f; tim , 1 payme ft ( 
will take up even more; that is to say, there would not be eno igh ! a) , a » 1% , ; 
silver available to meet the provisions of this bill. it suntrv. 1 ant 
I do not know what the result will be. It is useless to discuss that, nt as a me matter , 
because, if the bill shall pass, we shall all be wiser in the course of a | American peo} t ‘ ence 
few months than we are now. But to those who believe that 4,50( | peop! 3 tha 7 rd had 
ounces per month isin excess of the world’s available supply, the | fer it, and « ot w ; , , 
qualification contained in the first section that only so much silver | jng so, 
shall be bought as will be offered seems to be reasonable and proper, Ro we at alae i 2 sla : a , 
and I do not find in that phrase in any event anything which adds | vy ojume of the circulating med oa ‘ 
to or detracts from what I consider to be the equivalent proposi- | portant th weickale en a lociala 
tion of the aet of 1872. of tha lamental p1 ; 
That was a positive command to buy, but in order that there | t,o enemy on the other side of this Chamber have fail red 

may be a buyer there must also be a seller, and if no one was ready | cider or even comme h : “ 
to sell to the Government the 2,000,000 ounces of silver per month | ; yctifies the adoption of t 
which the act of 18758 required the Treasury to buy, the Treasury |" j¢ the eonference bill were before t allie. Mw denies 


could not buy, and hence that act would have been totally without 
result. There must also be a willing seller; that is, he must offer 
his wares for sale. The Secretary can not buy what is not offer ed, 
any more than any one else can. But he does not‘need to go to the 
owner of an article which goes into universal use, is quoted on thi 
stock exchanges, and is found in every mart. That article is co 
stantly offered for sale, and at the market price is offered indiffer- | 
ently to all who wish to buy. In addition, if aspecial market exists, | 
such as is created by this bill, it will be offered there, and the quota- | 
tions elsewhere taken in connection with that offered him would | 
make a market price which could not be got away from. Silver i 
mined in order that it may be sold, and after all that has been said 
about the eupidity of silver-owners and silver-producers, it is hard | 
fair to suppose that these men, so sharp and keenly alive to their in- are not presented for rei CCR heii eee bat lamin sats 
terests, will fail to avail themselves of the very best market they « | al ruceeall dare Se ecg ' gay 
| 
' 
| 
| 
| 


should move to amend in anumber of minor partienlars, ar 

of course move to substitute what I n hy r, fre ) ’ b 
the question now 13, Shall we have this or shall we have noth P and 
believing as I do that the country is to-day in finan 


hat the 





find for their product. They will not fail to offer to the Treasury, | , ant thane I of t G and ' tw te | en 

and the Treasury willbuy. Ialso have perfect faith that the Secre- | },, ar are vedeosaels : ms 

tary, no matter what are his feelings about the policy or impolicy « and ona ‘ se of propel in con ‘ 
the law, will buy all he can buy, up to the limit fixed. sre. according to t] al doin bn thi ' 

I therefore believe that we shall add to the currency supply }| . M than a lavnt Criien os Tah a win 
whatever will result from the purchase of 4,500,000 ounces of silver | opp , : scht atte aa We havo vot $346.0 O00 af the 
per month. The exact addition to the currency of the country from | yo jn cirenlatic I bill provides for addi st least $60.000.G00 
this source can only be known as we know from time to time what | more per a : i possible $70,000,000 of the sa kind of « 
the price of silver is, but if silver should go to par with gold, go up | ,, snd I beg the Sena Seven. Mineth: Cas ia [ Mr. Va ; 
to $1.29; per ounce, the addition would be practically $70,000,000 | , rve that the present legal-tender no deeraab en 
per annum in the shape of Treasury notes issued in exchange for sil | op silver coin. practically the discretion of tho { én 
ver bullion. If the price of silver is lower the amount will be less. | Treasury. and therefore these are for all practical purposes a 
Taking it at $1.15, which is about the price that silver bronght at | gjtion to the voln all "Wiican aetalines seins raaraentl, 9 
the time of the passage of the act of 1878, the amount to be added in | cogging the same { one of tr mm Soe sant ieee ; 
the shape of currency, legal-tender notes, would be a little over 862,- | goniption 
000,000 per annum. ‘Tn other words, by means of this bill the annual! i a ay ' 
increase which is now made to the currency volume by reason of the | ,, |, ai en er ' = ; te Mes . se 
purehase of silver will be at least doubled. The amount now added | | , sae oe oo r a bier F a eae ee ee a eae ee 
is about $30,000,000 per annum at the present price of silver. This | jo) oreat cain o Se ea emo grata tale ef oc 
bill can not bring less than $60,000,000 per annum and the amount | ont Sead saat Zs aia Ce ee re ; 
will probably be. $70,000,000. The gain is great and important 7 Und ‘<3 ne F 1gte the d dollar Se ee ee, ee 
though not so great as it should be. be — ' ae : a en - ane. . _ ¢ eet ers, but th 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me to ask a qnestion amet Seg ye nap wh ee ee ee eee eee ae J aie Ree ee a 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. . | ann ; rt ne “ame seg ee re nary rad nos = ers wonid 

Mr. VANCE. How long will that sixty orseventy million dollars seg ag ted 2 6 tea siege coe a ca ae a vere 1d : 

ae i Y ale lI ) mone Was quired, They Would DAVG 
Pe PLE last ? . | to be transinnted Into ¢ n in ordert ut the owner ot them might 

Mr. PLUMB. Just as long as silver is produced and this act re- |). niet hapihdial Sen eet ceninanal Tele sina nd 
mains on the statute-book. ra geen eee a ee a eet 

Mr. VANCE. Does not this act provide that there shall be no more |’ oe a oo = _— en eee ere ae ene a ne 
coinage except what may be necessary to provide for the redemption a rea if oe, ee . en ee earn eae 
of the Treasury notes provided for in the bill, after the Ist of July, | ~ Pyp . ee ee a on a ee 
1891? : andor | bene cin ams an ‘ . 3 bill ven proposed, of course it we 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. Ifthe Senator will read this bill properly he ani ie - - ce eee oe ea re eer oe 
will find that the question of coinage and the issue of Treasury notes eae eee oe ae Se ee en anes ea 
for the silver purchased are two separate and independent proposi- a wet slg a ae ee Beane ine eee agg rasan? tefl tom ee 
tions operating without reference to each other. The essential fea te de ee ee ee ee eee Se ee 
ure of the bill is the first section— a 7 ; shee : > a tn = ee a —" ee , 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to purchase from time to el aie — : ty rs - oe 
time silver bullion to the aggregate amount of $4,500,000 worth in each t : 5 
the market price thereof, not exceeding $1 for 371.25 grains of pure silver, and to | !t provides for more 1 ey than did that act, a oF vocaus 
issue in payment for such parchases of silver bullion Treasury notes of the United | the notes that are to be issued are fu tende! Phey 
States to be prepared by the Secretary of the Treasury, in such form and of such | atrenethen t vhole fal of ; yvernmental a4 
denominations, not less than $1 nor more than $1,000, as he may prescrily They _ ill furnish th afest and 1 »le means for the t 

Then the usual appropriation follows. tion of business. They will popular as the greenbas 

That is to go on entirely separate and independent of the provis- | has always been, and by ermanently a part « 
ions of the bill in regard to coinage. cul ition, beyond the power of legislation to drive t 

Mr. VANCE. That is the purchase of bullion. s permanent pub of the count: 

Mr. PLUMB. The purchase of bullion and the issue of Treasury | notes at ail times and under all circun 4, ¢ 
notes. tinuance in existence and for their increase 






















































































Mr. President, Ido not find in the declaration contained in the | 
second section, to the effect that it isthe policy of the United States | 


to maintain gold and silver at a parity, anything to take exception | 
to, though it is a little inartificially drawn. It does not accord with | 


past and present conditions, but it is an assertion in the form of law | 
that the Government now and hereafter means to do what it can to | 
maintain the parity of gold and silver at the present ratio. Indi- | 
vidually, 1 do not care whether they are at a parity or not, but the | 
fact that there isa wide divergence between the two metals, a great 
disparity in their relative value as articles of commerce, as com- | 
modities, is constantly made use of to discredit that which brings the 
lowest price, which results in such strife as we have had and of 
which the pending measure is the result. This declaration quoted | 
will help to bring the metals together, partly by putting silver up 
and partly by bringing gold down. 

If this bill is passed, my own belief is that during the next Con- 


gress if not before, so easily and noiselessly will this work, so help- | 


ful will it be to all the people of the United States, so thoroughly 
will it commend itself to the good judgment of the people, that the 
next step will not only be free coinage, but it will be a short one and 
taken by the practically unanimous concurrence of the American 
people. 

I find comfort, Mr. President, in the last section of the bill. It is 
not in the form in which I should like to have it, but it provides for 
covering into the Treasury and taking away its separate and segre 
gated character from the hundred million dollars now kept out of 
circulation by reason of transactions between the Government and 
national banks. It does not absolutely require the Secretary, as I 
wish it did, to pay that money out; but it gives him a power which 
he now thinks he has not got, and subject to his view as to what the 
condition of the Treasury requires he can pay it out and put it in 
circulation, thereby not only discharging that much of the Govern- 
ment debt, reducing the interest which the Government is paying, 
bunt adding just that much to the volume of the money which the 
people will have with which to do business. I have hopes that by 
reason of this reaction we shall have at least $100,000,000 added to 
the volume of active money within the next two or three months, 
and we shall go on besides adding, as I have stated, not less than 
$30,000,000 per annum to what we are getting now in the shape of 
silver certificates. These additions can not but be greatly helpful 
to the people. 

In view of these facts, Mr. President, and others which come to 
mind in connection with this subject as it has heen discussed, I shall 
vote for this conference report, regretting that it is not better, but 
immensely glad that it is not worse. If the House of Representa- 
tives had come up to the standard set by the Senate we should have 
had a better bill; we should have freed this subject from the neces- 
sity of future legislation; we should have put the currency of the 
country upon a natural and proper basis. Failing to get the con- 
currence of the other House, sitting also under the shadow, as it 
were, of freely threatened Executive veto—no doubt without author- 
ity—we shall get out of this whole controversy more than was ever 
gained by one single act of Congress since the time of the issue of 
the greenbacks for the financial well-being and salvation of the 
country. We shall get that which, in my judgment, will prevent 
serious financial disturbance during the coming season, will at least 
check the fall of prices, beget new hopes for the future, stimulate 
business, and be helpful alike to the debtor and all the people. 

So, Mr. President, 1 find in this bill cause for congratulation, not 
weakened by observing that those who attacked it from the other side 
of the Chamber had little or nothing to say upon the point ofincrease of 
the volume of currency, upon the great gain to that volume by the 
issue of legal-tender notes. These two important points, so much 
in vogue heretofore on that side of the Chamber, seem to have been 
overlooked, and the vigorous denunciation of the Senator from Mis- 
souri and the stately periods of the Senator from Virginia were 
turned on the leather and prunello of the bill, its phraseology, its 
minor defects, chiefly deriving force by reason ofa profound distrust of 
some Secretary of the Treasury who might be called on to adminis- 
ter this law. 

Mr. DANIEL. If I donot interrupt the Senator—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I will yield. 

Mr. DANIEL, The Senator is mistaken in reference to my remarks. 
I know that this bill will largely, or considerably at least, increase 
the volume of the currency, and I stated that that was a good feat- 
ure in the bill and it made me regret to vote against it. I stated 
that the proposition which led me to vote against it was the fact that 
it demonetized silver, that it could not become a legal tender for any 
dollar of the public obligations. g 

Mr. PLUMB. The animosity of some gentlemen, and I might say 
perhaps of the large portion of the party for which the gentlemen 
speak, towards the public debt is well known, and we somehow 
seem to find that as that debt disappears the animosity increases, 
like the growing disposition of a man to kick one whom he does not 
like as the ability to get at him diminishes. The national debt has 
so far disappeared that it is of no practical consequence now in the 
financial affairs of this country. Less than $600,000,000 bonds all 
told are now outstanding. It will disappear in the natural course 
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it is payable in, once of importance I agree, was resolved nearly 
twenty-five years ago by the men then on the stage of action, and 
responsible to their constituents and to the country for the man- 
ner in which they discharged their public duties, and settled beyond 
the power of recall. Since that time the question has been of no 
practical consequence by reason of the parity which has been main- 
tained between gold, silver, and paper dollars, and the manner of 
payment has been such as to make it impossible to determine in 


| what form of currency payment was actually made. 


Whenever a man wants payment for a bond he gets it by Treasury 


| draft on New York. That draft goes into bank in the inevitable 


process of business, is paid through the clearing-house, and as a mat- 
ter of book-keeping, merely by the substitution of debit for credit. 
If the Senator from Virginia was the happy possessor of half a mill- 
ion dollars’ worth of Government bonds and should have them paid, 
he could not tell and could only imagine what he was paidin. He 
would know simply as a final result that he had credit on the books 
of the bank in New York for so much money, which in due time he 
would have transferred to his local bank, subject to his check, and 
in the whole transaction which resulted in the payment of that half 


| »nillion dollars of bonds not one single dollar of money, gold, silver, 


or greenbacks, would have changed hands. While I have always 
held the opinion that the United States, whether for good reasons or 
for bad reasons, had discriminated in favor of its creditors and 
against the people in the matter of the payment of the national debt, 
long before I came into public life that had ceased to be an issue, be- 
cause it was settled. The settlement was made by the countenance 
of both parties through their representatives in Congress. Scolding 
against it does no good and may do harm by preventing more 
thorough consideration of matters pertinent to the present time. 

So, Mr. President, I find myself under constraint to vote for the 
conference report, and able to congratulate myself that it is far bet- 





of events probably before it is finally due, and the question of what 





ter than anything I expected we would get when I learned of the ad- 

verse action of the House of Representatives upon free coinage. It 

isa fair compromise, a measure which will be helpful to all the 
interests of the country which are dependent upon the character and 
value of money outstanding. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, it is admitted that this bill is not what 
it ought to be. Common sense would dictate, then, that we should try 
to make it what it ought to be. We have made but one effort to make 
| it what it ought to be, and being met with a repulse at the other end 
| of the Capitol we immediately submit and make no further effort. 

We passed a bill through this body for the benefit of the people. We 
are now about to pass one, as it seems to me, for the benefit of the min- 
ers and dealers in silver bullion; and that is the difference between the 
two bills. Ideny, sir, that it will benefit the people of the country by 
an inflation or an increase in the currency. As I understand the bill, 
and I may be mistaken, it will not add one dollar even in the shape 
of Treasury notes to the volume of the currency. 

The bill requires that the Secretary of the Treasury shall buy four 
and a half million ounces of silver per month. In payment of that 
he is to issue Treasury notes at the bullion value, say $4,000,000, for 
the sake of argument, per month. The bill also provides that those 
Treasury notes so issued may be redeemable in coin, gold or silver, at 
the discretion of the Secretary,and we know, when we consider the history 
of every Secretary of the Treasury for the last twenty-five years, what 
discretion means with regard to silver coin. We know that it means 
gold; and therefore the holders of those Treasury notes can get gold 
for the $4,000,000 of silver bullion purchased by the Government. 
Not a dollar of silver is put in circulation; and those notes when so 
redeemed may be reissued, and with the same Treasury notes the Sec- 
retary may buy the next four and a half million ounces of silver to be 
treated in the same way. 

The whole transaction is to be on such terms as the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall prescribe, and so the transaction, like the stone of 
Sisyphus, goes round and round, up and down, and like the actors in 
a traveling baJlet when they are short, may double in their characters, 
may appear in pantaloons at one moment and in petticoats the next, 
that same $4,000,000 of Treasury notes may keep on buying every 
month the four and a half million ounces of silver bullion; and the 
factis that the currency of the country is not swelled a dollar, but the 
bullion price of silver is increased for the benefit of the miners and the 
dealers in bullion, and we become warehousemen for the benefit of the 
dealers in this commodity. 

I find, sir, that the extremest advocates of silver on the other side of 
the Chamber, whose lead I have followed in all this silver discussion 
and whose judgment I confided in, have consented to the passage of a 
bill that will give us less silver coinage than the present law, which se- 
cures $2,000,000 worth per month. I find that under the operation of 
this bill the lion and the lamb have lain down together, and, as usual, 
the lamb is inside of the lion. [Langhter.] I find that Wall street 
and the extreme friends of silver have compromised and have adjusted 
amicably and in the spirit of the utmost friendship their public dif- 
ferences on this great financial question by the absolute surrender of 

the defendant and his agreement topay all the costs. That is the way 
the compromise seems to me to have been brought about. 

Now, sir, I shall vote against this bill. The Senator from Kansas 
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[Mr. PLuMB] says he would rather have this bill than nothing. So 
would I. But I do not count $36,000,000 per annum of coined silver 
nothing, and as soon as the Ist day of July, 1891, is reached the Sec- 
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retary of the Treasury, under this bill, coins no more silver except | 





what may be necessary 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator from North Carolina claim that, 
because the Treasury notes may be redeemed under this proposed act 
and they are authorized to be reissued when redeemed, that reissue 
may be in the purchase of bullion? 

Mr. VANCE. Why not? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is that the claim? 

Mr. VANCE. That is what I claim as I read the plain language of 
the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
of the bill. 

Mr. VANCE. What will they be reissued for? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Greenbacks. 

Mr. PLUMB. Just the same as under the act of 1878 the green- 
back is reissued as it comes in and is used for paying the debts of the 
Government and all its obligations that are dischargeable in money. 

Mr. VANCE. Thatdepends altogether upon the interpretation given 


I insist that that is not the proper construction 


é ” 
tire volume of greenbacks outstanding has been kept at 
that it was at the time of the passage of the law 
Mr. VANCE. Iam not familiar with the law towhich the Ser 
refers. I donot think there was any d et i that law 


Mr. VOORHEES. None at all. 
Mr. PLUMB. There 


; no discretion int LW er 
Let me read the language of the bill at the bott I 
But no greater or lessa int of such ‘ > 
than the cost of the silver t on and the sta ird s 
from then held in the Treasury purchased by su s 


Now, Mr. President, bear in mind that th i ! 
provided in this bill whereby that silver coin or silver bullion can get 
out of the Treasury. As far as this measure is concerned, it 1 
as a permanent deposit in the Treasury until it is redeemed by the] 
ment of these notes. The significant word which I have quoted 
‘*eost.’’ The amount of notes outstanding i 


bound to re present pre 


| cisely no greater and no less an amount than the cost of all the bullion 


to it by the Secretary of the Treasury, who is the enemy of silver and 


always will be. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
lina what construction he gives to that portion of the bill which pro- 
vides that these Treasury notes outstanding shall be in number no 
greater or less than the amount of silver bullion in the Treasury and 
the amount of standard silver dollars coined therefrom. 

Mr. VANCE. For which the outstanding notes are paid ? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; there is no limitation of that kind. 

Mr. VANCE. When the bullion in the Treasury has been paid for 
and the notes have been redeemed according to law, does the Senator 


intend me to understand that you never can issue any more Treasury | 


notes for any more bullion; that the same Treasury notes which have 
once discharged their duty shall never be issued for any more bullion ? 

Mr. ALLISON. On the contrary, the bill provides that the amount 
of Treasury notes outstanding shall bea constant quantity. Of course 
if they are redeemed and gold goes out they represent as Treasury notes 
that gold in the Treasury and will take the place of the gold. If a 
sufficient amount of the gold goes out, these notes must goout in order 
to replenish the Treasury with gold. 

Mr. VANCE. But there certainly must be some end to the trans- 
action. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is not any end to it. 

Mr. VANCE. When the notes have been redeemed and are back in 
the Treasury the Secretary has power to reissue them; then the amount 
of bullion in the Treasury has been extinguished, so to speak, so far as 
its relation to Treasury notes is concerned, and as I would construe tlte 
measure it would mean that there shall be no more Treasury notes 
outstanding than would be necessary to redeem the bullion that is 
already in the Treasury. 

But when that redemption has taken place in gold coin and the 


transaction is complete, the silver bullion is the property of the United | 


States, and the Treasury notes have been redeemed and the Secretary 
has the power to reissue them. It is irresistible, to my mind, sir, that 
they will be reissued in payment for the next four and a half million 


the silver dollar on the Ist of July, 1891, and there will not be another 


dollar coined, and there will not be another dollar of Treasury notes | 


issued to pay for the bullion which we buy then to put in the Treas- 
ury and to store for the benefit of the consumers. That is the way it 
strikes me. 


I confess if I could see as the Senator from Kansas does that it would 


increase largely the volume of our currency, although I should prefer | 


to have the bullion that is in the Treasury coined, yet I should vote 
for this bill; but I can not see it that way. We know by experience 
that we shall get no liberal construction on anything concerning silver 
from any Secretary of the Treasury of either party, unless there should 
be a great change in the manner of selecting the Secretaries of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator before he sits down let mv call his 
attention to what is called the Fort bill, which was passed in 1879? 

Mr. VANCE. What bill was that? 

Mr. PLUMB. What was called the Fort bill, which originated in 
the House of Representatives, presented by Mr. Fort, a member of that 
body from Illinois. It provided that the volume of greenbacks out- 


standing should be what it then was, and for that purpose as the green- | 


back notes came into the Treasury they should be reissued. I sup- 
pose the Senator knows also that the persons who have held the office 
of Secretary of the Treasury, including the two gentlemen who occu- 
pied that place under the late Administration of Mr. Cleveland, were 
hostile to the greenbacks. 
that law has ever been violated, and if he does not believe that the en- 
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I will ask himif to his knowledge or belief 





| therefrom.”’ 
ounces of silver bullion purchased; and, if so, it will be as I have de- | 


scribed, going round and round; we shall have ceased all coinage of 


that will be purchased under this proposed act. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ifthe Senator from North Carolina will permit 
me to ask the Senator from Kansas a question, I will state that the 
very clause he is referring to is the one that has given me great difli- 
culty in construing this proposed act. As | understand, after the first 
day of July, 1891, there is to be no further coining of silver except for 
redemption purposes. As I construe the language just read by the 


| Senator, ‘*‘ but no greater or less amount of such notes shall be outstand 
I should like to ask my friend from North Caro- | 


ing at any time than the cost of the silver bullion,’ if 1t stopped there, 
1 could fully understand what it meant, that the amount of notes out- 
standing should not exceed the cost of the bullion ; but it goes further 
than that and puts another condition-precedent to the issuing of 
further Treasury notes, to wit, ‘‘and the standard silver doll 
therefrom then held in the Treasury.’’ 

Is it not the necessary construction of that language that there are 
two conditions-precedent to the reissuing of any notes which have been 
turned in for redemption: first, that the issue must not exceed the cost 
of the bullion and, secondly, the standard silver dollars which have 
been coined therefrom, that is, from the bullion which has been pur- 
chased under this act? Consequently, if $5,000,000 worth of bullion 
is purchased the first month, certificates issued, and $2,000,000 of said 
certificates are returned to the Treasury for redemption and are re- 
deemed by the Secretary in gold (which, under the terms of the aet, 
relieves the Treasury of the necessity of coining any silver for the re- 
demption of said notes), how can you issue under this act any other 
certificates to take the place of the $2,000,000 surrendered and re 
deemed ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator gets away entirely from the first section, 
which goes on without any reference to the succeeding sections. When- 
ever the bullion is purchased the Treasury notes representing the price 
of the purchase are then issued. Thatconstantly goes on. It goes on 
to the amount of 4,500,000 ounces every month. They must be out 
standing. Now, for the purpose of making it perfectly sure that there 
shall be no retirement whatever of these notes and that the volume ot 
money that is provided for shall be entirely beyond the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, something that he has nothing whatever 
to do with, he simply registers and witnesses an automatic operation, 
it is provided here that the amount of these notes outstanding shall 
never be less than the cost of the bullion ‘‘and the standard silver 
dollars coined therefrom,’’ not ‘‘or the standard silver dollars coined 
I agree with the Senator that the bill would have had 


any 


ars coined 


the same force precisely if those words in regard to the dollars had been 
left out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It isthe cost of the bullion on hand; but the bull- 
ion ceases to be bullion when it iscoined. Therefore, you have got to 
add the cost of the coin also, as well as the cost of the bullion. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwas going tosay that I thought it would have been 
just as well with those words left out, but undoubtedly they wer 


put 
i 

in as a matter of extra precaution to make it perfectly certain that, 

notwithstanding more of this bullion should be transmuted into coin, 


it still should be counted as a part of the aggregate which should be 
represented by the volume of notes outstanding 

Mr. FAULKNER. I willask the Senator from Kansas whether t 
is not covered by the language ‘‘ the cost of the silver bullion 


cause that refers back to the time when the bullion is purchased, and 


not to the condition of bullion at the time when the note is r 
Mr. PLUMB. 


I think this language probably makes it a lit 


certain, because some Secretary might have refined upon it to this point 
He might say that means the cost of the bullion in the Treasury at a 
particular time, and not the cost at the time it \ purchased. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what it « 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that exactly 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator m Kansas will allow 1 
clause as it stood in the Senate proposition that was voted d 
as follows 

That no greater or less int of such notes al we ontet 
time than the cost of the silver bullion t 1 held Tr 
by such notes. 

But it was very properly said in the committee of confer p 
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pose a portion of this bullion was converted into silver dollars, then it 
wer bullion held in the Treasury, but it is silver dollars 
by a nt name, and therefore it was necessary to insert the words 
sta ird silver dollars coined therefrom then held in the 
é } ich notes,’ 
LUM it doesnot seem to me th t was necessary, becaus« 
. t j e 4 re we i properly retet to the transact n 
b ! pur 3 $ : 
t t I can rea ee how a 
+ Lp i+ ‘ fore ] ; 
ot I ( to ma t I 
t the Ape } it 
I rr ( I rst enti tL ¢ { 
‘ ' ’ , l | t 
M , it supp that 
l re ssued to buy the 
q on th and suppose tha 
i | ' t the east and redee cu 
} l i l bullion then the 
i i i m< outstanding than the amount o 
l te | . 2 Dor t} iat ) 
° 
PL i Vv i aa | { } Lii¢ emar: ( 
t ito ( l ir ther 
Mr. VANCI J bill says that no1 e and no less anamountshall 
be Outstanding, etc. Now, suppose the cretary ol the Treasury buys 
four and a halt million ounces of bullion for one month and pays for it 
with $1,000,000 of Treasury notes, and suppose those Treasury notes a1 
brought in the next month and redeemed in gold, not touching either 
the silver bullion or the coined dollars in the Treasury, then is there 
not a less amount of Treasury notes outstanding than the value of the 
silver bullion with which they were purchased ? 


Mr. PLUMB No, not at all, because the notes in the Treasury, 


which are lawful money and held there for the discharge of the obliga- | 
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of this bill the Secretary of the Treasury is bound to keep in circula- 
tion orin the Treasury ready for use an amount of these Treasury 











| notes equal to all the bullion purchased and all the coin made from 
that bullion. 
| Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, one word more. The Senator from 
h Caroli 3d ing th tl olume of currency in criticising 
th t, because he say r t I 1d lil isk 
him nat the volume ol! currency outst { r would be if to-day thers 
were outstanding f i ahalf mi , rs of Treasu d 
t rrow the holder t] | es should go t lreas- 
rd ge ld I ) t smount of « ency t- 
x be e ) yf 1 the ind ? 
} n¢ pia I t I ro Tennesse I 3 
‘ ‘ i in lng ) é la t ’ I , spp 
t thet nthe Trea ‘ yr taxes 
i i itp way t 6 now, ) i LLIrty y 
m } la f greenb ire th I the 
f 1 hand as part of the current da alan 
i 3b ness Io! i@Go nt 1 the payne Lio 
lecting Appropriations, et¢ ine V eof t iI re, b 
| a eren | twe the ] i { JACK th ytes 
ow there is rea lerel M e they are i to be paid 
) precisely t} way and may | le bl ame 
I natever proc may be is entirely automatic; the result io 
the amount of currency outstanding is precisely th« cept tha 
is augmented every month by this purchase 
Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me t cs him juestioa 





It is entirely for the purposes of informatic 


Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 
Mr. DANIEL. Ifthe Treasury notes which are primarily issued for 


this silver bullion are simply take 


by a payment out of gold, is it not 


~ 


1 bagged up in the Treasury 


fact that the volume of curren y 





| in actual circulation is not increased, but only that amount is kept in 


tions of the Government, are outstanding just exactly as the money | 


which we pay in to-day in the shape of taxes is still outstanding, not- 
withstanding it is deposited in the hands of the Treasury, as it might 
also be in the hands of a bank if deposited there. 

Mr. VANCE. Ithink that is giving the question away. It is these 
identical Treasury notes which purchased the four and a half million 
ounces of silver bullion, and this act requires that they shall be out- 
standing or instanding in a precise ratio with the metal which they 
purchased. If these ounces of silver bullion have been paid for in gold 
or greenbacks or anything else but the silver dollar or the Treasury 
notes, then when those notes are redeemed I say there is a less amount 
outstanding and the act is violated. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. VANCE. Oh, I reckon so. 

Mr. BLAIR. If these Treasury notes come in and are paid for in 
gold so that the gold goes out, why is not the circulation of the country 
equally large and equally good ? 

Mr. VANCE. We are not talking about circulation; we are talk- 
ing about the proper construction of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The Treasury notes that come in are replaced in actual 


circulation by an equal amount of gold, which must be as good as 
Treasury notes 

Mr. VANCE. Weare not talking about their effect upon the volume 
of circulation now; we are talking about compliance with this proposed 


law, which, it is said, a proper construction of would prevent the buy- 
ing of the next month’s amount of silver by using the notes which have 
been redeemed and which are permitted to be reissued. That is what 
we are talking about 


the Treasury to increase the surplus? 
Mr. PLUMB. If you have four and a half million dollars of these 





Treasury notes and go and get gold for them, you have the sameamount 
and that amount of money is outstanding; it is only changing th rm 


of it, Now, assume that the Secretary is going to redeem these notes 
in gold; I do not know whether he will or will not, and I do not sup- 
pose they will be redeemed except when it becomes necessary in order 


that worn notes may be replaced by new ones, as in the case of the 


| greenback. The highest redemption of the greenback in any one yeal 


was $6,000,000. The total amount of redemption since the resumption 
of specie payments in 1879, has been, I think, less than $16,000,000. 
That shows that a money which is legal tender, receivable for all dues, 
public and private, and especially where it is backed by the require 
ment of redemption on the part of the Government, remains in circu- 
lation among the people, because they prefer it to any other kind of 
money. 

But suppose the Secretary redeemed the notes in gold; that would 
only make them that much better. It seems somebody is afraid they 
will be made better than they otherwise would be. Can notevery one 
see that if we issue a note based upon the purchase of silver and under- 
take to redeem it in gold we thereby add to the valueof silver, because 
we say we would just as lief have silver as gold? Would not that be 
a long step in the establishment of that parity which this bill promises 
the Government will establish and maintain, if it can, between the two 
metals? As the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] well says, nobody 
would want the gold; everybody prefers the greenback, the paper dollar. 

Therefore, it seems to me that we find in this bill two very important 
things; we get at the best kind of money, and we largely increase the 


| volume thatis available for the transaction of business; and, as the 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I should like to make a suggestion to | 
my friend from North Carolina, if he willallowme. Taking his illus- 


tration that $4,000,000 of Treasury notes have been issued for the pur- 
chase of four and a half million ounces of silver bullion, and assuming, 
if you please, that halfor all that bullion has been coined into silver 
dollars; then assuming that the $4,000,000 Treasury notes so issued 
redemption and redeemed in gold or silver, I care 
1e next month it is the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to buy 4,500,000 ounces of silver bullion, and under the pro- 
ision beginning at line 5 of section 2, ‘‘but no greater or less amount 
of such notes shall be outstanding at any time than the cost’’ of what ? 
Of the silver bullion so purchased or the coined dollars in the Treas- 
ury? It absolutely compels the issue of the cost of the 4,500,000 ounces 
that are purchased the next month, and this $4,000,000 redeemed by 
ld or silver is so much money in the Treasury for all the purposes 
1 ury not specially and otherwise 





< 





l uses of all the moneys in the T: 
1 


appropriated, 
Mr. VANCE. Can not the Secretary of the Treasury buy the next 
month’s supply of silver with it? 

Mr. HARRIS. He can not without issuing, under the provisions of 
the bill, the amount of the cost of the next month’s supply. Iam en- 
tirely in sympathy with the general object and purpose of the Senator 
from North Carolina, but he will pardon me for venturing this sugges- 
tion, because it is perfectly clear to my mind that under the provisions 


Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] remarks, it can not be shrunk. 
The Secretary of the Treasury is bound to keep it, for the volume onc: 
established is to remain there. The whole business world and every- 
body who is interested in the volume of money can rely with perfect 
certainty that it will not be diminished and that it will constantly be 
increased by an amount which is foreknown. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, 1 intend to vote for this measure. 1 
vote for it because I consider it as different from the free coinage of 
silver as night is fromday. Ithink the conferees did well to make 
haste to report such a measure, for it is pretty generally understood 
that a disagreement of the conferees might have led to the passage of 
a free-coinage bill. I vote for this measure for a very different reason 
from that which has been given by some Senators for supporting it, 
namely, that it is an approach to free coinage. 

On the contrary, this bill distinctly announces the fact that it is the 
intention of Congress by the bill to maintain the present standard, 
the gold standard, whereas, in my judgment, free coinage would have 
put the country upon a silver basis, would have put all our revenues 
upon that basis, and all our expenditures, as well as the price of all 
commodities, and the wages of every laboring man in the country upon 
the same basis. The soldier would have received the amount of pen- 
sion he now receives in gold dollars in dollars worth 80 cents on the 
dollar of the present standard. Every employé in the Government 
would have been paid in the same depreciated currency. In my judg- 
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3 ment, goid would have been withdrawn from circulation, the Govern- | to votefor this measure becaus | fs 
z ment would have had no power to supply anything in its place, and [ree | silver at $5 an ounce and cont g 
coinage of silver would not have supplied as much silver coin as we | towards the degradation 
‘ have been coining under the Bland act. here as the representative of ‘ 
; There would under free coinage be no inducement to bri lv pil : t 1 t 
the mints unless, as supposed by some, a man could com l 
of the mint with silver at f 72 to 80 cents on the dollar and take 
9 at the 1 sil lar worth a dollar in gold i 
‘ ab The moment the silver dollar became worth no1 } 
4 bh D + re w il l e 0 ; ' + tn 
t te it than to sell 1 the urket. We 1 
f zhty years, and two years, I t ( ! 
ce re inder the ced ] i ( i I 
t} e coined of s ti V ) ea W 
c ‘ 
te for this bill al t witl s 2 t 
is some danger init. There will be da 
the volume of silver coin or silver certitic 
ilver dollars containing but 80 cents’ worth o 
the standard of gold, is rely increased : 
ihe question naturally arises, how much can the v 
character of currency be increased without passing the poin lk 
the 1 eiving of these certificates for I iblic dues and all th 
the Secretary of the Treasury in redeeming them in silver or gold 
he may have either metal, can maintain them at par with t 
dollar? on the othe t 
So, when I vote for this measure, I do it with my eyes 0} ] i 
ing that there is danger lurking init. Butit isso different fi Lm 
coinage, so far removed from free coinage, that I vastly prefer it to that. neit 
As I said before, there is a reasonable fear that if there should ! 
disagreement we would get a free-coinage bill. Instead of criticising, | i i 
the gentlemen who have changed their views upon this question have | and therefore I said I 
seen such sudden light and been sosuddenly converted Ifeel like con- | Does anybod: 
gratulating them on their conversion to sound principles of curren¢ her H é | 
We read of a man who was traveling towards Damascus and breathing | } dow ] 
out threatenings and slaughter against the early christians, that he saw | a pr bility 
@ great light and was instantaneously converted, and the whole trend | I would 1 peak of t t 
and purpose of his life was changed. The conversion of some gentle- | but for the fact that it ) 
men upon this question is almost as sudden and almost as miraculou must meet then the ! I 
3 but I hope, nevertheless, it is genuine. As the Senator from Kansa ted, it ha 
4 Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the suggestion made by the Senator | fully or not we do not pretend t { 
% from Oregon [Mr. DoLpH] that those who support this bill have | free-coinage bill. Yet tl 
3 changed their views c@n hardly be characterized in this place as it de- | probability th ( i L 
: serves. The Senator may speak for himself when he says that this | and i ti t 
bill establishes the gold standard and he may speak for himself when in the |] 1 ‘ 
he refers to the fear which will result from this class of legislation. I} that no bill for fre ld 1 ! 
have noticed that the people who are the most fearful of this class of | tive. Iam told t 
legislation are the people who are the most ignorant upon financial | vised the ] it it | i 
questions. he fit to interpo veto toa ‘ g 
Mr. President, this is not free coinage, I admit, and it isa good ways The Senator the of le erda 
from free coinage, I admit; but I insist, objectionable as it is to me | out against Executive vet M é 
4 because it is not free coinage, it is a step in the direction of f oin- | of an E iti L ha é V 
\ age; and, if I did not so believe andif I did not hold myself as capable | reference to Executive fa or |] 
of determining that question as the Senator from Oregon, I should not et with th 
vote for it. have leg ‘ 
‘ I have not changed my views upon this subject. I said th é ed « 
day that I should vote for this bill as reported and I should vot s of the « 
because I knew what the Senator from Oregon knows, that there was | doned entim«e e ha ized 
no earthly hope of free coinage at this session of Congress. When the } } v 
> Senator said there was hope of it, he entertained none. IfIca ( ’} 
4 without being offensive, he knows that there was no opportunity Pres 
3 free coinage at this session. He arrayed himself, representing a co t from I 
3 stituency that demands free coinage, on the side of the men who by ie State of Col 
4 the system of finances in this nation for twenty-five years have been | I was look , 
3 euabled to clutch and hold the wealth of this country until it is said | and fight a tion t 
, one-half of this the richest country on the globe is held now by 100,000 | ow 1dgment 
. people in the United States; and the Senator from Oregon put himself » t ta 


with that class of men. There is where his affinities are and there 
7 


d is where his sympathies are. Ido not wonder that he wants some ] 1 leave the } 
thing else than free coinage, which in his judgment woul 
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d loosen the 
5 grip of that class of men upon the money of this country and the wealth ve have 
of this country. | st ly for 
Mr. President, the Senator knows that there was no oppor ty foi nished 
free coinage. He gave his vote against it. He knew very well it | ished by the v 1 1 
5 the other House, after a contest memorable, unequaled, and unheard of 
in this country, had determined that a free-coinaye bill should not p t 
fe knew there had been no such exhibition this continent as ¥ fr 
made in the other House of the power of Wall street dominating that | t! 
‘ body; and he knew, as he knows it now, that there is not a gho ( [ 
chance for free coinage at this session of Congress, and that there will | } 
not be until the people are heard from and until they change the | te ses tha 
House of Representatives, as I have no doubt they wil! do at the next | legislation 
opportunity. nservative and in with t t 
a Mr. President, I had not intended to say anything more upon this | respectable numbe 1 the United 
4 subject. I am an earnest believer in silver as money, and I repudiate | ready for free coinage. 
the charge made on the other side of the Chamber thatI aminclined | It is a measure that can bring no d t 
ag 
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to the country. It willbring relief. The question is simply whether 
we shall be impracticable now and stand here and say we will accept 
nothing or whether we shall accept that which we believe will help. 

Some Senators talk as if this was like the laws of the Medes and Per- 
sians, unalterable, unchangeable. If this bill does not work according 
to the suggestions made by those who framed it, there is a sentiment 
in this body in favor of the use of silver; there is a sentiment in the 
other body in favor of the use of silver; and at the very next session 
of this Congress there can be legislation to carry out the intention of 
both branches of Congress with reference to this measure. So there 
need be no disturbance and no fear. If any Secretary juggles with it 
we shall be prepared to take him in hand. 

Mr. President, I vote for this bill reluctantly, as I said. I vote for 
it because I have set my heart upon seeing the United States put itself 
on a high financial plane, because I believed and believe now that there 
was an opportunity, if the legislative mind had only come up to it in 
both branches, tosecure the free coinage of silver. 
have made our great metropolis, New York, the commercial center of the 
world. I believe it would not only be a great advantage to all the peo- 
ple of the United States immediately, but it would have put us ina 
position to dominate and control the finances of the world as we are 
entitled to control them by reason of our wealth, by reason of our posi- 
tion, and by reason of our intelligence. 

Does the Senator from Oregon think we have dropped the fight for 
free coinage? I give him notice now that the fight for free coinage is 
on, and it will stay on, too, till the will of the people shall be heard in 
the enactment of a law that shall put silver back where it belongs and 
where it would have been but for the blunder or the crime of 1873. 
The Senator need not take any hope to his bosom that he has escaped 
that question or that the country has got rid of it. It will be here at 
the next session and it will be here in the next Congress. 

As I said to-day, it will be here in the Fifty-second Congress with more 
men for it in both bodies than there are now, because the people are 
going to be heard upon this question. I repeat that we have reached 
an era when the American people are going to be interested in the 
financial matters of this country as they never have been before, and, 
whatever you may say of the independence of the representative, I no- 
tice if he has his ear to the ground and hears the rumbling from his 
constituents he is pretty apt to respond; and the representatives will 
hear it, Mr. President, and they will respond. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, it would be out of place for me 
at this late hour to detain the Senate with any lengthy remarks on this 
conference report and I shall not do so. In fact, I had not intended 
to say one solitary word. 

When the House bill was before the Senate I voted very freely, cor- 
dially, and earnestly for an amendment proposed by my friend on my 
left, the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLuMB], for the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver. 

I have no regrets in my own mind to indulge in for that vote, nor 
have I any apology to make for that vote, either to my constituents, 
to the Senate, or to the country. In fact, had I voted otherwise than I 
did on that amendment, when confronted by the proposition, I should 
have felt that it was my duty to make an apology to my constituents. 

The bill now presented by the conference committee is oneso different 
from the bill passed by the House of Represenatives, in fact, as different 
as night is from day, that I shall give it my cordial and earnest sup- 
port. It is not only different from the House bill in its material and 
essential parts, butit is-very nearly allied, in my jrdgment, toa bill for 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver ; and therefore for that reason, 
inasmuch as I can not get the bill that I desired, I shall give this bill 
my earnest and unqualified support. 

To show that this is not merely an afterthought with me, I desire 
to attract the attention of the Senate to some remarks made by me 
during the discussion of the bill when it was before the Senate on the 
proposition for free and unlimited coinage, in which I stated that if 
free and unlimited coinage could not be attained then I thought some 
compromise might be made that would come as nearly as possible to 
that which would be a great benefit to the country; and that if such 
an agreement could be reached between the two Houses I would give 
that proposition my earnest and cordial support. I now quote from 
what I said on that subject at that time for the purpose of showing 
that it is no mere afterthought of mine when I[ say that the bill now 
before the Senate reported from the conference committee, so far from 
being a gold bill, so far from being a bill that raises up, establishes, 
continues, or perpetuates the gold standard, is one that goes a long dis- 
tance in the direction of the remonetization of silver and of placing 
silver as a money metal side by side with gold, where it properly be- 
longs. 

I said at that time that if free coinage can not be obtained by this 
Congress then perhaps, and I quote from what I then said, “a bill 
compelling the Secretary of the Treasury, for instance, to purchase, 
say, $4,500,000 worth of silver bullion, or, what would be still better, 
4,500,000 ounces of silver bullion per month, as that would doubtless 
consume the whole American product, including Mexican silver com- 
ing through American smelters, payable in United States legal-tender 
Treasury notes, redeemable in coin, either gold or silver, with a pro- 
vision that one-half of this amount so purchased, or at least enough to 
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meet all the requirements of redemption, shall from time to time bo. 
coined into legal-tender silver dollars of 4124 grains of standard silver, 

under the existing ratio of 16 to 1, would be a measure in its practical 

effect so nearly akin to free and unlimited coinage as to be of immense 

value to the business intereste of the country.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. That is this bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is this bill almost identically, not only in 
words, but in substance and legal effect, and yet these remarks of mine 
were made not since this bill hasbeen in course of incubation even be- 
fore the conference committee, but on the 17th day of June last. 

Mr. BLAIR. The conference committee had the Senator’s speech. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I judge that the conference committee had this 
speech and adopted it verbatim. I do not see how it is possible other- 
wise that they could have reported a bill so absolutely identical in all 
its parts, running on all-fours in the same direction, as the report of 
the conference committee, with the suggestions I made at that time as 
a compromise measure in the event we could not get what we thought 
we were entitled to, namely, the free and unlimited coinage of silver. 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate any longer as far as I 
am concerned. Although what I have done in this matter has been 
according to my own judgment, it has been, I am glad to say, in ac- 
cordance with the declarations of the three political parties in Oregon— 
because we have three there—at their recent State conventions, pro- 
claimed unanimonsly. Inasmuch, therefore, as free and unlimited coin- 


| age of silver can not be obtained at this time and as the bill reported 


from the conference committee is, in my judgment, a long step in that 
direction, and will, if it becomes a law, add to the legal-tender circu- 
lating medium of this country annuaily from sixty to seventy millions 


| of dollars, I shall give it my support. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I think nothing so adds to the happi- 
ness of the surroundings as for a sick man to take his medicine cheer- 
fully; and as Iintend to vote for this bill, after listening to one Senator 
from Oregon who finds in it the gold standard, that it is a gold meas- 
ure, and the other Senator from Oregon who finds in it unlimited or 
free coinage in substance, and the Senator from Kansas who is satisfied 
that it is a free-coinage bill, and the Senator from Colorado who is not 
satisfied precisely what it is, but is very well satisfied with it, I thought 
that I would vote for the bill, but that I would give notice to the Sen- 
ate that under no circumstances whatever, here or elsewhere, would I 
ever give a single reason for sodoing. [ Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
upon agreeing to the report of the committee of,conference? The yeas 
and nays having been ordered, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I am ordinarily paired 
with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], but the junior 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGett], and I have his leave to 
transfer the pair of the Senator from Georgia to the Senator from New 
Hampshire and to vote. Therefore, the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr, CHANDLER] and the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] stand 
paired, and I vote. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). The Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. STANFORD] is paired on political questions generally with 
his colleague [Mr. HEARST], but upon the silver question he is paired 
with myself. I have authority from the nearest friends of the Senator 
from California [Mr. STANFORD] in this matter to transfer the pair on 
this question, as well as the general pair, to hiscolleague [Mr. HEARST]. 
So I vote. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). 
ator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. REAGAN (when Mr. MoRGAN’s name was called). The Sena- 
tor from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] is paired with the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Evarts], and requested me to say that, if he were present, 
he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when Mr. PAppockK’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. PADpocK] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
{Mr. Eustis]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALeE]. If he were here, he would vote 
‘* yea’ and I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). Iam usually paired 
with my colleague [Mr. PAYNE], but before leaving the Chamber this 
evening he requested me to vote. I will therefore vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. STEWART (when Mr. STANFORD’S name was called). Iam 
authorized to state that if the Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD] 
were here, he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ He is ordinarily paired with his col- 
jeage [Mr. Hearst]. I do not know how the junior Senator from 
California [Mr. HEARsT] would vote. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. If the Senator from Arkansas 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea ’’ and I suppose he would vote “‘nay.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON (when the name of Mr. WILson, of Iowa, wascalled). 
My colleague [Mr. WILSON, of Iowa] is paired with the Senator from 


I am paired with the Sen- 


I am paired with 
If he were present, 
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; Maryland [Mr. Wrtson]. If my colleague were present, he would | reau and its cost as between the fiseal years 1839 and 1890, w! 
vote *‘ yea.”’ be read. The resolution to which this is ar nse was 
The roll-call was concluded. | the Senator from Vermont {|Mr. EpMuNDs]}. 
Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the affirmative). Ihave voted Mr. ALLISON. I move that the commu { e printed and 
‘yea,’ supposing that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] was | on the table. 
. intheChamber. Iam paired with him,and therefore withdraw my vote. Mr. BLAIR. Let it be printed in the Ri ID, if t too | I 
i The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York with- | think it may interest us. 
4 draws his vote. Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire what is the le ) 
% Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). I wish toin-| munication? 
x quire if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrtl L] is recorded as vot- Phe PRESIDENT } tempore Four type-written pages 
‘ ing? | Mr. BLAIR It is a matterthat relates to a very extensive coniro 
q The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. versy upon which days were spent in the last Congress in the malt 
; Mr. HARRIS. I havea general pair with him. If it suits the con- | and in the other House, and here is an effort, probably the openin 
‘k venience of the Senator from New York [Mr. EvArts], I will transfer | of a controversy to reverse all that was done in the last Cong: ipon 
: my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLv] to the Sen- this subject. I feel some interest in the matter and should b ud 
' ator from Alabama [Mr. MorRGAN], so that my vote may stand and | find the communication accessible 
the Senator from New York may vote. | Mr. HOAR. IT interpose no objection to printing it 
Mr. EVARTS. Under that arrangement I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ There being no objection, the communication, with the accom j 
Mr. HOAR. The pair which I had made with the Senator from | ing papers, was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the 
: Delaware [Mr. Gray ] has been transferred to the Senator from Maine | RECORD, as follows 
: {Mr. HALE], who was paired with the Senator from North Carolina | PREASCRY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRET 
4 [Mr. RansoM]. So the Senator from North Carolina and myself are | Washington, D. C., July ® 
now at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ om | of the20th ultimo, a letter from the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and 
: Mr. RANSOM. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ I will state that the Senator from | j,¢ which contains information as to expenditures since April 1, 18%, for ha 
, Delaware [Mr. GRAY], if present, would vote ‘“‘nay*’ and the Senator | presses and their appurtenances, and a comparison of the amount of w« ‘ 
{trom Maine [ Mr. HALE] would vote ‘* yea,” | forme : = Ses gee oan its cost as between the fiscal years 1889 and 15W 
i Mr. BLAIR. My colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] is absent, ill at his | ee ee ee W. WINDOM 
3 home in New Hampshire, and upon this question, I understand, is paired | To the Prrsiprxr or THE SENATI 
d with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. If present, my col- | 
league would vote for the report and I understand the Senator from | TREASURY DEPARTMEN1 
Georgia would vote to the contrary. ig en 7 " au ~ — — — PRINTING, July 7 1800. 
T he result was announced—yeas 39, nay 8 26; as follows: 30. 1890, al cate aa aouee ie mae Mfloe « = the ist Seinen ae report. " t e re 
YEAS—39. ag me lows erates af the Trseeies tu: and ke ia hevelwdiseciead} 
: em, pens, eae anced an ere Senate as soon as may be w ith all the infor mation in his posse sion 
a , ° > , - , ; as o - 
3 — + loan a a foe | 7, First. The number of hand plate-printing presses purchased or ordered 
Casey, Hawley, Pettigrew, Squire, onde eee oe Seren et Saas = seeanenes oe — I. — en ons 
Cullom, Higgins, Pierce, Stewart, ithe ints ieaatiur bere nice tise suaiie en oe ey ee 
: Davis, Hiscock, Platt, Stockbridge, ** Seco 1d. The numb rr of hand pl Sneha yresses that have been repaired 
a Dawes Hoar Plumb, Washburn, a : oe a) S pes putea 
3 Dixon : Ingalls, Power, Wolcott. | and = we order re os Apel 1, 1889, and the cost of putting them in rey . 
’ . gether with the stoves and other belongings 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Quay, * Third. The number of hand-roller presses that have been put in use since the 
NAYS—26, em of June oe — er a ee nting pres 
4 Barbour, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, aoa. ical eT ee ' 
j oe — ae: = 00 von . ms Fourth. The amount of extra time or overtime worked by other emp c ves 
< Call , cae Paann. Vocshinne: in the Bureau of Engray ing and I rinting than the plate printers, and the total 
s Carlisle, Gorman, Pugh, Walthall, amount paid foreuch ove rwor k since the = th of June, 18839, up to date, and the 
‘ amount estimated from date to June 30, 1890, 
$ Cockrell, Hampton, Ransom, * Fifth. The number of merchantable impressions printed in the Bureau of En- 
% Coke, Harris, Reagan, graving and Printing on steel-plate printing-presses from July 1, 1889, to June 
ABSENT—I0. pl og Leer ner alow Trane <p pal lt nl alls 
% . if ._p 3 . “1 $S1s s,8 5 endents, etc, 
% Fintcott Sones, -pometend ee. : : Sixth. The number of mer« hantable impressions printed nthe Bureau 
; Brown, » George, Morrill, Wilson of lows. —_ I — ee ee erecees rae J ily I, B88 to J ame 
‘ Butler, Gray, Paddock, Wilson of Md. ee ee en ene 
: Cameron, Hale, Payne, ay > doen a een ss éo tate Sia aa a 8 es ee ee 
| i ng aus i inquiri mad nh Live ai para j 
4 So the report was concurred in. ihe —- ai - 
i AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE. . | eae ma ar ee ee ae Maen 
4 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes consideration of a ee ee ee Phen eee woe 
3 the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 3738) to place the American | and the total cost of putting in repair the presses referred to in the second pa 
3 merchant marine engaged in the foreign trade upon an equality with graph and ‘ { the stoves and other belongings can not readily be d 
; that of other nations. d ited fi oa tee to third aa ners ee ee eee 
EULOGIES ON REPRESENTATIVE 8S. 8. COX, ‘s 1+ — of hand plate-printing presses repaired and put in o1 
¥ Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- | “3. ‘The number of hand-roller presses —r Scie! ti tea 
: ation of a formal resolution to which I think there will be no objection. ‘The total cost of these hand presses and their fix iclud t 
It is the jointresolution (H. Res. 150) to print the eulogies upon Samuel | “ice, April 1. Ihsv). was 09,900 im se overtime worked by emplovéa other t 
Sullivan Cox. | plate printers (and assistants) since June 30, 1889, to and including June 30, 18 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it reported from the Committee | was equa! to 2,860,, days for one employ¢, and the amount paid th 
on Printing? “5. The number of merchantable (perfect) impressions printed on 
q Mr. HAWLEY. I now report it favorably from the Committee on | presses from July 1, 1889, to June 30, 1890, both dates inclusive, was 4 
a Printing. and the cost of printing, i. ¢., the wages paid the plate printers, their assist 
q Mr. FRYE. Iask that the unfinished business be informally laid eee res ae 
aside for that purpose. nt ata creat are 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to laying aside ; 7 ees sot lalate ae 
informally the unfinished business for the present consideration of the Total 
4 joint resolution ? 6. The number of merchantable (perfect) impressions printed « 
" $y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | PPO Ty)? ee oe Sane shaling the concen sified in the lin 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. par: and also the royalty paid for printing o seas vas— 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, | Printérs and assistants ' $370, 858. 4 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. Superintendents and assistant superintendents 12, 534. 65 
BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a | ®0¥@!ty on steam-press plate-printi 5 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in |  itiadskanesss 101, 914 
response to a resolution of the 30th ultimo, a letter from the Chief of Respectfully submitted 
: the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, containing information as to WM. M. MEREDITH 
; expenditures since April 1, 1889, for hand presses and their appurte- i Chief of I 
nances and a comparison of the amount of work performed in the bu- | Seerctary of the Treasury. 
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PI ‘AL I LANATION., 
AJ Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the 
1 matter in the nat of a personal explanation. I find in 
t} York 1, and it ) the other papers of the day, the fol- 
ut ‘ riy > »-day s 
> Quarter: er-Gem ‘ 
P t em nation, wh 
‘ hat t oT if i 
1 at it proposed to 
j ¥ s € > 
1 eve ‘ 
ul ‘ tin i ‘ ippears in the Sun, as one naturally 


} 4 4 
us come tu regard with the aflec 


I ina paper lich h n which 
I rtains { ¥ personal organ, but this matter is so inaccurate In 
t} rht of whatever preceded or followed the executive session that 
I fi ound to say that the Senator from Missouri, to my personal 
knowledge, before and since the executive session, has been one of the 
st t personal friends of Colonel Batchelder, now General Batch- 
el nd that he has been very strongly, with the exception of this 


um, of which I say nothing, in favor of his confirmation. 
,\LLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
lhe motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m. 


the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, July 11, 1890, at 12 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July 10, 1890, 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 

Mitbeuryn, D. D. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I make the point that no quorum is present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s point is well taken. 

Mr. MCCREARY. I move a call of the House. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ‘‘ayes”’ 
seemed to have it. [Cries of ‘* Division !’’] 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. ALLEN, ot Michigan. I call for the yeas and nays on the de- 
mand for a call of the House. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Che question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nays 69, not vot- 
ing 144; as follows: 








YEAS—I15. 

Adam Laws Shively, 
Allen, Mich Lehlbach, Smith, Il. 
Anderson, Kans Dorsey Lind, Smith, W. Va. 
Anderson, Miss Dunnell Mason, Snider, 
Atkinson, Pa Evans McCord, Spooner, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Farquhar, McCormick, Stephenson, 
Banks Finley, McCreary, Stewart, Vt. 
Ravn Flick, McDuffie, Stivers, 
Belknay Frank, Moffitt, Stockdale, 
Bliss Funsto Morey, Sweney, 
Brosius Gear, Morrill, Taylor, Ill. 
Browne, Va. Gest, Morse, Taylor, J. D. 
Buchanan, N. J Gifford, Mutchler, Thomas, 
Burt 4 Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, Thompson, 
Burton Harmer, O'Neill, Pa, Townsend, Colo, 
Cald ] Haugen, Osborne, Townsend, Pa, 
Cannot Henderson, Ill. Outhwaite, Turner, Kans. 
Che le Henderson, lowa Owen, Ind Vandever, 
Chipman Hermann Payne, Van Schaick, 
Cogswell Hitt Payson, Waddill, 
Cole ‘ Holmat Peters, Wade, 
Comstock Hooker Quackenbush, Walker, Mass. 
Co Hopkins, Ray, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cont Kennedy, Reed, Iowa Wickham, 
‘ er, Oh Ketcham Reyburn, Williams, Ohio 
Cur ngs Kinsey, Rife, Wilson, Ky. 
Cutcheon Lacey Rockwell Wilson, Wash. 
D La Follette, Rowell, Wright. 
Di Laidlaw, Scull, 

NAYS—69, 
Al ( ie Lawler Price 
A] lis Cooper, Ind Lewis, Reilly, 
Ba ad Crain, Maish, Richardson, 
B Crisp Martin, Ind. Rogers, 
Bl Culbers rex. Martin, Tex. Sayers, 
B j Davidson McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Bre nridge, Ky. Dockery, McClellan, Stone, Ky. 
Bri r Edmunds MckKae, Stone, Mo 
Bre hire, Ellis, Moore, Tex Tracey, 
B LB Fithian Oates, Wheeler, Ala, 
By er Forman O'’Neall, Ind Whitthorne, 
B an, Va Forney O'Neil, Mass. Wilkinson, 
B Grimes Owens, Ohio Williams, Il. 
By Hayes Parrett, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cat “ lieard Pavnte Yoder 
Candler, Ga Henderson, N.C. Peel 
Car Kerr, Pa Peningto 
Clarke, Ala Lanham, Pierce, 

NOT VOTING—144, 

Alderson, Baker, Beck with, Biggs, 
Andrew, Barnes Belden, Bingham, 
Arnold Bartine Bergen, Blount, 
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Boatner, Enlos McAdoo, Scrap! 
Boothman Ewart McCarthy Seney 

t Featherston McComas ener 
B McKenna, Sim 
Breck McKinley Ski: 
Brewe MeMillin, Smvyser, 
Brower Miles Sninola 
Browr Millik Springer, 
I M 3, Stahline 
I M Stewart, Ga 
Bu rw M Hi Stock lore 
Car N Strut 
Car Stumy 
( Tarsne 
Caswe : Taylor. E.B 
{ I Hatch, I Taylo renn 
( tham Haynes, 0’ Donne Tillmas 
Clancy Hemphill 0’ Ferrall Tucker 
Clark, Wis Herbert Perkins, Turuer, Ga, 
Clements Hill, Perry, Turner, N. Y. 
| Houk, Phelan Vaux 
Cothran Kelley Pickler Venable 
Covert, Kerr, lowa Post, Walker, Mo. 
Cowles, Kilgore Pugsiey, Wallace, Mass. 
Craig, Knapp Quinn, Washington, 
Culbertson, Pa. Lane Raines, Watson, 


Dargan, Lansing Randall, Wheeler, Mich. 
Darlington Lee, Robertson, Whiting, 

De Haven Lester, Ga, Rowland, Wike, 

De Lano, Lester, Va. Rusk, Wiley, 
Dickerson Lodge Russell, Willeox, 
Dunphy, Magner, Sanford, Wilson, Mo, 
Elliott, Mansur Sawyer Yardley. 


So a call of the House was ordered. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, said: Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point 
of order. The flag of the United States that ought to float over the 
House of Representatives is not there. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is glad to see the gentleman’s renewed 
anxiety in regard thereto, and will say to him that that has been at- 
tended to. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. SPINoLa. 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR with Mr. PHELAN. 

Mr. Nutre with Mr. BARNEs. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. PERRY. 

Mr. SKINNER with Mr. HALL. 

{r. Mupp with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. WILLCoXx. 

Mr. BouTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. Bunn. 

Mr. CHEATHAM with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. De LANOo with Mr. DunpHuy. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. MonTGOMERY. 

Mr. Moore, of New Hampshire, with Mr. DARGAN, 

Mr. O’DONNELL with Mr. Coss, from July 3. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. CLEMENTs, 

Mr. Grout with Mr. FItTcH. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SEnry; not transferable. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. WALKER, of Missouri, 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr, ANDREW, from July 3, 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. Tuomas M. Browne with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. LANE. 

Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 

Mr. McComas with Mr, Fow er. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. MANsuR. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGorRE. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. RowLAnp. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BowDEN with Mr. WASHINGTON. ‘ 

Mr. Hovuxk with Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. KELLEY with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. VENABLE. 

Mr. PICKLER with Mr. McCartnuy. 

Mr. LopGre with Mr. Tucker, until farther notice, reserving the 
right to transfer on election cases, each agreeing to keep the other pro- 
tected on such cases. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. BucKALEw, from the 3d until the 15th 
of July. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. Flower, from July 3 for two weeks, or unti] 
further notice. 

Mr. SAWYER with Mr. TurNER, of New York, from July 3 until 
July 11, 1890; not transferable. 

Mr. HARE with Mr. HANSBROUGH, on Conger lard bill, Butterworth 
option bill, and original-package bill, from July 3 to August 6, 1890; 
not transferable. 
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Mr. WATSON with Mr. MORGAN, until August 1, 1590 


Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER, from Thursday, for ten days. 

Mr. PUGSLEY with Mr. HAYNES, from July 3, fort weeks. 

Mr. BooTHMAN with Mr. Cow Less, until July 14, 15 not trans- 
ferable. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri, from y 4 to 


July 20; not transferable. 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLs, until August 1. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. BiaGs, on all questions except silver bill, 
bankruptcy, and national-bank legislation. 


Mr. SANFORD with Mr. O’FERRALL, until Tuesday. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. Gipson, until Monday next. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
recapitulation of the vote. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


from Kentucky ? 

Mr. ROGERS. I object. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Texas [ Mr. KILGORE] and, the call revealing the presence of a quorum, 
I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker,I am paired with the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Grsson] and wish to withdraw my vote, inas- 
much as there is a quorum present. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr, McCREARY. 


I did not hear the vote plainly. 


state that there were 115 yeas and 70 nays ? 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. McCREARY. 


That was the vote. 
It appears, then, that a quorum is present. 


therefore move to dispense with further proceedings under the call. 
The question was put. 


Mr. BYNUM. 


I rise toa point of order. 
mined upon a call of the House, and that can not be dispensed with 


except by a motion to reconsider. 
the order of the House. 


The SPEAKER. 


under the call is in order. 


Mr. McCKEARY. 
Mr. BYNUM. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 


expedite business. 


tion? 


We have not proceeded to execute 


I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 
1 : J 3 


The SPEAKER. It is. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 


ing 140; as follows: 


Adams, 

Allen, Mich. 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Banks, 
Bartine, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 

Bliss, 

Blount, 

Boatne r, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, Ga, 
Cannon, 
Caswell, 
Cheadle, 
Clunie, 
Cogswell, 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 
Conger, 
Cooper, Ohio 
Crain, 
Culberson, Tex. 
Cutcheon, 


Abbott, 
Bankhead, 
Barwig, 


reckinridge, Ky. 


rickner, 
Brown, J. B. 
Bullock, 
Bynum, 





YEAS—129, 


Dalzell, 
Dibble, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Dorsey, 
Dunnell, 
Ellis, 
Evans, 
Farquhar, 
Featherston, 
Finley, 
Flick, 
Flood, 
Frank, 
Funston, 
Gear, 
Gest, 
Gifford, 
Grosvenor, 
Harmer, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, Il. 
Hermann, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Kennedy, 
Ketcham, 
Kinsey, 


Lacey, 

La Follette, 
Laidlaw, 
Lawler, 
Laws, 
Lehlbach 
Lewis, 
Lind, 
Martin, Ind, 
Mason, 
McCord, 
McCormick, 
McCreary, 
McDutftie, 
McKenna, 
Moffitt, 
Morey, 
Morrill, 
Morse, 
Niedringhaus, 
Oates, 
O'Neill, Pa 
Osborne 
Owen, Ind. 
Parrett, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Peters, 
Post, 
Quackenbush, 
Quinn, 
Ray, 

Reed, lowa 


NAYS—59. 


Campbell, 
Caruth, 
Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Crisp, 
Davidson, 
Dockery, 


Edmunds, 
Elliott, 
Enloe, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Grimes, 
Hatch, 


The House has deter- 


A motion to dispense with further proceedings 


That is very clear; there is no donbt about that. 


A parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will state it. 

The vote having revealed that there is 
&@ quorum present, the gentleman from Kentucky, as I understand, 
moved to dispense with further proceedings under the call in order to 
Now the question is raised on the other side, de- 
manding the yeas and nays to know whether we shall dispense with 


farther proceedings under the call. Is that the parliamentary situa- 


I wanted that understood. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 129, nays 59, not vot- 


Rey burn 

Rife, 

Rockw 
Rowell 

Scull, 

Smith, 0! 
Smith, W. Va. 
Snider, 
Spooner 
Stephenson 
Stivers, 
Sweney 
Taylor, | 
Taylor, J.D 
Thomas, 








Townsend, Colo, 


Townsend, Pa. 
Turner, Kans. 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick 
Waddil! 

Vade 

Walker, Mass. 
Whitthorne, 

W ickham, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash, 
Wright 


Hayes, 
Heard, 
Kerr, Pa. 
Lanham, 
Lester, Va. 
Maish, 
Martin, Tex. 
McClammy, 


Did the Chair 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


Til 


MoM : 
M } 
x 
p ~ ¥ ’ 
4 ( 
A ‘ 
I ( 
I ‘ 1 
bia ‘ 
Re } 
Be c 
I s D : 
I 
B i , 
I I NI t ery 
} ‘ \I y Bi ~_ 
] MI t = 
| Be , . 
Breck Ark. | y \ la 
I \ Geisse ‘ 
I ( ( I 
Brow r. M. ( ad oO’! ‘ j 
Brow Va G ‘ l 
Br ‘ I \ 
Bu na Va I i \ 
Buckalew Hans ! P Ww 1 
Bunn Ha Pickle W lass 
Butterworth, Hiayues P VN & 
Candler, Mass, Hemp! rR Was 
Carlt Hi rso N.C. Wat 
Carter Herbet I < \ M , 
Catchings Ine I ‘ i ’ 
Cheatham, Kerr, i va Rusk 
Clark, Wis Ki re Russ W 
Clarke, Ala Knapp Sa ‘ 
Clements, Lane, Saw ve Wi 
Cobl Lansin S Ya 
Con Lee ; v Y 
So the House determined to dispense with further proceedings under 
the call. 
Che following additional pairs for the rest of this day were an- 
nounced 
Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. STOCKDALE. 
Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. OUTHWAIT!I 
Mr. BowDEN with Mr. WASHINGTON 


Also the following until further notice 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE with Mr. STUMP. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama 

Mr. BROWER and Mr. VAUX were announced as paired on this vote. 
( 


lerk proceeded to recapitulate the names of members votin 

















rhe ng. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I object. 

The Clerk completed the recapitulation of the names 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings of the last session. 

The Journal was re 

fhe SPEAKER, thout object J a i considered 
as approved. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER, Does the gentleman 1 » with referen 0 1 ] 
tion of the approval of the Journal ? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes,sir. I want to have the Journal corrected where 
it recites that I was present in the Hall ; ting. | 
the Journal be corrected in that particula: 

TheSPEAKER. Was not the gent! 1 | ent d 
ing the roll-call ? 

Mr. ENLOE. Iwasnot. I had left the hall the beginning of 
the preceding roll-call, and while I appreciate the tribute wl the 
Journal pays to my fidelity in attending the s¢ ns ol t House, I 
must say that in this instance it is at the expense of a wy in mak 
ing up the list. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I notice that I am reco las voting 
on yesterday when I was not present in the Hall of the Hi oa 
sire to have the record corrected 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman is not recorded as votin 

Mr. FITHIAN. Iam recorded as present and not vot »gen- 
tleman from’ Kentucky | Mr. Bri IDGE] « record 
made by the Speaker at the time. 

The SPEAKER The record wa ot speaker; it was 


made by the Clerk. 
Mr. FITHIAN. Well, the re« o by the Clesk, then: 
The SPEAKER. The Cl dean ny Pa ce sig 


from Illinois [Mr. Frruran tting the seat on tl 
Chair at the time when his na was called, 

Mr. FITHIAN. No. sir; I will call the attention of the Clerk and 
the Speaker to the fact that when the roll-call was commenced | t 
the Hall, and, passing by the gentleman from West Virginia { Mr. WIL- 


son], I remarked to him-—— 








er Retr eS Te Ee areee - 


: REE So Gat ae cones 


fala. 


7112 


Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 


I insist that the word of a member of the House of Representatives 
can not be challenged by an officer of the House, and that when a | 
member makes a statement as to his presence cr absence that is con- 
clusive 


The SPEAKER. But it is entirely proper for the Chair to call the 
attention of the gentleman to what the Clerk says on the subject, and 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Frru1ANn] has very properly taken 
notice of it, and is proces ding to expl ub. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I know this was an extreme case where 
it was very doubtful whether there was a quorum or not, and a little 
stretching was perhaps excusable, but when a member rises and makes 
a statement as to his presence, I think it should be conclusive. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FrraraNn] has 
the floor. 

Mr. ROGERS, 

The SPEAKER. 
the floor. 

Mr. FITHIAN. At the commencement of the roll-call I left the 
seat which I was occupying and passed down the aisle and remarked 
to him that I was going to leave, and, in the event the Speaker forgot 
it, to remind him to have me recorded as present and not voting. 
{[ Laughter}. 

Now, that was before my name was called; and I was not within the 
Hall of the House after that time on yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. According to the gentleman’s own statement, he 
was here during the roll-call. 

Mr. FITHIAN. 1 beg pardon; I was not here at the time my name 
was called. I do not understand that the Clerk has a right to record 
me as present and not voting because I was in the Hall atthe com- 
mencement of the call, not being here at the time my name was called. 
I request, Mr. Speaker, that the record be corrected to conform to the 
fact. 

Mr. ENLOE. As I raised a question of the correction of the Journal 
before the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FirH1ANnj, I make the point 
of order that my question should first be disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman’s request will 
be complied with 

Mr. RoGERs and others objected. 

Mr. ENLOE, Then, Mr. Speaker, I make the motion that the Jour- 
nal be corrected so as not to show that I was present and not voting. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee. As many as are in favor 

Mr. FITHIAN. I believe I had the floor. I rose toa question of 
personal privilege, and I insist on my right to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee had the right to | 
be first heard and have his question passed upon. As many as are in 
favor of the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee to correct the 
Journal will say “‘ay’’ (the affirmative vote was given); those op- 
posed ‘‘no’’—— 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to debate the motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee. [Laughter.] Mr. Speaker, the House will understand 
that I have been recognized this morning for the purpose of debate 

Mr. CANNON. Weare in love with your voice; go on. 

Mr. ROGERS. 
is the only oceasion except one during this session that I have had this 
indulgence, I propose this morning to so conduct the debate, if I can, 
as to bring the House back to the idea that this was once a delibera- 
tive body. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. } 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, this is a happy opportunity to invite 
the attention of the country to the fact that we are operating under 
what is called a code of rules. So far as my own discernment has gone, 
they do not seem to bind anybody much. I can not exactly tell how 
often it has occurred during the session that when operating under this 
new rule, which some distinguished writer in a recent number of the 
North American Keview has denominated ‘‘The Speaker's Error,’’ the 
result has been | a false count and an incorrect Journal. 

Yesterday was a close day; the day before was a close day, in two 
aspects. It was so very close the day before that we could scarcely 
breathe, and it was very close also on the votes here. 

Yesterday we had a repetition of the samething. The great trouble 
scems to be to secure for the proper dispatch of the public business 
some sort of constitutional rule by which we shall be enabled to arrive 
at the truth. The clerks, it seems, have occasionally great difficulty 
in recognizing gentlemen on the floor. It is a very natural mistake. 
The Speaker himself has great difficulty in recognizing some of us. 
Doubtless their eyes are wandering, as the eyes of prominent officials 
do sometimes wander, from the House of Representatives to the Senate 
of the United States, which, it seems now, has the eyes of sixty mill- 
ions of the American people upon it, and the Speaker's as well. I do | 
not know but of these two sets of eyes the one might be considered as 
an alias of the other. 
course very liable to commit an error here and there. 


I rise to a point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FrTHIAN] has 
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| Now, Mr. Speaker, it does occur to me that we ought to have some 


plan by which we could mature a bill in the House of Representatives 
and could take a vote here in some such way as would enable us to get 
at the truth. Every day or two we havea resolution from the Senate, 
or originating in this House, demanding that we recall a bill that has 
gone to the President, in order to correct some error or to get the Pres- 
ident ‘‘out of a hole,’’ and every now and then we have a gentleman 
rise in his place (and he can hardly do so without having his veracity 
questioned and his character reflected upon) because the clerks have 
made a mistake with reference to which one of two gentlemen he was 
or was not. Have we not reached a curious climax in American his- 
tory when gentlemen of the House of Representatives, presumed under 
the Constitution to represent their respective districts and to be men 
of character and standing and honor and principle, must have their ac- 
tion questioned by another Representative of another district of another 
State, who has been honored with the highest place in the gift of the 
House of Representatives, or by the subordinates under him? 

If this is not a humiliation, if it is not a disgrace to the national 
House of Representatives, then I fail to apprehend the relations which 
ought to obtain in this great body between gentlemen. And yet it is 

| a matter of frequent occurrence that members of this body are called 
upon to be subjected to a humiliation of this character. And here we 
| are, with all of your promises under this new code of rules, which was 
| to be an ample remedy, a panacea for all of our ills, here along i in the 
| dog-days, with the thermometer, for the last two or three days at least, 
| at a hundred, with appropriation bills undisposed of, with important 
| legislation yet behind on the Calendars, with the promises of the po- 
| litical party who fathers this code of rules broken and unfulfilled. I 
was just thinking if I could not call over and refresh the memory of 
my ardent friends on the other side of the House as to the eagerness 
| ith which during the last session of Congress they swooped down like 
the hawk on the chicken to pass what is known as the direct-tax bill, 
but which now under this present code of rules slumbers on the Calendar 
ly 
k 
| * 


without the attention of the members of the House or a moment’s con- 

sideration from its ardent friends. 

Might I not with perfect propriety also call your attention to the fact 
that under this code of rules the educational bill sleeps the sleep that 
knows no waking? Could I not also call your attention with perfect 
propriety to the fact that the service-pension bill is undisposed of, not- 
withstanding your promises, under this new code of rules? What has 

»xecome of the prisoner-of-war pension bill under this code? Why, I 

nightgo on and name bill after bill—the judicial salary bill; the repeal 

of the internal-revenue-law bill, that you were so anxious to pass; the 
tobacco tax 
Mr. SKINNER. And subtreasury bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. And the subtreasury bill; the bankruptcy bill, that 

the country had such recent earnest promises of from the leader of the 

House over in his Pittsburgh speech, not yet considered; the Conger 
lard bill, or, as it is sometimes known, the bill which has the hog on 
one side and the darky on the other, and the hog has won [laugh- 
ter]; the suppression of gambling in futures. What has become of 
that? 

Oh, Mr. Speaker, I might take up my hour in discussing the meas- 
ures yet remaining undisposed of on your Calendars under this new 
code of rules which was to operate so honestly, so wisely, so accu- 
rately, and with so much effect on the legislation of the country in 
this great body of the representatives of the American people. 

Mr. Speaker, we had homilies here the other day upon a free ballot 
and a fair count. Why, we can not even get a square count in the 
House of Representatives itself. [Laughter and applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] Wecan not even manage under the best code of rules 
we can adopt—this party of great moral ideas, this party that is called 
before the people, the ‘‘ grand old party,’’ or the G. O. P., and I have 
always thought that meant the ‘* good old Pharisee’’ party—we can not 
even get an honest count of the members of the House of Representa- 
tives, 

We have got a Speaker, three or four clerks at the desk, twenty-five 
or thirty pages I suppose, a Sergeant-at-Arms with his employés, a 
Doorkeeper—oh, I can not tell how many officials, but we can not get 
an honest, fair, and square count even of the Representatives assem- 
bled on this floor. And soit is that we have reached this climax of 
reform of a free ballot and a fair count. [Laughter. ] 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I read an article the other day which purports 
to have been written by one Thomas B. Reed. It was an article en- 
titled ‘‘ Elections in the House’’—no, I believe it was ‘‘ Contested 
Elections.’’? [Laughter.] I have got the two ideas confused, but they 
are pretty much the samething. [Laughter and applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] A friend of mine speaking on that subject said that in 
| order to get to Congress from the South it was necessary to have three 

elections: First, you had to have the primary election to get the nom- 
ination; then, when you had succeeded in getting that, you had to go 
before the people and be elected; and when you got your certificate and 
came to the House of Representatives you had to be elected again, and 
generally we did not get elected the third time. [Laughter.] I do 





Therefore in that sort of way the clerks are of | not wonder; you have the count. 


We may manage to doit twice, but in the House of Representatives, 
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where we have got a free ballot anda fair count, where we have to cor- 
rect every morning when the Journal is read (if we can) the countof the 
officials, we can not get elected. What a commentary on reform. 

Why, my friend from Ohio—the gentle man from Ohio [ Mr. Cooper J— 
seems out of humor this morning; his lips are compressed, his muscles 
strung up; evidently he is out of humor. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Absorbing some of the gentleman’s emana- 
tions. 

Mr. ROGERS. Pardon me; I am trying to proceed under the rules, 
[Laughter.] I supposed I would have the protection of the Speaker, 
who is a great stickler for order, you know. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this gentleman who wrote the article to which I 
have referred, I believe denominated ‘‘ Contested elections,’’ apologizes 
for the Elections Committee of the House. 

Well, of course, it could not he the Speaker of the House who wrote 
that article. That is not possible; but certainly this much might be 
said for the gentleman who did write it, that he is not wholly de- 
praved if his charity is broad enough to enable him to do that. 

But I would like to turn to that apology, if I could find it, in this 
connection. Here is the first part of it: 

However often the fervid eloquence of some member, who has read the 
evidence, may exhort the House to act as “‘judges and not as partisans,’ we 
are utterly unqualified to do so, and utterly incapable. 

That is the first part of the apology. A confession of guilt, as well. 

To sum up the whole situation, it may be said that our present method of de- 
termining election cases is unsatisfactory in results— 

[ Laughter on Democratic side. ] 

That must be a mistake, certainly. The Speaker evidently did not 
write that. If the results have not been satisfactory to the majority 
of the House 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is not the fault of the rule. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. No; it is not the fault of the rule, and they are 
very hard to please— 


To sum up the whole situation, it may be said that our present method of de- 





| held the balance of power, 


the majority of the Elections Committee succeeded in electing 


| in front of the Speaker’s desk and received the | 


termining election cases is unsatisfactory in results, unjust to members and con. | 


testants— 


Of course the contestees in the present House will not put that in 
issue— 


and fails to secure the representation which the people have chosen. 


[Laughter on the Democratic side. | 

Now, I agree to that. 

In addition, it is costly to both the parties interested and to the people of the 
country— 

And he might have added, more costly in wear and tear of conscience 
than in dollars and cents [laughter on the Democratic side]— 
and is costly, not only in money from the Treasury, but in the time of the 
legislative body. 

{ thought we had ample time. The news has been sent out to the 
country that the House is through with its important business and 
waiting on the Senate to adjourn. 
our Calendar, I have been wholly unable to discover that it is yet 
entirely disposed of, when I remember the promises that were made 
before this body was selected by the people. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another paragraph in this article that I 
am reading from, that I think is worthy of a place in the history of tly 
country. It is this: 

It is true in theory that the House, upon organization, may at once proce¢ i to 
correct all the mistakes and usurpations of the Clerk. Yet,in fact,such: 


takes and usurpations have been committed in the interest of a party an 
the very purpose of putting that party in power. 





It seems to me that I have witnessed something of that kind once 
in awhile [laughter on the Democratic side], mistakes of that kind, 
made, not only by the clerks, but by other gentlemen. 

He would be a sanguine man indeed 

Now, it strikes me I am a sanguine man 


who hoped to see a wrong repudiated which was thus premedi 


tated and profit- 
able. 


But not that sanguine; Mr. Speaker 

This seems to have heen a “* profitable’’ 
well as a premeditated business. 

But now I come to the point, and I appreciate this so much because 
this passage moves upon a high moral plane, one upon which the ‘‘ good 
old Pharisee’’ party ought to proceed always: 

If the members of a court of law, grave and reverend, can almost always 
find reasons for deciding either way, a mere politician would hardly be at 
loss for excuses in time of political stress. 

**Excuses,’’ not reasons; that is good. It explains the Speaker’s 
rulings on the only satisfactory basis that genius could devise. 

Now, I regard this as not only an explanation, but a most interest- 
ing apology for the Elections Committee of the House. [Laughter on 
the Democratic side. ] 

They have had no difficulty,.on this high moral prince iple, now for 
the first time made known, in finding ample : and conclusive excuses, not 
reasons, so far as they were concerned, under the peculiar circumstances 
of the case, for accomplishing all that has been accomplished. 


business to the majority as 





| ran across some paragraphs which 





+ e 

I did enjoy the vote so much the ot] lay when the Dave 
bill was being voted on, when every one of the gentlemen ‘* who had he 
el »y the House of Representativ: voted, and voted in support oi 
the bill, that there was always applause upon that side from thei: 
constituency = at the Speaker's desk his mo pp smile 
| Laughte ron th » Democratic side, 

It was well, it was right, it was fit. The instrument hich had 
been invoked had coahetieal well the duties for which they wer 
tended, a nd they were entitled to that meed of praise, ‘‘ Well d 
thou good and faithful servant; enter thou into the joy of thy 


[ pointing at the Speaker Laughter on the Democratic side 

Mr. RICHAR DSON. And but for their votes the force bill would 
not have passed the House. 

Mr. ROGERS. It may be well to include that remark by way of 
parenthe sis. But for their vote this force ve. which your own party 
found it necessary to repudi: te fifteen or eighteer 1 years ago, would not 
have received the indorsement of this House of Representatives. They 
and it is due to them to say that they ouglit 
to be permitted to enjoy whatever of notoriety, of dishonor, or fame 


whichever it may be, which is to be attached to the passage of that 
bill. 
I was amused also at another very pleasing scene. Itisa matter that 


I think ought to go down in history as a part of this wonderful code of 
rules under which we are operating, and it is, that as each member of 
r his mem- 
ber he took bim by the arm and they strutted down the middle aisle 

enediction of the new 
House of Representatives Speaker]. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side. ] 

But, after all, the unfortunate phase of this code of rules of ours is, 
that while it may or may not govern the members on the floor, I have 
yet to find any law, general parliamentary law -_ sof the House, 
Constitution, or anything else, that governs this ‘‘ New House’’ that 
sits in the south side of this Hall. 

I have been waiting to see whether this ‘‘ New House,’’ in view of 
the promises made in the early part of the session about the expecitien 
of the public busine ss, would not adjourn itself before long, and also 
issue an order adjourning the body at the other end of the ¢ apitol, 

This morning, in looking over the history of this new code of rules and 
refreshing my memory about what took place early in the session, I 
I jotted down upon paper, that I 


[pointing at the 


| might refresh the memories of those who were so sanguine when their 


Somehow or other, in glancing over | 


by this body. 


| have it on the Oklahoma bill, when we read about 


adoption took place as to the promises then made. 


My friend from 
Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY], who enjoys the 


leadership of that side of the 


House, said: 


Let us be honest with each other. 


And I have been on the alert ever since that sentence wa 
make a dise penny of that kind, if I could. 
cratic side. 


uttered to 
{Laughter on the Demo- 


Let us defeat bills in a constitutional way 


And I have been wholly unable to discover any action of that kind 


Kl 


Give freedom of debate 


And we have had freedom of debate for the first tims this morning, 
when J got an hour under this new code of rules. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side. | 

We did not have it on the judiciary bill, about which my friend from 
New York talks so well, and yet not wholly informed. We did not 


ten sections of about 





one hundred, without opportunity for debate as to any other part of it. 
We have not had it on various matters of legislation 

Mr. BLAND. Or the tariff bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. On the tariff bill, for instance. I believe w ead 
about eleven sections of all that great economic measure, and the bal 
ance was sent to the Senate. The silver bill is another to w! é i 
the friends of silver on that side of the House could not have an Or- 
tunity to offeran amendment. And the silver bill was passed in th 
same way. 

Mr. TUCKER. It was never even read in committee 

Mr. ROGERS, I ee Peer een never a h 
as read in committee. It was re ad i sucus perhaps 

Mr. Speaker, all this re aaah me of what the gentleman fi \ 
sas said the other day, and you know Kansas gentlemen ar ’ 
saying good things. It was the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. PLUMI 


When he came over and heard of the speech which had just been 


made by my friend from Illinois [Mr. Payso: n which he opposed 
the silver bill and then voted for it, he said he thought ‘‘ it was about 
time for the House of Representatives to give the Senate a power of attor- 


ney, and let the House of Representatives go fishing, if that was to be 
the plan upon which public business was to be conducted.”’ 

But I proceed with my brother MCKINLEY: 

Let us defi at bills in a constit nal way or not 


at ai Give free 
bate and an opportunity for amendment, 


We had a plenty of opportunity to amend the tariff bill and the sil- 
ver bill and the election bill and the pension bill, and ali the other 
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bills that emanated from the Republican caucus and from John I. Day- 
enport Yes, indeed, we did. 


‘ ortanity for amendment; yea-and-nay vote. 






Well, we have managed so far under these rules to hold on to 1 a yea- 
and-nay vote, aftera struggle, by a hard struggle, that is, if a ae was 
called and members did not vote, they should be counted by a clerk, or 
the Speaker—a new {function for an old organ— 
by which our Y igment and that of every one of us can be expressed. 

Expressed!’’ Well, my friend from Tennessee is here trying to 
express his judgment as to whether he voted on a certain bill, and we 


are discussing whether the gentleman from Tennessee was here and 
voted or whether the Clerk made a mistake and he did not vote. 
And the responsibility fixed where it belongs. 

1 would like to know how the country is fixing the responsibility of 
the gentleman from Tennessee if under the rules of the House its sub- 
ordinate put him down as present and not voting when, perhaps, he was 
away by leave of the House. The gentleman does not fix his own re- 
sponsibility, but it is fixed by those who make up the Journal of the 
House after no ballot and a free count. 

Then the next paragraph I want to quote comes from the same gen- 
tleman 

I sny to the gentleman 

Said Mr.. McKINLEY to my friend, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ken- 
tucky— 
that the country is infinitely more concerned in the things we do than in the 
rules under which we do them. 

Mr. Speaker, that is a new way of stating the old maxim, ‘‘ The 
end justifies the means.’’ It never had a place in any honest code 
of morals or ethics, It was that principle which enabled the ‘‘ good 
old Pharisee party ’’ to steal the Presidency from Samuel J. Tilden; 
it was that principle which inspired the writing of the ‘‘ blocks-of-five ”’ 
letter. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
Orevon. 

Mr. ROGERS. The Speaker has informed us, and I suppose the rule 
will be enforced, when gentlemen interrupt a gentleman on the floor, 
without his consent the interruptions will not be allowed to go into the 
RecorD. Newcode, youknow. [Laughterand applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side. ] 

‘** The end justifies the means.’’ That principle inspires the pirate 
on the high seas to roband scuttle a ship. Itwasthat principle which 
inspired this election bill which passed the House a few days ago. It 
was that principle that brought about this change in the rules we are 
now discussing. You see I stick to the text. And I consider this the 
climax in the application of that -principle, when he [ pointing to the 
Spenker] overturned the Constitution of the Republic, throttled and 
destroyed the independence and the individuality of the members of 
this House, subjected the majority of the House to the power of a sin- 
gle man, and forced and whipped members back here who went away to 
avoi.l voting on this election bill, and brought about this infamous mis- 
carriage of the silver bill against the will of the majority of this House, 
and, indeed, characterizes the entire proceedings of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress. ‘‘The end justifies the means,”’ 

The next paragraph I want to turn to is this—it comes from my 
amiable, dispassionate, cool, deliberate, thoroughly well balanced, un- 
explosive, good-natured, affable Scotch friend from Iowa [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON]: 

I differ from my friend from Ohio [Mr. McKrxury], that the country is not 


interested in the rules. Itis interested in them. We may lose a week or ten 


days in debating the rules that will speed the great work of the country by 
weeks and months hereafter, 


And the cipher dispatches from 


We did not lose a week or two weeks discussing the rules. 

The country is interested in thisdebate. They want the American Congress 
a oes onstitution to adopt rules to do the business of the Union, and not 

Well, we are doing the business of the Union this morning, discuss- 
ing whether or not, op. a yea-and-nay vote, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee was absent, or present and not voting. Is not that doing busi- 
ness witha vengeance? Isnot that the most scandalous proceeding that 
hasever taken place in the House, when Representatives—honorable gen- 
tlemen—rise in their places to correct the record and questions are 
raised as to the veracity of them? I will not put it quite as strong as 
that; but questions are raised, and we are called upon to know whether 
or not the gentleman from Tennessee was present in the flesh when 
that vote was taken, or absent with the Lord, as my friend from Vir- 
gini. suggests. 

I might fill the Recorn, if I had time, with the earnest promises of 
distinguished gentlemen upon that side of the House, who stood up here 
as members of the ‘‘ good old Pharisee party ’’ and confessed their sins, 
confessed that they had been wrongall their public lives, but that they 
were now right; that is, right in usurping power, with the right man 
in the Speaker’s chair and with the right code of rules operating, all of 
which was intended to result in the suppression of the Democratic vote 
on this side and the ejection of the members whom the people had 
elected to occupy seats here. The end justifies the means, you know. 

I hold in my hand a document called the Calendar of the House. It 
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empraces 101 pagesof reported bills. I wish it could be photographed, 
so that the country might get an accurate conception of the non-ful- 
fillment of the promises of the ‘‘ good old Pharisee party,’’ that party 
= ch stands up and smites itself upon the breast and thanks God 

hat it is not like other men; that party which, in the discussion of the 
a tion bill, stood up here and deliberately, calmly, and coolly told 
the people of twelve or fifteen States of this country that the great 
North had had patience for twenty years with the South! Upon wkat 
meat do these our Cesars jeed that they are grown so great? My friend 
from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] says they have not fed on the Private 
Cal ndar, because it is all here [laughter]; but I ask again, upon what 
meat have these our Cxsars fed that the Representatives of any State 
in this Union arrogate to themselves the right to stand upon the 
floor of this House and talk of the South as if it were a disobedient 
child, as if it were not constituted of co-equal and sovereign States 
under the Constitution and in the American Union? 

Why, my dearly beloved friends, I might say, in imitation of your 

*harisee methods, that we have borne with patience your line of con- 
duct towards the South during these last twenty years—giving it the 
rich New England brogue—during these ‘‘/ahst’’ twenty years. We 
have horne with patience your misconduct and your misrepresentation of 
us. We have sat quietly and peacefully here and listened to your as- 
sumptions of general wrongdoing on our part, and your classifying 
everybody in the South as ba!llot-box stuffers, thieves, shotgun men, 
and other descriptions of that kind with which I am not so familiar as 
you are. Why, even my good-natured and humorous friend from Illi- 
nois [Mr. MASON] the other day spoke with great kindness and len- 
iency and charity for a member of the ‘‘good old Pharisee’’ party 
when he said that he knew some men on this side of the House that he 
did notsuspect would be guilty of horse-stealing, but he was in doubt 
whether he could trust them 5 feet up a dark alley with a ballot-box. 

Mr. MASON. No; with a colored man’s vote. 

Mr. ROGERS. Oh, yes; withacolored man’svote. That was gener- 
ous, and urbane, and magnanimous. We could not have survived 
a less generous judgment from so just a gentleman. Well, Mr. 
Speaker, I am sorry that my genial friend from Illinois, to whose thrill- 
ing remarks I listened with pleasure sometime ago when he was striv- 
ing to locate the World’s Fair at Chicago and trying to unite ‘‘the blue 
and the gray’’ and the North and the South, and to blend all interests 
together for that patriotic purpose, should now express such a sen- 
timent as that towards the people whom he had formerly been court- 
ing with all the sweetness of a cooing dove to get their votes to locate 
the World’s Fair at Chicago. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OATES. It shows that he is not afraid of bad associations. 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, as my friend from Alabama says, it shows that 
for some reason the gentleman from Illinois has no fear of bad associa- 
tions. And, in point of fact, Mr. Speaker, he would be a brave man, 
he would be a man of temerity, who, after having searched the world 
over to find the means, would undertake to corrupt Chicago. [Laugh- 
ter.] So, my friends, it is from this high pedestal (I do not know how 
you got there) that you assume to lecture the South under this new 
code of rules of yours (to which I desire to be understood as always 
sticking in this discussion); it is thus that you arrogate to yourselves 
the right to talk about gentlemen on this side of the Hall as being un- 
worthy of trust in matters that pertain to the public good. 

I read another interesting article, which was published in the June 
number of the North American Review, and which was also upon the 
subject of elections. That article purported to have been written by 
aman named Thomas B. Reed. It seems to me that I have heard of 
that name; I believe it was Thomas Brackett Reed. Ido not know 
why they put him in brackets, unless he is a parenthesis. I read that 
article with infinite pleasure. It was the boldest and most interesting 
presentation of the subject that I have ever seen; I would not venture 
to describe it otherwise on this occasion, for I do not care to enter to- 
day upon the discussion of any question of ethics. And what was the 
sum and substance of it? Why, just as the good old Pharisee party 
ordinarily does, that article assumed that elections at the South were 
all tainted with corruption, and fraud, -nd intimidation, and bulldoz- 
ing; and then, with that candor which « haracterizes the extract I have 
read from the articlein the July number, in the same review in which 
the same author concludes that courts can always find satisfactory ex- 
cuses for deciding a case in the way they want to decide it, with the same 
candor he says in the June article that the only difference in civiliza- 
tion between the highest and the lowest nations or peoples is a differ- 
ence of degree. 

He says: ‘‘ When we charge you with bulldozing and intimidation 
and ballot-box stuffing you retaliate by telling us that we at the North 
intimidate our employés; that we buy them up like sheep in the sham- 
bles’’ (I am not quoting the language, but merely stating ideas), ‘‘and 
you turn to us and say thatthat is your defense.’’ And then he goes on 
to say, addressing the South: ‘‘ Do you suppose we are going to tolerate 
highway robbery in the South because we have been unable to suppress 
petit larceny in the North?’’ [Laughter.] Now, assuming the two 
things which this writer sets forth to exist (though his statements about 
the South are false and he pleads guilty as to the North)—assuming 
the two things to exist, I leave it to gentlemen present to decide which 
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is the more worthy of respect, the highway robber or the chicken thief. | cum 3 which have o I 
(Laughter. } t V ) l 

For I stand here to say that so far as I have any p nal information | league rk I 
or kn the elections for members of Congress in the district | tem) is effort i 
which ent have been free from ispicion of fraud ¢ sit the ¢ \ 

1872 *owell Clayton was indicted by a grand jury o } “i 

ral « led over by Judge Caldwell, and with nite Stat 

attor and st an ardent Republican, for iss 

cert i candidate tor Cougress from that distr I 

mu indictment, and the court, « sting of Jud y 

Jud aliwell, held that the act of Cong t subje { : ‘ 

did not apply to the governor of a State, and he was acquitted on tha mitt d ‘ 

ground, or turned loose. But the contestant in that particular cas \ 
X brought the matter here, and a Repu an House of Representat \ N i s 
* turned out the man to whom: the certificate had been given and put i Mr. Sy 

the other man. They were both Republicans, so I assume you con- | the S} , 

victed the man whom the court failed to convict. That is t last | that ! . 

shadow of fraud that has ever been alleged in any form orsha far | Speaker e | 

as I have heard, with reference toany Federal election in my district. Bu want t i 

Mr. LACEY. How about the local elections an, S , ‘ ) 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I kindly admonished my i | that have « din ‘ 
from Illinois a moment ago that gentlemen who interrupt a meni nd m 

; occupying the floor, without his consent, are not entitled to have t r | ing between my und t : 
remarks go into the Rrecorp. have this opport ty tocomment n yf the House a 
{ The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BuRRON The gentlema in | observations of t neaker in regard to t amie Lauchte 

; Arkansas declines to yield. It is very proper that I should » t Hi that 

Mr. ROGERS. How much time have I remaining present yesterday wl t ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro (few . Seventeen minutes. beginning of the ‘ding r { 

Mr. ROGERS. I will occupy two or three minutes of tl me il he previous qu eag \ \ 
commending to the kindly consideration of the House—that he | who desired to debate this question to Ktent t | 
majority of the House, not this side, for we know the Constitution | was sit it the ~ eerie 
when wesee it, and I think you have cut its acquaintance long since on this this evening, be S e want 0 t ) t 
ap article which recently appeared in the North American Neview bje« la if t m h that 
signed ‘“‘X. M. C.’’ That is a rather significant title. They tell me | presence was not precessa and as I was | i any way, | ] 
it was a lady who wrote it, or if I might make use of an Irish bull, | and went tomy room. It is a complinm >the gentleman, to 
who fathered it; but they say the real author is adistinguished yventle- | the least of it, who was able t e throug e interve va 
man from Maine whoholdsa high and honorable position under the pre tween this and 1 ro ] Capito t. and tod ver t I 
ent Administration, Mr. Blaine. s here t ime that Iw t t t 

However much you may differ from the views expressed in that arti- | is very forcibly impr i on the eye e Speal 
ele, if some of you would read it it would retresh your memories wit This entry on tl ( places me i ie attitude o 

| the fact that in the early history of the country there was an old musty | and refusing to do what the Comn Rules of this H 
instrument called the Constitution of the United States, by which peo- | said I shall do it to vote on every tion that comes be 

le who accepted oflice under the Government were expected to be | Hou lt is mad imperative duty under : rules to 
ste and which some of us are occasionally required to take an oath | it has been held | he iker, out of nsideration, |] t f 
not only to support, but to defend. [A jeer on the Republican sid the dignity of a mem of Congress, that while the rule savsex pr¢ 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I have so recently given this instrument careful con- | that he shall vote, yet that he shall not be punished if he does not vote 
sideration that it affords me very great pleasure to refresh in regard to | and in order to meet this condition a new rule was enacted, the famous 
it the memory of the gentleman who has just interrupted m« Ido not | Rule No. XV, by which we make the presence of a man in the Hou 

| know who he was. answer ali the pu poses ting solar as Making @ querum undert 

Mr. Speaker, I regret very mach that this debate car i Constitution is f 1 in all other respects except the expre 
morning. [Laughter.] I was not prepared for it. Th« irks | sion of will h a vote carries. While I was not in contempt of tl 
have been purely desultory. They have occurred to me as a mere le in refusing to vote, for I was not here, I am not amenal 
looker-on; for about all that I have the right now to do is to look on. | XV for the same rea ind tl pea ke id ght to p 
There are some gentlemen about this House who enjoy the privilege | on this record as being pres id refusing to p te ie pro 
of doing with my vote pretty much as they please. They can cour ceedings of the House by withholding m te when t tion wa 
it or not count it,,as best suits them. presented. It isa well-known fact, Mr aker, that d Mg f 

Under this new code of rules, to which I desire to stick so closely in | tieth‘ gress et much of ed to filibuster [ agreed 
this discussion, I have not very many rights. I am not even advised, | with gentlemen on the other side that, as a general th ve 

: when I am recognized, whether I am recognized to debate or whether | was a bad proceeding. I have not been disposed to filibuster much 
I am recognized to bow, or whether I am recognized to interrupt some | during this session, because it could not be made effective 
; one, or to make a motion, or what I have the right to do under the | sometimes I do not feel like helping to make aq 1, And 
rules. I sometimes feel that I am somewhat out of place, unless I | those circumstances, exercising what I believe to 
could have a gentleman sitting at the right hand of the Speaker to | matter, I do not vote. 
advise me what I am permitted to do inside of this new code of rules. When it has bee essary to prevé wecom 
I feel, and other gentlemen whom I know, and whose faces Iam de- | I believed to be upon y f mer n 
lighted to study, and now sitting on the other side, share with me in a | participate in d 0 portant p cq 0 { 
very large degree, the embarrassments which now attend a Representa- | the Committee on Ru [ have occasiona Ava 
tive of the American people in the discharge of the important trust | right to get up and leave the House, so that th 
committed to his keeping in this body. Be cheerful, my friends, there | me as present and refusing to vote; and and 
will be an end of it. that I left the Hall yesterday evening for that very purpose 
By Now, Mr. Speaker, what time I have left I desire to vield to th My attention had bee illed the arti f end 
ke gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], with the simple remark in | Arkansas { Mr. 1, and upon 1ente 
q conclusion that I have no doubt the gentleman was absent on vy: r the article sign MI | published in t ‘ 
day when his name was called and that the Journal in this regard Review I ha le ! retofore to co ent t 
incorrect; and, so believing, I think he ought at least to have an op- | on this code of ru ‘ atlore i in exc t - 
portunity to be heard on that subject. I have therefore taken the floor | ment, and is one wh t Oo nee ) [ have 
a that I might invite the attention of the country to the irregularity and | rarely missed an opportunity to disc t { 1 
= scandalous character of these proceedings and to afford the ; 1an | also the manner in which they are adn H 
be from Tennessee an opportunity which otherwise would perha - I have said that these rules subst ite force for law, and t 
nied him of making a statement in regard to this matt \ e | they are often administered in the m ital manner I want 
on the Democratic side. | | understood, Mr. Speaker, in saying that, as keeping strictly within tl 
Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I ? | rule of parliamentary courtesy r I hope no language I may ever 
The SPEAKER pro tempore Mr. Burrows). Twelve minutes will bes vy en ) ImMpair my go xl standing witht 
Mr. ENLOFE. Mr. Speaker, when I made the motion this morning | the Hous suighter 
eS to correct the Journal, I had not anticipated that it would result in the Mr. Sneaker, the cle to which I refer treats of tl code so f 
debate to which we have been listening. I feel, in view of some cir- | that I think it ou togointo the Recorp. The whole article oug 
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to be published in the Recorn and go to the country as a contribution 
to history. That portion, however, to which I wish to direct partic- 
ular attention is the manner in which the rules of the House are en- 
forced by the Speaker of the House. And I believe after I get through 
with the extract which I will read that I will print in the RecorpD the 
entire article as a part of my remarks if there is no objection. 

Here is an illustration in which Dogberry is supposed to be repre- 
sented by the Speaker of the House. 

Dogberry says 


This is your charge: You shall comprehend all vagrom men; you are to bid 
any man stand in the Prince's name! 

Sroonp WatTcu. How if ‘a will not stand’ 

Docberry. Why, then take no note of him, but let him go; and presently call 
the rest of the watch together and thank God you're rid of a knave. 


{ Laughter. ] 
Speaker REED is supposed to have paraphrased that slightly and 
adopted the same method of expression when he says: 


Speaker Reep. This is your charge, under the ancient Rule VIII, that all 
members present shall vote when their names are called, 
Members of COMMITTEE ON RULES 


Supposed to be represented by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Mc- 


KINLEY] in the absence of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON |— 


And how if the Democrats will not vote? 
Speaker Reep. Why, then’call together the rest of the committee and ordain 


Rule XV, by which they need not vote, and thank God that we are rid of the 
trouble 


[ Laughter. ] 

And so, under this code of rules it is immaterial whether a member 
votes ur not; whether he obeys Rule No, VIII or not; for under Rule 
XV the Speaker is enabled to make him perform all the functions of 
the Representative under the Constitution, except to obtain his honest 
expression of opinion on one side or the other of the question under 
consideration. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not think there ought to be any controversy, 
and I suppose there will be none about the right to correct the Journal, 
and I do not understand the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGEers] 
to oppose that. I deem it unnecessary to make any further remarks 
now, but I will, if there is no objection, publish the article signed 
“*X. M. C.,”’ as a portion of my remarks. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The article referred to, from the North American Review, of July, 
1890, is as follows: 

SPEAKER REED'S ERROR. 


At the opening of the present session of Congress the members of the Demo- 
cratic minority in the House of Representatives sought to embarrass the prog- 
reas of certain legislation which was objectionable to their party. The plan 
was to remain silent in their seats and refuse to vote during every call of the 
yeas and nays; and, the Republicans being unable to have all their members 
present, the vote on each roil-call would fall short of “a quorum of the House,” 
which is required by the Constitution to be present “to do business.”” It must 
be remembered that the whole Republican vote, when the session opened, was 
only one more than a quorum. 

The embarrassing device of silence had also been used by the Republicans in 
previous Congresses, when the Democrats held the majority. The public re- 
sponsibility for this censurable course is, therefore, fairly divided between the 
two parties. Speaker Reep, on assuming the chair, determined to bring the 
disorderly practice toanend. He effected this by deciding that it was not nec- 
essary to have a quorum of the House answer to the call of yeas and nays, if, 
upon count by the Clerk of the House, the members who sat silent would, in 
addition to the members who answered to their names, make up a quorum. 
Under this decision, a fraction of the quorum, no matter how small, can trans- 
act the business of the House, provided an actual majority of the members be 
merely present. The tactics of silence were therefore rendered valueless, 

The Speaker's success won great applause from his fellow-partisans in the 
House and in the country, as was entirely natural. But the correctness of his 
decision has not yet been demonstrated; and I venture the opinion that the 
ultimate and impartial judgment, both parliamentary and popular,will be that, 
while the Speaker's design is praiseworthy, his method of carrying it into effect 
not only reverses all the safe precedents of the House, but violates both the spirit 
and the letter of the Constitution of the United States. 

Speaker Reep had power to arrange the rules of the House in the precise 
form he desired. Indeed, every Speaker is able to exercise large influence in 
shaping the rules; but the general understanding is that the whole subject for 
this Congress was left practically to Mr. Rerp’s dictation. His principal re- 
form, as he believed, was to embody his parliamentary decision in a rule which 
i here quote: 

Rule XV, clause 3; “On the demand of any member, or at the suggestion of 
the Speaker, the names of members sufficient to make a quorum in the Hall of 
the House who do not vote shall be noted by the Clerk and recorded in the 
Journal, and reported to the Speaker with the names of the members voting, 
and be counted and announced in determining the presence of a quorum to do 
business,”’ 

At the time the Speaker framed this fifteenth rule he must have forgotten an- 
other rule, as old as the Government, which he had already inserted in the code 
of the present Congress. I quote it literally: 

Rule VIII, clause 1: ‘‘ Every member shall be present within the Hall of the 
Tiouse during its sittings, unless excused or necessarily prevented ; and shall 
vote on each question put, unless he has a direct personal or pecuniary interest 
in the event of such question,” 

Lhis eighth rule, it will be seen, makes it the imperative duty of each mem- 
ber to vote when present; but Rule XV permits any member who is present to 
refrain from voting if he prefers to remain silent. Instead of voting because 
poctens. the fifteenth rule regards mare Sense asa valid excuse for not voting. 

Vas the eighth rule inserted in the code of the House to remain unenforced, 
while Speaker Rrep, in a spirit of plenary indulgence, invented the fifteenth 
rule for the ease and convenience of members? The two rules are absolutely 
contradictory and irreconciliable! One can not be enforced without destroying 
the other! All publicists agree that nothing brings law into contempt so rap- 
idly and so certainly as to fail by mere neglect toenforce it. But Speaker Reep 
is the first author of any code of law, parliamentary, municipal, or public, who 
deliberately inserted a mandatory rule on one page and then on the next page 
inserted a mandatory rule making proclamation that no one need obey the first. 
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The illustrious Dogberry is the original authority for this mode of making, or 
at least of enforcing,law. Speaker REED appears to have taken himasa model, 

*Docperry. This is your charge: You shall comprehend all vagrom men; 
you are to bid any man stand in the Prinee’s name! 

“Seconp Watcu. How if ’a will not stand? 

* DoGBerRRyY. Why, then take no note of him; but let him go; and presently 
call the rest of the watch together and thank God you're rid of a knave.” 

“SpEAKER Reep. This is your charge under the ancient Rule VIII! That all 
members present shall vote when their names are called. 

‘*MemBEeR oF COMMITTEE ON RuLeEs. And how if the Democrats will not 
vote? 

“SPEAKER ReEp. Why, then call together the rest of the committee and or- 
dain Rule XV, by which they need not vote; and thank God that we're rid 
of a trouble!”’. 

Arguing in defense of this rule in the North American Review of March last 
Speaker REED propounds a novel interpretation of the Constitution, and 
thence a novel foundation for his rule. According to the Speaker's argument, 
the constitutional provision which authorizes the House “to compel the at- 
tendance of members’’ was merely intended to bring members to the House, 
who“ by mere attendance " discharged their whole duty, while other members, 
perhaps more active and more conscientious, did the voting forthe whole quo- 
rum. To quote the Speaker literally, ‘“Attendasce alone was and is neces- 
sary,’’ by the Constitution. Is it not, then, most extraordinary, if ‘attendance 
alone is necessary,”’ that Speaker REED should have embodied in the cod - of 


| t e House the compulsory eighth rule above quoted? If the Constitution de- 


clares that “attendance alone is necessary,’’ whence does the Speaker derive 
the authority fora rule that declares that “every member’"’ who is in attend- 
ance “‘shall vote?”’ The Spea.er necessarily throws contempt on one of these 
rules whenever he enforces the other. . 

By the canons of logic two contradictory propositions may both be false, but 
by no possibility can they both be true. In this case the Speaker has merely 
the choice of which rule he wil! disobey and dishonor—the fifteenth, which is 
his own device under partisan pressure, or the eighth, which has been a rule 
in every House of Representatives since the organization of the National Gov- 
ernment.* Is there any precedent of a parliamentary body that compelled the 
ene of members and then gave those members the privilege of violating 
its rules? 

The Constitution declares that ‘‘a majority of each House shall constitute a 
quorum to do business ;"’ and, in order to secure a quorum, each House is en- 
dowed with “the power to compel the attendance of members.” Heretofore, 
and uniformly, it on been held that ‘ta quorum to do business” means a quo- 
rum taking part in the business of the House. That seems to be the obvious— 
nay, the undenia! ile—meaning of the clause. Speaker Reep has decided other- 
wise, and his method of counting is fairly illustrated by the following: Suppose 
a measure pending, and the House comes to a vote. A quorum is a majority of 
the House, one more than half the whole numberof Representatives, the num- 
ber made necessary by the Constitution ‘‘to do business.” At present it is one 
hundred and sixty-six members. If one hundred and twenty-nine members 
vote for a measure and only one against it, Speaker REEnD’s ruling declares the 
measure carried provided the Clerk of the House can fill the quorum by count- 
ing thirty-six members present in the Hallin addition to the one hundred and 
thirty who vote in response to the roll-call.t 

These thirty-six members whom the Clerk counts are sitting in their seats 
walking in the rear area, standing in the aisles, bending over desks, engaged 
in conversation on both the Republican and Democratic sides of the House, 
commingled with ex-members and with non-members of various classes, who 
to the number of at least two thousand have the privilege of the floor, of whom 
at least two hundred and fifty are constantly in Washington; and a consider- 
able number of these are daily exercising their privilege. A vote rapidly counted 
in this way lacks the certainty and security of the call of yeas and nays. The 
wrong man may readily be taken, and, not hearing his name read, does not 
correct it; the vote thus becomes vitiated and the exact result is produced which 
the call of yeas and rays was constitutionally provided to prevent. 

The Constitution of the United States declares that the “‘ yeas and nays of the 
members of either House on any question shall, at the desire of one-fifth of the 
members present, be entered on the Journal.’’ It is not difficult to define the 
objects and purposes of this constitutional provision. First, the call insures the 
absolute correctness of the vote; each member respondingas his nameis called 
and entered on the Journal—an invaluable safeguard when the two parties are 
nearly equal in the House; second, the call was intended to secure to the con- 
stituentsan accurate knowledge of the course pursued by their Representativeon 
public issues ; to let them.know whether he voted vea or nay on any given ques- 
tion, or whether by silence he evaded his just and honorable responsibility; third, 
the call was provided as a shield and guard to the Representative, by affording 
him an indisputable record of his own course,to which he can appeal against 
misrepresentation and misunderstanding. Noone can read the Constitution 
and fail to see that a call of the yeas and nays means a call of the ‘‘ quorum of 
the House” able ‘“‘to do business.”’ If the call discloses a less number, the first 
and only duty of the House is to secure a working quorum. To procure a rec- 
ord of less than a quorum and to ‘‘ piece out’ by some other method or process 
is clearly a failure to comply with the requirement of the Constitution. 

if the Constitution does not mean that the yeas and nays shall represent a 
‘quorum,” then it does not guaranty, as was designed, an absolutely correct 
record of the vote. If the yeas and nays, as in the case supposed under Speaker 
Reep’s ruling, show a record of only one hundred and thirty members who re- 
sponded to the ca'l,and the quorum is made up by recording the names of 
thirty-six members whom the Clerk sees or thinks he sees in the Hall, then the 
constitutional provision is of noearthly value as a safeguard to the House, to 
the constituency, orto the Representative. Certainly the framers of the Consti- 
tution never provided for acall of the yeas and nays for a part of the quorum, 
possibly the minor part, leaving the Clerk to provide for the accuracy of the 
remaining vote by gathering up hastily the namesof those scattered around the 
House, and recording them in the Journal as though they had responded ac- 
cording to the direction of the Constitution. If the Clerk can be trusted to count 
and record a certain proportion of the names he should be trasted to count and 
record all the names. It was never designed that there should be two ways of 
counting a quorum on a vea-and-nay vote. 

Speaker Reep can not have failed to observe that there are two directions in 
the Constitution for the calling of the yeas and nays. One we have already 
considered; the other is contained in Article I, section 7, as follows: 

“Every bill which shall have passed the House of Representatives and the 
Senate shall, before it becomes a law, be presented tothe President of the United 
States. If he approve, he shall sign it, but if not, he shall return it, with his ob- 
jections, to that House in which it shall have originated, who shall enter the ob- 


‘ 





* This rule was originaliy adopted on April7, 1789, more than three weeks be- 
fore Washington’s first inauguration. It was then in this form: 

“Every member who shall be in the House when a question is put shall vote 
on one side or the other, unless the House for - yeas reasons shall excuse him.”’ 

Among the members of the committee which reported this rule were James 
Madison, Roger Sherman, and Nicholas Gilman—three of the most eminent 
members of the convention that framed the Constitution a year and a half be- 
fore. They and all their associates evidently believed that Congress has the 
right to compel its members to vote. 

; This is the precise vote by which the bill “to admit Idaho as a State in the 
Union” was declared by Speaker REED to be passed. 
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ler it. If, after such 


jections at large on their Journal,and proceed 
reconsideration, two-thirds of the House shal! ree to pass the | 
sent, together with the objections, to the other House, by whi 
be reconsidered, and, if approved by two-thirds of that House, it shall becon ‘ 
law. Butin all such cases the votes of both Houses shall be determined by yeas 
and nays, and the names of the persons voting for and against the bill shall be 
entered on the Journal of each House respectively. 
It is to be noted that the President's veto of any bill can not be overriddenex 


reconsi 





1, it shall be 


hit shall likewise 











cept by a vote of two-thirds of each House ; * but in all cases’’—I quote the Con- 
stitution literally—‘' the votes of both Houses shall be determined by yeas and 






nays, and the names of the persons voting for ar 
tered on the Journal of h House respectively Let us suppose that a bill 
‘Senate bill No. 1129, for example) is vetoed by the President. It is returned to 
the Senate,and,coming up for reconsideration, is passed over the veto by a vote of 


nst the bill shall be en 








0 yeas to2inays. Two-thirds have thus voted in the affirmative, and the total 
vote (74) is undoubtedly a quorum of the Senate The bill goes to the House 
and the House votes 90 in the affirmative and 40 in the negativs Two-thirds of 
those voting have thus voted to override the veto, but the total vote is only 130 

36 short of a quorum and but 20 more than one-third of the House It is pre- 
cisely the same aggregate vote on which Speaker Reep declared that the bill to 
“admit Idaho as a State in the Union”’ had been duly passed, He did this on 


the declaration that the number of members present and ‘‘ not voting” added 
to those *“ voting’ .nade up a quorum of the House. Would Speaker REED on 
the same principle declare that the two-thirds vote of 90 to 40 had 
bill over the President's veto? 

The Constitution says that in passing a bill over a veto the votes of both 
Houses *‘ shall be dctermined by yeas and nays If ‘determined by yeas and 
nays,”’ how can Speaker REED count a class of members who voted neither yea 
nor nay? The vote given by yeas and nays lacks 36 ofaquorum. Under what 
rule can the Speaker add 36 who did not vote to the 130 who did vote?) On 
which side will he count them? Hecan not know how they would vote. If 
divides them evenly between the two sides, it will give 18 to each, ithe 
will then stand 108to 5%. That changes the result, because it does not show a 
two-thirds vote in the affirmative. Observe, further, thatthe clause in the Con- 
stitution says, “if two-thirds of the House (te which the bill is returned) shal 
agree to pass the bill, it shall be sent to the other House, and if approved by two- 
thirds of that House, it shall becomealaw.”’ Two-thirds of ** that House’ must 
be two-thirds ofa quorum, It isnot a House until « quorum isacting. Wher 
Speaker REED shail have recorded the thirty-six members, would 
the 90 votes as the approval of two-thirds of the whole quor 
up under his famous Rule XV? 

It would be interesting, when the Constitution declares that t 
shall be ‘‘ determined by yeas and nays,” to hear how the Speaker can “ deter- 
mine”’ the votes by any other process. In all other cases it will be ol 
that the yeas and nays can only be called on the demand of at least one 
the members present, but in the case of overriding a veto of the Presid 
Constitution itself directs the calling and record 
purpose of this specific direction is to guard against all doubt in “determining 
the result of the vote, for it is not only the interest of every one to have a cor- 
rect result, but it is the special right of the President to know with exactness 
the vote by which a bill is passed over his veto and made a law agai 
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How would Speaker REED communicate to the President the supposed result 
of 90 yeas to 40 nays, when a quorum 165? It would seem very lame and 
awkward for the Speaker to state the simple facts of the case. He would be 


compelled to frame his communication somewhat as follows 


Firty-Frirrest Concress, Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES 


Washington, —— —— . 1890 
To the President : 
In the vote of the House to determine whether “Senate bill No. 1129" should 
pass against your objections, the yeas were ® and the nays 49—more than two- 


thirds in the affirmative. You will observe that the total vote falls short of a 
quorum, but under Rule XV the Clerk of the House has entered on the Journal 
the names of 36 members who were present in the Hall at the time the yeasand 
nays were called, but declined to vote. Under Rule XV, however, they are 
permitted to maintain silence and are held to form part of the quorum, just as 
if they had voted. Noone can tell what their votes would have been if they 
had obeyed Rule VIII, which commands that ‘‘ every member present within 
the Hall of the House during its sittings shall vote on each question put.’’ The 
inclosed extract from the Journal will give you the names of the voting and of 
he non-voting members of the quorum. Of course the number of names re- 
corded as voting does not answer the constitutional requirement to override 
your veto, but you are probably aware ofmy decision that ‘‘ attendan 
necessary.”’ 

Your obedient servant, 


tlone is 


THOMAS B. REED, Sp: 





Itis highly probable that in his reply the President would indicate to the 
Speaker his belief that a quorum made up in that way is not the quor 
thorized to passa bill over the objections of the President, He would very 
likely remind the Speaker that in the Senate of the Thirty-fourth Congress, on 
the 7th day of July, 1856, there was a long debate as to whether the number of 
Senators and Representatives required to override the veto was not two-thirds 
of the entire bodies voting in the affirmative. Senators A. P. Butler, of South 
Carolina, and James M. Mason, of Virginia, both made very strong arguments 
in support of that view. They estimated the weight of the President's dignity 
so high that nothing less than literally two-thirds of the whole number of each 
House should be able to override his veto. 

It was finally decided, however, thattwo-thirds of a quorum could overcome 
the President's veto; but it was left for Speaker REED to decide that, if a ma- 
jority of members were present, only two-thirds of those who might choose to 
vote would be sufficient to destroy the President's power.. When Speaker REED 
shall have succeeded in persuading any President that two-thirds of a minority 
of either House of Congress can pass a bill over his veto, it will be the duty of 
the majority of Congress to institute an inquiry into the mental condition of 
President who would so readily surrender the constitutional rights and | 
of his office, 

There are several other instances in the Constitution where a two-thirds vote 
is required in Congress, in all, I think, four in the House and six 
In every one of these Speaker REED’s method of forming a quorum is obvi 
impossible, and a violation of the plain letter of the organic law. 
ject some of them to atest, namely: Article V, where two-thirds of b 
“ whenever they deem it necessary 








ywers 





in the Senat 





. Shall propose amendments to t! 





tion; ’ Article I, section 5, where two-thirds are required to expel a me 
and Article II, section 2, where two-thirds of the Senate are requ ito 
a treaty, 
It requires no argument to/prove that two-thirds of a minority, no matter how 
many non-voting members may be looking on, would not be deemed suff 





to propose an amendment to the Constitution of the United States. Toattem 
to settle so important a question as that with a minority vote would be as fatal 
to constitutional regularity as to change the number of States necessary for rati- 
fication. That two-thirds of a quorum should actually vote is as in 
that the number of States ratifying shall be three-fourths of 
Union. The philosophy of the Speaker's rule would not r 


iperative as 
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of all the States. If only four States voted, and three of the 











amendment, Speaker Reep, if he adhe 
I are the amendment adopted. 
Aga it would certainly be a travesty } 1 the 
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te is alwa < 
sjority of a quor 
int 1oOW much less 
ess u eaker's 
€ esent ) rake 
here is ) smaliness of a voling 1 iority nder t} t iker’s 
rule as he has e3 tand enforced it Hen one day two-thit of a 
minority may | i the majority a minority may be on the next 
rhe Constitutior that certain measures are so important and s) grave 
that a mere majo ach House can not enact them, but that two-thirds of 
each House sha e required Sut Speaker Reep’s rule would pass the ‘ 
ures by the tes of two-thirds of a minority, however small that n 
might be—} them by a vote even far below a rity of a quot of 
House—while by the Constitution a majority of ‘ House is declared 
incompetent to do it, and two-thirds thereof are require It has alre 5 en 
shown, in discu n of overt i et e Pre lent, that the 
idle members who do not vote, but help by é I $ é ake ju 
rum, can not be eounted in a thirds y out de t ts ari et- 
ical ratio ory} 

If, in addit juickness and b ness in tl aw, Speaker R ‘ 
sessed < r I \ d t ive failed toa 
ate t 1 t that e Constit Oo »« re £ zes any power wha 
eve s gina minority « Ch ase isthat ‘one-fifth’ can 

1 ritat ‘ und the « is and uy Vhe s¢ | case is 
that less than a quorum of nem ompel the atte ‘ f 
members; butthis compulsory power sole f purpose of tring 

a quorum to do business 

Precisely at this point the error of Spe » bega He ed that 
the constitutional ability to “‘compel atte \ vas rely for th ke of 

attendance,’ and that the member discharges his full duty to his Gove nent 
and to his constituents by merely being present. Surely the obligation and 
duty of member Constitution. The duty of one 1s the dut 
of all. Vhat one need not rneed do If one member fu 4 sdutys 
by mere attendance,’’ another does the same all do the same Suppose all 
members should conclude, with Speaker Reep, that ‘ attendance alone 3 nec 
essary; what would the Speaker do? He thinks it impossible that all should 
do the same thing which, under his Rule XV, he has allowed forty one 
hundred, orone hundred and fifty members todo. Inother words, the Speaker 
relies on the doctrine of chances that all will not do it, and that if he can geta 
minority of members, however small, with a sufficient number of silent mem 
bers to make a quorum, he can “ do business,”’ though the Constit eclares 
that ‘“‘a quorum” is necessary to do business,’ and that the bi of the 
House is to be done by the quorum and not by the Speaker. 

In legislative bodies where no salaries are allowed to members there may be 
some excuse in popular judgment for non-attendance and neglect of d But 
the Government of the United States believes in just payment for labor done, 
and has always deemed it wise to make a fair recompense and 
Representatives Assuredly that is a judicious policy, an i bring 
t in to disrepute except the willful neglect of duty by mei 48 

Our Government is not on ust in pay to its legislators, but it is liberal under 
the Constitution respecting the “attendance” of member: Allowing for sick- 
ness, for casualties, for all manner of detention, for the imperative calls of busi 
ness, for the demands of family,the Constitution provided that only one more 
than half the whole number of the House should be required for *‘a quorum to 
do business. But, apparently, Speaker Reep thinks that this constitutional 
requirement is too hard an exaction to lay on one hundred and sixty-six m- 
bers in a House of three hundred and thirty. He has, therefore, amelix d 





the demands of the Constitution which require that the whole quorum shall 


‘**do the business” of the House, The Speaker substitutes himself and a 


Sinail 











minority of a quorum, and maintains that they can do the business of the « 
tire House of three hundred and thirty members! 

For the peculiar mode in which Speaker REED dispenses w 
calling the yeas and nays, he quotes no constitutional author 





departure from all the precedents of both Senate and Hous« 























| official chair in the House of Representatives, nor in his free ¢ 
| public magazines, has the Speaker deemed it proper to sustain 
| even one quotation from the learned comme stors upon our Constitution. Yet 
| the subject is one which has not passed unobserved in the parliamentary and 
constitutional fields. On the contrary, it has been learnedly exa: i } 
| clearly construed by the great authorities of the legal professior Met 
whom there is seldom an appeal have spoken ushearthem. Judge‘ ‘ 
in his *‘ Constitutional Limitations ring tothe provisiontf 
| ing the yeas and nays, both State Constitutions, sa 
| “Such a provision is designed rtant purpose in 
each member present to assume e sh of 
| in legislation; and al ~ ) ‘ ie 
the bill has been passed by I < ( tior 
prescribes tl sas the h to dete sit mi be 
of members vote in the ¢ The office | » record the pro- 
ceedingsof the House and authenticate and prese ethe same. itmustappea 
} on the fa of the Journal that e t a col tutional major 
| These directions ¢ ull cle mp h ‘ enjoins 
| the fundamental law as matters of s 1 can 1s 
the Legislat 
It is curious to not yw f 1en and how directly these gha 
| condemn the whole scope and purport of Speaker REeEp’s: I 
| lowing a fraction of ai of yeas i nays 
| der to be made up by the ¢ ) it members t 
| assumption that “ at d é ’ Judge Cools é 
| the constitut nal p 1 was i el each ber 
assume as weillas to! due share of res 5 
j rther, each men r sent must aid 1 furnis > 
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evidence whether the bill has been passed by the requisite majority or not.” Mr. REED, as a member of the House, may have seen ten thousand bills passed 


It is also declared that ‘‘it must appear on the face of the Journal that the bill 






























passed by a« titutional majority.”’ ‘“ These directions are all clearly imper- 
atir “a ctters of substance, and can not be dispensed with by the Leg- 
islat . 
ri y m of Judge Coéley ie strongly corroborated by the eminent Judge 
he favorite associate of Chief-Justice Marshall on the Supreme Bench 
ed States In 8 gre work on the Constitution, Judge Story, re- 
fer to t clause of the Constitution which requires the keeping of a jour- 
na wh House, and the insertion of the yeas and nays therein at the desire 
fth of those present, d res in section 838 of the Commentaries: 
we objec the wl ‘ se isto insure publicity to the proceedings of 
t Legislature nd a corres lent responsibility of the members to their 
re ve constituents, * * Votes are ascertained, not by vague conject 
i ' e facts , 
I le t t Judge y's op on sustains the same « st 
ee ' ondent resnonstl vy of members.” iust a@t! otl ta- 
t ‘ vidently describes Speaker Reep’s mode of out” a 
ta ng % es vague conjecture assuredly “ vague’ as 
tot ] t vote at all ler the Speaker's rule, but who are « zid- 
‘ oh a | yt whole duty by “‘ attendance alone.”’ 
: l« nentators Speaker REED is in direct antagonism. 
His that a quorum of the House is present in mere bodily form, 
A tes, } eversi l—eve! ten against five—can pass 
l lum seems complete when ten members g 
yea s iv ) x nay ‘and idle members enough to make a quorum looking 
ena into law Andt ethe absurdit ym plete and keep 
‘ Mr. R « at the same time, two votes in the affirmative and one 
int V vith « ! rnd sixty-three members present as wit- 
ne any however grave and important. This only shows tbat 
f has 1 t, but sdom is held within fixed lines, 

Nor are the [english precedents to be overlooked. The country which, as 
the late Mr. Conkling was fond of declaring, “ has maintained a Parliament for 
eight hundred years,”’ and from which we originally derived our parliamentary 
rules, ought to be heard and heeded on an organic question of parliamentary 
Jaw. Mr. Jefferson, when he prepared his Manual, which has become the 
common law of parliaments in America, declared that ‘‘the rules of the En- 
glish House of Commons are probably as wisely constructed for governing the 
debates of a considerative body and obtaining its true sense as any which can 
bec known to us.’’ It is, therefore, with wood reason that we recognize 





May's Parliamentary Practice, by the late Sir Thomas Erskine May, long the 
clerk of the House of Commons, as a work of commanding authority. It has 
been and is esteemed on this side of the water as highly as in Great Britain. 

I » justly appreciated in our House of Representatives that ever since tie 
Speekership of Robert C. Winthrop, 1847-'49, it has been kept on the Speaker's 
table as a guide and authority on all difficult points of parliamentary adminis- 
tration I quote, therefore, a most weighty judgment bearing on the point at 
iss rom the three hundred and fifty-fifth page of May (edition of 1873), where 
it is clistinetly stated that “ those who are within the House must vote.”” I)lus- 


trating the force of the rule, Sir T. Erskine May narrates, among others, the 
following cases 

On the st March, 1848, a member having been found in the House who 
had not voted on eitherside, he was brought to the table gnd was informed by 
Mr. Speaker that he must vote, whereupon the question was stated to him and 
he declared that he voted with the ayes. On the Ist of July, 1856, three mem- 
bers who had been in the House when the question was put, but had not voted, 
were required to declare themselves, and the Speaker desired their names to 
be added to the ayes,”’ 

Atsome future day, perhaps, Speaker Rrep will deem it wise—nay, deem it 
necessary—to show a single shred of authoritative parliamentary ruling to jus- 
tify a practice so extraordinary. Up to this time the highest authority the 
Speaker has quoted is that of Governor David B. Hill, when, in a partisan ex- 
gency, as president of the New York senate, he gave a decision that a senator 
present was a senator voting. Two orthree other Legislatures are quoted, and 
some town councils and boards of aldermen. But is it not unprecedented for 
the presiding officer of a national House of three hundred and thirty members, 
representing a continental nation of 65,000,000 of people, to rely for his parlia- 
mentary guidance on a partisan precedent of David B. Hill, or on an adjusted 
dispute between a town council and a gas company, or on a decision of the 
Tennessee Legislature ? 

Prior to Speaker ReeEp’s decision it was not uncommon—nay, it was com- 
mon—for disputed legislative questions in parliamentary bodies throughout 
the Union to be settled by appeal to the rules of the National House of Repre- 
sentatives; often by direct personal appeal totheSpeaker. In somecases State 
Legislatures have adjourned untila parliamentary decision could be obtained 
from the Sp er of the National House on some embarrassing point that had 
arisen. Speaker Reep has reversed the practice,and we now witness the ex- 
traordinary spectacle of the House of Representatives deriving ite parliament- 
ary law from partisan decisions in State Legislatures and from the ruling of 
town g ents in adjusting village controversies! 

The Speaker certainly finds no example among his predecessors in the chair 
to justify his course. Those predecessors include some of the eminent names 
of the Republi men from the North, from the South, from the East, from the 














West. Fedetalists, Democrats, Whigs, and Republicans; men of every polit- 
ica! creed These Speakers have gone through seasons of threatened revoliu- 
tion, of unbridled party rancor, of foreign war and civil war, involving great 


national px when the very foundations of the Government were shaken. 
Yet not one in the entire number ever suggested that the Constitution contained 


the strange power which Mr. Rerp has induced the House of Representatives 
to insert among its rules where it never had place before; nor did any one of 
them find in the angry partisan contests of State Legislatures a guide and rule 
for the conduct of the National House of Representatives. 

In defending his new rule in The North American Review, Speaker REEp per- 
mits himself, on one important point, to be strangely misled—I might better say 
self«leceived. I quote from his article: ’ 


Every day tora hundred years the House has passed bills, in the total in- 
numerable, without even a count, by mere determination of volume of voice. 
Even when a more certain method of decision was demanded, and members 
stood in their places and were counted, thousands of bills have gone through on 
a vote confessedly less than a quorum. When the writer of thisarticle recently 
declared that he had heard Mr. CARLISLE announce such bills as duly passed a 
hundred times, he was altogether too guarded. He ought to have said a thou- 
BANC Limes. 











rie first rule adopted in the code of 1789 is the same that Speaker Rerp has 
placed in his code toth in effect say thaton the assembling of the House 
each day nothing shall be done “ until the appearance of a quorum.” After the 
Speaker has announced the presence of a quorum, it has always been the par- 


liamentary presumption that a quorum is present the whole day, unless the 
Speaker or some member questions the fact and demands a count of the House. 
When a bill is passed by ** mere determination of volume of voice,” it issimply 
because there is no } ractical opposition to it in the House. If there is just 
enough opposition for a few members to demand a division, and a division 
shows an overwhelming majority for the bill on the part of those rising, its op- 
ponents either abandon opposition or call for the yeas and nays. There is, in- 
deed, no conclusive test known to the House except the call of the yeas and 
nays. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
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as he has described; but in a parliamentary sense they all passed by unani- 
mous consent ofa quorum. All opp sition was withdrawn, and the presump- 
tion of aquorum wasabsolute. Every member, including the Speaker, declares 
a quorum to be present so long as he does not demand a count of the House, 
Every member is responsible for a quorum being present, because by Jeffer- 
son's Manual (section 6 and section 18) any member has the power to demand 
a ca) Jefferson's Manual constitutes part of the rules in Speaker REED’s code 
All proceedings of the Kind described in Speaker REED’s paragraph ove 
quoted, so far from justifying Rule XV, pointedly condemn it. For the v 
cation of Rule XV and the parliamentary practice under it, the Speaker must 
show just one case where a bill was passed by a minority of the House on a call 
of the yeas and nays duly entered on the Journal. If between the installatior 
of Speaker Muhlenberg and the insta 1 of Speaker REED, affording a round 
hundred years of parliamentary precedents, such a case can be found, ail the 






















parliamentary authorities of England and America must be rewritte 
In the order of this discussion we have now reached the crucial test of the 
whole argument. At this point, to quote a favorite expression of Colonel Bei 








ton, the ‘‘knife is upon the nerve.’’ Here Speaker REED may naturally say, 
“Admitting all « cisms and objections, what can be done when the Demo- 
cratic members refuse to vote and rigidly maintain silence, and when it is im- 
possible to secure a quorum made up of Republican members alon The Re- 
publicans are, indeed, in the majority by a few votes, but the accidents and inci 
dents of life render it impossible to have one hundred and sixty-six Republican 
members steadily in their seats. There are perhaps two hundred and twenty- 
five or two hundred and fifty members usually present out of a Honse composed 
of three hundred and thirty members; but when they deem it their interest, 
on certain questions, the Democratic members decline to vote, and persist in 
keeping silent. What, then, ist Speaker of the House to do, placed between 
a Republican party that can not always muster a quorum and a Democratic 
party which by silence endeavors to break a quorum? And it is out of this 
precise situation, no doubt, that Speaker Reep felt himself driven to the parlia- 
mentary decision which the Republican majority of the House has indorsed and 
embodied in Rule XV. 

If it were merely a question of the “ absence” of the Democratic members 
from the Hall, Speaker Reep knows that he could quickly secure their pres- 
ence. Evena minority of either House can “ compel the attendance of absent 
members in such manner and under such penalties as each House may pro- 
vide.’ This power is one of special eff »y, and the reason for its special 
efficacy is that “ penalties’’ can be levied by the House for “ absence,”’ to what- 
ever degree each House may in turn direct. The first House of Representa- 
tives provided, by a rule adopted November 13, 1789, and amended to make it 
stronger December 14, 179, that under “a call of the House ”’ the absent mem- 
bers, as they appeared, should “be taken into custody,” and “ might be sent 
for and taken into custody whérever found " by special messengers provided 
for the purpose. By thé provisions of this rule the members could be fined for 
their absence, and for many years they were compelled to pay the expenses of 
their own arrest, unless relieved by a vote of the House. In fact, the House 
by a majority vote can levy any penalty it chooses upon a member for being 
“absent.”’ The power to “ compel attendance”’ is thus irresistible. 

By the decision of more than one Speaker, and by accepted parliamentary 
law, a member fined for being absent ‘’ is not at liberty to address the Chair or 
make a question of order’’ until ‘‘he has paid all fees assessed against him.’’* 

While, therefore, it is no wonder that Speaker REED feels competent ‘‘to 
compel the attendance of members,” it is, on the other hand, ionmplhaphte that 
he does not feel equally competent to compel members ‘‘to vote’’ when pres- 
ent. The power to do the one is as direct as the power to dothe other. If there 
be any difference it is in favor of the power to compel a member to vote. The 
clause of the Constitution which directly follows that relating to “ compulsory 
attendance” is the following: 

Article I, section 5, clause 2: “‘Each House may determine the rules of its 
proceedings, punish its members for disorderly behavior, and, with the con- 
currence of two-thirds, expel a member.” 

How or why Speaker Rrep could ever have overlooked this clause; how or 
why he could ever have failed to apprehend its deep and far-reaching signifi- 
cance, how or why a mind as elastic and alert as his did not at a glance meas- 
ure its sweeping parliamentary value, must remain a marvel to those who 
know him. The Constitution authorizes the House to levy “ penalties” on 
the members who absent themselves from the House, and the same Consti- 
tution authorizes the House to “ punish” the members for “ disorderly behav- 
ior’ in the House. “ Disorderly behavior’? comprehends almost every form 
of offense; it is the opposite of “good behavior,” on which rests the tenure 
of the Federal judiciary, as defined in Article III, section 1, of the Constitution. 
But, primarily, “disorderly behavior,”’ used in a parliamentary sense, means 
the intentional, defiant violation of a rule or order of the House. This is and 
has always been held to be a contempt, and ranks highest in the order of its 
guilt respecting the just authority of the House. It is a breach of privilege, 
and uniformly held as such whenever it has been brought to a judgment both 
in the United States and Great Britain. May’s Parliamentary Practice, page 
85 (edition of 1873), says: 

* Willfal disobedience to orders, within its jurisdiction, is a contempt of any 
court, and disobedience to the orders and rules of Pariiament, in the exercise of 
its constitutional functions, is treated as a breach of privilege. Insults and ob- 
structions are by the law of Parliament breaches of privilege. It would be in 
vain to attempt an enumeration of every act which might be construed into a 
contempt, * * * but certain principles may be collected from the Journals 
which will serve as general declarations of the law of Parliament. Breaches of 
privilege may be divided into: 1. Disobedience to general orders or rules of 
either House; 2. Disobedience to particular orders; 3. Indignities offered to 
the character or proceedings of Parliament; 4. Assaults or insults upon mem- 
bers, or reflections upon their character and conduct in Parliament, or inter- 
ference with officers of the House in discharge of their duty.” 

It will be especially observed that members of the House who maintain si- 
lence when their names are called, who defiantly refuse to vote and thus violate 
Rule VIII, which commands that “every member shall vote on every question 





























| put,”” who thus place “ obstructions” against the discharge of the regular or- 


der of business, are guilty of “disorderly behavior,” as the American Constitu 
tion terms it, or of “contempt,” as the British Constitution terms it, ofthe very 








*During the first session of the Thirty-sixth Congress, on June 6, 1860, the 
Speaker pro tempore (Mr. Colfax) decided that an absent member brought to 
the bar and fined could “‘ neither address the House nor appeal from the Speak- 
er’s decision until his fine was paid.”” He decided also that “the fact of a salary 
remaining in the hands of the Sergeant-at-Arms does not pay the fine.’’ Mr. 
John Cochrane, of New York, was the member involved, and being unable to 
make an appeal, Mr. Florence, of Pennsylvania, said that he would make an 
appeal on the gentleman's behalf. Mr. Florence thonght it “‘a monstrous prop- 
osition that, because a member owed a fine of $2.50, his constituents should be 
deprived of his services on the floor under an arrest by the ee 
Iie therefore appealed from the Speaker's decision and asked for the yeas and 
nays. He was not sustained by a sufficient number to secure the calling of the 
yeas and nays. The decision of the Chair was then approved without a divis- 
ion. Decisions to the same effect were made as early as the Speakership of 
Mr. Macon, 1301-1807, 
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highest and most offensive type. The House, under the clause of t! 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. As many as are in favor of ordering 
the yeas and nays will rise and stand until counted. 

Mr. ENLOE. The previous occupant of the chair [the Speaker] 
agreed that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FirrH1An] should have 
a hearing on this matter of correcting the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A sufficient number have risen, and 
the yeas and nays are ordered. 


Mr. ENLOE. The Speaker of the House was in the chair at the | 


time the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FITHIAN] rose to the question 
of privilege, and he agreed that the gentleman from Illinois should 
have a hearing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As many as are in favor of ordering 
the previous question will, as their names are called, say ‘‘ yea,’’ and 
those opposed say ‘‘nay.’’ The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 104, nays 58, not 
voting 166; as follows: 

YEAS—104, 


Allen, Mich. Dorsey. La Follette, Rowell, 
Anderson, Kans. Dunnell, Laidlaw, Seull, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Evans, Lehibach, Smith, Il. 
janks, Farquhar, Lind, Smith, W. Va. 
Beiknap, Featherston, Mason, Snider, 
Bergen, Finley, McCord Spooner, 
Bliss Flick, McCormick, Stephenson, 
Brosius, Flood, McDuflie, Stewart, Vt. 
Buchanan, N. J. Frank, Moffitt, Stivers, 
Burrows, Funston, Morey, Sweney, 
Burton, Gear, Morrill, Taylor, Ill. 
Caldwell, Gest, Morse, Taylor, J.D. 


‘annon, Gifford, O'Neill, Pa, Thomas, 
‘arter, Grosvenor, Osborne, Townsend, Colo, 
‘aswell, Harmer, Owen, Ind, Townsend, Pa, 


ogswell, Haugen, Payne, Turner, Kans, 


oleman, Henderson, DL Payson, Vandever, 
Henderson,Iowa Perkins, Waddill, 

‘onger, Hermann, Peters, Wade, 

‘onnell, Hill, Post, Walker, Mass. 


Wallace, N. Y. 
Wickham, 
Williams, Ohio 


‘ooper, Ohio Hitt, Quackenbush, 
raig, Hopkins, Ray, 
Cutcheon, Kennedy, Reed, Iowa 


{ 
( 
{ 
( 
( 
Comstock, 
( 
‘ 
{ 
‘ 


Dalzell, Ketcham, Reyburn, Wilson, Ky, 
Dingley, Kinsey, Rife, Wilson, Wash. 
Dolliver, Lacey, Rockwell, Wright. 
NAYS—58, 

Abbott, Clancy, Lawler, Peel, 

Adams Clunie, Lester, Ga, Penington, 
Allen, Miss. Cooper, Ind, Lester, Va. Pierce, 
Anderson, Miss. Covert, Lewis, Quinn, 
Bankhead, Dockery, Martin, Ind. Reilly, 
Barwig, Enloe, Martin, Tex. Rogers, 
Blanchard, Fithian, McClammy, Sayers, 
Brickner, Forman, McClellan, Stewart, Tex. 
Brookshire, Forney, McCreary, Tillman, 
Brown, J. B. Goodnight, MeMillin, Tracey, 
Brunner, Hatch, McRae, Wike, 
Bynum, Hayes, Norton, Williams, Il. 
Carlton, Hemphill, Oates, Wilson, W. Va. 
Caruth, Holman, O’ Neall, Ind. 
Chipman, Lanham, Parrett, 

NOT VOTING—166. 

Alderson, Crisp, Lodge, Seney, 
Andrew, Culberson, Tex. Magner, Sherman, 
Arnold, Culbertson, Pa, Maish, Shively, 
Atkinson, Pa. Cummings, Mansur, Simonds, 
Baker, Dargan, McAdoo, Skinner, 
Barnes, Darlington, McCarthy, Smyser, 
tartine, Davidson, McComas, Spinola, 
Bayne, De Haven, McKenna, Springer, 
Beckwith, De Lano, McKinley, StahInecker, 
Belden, Dibble, Miles, Stewart, Ga, 
Biggs, Dickerson, Milliken, Stockbridge, 
Bingham, Dunphy, Mills, Stockdale, 
Bland, Edmunds, Montgomery, Stone, Ky. 
Blount, Elliott, Moore, N. H. Stone, Mo. 
Boatner, Ellis, Moore, Tex. Struble, 
Boothman, Ewart, Morgan, Stump, 
Boutelle, Fitch, Morrow, Tarsney, 
Bowden, Flower, Mudd, Taylor, E. B. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fowler, Mutchiler, Taylor, Tenn. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Geissenhainer, Niedringhaus, Thompson, 
Brewer, Gibson, Nute, Tucker, 
Brower, Greenhalge, O'Donnell, Turner, Ga. 
Browne, T. M. Grimes, O’ Ferrall, Turner, N. Y. 
Browne, Va. Grout, O' Neil, Mass, Van Schaick, 
Buchanan, Va, Hal), Outhwaite, Vaux, 
Buckalew, Hansbrough, Owens, Ohio Venable, 
Bullock, Hare, Paynter, Walker, Mo. 
Bunn, Haynes, Perry, Wallace, Mass. 
Butterworth, Heard, Phelan, Washington, 
Campbell, Henderson, N.C. Pickler, Watson, 
Candler, Ga. Herbert, Price, Wheeler, Ala, 
Candler, Mass. Hooker, Pugsley, Wheeler, Mich. 
Catchings, Houk, Raines, Whiting, 
Cheadle, Kelley, Randall, Whitthorne, 
Cheatham, Kerr, lowa Richardson, Wiley, 
Clark, Wis Kerr, Pa, Robertson, Wilkinson, 
Clarke, Ala Kilgore, Rowland, Willeox, 
Clements, Knapp, Rusk, Wilson, Mo. 
Cobb, Lane, Russell, Yardley, 
Cothran, Lansing, Sanford, Yoder. 
Cowles, Laws, Sawyer, 

Crain, Lee, Scranton, 


Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the following additional 
pairs. 
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| Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal priv- 
| ilege. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the following additional 
| pairs. 
The Clerk announced the following: 
Mr. Hovxk and Mr. WuITTHORNE are paired for the rest of this day. 
Mr. Van Scuatck with Mr. Dipsie, for the rest of this day. 
Mr. Brower with Mr. WILKiNson, for the rest of this day 
Mr. Wiison, of Kentucky, with Mr. CRAIN, for the rest of this day. 


Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The roll-call can not be interrupted. The Clerk 
will recapitulate the names of those voting. 

The Clerk proceeded to recapitulate the names of those voting. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the following names of 
members present and not voting. 

The Clerk announced the names of the following members as present 
and not voting: 


Mr. ATKINSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. BowpEN, Mr. Brower, Mr. Browne of 
Virginia, Mr. Cueap.Le, Mr, Cops, Mr. Craic, Mr. Harcu, Mr. Hersert, Mr. 
Hovuk, Mr. VAN SCHAICK, 





Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I voted loud enough to be heard down 
on Pennsylvania avenue. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk called the gentleman’s name by mis- 
take. Upon this question the yeas are 104 and the nays are 58, and 
the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I believe that under the rule there is 
twenty minutes on each side for debate atter ordering the previous 
question. 

Mr. CANNON. I think not upon a motion to approve the Journal, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there must be debate. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to renew my request to make 
a correction in the record of yesterday’s proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is only recognized for debate upon 
the question of the appreval of the Journal. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I believe, Mr. Speaker, I will be permitted to pro- 
ceed to debate that question in my own way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to say that 
he moved 

Mr. FITHIAN. I want to make a statement of fact. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair misunderstood the gentleman. The 
Chair understood the gentleman to make a motion. 

Mr. FITHIAN. No, sir; I want to make a statement of fact. The 
record of the proceedings of the House on yesterday contains my name 
as one of the members of the House not voting on the motion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] to reconsider the vote by 
which the previous question was ordered. On that vote a quorum of 
members did not vote. The Speaker said: 

The Clerk will now report the names of members who are present and not 
veThes ‘lerk read as follows: 

*“*Mr. ADAMS, Mr. BAKER, Mr. Copp, Mr. Cooper of Indiana, Mr. Crary, Mr. 
Ex vor, Mr. Evans, Mr. Fitraian, Mr. Girrorp, Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, Mr. 
Hersert, Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. MORRILL, and Mr, WIcKHAM.” 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 104, the naysare 3), and with the 
members present and not voting, constituting a quorum to do business, the 
motion to reconsider is laid on the table. 

Immediately after the reading of the Journal I rose, and was recog- 
nized by the Speaker for the purpose of making a request to correct 
the Journal. While I was on the floor, and while I was addressing 
the House, the Speaker recognized the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
RoGERS], who proceeded to discuss for one hour a question that was 
raised by Mr. ENLoE. I do not know, but I hope the Speaker is sorry 
that he took me off the floor, because I would not have consumed that 
much time. [Laughter.] I simply wanted in good faith to make a 
statement and to ask in good faith that the Journal of the House 
might be corrected in accordance with the fact. 

In response to my remarks the Speaker made the statement that he 
did not order my name recorded, but that it was the act of the Clerk, 
and that the Clerk had informed him I was within the Hall of the 
House, and therefore my name was recorded. I made the statement 
that at the beginning of the roll-call, and before my name was called, 
I left the Hall of the House, and I called the attention of the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] to the fact at the time. 

Now, clause 3o0f Rule XV reads as follows: 


3. On the demand of any member, or at the suggestion of the Speaker, the 
names of members sufficient to make a quorum in the Hall of the House who 
do not vote, shall be noted by the Clerk and recorded in the Journal, and re- 
ported to the Speaker with the names of the members voting, and be counted 
and announced in determining the presence of a quorum to do business. 


Another section of the rule reads that— 

— Hall of the House shall be used only for the legislative business of the 
ouse, 

I deny that the Clerk has the right to count me, for the purpose of 
making a quorum, as present and refusing to vote, until my name has 
been called and I have refused to vote, because he could not deter- 
mine beforehand whether it was my intention to vote ornot. The 
rule reads that— 

On demand of any member or at the suggestion of the Speaker, 
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No member demanded that the names of mem 
voting should be noted by the Clerk. Then it must 
at the suggestion of the Speaker. At the suggestion of the Speaker 
the Clerk was directed to record my name as present and not voting in 
order to make a quorum upon a question that was then before the 
House. 

I make the statement, and make it with the knowledge of my re- 
sponsibility, Mr. Speaker, as one 


: 
ers present and no 


have been done 


of the members of this House and as 
a Represe ntative of the people of one of the districts of the State ot 
Illinois, upon my oath, that my name was not called while I was within 
the Hall of the House or that I refused to vote. I make that statement 
as a fact. and I challenge the record that has been made by the Clerk 
as untrue. I only ask fairness; I only ask that this record be corrected 
in accordance with the fact. I was present, as the Speaker says, when 
the Clerk commenced ealling the roll; but before my name was called 
I leit the Hallof the House. Iwas notin the Hall of the House at the 
time my name was called; and under this clause of Rule XV the 
Speaker had no right to direct the Clerk to record me as present and 
refusing to vote, because the Clerk could not tell what my 
were, 

Neither the Speaker nor the Clerk of this House had the right to pr 
sume, before my name was called, whether I would refuse to vote or 
whether I would vote upon a question. I claim that the Clerk of this 
House—a mere ministerial officer, a mere subordinate oflicer—has no 
right to make a false entry or a false record of the action of a member 
of this House, and neither the Speaker of this House nor the Clerk of 
this House has the right to challenge the veracity of members of this 
House when they make a statement of fact upon this floor. The sub- 
ordinate and ministerial officers of this House are answerable to no con- 
stituency. They are the mere creatures of this House, and | claim that 
they have no right to challenge my act, nor have they any right to pre- 
sume before my name is called whether or not I will vote. Thatis a 
matter between me and my constituents, and a matter that does not con- 
cern the Clerk or any member of this House but myself. I yield the 
balance of my time to my colleague trom Lllinois [Mr. WILLIAMs 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, how much time is left ? 

The SPEAKER. 
used seven minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the Recorp, on page 
7652, shows that I was announced yesterday as present and not voting, 
when, as a matter of fact, I was not in the Hall at any time during 
that call of the roll. I came in after the roll-call was completed and 
while the pairs were being announced, and | claim that under the rule, 
liberal as it is, the Speaker had no right to announce me as present and 
not voting in order to makeaquorum. The Constitution provides that 
a majority shall constitute a quorum todo business, and it is necessary 
that aquorum shall be present when business is done, and the fact that 
a quorum is present immediately alter the vote has been completed and 
after the House has transacted the business does not comply with the 


requirement of the Constitution; norcould I have been properly counted 


intentions 


under the provision of this rule, which reads as follows 
On the demand of any member or at the suggestion of the Speaker, the names 
of members sufficient to make a quorum, in the Hall of the House, who do not 


vote, shall be noted, ete. 


Evidently that means members in the House when the vote is taken 
who do not vote, but it does not allow the Speaker to count those whu 
come in after the roll-call has been completed. Now it was stated on 
yesterday that the Chair or the Clerk was liable to make a mistake. 
That is true; but that is not the worst part of this proceeding. The 


The gentleman from Illinois |Mr. FiviHtan ] has | 
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worat part of it is that afterit is made known to the House that a mis- | 


take has been made my very amiable colleague from Illinois [{ Mr. 
CANNON] with all the energy of which he is capable seeks to suppress 
the truth and to publish to the country a lie, by demanding the pre- 
vious question on the approval of this incorrect Journal. And I might 
remark here in passing, by way of retaliation, that if his illustrious 
predecessors could only look in upon his conduct at times when he is 
engaged here in his wild gymnastic exercises, to the great amusement 
of the children in the gallery [laughter), they might not approve it, 
especially when it is practiced for the purpose ot defeating justice. [ Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. | Now, in regard to the announcement 
of the name of my colleague [Mr. FirHtan], he states that he was not 
present when his name was reached. I say tnat if the Clerk under- 
takes to announce at the end of the call those members who were pres 
ent when thé roll-call commenced, without regard to whether or not 
they were present when their names were called, he must make the 
announcement from memory, and that is too uncertain to be depended 
upon in matters of importance before this House. 

Coming back now to the announcement in my own case, I will say 
that, under the rule, where a member’s name has been announced as 
present he has a right to vote, and when my name was announced on 
yesterday as having been present, I addressed the Chair from the aisle 
and endeavored to get recognition, but that was refused. So that, Mr. 
Speaker, | was counted under this rule when I was not in the Hall of 
the House at the time that the vote was being taken, nor when any 
part of it was taken; then when I arose to make that fact known to 
the Speaker I was refused recognition, and again when I have endea\ 
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real to get og! nt oO but 
in order that t S re d ‘ i i } 

Mr CAN ‘ “i YIS AlIwA ~“ i i t stos me 
ff by having th yurnal approved t W me 
to state t é i 1 ask fo é 

Mr. CANNON Mr. Speak \ 

Mr. WILLIAM 10 M 
é ls, | I OX le ¢ { l ( 
re ving bu é wy il { 

The SPEAK Under t ent 1 on 
ither sid 

Mr. FITHIAN How m t 

The SI AKER Lhere a I I 

Mr. FITHIAN I clesire t é 1 t 
Vil ba. 

MM WILSON West \ Mr. S ik i } 4 } 
that dur thet call re t wn mi i Mr. 
ivi AN i am sorry my aoes n v east \ r it 

is the first or the second t | LOW ore - va 

i 1 passed by m ) fr OU i i 1 sed 1 mie 
joenlarly, lam py to if Mi ell 
the Speaker to have me counted | ihe me 
it seems to have been acted upon Laughter 

rhe SPEAKER. Then the gentleman trom ] ) Mr. | H N | 
does not seem to have any real ground of con Lint Lauchte 

Mr. CANNON Mir Speaker the gentle 1 Illin cO.- 
league [Mr. WILLIAMS], complains becaus have moved the prev 
ous question on the motion to approve the Journal. It did seem to 
me that at a short time before 3 o'clock, the session hav i d 
at 12, 1t w perhaps proper under all the circumstances to move the 
previous question. Laughter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. The gentleman should remember that 
the Speaker is perhap: responsible for an hour ot that time, which 
or vied by the gentleman from Arkansas | Mr. RoGet 

ir, CANNON I will me to that in no nt M: er co! 
ke cue and | esteem lLmy colleagues hn ily we I MH bri en 
from Illinois on both sides of the House raghter I sometimes wish 
we were brighter than we are, but we do pretty well [laughter mv 
other colleague Mr. FITHIAN ipla ns because he has been counted 
as present and not voting when the roll was called. But, Mr. Speal 
he says himself that he was present. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Not when my name was called 

Mr. CANNON. = It does not make any difference whether the gentle- 
man was present when his name was called or not If the rule can be 
evaded by a man stepping outside of the door a second before his name 
iscalled and coming in a second alter it is called, then the ru ‘ uit 
to nothing. Upon the gentleman’s own showing he was preset tthat 
roll-call, and, even if he was not present, there was a quorum with- 
out his presence. So that I do not see that I have been discourt 
or have done a wrong to anyvbo iy Dy moving the previous questi 

Now, a word more. Ever about 1 or 2 o'clock the day befor 
yesterday we have been trying to do business in this Hous 1m ee 
league from [illinois | Mr. PAYSON | being ready to proceed with a 
important bill, the land-forfeiture bill, the consideration of the 
having been already commenced. We have not e much lwa 
in the consideration of that bill 

Mr. HOOKER Will the gentleman allow me » ask him a que 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON, I have only a moment, but I will vield 

Mr. HOOKER. Did you not cut off your collergue from proceedi 
with the bill to whien you have referred by the very resolution vou 
introduced from your arbitrary Committee on Rules? Applause ! 
the Democratic side. 

Mr. CANNON, Notatall. The House voted t to n rther 
port of the Committee on Rules 

Mr. HOOKER. I know it did, and that was right. 

Mr CANNON. When that side of the House com en 1 to p 
form " 

Mr. MCRAE rose. 

Mr. CANNON. No. I will ne eld u t } 
from Mississippi. 

When that side of the Hlou e pevan to pe rm, we had pa edaday 
or two before a bill that you did not appro the electio | 
supposed there might be someth nv in. the luence of the 
the hot weather, and that perhaps time and s ) | 
that in the course of a day or two we could pr | with t t 
business of the House: buat the longer the th y yu 
exclaim and the more you perio You comp p Lance 
ind then complain {t the comy ent. | lv rt | 
pleased at al] 

Why, sir, this morning @ e610 ind learned and hand I 
witty gentle in m Ar MI | all tha 
if in good fa i to debate a ot 4 t 
nal should be amended | out the x en 
rennessee | Mr, E: 1 have 
gestion. Afteran ho L by ynsu 1 








tion. I suppose it was thought we would take an hour on this side to 
I 
lo not want to waste time. I am ready toreply atany time 
to torious discussion touching the legitimate business of the House; 
ywnize the con tional right of gentlemen on the otherside, 
1 espec y th rent an from Arkansas, to scold. Thank God, 
people | the right in this country—men, women, and children—to 
cold. Gentlemen on t el le have that right in this House or 
out of it | Langhtez 
that is all I want to say about that matte I think it 
‘ ’ il should i appro ed I believe it is perier tly obvious 
to t House, and a little later on, if you gentlemen do not stop your 
pi pl eedings, it w become obvious to the country, if it is not 
now, that you do-not want to legislate You do not want this consular 
il plomatic appropriation bill « dered. That is the next thing 
alter the approval of the Journal. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me one question ? 
Mr. CANNON Not now; I do not want to take all the time on 
this sid 


Mr. McMILLIN. When it suits the gentleman’s pleasure, I would 
ike fo askK Him a question. 
Mr. CANNON, We have now pending in the House the consular 
and diplomatic appropriation bill, providing for the expenses of our for- 
This bill ought to have been disposed of 

But it is now 3 o'clock to-day and the bill 
you gentlemen have the right to delay legis- 
it with your sense of duty, and you are to 


eign service tor this fiscal year. 


yesterday in ten minute 
Is Ho 


lation, if 


{ disposed ot. Wel _ 


you can reconcile 


be the judges; and we have the right under the Constitution and the 
rules of the House, when youare here, to count you as part and parcel 
of the quorum. That we have done and that we will continue to do. 


The gentleman from Arkansas says that we have not passed as much 
legislation as we ought to have passed. He holds up the Calendar and 
Well, we 
We have passed more bills than you like;and 
more that you do not like. {Applause on 

wre here forthat purpose. We have passed 


have more good bills to pass. 


1¢ speaks of various public bills that we have not passed. 


| weil. 


nay tone pretty 
wea going to 
the |! 


ome good bills; we 


pass som 


publican side. ] W 


Now, a single word to this side of the House. It isevident, gentle- 
men on this side, that during the rest of this session, as during th« 
portion already passed, if legislation is to be had, Republican Repre- 

itatives must be in their places and must do the legislation. [Ap- 
plause oa the Republican side. If gentlemen on this side are absent 


on account of sickness—Republicans generally have good constitu- 
tions—I am satisfied they will recover and come hack; and those who 
are absent by leave of the House, lam satisfied, will come back, because 
here .re various other things we have to do. 

Here is this diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 
dry civil bill will be over from the Senate in a few days. 
ll will be reported in a short time. 


The sun- 
The defi- 


clanew ta The ‘‘ original-package ”’ 


bill and the land-forfeiture billand the bankruptcy bill—all these bills 
are yet to be considered. And there sitin this House, as [aminformed 
by my colleague [Mr. RowELL], whom I know to bean honest and 
truthful man and a good lawyer—there sit in this House wrongfully 


as members men who are not entitled to sit here; and we owe it to our- 
sel if such be the case, to seat the men who are entitled. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. | And we will do this legis!ation under 
our oaths as we believe it our duty to do, and we shall answer to God 
ir constituents in spite of all the ‘‘common scolds’’ any where in 
the United States. [Applause on the floor and in the galleries. ] 

| yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
GI ENOR | 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of 
the applause in the galleries. 

Mr. CRISP. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr 
¥ | a question. 


CANNOD | 
Mr. CANNON. How much time have I left? 
( 


Illinois. I call the attention of the Chair to 


M RISP. ‘This is a question on the merits of the pending prop- 
osition 
Mr. CANNON, Well, if my friend from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOR] 


g, I will yield. 

Mr. CRISP. It is a question with reference to the practice under 
our rules; it does not touch the other matters which the gentleman has 
discussed. I understood my friend from Illinois to claim that, if a 
member is in the House at the beginning of the roll-call, although he 
may not be in when his name is called, he ought under our rules to be 
entered as present. Ithink a little reflection will show the gentleman 
that is nota correct view. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I can not yield to the gentleman for an argu- 


I8s WIlilIns 


men 
Mr.CRISP. No, not an argument, but I want to call the gentle- 
man’s attention to the fact. The name of a gentleman, for instance, 
beginning with W might be here when the first name on 
the roll is called 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. 
being taken. 
Mr. CRISP. 


Now, he 
Speaker, I object to the time of this side 


I thought this was a matter of fact, and perhaps that 
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it would not be improper to place it before the House in proper shape. 
I was proceeding to show by an illustration what might be the effect of 
what 1 understand to be the argument of the gentleman from Illinois. 
1 had supposed the casé of a man whose name began with W, who 
might be present was taken 
ne or carried ont of the Hall before 
Yet, according to the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, the Speaker would have a perfect right to count 
him as present and not voting 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would say that this is a matter of fact 
for the House to pass upon. The House has heard the facts as stated 
by the gentleman from Lilinois himself, other facts are within the 
knowledge of the House, and the House has also heard the statement 
of the gentleman from West Virginia. The House alone can decide 
upon the question presented; and in the approyal of the Journal the 
House will pass upon that question. 

Mr. CRISP. I suppose it is being passed upon now, Mr. Speaker. 
There ought to be a practice that the name of amember should not be 
entered who is not present when his name is actually called. 

The SPEAKER. But there is a question before the House in dis- 
pute as to the facts. The gentleman will recollect that the name of 
the gentleman from Illinois was mentioned in this connection and the 
question of fact was raised as to whether he was here. The gentleman 
from Kentucky on yesterday, as he stated, upon the advice of some 
gentlemen who seemed to think the gentleman from Illinois was pres- 
ent during the roll-call, withdrew the challenge as to him. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Let me ask the Speaker whose testimony is before 
the House except my own ? 

Mr. CANNON. ‘This is what the gentleman from Kentucky said: 
The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], as the REcoRD 
shows—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. All I said was that I with- 
drew the challenge as to the gentleman from Illinois on information. 

Mr. CANNON. What the gentieman said was, and I will read from 
the Recornp—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will also remind the gentleman that 
there is the statement of the gentleman from West Virginia [ Mr. WIL- 
30N ], which is before the House. ** Regular order !’’ ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. FITHIAN. Has the time been exhausted on this side? If not, 
I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

[The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is recognized for 
three minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no objection to the gentleman occupy- 
ing the floor at this time, and I will reserve such time as may have 
been accorded to me. 

Mr. McMILLIN. in the three minutes remaining it 
will not be possible for me to discuss at length the parliamentary ques- 
tion presented at this time; but it seems to me that the correct rule 
is, and ought to be—and this is an exceedingly important matter; the 
folly of going wrong in it or in a direction that will lead to wrong is so 
thoroughly shown here to-day that I need scarcely comment upon it— 
but the correct rule is, in my judgment, Is the member in the Hall at 
a time when he would be entitled to vote? If not, I contend that you 
have no right to count him as present. And why? Because, suppose, 
as an illustration, when the first name on the roll is called a gentleman 
who was then present, and whose name appeared lower down on the 
roll, got up and walked out into the lobby and dropped dead. Under 
the rule as construed on the other side he could be counted as present, 
notwithstanding the fact that he was not a member of the House and 
no longer even in existence. So much for the parliamentary question. 

Now, as to the statement of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
NON ] concerning the consular and diplomatic bill, I have but this to 
say: The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] brought in here and at- 
tempted to put through a measure which increased the appropriation 
carried by the consular and diplomatic bill 15 per cent., or aggregating 
a quarter of a million of dollars, without debate, or, at most, with only 
five, ten, or fifteen minutes’ debate. It was an attempt to throttle 
every member of the House, except, possibly, himself, and we protested 
against that. The result of that protest has been the waste of time of 
which the gentleman has complained. Now, I supposed that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois had been Jong enough a member of this House to 
know that common fairness is the most expeditious way of proceeding 
with the transaction of business, and that any other method than that 
only tends to delay. 

I am glad, also, that before the gentleman got through his talk he 
concluded that it was wise and well to turn and apply the lash to the 
backs of the members of his own party. You are here, gentlemen, 
with about twenty majority, and the gentleman gives a broad hint that 
they are going to make it even larger; that that is not sufficient. Why 
can you complain of this side of the House or of anybody else of the 
want of a quorum when you have responsibilities attending a large 
majority, which majority you have made by methods too questionable 
You have got the majority; if you want todo business 
bring your members together; bring them back from fishing expedi- 
tions, from electioneering; bring them back from pleasure resorts; col- 
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lect them where they ought to be, and then you wi!l not be forcing t 
Presiding Officer or the Clerk of the House to neces kee] ‘ Ly x A tte 
constant vigil to see who is here and not voting or who is here paired \ ned : 
and not voting. 
Now, as to the land-grant-forfeitu l a word tleman i \ 
complains that that l not been ted uy ; 
when the special or ler r ports ibyt LCommiutte 1 i \ 
down, that side of the House went to the considerat 
grant-forteiture bill, but of another measure, and did not tal er re t 
propose to take up the forfeiture bill. They took up ap te bill, as 
my friend from Arkansas just reminds u i private ‘ tead ‘ 
of this public measur Who, th 


legislation 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, when the Democra 


1 this country, represented on the floor of this House by a h Land ver t I 
forty «* more Democrats, obstruct the legislation of the tr la ] 1 ( at 
not complain, nor do I wonder at this e bition ybstru e tact 
as presented by the Democrats here. It is natural for a Dem { to 
to obstruct and oppose, and it is unnatural for a Democrat to lip 
‘ and execute. I pointed out in a speech I had the honor to make on 


this floor some time ago the fact, which is sustained by t 


the country, that the only element, the only training-school in whicl ind stimulat t { We 








; \ 
the Democratic party of this country had been trained and educated | got it ly wv 
was the school of obstruction. " in pa H 
I pointed out that as a party it was not fitted to be the leader o Mr. FITHIA} ' t 
public sentiment or to project any new idea of public policy or to ca \r 1 gon to} e 
into actual execution any affirmative py y They may have ad MI ROSVENO \ 
vocated a policy before the people of t! yuuntry, but they have al- | t {merican peop l your part ) 
ways shown themselves incompetent of promulgation and affirmative } | 
action. An experience of almost a third of a century with that party, | should passan« t e | that 
while this country has been going forward in its magni nt pathwa that tl st evid ( ‘ | v 
of wealth, prosperity, and greatness, with strides so rapid grand as | of resentative tha i 
to challenge the admiration of the whole world, shows all th It | ar i t ) | 
has been shown that the Democratic part tood still, o sec « , 
measure of progress, and was hoiding on to the coat-tails of nation 
advancemen It has, with obstructive effor i 
portunely done all in its power to prevent ) \ ‘ 
; party of obstruction and nothing else et iry to ( 
3 So it was that when it came into power as a party in Congres for 1 the « 
f the national Administration on their side, they found themselves pows emocra { 
3 less for good. ‘They could not pass any bill of benefit to the count 
4 by a vote of their own party: they differed upon vital pr ples great itt that t 
; policy. They fought each other with a bittermess seldom witness n pt out of a ) , 
this floor; they divided into factions on matters of public policy, and | the intelligence of 1 ie ‘ 
continued their internal warfare until defeat overtook them Phe por ery poss 
party lacked cohesion because its old tactics of obst: ion, in wh t | passage leg Llio 1 H 
had been trained for so long, failed of utility when it ime a mat ny »man i 
4 of affirmative action. to { t t 
We are told by the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. McM : it nd { vas 
; and I agree with him—that no matter what may the demands « | right befor l \ 
t the country upon Congress, the people of the country mus rt loo Can you not dete é 
fF to the Democratic side of the House for any assistance Send for vour | 1 of your a Ve thre 
Republican members,’’ he says in effect, ‘‘if ther somet! needed 1 not defend yourse t 
3 here; do not depend upon the Democratic party, for it upable, trangle the effort 
j morally, politically, and every other way to do anything except hold | t rwa tive t 
, back and impede the progress of legislation, and, as msequence, of | a ent. Dy : 
d the country.’’ Do not ask the Democratic party to do anyt : t | t tieth ¢ 
5 the burdens from the shoulders of the azriculturists of the counts 
: [Derisive Jaughter on the Democratic side. chat Ame ition 4 
4 Ah, Mr. Speaker, I do not wonder that there is this exhibition of ab ‘ to undo and ike imp that 
surd hilarity. The fraud that has been practiced, or attempted t And ( 
practiced, upon the country, in all this talk on the floor about ta tinue; keep it uy ”) 
7 mortgages and the burdens of agriculture, begins to bea ma 1 \buse the constitutior le 
lated to prevent the laughter on this side of the Cham} W ‘ Mr. ENLO! And l 
talk of it seriously. It lays bare the whole programme of fraud wit M rROSVE? ul 
which the country has been annoyed for all these months The ¢ ile w what y ’ loin i ur i 
mittee on Agriculture of this House havea number of propositio hen the voting time 1 uu ‘ 
which they want to bring before the House in the interestof the agr and | t exposition 1 


culturists of the country. They want to bring before the House th and « yur obstruct ty to id 
bills that have been prepared to lessen the burdens ting upon the | p e | decide as bet n you 
agriculturists. for one . 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Why do not they do it? ont emocratl Lf 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. They will. The SPEAKER. 17 | ( 
Mr. GROSVENOR. They have not done it up to this time ply | r) lestion was put; andt ! that 
because the Democratic party on this floor has obstructed leg ition, | 5€© 1 to have it 
retarded the progress of legislation to theextent of more t! one-third MEMBE 1 tl ? erat 
of the time of this Congress. More than one-third of the time of this MI INO ea i { t 
Congress has been o cupied in Democratic obstruction, and the « itt obstt t , i 





7 understands it, and you, gentlemen, on that side of the House u 
stand it also, and you begin to understand that we understand les ‘ 
wellas youdo. Weare entering upon the eighth month of this session 102 

F When this Congress assembled, the people of the country deman 
not of the Democratic party, | agree, for they have shown ft) ely Ada 
incapable, but of the Republican party in this House of Representative ‘ M i ( 
that certain vreat things should be done. a 
But across the pathway upon which we must travel to se Atl 
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: el ~ Snider CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 
‘ rri ' ‘ 
: S derson, I] Morrow ns Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote upon the unfinished busi- 
‘ a ae a a ness of yesterGay, which was the adoption of the conference report on ; 
‘ Hitt 0’ Neill, Pa Sweney | the consular and diplomaticappropriation bill, The previous question 
: - pkin shor iylor . had been ordered. ¢ 
I ‘ ‘ l avilor, . nL =a on . . . 
1 Kine Siren rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending question is the adoption 
j I lownsend, Colo of the report of the committee of conference on the consular and 
= . t Follette > ers Townsend, Pa diplomaticappropriation bill. The previous question had been ordered 
\ ver } . . 
po : ee Waddill. upon theadoption of the report, and the yeas and nays had been ordered. 
i ‘ La i Walker, Mass rhe roll was called, but no quorum voted. The Clerk will call the 
Lind Reed, Iowa Wallace,N.¥. ‘| roll. 
a payee oo | The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
} | Mat i “ mes. Ohio ie question was taken; and it was decided in the atlirmative—yes 
i t Mc k | Wilson, Wash, 113, nays 66; not voting 149; as follows: 
Gear MeDuttic Seu Wright. . 
Cie Moke ¢ th YEAS—113 
_ " h, W.Va | Adams, Connell, Lacey, Rife, 
NAYS | Allen, Mich. Cooper, Ohio la Follette, Rockwell, 
4) P H ; P | Anderson, Kans. Craig, Laidlaw, Rowell, 
4 ' : = = a Per sit | Atkinson, Pa. Cummings, Laws, Seull, 
all MM ri ot a - ; fa Pi “ ns wee } Atkinson, W. Va, Cutcheon, Lehibach, Smith, Il. 
' d ? a — ’ amene Pric om | Baker Dalzell, Lind, Smith, W. Va. 
' : : , ; ae |} Banks Dingley, McCord, Snider, 
vis ; ea Tex CAROS + be ome | Bartine, Dolliver, McCormick, Spooner, 
Bl “ Se Da > “ ‘ P ox. i er Ri te Rayne, Dorsey McCreary, Stephenson, 
eam , ee pee a Belknap, Dunnell, McDuffie, Stewart, Vt. 
Bre inridge, K Dockery Martin Tr d Rogers, Rergen Evans. McKenna, Stivers, 
; ae : a ne Martin, tex. a |} Bliss Farquhar, Moffitt, Sweney, 
es "i ‘'B } ee ce + eat vs wien | Brosius, Featherston, Morey, Taylor, Ill. 
oe 1B ~ Met lellan, Ste ware Tex. |} Buchanan, N.J, Finley, Morrill, Taylor, J.D. 
' oo FE — arnt TEaTY, - an Mo’ | Burrows, Flick, Morrow, ‘Thomas, 
eee | thian, Ml Millin, Tithe = | Burton, Frank, Morse, Townsend, Colo, 
eee - wae es , M eR Tr: — | Caldwell, Funston, Niedringhaus, Townsend, Pa, 
( $2 ‘ +r ne Mutch a W oo - Al Campbell, Gear, O'Neill, Pa, Vandever, 
a dler,Ga an Q utchler, Wike er, Ala, Cannon, Gifford, Osborne, Waddill, 
Pane th. i ™ a eee ‘ ae 1] } Carter, Grosvenor, Owen, Ind, Wade, 
Pelee ai He a i ; = < Ind - ie aa toe | Caswell, Harmer, Payne, Walker, Mass, 
hte i F ee NO y oon ia | Cheadle, Haugen, Payson, Wallace, N.Y. 
— > nderson, N.C. Owens, Oblo | Chipman, Henderson, Tl. Peters, Wickham, 
lolman, Parrett, | Claney, Hermann, Post, Williams, Ohio 
“OT Vv : « | Clunie Hill Price Wilson, Wash, 
N NG—1 , mh, ’ yiison, 
OT VOTING ©. 1 « ogswell, Hitt, Quackenbush, Wright. 
5 eee De Haven MeClammy, Springer, } Coleman, Kennedy, Ray, 

arew, De Lano, McComas, Stahinecker, Comstock, Ketcham, Reed, Iowa 

:. ; Dibble, McKinley, Stewart, Ga, Conger, Kinsey, Reyburn, 
I er Dickerson Miles Stockbridge, " , , 
Dunphy, Milliken, Stockdale, NAYS—66. 
Ewart, Mills, Struble, 
th, Fiteh Montgomery, Stump, Abbott Covert, Lester, Ga, Paynter, 
Flood Moore, N. H. Tarsney, Anderson, Miss, Crisp, Lester, Va. Peel, 

Riggs Flower, Morgan Taylor, E. B. jankhead, Culberson, Tex. Lewis, Penington, 
Kingham Forman Mudd Taylor, Tenn, | Barwig, Davidson, oer _ Pierce, 
I hard, Fowler, Nute, Thompson Bland, Elliott, Martin, Tex. Quinn, 
Boatner Geissenhainer, O'Donnell, Tucker, — Blount, Ellis, McClammy, Reilly, 
Roothman, Gibson, ©'Ferrall, Turner, Ga. Breckinridge, Ky. Enloe, McClellan, Richardson, 
Boutel le Gifford, ©’ Neil, Mass. Turner, Kans. Brickner, Fithian, MeMillin, Sayers, 
Bowden Greenhalge, Outhwaite, rurner, N. Y. Brookshire, Forney, McRae, Stone, Ky. 
ir nridge, Ark. Grout Paynter, Van Schaick, Brown, J. B. Goodnight, Moore, Tex. Stone, Mo. 
Brewer, Hall, Perkins, Vaux Brvnner, Grimes, Mutchler, Tillman, 
Brower, Hansbrough, Perry, Venable, sullock, Hemphill, Norton, Wheeler, Ala. 
Browne, T. M. Hare, Phelan, Wade, Bynum, Henderson, N.C, Oates, Wike, 
Browne, Va Hayes Pickler, Walker, Mo. Candler, Ga. Holman, O’ Neall, Ind, Williams, Ill. 
Puchanan, Va. Haynes, Pugsley, Wallace, Mass, Carlton, Kerr, Pa. O'Neil, Mass, Wilson, W. Va. 
Buckalew, Henderson,lowa Raines, Washington, Caruth, Lanham, Owens, Ohio 
Dunn, Herbert, Randall, Watson, Cothran, Lawler, Parrett, 
hutterworth, Houk, Rife, Wheeler, Mich, = in aiieainerienatiitan 
Candler, Mass Kelley, Robertson, Whiting, NOT VOTING—1149. 
a Kerr, lowa Rowland, Whitthorne, Alderson, Dibble, Mansur, Spinola, 
Cheatham Ketcham, Rusk, Wiley, | Allen, Miss, Dickerson, Mason, Springer, 

vis K gore, Russell, W ilkinson, Andrew, Dockery, McAdoo, Stahinecker, 
‘ A Knapp, Sanford, Wil cox, Arnold, Dunphy, McCarthy, Stewart.Ga, 
Clements Lane sawyer, Wilson, Ky. Barnes, Edmunds, McComas, Stewart, Tex. 
Cobb Lansing, Scranton, eee Beckwith, Ewart, McKinley, Stockbridge, 
Cowles Tae sency, Vilson, W. Va, Belden, Fitch, Miles, Stockdale, 
Crain Lodge, Sherman, Yardley, om. Flood, Milliken, Struble, 
Culbertson, Pa Magner, Simonds, Yoder. | Ringham, Flower, Mills, Stump, 
Cummings Maish, Skinner, | Blanchard, Forman, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
1 an Mansur, Sm yset, Boatner, Fowler, Moore, N. H. Taylor, E. B. 
Darlington MeCarthy, Spinola Boothman, Geissenhainer, Morgan, Taylor, Tenn. 

Sa the} ee eee: ] Boutelle, Gest, Mudd, Thompson, 

oO thie ournal was approvec ° Bowden. Gibson, Nute, Tracey, 

Che following additional pairs were announced: Breckinridge, Ark Greenhalge, O'Donnell, Tucker, 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. Spino.a, for the rest of the day. es i ee | neon _. 

: monw . - ‘ a rower, all, Iw: > er, 1s, 

Mi HENDERSON with Mr. McCLAmMmMy, on this vote. eee aii Hansbroug®, Puskion, Snen ae, 

Che vote was recapitulated. Browne, Va. Hare, Perry, Van Schaick, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I was in my seat during the | Buchanan, Va. Hatch, Phelan, Vaux, 

: 1 roll-call and did hear : » called ' Buckalew, Hayes, Pickler, Venable, 
xe cont roi =< a : and did not bear my wae caiied, . | Bunn. Haynes, Pugsley, Walker, Mo. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Burrows). Was the gentleman | Butterworth, Heard, Raines, Wallace, Mass, 
listening at the time ? en Mass. enone a — ; 

. Te TS ; : = af ‘ Oar: | Catchings, ’ robe ’ : ’ : ; 

Mr. RIC HARD ON, I was liste ning, but not looking at the Clerk. | Cheatintn. Hooker, Rogers, Wheeler, Mich, i 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s name will be called. | Clarke, Ala. Hopkins, towland, Whiting, 

Che name of Mr. RicHARDSON was called, and he voted ‘‘nay.’’ | on * Kelley Russell — 

a ; 7 ee 7 ae aaa : : : ‘ements, ey, 8 , yiey, 

Mr. ¢ OW LES. Mr. Spe ake r, I desire to say that I am paired with | Cobb, eer, tows Sanford. Wilkinson, 
the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. BOOTHMAN }. Cooper, Ind. Kilgore, Sawyer, Willcox, * 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I believein the recapitulation my name was not | Cowies, Knapp, Seranton, Wilson, Ky. 3 
called 7 , | Crain, Lane, Seney, Wilson, Mo. 5 
Peers ra 3 Culbertson, Pa, Lansing, Sherman, Yardley. \ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore The gentleman is not recorded. Dargan, Lee, Shively, Yoder. : 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I believe I voted ‘‘ay’’ on that question. en Kode, a ; 

1." Panerp . , ’e Haven, Magner, Skinner . 

he / ( > Ve ‘ > 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, If the gentleman states that he voted | }. bano. Maish, Smyser, 
his name will be called. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly. 
The name of Mr. FARQUHAR was called, and he voted ‘‘ ay.’ 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


; 


So the conference report was agreed to. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, and Mr. EpMUNDS 
| paired on this vote. 


were announced 
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On motion of Mr. MCCREARY, the recapitulation of the names of Mr. FUNSTON. Ia :] 

















Fi 
= i ‘ i i ‘ A 
Pi members voting was dispensed with. We dis ed that questi vas be 
& The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded Hous Che confer report « 1 
¥ AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. i tion is that there are but very few t ul, 
— 2 » e¢( 1S th " I ire vl in te! ( i ] 1 dad 
Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference report. : an '4 Page co ee eae aa? p 
% The report was read, as follows: ee eee = ee eee 
. oo an ; | Mr. SAYERS. How many increas 
y 1€ committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of thet » il ses on fe PUNT). 7 
Pe the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R making appropriat 3 Mr zs : = ee —_ , : 
wo for the Department of Agriculture for fiscal year ending Ju 0, A. D. Isgl, | One made int I ise and tht in th Lud t 
J having met, after full and free conference have agreed to re nend and do | $°00'a 
: recommend to their respective Houses as follows } : Ar ur ‘moray 1 
’ : 7 aid . ‘Er CREARY llow 1 1 does t 
That the Senate recede from itsamendments numbered 2, 14,17, 18, and 19 | . ~— . . : 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- | the amount appropriated ill as 
s ate numbered 3, 5, 6,7, 8, 9, 10,11 13, 15, 16, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, Mr. FUNSTON rt : 
at and 33, and agree to the same | = pra Pp i ; - 
4 Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagreen tto Mr. McCRI Any. Wi cows 
the amendment of the Senate numbered |, and agree to the same with anan i- Mr. FUNSTON, ihe items of increase a ; 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number prop sed insert ‘* tw and in line 22, | tion of the cott oll w n 000 add s 
page 1 of the bill, strike out “two” and insert in lieu thereof ‘three,’ and in | ¢- 1000 of reant f 1 ¢ ny fey ' } 
line 23,same page, strike out ‘“‘three thousand two” and insert in lieu thereof | *“’ eee eee ee ae eee P 
“four thousand eight; "’ and the Senate agree to the same, |} Mammaiogy. Laughter 
Amendm« numbered 4: That the House recede from its disagreement to | Mr. Met I It} | ‘ } 
theamendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amend- es 7 : , . , ‘ . - : 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $80,300;"’ and the Senate | ti What is tha 
ngree to the same. | Mr. FUNSTON, As I have read ed » Ww 
Amendment numbered 26: That the House recede from its disagreement to | rer fr . the f ; | \ 
. ; om | over from the fund burea ( ist! 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with an | 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert *‘*$3,000;" and the | priated 
Senate agree to the same Mr. McCREARY Reanr nriated f t] 1 
Amendment numbered 34: That the House recede from its disagreement to Mr FI INST! yN : \ a ¢ acts See : 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with an | OIF. FUNDS LUN. CS, SIE, FOF the Same purpose. 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by saidamendment | Mr. DOCKERY. Is that $50,000 o0f reappropriation included 
insert as follows: total of the bill? 
‘* Experiment Station, Department of Agriculture: Toenablethe Secretary of ‘ rieeiianents ‘ s 
Agriculture to prepare such portions of the Arlington estate, not exceeding * no Ne ACS 1 th oni 1 
A t pre} I f \ g ; ra Ir. FUNSTO t 
acres in extent, as may be assigned to him by the Secretary of War, as an ex- | re pt rt over the bill as it I 
perimental station, and for expenses incurred in removing the present experi- Mr. BLOUNT I wisl 
mental station of the Bureau of Animal Industry to said estate, $20,000. ee ee : ip onaainy . 
And the Senate agree to the same. to a statement ch I unde low, 1 
BE. H. Fl NSTON, conference committee had 
W ws et | Mr. FUNSTON Chree one ot la 
Managers onthe part of the use. : “es 
: P. B ‘PLUMB . | Mr. BLOUNT. I under iy that t ul 
> aa ,UMB, e . . 
3 Cc. B. FARWELL, increased one salary, but i purpose whethe 
+ Managers on the part of the Senate the number is one or three Does the gentleman mean that the nate 
‘ The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: increased the salaries and the conferees assented or that tl iferees, 
a EXPLANATION, | of their own motion, increased the salaries 
d . The conference committee on the part of the House on this appropriation | Mr. FUNSTON. Che Senate had increas« ul th 
S bill forthe Department of Agriculture report the changes in the original 1 | conferees agreed to the increase. I want to sav also that tl llouse 
¥ as it passed the House, as follows: onferees declined to acre ‘ t many things t al 
& First amendment: Gives the Secretary of Agriculture three clerks of class 3, | “ on — 0 ag! 0a great Many things that were cont 
; instead of two. the Senate. 
4 . Third amendment: Gives the engineer, who shall be captain of the watch, Mr. McMILLIN. What was the increase proposed by the S 
E £1,600, instead of $1,400. x necinrenberiee mag aie ~ es : 
3 Fifth amendment: Gives the superintendent of document and folding room Mr. FUNSTON., rhe exact increase proposed by the Senate I 
% $1,600 instead of $1,490. not able tostate just now lL have just tated the increase mad 
Eleventh, twelfth, and thirteenth amendments: Limit traveling expenses | penort over the amount in the bill as it passed the Ho 
of entomologist to the United States; increase lump fund forentomology from | 4, MM TT. Sear Ree ge ae 1 it arenes oo on 
$25,000 to $27,500, $2,500 of which to be expended in the investigation of the cot- | Mr. MCMILLIN ihe information i wanted to get was tl Vi 
ton-boll worm. | amount of increase has been made by the Senate, how much of that 
i Sixteenth amendment: Increases appropriation for ornithology and mam- | 3, > 12 AEH Hie } v t} forance } t nd } , ha 
malogy from $10,000 to $15,000, PI I nam meneee 13 acqulesce L 1 by the Conierence report, and how m l t 
. Twentieth and twenty-first amendments: Increase lump fund for division of the Senate r ede from ? 
; forestry from $8,000 to $10,000, and provides for experiments in rainfall. | Mr. FUNSTON. I am unable to state the amount « ’ 
; , — nty-fifth amendment: Strikes out compulsory clause for repair of build- | hy the Senate. I have only ted t ount o ' | 
4 ne. : 4 ' 
Twenty-sixth amendment: Strikes out $4,000 for library and inserts 83,00 | as now agreed to over the amount a ed by t He 
2 Twenty-seventh amendment: Reappropriates unexpended balance in Bu 1 | Mr. McMILLIN What d t bill a f to f 
4 of Animal Industry. ca > What is the total appropriat 
: Thirty-first and thirty-second amendments: Increase lump fund for experi- Me etal ae — — ‘ 
7 ments in manufacture of sugar from $25,000 to $50,000, $500 of which is allowed Mr. FUNSTON. One million seven narea and ¢ ar 
i as extra and temporary salary to chemist. | sand dollars in round numbers; the amount may vary a d 
; rhirty-fourth amendment: Restricts the number of acres of the Arlington es- | That includes the agricultural stations. 
4 tate to be used as an experiment station to 80 acres. | . ATTY xr r} . ; it 
E. H. FUNSTON, Ir. MCMILLIN, What was the amount appropriated last y 
‘ Ohairman Conference Committee on part of the H a Mr. FUNSTON. There has been an increase this year by rv 
; Mr. SAYERS. . Mr. Speaker, I notice in that report that the con- | appropriations for new stations In various State that has mad 
‘ oe ; | ; f } ly S75 0 eC ES ree Sree fe ee 
; ferees recommend the reappropriation of a certain unexpended balance | Crease of probably }/o,000 over the amount appropriat 1 las 
. ° . . t wT ad } ann a nail ol ‘ 
for the Bureau of Animal Industry. Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman can no ute t 
Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, sir. crease as compared with the amount appropriated last year 
’ rr ‘ ‘ . 7 . ITNT W nt ha \ + « "YY f } 
Mr. SAYERS. Can the gentleman inform the House how much that | | Mr. FUNSTON. Not the exact amount of the incre 
; balance is? | $75,000. That includes the appropriations for the ex; L 
srrarae - - r . . . . 3 } x . . 
Mr. FUNSTON. About $50,000. The Secretary of Agriculture | tions in the several States 
- wr ied “ : cae | — rOpy - te ea’ aie bie a 4 : 47 
recommended an appropriation of $400,000 and we allowed him $350,- | Mr. DOCKERY. I donot know that I und vod the gentlem 
. . i . ‘ | eee “ee ‘ + Load . a ; 
000, cutting him down $50,000; but in theconference that amount was | !rom Kansas correctly; but, if I did, he stated, in reply to the gent 
virtually reinstated, giving him about $400, 000. | man from Texas | Mr. SAYERS], that he was not able to \ 3 t 
Mr. SAYERS. Now will the gentleman be kind enough to state | "umber of new officers and the increases of salary embraced int 
how many new offices will be created by this bill should it become a | Mr. FUNSTON. I was not able t BUG CXACULY UME 
law? I mean how many that do not exist under the present Jaw? | salary; but, as to the number of new offices, there are only t 
TT ATO? ~ rr — > | Thora ; > new Aivic ne re —— } ‘ 
Mr. FUNSTON. There are no new oflices created by this conference Phere are new divisions created, but they e1 0 l 
report except one. out of the funds of the Agricultura] Departm: 
Mr. SAYERS. The question I wish to submit to the gentleman is| _ Mr. DOCKERY. Then what are we to und t tal 


this: How many new offices or clerkships or employés will this bill, if it | increase of salaries ? 
should become a law, create in addition to those under existing law?| _ Mr. FUNSTON. The total increase laries is for one person un 
; Mr. FUNSTON. There is only one additional clerkship created by | der the original House bill and tliree perso inder this conference x 
na the conference report. ~ | port, including also $500 extra, given temporarily for one year, t 
3 Mr. SAYERS. Iam talking about the original bill and the confer- | chemist for experit 3 with reference 
ence report. | persons in all whose salaries are increased. 
Mr. FUNSTON. The gentleman asks me how many new clerkships Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman does not give tl 
a or other offices are created under the original bill. the increase. _ a 
2 Mr. SAYERS. Including the conference report. Mr. McMILLIN. I notice by the readir f the rep 
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is an f iry of the custod of t daocument-room 
Wi { i ( t tincre F 
M IN. The ide f the document and folding 
) l ty it fouse, $1,400. Weas- 
‘ co lerable respons 
tl t] ervice dered 
! ited ‘ a, ‘ 
AT ] } t ( ‘ 
, I : ‘ vy tl 
, » busin ‘ 
I I Hi 4 { I setting $1,400 
ON I did not state that he has been getting $1,400 
the ‘ } underst ly The compensation allowed in the 
Ho l ) t we ascertained that the officer had hereto- 
f 0. i th enate ha ng added $200 to the amount 
i} mr i tp iouse we ore l » that an unt, makir y the 
M } | this officer ‘ ing $1,60 he 
hye i | rT | it of o y 100 
| ( } r t pro- 
| 
1 ] i } n the cor nt fund? 
J PON It ; paid, as I presume similar matters ha 
b ) er Dem I ratic rom the lump fur 
IcMILI Dor gentleman know that is so 
p > Ye lj hat under Democratic A 
tra ef < ho Pp i t! 
] 1 ( Depa 
Af a7 7 ‘ e 
i { LVN i l riain 
\ | TI] i ou f tain 
i | ro th S 
l McM LI r willt eman k j tate from what 
iid 
M ) I ontingent fund of the Department ol 
Ax . 
N ILLDD From the contingent fund of the Department ? 
N ON Yes, sir; that is my recollection. I may be mis 
tal 
Mr. McMILLIN. In my friend’s charges against the Democratic 
party there is a degree of indefiniteness which does not generally char- 
acterize his political friends in making such charges 
Mr. ENLOE. Is there a contingent fand provided for in this bill? 
Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ENLOE What is the amount of it? 
Mr. FUNSTON, About 320.000. 
A MEM ! Is there a lump fund 


Mr. FUNSTON,. There are various lump funds. 

Mr. ENLOE. Is this contingent fund of $20,000 subject, ina lump, 
to the disposition of the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. FUNSTON, It is subject to the disposition of the Secretary of 
Agriculture for certain purposes. 

Mr. ENLOI Does any partof itapply to mammalogy? [Laugh 
ter. | 

Mr. CLUNIE. I wish to inquire of the gentleman whether, in the 
bill as now agreed upon, any provision is made for carrying on experi 
ments in silk culture. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Nothing more than the carrying on of the exper- 
iments now in progress at the Agricultural Department, the appropri- 
ation for that purpose being $20,000. 

lhe question being taken on agreeing to the report of the commit- 
tee of conference, it was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one ofits clerks, informed 
the House that the Senate had agreed to the conference report on the 
bill (11. R. 3538) for the relief of Albert H. Emery. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 


title in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 3130) to correct the mi!**ary record of William Smith, of 
‘Tennessee and 

\ bill (S. 3938) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to convey 
to 1 Rio Grande Junction Railway Company certain lands in the 
St ‘sf lo in lieu of certain other lands in said State, conveyed 

ud ipany to the United States. : 
EITURE OF UNEARNED LAND GRANTS 

Mv. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
int mmitte f the Whole on the state of the Union to further con- 
sid the la rrant-forfeiture bill 

| motion was agreed te 

House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 

on the state of the Union, Mr. Perers in the chair. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the unfinished 


business pending before the committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A | (S. 2781) to forfeit certain lands heret re granted pu 


ty ‘ r ? 
nstru on Of rauf©r 


Mr. PAYSON. When the committee rose on a former occasion, when 


bill was under consideration, the gentleman from Indiana had the 


1 from Mis- 


yor Or was entitled to it; but 1 understand the gentleman 








sissippi [Mr. HooKER] desires to proceed now, and if agreeable 1 hope 
he may be recognized for that purpose. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. ¢ rman, it was not my purpose tospeak gen- 
erally to the bill now under consideration. I sought the floor rather 


wre for the purpose of calling the attention of the House to the dif- 
erences between the Senate bill and the substitute which is now re- 
ported on the part of the Committee on the Public Lands of the House, 
The Senate bill proposes to reserve the grant of lands to certain rail- 
roads now in process of construction; and it was more to speak with 
reference to one of these measures that I sought the floor than to ad- 
dress myself to the general provisions of the bill. 

It will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that the Senate bill is set entirely 
aside by the House Committee on the Public Lands and an entirely 
new bill is substituted, a bill which makes an absolute forfeitare of 
all public lands granted to the States to be used in aid of the construc- 
tion of railroads throughout the country. 

The policy of the Government, Mr. Chairman, about the time when 
these grants were made, in 1856, 1857, and 1858, was a policy which 

based on the purpose of linking together the two great portions of 
the continent, the one which lay along on the borders of the Atlantic 
coast and that far-off portion which lay upon the shores of the Pacific 
Ocean, remotely separated from us. The urgency and the reason for 
the construction of these roads at that time was very great, a 
men will remember, in view of the contest which was evidently soon 
to occur between the States, and also in view of the wide extent of 
country which separated the Pacific Slope from those of the interior 
and on the Atlantic Stope It was important to the General Govern- 
ment that these roads should be constructed in order to | 
with bands of steel this great continent in its entirety. 

I think, sir, that the grants of land made from the public domain 
for the purpose to which I have just referred were excessive, were far 
larger than ought to have been made, because I believe strongly in the 
doctrine that the public domain should be reserved for the people, to 
be taken up in the shape of homestead entries by the citizens of the 
Republic. But it will be remembered, Mr. Chairman, that, when the 
tide of civilization swept over the continent and was confronted by the 
great American alkali desert, even the rough energy and conquering 
power of those who stood in the forefront of civilization stood appalled 
at the idea of battling with the untold hgrrors of that vast region 
which the great Creator himself had denied should ever be watered by 
the rains of heaven. 

Hence there had to be extraordinary inducements and extraordinary 
efforts put forth to impel any man or set of men to undertake the con- 
struction of a line of railway through this inhospitable region, espe- 
cially a line of railway stretching the vast distance which separates the 
Atlantic from the Pacific coast. It was a gigantic undertaking, Mr. 
Chairman. No wonder that men stood appalled at the magnitude of 
the work when they considered the difficulties which intervened. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let mie ask the gentleman from Mississippi 
whether at that time there was any proposition for the construction of 
a Pacific railroad; I mean at the time of which the gentleman is speak- 
ing, 1856? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. 

A Member. Yes; the Northern Pacific. 

Mr. HOOKER. No; not the Northern Pacific; but this other road 
had been a long time in contemplation, and we of the South favored 
the line along the parallel of 32° north latitude, which had been ex- 
plored and on which partial surveys had been made. The Southern 
people, particularly in my own region, were earnest advocates of the 
road along this parallel, 32° north latitude, which would have struck 
about the region of Vicksburg on the Mississippi, and thence across the 
continent. It was afterwards constructed lower down. The Central 
road was constructed and then the Northern Pacific. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I was proceeding to remark that when we at- 
tempted to settle the great American alkali desert the tide of civiliza- 
tion paused upon its brink. These railroads, their construction, was 
an absolute necessity. 

It has been said by my honorable friend from Indiana, Judge Ho L- 








centle- 


nd toget her 


MAN, whose devotion to the interests of the people I appreciate and of 


whose faithful devotion to his legislative duties I have been so long a 
witness, that we gave an empire of land to these railroads. That is 
true, Mr. Chairman; we did give an empire; but we gave an empire 
composed of an arid desert that produced nothing but the broom sedge 
of the prairie and the wild buffalo, the elk, and the prairie dog. We 
gave them a vast region of country which was unfit for the habitation 
of man; and it is but a simple act of justice to the railroads to say (and 
I speak it, being connected with norailroad North, South, or anywhere) 
that the men whoconstructed these great transcontinental railways have 
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returned you an empire, not consisting of an arid, unprod ve desert Ar i ) 
but an empire peopled by hardy and industrious tax-pay t I 3 t 
rapidly forming i rerritories 1} s rapidly b yt 
i into States of the Union, forming a part of the grand colu t 1 
: the great entablature of the Union, stretching ina continuous and 
2 broken chain from the Atlantic to the Pacific shores; and but for t i 
ee construction of these 1 ads it is extremely doubtful whethe 
uy tury would not have passed over our heads before that reg 
* try known as the great alkali desert wo uld |} rer i 
i Common justice, therefore, requires, what r we 
; grants ol land to the railroad, that if t i ha 
j dent and excessive, and expensive, which I ad: 
We given back to us tenfold what we gave. It has } 1 | i st 
¥. the waters, and it has been returned a thousand-fold in 
- new riches, and additional States lying along tl Li: t 
up to he tide of progr ss and the march of civi at t 
My honored friend from Missouri |Mr. STONE], w 
question with great ability the other day, alluded tot 
was much of 3 land that was worthless either to the railroads or to 
the country. Thatis true, sir; and the same thing might be said of that | that flow t { ( y 
vast region which was granted to the transcontinental railroad é be t 
originally made. Now, sir, it was thought when the iron bands that | and t ) 
bound the Alleghanies to the Pacific coast struck e great { r t ! 
waters and had been pushed on to the Rockies—it was thought and sa thousan lt { 
that we could not traverse the mountains by iron railways. But th t t, 8 
great Senator from Missouri, ft end, w 0 \ 
eye, pointed out the path. When the engineering genius of th 
stood appalled at the magnitude of the work they had undert 
was left for Thomas H. Benton to say to them: **Gentlem« 
the track of the great natural engineer of the continent, t! 
falo, who always crosses the mountain at the lowest dip and ) 
water.”’ [ 
And they did it. T he scien eote line ering overc iet obsta vil] ana 


in the way of linking the Atlantic and Pacific States by iron bands. ouse to \ Senat 
The mountains were tunneled; the rivers were bridged; the great Ea y ca ¢ attent to re tha 1 ) 








and the great West were linked together by bands of steel And 
probable as it may seem now, Mr. Chairman, I pre that the ti "i t 





will come within the knowledge of many men who sit here in this | 8! to 
Hall when the same genius that linked together the Atlantic and | 
cific Oceans by bands of steel and great railways for the transportation rt I 
‘ of passengers and freight will alike be expended in other railroad und sot from ¢ yt y Orleans; : reasta 
Q not running by parallels of latitude, but running longitudinally across ; asthe Qu ind ¢ t, running from Cincinnati to 








the continent from the northtothe south, from North Americathrough | the brancl of those 3 roads, ¢ to \ » f 
Central America to South America, and binding us to the tropics of the | Natchez, one 50 and the ot! 100 miles. 
south with the same bands of steel which now unite the Atlantic and It has been i that t prosperity of t t ricult 


Pacific coasts. [Applause]. of the West, and « y of the great agi tate of ¢ 

Great as may have been these grants of land, improvident and ex- | to the fact that ever I 1S a railroad al t at his d 
cessive as they may seem, if the position of my hor 
Missouri [Mr. STONE], to whom I listened with great care and atten- | I was informed that the purely agricultural lands of th 





10rable friend from | has been the result, Mr. Chairman When ] ted the St of Ohio 


I g 
tion the other day, is correct, with reference to the lines of railway here | 4 radius ol 100 miles from Columbus, th eat of State go 
spoken of, I would then be in favor of compelling these railways to | and indeed all over that State, these agricultural lands wort 

; whom these great grants have been made to carry out their contracts $75 to $150 and « 50 1 Vi t h yrodt I 





with the Government in order that we may experience the same bene- | facility of communication, th getti i prod 
ficial results which we have experienced by the construction of the | of the farm and the ease with which the farmer g e returns he 




















A roads that have already been built. need: J want some of that sort m » wand stretched over own 
In speaking of this measure, my friend from Missouri [ Mr. STon! State of Mississippi 
among other things in his admirable speech upon this subject, on page the grant ¢ nd wh was made for tl struction of this Gul 
; 7530 otf the Recorp, used these words: ind Ship Island Railroad, a 1 the cent ( 
No road is being built, none is going to be built. At least no road will bé tate to the Gull coast, from wsolutely sey t 
: structed for the purpose of ** earning” these *‘ unearned "’ lands covered by t region of pine lands comparati ul nite 
: bill now under consideration. Two-thirds of the six millions and odd. acres | tpic stretch of country alon thy ry 
; affected by that bill are worthless. The railroad companies do not want thos i 5 a PR aa t . — 
; lands. They care nothing for them. The Government would lose ver { zy places at Bay St. Louis A 
‘ if it lost them all. But, however that may be, the companies do not want t that are utterly lated fror ne i it 
lands and are doing nothing to earn them , ad co et , 4 { » 
In a subsequent portion of his speech, upon the same page, he uses | to the Mississippi coast by way of New Orleans or M 
; these words, reiterating again the same sentiment as to the characte! ant a direct r ¢ inicat 
* 1: + , ~ ' 
z of the lands over which these roads were to be constructed: yor 1Sa4 wt to which Is I g t 
5 Sir, if you reject the amendment I shall offer and pass the pending bill with- | © ' ae — ruction , sali , P 
9 out it, that means the end of forfeiture legislation. If you pass the ! re- | I i Ra ’ i t grant re vy, and tli i | 
; ported by the gentleman from Illinois you thereby close the b 4. You will | }, i to now r st ted: h 1 n 
3 restore tothe public 6,180,803 acres of land, two-thirds of which is worthless ; as ’ a sn } 1 
but you will also, in effect, confirm to the corporations 43,143,193 acres of ferti or ~) mules Irom the ¢ and 18 gradually perio! 
3 and valuable lands tively speaking uninhabited pine region of the « try i 
lis was the proposition to have the forfeitures declared by i posing to connect W vila known 1 Nor 
decision instead of legislative enactment. He say Hattiesburgh, 60 or 70 m from the capital of ti 
7 Why do I say you will close the books? Because, in my judgment, t ) 1t will not stop there, ! top unt t rea 
peeree ne 0 saat ial forfeiture will never come bef » the Senat i pr which is the center I 1 
bly never before the House. Congress will! ad rn th forfeitu eg } Af AYSON 
left where you leave it to-day. os , 
Now, sir, it will be observed that the declaration is that two-t ! Mr. H ) 
of these lands are now valueless. So were more than two-thirds of the Mr. HAUGEN. 1 
< original granis to the lines of railway across the continent M HOO} > } t ) . 


¥ roads were constracted. It was in the construction of these roads that | been constincted. a : w about ft 
you gave development to the country, and you have t . which ibou - 1 the 
the States which have now been given to you by devoting th 150 miles fi the 1 to the cit Ta 


“ “ é yO 
to the purposes to which they have been devoted. This railroad nt was made fora road 
As the genius of man and the science of man gave fertility to the | 12 miles from t vital, to the 
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in healthfulness and in climate, if not surpassing, the far-famed winter 


| climate of Florida. 


It is for these reasons, sir, that I want to preserve this land and that 
I want to see this company, which is now engaged in struggling from 
day to day towards the completion of this road, aided by the retention 
of this land grant. It is not toenrich a railroad company, for I do not 


| even have any connection with any of the men who are interested in 


| 
Senate bill proposed to continue and preserve it. That was done in th 
provisions of the Senate bill, and I did not wish to see it stricken out. 
I shall not, however, now move as an amendment to the House bill to | 
insert it, because I believe that when this bill shall pass, in whatever | 
shape it may, this question will have to be considered in a committee | 
of conference, which must necessarily be appointed for the purpose of | 
determining this question; and 1 am gratified to know and believe that 
the intelligent members of the House Committee on Public Lands, 
under the circumstances in which this land was granted, will allow it 
to preserved in the irit and temper in which it is attempted to | 
preserve it in the eighth section of the Senate bill, which I will read: | 
hat in all cases whe lands included in a grant of land to the State | 
of Mississip for the purp« of aiding in the construction of a railroad from | 
br 1 to the Gull of Me 0, commo known as the Gulf and Ship Island 
R road. have heretofore beer »ld by the officers of the United States for cash, | 
o th th wance o1 proval of s 1 officers have been entered in good 
f ler the pre-emption or homestead laws, the right and title of the per- 
suns holding or claiming any such lands under such sales or entries are hereby 
confirmed And on condition that the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company 
thin sixty days from the passage of this act shall, by resolution of its board | 
of directors, duly accept the provisions of the same and file with the Secretary | 
of the Interior a valid relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, title 
i clai I nd to all such lands as have been sold or entered as aforesaid, | 
then the forfeiture declared in the first section of this act shall not apply to or | 
ny wise affect so much and such parts of said grant of lands to the State of | 
Mississippi as lie south of a line drawn east and west through the point where 
the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad may cross the New Orleans and Northeastern 
Railroad in said State, until one year after the passage of this act, | 


Now, I want to say to the House that this grant of land was made 
to the State of Mississippi only a few years before the war broke out 
between the States and the Gulf and Ship Island Railway Company 
was not able, therefore, during that contest, togo on and earn the lands. 
They have since been struggling toretainthem. The eighth section of 
the Senate bill, as you will observe, proposed to reserve these lands to 
this railroad, except in so far as they have been entered by homestead 
settlers, to protect these homestead settlers and,to preserve the grant 
of lands where they still remain in the Government of the United 
States for the construction of this road for one year. I do not believe 
that these lands can be utilized for the benefit of the State of Missis- 

ppi in a more effective way than to make them the basis upon which 
this road will be enabled to be constructed from the Gulf coast to Hat- 
tiesburgh, and I hope from Hattiesburgh on. If I had my own way I 
would propose to preserve the entire grant except in so far as it had 
actually been entered upon by bona fide homesteaders at the public 
land office of the United States, because this land is valuable for its tim- 
ber. Allthetimberthatis now cut upon these landsis floated down the 
streams to the great millson the coast, numbering hundreds, down the 
Pascagoula and the Pearl] and the tributaries of thosestreams. Thelogs 
re there reduced to lumber and shipped to the great basins of New Or- 
leans, where they are loaded upon the cars anu transported along over 
the very lands from which the original trees were cut and on up to the 
prairie regions of Nebraska, Illinois, and all the great West. We pro- 
pose now, by the construction of this road, to have a direct and easy 
ethod of carrying out to market what is now the great native product 
of that region, its lamber. That product is valuable for many reasons, 
but it is growing daily more valuable, for the reason that the great pine 
ite of Maine and the great pine-lumber regions of Michigan-and Wis- 
consin are being rapidly exhausted, notonly by the demand for the lum- 
ber, but still more rapidly by the destructive fires which sweep over 
that country and destroy the trees. 

Lumber is the great natural product of the soil of our State along 

the line of ridges, and there is now a virgin pine forest there, un- 


- 





this company, but I want to see it conveyed to them because I believe 
it will give an impetus to the completion of that road from which 
benefits will flow to all the people of the State. 

[n connection with this subject I refer to and ask to have embodied 
in my remarks by the Reporter the act of Congress granting these lands 
to the State of Mississippi, from which it will be seen that the grant 
was made in trust for the construction of these railroads. The act 
bears date August 11, 1858. It shows the scope @nd character of the 
grant, and I trust that when the committees of conference come to pass 
upon this question this item, at least, will be preserved, and that the 
company for whose benefit the grant is made will not be deprived of 
this valuable means of completing their line of railroad. 

The act referred to by Mr. Hooker is as follows: 

CHAPTER LXXXIII.—An act granting public lands in alternate sections to the 


State of Mississippi to aid in the construction of railroads in said State, and for 

other purposes, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That there be, and is hereby, granted to the 
State of Mississippi, for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads 
from Jackson to the line between the State of Mississippi and the State of Ala- 
bama; from Tuscaloosa to the Mobile Railroad within Mississippi; and from 
Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico, every alternate section of land, designated by 


} even numbers; for 6sections in width on each side of each ofsaid roads. But 
| in case it shall appear that the United States have, when the lines or routes of 


said roads are definitely fixed, sold any sections or any parts thereof granted as 
aforesaid,or that the right of pre-emption has attached to the same, then it shall 
be lawful for any agent or agents, to be appointed by the governor of said State, 
to select, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, from the lands 


| of the United States nearest to the tiers of sections above specified, so much land 


in alternate sections or parts of sections as shall be equal to such lands as the 
United States shall have.sold or otherwise appropriated, or to which the right 


| of pre-emption has attached as aforesaid; which lands (thus selected in lieu of 


those sold, and to which pre-emption rights have attached as aforesaid, together 
with the sections and parts of sections designated by even numbers as aforesaid 
and appropriated as aforesaid) shall be held by the said State for the use and pur- 
pose aforesaid: Provided, That the lands to be so located shall in no case be 
farther than 15 miles from the lines of said roads and selected for and on ac- 
count of each of said roads: Provided further, That the lands hereby granted 


| shall be exclusively applied in the construction of that road for and on account 
| of which said lands are hereby granted, and shall be disposed of only as the 


work progresses, and the same shall be applied to no other purpose whatso- 
ever: And provided further, That any and al! lands heretofore reserved to the 
United States by any act of Congress, or in any other manner, by competent 
authority, for the purpose of aiding in any object of internal improvement, or 
for any other purpose whatsoever, be, and the same are hereby, reserved to the 
United States from the operation of this act, except so faras it may be found nec- 
essary to locate the routes of said railroads through such reserved lands, in which 
case the right of way only shall be granted subject to the approval of the Pres- 
ident of the United States. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sections and parts of sections of land 
which, by such erant,shall remain to the United States, with 6 miles on each 
side of said roads, shall not be sold for less than double the minimum price of 
the public lands when sold; nor sliall any of the said lands become subject to 
private entry until the same bave been first offered at public sale at the in- 
creased price. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said lands hereby granted to the said 
State shall be subject to the disposal of the Legislature thereof, for the purpose 
aforesaid and no other; and the said railroads shall be and remain public high- 
ways for the use of the Government of the United States, free from toll or other 
charge upon the transportation of any property or troops of the United States. 

Sec, 4. And be it further enacted, That the Jands hereby granted to the said 


| State shall be disposed of by said State only in manner following, thatis to say: 
| Thata quantity of land not exceeding 120 sections for each of said roads, and 


touched. save where the streams flow by it, a forest which contains | 


lumber enough to supply this country for years and years to come. I 
want to give direct transportation to that product, instead of the pres- 
ent devious transportation around by New Orleans and Mobile. I 
want to preserve these lands for that purpose. I think it is in the in- 
terest of the Government, I think it is the interest of the people of 
Mississippi, that the grant should be preserved for that purpose. I 
speak of this case, and apply my remarks to it especially, because I am 
familiar with the grant, familiar with the region of the country which 
the road traverses, familiar with the wants and desires of the people 
who live along the line of the projected road. It will connect us with 
the coast to which we are at present as much strangers or even more 
strangers than the people who live in the State of my friend from Ala- 
bama and who have railways. 

I am gratified to know that from the enterprising city of Mobile 
there is projected another line of railway which proposes to traverse the 
State of Mississippi. I believe in these railways. I believe in the 
beneficial effect which they have upon the people and upon all the peo- 
ple, not merely upon those who live along their lines, but upon all. 
Our seacoast is one of the most wonderful and fruitful and healthful 
on the continent, and I believe the day is not far distant when the 
people of the North, seeking a milder climate, instead of going to the 
Capes of Florida will stop on the salubrious coast of the State of Mis- 
sissippi, which is fanned constantly by healthful sea breezes and pro- 
duces natural food in the form of oysters and fish unsurpassed in the 
world. That seacoast will become not only a summer resort, as it is 
now and has been for years and years, but a winter resort also, rivaling 


included within a continuous length of 20 miles of each of said roads, may be 
sold; and when the governor of said State shall certify to the Secretary of the 
Interior that any continuous 20 miles of either ot said roads is completed, then 
another like quantity of land hereby granted, not exceeding 120 sections for 
such road, may be sold; and so from timeto time until said roads are completed; 
and if said roads are not completed within ten years no further sales shall be 
made, and the lands unsold shall revert to the United States. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the United States mail shall be trans- 
ported over said railroads, under the direction of the Post-Office Department, 
at such price as Congress may, by law, direct: Provided, That until such price 
is fixed by law the Postmaster-General shall have the power to determine the 
same. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That a like grant to the same extent, and on 
the same terms and conditions in all respects, is hereby made to aid in con- 
structing a railroad from the city of Mobile to New Orleans, such grant to be 
made to the several States through which said road shall pass, so far as said road 
is within their respective limits. 

Approved, August 11, 1856. 


Mr. HOOKER. AsI beforesaid, if I had it in my power I wouldin- 
sist that the lines of railway to which my friend from Missouri referred, 
instead of being empowered to forfeit their contract with the Govern- 
ment should be required to carry it out and to make fertile all that 
region of country over which these roads may be constructed. 

Mr. McADOO obtained the floor. 

Mr. MORSE. Before my friend from Mississippi [Mr. HookEr] 
takes his seat I would like to ask him a question. He has very elo- 
quently set forth the attractions of his State; he has told us it has a 
a beautiful shore, asalubrious climate, the richest soil on the face of the 
earth, and everything that can make life desirable. He has also con- 
trasted his own State in its present undeveloped condition with the State 
of Ohio, interlaced with railroads and abounding in prosperity such as he 
acknowledges his State does not at present enjoy. Will not the gen- 
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tleman from Mississippi tell us what has been the incubus upon his | maintained our policy ; we still r 1e to the issue w 
State in the past and what is the reason the great State of Ohio has 1 presented. The Forty-ninth Cor to being elected 




































outstripped Mississippi in commercial and business prosperity largely on that issue. A distinguished gent ym Indiana was 
Mr. HOOKER. One word in answer to the gentleman. While the | t chairman of the Committee the Pub Mr. Cobb 
State of Mississippi is, and has been since the war, poor, struggling | Millionsof acres of the public lands ds 
along under great difliculties and contending against rnomalous | we gain ted and lg” ! 1 t the 
condition of affairs in which she has been leit, yet all of her popula- | Senate again stood in the path like a ’ 
tion—not one class alone—are to-day in a prosperous condition; and if | concession to the demands of the people as lin the H 
wise statesmanship, if prudent policy will leave the people of our State | resentatives 1 forfeiture of the grants lid not bel 
to work out their own salvation we shall probably, with the aid of this 
grant of land and others of like character, be able to show lb Mr. Chair was ma vat 
many years a condition of prosperity as great as that which struck ‘ s rby the D 
my eyes with astonishment and delight when I visited the State of tieth ¢ was el 8 . in 
Ohio, and which I have seen also in the State of Massachusetts, repre- | man 3; which l in the wa pursued t 
sented in part by the gentleman who asked me this question san licy. We maintained our stand on th ut qu \\ 
Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, perhaps the worst piece of legisla- | forjeited lands in the House by bills which passed this b 
tion which ever went upon our statute-books was the original grant | to the Senate ry is raised in the Cong1 t W 
of lands to the railroad companies. I have always held, and every day . this policy too t in the mean the companies w 
increases my conviction, that it would have been very much better if | ing alarmed and we yu hei is with a view to meet he 
we had appropriated money outright to build these transcontinental | substantial requiren Ve w told that ther d 
railways than to have given them the public lands, It was an awiul | be less acres for us t ( ind we had better 
crime against the American people to give these roads about 155,000,- | make a compromise su it to 0 | sed 
000 acres of the people’s land. and maintained out 1 t teous, a wis 
The American people did not realize for some time after these grants | and statesmanlike sta these land I so thought then 
were made the tremendous danger involved in them to the very life | and I believe now, t t pol Ww vas pursued 
of the Republic; but at the close of the Forty-seventh Congress they | by the Democratic party on that subject. But th ute ( 
began painfully to recognize that it was a most dangerous policy, a | fused. 
policy which imperiled our institutions and robbed our people of the When the present Congress, now in the hands of the opposite polit 
lands to which they were entitled; and that these lands, wherever the | ical party, comes tothe front with this subject they bring usa VI 
terms of the grants had not been complied with, ought to be forfeited, | mise with the Senate which has been patched up and we are asked to 
taken back, and made a part of the public domain, and that any legal | sustain it. What is the bill before us? With all d respect to the 
doubts as to the right of Congress to forfeit should be left to the | distinguished gentleman from Illinois, for whose ability L have tl 
courts. The intense desire to argue the law as toconstruction of these | highest esteem, with all due respect to him, this bill might well 
acts in Congress, rather than in the courts, is of itself a good reason to | entitled ‘‘A billtocompounda felony witl ib ler 
send the case to legal tribunals, the public lands.’’ If I thought that t take back any 
In the Forty-seventh Congress the issue was presented by bills which | considerable portion of arable lands forthe honest people of this country 
were sent by this House to the Judiciary Committee. Fromthatcom- | I would befor it But when you take ithe small, m 1uma int 
mittee, through the hands of the distinguished gentleman who is now | of lands to be taken back by operation ble portion, you will 


the Speaker of this House, came a report upon the forfeiture ofthe lands | find that the arable portio ilready occupied by those . n 
of the Northern Pacific and Southern Pacific Railroad Companies. In | ing title under the railroads, that itis to be sold for $1.25 an acre, and 


that report, which was adverse—against the forfeiture of the lands— | you will find there is not a thousand acres of this land capab! 














i ( i a ny 
that eminent gentleman took this ground: entered for settlement by parties coming immediately « 1d. 

The United States did not want back the lands, it wanted a great Then, in addition, there is that subtle robbery of the pul \ 
thoroughfare across the continent, and it took every precaution to i re its | t] lled indemnity b c If a railroad do not t n iate 
completion. inds near its roadbed, it has a great wide belt o tter la to. 

In other words, the gentleman, now the distinguished Speaker of thi rom. ‘This part of the law has resulted in bold excursions on the part 
House, then a member of the Judiciary Committee, took the ground | of the companies into the best and most valuabl v 
that these lands had been wisely granted for the purpose of building | have arbitrarily claimed title and disposed of la » sett! ) 
these railroads, and that the people of the United States did not want | ever a people throw away their heritage prodi y as th 
their lands back, but did want the roads built and were willing that the | iam the Conqueror in England, O} Cromwell in Ireland, the f 
policy should be continued until the construction of the roads had been | barons in France, lords of the sword, parceled ou nd as i 
eompleted. their freebooting follows yut th rds of the I iot ‘ 

“he Forty-eighth Congress came into be ing with the Democratic party | these ancient land pirates in the shad« lo paraphrase La 


largely in the majority in this House: and I haveno hesitation in say- Sentimental Journey, ‘‘The lert etl ett 
ing that I believe the change in public opinion upon the land question, | ica. 

more especially in thegreat industrial communities of the United Stat One-half of the is at least covered bv this bil! are. in m n. 
brought about the chanze of political complexion of the Forty-eighth | not arable at all and tl rable portion is alread vied; an 
Congress as compared with the Forty-seventh. Imyself was first: ted | fore the bill elf . delusion, a snare, and a false pretense t 
to this House as a member of the Forty-cighth Congress; and I we 














‘ whe 
recollect that there was no public issue which so much aroused the c truth an fact 
stituencies in the large industrial centers of the United States n ( , vai 
policy of taking back irom the railroad companies the lands which ’ of the Un i State 
longed to the people; and I take it that the result of the election whi ( de o Ho 1 t 
brought into being the Democratic majority in the Forty-eighth ¢ ling, Mr. Cha in é r to 
gress was largely ewing to the failure of the Forty-seventh Congress to n t nd are Ame 1 
forfeit the public lands which had been granted to the railroad com ids 1 the f iv 
panies. junto th ild rid 
The issue was then joined. The Forty-seventh Congress, through that we de { iy | 

the distinguished gentleman from Maine, had taken the ground that t out of our to do 

these lands were granted for the purpose of building the roads hat x SUT 

it was best to continue the policy of so using them. We joins stable door when every o n that the hor 

upon that question. We came into this House with a large majori Chis bill, Mr. Cha un, ma two tio e 1 to 

aud to the everlasting honor of that majority be it said, the first pub- | read ‘*J 1, That f the l i} 

lic policy which we inaugurated, under the leadership of my distin- | roads”’ and section 2 ‘‘1 there » lar 

guished friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]—a ‘‘ watch dog”’ not | railroads 

alone of the Treasury, but of the public domain—was to pass a num- Now, Mr. Chairman, I for one am unwilling t 

ber of bills forfeiting millions of acres of theselands. Those bills went | the United States with the belief t & i so man 

one by one to the Senate. I am not able, under parliamentary usages | ions of acres of these Jands and added them dom en 

and with that degree of propriety which is incumbent upon a member | as a matter of fact we have done nothing of the kind. It is b 

of the House in criticizing the action of another body, to speak of the | to maintain the stand which I illy took and tell the 

conduct of the Senate of the United States with reference to this great- | the country the truth and lodge th ponsibilit ¢ 

est of public questions as I would like. diably gone where th ponsibility properly belong 
Bill after bill taking back these lands which had been forfeited by | the people on that e. I have so often said on t Or 


, 


the railroads, making them again what they were, the property of the | peated with so much zeal my earnest « i 
people, met with a stone wall of defiance and opposition in the United | question is the great question of the hour tl 
States Senate. We went again to the people on that issue. We still | erate it again 
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! ( ( t to bring home to the members 
t that there is no public question which ought to 
é and « t thought and attention of the mem- 
much n he public lands. Lord 
to Mr. H. Kiandall in 1857, said in a letter, of 
I { p hen he said it startled him 
t ong ¢ thiu g 
ite I . ed v phy lea 
< ‘ i ila your 
‘ re i 
‘ at of t 
vi ] s thik 
a ( w i as ny 
I ers and b 3 And i 
he nf Ghana a w " 
i titutic #\ ib bro t 
the Unite tates will have to j 
I iy 1agood v 
and I I I ] 
( cri! 
it uy the o! 
l f iding « t the lite 
iW 
l tor of the mo n land grabbers 
‘ t i ha tiora le f herbs, |} 
I unto l 
0 tl » had proper American ideas 
| ‘ ] nher nce o 1} 
by « land lezebel, his wicked wife, 
» po ! rn ins of conspiracy, crime, and 
t iabs have terrible days of reckoning when dead. Naboths 
realit Awiul sentence that, not mollified by the 
1 } urd In tl place where the dogs licked 
1« th shall do lit thy blood, even thine.’’ 
1 Thomas Carlyle, the old Scotch philosopher, who had no faith 
1 of government, and espe ly disliked those based on r 


principles, once said to an American 
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t 5 1 or h i or any kind I 
are ndoubtedly the opinions of unfriendly critics, but en- | 
ay ett » it ls the weak points In a system, and 








and loose with that which is the foundation of a country. 


ess that, whil lieve we shall outlive the croakings of 
ts and the as of enemies, I believe Carlyle and Macaulav 
pointed out the cri in which the greatest strain on our institu- 
a 
I ¢ ta th a recent writer in all his statements and 
tions, there is certainly force in what he states on this question of 
( i 1 which he says, speaking of the remaining public 
but now much diminished since he wrote 
a ce atively portion is arable. The farm lands of the West; 
Ww all be taken before the close of this century And under private 
pthey w »preciate in value with the increase of population. Sen- | 
Vade, of Ohio, predicted, in the United States Senate, some twenty years 
iat by 1900 every re , xd agricultural land in the Union would be 
it least 85 Howeve y be, itis certain our wide domain will soon 
palliate popular dis because it willsoon be beyond the reach of | 
sett lands has a further and even deeper signifi- | 


ers, as we have seen in the preceding chapter 








8 their cl imunity and commonwealth for generations 
iries: ar tamp is to be given to the great West in the 
of the n« years rrue, the land is not settled as rap- 
tis dispos d of by the Government Many acres have passed into the 
of wealthy syndicates or individual capitalists, and are held by them for 
value; but this can delay actual settlement for a short time only, and 





x» modify the general state 








nt that the great West is to be settled by 








- ration Robert Giffen, president of the London Statistical Society, in 
80 World Crowding,” after following several lines of reasoning to 
co ISion, SAYS 

itever way we may matter, then, it seems certain that in 
ty-five years’ time,a before that date, the limitation of area in 


) y 
ted St s will be feit Phere will be no longer vast tracts of virgin 
t tl Phe 2 silable area will be peopled agriculturally, 


entire region west of the Mississippi—not excepting bald mount- 
: e des s—were divided into townships 6 miles square. From 
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ily 6 per cent. of our population. That is, one-half of our territory was, for 
the most part, uninhabited rhe character of this vast region, equal in area to 
Great Britain, France, Spain, Italy, Austria, Germany, Norway, and Sweden, 
together with a dozen of t lur 
i ist twenty y« 
practically uninhabit 
fhames and the Seine 





> Smailer Luropean states, is to be determined dur- 
“se > oe } f 


all«< Vestern Europe were 
neer were pitching his tent by the 


in on the banks of the Tiber. 













He takes with him of centuries ago, but the lecomo- 
tive, t rT pr it swift appliances of modern civ- 
Ea Suy countries named above were all to be settled in twenty 
years at i wf the slow evolutions of many centuries, their px 
cial igious, ¢ lucational institutions were to be determined by one g 
‘ that fror e generation were t spr a civilization, like Minerva 
tre e head of J rrown and fu en ed iod in the 
‘ i story it paralleled a tre is 1 Europe 
reated ration west « e Mississippi ind within the 
b these years is folded not only e future « he mighty West, but 
he d r,as have at t West is to dominate the East. 


yw, with the rapid accumulation of wealth and the tremendous 

ur population from natural causes and from immigration, 
land will become scarce and dear, and when Jand becomes scarce and 
dear the safety-valve of republican institutions is closed. 

The best writers on this subject agree, and the best statisticians 
agree, that the last acre of the public land will be gone before the close 
of this century, and when the last acr of the 
been closed; when the last acre is closed to your poor landless 
and country, 


wth of our 


public domain has 





an in city 
to your mortgaged farmer, upon whose land the mortgage 
has been foreclosed, then will come the strain which these men have 
said would be the test of republican institutions. I would rather see 
the policy adhered to in this House even of slowly opening the Indian 
reservations. I was opposed to the rapid opening of Oklahoma, not be- 
se I did not sympathize with those who lived in that immediate 
neighborhood and wanted to take possession of those fertile acres, but 
I want to see the pressure from the center towards those lands. 

I do not believe it to be a good public policy to yield to immediate 
ocal pressure to grab the Indians’ acres. When your Eastern coast has 
yecome as thickly populated as Old England, when land is as valuable 
in the State which I represent as in Belgium, as it will be, as it is 


cal 






] 
} 


bound to be, then willcomé thestrain. Man lives on the lan Land 
is the life of the country, and with the teeming tides of humanity 
which are poured upon vour shores, with the dense populations that 


are coming and growing up, we will live to see the day, or our children 
will, when they will think that we lived in a comparative wilderness, 
even in the older States of this Union. When that time comes! should 
wish to have seen the public policy of the United States such that by 
slowly opening the Indian reservations, and by resisting with a firm 
hand the encroachments of the railroad and foreign land-grabbers and 
domestic speculators, we should still have had some supply of land for 
the discontented populationsof our great cities and commercial centers. 

But we have been prodigal with our lands. 
to railroads; 





We have given them away 
we have opened them to speculation; we have played fast 
For we say 
‘‘landlord’’ in truth. The man who owns the land and is lord of the 
land is, from the very logic of the situation, the lord of the people who 
live on the land. I was struck the other day with acartoon in a West- 
ern illustrated paper, published at Portland, Oregon, which I have here. 
It is published in the State so well represented by my friend [Mr. Hrr- 
MANN], and it represents the result of this policy which you are now 
about to pursue further. 

When you give these lands to the powerful corporations, who gets the 
benefit of it? 

The honest settler? No, the foreign land-grabber, who knows the 
value of land, and who knows it so well, as is illustrated by that most 
obnoxious of Irish landlords and cruel, heartless evictors, and I \linois 
land-grabbers, Jiving in London and Par's upon the life-blood of the 
people of the State of Illinois who are |iis unfortunate tenants, the 
present Mr. Scully, when he said at the outbreak of our civil war toa 
friend, ‘‘ Put your money in the land, fur the land outlives constitu- 
tions.’’ They may have their civil wars, they may have wordy con- 
tests in Congress, but the land outlives the Government itself. Fifty 
changes of Government do notaffect the land. The land lives forever. 
He put his money in the land, and the men who are following in the 
track of bills like this to confirm the lands of the people in the hands 


| of the railroads are the foreign landlords and land-grabbers of the dia- 


trans-Mississippi po ation increased alittle more than 61 per 
4 rease iss 1 to the close of the century (and there is 
lant reason to be ve that it will rise), in 1909 there will be a population 
x) lictent, i é r nly distributed, to place 530 souls in every 
ship west of the great river. rhe natural distribution of such a popula 
would manifestly result in tl ettlement of all the habitable regions. 
the location of the ipied land. It isnot a vast island, like Aus- 
separated by thousands of miles from its sources of population. It lies | 
e of the greatest peoples on the earth; and noton our north or south, 
west, wl h is important, because great migrations move along lines 
le Mor ‘ this great territory is gridironed with transcontinental 
Ex rcumstance favors its rapid occupation. 
st so, the order of settlement. In the Middle States the farms 
t tak the town sprung up to supply their wants, and at length 
Ay connected it with t world; but in the Westthe order is reversed 
ra , hen the town, then the farms. Settlement is consequently 
re ra 1. and e city stamps the country, instead of the country’s 
th t eit and towns which will frame State constitu- 
ake | I ! pinion, establish social usages, and fix stand- 
mora the West The character of the West will, therefore, be sub- 
y determined some time before the land is all oceupied. 
80, 5 er <« t. of our national domain 


bolic Scally breed, who understand not alone the value but the power 
of land. 

But to this cartoon of our Pacificco st guardian of the press. 
is a cartoon of what? A poor settler: and his wife in the “‘ prairie 
schooner ’’ have got to the barbed wir fence that blocks the way, and 
the vampire that sits on the fence, wit): his hat-band labeled ‘J, Bull,”’ 
says, ‘‘ Keep off; noroom for Ameriea:s.’’ No wonder the poor driver 
says, ‘‘ Well, Maria, this is worse th:.u the grasshoppers and the lo- 
custs.’’ The grasshoppers and the loc:istsdespoil the temporary prod- 
uct of the land, but this man gets the State by the neck. For, as I 
have said, it has followed in the whole history of the world and it ever 
will follow, it is a law that you can not change by piling statutes upon 
statutes, that the ownership of land is the power which rules the men 
who live upon it, and which must of necessity govern the state. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one word more and I will close. The dis- 


Here 


not including Alaska) contained | tinguished gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HookER] has drawn a 


wet 
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beautiful picture of the iron band across the continent over the great | t or that 1 e. tr. ¢ 
Rocky Mountains, carrying civilization with it. pretty a } 
ure that it is almost sacrilege to touch it, and my g espect f 
friend’s talents and ability and my friendship lake I 
itate about even differing with him. But ot 
accurate. The railroads crossing this continent did not ke : ' 
civilization. The bleaching bones of the emig el - 
marked graves, the wheel tires off the old wagons, 
their cattle and horses, mark the death trail of th b und 
men and women who carried civilization into that « \ 
the echoes of the lh cky Mountains were awakened \ I [ \ 
the locomotive. And when these very roads had gott t r M 
: almost imperial! power from Congress which virtually gave up to tl 
the government of that country itself, when they 1 . : : ; 
herit yre Of oul people 10r & mess O! potlage, long be e they lid g : " , : 
ten the grant and long after they had gotten it on the stat . 
these brave men and women, with their children 1 their litt] l, : 
surrounded by hostile savages, in the midst of a strange and kt 
country, plodded their way, and painfully walked, staining their : 
way with their blood, marking it with their graves, and le 
and beauty blossom out of the wilderness long before tl 
the land-grant railroad had reached the Wes i E 
The land speculator goes out in his palace-car, but t r 
grant, who made him possible, dared the restless savage i 
paint, thirsting for tortures and revenge; looked up to the 1 
blazing sun, with parched lips blistered with alkali dust, starved, toiled 
struggled, and suffered that these new pioneers of ‘‘civilizat gl j 
follow him, and never dreamed that in 1890 less than 5,000, ( 
really arable public land would remain. In 1584 the Goy 
about 561,000,000 acres of public land, but mostly mounta i 3 I 
and barren lands unfit for settlement. The temporary halt « 
the late Land Commissioner, General Sparks, delayed 
the wholesale disappearance of the public domain, now « 


appearing in its entirety. 
I say that was the cause of the delay They had gotten from : ; as : 


i 


Representatives of the people the people’s land to build a road. 
waited until the toil, and the tears, and the sacrilices, and t 
gles of American manhood and womanhood had made the land for 


to goto. That was why they did not earn their grants immediat 
But when this blood, and tears, and struggles, and money, and indus- 
try, and indomitable American pluck had made the land, then they | 


sand, 








began to creep slowly on the trail of the ‘‘ prairie schooner’? which had | ;, ands should not i to 
‘ preceded them. That was the cause of their failure to build these roads | chasers in paying tax assess vied 
2 and earn these lands. So that these grants of land did not make the | | es ee 
a civilization of the West, and there is no reason why it should not now | The till chou! hn > that 
; be discontinued. | fror G ld | for taxes, a 
; These roads will not be built or destroyed whether you pass this bill | ss ; oe 
t or not; but we owe it to ourselves, we owe it to posterity, we owe it to ; Ma 
} the millions of this land, we owe it to the millions in other lands . 
ta that we shall stand and tell the trnth about this land-grant history. : Mr. CK] zs : -- eae Se, OM ; id 
and that we should be consistent as honest men, and say to the people tne : ye oo a eee — 
of the United States that this bill is a delusion, and that it does not | _.*"°>! PARKER My toesy-fantelied tion, tl 
forfeit their lands; that it does not do them justice, and that we wil] | /2¢ ©24!r hears no objection. 
see justice done to them whatever may come. [ Applause. LEASE O i I i 
Mr. HOOKER. Will my friend from New Jersey permit me to as} The SPEAKEI I ( r des : co on ¢t 
i him a question before he takes his seat ? disagreeing vot Hou t \ » (i 
3 Mr. McADOO. Certainly. | 104) to permit the Secretary of War to lease pier, as petiti: 1 | ‘ 
4 Mr. HOOKER. Do you believe the people living along the lines ot | sel-owners of Chicago, Ill... Mr. M M i Mr. ¢ 
these railroads would be willing to see the tracks torn up and therail- | 
roads abandoned and the lands ceded back to the Government of the | RECALL OF BILL FROM THE 
United States? Sirs aa 
[ Mr. McADOO. I admire the faith which my friend has in the talk |. The SPEAKER. se he Chair desires to lay before the House t 
of the railroads that they would tear up their lines. If you should | owing request for the return of a bill from the + 
take back every acre that is mentioned in this bill there would still re- | “0" to re rt ; ? lw en 
main more than enough to pay forall their road. They would not | *™ d. ’ ' 
take up a single spike, nor would they take upasinglerail. Youcan| +»¢ (lers read 
not get them to do it; and, therefore, I say there is not the slightest | hm ; Sone’ : 
i danger by our failure to pass this bill that they will tear up their roads, | i ead ee oe = : 
} Mr. HOOKER. It seems to me that my friend has evaded the most £6 OF BARE oy SEDGE @ =, * - 
' pertinent part of my inquiry, which was whether the people along the Se ee ee ae 
lines would be willing to see the railroads abandoned in order that th 
Government might recover possession of the lands. The SPRAKEI The Cl 
Mr. McADOO. My triend makes the common mistakeof those who | the tol!owing ul re 
advocate this policy of land grants to railroads. It is not a local ques rhe Clerk read a 
tion. There is not a man to-night who is earning a living by his daily ; 
toil in the great city of New York or the great city of Chicago, who has | bus 4 
not just as much right in this question and is just as much an oy i 
of every acre of those lands as the people living along these tracks. + : 
Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman avoids the point of my inquiry. Mr ( 
Mr. McADOO. I can not see it, then Mr. M Phursda 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the hour is so late, it being now half} 4" ™ ee 
past five, that perhaps the gentleman {from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] will | business 
consent that the committee rise. M ‘ 
Mr. PAYSON. I should be very glad to do so, if that | meet The SI f 
With the approval of the gentleman from Indiana and he will granted 





i 
| 
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Mr. LACEY. I object, except as to those on account of sickness. 
The SPEAKER. ‘Then leave will be granted as requested where 


the request is based on sickness, 
Mr. PAYSON. I move that the House do now adjourn 
he 


motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


at 5 o’clock and 35 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule X XIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
\DDITIONAL JUDGMENTS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


\ letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy ofa 


communication from the commissioners of the District of Columbia, | 


transmitting for appropriation an additional list of judgments rendered 
against the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
CLAIM of ISAAC 8, LYON, 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy ofa 
communication from the Attorney-General, submitting for an appropri- 
tion the claim of Isaac 8S. Lyon for $1,563.05—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: 


Resolved, Thatthe President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
. sentatives be authorized to close the present session of the Fifty-first Con 


gress by adjourning their respective Houses on the 3lst day of July, 1890, at the | 


hour of 2 0’clock p. m.; 
to the Committee on Rules. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 
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A bill (H. R. 9943) directing the Secretary of War to issue an honor- 
able discharge to Louis F. Morgan. (Report No. 2662.) 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R, 11340) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to employ a special agent to investigate judgments and other 
debts due to the United States, and to secure the collection thereof— 


| to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- | 


ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10608) for the relief of 
Anthony Koons, accompanied by a report (No. 2646)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the fol- 
lowing bills of the House; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 9688) for the relief of Cumberland Female College, ot 
McMinnville, Tenn. Report No. 2647. ) 

A bill (H. R. 11203) for the relief of William A. Deannon. (Report 
No. 2648, 

Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Labor, reported with amendment 
the bill of the House (H. R. 9791) constituting eight hours a day’s 


| 


work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on be- | 


half of the Government of the United States, or by contractors doing 
work or furnishing materials for the Government, and providing pen- 
ties for violation of the provisions hereof, accompanied by a report 
No. 264 to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
nion. 
Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House 

A bill (H. R. 4964) to remove the charge of desertion now standing 
against Michael Keefe, deceased. Report No. 2650. 

A bill (H. R. 5802) for the relief of Luman Bb, Palmeter. (Report No. 
2651. 

A bill (F1. R. 6658) for the relief of J. H. Rector. Report No. 2652. 

A bill (1H. R. 4426) for the relief of Charles Fletcher, alias James H. 
Mitchell. Report No, 2653 

A bill (H. 8. 1367) to remove charge of desertion against William J. 
Kline Report No. 2654. 

A bill (H. R. 6345) removing the charge of desertion against James 
Pierce. Report No, 2655, ; 

A bill (H. R. 10526) to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of Ezra Abbatt, late of Company I, Twenty-first Michigan Volun- 
teer Infantry. (Report No. 2656. 

A bill (H. R. 9591) for the relief of George Gunnell. (Report No. 
9657. ) 

A bill (H. R. 5537) for the relief of Warren Stamp. 


OFTR 


eVIS, 


(Report No. 


A bill (8. 1506) granting relief to Samuel D. Harper. (Report No. 


9659. 


By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11341) author- 
izing the construction of a jail and reformatory for women in and for 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lupibia. 

V By Mr. CAREY (by request): A bill (H. R. 11356) providing for the 

segregation of the irrigable lands of the arid region, and for granting 

the same to the several States and Territories thereof—to the Select 

Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A bill (S. 2390) to increase the pension of Evelyn W. Miles—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1040) granting a pension to Jane M. Ridgeway— Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

\ bill (H. R. 4695) for the relief of the legal representatives of Pres- 
ton Beck, jr.—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 11342) for the relief of Rodman 
Hart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUNNER: A bill (H. R. 11343) for the relief of Benjamin 
B. White—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 11344) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to correct the military record of Abram F. Springsteen—to the 
Committee of Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 11345) to increase the pension of 
Thomas Beaumont—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 11346) to place the name of John 
Herforth on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11347) for the relief of J. R. Wasson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 11348) to place the name of John M. Younger on 
the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 11349) to grant a pension to Nancy [. 


| Glenn—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 11350) for the relief of Mary B. Clay- 
ton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 11351) for the relief of Harriet Broad— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 11352) granting a condemned cannon 
to Jacob Banker Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Middletown, 
Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 11353) for the relief of the heirs of 


| John Bowling—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. QUINN: A bill (H. R. 11354) granting a pension to Isadora 


| Ritter, formerly Isadora De Wolf Dimmock—to the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (1. R. 11355) for the relief of Mary L. 
Brown, dependent mother of Josiah R. Brown, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: Petition of A. Ward and 25 others, 
citizens of Hillsdale County, Michigan, in favor of the passage of the 
Conger bill, so called—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. E. Chester and 14 others, citizens of Hillsdale 


| County, Michigan, in favor of the passage of a law to prevent adul- 
| teration of food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
| 


Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported | 


with amendments the following bills of the House; which were sever- 
ally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 2822) for the relief of William Bassett. (Report No. 
2660. ) 

A bill (H. R. 9552) for the relief of Frank Schader. (Report No. 
2661. ) 


| 
| 


Also, petition of George S. Crow and 27 others, citizens of same 
county, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of D. E. Chestnut and 14 others, citizens of same 
county, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of George 8S. Crosse and 30 others, citizens of same 
county, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of A. Ward and 25 others, citizens of same county, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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Also, petition of Freeman Fuller and 74 others, citizens of same 
county, for same purpose—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. M. Ward and 45 othe rs, citize nS Ol Hillsdale 
County, Michigan, in favor of the passage of a law preventing adulter 
ation of food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Henry Ray and 27 others, citizens of Lenawee 
County, Michigan, for same measure—to the Committeeon Agriculture. 
» By Mr. BELKNAP: Resolutions of the Mic! 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BERGEN: Petition of citizens of Sw N. J., that 
the national-banking laws be amended—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: Petition of M. R. Hoffer 
and 25 others, citizens of White County, Arkansas, in favor of im- 
provement of Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: Petition of 
Jeffrey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Gilbertsville, N. Y., 
5987—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traftic. 





gan Fish Comm 


ssion 


borough, 


Rosa Ventner 


requesting the passage of House bill | 
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By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of J. C. Baker and 48 others, of Palo | 
Alto County, Iowa, asking passage of House bill7162—to the Commit- | 


tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of J. T. Kennedy and 33 others, of Hen- 
derson County, Kentucky, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Resolutions of Buffalo Clothiers’ Association, 
favoring passage of House bill 10173—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GEAR: Resolutions of Methodist Church of Mount Pleasant, 
Iowa, praying Congress to take action on original-package law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of K. Adams and 18 others, of Heard 
County, Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. B. Watson and others, citizens of Taylor County, 
Georgia, in favor of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of the mayor and board of trustees of the 
town of Albuquerque, N. Mex., praying for the passage of House bill 


975, entitled ‘‘A bill to confirm the title to certain lands to the town of | 


Albuquerque, N. Mex.’’—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


y —— . , } . 

3y Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of Hugh Young and 82 others, lead- | Plattsmouth, Nebr., remonstrating against the proposed ad 
ing business men of Wellsborough, Tioga County, Pennsylvania, for the | duties on cigar-wrappers 
passage of laws perpetuating the national-banking system—to the Com- | 


mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Charles W. Purvis and sundry others, citizens of 
Williamsport, Pa., praying for the passage of House bill 5978, entitled 
‘“*A4 bill prohibiting the transportation of intoxicating liquors from any 
State or Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia 
into any other State or Territory contrary to or in violation of thelaws 
thereof’’—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of letter-carriers of Williamsport, Pa., for passage of 


House bill 3883—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of the Women’s Christian Temperence League, of 
Wellsborough, Pa., for passage of the Boutelle bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. MOREY: Petition of 5 members of the Woman’s Christian 


Temperance Union of Xenia, Ohio, for a law against carrying obscene | 


publications in the mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of post-office clerks of Hamilton, Ohio, for eight-hour 
law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of certain wholesale druggists of San 


| bly of the Territory of Utah, praying 


| extend its line into the 


Francisco, Cal., against the passage of Senate bill 3991—to the Com- | 


mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: Petition praying for the passage of a law 
limiting the postal-clerks’ work to eight hours per day—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND), of Pennsylvania: Petition of 408 citizens of 
Beaver County, Pennsylvania, asking for the passage of a bill prohib- 


iting the transportation of intoxicating liquors from one State or Ter- | gill and 48 other citizens of Oxford County, Maine; the pet 


ritory to another in violation of the laws thereof—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of W. M. Beasley, of Giles County, 
Tennessee, for rereference of his claim to the Court of Claims under pro- 
visions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. WIKE: Petition of S. G. Mitchell and 15 others, citizens of 


Greene County, Illinois, favoring passage of House bill 283--to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Thomas J. Edwards and 14, others, of Peoria County, 
Illinois, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


| food bill 


| of Kennebec ¢ ounty, 


| Penobscot County, Maine, praying for the passa 


Also, petition of Henry S. Apple and 15 others, of same county, for | 


same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, three petitions from same persons as above for passage of House | they be 


bill 8648—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Br 2 D 
The J 1al of y erday’s proceedings was read and 
Ht il 
The PRI IDEN 1 De LOre ie ( \ t ’ 
Hiouse of Representat non-concurring in ea of 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 7263) to increase the pens 
and re juesting a contlerenc on the disa eeing \ I Ss 
Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment to 
the bill of the House , and agret » the c ere 1 0D 
The motion was agreed to. 
by unanimous consent, the President pro ten was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. DAvis, Mr, 
BLAIR, and Mr, TURPIE were appointed. 
MES. ADELAIDE H WOODALI 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
| of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2245) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Adelaide H. Woodall, which was, in line 2, 


before the word ‘‘ dollars tostrike out ‘‘t ity : 
Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur 
the House of Representatives. 
The motion was 


and insert ‘‘ thirty.’’ 
in the amendment of 


agreed to. 

PETITION AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the gov 
and Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah, praying that the 
public lands situate near the head of Big Cottonwood and adjoir 
canons be granted to that 


ernor 





lerritory to be set apart as a public pa 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
He also presented a petition of the governor and Legislative Assem- 
bly of the Territory of Utah, praying for the passage of Senate bill 
326, ceding public lands in aid of the irrigation of dry and arid lands 
which was referred to the Select Committee 
lamation of Arid Lands, 
He also presented a petition of the governor and Legislative Assem- 
I that the term of the biennial 
sessions of the Legislative Assembly of that Territory be extended to 
ninety days; which was referred to the Committee on Territories, 
Mr. PADDOCK presented 


on Irrigation and Rec- 


a memorial of cigar manufacturers o 
advance 16 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of Valley Union, No. 76, of the 
Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of Clay County, Missouri, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the Federal elections bill; which was or 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of residents of Uintah County, 
Utah Territory, praying for the restoration of part of the Uncompah- 
gre Indian reservation to the public 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of 47 citizens of Warren County, 
Virginia, and 


domain; which was referred to th« 


a petition of 99 citizens of Loudoun County, Virginia, 
praying for the passage of Senate bill 3219 and House bill 8497, to al- 
low the Washington and Western Railroad Company, of Vitgi: to 
District of Columbia; which were referred to 
the Committee on the District of Coiumpbia. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of J. H. Sanborn and 23 other cit 
izens of Piscataquis County, Maine; the petition of G. K. Hastings and 
9 other citizens of Kennebec County, Maine; the petition of Warren 
Pettingill and 48 other citizens of Oxford County, Maine; the petition 
of M. A. Dresser and 21 other citizens of Washington County, Maine, 
and the petition of Alpheus Wiggins and 12 other citizens of North 
Baldwin, Maine, praying for the passage of what is known as the pure- 

which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of G. K. Hastings and 9 other citizens 
Maine; the petition of E. G. Tilley and 18 other 
citizens of Castle Hill, Me.; the petition of Alpheus Wiggins and 12 
other citizens of North Baldwin, Me.; the petition of Warren }’ettin- 
tion ol 
M. A. Dresser and 21 other citizens of Washington County, Maine: the 
petition of Thomas Reynolds and 20 other citizens of Oxford County, 
Maine; the petition of J. Varney and 22 other citizens of Penolscot 
County, Maine, and the petition of A. Tasker and 31 other citizens of 
age of what 
d to the Co 


s known as 


the pure-lard bill; which were referr mittee on Agricult 
ure and Forestry. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Somedayssince I presented the petition of Charles 
M. Dermit and Caleb W. Thornburg, citizens of The Dalles, Oregon 
praying that an appropriation be made for the payment of thei 
ation claim on account of Indian depredations. 
papers to accompany tl 


» referred to the 


spoli- 
I now present certain 
ie petition heretofore submitted, and move that 
Select Committee on Indian Depredations, 


The motion was agreed to, 
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ee —————— 
| 
OF} COMMIT! } 
) from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
\ ed the | 021 » authorize the commissioners 
t of Columbia to annul and cancel the subdivision of part 
now Coo Pai reported it without endment 
[AMPTO> ( t 1M iry Af I to ! 
eri | 71 rt ief of Marlin Parl ported 
y thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely 
VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to 1 was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 111) to permit the Sec- | 
ret t asury to sign for a cable railway in front of New York 
post-office and army building, reported it with an amendment 
} 
NIC LODGE. | 
Se: di ted by the Committee on the District | 
ol ¢ ibia, to whom Ww referred the ll (S.4072) for the relief of | 
t t Ls e, No. 21, Free and Accepted Masons, | 
i 
Co to report it fave )] without amend- | 
Mr. MORRILL, That a very trifling 1 ter, merely to correct | 
} 1S) pi it consideration 
una ys CO t, the nate, as in Committee of the Whole, } 
I l onsider | It proposes to approve the deed of cx n- | 
‘ ’ ted I oners of the District of Columbia to 
| 
J | | epte } LX80. of lots numbered 346, 
; { wD 1d Tec led a iw ti land r rds of | 
| 
t n Li te i y ( = 
) va ported to the ste wit ut amendment, orde ito 
| 
| ssed for a third reac read the rd time id passed 
I NTRODUCEI | 
SEY . ase . j 
WILSO ntroduced a bill 5. 4208 granting a pen- | 
| 
Eliza A. Crit which was read twice by its title, and, with 
th mopar ng pay referred to the Committee on Pensions. | 
. ; 4 > 4 | 
TON] ‘ Arkansas, introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 114) | 
re r to leases in the Indian Territory; which was read twice by its | 
t di 1 to t ( mittee on Indian Affairs 
Mr. PAYNE intro ed a joint resolution (S. R. 113) to appoint a | 
me er of 1 Board of Manayers of the National Home for Disabled | 
Ve iteer § ‘ v i was read twice by its title, and referred to | 
the ¢ eon Milit 4 ffairs | 
j 
} 
ERNA ONAIT IONETARY CONFER CE, | 
aa . . | 
Mr. TELLER. I introduce a joint resolution which I ask may be | 
t length and referred to the Committee on Finance. | 
! oint resolution (S. R. 112) to provide for an international bi- 
: : : | 
I jie arra " t was read the first time by its title and the second 
. . ; . ‘1 ' 
t t length, and referred to the Committee on Finance, as follows: | 
‘ t se both gold and silver as full legal-tender money under the ratio | 
: x ist the United States, or that may be hereafter established : 
I i States me or acting in accord with other nations | 
the Pr fentsha nvite the governments of the « yuntries comp ng he } 
I Union, s alled, and of such other nations as he may deem advisable, to | 
e United States in a conference to adopt a common ratio between gold | 
‘ e pur} esta! iing internationally the use of bimetallic | 
is iring fixits frelative value betwee those metals Sucl n- | 
to be held at s 1 place as may be naturally agreed upon by the ex- | 
ernments j« 1g in the same, whenever the governments so | 
shall have signified their willingness to unite in 
gment of the President, a sufficient numb F 
s sha e entered in = 1 international arrangement, he may dec ire 
th 1 ao tix to be the existing ratio in the United States, and all coinage | 
t ter sha a r »>unti d by law 
The Preside sha by and with the ady » of the Senate, appoint not less | 
than three n more than five commissioners, whoshallattend such conference | 
oI ‘ fof t United States, and shall report the doings thereof to the Presi- | 
dent sh transit i@ Bal to Congress, | 
Said commissioners shal! receive the sum of $2,500, and their reasonab'e ex- 
penses, to be approved by the Secretary of State; and the amount necessary to 
pay h compensation and expenses is hereby appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
THOMAS T. COLLINS 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. At the request of the President pro tempore 
. - ' 
I offer a resolution, and ask for its present consideration. 


rl *RESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The resolution was read, as follows 


Whereas it is allewed that one Thomas T. Collins, a citizen of the United 
States, residing at Manila, and doing business under alicense from the proper 
authority, inthe Philippine Islands, a province of the Government of Spain, 
has *n deprived of his rights, liberty, and property by officers of the Spanish 
Gov ment and also by the constituted authorities of the said Pbil »pine 
Islands: Now, therefore, be it 





ved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed to com- 
m ate to t Senate such information as he may have on the subject: also 
what tior any, has been taken by the Department of State in regard to the 
matte 


Che PRESIDENT pro temp 


Is there objection to the present con- 





ation of the resolution ? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations 
The PRESIDENT pro tempo 


objection. The Chair hears none 


It will be so referred, if there be no 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had disagreeed to theamendments 
of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 104) to permit the Secre- 
tary of War to grant a revocable license to use a pier, as petitioned by 
vessel-owners of Chicago, IJ., agreed to the conterence asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. MAson, Mr. SWENEY, and Mr. CAMPBELL managers 
at the conference on the part ol the House. 

The message also requested the Senate to return to the House of 
Representatives the bill (S. 3917) to adopt regulati 


collisions at sea. 





ons ior pre’ enting 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 3538) tor the relief of Albert H. Emery 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempo? 


WITHDR 





WAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. CULLOM, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of the bill (S 

the provisions of the dedication to public use of e tract of land known as 

Dearborn Park,’ in 1 city of Chicago, State « linois, Fiftieth Congress 


be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, said bill having passed the Senate, 






1852) to modify and amend 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator rise to morning 
business ? 

Ir. EDMUNDS. No, sir; I rise te make a motion. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning 
business, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in 
order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1042) to establish a United States land court, and 
to provide for the settlement of private land claims in certain States 
and Territories, which was under consideration on a former occasion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. TURPIE. In section 13, line 6, I move that the word ‘‘ and 
be stricken out and the word ‘‘ ox be substituted therefor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Indiana that section 13 has not yet been reached in the reading. 
The understanding was that the bill should be read by sections, and 
amendments be acted upon as the sections were reached. 

Mr. TURPIE. I withdraw the motion to amend for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The amendment will be noted and 
will be acted upon when the section is reached. The read 
bill will proceed, beginning at the place where it was left off. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. At section 12, on page 16, 

rhe Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill at section 12 

The next amendment of the Committee on Private Land Claims was, 
in section 12, line 2, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ to strike out the words 
se and insert ‘‘ at the end of two;”’ and in line 4, after the 
vord ‘‘have,’’ to insert ‘‘ then;’’ so as to read: 


of the 






r 
> 


aiter three’ 


That all claims which are by the provisions of this act authorized to be prose- 


cuted shall, att end of two years from the taking effect of this act, if no peti- 
tion in respect to the same shall have then been filed as hereinbefore provided 
be deemed and taken, in all courts and elsewhere, to be abandoned and shall 
be forever barred 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to section 12: 

The judges, respectively, of said court are hereby authorized in all cases aris- 
ing under this act to grant in vacation all orders for taking testimony, and 
otherwise, to hear and dispose of interlocutory motions not affecting the sub- 


stantial merits of a case. 


Che amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read section 13. 

Mr. TURPIE. I now renew my motion to amend. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In the second paragraph of section 13, line 6, 
after the word ‘‘ Mexico,’’ strike out the word ‘‘and’’ and insert the 
word ‘‘ or:’’ so as to read: 


First. No claim shall be allowed that shall not appear to be upon a title law- 
fully and regularly derived from the Government of Spain or Mexico, or one 
that at the date of the acquisition of the territory by the United States the claim- 
ant would have had a lawful right to make perfect had the territory not been 
acquired by the United States, and that the United States are bound, upon the 
principles of publie law, or by the provisio 1s of the treaty of cession, to respect 
and permit to become complete and perfec 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. TuRPiE}. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, this is the section which creates the 
jurisdiction of the court proposed to be formed by the act. The court 
seems to be designed by this section to have jurisdiction of three classes 


| of cases, one where the title is lawfully and regularly derived from 


the Government of Spain, the second where the title is lawfully and 
regularly derived from the Government of Mexico after the revolution 
against the Spanish Government, and, third, the inchoate title, evi- 





o~ 


et ee 


Lidia einai 
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dently meant to refer, in the language after ‘‘ and’’ in the first claus I LW, 16 provis 








of the section, to inchoate titles whether originating from acts of the | ” eee 
Government of Spain or Mexico which might be in force at the time ot Af you Strik \ and ! 


the acquisition of the territory by the United States from Mexico. yurt SO lar as that goes to both chasse persor 





To insert ‘‘and”’ and connect the language following that part with | to have a perfect title when the sover naw 
the first part of the section would confine the jurisdiction of the court | Mey sam they ha d I ‘ 
to inchoate or imperiect titles derived either from the Government of | +! » was bound to exercise at 
Spain or the Government ot Mexico. That certainly is not the design | Pr'berpies as appea d to it good for t 
of the’section. It would provide in such a case for only two classes, | £000. 4 Heretore I 
giving the court jurisdiction only in two cases of title where awards are | ©! the Senator trom Ind 
allowed to be made. The insertion of ‘‘and,’’ in the sixth line, wher Mr. REAGAN. I dot know tl 
I have moved to strike the same out, has the same effect in confusing | ®! rendm¢ nt proposed by the Senator Ld 
the jurisdiction of the grounds named in the section as it would Y ind, 16 was to ( e word 


to insert ‘‘and’’ between *‘Spain’’ and ‘‘Mexico”’ in the clause preced- line 6 of section 15, and insert na 

ing, soas toread, ‘derived from the Gevernment of Spain and Mexico. Phe PRESIDENT { It w tost 

; That would of course give the court no iurisdiction unless the title had after ‘* Mex ,? in lin and { 

been derived irom both the Governments : l by ir. EDMUNDS It upsets t whole theo b 





id had been approved by 








both the Governments of Spain and Mexico. That was certainly not | stated 
the intention, and the intention of the language following the particle Mr. TURPIE M sident, it will be ' ») t 
‘fand’’ to the close of the paragraph was not to qu any of th ¢ » th ot a I 
classes already created in which the court shall have jur tion, but | ¢§ do try « t to pon que n 
° to create a third class of inchoate or imperfect titles, a distinct and in- | to title, and I think, th e, that where the titl 
dependent class, dependent of course upon the grant from Mexico or | 1™ rect 1 it uld I 1 tab I 





Spain acquired by cession of the territory to the United States. und made complete at the time of the conclusion the treat 
: : : : . > 4] , Inne Hidalvo or the cession of the aan weal ' : 
I think this’correction is more important on account of the decision | /Upe Tl go ort! l the Gad pure Len 


























of the Supreme Court in the case of Botiller vs. Dominguez in 1530 | titled to udja ed by this tribunal a y ot 
United States Reports, page 238, where it is held that in respect to the | ™y part how ther 1 be much iit la tat i 
jurisdiction and standing in court of titles of this, kind it must rest d d from 1 Government Spain | 
der the act of Congress and not upon the previous or posterior tt vl ncerning such a title as that vy relate | 
> rights. The courts of the United States will be governed by their own | Sesion under it, or to a Claim by part ind 1 no \ y . 
domestic policy and especially by the provision made in » latest act | extemsive range before this court 
of Congress, notwithstanding the act of Congress may conflict with tl The question relation tosuch titl ito ) 
language of the treaty or with the rights whether equitably or lega of the State « wh tl und I ) 
established or which might be established under the language of treaty itnate, as it 1 several State i I 
stipulations. organized, but e€ was ate, imperf i 
I think, then, it is very important that this change should be made title w 1 ought rig o ha i { ished iv 
in the language, and that the particle should be disjunctive insi yf | party had the docu ts and proofs in possession to ha 
: conjunctive, if it be the intention, and I think it must bethe intention | at the time of the change of jurisdiction of the untry from Mexico 
% of Congress that this court shall have jurisdiction over inchoate, im to the United States, tit as these I think ought to come w in 
2 perfect, or what might in ordinary legal parlance be called equitable | the jurisdiction of v forum created by this act. I think ' 
{ titles in claims of this kind. be an injustice not to lat such an equitablea imp { 
' x Statutory ambiguity is very common, and it is certainly our duty to | may be proved to be w y just, the proofs existin t the { 
f make the clause giving jurisdiction to this new tribunal as clear as pos- | Cession of the country that spoken of in th . ! ild be ad 
4 sible. The change in the particles will remove a doubt, and it will judicated by this tribunal. ndeed, 1 thi the tribuna 
ie approximate something like certainty at least with respect to jurisdic- very little ise, be of very small pr ical ad are itility t 
7 tional grounds in the new tribunal to be created by this act. I hope | peopte of th United Stat r to veoples of the Sta 
the amendment may prevail. tories interested in thes puted la laims ( 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President is my duty to say that the amend- | amendment be made as proposed and unless special jurisdict 
ment of the Senator from Indiana is a very important one although on | !2 the inchoate and ip t classe i “a i 
the mere face of itit would appear to be of not very much account Che | ludes to but does not provide for 
: principle upon which the committee proceeded, which will be found The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
, stated in section 6 of the bill and which is recognized and confirmed in | offered by the Senator from Indiana [ M I 
the limitations and other things in section 13, was that the United The amendment was re 
States would not create a court or commission or anything else which Mr. REAGAN. Is it in order ne to offer a 1dment i 
should be authorized to let into it any Mexican or Spanis! or | thirteenth section 
claim about which the Government of the United States | rhe PRESIDEN e! ‘ { 
not bound to take any steps. That is our first proposition. tion has not yet been completed. Atter it shall een Tread | 
By the law of nations and by the treaty and by our duty, we are | Secretary, it will be open to amendment. 


not bound to take any steps in respect of a title that was good when The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of section 





; the sovereignty was transferred. I know there are a large number of | line 9. 

; very heavy grants which have been brought to the Committee on Pri- | rhe next amendment of the Committee on Private Land ¢ y 
vate Land Claims, and their owners appeared to make fair proofthat they | im section 13, on page 15, line 44, after the word ‘‘than,’’ to 

r} were good and complete and insisted upon our either reporting a special |} herein ’’ and insert ‘‘ as is in this act;’ ) to read 

< bill to confirm them or so adjusting the general bill that they could | Sixth. No confirmation of o ree nee claim 

2 


come before the court. When they were asked to tell us why, some of | _ ee eee ffect against the United States ot \ 
. ¢ han asa? ease by it t fitar t | the i 


them had the candor to answer that it was because the settlers had got | call 16 ones bi on the 
on to their Jands in large numbers, not in jarge tracts, and that the | of any such gra claims, or lands 


t pr i 
i 


statute of limitations in the Territories had run in favor of the set- wa — 
\ tlers, and if therefore they could be permitted by act of Congress to rl 

2 come before a tribunal to carry outa treaty and get a confirmation The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning with t 
now, the statute of limitations would be avoided and they could turn | clause of section 13 and continued to the end of t ectiol 
out the settlers and get their lands. Inasmuch as the committee be- Mr. REAGAN. I offer the amendment which ] 


2 


1e amendment was agrees to 


lieve that the United States furnishing general laws for everybody had | tion 15, page 17, by rting alter the word “‘pertect f 
4 fulfilled her treaty in respect of all titles that were good when the sov- following 


ereignty passed and required no other step to be taken in regard, to jut no mere concess ( L¢ 
them, the committee did not believe it to be consonant with justice or a ol = the land claimed , ey o aa 

. : e ‘ . 1t was » be obtained un 1, 8 e ¢ 
the public interest to open up any such questions any more. 


“ F : : ; conhlrmed, as wh e there en no o i a mi oF the 
The sixth section, therefore, was based upon the idea that the grant | andno payment of the pu to the 
= had not been acted upon and had not become complete and perfect The PRESIDENT ; wae tion is on the amendm« 
when the sovereignty passed; that is the express term; but when we | of the Senator from Texas [ Mr. Eh 
come to the guiding limitations and conditions, without which noth- Mr. REAGA) Mr. P: nt, 1 is a very important! 
ing can be allowed, the provision is: it will affect the owne! it on, and titleof a great ma Arm 
No claim shall be allowed that shall not appear to be upon a title lawfully | can citizens to their home Che amendment which I have | ‘ 
5 and regularly derived from the Government of Spain or Mexico, and one that | relates to a ect which been very extensiv 
at the date of the acquisition of the territory by the United States the claimant |. ee ee aes bg A ce ae ” 
would have had a lawful right to make perfect had the territory not been acquired courts In adjudications growing out of the juisit ' . 


by the United States, and that the United States are bound, upon the principles | of Louisiana from France, and out of the 





APA RT 
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l'lorida from Spain, and out of the acquisition of territory from Mexico 
under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. ‘The policy of Mexico was to 
ion into the northern States of Mexico, especially by 
offering large grants of land to those who would colonize and settle them 

as by offering them to Mexican citizens. 
Under the Mexican system the 
gi supposed, for arable lands for agricultural pur- 
poses, and the league for pasture lands, 
the settlement 


in e& lmmigrat 


were for a league and labor of land. 
labor was give n, as wa 
generally of the person to whom the grant was made. 

rhen there was a laiger class of grants of eleven leagues, the class 
which I presume will be considered under this bill. Those grants were 
made as a rule upon conditions. First, a concession was made to the 
applicant of the right to haveasurvey anda location made. Upon the 
making of the survey and the returning of the survey to the proper 
oflice, the proper authority would then proceed to enable the claimant 
to perfect his title; but that titleasarule depended upon theoccupation 
and cultivation of the land for a given number of years. 
was done the title would then be perfected after the survey had been 
made and monuments built at the corners, ete. 

ut in addition to the occupation and settlement of the land the 
claimants were required to pay a given amount upon each labor, so 
much upon each labor of arable land, so much upon each labor of 
pasture land, before the title could be made. 

Now, under the language of this section—and I call the attention of 
the chairman of the committee especially to line 8 of the section—but 
I will first read the preceding part of clause 1: 

First. No claim shall be allowed that shall not appear to be upon a title 
lawfully and regularly derived from the Government of Spain or Mexico, or 
one that at the date of the acquisition of the territory by the United States the 
claimant would have had a lawful right to make perfect had the territory not 
been acquired by the United States, 

When a concession was made—and that concession required no ex- 
penditure, no payment, no outlay of any kind by the claimant—that 


would be a claim which might have been perfected under the laws of | 


Mexico by the occupation and cultivation of the land and having upon 
it the required amount of stock and by paying the office fees, so much 
a labor for the irrigable and so much for the pasture land. A conces- 
sion might have been made in the language of the laws of that coun- 


These were given in virtue of 


The usual grants | 
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could be made, and, if living there, they knew that a concession had been 
made toa citizen, and that its conditions had not been complied with, 
but that the sovereignty had passed from Mexico to the United States 
and the conditions were unfulfilled and could never be fulfilled, and 
they might, and no doubt would, feel safely settled upon the land and oc- 


| eupy it, as I have no doubt has been done in thousands of instances. So 


When that | 


I feel sure that the committee having the object which they have in this 
bill, to settle the question of disputed imperfect titles in that territory 
and to protect and preserve the rights of actual settlers against mere 
wrongdoers and speculators, will see the necessity of some such change, 
and if they do not adopt the language which I have proposed or some 
such, so that the language referred to in the eighth line of the section 
may not remain unchanged, I fear great injustice will be perpetrated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the treaty of 1848 pledged the 
faith of the United States to the followirig stipulations: 

In the said territories property of every kind, now belonging to Mexicans 
not established there, shall be inviolably respected. The present owners, the 
heirs of these, and all Mexicans who may hereafter acquire said property by 
contract, shall enjoy with respect to it guaranties equally ample as if the same 
belonged to citizens of the United States. 

Artictr IX 

The Mexicans who, in the territories aforesaid, shall not preserve the char- 
acter of citizens of the Mexican Republie— 
but come to be citizens of the United States by not moving out, 
and so on—I cease quoting now in order to save time—shall be ‘‘ ad- 
mitted at the proper time’’ into the Union and shall be entitled ‘‘to 
the enjoyment of all the rights of citizens of the United States accord- 
ing to the principles of the Constitution; and in the mean time ’’—that 
is, until the admission of this Territory as a State, when the State 
government would protect them—‘‘ and in the mean time shall be main- 
tained and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty and prop- 
erty, and secured in the free exercise of their religion without restric- 


| tion.”’ 


So then, Mr. President, the faith of the United States was under- 
stood to be pledged, as it is pledged in the clearest language, that what- 
ever of business or property rights the citizens of Mexico occupying 
that territory had at the time of the making of the treaty when the sov- 


| ereignty was transferred, should be inviolably respected; every species of 


try—and they called the giving of the right to locate a concession—if | 


i concession had been made and a survey made and the land was still 
without occupation and cultivation and the placing of the required 
amount of stock upon it, title could not be obtained, nor could it be 
obtained until the fees, which were considerable on an 11-league grant, 


were paid—some three or four dollars a labor on the 306 labors to’ be | 


paid—three to five dollars I think it is, there being that number of 
labors in an 11-league grant. 

What I want to do is not to leave this so that any one having a con- 
cession only will be entitled to have his grant confirmed as of course. 
What I am aiming at is to have the bill soamended that the mere con- 
ceding of the right to make a location without expense, without com- 
plying with any of the conditions upon which title was to be obtained, 
is not to be a foundation that will enable a person now to come in, 
never having done anything that was required by the law to pertect 
the title, and perfect hia claim, and if the act is passed in this form I 
conceive that this court would have no option, but would have to con- 
firm any claim that the Mexican Government would have had a lawful 


right to make perfect had this territory not been acquired under the | 


United States, for under a concession the claimant would have had a 
lawtul right to perfect the title. Under a concession and survey he 
would have had lawful right to perfect the title, but under neither 
would he be at any expense, nor would he have complied with any of 
the conditions of the law except simply the expense of procuring the 
making of the survey, while the law required settlement and cultiva- 
tion and as arule a specified amount of stock to be on the grants, and 
required the payment of the Government fees for the land. Soto guard 
ayainst that language I suggest in my amendment: 

But no mere concession by either of said Governments 

Phat is, by Spain or Mexico— 

f the right to obtain a title tothe land claimed, or survey of the same, with 
the conditions on which it was to be obtained unfulfilled, shall be deemed such 
a litle as should be so confirmed, as where there has been no occupation or culti- 
vation of the land,and no payment of the public dues necessary to obtain the 
title to the same. 

Now, Mr. President, it will be seen by Senators that if the language 
remains as it is in the bill, a claimant who had a mere naked conces- 
sion, who had never done any act to comply with the Mexican law by 
settlement, by occupation, by placing stock upon the land, or by paying 
the Government fees, can take his concession, utterly worthless under 
the laws of Mexico or of Spain, until other things were done, and 
make it the basis ofa title to be confirmed by this court, because it 
could have been confirmed by complying with the conditions of the 
law under the Government of Spain or of Mexico. 

Then we should not overlook the fact that the citizens who occupied 
that territory at the time the treaty was made and before that time 
understood the laws and the policy of Mexico with reference to the 
granting of land, and understood when grants of this kind were made 
that the performance of certain conditions was required before title 


property right and liberty thatacitizenof Mexico enjoyed by the laws 
and practicesand customs of his own country on the day of the making of 
that treaty the United States solemnly engaged upon honor to respect, 
protect, and defend. In respect of these imperfect rights to Jands, 
every person in the United States west of the Alleghanies certainly 
understands perfectly that they might be in various conditions or stages 
of completion, butthey were rights nevertheless, appealing to the honor 
and good faith and duty of the Government, so that if they were ina 
condition where those citizens, if the sovereignty had not been trans- 
ferred, would have had a lawful right then and there to have perfected 
in the tribunals and administration offices of their own country, the 
United States undertook to secure. So the United States isin honor 
and by positive stipulation bound to step into the shoes of Mexico as 
of that date, and to do whatever in respect of these persons Mexico 
would have been bound in honor and law to do had she remained the 
mistress of the territory. That is the obligation. 

The committee, therefore, following that obligation and not under- 
taking to expand it, and not feeling at liberty or having any desire to 
diminish it (for it would not be very becoming in a great nation to 
undertake to whittle down or diminish its obligations of honor and 
duty entered into with another or with anybody else), followed the 
spirit and substance of the language of the treaty as it respected what 
the United States would now by this tribunal undertake to do after 
this great lapse of time—a lapse of time the fault of the United States— 
because in respect of these imperfect and inchoate titles there was no 
court, no tribunal to which these citizens could apply. Their only 
place of refuge, or petition, or safety, or protection was an application 
to Congress, which, in respect to many of them, has from time to time 
been made, and in respect of some few of them has been conceded and 
confirmed, but, in respect to the great mass of the others, not acted 
upon at all. 

Isay the committee thought it was necessarily the bounden duty ot 
Congress to make the law follow the stipulation of the treaty, and not 
to undertake to define by legislative edict in advance whether in every 
case & possession was necessary, but to say, as the explicit language of 
the bill as reported by the committee does, that nothing should be 
recognized or admitted except such a grant as the claimant at the date 
of the transfer of the territory had a lawful right to make perfect and 
could’ have made perfectly lawful as of right in the country from 
whence he came, That was the treaty. It fulfilled our obligation. 
It neither expanded it nor diminished it. 

We have reason to suppose from some examination of the laws of 
Spain and of old Mexico that there may have been and may be aecord- 
ing to those laws grants of land, concessions, or whatever phrase you 
please to use, for I am not speaking technically, which did not require 
that the grant should be followed by possession, and if my friend from 
Texas only means that it did require when it was recorded that a fee 
for recording should have been paid, then I say it would be unjust, 
and with great respect to my friend, I think immoral, on the part of 
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: the United States to say, ‘‘If you have not paid the fee for recording | if the occupant happened to be a wealthy man and able to contend 
4 your grant, which you ‘would have been bound to pay if = 1 had ecar- | with tl , they would say to him, ** We do not want any litigation 
2 ried it to be recorded before the sovereignty was transferred, then we | with you, and we will make you aquit-claim title and have no further 
o will not let you have the land.’’ That would be, as it ap a s tome, | trouble;’’ but if the occupants are unable to employ lawyers, unable 
grossly unjust, for if at the time the sovereignty was transferred the | to take witnesses to the court, unable to bear the expenses of litigation, 
; holder of the grant had a lawful right to record his grant on the pay- | they will be compelled either to rebuy t! lor t ip to 
¢ ment of the fee, he so far was not in default, and the moment the sov- | this class of m 
| — was transferred there was no registry anywhere, whether in It was my pleasure to attempt to defeat this when a m« | 
| the United States or out of it, where he could lawlully record it. Legislature in 1847; and in 1875 asa member of the constituti - 
' a The laws of the United States had not made any provision for th vention of Texas I obtained the raising of a select committee on tl 
} record of Mexican titles. They took the ancient records of the alcal- subject, and the preparation and insertion in the constitution of its 
5 des and the various other names they have in their various tribunals, | present thirteenth article, which destroyed that industry, which cut it 
, just as they were. But there was no provision of law that any new | out by the roots, and which has been worth in my judgment millions 
' records or entries could be made in them, and therefore the holders of | and millions of dollars to the people of the State of Texas 
such grants have been guilty of no negligence or default, from that day [t will be seen that if a mere naked concession had been made, no 
to this, because the United States provided no place where they could | title, no record of title, no settlement as the Mexican law re i, no 


be required or permitted to go and record their grants and pay the fees | cultivation as that law required, no placing of stock on the iand as 
to the Territorial officer, or whoever he was, the $1 or the $2 for the fee. | that law required, no payment of Government fees as that law re 
I submit to my friend, therefore, en his main proposition, that his | quired, still, because the man had a claim that could have been per- 


amendment in describing that there must be possession violates our | fected, the Senator tells us that in honor we are bound to let that 


honor and the engagement of the treaty. I submitto him further that | claimant take his 11-league grant of land, and oust the settlers upon it, 
‘ if he means to do, as I have no doubt he does, exact justice, no more | making himself a millionaire by the accident of having obtained a 
and no less, under this treaty, he will do what the Senate has already | mere naked concession without expense from the Government of Mexico 
three times done on this phase of the bill, unanimously done in this It would be very little better if he had gone one step further and 
very same language, and that is admit that on the whole the path of | obtained a survey upon his concession, for that would cost but little. 


safety and of honor for the United States requires us to follow thesub- | That having been made, it became necessary for him to do something, 


stance of the language of the treaty and to leave it to the courts and and that someth ing that had to be done was to oecupy and cultivate 








I 
finally the Supreme Court of the United States to determine whether | the land, place stock upon it, and pay the Government dues, and show 
the man at the date of the transfer had e lawful right to make his in- | that fact. How is he injured? Mr. President, what comparison is 
: choate title perfect. there in the injury that would be done to the man who even had gone 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the bill need hardly to have referred | there and paid the surveyor’s fees, and the injury done to the family 
: to grants from Spain, as it is seventy years or more since that Govern- | Who in good faith had settled upon that land, knowing what the 
r ment had any power or jurisdiction to make grants in this region of | lawsof Mexico required betore they settled upon it’ What matter of 
country. About 1820 it passed under the jurisdiction of the revolu- | honoris there that requires us to sacrifice the rights of bona fide citizens 
; tionary government of Mexico, but that is not the point to which I | and settlers and to consult the interests of merenaked speculators who 
; propose to call attention. have been at almost no expense, and in case of a concession only at no 
7 The Senator from Vermont discloses, by the manner of his discussion | expense at all? Can not this Senate exercise the same equitable powel 
‘ of this question, that he is unfamiliar with both the method of making | wh h a court of equity would exercise, and balance the equities be- 
4 grants in that country and with the method of perpetuating the muni- | tween them, and protect the persons having the strongest equities ? 
ments of titles to land there. The Senator speaks of this as a grant, Now I will repeat the language of my amendment 
Fi and as a grant recorded according to the laws of Mexico. Why, Mr. But no mere concession by either of said Governments of the right to obta 
. = President, if it isa grant that endsit. That isa title, and that is a | {40'S '? Spe tanec wae ae 7 ~Ne ag-so ae barr ere 
title which our legislation could not take from the holder, it being a | contirmed, as where there has been no occupation or cultivation of the ! 
perfect title. and no payment of the public dues necessary to obtain the title to the same 
But the Senator says that under ihe treaty we can not destroy this So that I think the Senator might have sav: is appeal to my sen 
: title. Ido not propose to destroy any title by my amendment. I | of honor and to the sense of honor of the Senate when asking us to turn 
¢ propose simply to prevent the fraudulent obtaining of that to which | actual settlers out and to confirm title to vast domains to men who had 
men have no moral or equitable right. a mere shadow of a claim and who never went to any expense or did 
The Senator appeals to our sense of honor and propriety for what? | anything to justify them in claiming this large domain. 
$ No doubt for what he thinks to bea good purpose, but for what I know Mr. P resident, this is the more necessary, in my judgment, because 
would help to perpetrate and perfect frauds into titles. of the course of decisions on this subject. And while I have not re 
I would say that the method of perpetuating the evidence ¢ f titlesin | cently examined them, I think any one who would take up, for instance, 
Mexico is very different from what it is here. The truth i ‘th at there | the decisis ions of the § State of California on the subject of this class ot 
is no record there in the sense in which we have a rec: rd. That Gov- | claims would see how neces ary it is to guard the rights of the people 
ernment, when the various steps have been taken which lead up to a | and settlers a st this class of claims; for if ever the rights of the 





title, makes a paper title, and that title, with the accompan) ing papers | people were outrageously sacrificed, in my judgment, by judicial de- 
that lead up to the title, is placed in the archives of the proper office, | cisions, it was in this class of claims in that State. 

and a copy of that title, called a testimonio, is issued to the claimant. Senators, in determining whether they will adopt this amendmentor 
So there is no record there as there is in our offices of record, where | not, will determine, if they refuse to adopt it, that the man who had a 
one title after another is recorded in successive order and placed upon | mere naked concession with unperformed conditions, such as the occu- 
the book. But the papers are placed in the archives of the proper | pation of the land, its cultivation, the placing of stock upon it, and 1 
office, the various documents, the concession, the survey, the evidence | paying of the Government dues, that such a man has a better title to 
of the payment of the public dues, and then the title, all coming in that land than the American citizen who occupiesand cultivates it, ar 
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their order. rearing his family upon it, and is doing his duty as a citizen; they will 
The Senator perhaps is not aware of what the people in that country | s ty that the speculator is entitled more to the protection of the princi 
“ and in my State are aware of, that for a great many years subsequent | ples of honor than the hardy frontiersmen who are building up th 
to the acquisition of that Territory and up toa very late d vy one of | country and making homes for themselves, th wives, and their chil- 
the industries of some rascally lawyers was to go to Mexico and man- | dren. 

: ufacture titles. They would go into the country; they would get the Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to assure the Senator from Texas that t] 
field-notes of some survey; they would go to Mexice; they would man- | bill has no comfort in it for the speculator or the land-grabber. 
ufacture evidence of a title; put it in some cold coffee to make it look | have been resisted for ten years whenever we have reported this bill, 

: old; bring it back and file and have it recorded, and then institute | with this very language, with these eleven or twelve limitations and 
suits in the Federal courts against the occupants. conditions, by the speculators and land-jobber We have been p 
I do not speak for these other Territories. Perhapsthesameindustry | licly and privately warned—and the warning turned out to be tru: 

is going on there now, for the same men I will call them, becau T | that although we pass such a bill as this in favor of honest rights and 

would not dignify them as gentlemen, who were manufacturing titles | against dishonest ones through the Senate, it never would get through 

for us may find other theaters on which to m: entaes ure them and take | the other end of the Capitol if they could stop it. 17 have stopped 

from people their homes on which they have in good faith settled and | it. I do not mean that Hot f resentatives ha 

to which they have obtained title and on which they have reared families | been in any manner unduly: oached, but I do mean that by methods 

of children. They may be unseated and turned out of their homes by | which persons who are 1 in lobbying, represe athe x enormou 

this class of men. Hence it is that I feel the necessity of guarding the | grants or claims of grants, know how to resort to, for some reason o1 

language under which these claims are to be confirmed; and when this | other a bill that has three times passed the Senate on the yeas and 

section says: | nays by nearly or quite three-fourths or more votes every time, and in 

iy And one that at the date of the acquisition of the territory by the United States | these respects in this ae language word for word, the land specula 

. the claimant would have had a lawful right to make perfect had the territory | tors and the sharks and the fabricators of titles and the lobbyiste and 
not been acquired by the United States, syndicates have succeded so far in preventing from becoming a law. 
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with all t iws bei them, with attorneys on both sides (and final g el 

to be passed upon by t upreme Court of the United States), to de- Mr. STEWART. After a petition was presented and the concession 
ermine the validity of these claims, and I apprehend that a frandu- | ma le in good faith, do I understand the Senator to say the Mexican : 
lent or fictitious or false claim, no matter how industrious or h bound to carry out that concession ? 4 
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amendment proposed by the Senator fr n r is TM 
Mr. REAGAN. [ask for the yeas 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the 
the roll. 








Mr. TELLER (when his name was called 
; Senator from Arkansa Mr. BI [don 
; vote, and therefore I withhold my vote. If he were t, 
yote ‘‘nay.’’ 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when hi 
3 with the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 
Che roll-call was « luded. 
ir. WOLCOTT laving ted 
vith the Senator from West Virginia | M 
voted, I t iraw 1 Vo 
The PRESIDENT t ; 
draws his 1 
Mr. BLA SURN I 1 pa ! 
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Davis, Haw! V 
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< Dixon Hoar. 
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? Ald Chandler Jones 
Alien, Cockrel Ker 
Serr Eustis, McP i 
Slackburn, George M rso W Md, 





‘ Blodgett, Gray Moody, 

3 Brown, Hale Paddock i- 

Butler, Hearst, and i M ¥ 
& Cameron, Higgins, Stanford ; ‘ 





So the amendment was rejected. duty in ] f laws } 








sionist could be enforced as against an intruder or trespasser; that an | 


action of ejectment, for instance, would not lie upon such a title as 


that. It is true the action of ejectment is simply a possessory action; 
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veyed. Quite a laxye number of these grants have been surveyed al- 
| ready, but not of course confirmed. I do not feel myself called on te 
| correct the bill in that particular, and I really do not know whether I 


it is not an action to recover damages or to redress a trespass for dam- should know how to do it. 
ves or otherwise | Mr.EDMUNDS. There is some difficulty about that, because they 
[ do not know much about this matter except upon information, but | must have definite possession in some way. 
I am informed that an action of ejectment or any other action of which} Mr. TELLER. I admit it is a somewhat difficult and embarrassing 
the Territorial court, for inst e, in Arizona would take jurisdiction, | question. Ido not know that it is quite possible to cover all those 
would not be adequate to « 1 the possession and to control these | cases that I think everybody would like to protect. 


people; and more than that, it is asserted, and I think 
oft reason, ti 


18 not So far 


with some show 
iat it is impossible to get a jury down there, perhaps, that 
swerved by public influence or private influence as to pre 
vent really a fair trial to secure a grant of this kind ‘These grants are 
looked upon with suspicion, an i prejudice exists against them by the 
uniformity of the prac of trying to run the concessionists off. 

I think that the [ nited States have not furnished an adequate remedy, 
and I do not think that we ought to have allowed a statute of limita- 
tions of any description to effect an absolute bar in favor of a man who 
it could be shown in court had with a gun run off a man who had title 
to the Jand, or a woman, or a child, as the case may be, for this oper- 
ates agains , 

Mr. EUMUNDs. I know; but the Senator, if he will pardon me, 
will bear in mind, for he wishes to get it right, that we do not deny 
the best justice we can to the claimant if he turns out to be right in 
that, because we make what civil lawyers would call an ademption, 
and we provide for him in another way. We say that the honest ad- 
verse occupant of twenty years ought not to be disturbed by the con- 
firmation of an inchoate title of the character described in this bill; 
but if the inchoate title turns out to be good and ought in justice to 
be confirmed, instead of turning out the man with cor twenty years’ 
home we let him stay and provide land as near as we can elsewhere 
forthe claimant. We think that is as near practical aaa € as we can go. 

Mr. MORGAN. 1 perhaps have the matter a little confused about 
it, but in reading the bill I had the impression that twenty years’ ad 


ox} ! 
tevery body 





verse possession of the kind that is mentioned in the committee's 
amendment would suffice as a plea in bar against the entire concession 
the claimant. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no. 
Mr. MORGAN. Do I understand now that it applies only to 160 


res 

Mr. EDMUNDS It is a bar to a suit for 160 acres, for relief as to 

it identical land, but no more. Although he proves his title he does 
not get it, but he gets a substitute in satisfaction of it from the United 
States, and Jeaves the settler in possession. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam asking for information, and I want to know 
ibout if. If I understand it, the concessionist brings his suit against 
the United States for a confirmation rel non of his concession, and if he 

‘ceeds in his suit in establishing that he has a 
the conditions have all been a 
contirmation of title under his cl 


ed with, etc., he gets a decree of 





advers« posse ssion of a a of ths it land in good faith for twe nty years 
he gets 160 acrea. Is that right? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That man is not disturbed in his possession, but 
the claimant loses that particular 160 acres, and the bill provides that 
he shall be reimbursed for that by taking land in another place. 

Mr. MORGAN. But the squatter, we will call him, is not entitled 
under any circumstances to more than 160 acres in virtue of his claim ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is just what the bill says 

Mr. RANSOM. It applies to only 160 acres 

Mr. MORGAN. 
cated as this, that the committee perhaps could have done any better 
withit. I know it isa very hard subj rect to handle. 

TELLER 
draughted this bill did not intend that it should apply to exactly the 
kind of cases that the Senator se 
shall apply to. It seems to have been the purpose of the draughtsman 
of the bill that it should apply to any publi¢ land upon which a man 
had resided, whether it was on agrant oranythingelse. I donot know 
but that the words ‘‘ continuous adverse ’’ would mean continuous ad- 
holder of a grant, 


In that view I do not see, 








verse as to the 
or not would be very difficult to determine. 
in there and lived there without assertingany title or any claim. Un- 
der the system that grew up in that country while the Mexican Gov- 
ernment had it there was really very little attention paid to the titles, 
and many people lived on their land for generations, one generation 
would pass and another, without having any title. There is agood 
deal of that land not covered by grants at all. I suppose that whoever 
drew this bill intended to protect all that class of innocent-minded 
people who did not know exactly how to make a home or what to do, 
but who in accordance with the customs of the country had resided on 
and cultivated these small patches of ground. 

I suggested to the Senator from Vermont the other day that he should 
so chanye the bill that it might ay } 
veyeds because if this rule applies to land grants or to pub »lic lands it 
ought to apply to all alike, and there is no reason why, if it applies to | 
land hereafter surveyed, it should not apply to land heretofore sur- 


good concession, that | 


Then, if a party has been in open | 


ina subject so compli- | 


lL suggest to the Senator from Vermont that whoever | 


ms by his remarks to intend that it | 


and whether that had been adverse | 
Many people have gone | 


ly to all cases of tracts already sur- | 


Mr. HO. 
verse ’’ there? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘‘Exclusive’’ possession might not be ‘‘ adverse.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business, which is the bill (S. 3738) to place the American 
merchant marine engaged in the foreign trade upon an equality with 
that of other nations. 


Would not the word ‘‘exclusive’’ be better than ‘‘ad- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendment to 
| the bill (S. 461) making an appropriation for a new light-house tender 
for use in the thirteenth light-house district, with headquarters at 
Portland, Oregon; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
| disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
| BAKER, Mr. SWENEY, and Mr. CAMPBELL manage 
| ence on the part of the House. 
| The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 884) to incorporate The King Theological Hall, 
disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked by the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. ATKINSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. Post, and Mr. HEemMp- 
HILL managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 1741) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Showalter, disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the confer- 
ence asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. MorriLtL, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. 
YODER managers at the conference on the part of the !!ouse. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 188) for the erection of 
| a public building at Columbus, Ga., agreed to the conference asked 

by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. MILLIKEN, Mr. LEHLBACH, and Mr. CLUNIE 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 
| The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1452) for the reliet of Chris- 
| topher C. Andrews, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 


rs at the confer- 


ence on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
| amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8247) to authorize entry 
| of the public lands by incorporated cities and towns for cemetery and 
| park purposes, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
PAYson, Mr. TURNER of Kansas, and Mr. HoLMAN managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7754) 
| granting right of way to Little Falls, Mille Lacs and Lake Buperior 
Railroad across the Mille Lacs Indian reservation. 
| The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 
| 1258) for the relief of Charles Murphy. 


PREVENTION OF COLLISIONS AT SEA. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a message from 
| the House of Representatives requesting the return to that body of the 
| bill (S. 3917) to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the request of the House be granted. and 
the resolution be agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NEW YORK CITY CABLE RAILWAY. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to consider 
at this time Senate joint resolution 111, which will take but a moment 
and which there is some necessity for the early passage of. It is very 
short and I think will lead to no debate. If it does, I shall with- 
draw it. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R, 111) to permit the Sec- 
| retary of the Treasury to sign for a cable railway in front of New York 
post-office and army building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLpnH in the chair). The Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds report an amendment to the 
| title, which will be stated. 


Mr. Payson, Mr. LAcgey, and Mr. HoLMAN managers at the confer-° 
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The CuiEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the title so as to make 
it read: ‘‘ A joint resolution to permit the Secretary of the Interior to 
sign consent for acable railway in front of the New York post-office 
and army building.”’ 

The amendment to the title was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without am 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tim 
passed. 


CONGRES 











AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 3738) to place the American merchant marine upon 
an equality with that of other nations. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, therise and downfall of the shipping 
interests and the maritime power of the people of the United States are 
among the most extraordinary and interesting events in the industrial 
history of ourtimes. Within less than three-quartersofacentury from 
the establishment of the Government the United States gained a sub- 
stantial supremacy in the carrying trade of the world. Itis true that, 
while our tonnage fell somewhat short of that of Great Britain and her 
dependencies, being in the aggregate 5,539,813 tons, and that of Great 
Britain and her dependencies 5,895, 369 tons, and the tonnage of all other 
nations, outside of these English-speaking people, was 5,800,767 tons, 
yet the United States were far superior to all other nations in the excel- 
lence of their ships, in the efficiency of their seamen, in appliances for 
loading and unloading ships, or what might be called the mechanism 
by which ships are worked; in speed, in beauty, in working force the 
American ship was acknowledged to be the superior of any other in the 
world. 

The tonnage of the United States was more than 50 per cent. in 
excess of what would have been requisite to carry all the exports 
and imports of the country. And as American ships did not carry 
all the trade of the United Sta es, but, as was natural, a portion of 
the exports from foreign countries was transported in ships belong- 
ing to them, it is estimated that fully 25 per cent. of our foreign trade 
was done by foreign vessels, and that there was in excess of the im- 
mediate requirements of our own country about 1,300,000 tons. What 
was it doing-and where was itemployed? It was engaged in thes erv- 
ice of foreign nations, in their carrying trade. Many of these ships 
did not return home for years; they swarmed in every port within the 
circle of commerce and civilization, and reaped a rich harvest in dis- 
tant seas under the American flag, to add to the power, wealth, and 
happiness of our countrymen. 

When, in 1857, the mutiny broke out in India the British Govern- 
ment hired scores of our ships, being the best, to convey men and ma- 
terial of war which enabled that Government to quickly suppress one 
of the most formidable insurrections by which any nation was ever 
confronted. There was then noshort route through the Suez Canal to 
India and every hour of delay before the final stroke could be dealt 
spread the contagion of discontent and rebellion throughout the vast 
population of India. With the aid of these swift American ships the 

sritish Government was enabled to overcome this dangerous outbreak 
and to subject to the influences and forces of civilization an enormous 
population of over 200,000,000 people on the other side of the planet, 
and thus to uphold that unique power the like of which is unknown 
to human history. 

Our shipping interest was next to agriculture in value; we had over 
70,000 men at sea. It is not to be wondered at, then, that on the de- 
mand of the captain of one of our men-of-war the representative of the 
proudest monarchy on the earth quickly surrendered, without condi- 
tions, without hesitation, an American citizen who was held in cap- 
tivity. We can well imagine that at this epoch, when our flag and 
ships were seen in every port and on every sea, on the Atlantic and the 
Pacific, in the Indian Ocean, engaged in the service of the most distant 
people, how one of our gallant American tars, his heart swelling with 
conscious pride and the sense of the superiority of his own country, 
might exclaim: 

O’er the glad waters of the dark blue sea, 

Our thoughts as boundless, and our souls as free 
Far as the breeze can bear, the billows foam 
Survey our empire and behold our home? 


These are our realms, no limits to their sway— 
Our flag, the scepter al! who meet obey. 


le, 
unaided by bounties, subsidies, subventions, or protection, which sprung 
from their manly resolution, and indomitable pluck, and skill, and 
genius, and from that love of the sea that beats in their blood? It be- 
longs to the history of the past; it is a recollection only; it is— 
* * asa painted ship 
Upon a painted ocean. 

In the graphic languague of my friend from Maine [Mr. Frye], it 
is ‘‘a dead body in the bosom of the ocean buried.”’ . 

Of the entire value of our foreign commerce, including that of the 
intransit trade, during the last fiscal year, amounting to $1,582,339, 533, 
6.15 per cent. was carried in cars and otherland vehicles; 7.51 percent. 
in American steam-vessels; 6.45 per cent. in American sail-vessels; 


Where, now, is that mighty fabric, reared by the American peop! 
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| the great market centers of the 
the wagon and the 


69.69 per cent. in foreign steam-vessels; 9.74 per cent. in foreign sail- | home; but the moment we put our cotton and our other prod 





x See and 16 p r Ce + ; ves + x ; 
power were unknow 

Our foreigt nerce, carried in home vess« isured by its value 
has declined from its highest point, 75 pe t “ to 15.96 pe 
cent. during the last fiscal year, wl 7 tried in 
foreign vessels. Only 7.51 per cent. of our cted 
in steamers bearing our nationa iz, wh ) ! that 
trade, with all its profits from the employment of capit 
was conducted in alien steam-vessels. 

Instead of being a source of revenue and wealth for our pe ‘ 
estimated that we pay out of their earnings, in gold, every veat 
than $200,000,000 to the people of othe ‘ 1 freight a va 
sage money Phat sum, subtracted from the earnings of t eople 
of the United States, constitutes an enorm contribution to tl 
wealth of the people of other and more favored nations No quest 
therefore, cin be more interesting to American statesmanship or to the 
American people, and no legislation should enlist our efforts more co1 
dially than that which proposes to restore our flag and our ships to the 


sea, to build up acain our fore 
as by a cyclone. One 


ign trade which has been swept away 
third of the tonnage of the world has d 


~ i i ip 
peared and is no longer in the service of modern commerce and trade 

Betore considering the measures that may be necessary to restore tl 
power and dominion of the United States upon the high seas I « to 
discuss for a few moments the interests that would be most benetited 

How THLE rARM 3 ARE INTE! 

Mr. President, there is an impression prevailing that our fe V t 
izens who are engaged in ship-building and those who live in the maz 
itime ports are more vitally interested than those who dwell in the in- 
terior of the country; and for that reason legislation, instead of being 
comprehensive and equal to all the demands of t! uation, h en 
erally been partial and narrow, and solicitous only of the w re of 
particular classes. 

I propose, in order that we may appreciate the magnitude of the in- 


terests with which we aredealing, how «all-embracing they are, to show 


that the man at the plow-handle is more deeply concerned in t! 
restoration of American shipping than any other one of our fellow- 
citizens engaged in any other occupation, throughout the length and 


breadth of our country. Not less necessary than the wagon that con- 
veys the farmer’s produce to the neighboring railway station, and not 
less than the railway itself, which carries his products to the seapor 
are the ships which convey those products to London and Liverpool, 
The ship upon the sea is what 
railroad are upon the land; and, inasmuch as the 
prices of cotton and wheat and breadstuffs are fixed in London and 
Liverpool, every farthing that may be saved by reduced transportation 
upon the seas is as much a profit brought to the home of the farme: 
as is a reduction in the price of wagon, or of railway freights on land. 

The value of our domestic and foreign merchandise exported 
the principal ports for the year ended June 30, 
$742, 401,375: the 


world. 


from 
1889, amounted to 
value of products of manufactures exported $138, 


675,500, while products of agriculture amounted to $532,141,490, and 
the products of mines to $19,947,518, and the products of for ti 
$26,997,127. It will be seen from this how small is the proportion of 
manufactured goods exported in comparison with the products of out 
farms, mines, and forests. But, in orderthat we may more accurateiy 


appreciate the interests of our agriculturists, I now proceed 
what their exports have been directly in kind. We exported for the 
fiseal year ending June 30 








1889, in— 
Raw cotton, alon . S237, 77 
All breadstufls 12 76, 661 
Tobacco, unmanufactured 1% 1, UGS 
(ll provisions, comprising meat and dairy prod 104, 1 Lid 
Cattle, sheep, hogs, et 18, 374 : 
Total lne o I l export ) 

Which is over 75 per cent. of the total export 

it is interesting to note the decline in the exports of breadstuf nd 
the effect of foreign competition and of high rates of transportat 
In 1880, Russia, India, Australia, and the Argentine Repub t t 
with the United States, exported 208,987,072 e t] 
which exported by the United States was 69.13 percent. In 1% 
same countries exported 187,210,303 bushels, the share of 
ported by the United States was only 47.65 per cent 3Sif f 
in 1580, exported 36,565,653 bushel in J&R, | 114.7 ishels 
British India exported in 1880 13,896,168 bushe i] 52,894,925; 
the Argentine Republic, in 1881, 5.772 bushels 1) 1588, 8,721,751 
while the United States exported in 1880 144,483,007, and in 1888 
49,531,915. 

Now, Mr. President, we have seen that the exports from t! ! 


try are substantially cotton 


wheat, beef, the products of our n 
forests, and farms. The 


prices of wheat, corn, and cotton are det 

mined at Liverpool and London, and the prices fixed in the foreign 
markets for these articles determine the priceseverywhere. TT] 
no protection, no bounties, no subsidies, and hav 


no comp 


inct on 
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paid in gold or its equivalent, which in ten years, at this rate, 
1 amount to $420,870,880. In order to maintain the monopoly 
which Germany and France have gained in the production of beet- 
sugar, we propose to open our ports to their sugars, while they close 
theirs against our meats and breadstuffs. 
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which is followed to-day by France and Germany, namely, the system 
of bureaucracy; if she had attempted to govern English-speaking col- 
onies or dominions by the central authority in London, that Govern- 
ment would have fallen under the weight of such an experiment. But 
by the ad 


adoption of the federative system in all its vigor she has been 
enabled to extend her possessions over the entire globe. 


1 do not know to-day of any empire in the world held together so 
firmly on the voluntary principleas that of the mother country. Who 
can placea limit to her spawning force or the potency which she may ac- 
quire, taking on, as she does, from year to year, lifeand strength, from 
her English-speaking children who inhabit rich and bountiful lands in 


all latitudes and longitudes ? 
adopted the federative and representative principle, but the tendency 
in our Government is gradually to depart from it, and to substitute that 
of France, by creating a bureaucracy in Washington; which absorbs 
power from the people of the States and expresses itself with that uni- 
forfuity and regularity that always characterize the exercise of cen- 
tral authority carrying the weight of magistracy to every part of the 
coubtry 

i was not astonished to hear, the other day, the honorable Senator from 
Miseouri { Mr. Vest] say that we were bound to be forever a coutinental 
power, as the genius of our institutions did not permit us to acquire 
foreign possessions. That may be our view to-day, and I grant, if we are 


were originally founded, it may be impossible for us to cope with the 
mother country for dominion of the christian world; but I am inclined 
to think that if we shall adhere to the federative principle, and shall 
have the sagacity to avoid the error of concentrating power in the hands 
of the few in Washington, as was done in Rome, in Paris. in Vienna, 
and shall follow the example of the mother country, we may be able 
by the growth of our population and through the tremendous energies 
which our people have already exhibited in every sphere of human 
effort to carry our republican system over millions of people who do 
not yet speak the English tongue and over vast areas of country now 
beyond our boundaries. I do not see how, under the circumstances, 
we can cease to grow and expand just as England has been growing and 
expanding. 

I hold in my handsa volume written by Professor J. R. Seeley, of the 
University of Cambridge, on the Expansion of England. He says that 
the expansion of England in the New World and in Asia is the formula 
which sums up for England the history of the eighteenth century, and 
that she has made war unceasingly to promote her commerce, upon the 
theory that commerce and war were inseparably entangled, so that 
commerce led to war, and war fostered commerce. It can not be de- 
nied that the great facts of English history consist in the efforts which 
have been made to extend her dominions and her power, and that the 
most interesting portion of her history is that which relates to the 
causes leading to the establishment of that greater Britain which 
makes her at once a European, American, Asiatic, and African power 
of the first magnitude. 

When I contemplate our national interests, I can not but feel that 
we should, in some measure at least, turn aside from our domestic 
strife and contentions long enough to interest ourselves in that race 
for commercial empire and greatness between our country and Great 
Britain which a common origin, the same blood, and the same in- 
stincts have brought about. Wherever there is a possibility for ex- 
tending our commerce we should avail ourselves of it, and foster in 
every way that may be practicable individual enterprise, as England 
has done, especially in new countries. And just here I may be par- 
doned for referring to the scramble which is going on in Europe be- 
tween England, France, Germany, Italy, and Belgium, and Portugal 
for a share in the most fertile regions of Africa. These countries are 


create demands for more ships and more commerce, supply new mar- 
kets for their commodities, and add to their wealth and power. 

On April 22, 1883, a resolution of the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. Mor- 
GAN ] was adopted, formally recognizing the flag of the African Interna- 
tional Association of the Congo as that of a friendly power. Ihave read, 
recently, an interesting article on American Interests in Africa, in the 
Forum fer June, by Hon. Henry S. Sanford, who was long our secretary 
of legation at Paris, and, more recently, minister resident at the court of 
Leopold II, King of Belgium. Heisa gentleman well acquainted with 
the statesmen of Europe and the policies of European cabinets, and I be- 
lieve he organized the Sanford exploring expedition in June, 1886, which 
launched the Florida, the first commercial steamer on the waters of the 
Congo. The great profits of this enterprise stimulated others to make 
similar ventures, so that the number of steamers on the Upper Congo 
by the end of the present year will have reached thirty, which were all 
carried around the cataracts by porters in sections and put together at 
Stanley Pool. Hotels, club-houses, markets, tramways, and trade sta- 
tions that are constantly increasing have been established on the Lower 
Congo. 

The Government of the Independent State of Congo was organized 
by the King of Belgium, on the Belgium plan of administration. It 
has, says Mr. Sanford, a numerous personnel in Africa, where the 
capital is Boma; numerous steamers and posts on the upper and lower 
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river; anarmy of about 2,000 men, mostly native troops, under Belgian 
officers; and a budget, nominally, of about 1,000,000 francs, but really 
about two, and, this year, three millions nearly all from the private re- 
sources of the king. Within its area is an estimated native population 
of 40,000,000, with about 450 whites, Professor Dupont, who is a high 
scientific authority fresh from a visit there, in his Lettres sur le 


| Congo, published in 1589, says: 


| personal, to Belgium itself. 
We are her great competitors; we also | 


The Congo Basin is destined to be the granary of the earth. 

The dispatches inform us that the King of Belgium has turned over 
the Government of the Independent State of Congo, which was previously 
The Congo man is not an utter barbarian. 
He hasall the domestic animals, horses, sheep, goats, dogs, and is skilled 
in working copper and iron; he has the manioc, which is like our Indian 


| corn, and yields from ten to twenty times the return of wheat; also 


beans, and corn, and fruits, the banana, sugar-cane, lemon, tobacco, 
potates, tomatoes, onion, rice, palm oil, and all the agricultural and 
vegetable products which we have. He has, says Mr. Sanford, acquired 
the first lessons of humanity. He is docile and eager for trade and 
civilization, as is proved by the prosperity of the Congo Free State 
and of the commercial companies on the Congo. 

The bare mention of Africa, or even of the Congo country, or of any 


| proposition which might afford an opportunity for the colored man in 





, £ | this country to engage like white men of other countries, or like white 
to relinquish our inherited instincis and ideas of municipal and local | 


self-government, and the federative system upon which our institutions | 


men in our own, in enterprises of colonization in our own or foreign 
territory, creates at onceamong our Northern public men suspicion that 
there is some deep design on the part of Southern Senators to do an in- 
jury to the colored men. Why should not he desire to return to the 
land of his forefathers, to carry with him the light, and civilization 
and institutions of liberty which have become his by his long sojourn 


| in the United States? I do not mean to intimate that there should be 
| the slightest compulsion in this matter; I disavow it utterly. 


But I 
believe that no richer field could be sought for commercial enterprise 
and no larger market for our commodities than that presented by Af- 
rica. There are to be found over 300,000,000 of people, and in the 
Congo region at least 50,000,000, emerging from a barbaric state, and 
eager for trade, who need cotton shirts, and shoes, and hats, and all 
those articles of which we have a surplus; and, in advancing these 
great national interests, we can, incidentally, provide an outlet for 
our colored population where they are aggregated in large numbers, 
and occasionally are thrown into race conflicts with white men, and 
are, everywhere throughout the United States, conscious of living ina 
country whose institutions were framed by white men and have been 


| since conducted by white men. 





| how any one could object to it. 


All history demonstrates that a race incapable of colonization can 
not attain to a high degree of civilization. It was by colonization— 
the law of growth and expansion, of evolution and development—that 
the leading powers and races have become what they are to-day. Im- 
mobility is an index to weakness and is always followed by decay. 

The colored man has been the innocent cause of all the trouble we 
have had in this country. He became a source of alienation and dis- 
trust in the convention that framed the Constitution; and from that 
time to this he has stood between the white man of the North and 
the white man of the South, and stands here to-day dominating and 
controlling political sentiment in this Chamber. Why do Northern 
Senators still entertain political distrust of the Southern Senators, and 
why do Sonthern Senators hold themselves in abeyance on many of 
the most interesting problems in which our people are equally con- 
cerned with the people of the North? It is the shadow of the black 
man, innocent himself of doing harm to either, which falls between 
them. He was torn from Africa by your ancestors and ours, and held 
in slavery by your ancestors and ours; and why should we not now co- 
operate in a policy that promises so much for him and so much for us 


IC ; ; } ré | in the way of reconciliation and prosperity ? 
seeking for more extended dominions, for wider relations, which will | 


If the apprehension of negro supremacy were removed in certain 
States of the South, if they were dispersed, like other people who have 
come to this country, over all its territory, if we could induce, say, 
five hundred thousand of them, to migrate to one of the Territories or 
to Africa, and remove the fear of their dominating the institutions and 
the vast interests which have accumulated in the Southern States, by 
affording them an outlet and an occupation that would bring them com- 
fort and wealth, and above all, an opportunity to establish, by their 
own efforts, a negro state, with institutions of their own and the con- 
ditions to evolve a high order of civilization, I can not see, for myself, 
But his presence here to-day is lead- 
ing many sober, discreet, and patriotic men to shut their eyes against 


| oe sae . 
| the possibility for the extension of our commerce and power over the 


sea, and to resort to experiments in government which would convert 
our federative and representative system into an all-seeing, all-power- 
ful, centralized oligarchy. Have we not had enough of distrust and 
alienation, bloodshed, and war, destruction of life and property and 
domestic peace, and aust the day be postponed forever when the dark 
line shall be obliterated which is drawn between the Senators from 
the North and the Senators from the South in this Chamber, and which 
stretches from the home of Washington to the Pacific sea? 

Mr. Stanley, whose explorations in Africa have directed the atten- 
tion of the civilized world to him, says in a recent letter: 

There is space enough in one section of the Upper Congo basin to locate 
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double the number of the negroes of the United States without disturbing a 
single tribe of the aborigines now inhabiting it. I refer to the immense Upp 
n extent, which is three ti: 








Congo forest country, 350,000 square miles i nes larger 
than the Argentine Republic and one and a half times larger than the entire 
German Empire, embracing 224,000,000 acres of umbrageous forest land, whe! 

every unit of the 7,000,000 negroes might become the owner of n¢ a quarter 
square mile of land. Five acres of this, planted with bananas a plantains, 


would furnish every soul with sufficient subsistence—food and wine I 
remaining 27 acres of his estate would furnish him with timber, rubber, gur 
dye-stuffs forsale. There are one hundred and fifty days of rain thro 
the year. There isaclear stream every few hundred yards 
ney we have crossed as many as thirty-two streams, 








ighout 
In a day's jour 


The climate is healthy and equable, owing to the impervious forest which pro 
tects the land from chilly winds and draughts. All my white officers passed 
through the wide area safely. Eight navigable rivers course through it. Hills 


and rivers diversify the scenery and give magnificent prospects. To those ne- 
groes in the South accustomed to Arkansas, Mississippi, and Louisiana it would 
be a reminder of their own plantations without the swamps and depressing in- 
fluence of cypress forests. Anything and everything might be grown in it, 
from the oranges, guavas, sugar cane, and cotton of subtropical lands to the 
wheat of California and rice of South Carolina. If the emigration was pru- 
dently conceived and carried out, the glowing accounts sent home by the first 
settler would soon dissipate all fear and reluctance on the part of the others 
But itisalladream. The American capitalists, like other leaders of men, are 
more engaged in decorating their wives with diamonds than in busying them- 
selves with national questions of such import as removing the barrier between 
the North and the South. The“open sore’’ of America—the race question 
will ever remain an incurable fester. While we are all convinced that the Nes- 
sus shirt which clings to the Republic has maddened her, and may madden het 
again, it is quite certain that the small effort needed to free themselves torever 
from it will never be made. Meantime the railway toward the favored land 
will be constructed, steamers will be floated on the waters of the Congo, and 
the forest land will be closed to such emigration by the “ first come, first served.” 


Sut the development of our power and greatness on the sea and in | 


commercial enterprises will depend, in a large measure, upon the res- 
toration of concord and peace, and unity of efforts and of aims among 
our people, and wise statesmanship in the advancement of our affairs 
at home, looking, not to the promotion of sectional, or class, or cor- 
porate, or individual interests, but to the general welfare which em- 
braces all parts of our country. We are in the world and of it, and 
we can notescape the responsibilities which the national welfare im- 
poses upon us. We must have foreign relations, whether we will or 
not, and these relations with the other nations of the world will be- 
come more and more important year by year. 
RESTORATION OF MARITIME POWER, 


Mr. President, I have sought, in adesultory way, to show that the | 
farmers of this country are more interested in these shipping bills than | 


any other class of our countrymen, and that the restoration of our mari- 
time power would be a source of untold wealth to our people and save 
atotal of two hundred millions to their earningsevery year. I have en- 
deavored to show also that the interests of our country as a member of 
the family of nations require that we should look more closely at our 
commercial relations, and I have shown that they were in the most un- 
satisfactory condition with the countries south of us, and that by the 


largely to the exchanges and the wealth and happiness of all. 
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is permitted by every country in the world and by international 
should be treated as a species of piracy by the G I ent of the United 
States, which denies to its citizens the prote Lio it the Government 
and prohibits them from carrying t] gy of th intry over such 
property on the high seas. This would seem to bea ial of common 
right and justice. Every American citizen should have aclaim on the 
protection of the Government for property which is admitted by 
municipal and international law everywhere to be property 
We are told thatif an Americancitizen purchased one of these ships, 
if he were allowed to exercise this right, he could not sail it with protit; 
that if a gilt were made to him of a British ship fully equipped he 


could not afford to sail it on the high seas and trade with any other 


country. There is testimony here directly in the teeth of that asser- 
tion. Here comes Captain Codman, whoneeds no introduction to Sen- 
ators who served on th 
Commitee on Shipping. 


shipping interests ? 


; committee of which I was not a member, the 


What is his plan for the restoration of our 


If | could formulate al 

Said Captain Codman after serving from 1834 at sea— 

If f could formulate a bill it would embrace these condit - 

First. The free admission of all ships of r i) tons, where i t, to 
American registry 

Ss md. Theadmission of materials for ship-building of all classes du 


Ilere is the testimony of Mr. Forbes, of Boston, who says that all he 
asks is the privilege of sailing his ships that he may buy abroad under 
the American flag. Iwill read the testimony of Mr. Forbes before the 
members of the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. He 
said to the committee 

lsum up my position in the respectful request that you allow me a: 
American merchants the protection of the Stars and Stripes over 
wherever bnilt,as we think are ne 


cessfully 


i other 
such ships, 
essary to carry on our foreign trade suc- 
We do not ask for charity in the way of subsidies, but simply for the 
protection of our flag in doing what by treaty or by friendship you have long 
allowed every Englishman, Dutchman, Frenchman, or Sandwich Islander to do, 
* * * « > * . 

I only ask for the protection of the flag for my property. 
out of the China trade, for instance 
my wooden ships 


I have been driven 
byiron and steel coming inand driving out 
I find the only way I can carry on my trade with China to- 
day is by buying vessels abroad 25 per cent. cheaper than I can here. I can do 
it by covering up my ships under the British flag, but I want them under the 
American flag. I employ a good many peopk 


In verification of what he says I find that the Commercial Bulletin, 
of New York, declares — 
That half a dozen new Norweg 


York firm, to run between New ¥ 
subsidy whatever. 


in steamers have been chartered by a New 


rk and Central American ports, without any 


And that the Evening Post has made a catalogue ‘‘of the foreign- 


| built steamers running during May and June of this year from ports 


I have shown that our great rival, Great Britain, is encircling the | 


globe with her dependencies and outposts, and that to-day she com- 
mands the seas in every part of the world from which we have been 
driven. I have also ventured to point out the interests that we might 
be able to build up in Africa, especially in the Congo country, and that 
it affords an inviting field for commercial enterprise, and, possibly, a 
solution for the question which has so long disturbed the politics of 
our country and divided our councils. 

And now we are in a position to ask, Mr. President, by what pol- 
icy, by what measures, by what legislation can we restore our ship- 
ping interests and our maritime power? Thatisthe question. There 
are some things we can do by legislation and some things which we 
can not accomplish. Wecan not bring back the age of wooden ships and 
sailing ships; we can not compete with iron, and steel, and steam, and 
compound engines with wooden sailingships. The dayof our suprem- 
acy was contemporaneous with wooden vessels propelled by sails; we 
lost it when ships were made of iron and steel and propelled by steam 
Therefore, sir, if we adopt any plan at all, it must be that whichshall 
give to our people the instrumentalities by which our rivals have driven 
us from the ocean. Now, what are the difficulties in the way that 
may be removed by legislation? First, was the tonnage tax; that was 
abolished. Next were the pilot charges; these remain. They should 
be removed. I holdin my hand a work by Mr. David A. Wells, in 
which, speaking of these compulsory dues, he says: 

By a system of compulsory dues on incoming and outgoing vessels (from 
which only the coasting service is exempt), the Sandy Hook pilot service of the 
port of New York, which consists of one hundred and thirty-three New York 
and fifty-eight New Jersey pilots, derives a yearly income from the commerce 
of that port of $800,000 to $1,000,000. The specific amounts charged are said to 
be two and a half times in excess of what is paid in Liverpool for simil 


ice ; and at the shipping convention at Boston, in October, 18%), Mr. James F. 
Ward, of New York, stated that his firm ‘‘ paid as large an amount for pilotage 


ir sery- 


| in the United States to West Indian, Central 
reform of our tariff system as respects those countries we might add 


: > , . | 
into New York Harbor as they did to the captain of his steam-ship for sailing 


the vessel all the way to Cuba and back, facing all the dangers of the se 
the risk of contagion in Cuba. 


What is the next impediment? 


asand 


It is, in my judgment, the law | 


which prohibits an American citizen from covering his property on the | 


high seas with the American flag; from purchasing foreign-built ships 
and registering them and hoisting over them the American flag in for- 
eign countries. This law should be repealed. It does seem strange, 


Mr. President, that in this enlightened age property in a ship, which | 


American, and South 
American ports under charter to merchants in the United States. We 
have in this way catalogued 92 such steamers, of which 45 are Nor- 
wegian, 43 British, 2 German, 1 Spanish, and 1 Russian, all running 
without any subsidy from auy Government whatever. There are proba- 
bly others of which no record exists in New York.’’ 

Now, says the Evening Post: 

Now, what is signified by the fact that ninety-two foreign-built stear 
under charter to American merchants as abovedescribed? Certainly we have 
more capital than Norway has. New York has more than Bergen. 


If there is 
money to be made by owning ships as well as by hiring them, surely we are not 


iers are 






deterred by any lack of money from owning the steamers that we find employ- 
mentfor. There is no use mincing matters. Capt. John M. Forbes has told 
more than once in words more forcible than any we could use He saye that he 
buys ships abroad because he can get them cheaper than at home,and for no 
other reason, He sails them under a foreign flag because our navigation laws 
prevent him from sailing them under the American flag, and for no other rea 
son. 

rhe Boston Journal fears that Mr. Forbes would ruin himself by paying too 
high wages to seamen if he were allowed to sail his ships under the American 
flag. Mr. Forbes rests under no such apprehension. He is perhaps reassured 
by the fact that if he should find himself paying too high wages he could t 


his ships back again under the foreign flag and be no worse off than he is now. 





The Journal also might gather courage from that fact tolet Captain Forbes try 
the experiment. Meanwhile we observe that there is no lack of shipping fa- 
cilities southward, or that if there is any, the little Kingdom of Norway isin a 
fair way to supply us without subsidy. We observe also that trade follows any 
flag that haypens to be going in the right direction, and that flags generally go 
in the direction where there is trade This may seem very curious to the Idaho 
branch of the American Shipping League and to Congressman FaRQuHAR, but 


we assure them that it can be ex 





ined on very simple grounds 


Here, then, is a proposition topermit Americans to buy foreign-built 


ships because they can buy them 25 or 30 per cent. cheaper tl! at 
home. Here are American merchants who are hiring those sh ail- 
ing them at a profit under foreign flags in the carrying trade with for- 


eign countries. 

Now, I say it has been demonstrated by this testimony 
sible men, intelligent merchants, and by the statement of facts I have 
read to the Senate, that if American merchants could buy instead of 
hiring these foreign ships, they could sail them at a profit. 
think I need add a word on that subject. 

But it is said that that would upset our American commerce and 
ruin our ship-builders in the United States. How will it ruin « 
ship-builders when we have none? If we had a fleet at sea, if we had 
large shipping interests as we had once, then the argument against the 
admission of foreign ships to the protection of the American flag : nd to 
the American service might have weight. But when we have no ships, 
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English ship now i 
I plead with the Senate 
t deny to < 


you would only give h 
to-day to remove these s 
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! t France or ‘ ny or Spain 
, ¢ \\ y not let b } ] } l 
, P : his brow o the coffers 
( ! ent of the 1 i es by imposing upon him at for 
hich he 1 ildaship? Iron and el and 
trumentaiities aft e just as much | raw ma 
} ron o c to the manufacturer of iro tself, « i 
‘ od, tot } ture 
I do 1ything that so fitly and truly 1 ts the s] 
, ] sd r mat Y on t 
his « hand, from iron, st , and wood 
l vith power and motion, instinct witl e, defy t 
nts and riding securely on the bosom of the deep. But here vy 
é I yw med legislation, the relict of a past age, v l 
fenies the American the right to create one of these forms of beauty and 
power, and to hoist over it the flagof his country, which should be the 
n of freedom and all the rights of man wherever it is unfurled 
Mr. President, the next stepin the revision of our legislation respe 
ng shipping should be to remove, as far as we can safely, all rest 





tions on trade and commerce, for every restriction which denies the 





r t un A un to exchange the products of his own labor for tl 
p ts of the labor of his neighbor or any other man is a limitation 
n dual rights as a man; and all restrictions upon the rights 
‘ ople of one country to exchange their commodities for the com- 


ties of the people of other countries is also a restriction upon thei 
ewn laborand freedom. When youcome toconsider this matter funda 


n tally how can you call a man free when he can not exchange th: 
fru of his own labor for the fruits of the labor of anotherman? Ex- 





is wealth. Freedom of exchange is liberty in its highest fo 














can weigh so heavily upon a man as the tax upon his labor, and 

t a tax upon the freedom of exchange you have placed 

on upon the freedom of every man subject toit. Freedom « 

ly ! ld be tl e and restriction the exceptior . 

| an be bt about this: we must not deceive ourselves. 
[dor ‘ Iam nota free-trader. I recognize that ther: 
{ te yme of which I have referred to as being objects 
concern, and it is necessary in order to promote and up- 
id ¢ e great national interests to withhold some individual rights 
individual interests. Hence, I am opposed to any radical legisla- 
{ n dealing with our tariff system. Great interests have been built 
now depending upon the protection, and bounty, and 
they get from the United St tes Government I recognize 
tt t as just 2nd wise men to adopt a policy 
tempe! tending to enlarge freedom, to the in- 











eo ntries, and limiting our scheme of reforma- 
{ lil by national needs and national in- 
If } er ste were taken to reform our trade with the other 
countries on this continent, Canada and Central and Sonth America, we 
doubtless would import more largely from them and export more 
largely to them \ better cor ree would grow up; better relations 
would exist, for we would require lines of steamers to facilitate th: 
excl ges, and our shipping interests would thrive. 
weighs heavily upon us to-day is the pressure of individual 





interests, of corporate power, of accumulated wealth, which usurps the 
functions of the Federal Government and exercises them for their own 

! | advantage, in detraction from the common right and from the 
national welfare. And the taxes levied to-day under the tariff system 
go largely, not into the Treasury of the people of the United States, 
but are contributions for the maintenance and support of particular 
interests and particular classes. It is the abuse of this system that 


n American citizen the | leads toa diminution of trade, to larger and larger restrictions upon com- 
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steam-ships, built in the United States for carrying the mails, a com- 
pensation as reasonable as the Government now pays railroads for sim- 
ilar service. But if we can not become a ship-building people there is 
no reason why we should not be a ship-using people; but I would be 
willing tomake some concessions on the lines I have laid down to make 
the United States a ship-building people. In my judgment, however, 
the policy now suggested by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], to 


give a general bounty to all ships engaged in commerce, would simply 


result in creating a monopoly which would be odious to the people of 


this country, the effect of which would be to destroy those who did not 
get the benefit of such a bounty, and it would create a scramble for gov- 
ernmental favor conducted by greedy lobbyists 

And what avails it if we should, by bounties in favor of our ship- 
builders, create a merchant marine, and at the same time impose such 
burdens upon our producing classes by such bounties and other and 
still greater hounties in favor of the manufacturers as to circumscribe 
and limit and destroy our foreign trade and commerce; for the export 
and import of commodities constitutes commerce and not ships? 

This system has been already tried in other countries, notably in 
France, where, as will be seen from the statements which I annex, 
that it failed there just as it would fail here, and that the opposite sys- 
tem which has been adopted by Germany, and is like the one I now 
suggest, has proved eminently satisfactory and successful. It is pre- 
cisely the system which is being followed in Great Britain, which 
country does not grant subsidies, in a general sense, to any steam-ship 
company, but the postal authorities may make contracts for the con- 
veyance of the mails to different parts of the world with steam-ship 
companies having vessels sailing to those ports. No payment other 
than for the conveyance of the mails is specially made for maintaining 
communication between Great Britain and Central America, South 
America, and the West Indies. It is the purpose, as we have been in- 
formed, of the British Government to give such contracts to the steamers 
between British America and Yokohama. 

I desire to insert at the close of my remarks an article by the Hon. 
David A. Wells, in his book on Our Merchant Marine, in which he re- 
lates the experience of France and Germany. And I also beg to in- 
vite attention to extracts from a series of articles published in the New 
York Commercial Advertiser, showing the effect of the systems of France 
and Spain and Germany and England. I also wish to quote the views 
of Capt. John Codman, given before the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, February 12, 1889. 

I ask the pardon of the Senate for detaining it solong. I am con- 
scious that the views I have expressed fall far short of the merits of 


the subject, which is entitled to the profoundest attention and best 
consideration of this body. 


APPENDIX. 
[Extracts from the work of Hon, David A. Wells on Our Merchant Marine. } 
RECENT EXPERIENCE OF FRANCE. 


The commer-ial marine of France having in common with that of the United 
States and Italy lapsed into chronic decay, the French Government recently 
determined to unreservedly adopt the system of bounties or subsidies, witha 
view of restoring this department of its industries; and accordingly by a law 
passed in January, 1881, it offered large premiums for the building and nav- 
igation of French vessels, both sail and steam. The matter was previously 
thoroughly discussed in the National Assembly and throughout the country; 
and there was no misconception on the part of the French public in respect 
to at least two points: First, that the proposition to offer bounties was in itself 
an acknowledgment of an inability on the part of France to compete with 
other maritime nations; and, second, that for the purpose of encouraging the 
French shipping interest an extra tax of a considerable amount was to be im- 
posed upon the country at large and upon all its other industries. And still 
another point, specially worthy of note by citizens of the United States in this 
connection, is that the new French law did not propose, even at the outset, or 
embody in its enactment, any inhibition whatever on the citizens of France from 
buying ships in foreign countries and making them French property, in case 
they desired to do so; but, on the contrary, it offers a premium for so doing, by 
giving one-half the subsidy granted to French-built ships to vessels of foreign 
construction by citizens of France and transferred to the French flag. 

As already stated, the French scheme of subventions relates both to the build- 
ing and navigation of ships; but very different reasons are assigned in the 
body of the law for the legislation in question in respect to these two classes of 
industrial transactions. Thus, in respect to ship-building the act declares that 
the subsidies are granted to compensate ship-builders forthe duties on imported 
materials entering into the construction of shipsin France; while the subsidies 
granted for the employment of vessels are asserted to be “ for the purpose of 
compensating the mercantile navy for the service it renders the country in the 
recruitment of the military navy.”’ 

The first effect of the law was to induce, with almost feverish haste, the forma- 
tion of a number of new and extensive steam-ship companies; and the con- 
struction of a number of new and large steamers was promptly commenced and 
rapidly pushed forward in various French ports, as well asin the ship-yards of 
Great Britain. But as all these enterprises are in effect guarantied against loss 
by the Government, and as any business they may dois so much gain, they are 
of necessity essentially speculative in character. And that they are so regarde 1 
by the capitalists that have embarked in them is made evident by the business 
they propose to do; one line, for example, having been formed to tride be- 
tween Havre and the southern seas, and another to run ona long circuitous 
voyage between France, Quebec, Halifax, St. Thomas, and Brazil. 

Che results of the first year's experience of this French system, so far as re- 
ported, have not proved satisfactory. 

Bounties were granted for the encouragement of voyages between French 
ports, the French colonies, and countries out of Europe; but the returns for 
1881 show a very marked decrease in the French tonnage engaged in her co- 
lonial trade as compared with 1880, when there were no bounties; while the 
French tonnage entries into French ports from foreign countries showed a de- 
crease in 1881 as compared with 1880, with some marked gain in the same time 
in respect to clearances. But what is most noticeable is that the entries and 
clearances of foreign tonnage (which of course receives no bounty) into French 
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ports during 1881 showed a very large increase as compared with 1880, and was 
apparently in no ways affected bythe new and discriminating privileges ex- 
tended to French shipping in order to enable it to successfully compete for for- 
eign business. 

RECENT EXPERIENCE OF GERMANY. 


Impressed, and apparently favorably, with the plan adopted by the French 
Government forthe encouragement of its merchant shipping, the German Gov- 
ernment, under the auspices of Prince Bismarck, submitted during the past 
year (1881) an exhibit of the French law to the Reichstag, and accompanied it 
with the question, “If it was not worthy the serious consideration of that body, 
whether under the present circumstances German navigation and trade will be 
able to thrive and to compete with those of other nations aided by state sub- 
sidies?"’ Thus far the Reichstag * has taken no action on the subject, but the 
proposal to meet French subsidies to French shipping with German subsidies 
to German shipping promptly called out most energetic protests from the 
merchants of not only the old Hanse towns of Hamburg and Bremen, but also 
from all the other German seaports on the Baltic and North Seas, with, it is 
stated, the simple exception of the small and aimost insignificant port of Papen- 
burg, in the Duchy of Oldenburg. ’ 

The German Government at present contributes nothing in the way of aid to 
her commercial marine, but pays for postal freight forwarded by her steamers 
about 200,000 marks per annum. Nevertheless, the German shipping interests, 
represented especially by a splendid fleet of merchant steam-ships built mainly 
in Great Britain, are most prosperous, although Germany by situation and 
traditions can hardly be regarded as a maritime nation. Italy, with a decaying 
marine, is reported as paying annually $1,500,000 as a contribution for her 
steam-sitp service. The annual payments of Austria for the same object are 
reported at $500,000, while in the case of Belgium and Holland the contribu- 
tions are very inconsiderable. 


COMMITTEE ON MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES, 
Washington, D. C., February 12, 1890. 
STATEMENT OF CAPT. JOHN CODMAN. 

Capt. John Codman,of New York City, appeared before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, We have with us this morning Capt. John Codman, who de- 
sires to be heard on the question before the committee. (To Captain Codman :) 
I understand that you have been engaged in the merchant marine,and have 
had considerable knowledge of matters connected with the foreign ocean trade, 
and we therefore wish that you would either make a statement going straight 
through without any interruptions or suggest a plan for addressing the com- 
mittee. 

Captain CopMayn. I would like to go through without interruptions, and then 
answer any questions you may wish to ask; but you can do as you please about 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN, Before you proceed with your statement, I will ask you how 
long you were actively connected with the merchant marine. 

Captain CopMAn, I went to sea in 1834 and went through all the grades from 
a sailor before the mast to an officer and everything up to the position of com- 
mander of a ship and owner of vessels, up to the time I practically left off go- 
ing to sea, in 1868. Since that time I have been more or less connected with 
ships, and have also been connected with the press. It has been in my line to 
keep myself pretty well informed as to everything which is going on in this 
country and abroad. I have made a great many passages across the Atlantic. 

— CHAIRMAN, Was your practical experience with clipper ships or steam- 
vessels? 

Captain CopMan. My experience was with steam-vessels, as well as clipper 
ships and sailing ships of all kinds. 

At this point Captain Codman read a statement as follows: 

‘Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, it was an ingenious device 
of the originator of the bill now prominently before you to term it a ‘tonnage 
bill.” It has nothing to do with tonnage. It might as well have been called a 
mileage bill, an ocean bill, or a ship bill. It is really a bounty bill, a charity 
bill, a begging bill. But either one of these yightful terms would have made it 
unpopular. . 

“It would not have gone down with the people. It is well not to let a man 
see what you are about if you want to pick his pocket. 

** When the nation’s pocket is to be picked it is natural that there should be 
an attempt to pull weal over the eyes of their representatives. Ishall endeavor 
to remove it so that they may havea clearer view of the condition and require- 
ments of our mercantile marine. 

“In fact, the questions before the committee are, not only should subsidies 
be paid to certain steam-ship lines, but should a general bounty be given to all 
vessels sailed in foreign trade that are built in the United States? 

“Subsidy puts forward three distinct claims on the country, one of which is 
certainly entitled to consideration. 

“It is that which is admitted by the British Government and which should 
be admitted by that of the United States whenever itis called for under similar 
circumstances, It is for regular and rapid transmission of mails to places with 
which we have sufficient commerce to justify the expense, and with which there 
is no other such satisfactory communication. 

‘If, for instance, our import and export trade with Rio de Janeiro and Buenos 


_Ayres should warrant the establishment of a direct line so that there should be 


a saving of time in correspondence, asteam-ship company which would under- 
take it should be liberally paid for the service rendered. But this is a very 
different proposition from that of conferring a needless bounty on the present 
line already subsidized by Brazil expressly for its coasting trade, by which let- 
ters from New York to Rio de Janeiro are five days longer on their transit than 
those sent there by way of Southampton. 

“Of all claimants for subsidy, this line is the most obtrusively persevering 
and the least entitled to consideration. 

‘* Another claim for subsidy is that ‘it will build up trade.’ 

“Trade is not a hot-house plant. It has a natural growth and can not be 
forced. There is not ashipping port for merchandise upon the globe where 
sailing ships and steamers are not found ready to carry freight to cther ports 
if profit can be gained by sending it. Trade furnishes employment for ships. 
Ships do not make trade. 

“The remaining reason assigned for subsidy is that ‘ it will build up our com- 
mercial marine.’ 

* On the contrary, a subsidized line of steam-ships being aided by the Goy- 
ernment so that it can reduce its rates of freight in competition with independ- 
ent ships tends to prevent the building of such ships, and not only so, but by 
establishing a monopoly it is enabled in the absence of competition to charge 
exorbitant rates. The beggars for subsidy are continually quoting the example 
of England when it suits them, but they never refer to her wise policy in abol- 
ishing her navigation laws in 1849 when it was cheaper for her to buy Ameri- 
can ships than to build them at home. 

“England does not encourage her merchant marine with subsidy, bounty, 
bonus, or anything of the kind, directly or indirectly. 

‘* Where it is necessary to send mails she sends them,and pays steamers for 
carrying them, either in round sums or postages. 

“Her postage system is not a tax upon her people as subsidy would be upon 
ours, because she actually receives more in postage than she pays out, 

‘** No one has heretofore pretended to say that her sailing vessels received any 
subsidy or bounty. They outnumber her steamers, and their flags are seen in 
every port of the globe. Moreover, many of them are owned and commanded 
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ndabundantdiet? Gentlemen, itisthe blood! Were Parliament to intr ice 
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their ships on the bull market that your leg 
‘degenerate sons of noble sires,’ t men wl it 
former selves. Some of them sailed the ocean < tl i 
if from 183) to 1855, when our carrying trad t 
zenith of its prosperity, in what estimation « y 
gians, Italians, et id omne genus of sailors” 

In what port of the world could we not co pall 
Who were our rivals? Who but the men « And 
were we much afraid ofthem? Asthe E res and served 
out better food than any of the continen spects exceed 
t iwwiishmen themselves? In those s or bounties 
Did anybody suppose that the subsid carry r 

iails helped our competitors to sail their sh 

Now, look the matter squarely in the face What secret of equa 
ity with the Eng en? It was simply in th jual cost ofour ships. W 
was the seeret of our advancing superiority It was in the higher « i 
our captains and officers and in our better attention, therefore, to t - 
on the land as well as on the Until about ir 1849 a woods ‘ 
ship (and allships then were of w i al $2 England and 
the United States, the best class | rto 

‘ Now, follow the history dow: c Ll discoveri i Calif i l 
Australia gave such an impetus to p-building that we turned t 
better and cheaper ships than those of our rivals. England began to lose her 
earry ule. Whatdid she do? Did she give her ship-builders a | ty to 
ove! he difficulty? Did they askforit? Did}! ship-owners a sailor 
ask for it? No, the 1 asked Parliament to repeai the restrict 
navigation law, so tha buy our shi i go on with their ca 
trade. Of course the ship-builders objected, but faced the mus t ‘ 
the American ships were introduced among them they immedia v be i 
imitate them, and soon building iron ships, excelled those of wood 

“Sowe went on together rivaling each other till 1835 Phen ca tl ron 








screw steamer, built first 


yy Englishmen, as we first built the 








What ought we tohave done’ Precisely what England didin Who re 
ented it? The ship-builders, the 10 are now as! ul y as 
ares for the destruction the yt i ‘ ption bro 1 
our merca le marine. Who that is old I emember th 
personnel of our merchant service, the « nd crews of a 





Indiaclippers and our Liverpool liners 





















6 I 
these men” What had they to say tother ‘ ur t | ist? vi ’ 
screw steamers or sailing ships as cheaply as the English can build t 
But waita littl Weonly wanttime, You lh th 
years:’ that was Mr. Roach’s limit. ‘In ther n time, as your wooden s 
are of no further use, you may step ashore 

Well, gentlemen, we were obliged to obey their orders. Congress so 
manded it. We went ashere, some to get bertiis as wharfingers, some as cust 
house officers, some to dig clams, and some to die. The grave of the mer 
marine was dug by the most ultra kind of protection, and the dirt was kick 
onto its coflin by the protected ship-builders. After this all foreign nat i 
well as England, and notably Germany, profited by vhat shall it be cal 
the stupidity or the cruelty of Congress? Both I r 10t on the vho 
does not desire that our registry laws should nlac 

‘It is better lat than never to mend Let » niv se er t te ) 
by the board. Every farmer ofthe] has rim you for nty 
on running his furrowsas these mendican o th 

ps3, snd it may be safely lef Si ey hamea 
being advocated by their Rey 

As to subsidies, please con eofakB s} . er i 





Southampton to Rio de Janeirois sixteen days. Now,if Mr. Thurber 
else will put on a line of steamers that will 
to that port in the same ‘ime, pray, give } 
essary, but asa ‘sopto Cerberus,’ and estab! 
where we may have commerce when you get rid of 


























“4 | 

are asked to imitate England. Well, imitate her . ything 
policy, in her admiralty policy,and in her shipping pol : 
wholly, if 1 desire to obtain the succe s] sa tired, S ! : 
020 for the carriage of } reign mails tmoney tos ‘ j ) 
it around among the ant steamship compa 3, whether they ought t 
have it or not. 

“England gets all that money back tage \ v t. Butr 





} 


matter It is a bagatelle in the way of con 
“As to the admiralty contracts, imitate h 

shall thus have fast cruisers maint {i more ch 

the Navy. And finally imitate 

did in 1848 and wiatshe does now. Abolish your reg 

ican citizens (the only men in the world thus debarred) to use th 

buy their own ships and to put their own flagsoverthem. Then tl 





} 





istry lawsanda 








5g i tu Am a 
ship-owners and sailors will have precisely the same chances of success that t! 
Englishmen have, and if they can not improve it they not what the er 





were, and they deserve to go tothe wall. 


I hold in my hand the first printed pamphlet of evidence. 
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from 1790 to the present day, and especially by showing that our im- 
ports and exports were greater from 1861 to this time than from 1790 
to 1561 


[he Senator evidently felt satisfied that those figures were a com- 
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plete answer to the theory which I presented. What I wish todo now | 


is to presentsome other figures so that those may be viewed in the light 


of his figures and be subject to such qualification as those other figures 
may make. . 

The value of all the property in the United States, asshown by Spof- 
ford’s American Almanac, was in the year 1850 $7, 135,780,228; in 1860 
it was $16,159,616,068; in 1870 it was $30,068,518,507; in 1880 it was 
$43,642,000,000. And the New York World Almanac for 1890 estimates 


its value for that year, on the authority of the financial officers of each 


State and Territory, at $61,459,000,000, showing that there was in | 


value $45,299, 383,932 more in 1890 than in 1860 and showing, also, 
that the value of the property of 1890 is nearly 400 per cent. more than 
that of 1860. 

The populationof the United States in 1860 was 31,443,321; in 1880 
it was 50,155,783; and in 1890 it is probably 65,000,000, being con- 
siderably over the double of what it was in 1860; that is, over 100 per 
cent. increase. 

he miles of railroad in the United States in 1861 was 31,286; in 
1890 it is about 150,000, being 118,714 miles greater in 1890 than in 
1861, an increase of nearly 500 per cent. 

The Senator from Maine gives the value of the imports and exports 

the foreign commerce) of the United States from 1790 to 1887, and 
presented to the Senate a table showing that the total value of our im- 
ports and exports from 1790 to 1861 was $16,052,761,787 and that their 


value from 1861 to 1887 was $29,324,373,421. This shows that the | 
value of our foreign commerce of the latter period was 46 per cent. greater | 


than that of the former period. 

The population of the United States in 1880 was 50,155,783; that of 
Great Britain the same year was 35,246,633, showing that the United 
States at that time had 14,909,150 more of population than Great 
Britain. And since 1880 the population of the United States has in- 
creased much more rapidly than that of Great Britain. 

The aggregate value of the imports and exports (foreign commerce) 
of Great Britain for 1887 was $3,212,250,220, that of the United States 
jor the same year was $1,504,578,758, showing that the foreign com- 
merce of Great Britain was at that time considerably more than double 
that of the United States, though the United States then had 14,909,150 
more population than Great Britain. 

Chus it is seen that while, as shown by the Senator from Maine, our 
foreign commerce from 1561 to 1887 was but 46 per cent. greater than 
that from 1790 to 1861, the volume of the property in the United 
States in 1890 is nearly 400 per cent. greater than it was in 1860; that 
the population of the United States in 1890 is more than 100 per cent. 
greater than in 1860; that the miles of railroad in the United States in 
1890 is nearly 500 per cent. greater than in 1861; and that, while the 
population of the United States in 1880 was 14,909,150 greater than 
that of Great Britain, the foreign commerce of Great Britain in 1878 
was more than double that of the United States. 

I have given these figures, Mr. President, for the purpose of showing 
that when we compare results from date to date they should be rela- 
tively compared. That is the only point I have to make in response to 
the Senator from Maine, and I wish to make only one other suggestion 
by the courtesy of my colleague. 

This country exports, as has just been stated by the Senator from 
Louisiana [ Mr. Gipson ], between five and six hundred million dollars 
ofagricultural products annually. Its population is much greater than 
that of Great Britain; its internal commerce is infinitely greater; its 
exports of raw material are ten times greater; probably its means of 





controlling ocean commerce under a liberal policy could not be less | 
than that of Great Britain; and if, instead of a prohibitive tariff or a | 


largely protective tariff which is intended to exclude commerce from 
this country, we had a liberal commercial policy, with free ships, there 
is in my judgment no reason why the foreign commerce of the United 


States might not be as much greater than that of Great Britain as our | 


population is, and it is my belief that with a liberal and statesmanlike 
policy we might expect a vast improvement of our commerce, and, as 
I suggested a few days ago, almost succeed in making the United States 
the great warehouse of the world. 
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my judgment the proposition is one which commences on the surface 
and not at the root of the great trouble with our merchant marine. 
There wasatime when the American merchant marine competed suc- 
cessfully with the merchant marine of all the nations of the earth. It 
equaled that of Great Britain and it was superior to that of any other na- 
tion in the world. Up to 1855 the American merchant marine was the 
pride and boastof the American people. Now it has disappeared from 
the seas in the foreign carrying trade. I have here a table which 
shows the different degrees of its declension, commencing in 1856. 


Percentage of exports and imports carried in vessels of the United States 
from 1855 to 1882. 


Per cent Per cent. 
NE .conneven : . 75.2 | 1870..... . wii eoecceees 35.6 
1857 vei ; 70.5 1872 hi chou eal 28.5 
sani ; J jieenuninal 26.7 
lt nicaiminat: anGeaeinbicieneen UKIEE Ut Cscipaaatuishl wenieieiiiedoaeaaniiaiesion “ 25.9 
UE ibs siptelasheacncsaas annem suena > acs ee cipal eiiarasttatotncalaloniasaindantatiainiieie 22.6 
1865 sneeinatinmneitnia : ° tw i ainioeeee esinvenesunianeinet 17.6 
_ a ae ~ . 33.9 | 1881 , ‘ spehaeianads 16.2 





And it is less now. The causes which have from 1855 until this 
time carried down the American merchant marine in the foreign carry- 
ing trade to its utter extinction can be nosurface, nocasualones. They 
must be well defined and radical causes. Insearching for them we do 
not havefar to go. There can be no question that the first great leading 
cause of the decadence of the American merchant marine was the sub- 
stitution in the navigation and carrying trade of the world of the iron 
and steel ship for the wooden ship and in the adoption of the former 
by England and other European nations and the adherence to the latter 
by the people of the United States. 

The revolution in ship-building from wood, in which our people were 
the most expert workmen in the world and of which we had a greater 
abundance than any other people, to iron and steel, which in England 
were produced and worked up much more cheaply than was possible 
in America, and our legislation, which prohibited the people of the 
United States from purchasing, owning, or raising the American flag 
on a foreign-built ship, were unquestionably the chief reasons of the 
downfall of our once great foreign carrying trade. These causes, sup- 
plemented by our high tariff and other laws isolating the United 
States so far as legislation can do it from the other nations of the earth 
in all matters of international trade and exchange, completed the work. 
I will read from a volume I have in my hand, by Mr. Wells, a brief 
synopsis of our shipping laws, which will exhibit the policy of our 
Government for more than a hundred years on this great subject : 

1. No American citizen is allowed to import a foreign-built vessel, in the sense 
of purchasing, acquiring a registry or title to, or of using her as his own prop- 
erty; the only other absolute prohibitions of imports on the part of the United 


States being in respect to counterfeit money and obscene publications or objects. 
- * * “ + a 


2. An American vessel ceases to be such if owned in the smallest degree by 
any person naturalized in the United States who may, after acquiring such own- 
ership, reside “for more than one year in the country in which he originated, 
or more than two years in any foreign country, unless such person be a consul 
or other public agent of the United States.”’ 

3. If a native-born American citizen, for health, pleasure, or any other pur- 
pose, except as a consul of the United States or as a partner or agent in an ex- 
clusively American mercantile house, decides to reside (‘‘ usually”’’) in some 
foreign country, any American vessel of which he may be, in all or any part, 
owner at once loses its register and ceases to be entitled to the protection of 
the flag of the United States, even though the vessel may have been of Ameri- 
can construction and have regularly paid taxes in the United States, and the 
owner himself has no thought of finally relinquishing his American citizen- 


| ship. 





I recognize the great ability and great earnestness and zeal with | 


which the Senator from Maine has pressed hia views upon this subject, 
I recognize the patriotic spirit which animates his action, and I am 
sorry at any time to have to differ with him in opinion; bat upon a 
great question like this we each and all have to stand responsible for 
our opinions to the country, to the present and to the future for snch 
policies as concern the interests of the American people. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the pending bill is entitled ‘‘A bill to 
place the American merchant marine, engaged in the foreign trade, 
upon an equality with that of other nations.’’ In the discussion of it 
I propose to be very brief and to give with as much conciseness as possi- 
ble my reasons for opposing it. 

This bill proposes to encourage the building up of the merchant ma- 
rine by granting subsidies of money from the national Treasury. In 


The sections of the Revised Statutes are referred to here under each 
one of these heads. 


i. Every citizen of the United States obtaining a register for an American ves- 
sel must make oath “that there is no subject or citizen of any foreign power or 
state directly or indirectly, by way of trust or confidence, or otherwise, inter- 
ested in such vessel or in the profits thereof.” 


* . * * . * 


5. A foreigner may superintend an American factory, run an American rail- 
road, be president of an American college, or hold a commission in the Amer- 
ican Army, but he can not command or be an officer of a registered American 
vessel, 

a * * * ¥ * * 

6. No foreign-built vessel, or vessel in any part owned by asubject of a foreign 
power, can enter a port of the United States and then go to another domestic 
port with any new cargo or with any part of her original cargo that has been 
once unladen without having previously voyaged to and touched at some other 
port of some foreign country, under penalty of confiscation. 

* * * * * * * 

7. An American vessel once sold or transferred to a foreigner can never be 
bought back again and become American property, not even if the transfer has 
been the result of capture and condemnation by a foreign power in time of war. 

8. A vessel under 30 tons can not be used to import anything at any seaboard 

port. 
’ 9. Goods, wares, and merchandise, the produce of countries east of the Cape of 
Good Hope, when imported from countries west of the Cape of Good ae are 
subject to a duty of 10 per cent. in addition to the duties imposed on such arti- 
cles when imported directly. 

10. Ifa vessel ofthe United States becomes damaged ona foreigu voyage and is 
repaired in a foreign port, her owner or master must make entry of such repairs 
at a custom-house of the United Statesas an import and pay a duty on the same 
equal to one-half the cost of the foreign work or material,or 530 per cent. ad 
valorem; and this law extends so far as to include boats that may be obtained 
at sea from a passing foreign vessel in order to assure the safety of the crew or 
passengers of the American vessel. 

* . . 


* * * * 


ll. Foreign vessels losing rudder, stern-post,or breaking shaft,and arriving 
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M STEW | Is enator aware that the first Congress that | there are only two. Itis for the protection of these two ship-yards; 

t ed a la hich ited a subsidy to American ships in the | and the subsidy proposed for one year would buy both of them. 
\ é ul d od ut were brought in American Mr. FRYE. Mr, President, I can not permit that to go without 
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COKE. | iron ships in the United States. 
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time that we want to subsidize ships to g 

ocean with England, and France, and Ge 
Mr. President, our manufacturers « 

the use of their products, of their wares 
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Mr. ALLISON. I certainly think that on the next Saturday, a 
week from to-morrow, that will be done. 

Mr. HARRIS. That Saturday would fall under the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will suggest that we can very readily arrange 
this in the morning and go on with the business and dispose of it. I 
apprehend that if the Senator from Maine should insist upon taking 
up this bill to-morrow morning instead of the Calendar, he would 
probably have a majority vote to agree With him, and if the Senator 


| from Iowa should insist upon taking up the appropriation bill to-mor- 


row it comes in in order, I believe, in preference to other measures; 
but I think the Senator from Iowa would probably yield to the Sena- 
tor from Maine to dispose of the pending bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would if there was any prospect of disposing of 
it within a reasonable time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think there is no doubt that it will be dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. ALLISON. Can we not agree upon an hour when we shall take 
the vote on the pending bill ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not make any agreement about it now. 
There is no occasion for any. My colleague wants to speak on it and 
I understand only one other Senator on this side of the Chamber wishes 


| to submit a few remarks. 


Territ er tered as directed in this title; and it shall her 
afte ‘ biz sof the t ted St o ess Itin whole 
or ’ ‘ ‘ ry, import the f of duty or other charges 
and g ed of the Units . es, to be used in the for 
Cif gt e ot nd wh so registered such vessels so bought shal 
t righ s 6 regulations as are 
rie I ! I lor t ) a I a i of ss st at 
W Ww { ‘ ‘ 2 sth { 
Py 1 t is particiy int oast 
W is¢ i t 1 Stat id such limitation and re 
e i ‘ S i KE ' es= 
i i the United & be 
‘ l ! 
A I at wo cop 
I vr pil < t anvas > 4 ethe 
‘ ‘ r nila-hemp, ¢ ’ 
sand forgings. angle-irons, beams, masts 
iT ws, boiler plates a | tubes. and all other materials 
the constructionand equipment in whole or in part 
sist l inthe I ted States after the Ist day of 
Januar na ‘ iported bon inder such regulations as the Seer« 
tars [the I . n escribe; and upon } f thatsuch materials hav« 
I ! h ‘ be « ted 1id thereor 
j ~ 4 t t l vis of this 
ne ! ! 

M EsT i I ve the Senate 

Mr POONT Will Se oO a motion to proceed to 
the « eration é el } 

Mr. VEST. Iha 10 obje f the Senat wants an executive | 

Mr. FRYE. Task unanimous consent to make a statement. 

M POON Ei ! will withhold the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro temp The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. FRYE Chis bill has been under consideration for some time 
und de is nearly closed upon it. Isupposed it was closed. I was | 
so informed, and I was exceedingly anxious to get a vote to-night. 
The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], whohasin charge the sundry 
civil appropriation bill very kindly yielded to me to-day on the suppo- 


sition that I was to obtain a vote on the bills to-day. Does the Senator 
from Missouri desire to speak further to this bill? 

Mr. VEST. I should like tosubmit some remarks, as the phrase is, 
to-morrow. Ido not care about proceeding to-night. However, if I] 
to do it I shall do 50, 

Mr. HARRI If the Senator will allow me to make a suggestion, 
I hope this bill will not be proceeded with to-morrow, as by unan- 
imous consent we have heretofore devoted Saturday to the consider- 
ation of the Calendar under Rule VIII, and there are quite a good 
many bills that nobody will object to on the Calendar that interest 
very greatly certain individuals, which are, perhaps, of no general 
public importance, but they are of great importance to certain people. 

Mr. FRYE. But, if this bill is not taken up to-morrow, the sundry 
civil appropriation bill I am informed will be. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not insist on the 
sundry civil appropriation bill to-morrow, but will on Monday ask that 
that bill be considered 

Mr. ALLISON, I should very much prefer that the Senate would 
agree to spend a day upon*the Calendar after the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill has been disposed of, and take to-morrow for the sundry 
civil bill and any further time that may be necessary. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senate will consent to devote a day to the 
Calendar under Rule VIII immediately after disposing of thesundry civil 
appropriation bill, I do not suppose that anybody would object to such 
an arrangement, 

Mr. ALLISON. That will be a matter afterwards for the considera- 
tion of the Senate. I have no doubt that proper time will be allowed 
for the Calendar later on. So I think there will be no difficulty about 
that. I desire, of course, so far as I am concerned, to consult the 
wishes of Senators, but the sundry civil appropriation bill ought to be 
passed at an early day. It contains many of the most important ap- 
propriations for carrying on the ordinary operations of the Government 
and it ought not to hang here. I yielded this morning to the Senator 
from Maine having charge of the pending bill, with the expectation 
that it would be completed by 3 o’clock, so that we could go on this 
afternoon for a while with the sundry civil appropriation bill, and I 
submit toSenatorsthe importance of taking that bill up to-morrow rather 
than going on with the Calendar. I hope there will be no objection to 
it on either side of the Chamber. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That can be determined to-morrow. 

Mr. VEST. Unless we take up the Calendar to-morrow we can dis- 
pose of both of the subsidy bills now pending and the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill. As a matter of course, if we take up the Calendar to- 
morrow we shall do nothing else. 

Mr. HARRIS. As far as I am concerned, I feel inclined to insist on 


am compelled 
> 
, 


other time as may be necessary, if any more shall be necessary, for the 
consideration of the sundry civil bill. 


to the consideration of unobjected caseson the Calendar. 


disposed of we may devote a day to the consideration of the Calendar to 
compensate for the loss of to-morrow. 


Mr. GEORGE. I desire to state that 
ments myself on this question. 

Mr. CULLOM. We do not hear the Senator from Mississippi on 
this side. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Mississippi says he also desires 
to occupy a very few minutes, and I understand the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL] does also; but none of them wish to speak any 
great length of time. There will be notrouble about arranging it and 
I think that is the better way. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then, is it the understanding on both sides of the 
Chamber that we shall immediately in the morning finish the bill now 
under consideration ? 

Mr.CULLOM. And then go on with the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifthe understanding heretofore had by unanimous 
consent is adhered to, that Saturday shall be devoted to the Calendar, 
anything other than an appropriation bill will have to proceed by a 
majority vote. I want to proceed with the consideration of the Cal- 


I expect to occupy a few mo- 


| endar, but will cheerfully yield to the appropriation bill. 





Mr. ALLISON. It is the understanding always that an appropri- 
ation bill shall at all times be in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I interpose no objection to it, but I do interpose an 
objection, and I shall require a majority of the Senate, to order to do 
otherwise than proceed with the Calendar to-morrow, if the appropri- 
ation bill is not interposed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It seems to me fairness requires that 
there should be some regard paid to the agreement about proceeding 
with the Calendar on Saturday. There has been no objection pre- 
sented, by Senators here to devoting the morning hour to the regular 
business that has been before the Senate all the time. The time from 
12 to 2 o’clock that might under the rules have been devoted to the 
Calendar has been waived without objection, because the understand- 
ing has been that in compensation for that time taken up by the regu- 
lar order as it came along the Saturday of each week should be de- 
voted to the consideration of the Calendar. It does seem to me that 
good faith requires that Saturdays shall be devoted to the considera- 
tion of the Calendar, always of course giving way to appropriation 
bills, as the understanding was at the beginning. 

Mr. GORMAN. This is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I shall call up the appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin for the purpose of moving an executive 
session ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before the question is put on the motion, I want to 
ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill may be taken up after the routine morning business to- 
morrow, and that when disposed of the day following shall be devoted 
to the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; let us dispose of this shipping bill to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. FRYE. Whathas become of the bills under consideration that 
have been waiting here patiently for two weeks? 

Mr. HARRIS. Your bill remains the unfinished business, and can 


| be disposed of when it comes up in regular order. 
the Calendar unless the Senator from Iowa wants to-morrow and such | 


I shall certainly not object to | 
that; but I do think we ought to devote at least one day in the week | 
I should be | 
very glad to have an understanding that when the sundry civil bill is | 


Mr. FRYE. It does not seem to me fair and just, where a bill has 
reached almost a voting point, where there are but two or three more 
speeches to be made, that it should be postponed further. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting the motion the 
| Chair will dispose of business upon his table, 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 
' 
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INTERNATIONAL PATENTS AND TRADE-MARKS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following m¢ 
sage from the Presidentof the United States; which was read, refer: 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed 





To the Senate and House of Represe es 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of Stat 
report of the action of the International Amer \ y in ses 
in this city, concerning the protection of patent and « yrights 
in commerce between the American Ke; vite y 
tion, 

BENJ. HARRISON 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washinglon, July 11, 1890 
INTERNATIONAL SANITARY RI LATIONS 
The PRESIDENT pro tem é¢ laid before the Senate the following 


message from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, and ordered to be 
printed: 


To the Senate and House of Represen atives 





Linvite your attention to the accompanying t the of Stat 
submitting the recommendations of the Internat American Conference, 
for the better protection of the public health against the spread of conta us | 


dise ases,. 
BENJ. HARRISON 
EXECUTIVE MAnsion, Washington, July 11, 1890. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. SPOONER. Irenew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid 
eration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, July 12, 1890, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 11th day of July, 1890. 


MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 


Asst. Surg. George M. Magruder, of New York, to be passed assist- 
ant surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States 

Dr. Elihu R. Houghton, of New York, to be assistant surgeon in tl 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 
Second lieutenan 


To be second lieutenants in the Marine Cor 
1890, to fill vacancies in that corps, namely: 

John Archer Lejeune, of Louisiana. 

Clarence Louis Adrian Ingate, of Alabama. 

Leroy Augustus Stafford, of Louisiana. 

Eli Kelley Cole, of New York. 

Theodore Porter Kane, at large. 


ps, from the Ist of July, 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
Assistant cnqineerrs. 


To be assistatit engineers in the Navy, from the Ist of July, 1890, to 
fill vacancies in that grade, namely: 

Aunin Hartrath, of Michigan. 

Oscar William Keester, of Pennsylvania. 

Edward Latimer Beach, of Minnesota. 

Herman Osman Stickney, of Kentucky. 


Ensigns. 


To be ensigns in the Navy, from the Ist of July, 1890, to fill vacan- 
cies in that grade, namely: 

Frank Marble, of New York. 

Ashley Herman Robertson, of Illinois. 

Carlo Bonaparte Brittain, of Kentucky. 

Casey Bruce Morgan, of Mississippi. 

William Michael Crose, of Indiana. 

John Plavel Hubbard, of New York. 

Delworth Wilson Beswick, of Michigan. 

Marcus Lyon Miller, of Massachusetts, 

Lloyd Horwitz Chandler, of New Hampshire. 

George North Hayward, of New York. 

Samuel Sheiburn Robison, of Pennsylvania. 

Henry Kennedy Benham, of New York. 

Charles Frederic Hughes, of Maine. 

Albert Leland Norton, of Ohio. 

James Henry Reid, of Virginia. 

William Buell Franklin, of Maryland. 

Henry Ariosto Wiley, of Texas. 

Frederick Brewster Bassett, of New York. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





( , _ 1 

1 1 

i So t 

Second | \ ) 
ant ] y ] 

1890, of Maj. Otho Lk. M 
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Sierra Leone, t la vaca 

Lewis O. Sharp, to be pestmaster at } era, in the county of Fresno 
and State of California; the appoint t L pos ter for the said 
office ha ng, by law, become ested in the President on and ter 
1, 1890 

Mrs. Susie T. Gatchell, to be stmaster at W: ton, in the county 
of Wilkes and State of Georgia, in the place of W am ‘l’. Auderson, 
whose commission expires Au 2, 1890 

Charles Atchison, to be postmaster t Wardn:e it nty of 
Shoshone and State of Idaho: the anvointment « serial +, r tl 
said of having, by law, be« ed in t ‘ laft 
Tan 1. 1890: El { ‘ : 
20, 1 ) wing de ed 
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removed 
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| of Westmoreland and State of Pen ] 1. In the f 
| Owens, whose commission expi1 August 1k90 
| Frank M. Charlesworth, to be tmaste! 
| county of Outagami: 1 State ( \ 
postmaster for tl vid « ( ha nv i 1 the 
President on and after July 1, 1490 
| George H. Fowler. to be postr the county of 
Milwaukee and State of n the of a postinaster 
for the said office having, bs ted the Px 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


FRIDAY, July 11, 1890. 


Prayer 


s of yesterday 
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HITE OGDEN. 














by the Chaplain, Rev. W 


was read and approved. 


Mr. PAYSO Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference report. 
rem ‘ ul, as follows 
¢ © disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
; ‘ ate to House bill 6034, for the relief of Mary Alic 
Vb lod ving et, af f and free conference have agreed to recom- 
to t r respective Houses as follows 

r i ‘1 > f 1 its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 

ile al ‘ 
L. E. PAYSON, 
EK. J. TURNER, 
T. C. McRAI 
Managers i the part of the House. 
J. N. DOLPH, 
JNO. B, ALLEN, 
S. ] ASCO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. ENI Mr. Speaker, on that report I raise the question of 
considerat l eing the day assigned under the rules for consid- 
erat of busine the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PAYSON. If I may have the attention of the gentleman from 
Ie ee for a moment, I w state that this bill involves the right 
of a lady, the beneficiary named in the bill, to perfe entry to 160 

es of 1. She made h ling as a single woman, and, pending 
t nple of her claim, being advised by the local land office that 

‘ t iarry, she did marry, but when her final proofs 
wert u were rejected by reason of the marriage, and this bill 
io ena perie her title 

ir. E t 1 urpose to antagonize this parti r 
meas is the right of way at any time, being privileged as 
a col ence report this day is specially assigned under the rule 
for the consideration of business on the Private Calendar, and is the only 
da have that | 


c 








a ; ala ca ecseatiniaiactbalal 
Vv i \ : 1 ( 
> 
2 
s A A ‘ 
' 
} ceciare } 
+4 
[r. ENLO I ask s 
e Ho +» divided; ar 1 es I 
Mr. ROGERS. N uorum, Mr. & er. 
The SPEAKER. The gentlem 1 Arkar Mr. Roc 
es the point that there is no quorum present. 
Mr. ROGERS. At the sugg on of a friend né¢ withdraw 
the point, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER, The point of no quorum is withdrawn. 
Che question is upon the adoption of the conference report. 
rhe confer e report was adopted. 
Dt ( N 
SON. I rise to a parl taryinquiry. Is it in orderat 
| » « t} nfinished oming over from the 
tive day 
e SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that a public bill could not 
ight up without further action of the Hou 
CONFEREES APPOINTEI 
The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following com 


ttees of con the House: 


erence on the part of 


On the bill (8S. 1741) granting an increase of pension to James H 
showalter—Mr. MorRRILL, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr, YoDER. 


On the bill (S. 
ender for use in the thirteenth light-house district with headquart« 
at Portland, Oregon—Mr. BAKER, Mr. SWENEY, and Mr. CAMPBELL. 
On the bill (H. R: 8247) to authorize the entry of public 
corporated cities and towns for cemetery and park purposes—Mr. PA 
wN, Mr. TURNER of Kansas, and Mr. HOLMAN. 
On the bill (H.R. 188) for the erection ofa public building at Colum- 
bus, Ga.—Mr, MILLIKEN, Mr. LEHLBACH, and Mr. CLUNIE. 
On the bill (H. R. 1452) for the relief of Christopher C. Andrews 
Mr. Payson, Mr. Lacry, and Mr. HoLMAN. 
On the bill to incorporate the King Theological Hall—M1 
| ATKINSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. Post, and Mr. HEMPHILL. 
LITTLE FALLS AND MILLE LACS RAILROAD. 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 1 
The report was read, as follows: 


7 


lands by in- 


(S. 884 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


the amendments of the Senate to House bill 7754, granting the right of wa 
{ Little Falls, Mille Lacs and Lake Superior Railroad across the Mille ] 
Indian reservation, having met,after full and free conference have agreed | 





»ynmend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
it the House of Representatives rece from its di 


amendments of the Senate and agree to the same. 





sagreen 


B. W. PERKINS, 
T. G. SKINNER, 
D. S. HALL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


H. L. DAWES, 

F, B. STOCKBRIDGE, 

JAMES K, JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


| The statement of the House conferees is as follows. 
STATEMENT 


the committee of conference on the part of the House ap- 


The 1 ers of 


pointed to consider H. R. 7754 make the following statement to accompany 1! 
conference report 
The first, third.and fourth amendments are verbal changes, 
The second amendment authorizes the company to acquire 320 acres of land 
on the shore of Mille Lacs Lake for stoc rards, docks, warehouses, elevators, 
i general termina! uses upon paying therefor such sum asthe Secretary of 
Interior may fix, not less than $1.25 per acre: Provided, That no part of said 
tshall be used for town-site purposes. 
Che fifth amendment reserves the right to Congress to alter, repeal, or ame: 
the act atany t 








> B. W. PERKINS. 
T.G. SKINNER, 
Mr. ENLOE. Mr. 
that report. 
The SPEAKER. 
report ? 
The question was taken, and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 


Mr. McCLAMMY. 


Speaker, I raise 


the question of consideration on 


The question is, will the House now consider the 





I ask for a division. 

Che House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 13. 
Mr. McCLAMMY. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

Mr. ROGERS. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 





461). making an appropriation for a new light-house 
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‘ 
: The SPEAKER The ge 
t} there 1s qt l t 
Mr. PERKINS 
i ( Lo < 1 t ’ 
I Ali to ¢ I 
4 ( 
Al ‘ 
A ( . 
Ar 
Ar ( 
At ( 
At Va r I 
Bake Cur 
Ba Da 
. Ba D 
4 Bar De I 
: Bay De I M \ 
- Beckwith, I 4 Met $ 
Be Dun; I ! 
Be Ewart IcK 
Big riten, ’ 
Bingham, od Mills I i 
§ Bla: ard Flow ‘M [ 
B For ’ I 
B Fowler ‘ 
5 I s ‘ y 
br dge, Ky Geis ainer Ol 
B Gibs oO’! A 
Browe Goodnight, QO’ Ind Wa 
Brown, J. I Greenhalge, Outhwaite v 
Browne, T. M. Grime Owen, Ind Wa 
Bu anan, N. J. Gre P . A 
} Buckalew, Hal! Phelan W 
Bunn Hans I Pick! VW 
Burrows Hare, Pri W 
But rth, Harmer, } s Ww 
Cald we Haynes, Raines q 
Candler, Ga Henderson, lowa Ra 
Candler, Mass Kelley, Reed va 
Oar Kennedy Rif \ 
Casw Kerr, lowa Row 1 ) 
During the roll-call the following-named members app L and | Frey ' 
5 their names were recorded by the Clerk under the rul 
: Mr. ANDERSON of Mississippi, Mr. ATKINSON of Pennsylvania ‘ 
: Mr. ATKINSON of West Virginia, Mr. BAKER, Mr. BAYNRF, Mr. Boar- : ! 
5 NER, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, Mr. JASon B. Brown, Mr. row it 
CALDWELL, Mr. FoRMAN, Mr. Nute, and Mr. Reep of Iowa. 
The SPEAKER. The roll-call discloses the presence of 194 - 
bers. Cas 
Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimeus consent that farther proc Pao 
under the call be dispensed with. ies K 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection £ UX I 
Mr. ROGERS. There is objection. 
Mr. PERKINS. I make the motion, then, to dispense with ( 
proceedings under the call. 
The SPEAKER (having put the question). Theayesseem toh 
Mr. ROGERS. Division. So 1 1otion to d 4 ( 
The question being again taken; there were—ayes 100, noes 6. was agreed to. 
Mr. ROGERS. I think we ought to have tellers on this important The followin ’ i 
vote. 4} 


The SPEAKER (having put the question on ordering tellers I r. WICKH l 
five gentlemen have risen—not a sufficient number. Mr. L th Mr. 
Mr. ROGERS. Yeas and nays. Mr. DDILL with Mr. W : 
The SPEAKER. The Chair was undera misapprehension. ; . ‘ .W 
four members, being one-fifth of a quorum, are sufficient to order te! Mr. T. h \ 
lers; and tellers are ordered. The gentleman from Arkan 





A LLIELY- 


nsas | Mr. Ir. } ER, of Ma huse 1 Mi 
RoGeErs] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] will act : Mr. CLARK, of W nsin, with Mr. WALK 
tellers, M 











Mr. PERKINS. I ask for the yeas and nays. Mr. Grout with Mr. | 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Thatisright. If timeis to be Mr. Br th Mr. ¢ 
wasted, let the men who are in favor of wasting it go on record. Mr. O'! 
The yeas and nays were ordered, | Mr. Mo f : 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas Mr. Ez 
130, nays 55, not voting 143; as follows | wee 
YEAS—13 fr. De La 
i © wT tT 
4 Adams, M a : 
; Allen, Mich. M i | ur. ‘ 
Allen, Miss Gro oO Met } Mr. E \ 
Anderson, Kans, Ha M MM y > 
; Atkinson, Pa. Haug I as : 
: Atkinson, W.Va. Hay | ! MP. 1A Pi 
Bartine, H Ill a j Mr. Mt ‘ 
3 Bayne, He M j MI 
Belknap, H Mi. ar 7 
Bliss, Hit Mi yh1 ! 
Brickner, Holman, MI M Ir. 
Brosius, Hooker Tr \ \I 
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M with Mr. WHITING. | 
M with Mr. ROWLANI 
Mr with Mr. B except lver bill, bankruptcy 
bi ank legislatior 
Mr. D h Mr. B ALEW, until 15th of July. | 
Mr a) I with Mr. More intil August 1. } 
Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLs, until August 1. 
Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER, for ten days. 
Mr. Pus with Mr. HAyNgs, for two weeks from July 3 
Mr. | HMAN with Mr. Cowes, until July 14. | 
Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri, until July 20, | 
Mr. SANFORD with Mr. O’FERRALL, until Tuesday next. 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. Gipson, until Monday next. 
Mr. HARMER with Mr. OUTHWAITE, until Monday next. 
Mr. PicKLER with Mr. FITHIAN, until Monday next. 
Mr. BeLpDEN with Mr. FLower, for two weeks from July 3, or un- 


til further notice 

For this day 

Mr. KELLEY with Mr. LEr. 

Mr. LEH LBACH with Mr. DIBBLE 

Mr. Hinperson, of lowa, with Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. Rire with Mr. FORMAN. 

On this vote 

Mr. KetcuaM with Mr. McCartuy. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, by unanimous consent, the reading of | 
the names was dispensed with 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I understand a guorum is present 
and voting, and hence I withdraw my vote, having been paired with 
the gentleman from Texas. 

TheSPEAKER. Further proceedings under the call being dispensed 
with, the question recurs on the question of consideration of the con- 
ference report. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think that has been disposed of, and the question 
now is on the adoption. The question ofconsideration was raised, and 
the House decided to consider the report. 

The SPEAKER, The point of no quorum was raised, the Chair is | 
informed, and the pending question is on the consideration of the con- 
ference report. 

The q 
House proceeded to consider the conference report. 

The conference report was adopted. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the Chair 
to the bill (H. R. 8996) for the relief of Charles L. Eastergreen. This 
bill was referred to the Committee on Claims on the 3d day of April, 
1890, which committee refused to entertain jurisdiction and referred 
the bill through the Clerk’s Office to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ions. That committee, also declining to take jurisdiction, rereferred 


Mr. HILL. 


t to the Committee on Claims. I now ask that the bill be referred to | 


either one or the other of the committees, so that the question of juris- 
diction may be settled. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that the Committee on 


1estion was taken, and was decided in the affirmative. So the | 


JULY 11, 


on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the land- 
grant-forfeiture bill (S, 2781 

The SPEAKER. This is a public bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the motion is in order. 


Mr. PAYSON. I think, under the rule, it is clearly in order, Mr. 
Speaker. Under clause 6, of Rule XXIV, it is provided: 

6. On Friday of each weck, after the unfinished business has been disposed 
of, it shall be in order to entertain a motion that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House to consider business on the Private Calen 
dar; and, if this motion fails, then public business shall be in orderas on other 
day 


That motion has not been made. It might be in order to make it, 
but it has not been made. 

The SPEAKER. Itwould not be in order to make it until the busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table has been disposed of. 

Mr. PAYSON. But as against the unfinished business on the Speak- 
er’s table the privileged motion is clearly in order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks not, because the rule requires 
that this day shall be set apart for the consideration of private busi- 
ness. 

Mr. PAYSON. But not unless a motion is made. 

Mr. THOMAS. When the proper times comes under the rule I shall 
make that motion. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman from Illinois overlooks the first 


| part of Rule XX VI, which provides that— 


Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private busi- 
ness, unless otherwise determined by the H6use. 

Mr. ENLOE. Would not the Speaker permit the gentleman from 
Wisconsin to make that motion and entertain it now ? 

TheSPEAKER. The time has not yet arrived. 


CHARLES MURPHY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1258) for the relief 
of Charles Murphy. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of Charles Murphy be remanded to the Court 
ot Claims for a further hearing upon the testimony and papers formerly heard 
in said court,and upon such further testimony, including the claimant's evi 
dence, as either party may file, pursuant to the rules of the court; in addition 
to the authority conferred upon it by existing laws, itshall have equitable juris 
diction of all matters presented by the claimant in his new petition, to be filed 
within sixty days from the approval of this act ; and said court is authorized 
and directed speedily to render judgment for such amount as right and justice 
may demand, without reference to any statutes of limitation and with prop« 
interest from the time his cause of action accrued. And furthermore an appea! 
shall lie from such judgmencto the Supreme Court of the United States by either 
party upon the entire record considered in the Court of Claims. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Under what rule does that 
come before the House ? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is informed that this is identical with 
| the House bill, and is called up by a committee of the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then it must be by the ac- 
tion of the committee, of course, as the rule provides. 

The SPEAKER. Of course; it must have the action of the com- 
mittee. 





Claims should properly have jurisdiction of the subject-matter em- 
bodied in this bill, but will submit the question to the House. The | 
bill will be read. 

lhe bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on referring the bill to the Com- | 
mittee on Claims, 


Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a point of order. I make the point of 
order that this is not the time upon which action should be had of this 
character. I raise the point under clause 3 of Rule X XII, which pro- 
vides how synch changes of reference shall be made and when they 
shall be made, the language of the rule being 


Immediately after the reading of the Journal 

Che SPEAKER. But another privileged matter has intervened. 
The Ghair therefore overrules the point of order, and the question is, 
Shall the bill be referred to the Committee on Claims ? 


Mr. ENLOI I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I would like to 
know if the Committee on Claims, to which this was originally referred, 
had authority to refer it to another committee or whether the refer- 
ence was made in the House by the Speaker, and, if so, should not that 
reference stand ? 

The SPEAKER. That reference was made by the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. And the bill returned by the committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it was through inadvertence re- 
turned by the Committee on Claims, because the matter relates to a 
claim for the balance of a pension, but it is notwithstanding a claim, 
no matter how it arose. Without objection, the Committee on Claims 
will have possession of the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to makeaprivileged motion. I 
move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And upon that I raise the 
question that it must be done by a motion of the committee, either 
| by the chairman or some member acting for the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the committee has 
acted and the action has been previously reported to the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But, Mr. Speaker, they do 
| not call it up at this time. The point is that the committee must call 

it up for action in the House now; that some member of the committee 
| must, in the presence of the House, take the responsibility of calling 
it up, so that the fact whether or not it is done by the committee may 
| be controverted or challenged by the House atthe time. There is no 
| gentleman now present who rose and called it up. 
| Mr. MORROW. I do not think the rule requires that it shall be a 
member of the committee, but the committee have acted on this ques- 

tion, 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But it must be done by the 
committee, under the rule of the House. 
Mr. MORROW. Yes; and the committee have acted. 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The rule provides that such 
| bills— 
May also be disposed of in the same manner on motion directed to be made 
| by such committee. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the motion has been 
made and the authority furnished to the House to that effect. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Well, Mr. Speaker, no mo- 
tion has been made—— 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will say that the bill has already been 
read. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The point should not be 
raised until the bill is read. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that the bill has once be- 
fore heen read, 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Even if it were read! 
it has now to be taken up. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think iti 
committee to call it up at this time, on a it of the previous ast 
which has been taken. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucl But it must 
tion directed by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the motio 
made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky rhat is the point I want to 
submit. When was it made and by whom We wish to know that 
so that the record will show who is responsible f the motion, 
that we may reach the fact whether it was do hy the direction of 
the committee. There is no gentleman who now becomes responsibl 


for that motion. 

Mr. MORROW. Oh, yes, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Who is the gentleman? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not give that exact in! 

Mr. MORROW. There are gentlemen present who will make the 
motion if necessary. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ithink somebody ought now 
to be responsible for the motion. It ought to be done by direction of 
the committee. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, I will say that I think Mr. MANsvrR, 





n 


by authority of the committee, called it up. I know that the ¢om- | 


mittee has given the authority to do it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This is not in order, except 
upon an affirmative state of facts. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely, and the Chair informs the gentleman 
that he is informed by the Clerk that authority was furnished to the 
House when the matter was called up on a previous occasion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The point I make—— 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman from California [Mr. Mc- 
KENNA] makes the same assertion now. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As I understand the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. MCKENNA], he says he thinks Mr. MANSUR 
called it up by direction of the committee. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Yes; Mr. MANSUR assured me that the Commit- 
tee on Claims had authorized him to call it up. 

The SPEAKER. And the statement was read, signed by the chair- 
man. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, with all due deference to my friend 
from California [Mr. Morrow], an assurance simply of a member of 
the House is not sufficient. It must be action brought to the House 
by direction of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; but that direction was read on a former 
occasion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call for the reading of that 
order, on the question that the bill is not properly before the House. 
The jurisdictional fact is that it must be done on motion directed by 
the committee. 

Mr. CLUNIE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, I think we are enti- 





tled upon calling for that, to have it read. The committee is always | 


present. There is some member of the Committee on Claims author- 
ized to speak for it. Its chairman or some member is authorized to 
speak for it, to be responsible for it, and I think the committee or 
some member of it should authorize this action. Therefore, I raise 
the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair presents the matter as business on the 
Speaker’s table, with the statement that the proper authority for it 
has been read to the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I donot call in question the 
statement made by the Speaker, but I raise the point of order that a 
motion directed to be made by the committee must be made at the 
time the bill is laid before the House and that the House has the right 
to call for the reading of that motion or authority for the submission. 

The SPEAKER. That was made at the time when the bill was 
originally brought up. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. When it was originally 
brought up was it considered? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recollect? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If it had been brought up and 
considered, that would have been final, but I take it for granted th 
probably it was laid back on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. Something intervened. The Chair does not recol- 
lect just what it was, 

Mr. CLUNIE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state, in connection with 





this matter, that my colleague [Mr. B1Gas], who is absent, stated to 
me before he left that the committee had given its consent that th 
be called up atthe first opportunity, and he asked me if I would 
look after it for him. 
Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference report. 
The SPEAKER. We must dispose of this first. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I take it, Mr. Speaker (if the | 
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compliance with the rule. 

Che SPEAKER. It gives 1t no idvantage « v Cit! 
the rule. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentuck: But nds 
And the rule ought to be applied strictly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that there is an 
ciple which requires the rule to be applied strictly in any case. 
to be applie 1 having reference to the business before the House 
to he applied reasonably 

Mr. ROGERS. I eall for the reading of the House | that v 
see that the two are substantially the s é 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky Mr. Spe [ do t 
the question of order that under the rule the motion must | 
direction of the committee, 1 must be at thet th it 
fore the House by the Speake Phat is a fair cor ction of tl 

Mr. CANNON. I suggest if the entry in the J 1al 

|} now be found the matter can go over until next Friday, an 
mean time it can be found. 

The SPEAKER. By una US cons tha iti 
made of the matter. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The ¢ inf 
Senate bill has been read, and the question i third re 
the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I eall for the reading of the Hous at 
see that the two are substantial same 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman thinks this d not cor 
the rale, he can have the House bill read upon providing it 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I call for the reading of the Hou 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. TI stion has he disposed 
gard to its being the ou bill, b t 
ready been up once a ideration entered up 

Mr. ROGERS ry inquir If ] been 
the consideration of it how dis 9 t] 
er’s table? 

TheSPEAKER. B t errup pl 
business. 

Mr. ROGERS. But, Mr. Speaker 1 tl t uC } 
er’s table? 

The SPEAKER. Certain! } 
po ed ol, 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, 3 S] I 1 1 to 
nized. 

Mr. MCKENNA I y gi he ] a of t 

TheSPEAKER. Theg eman fr ( ‘ » be 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER rhe itleman from Ca 4 
charge of the 

Mr. MCKENNA. Thet if 
House. 

Mr. ROGERS Mr. Speaker, I did t th 
me from California ul be a 2 i tak ye 0 t} 
though it may seem so, 

The SPEAKER. If th n i Calif 1 does ni 
to be recognized, the Chair \ t gentleman mAr 

Mr. MCKENNA f eman from Calit ‘ loes d 
be recognized. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; that is what the Cl t 

Mr. MCKENNA If recognized, I will move the previo 
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likely t sage of the bill the « reason did not recover was 
[ ; ri z the 1 on account was held by the cour 
i 1 that rt t 1 i Li not so led and y 
Can the it 1 State at 
| I t 1 ( 3 j nae ion in the H before 
I ) spea ig l Mr 4 t] re man 1 l t eake rst 
t t t ] re t - sbat was about a wet or ten Cays ) 3 j 
I wa it at the ti I can not state the | d ihis isa 
i AKI ( \ 1 has passed the Senate and has also passed the committees 
LIN And it i 1 in { estion in voting, that | of this House. Mr. Price, of Wisco ] i e 
] ki vhat shall be d vith it mad very full and exhaustive re 
NA. W wants time to be given for discu 1? } Mr. MILLIKEN. Is the report unanimous? 
t lebat f t pr juestion Mr. MCKENNA. The report is unanimous. 
Mr. OATES. Was there any prootf on the former he 
oMILLIN t 10w how the forty ites are genera | 1ed the receipt that had been given, or did the ec 
[ t e understood asa the bill I sim- | upon the effect of the receipt ? 
I t I ought was the quicker way Mr. MCKENNA. There was some proof, but not fall proof. accord- 
that involves a good deal of money. ing to my recollection: Further proof was produced afterwards, 
) I vA 1 quite willi ng to yield a reasonable port Mr. LAIDLAW. Why should this bill be taken up out of its order? 
! ‘ ho wishes to be heard. I dor Mr. MCKENNA... It comes up by being laid before the House by the 
the ntleman from Arkansas wishes to Speaker. Now, if the gentleman from Arkansas does not wish further 
raf moments I will yield to him. | time I will move the previous question. i 
N O Ye I desire to be heard for a few moments } ROGERS. I want a minute or two only, 
' M ENNA, How much time does the gentleman desi Mr. MCKENNA. I will yield the gentleman a minute or two. 
\ ROGE! That dey is upon what information I can elicit Mr. ROGERS. I want to suggest that it is a curious sort of rule 
this bill. Ishall1 ul to hear the gentleman from California | which turns over to the House from the Speaker’s table a bill, tlie con- ) 
‘ t, and when he do » | should like to know why the statute | sideration of which is entered upon, and which then, with no other 
of tati hould be removed in this case and not in all other cases, | disposition of the bill made by the House so far as appears from any in- 
ir. MCKENNA Tha rather a broadinquiry. Icanonly answer | formation we can gather, enables the Speaker to get possession of that 
as to this case Che statute of limitations has been removed as to | bill again and lay it before the House. I do not know but it is avery 
other cases that were equitable, and I think that as this isan equitable | useful rule because it may be used for any purposes that are deemed 
( the statute should be removed as to this, It is not, however, | necessary. The bill may be kept here to be bandied about from time 
exactly the oval of the statute of limitation, but it isthe avoidance | to time, and whenever any important measure is reached which it may 
f n of the court in reference to an account stated, in which I | not be desirable to take up this bill may be laid before the House and 


unybody who reads the testimony will think, the court was | discussion may be had upon it. 
lhe bill involves no expenditure of money, but simply 


refers But inasmuch as I do not know anything about thig bill except what 
the r to the Court of Claims to investigate and report the facts, | I get from the very elaborate explanation of it given by my friend from 
Ithough ourse, a large amount of money may be ultimately in- | California [Mr. MCKENNA], who has entered so fully into its details 
\ l and its merits [laughter], and in whose good judgment and high char- 
Mr. McMILLIN. Does the bill call for a report upon the facts or | acter and standing I have such implicit confidence, as well as such great 
the court to enter judgment? respect for kim as a gentleman, I am not inclined to interpose any far- 

. I k it does not provide for entering judgment. the: objection to the passage of a little measure of this kind, which in- 

\ McMILLIN [think my friend will find he is in error about | volves only $75,000 or $100,000 or $150,000 or $200,000. Of course a 
or t] wman act, without any special legislation, the case | minute and a half is enough time for the consideration of a bill of this 


‘ 


could be referred to the court to ascertain the facts, if that was the importance under the present code of rules. 





ol 1 Vie’ Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, Iam much obliged to the gentle 

Mr. M NNA. This act is necessary to secure the avoidance of a | man from Arkansas for his compliments and much obliged for his con- 
d made by the Supreme Court declaring that a certain receipt | cession in regard to the merits of the bill. I now move the previous 
viven by Mr. Murphy operated as an accord and satisfaction. This bill | question. tf 
W emove that difficulty, but beyond that it does no more than send The SPEAKER (having put the question on ordering the previous \5 
b to the Court of Claims for the ascertainment of the facts; at | question). The ayes seem to have it. ; 


} 


‘ t an tanding, but I may be mistaken about that I Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call for a division. 

wil k read the Senate bill in my time for the informa The question being again taken; there were—ayes 70, noes ‘ 

l t Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I raise the point that no 
Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman will find this provision in the | quorum has voted. 

Ir. MCKENNA. ILask for the ye s and nays. 

1 court is aut! red and dir { speedily to render judgment for Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I understand there was a 
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- i jus er Ww any revarenet receipt filed by this claimant in fall ot all this claim. \ 
Mr. McKENNA. No, sir; that is a mistake. 4 

Phe provides for a judgment, and not simply for ascertaining Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is the way the court ; 
the facts. held, as I am informed. 

Ir. M ENNA. Well, as I said, I may be mistaken about t The yeas and nays were ordered. g 
and t efore I have asked that the bill may be read, so that the Hou Che question was taken; and it was determined in the affi ! 
may know exactly what it does provide. yeas 115, nays 55, not voting 158; as follows: 

lhe Senate bill (S. 1258) was read. Itis identical in terms with the YEAS—II5. 

H 5 l ed ab Ve H 


Mt 7 ——- : a ital ail ee Adams Anderson, Kans. Ranks, Bergen, 
Mr. OA > W hat does the gentieman from Ualliornia say was thx Allen. Mich. Anderson, Miss. Bartine. Bliss, 
decision of the court? Allen, Miss. Atkinson, W.Va. Belknap, Bowden, 
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Blanchard, 

3] it, 
Boatner 
Boothman 
lk elle 
Brewer 
Browse 
Brown, J. B. 
Prowne, T. M. 
Buchanan, Va 
Buckalew 
Bunn 
Burrows 
Butterwortl 
Candler, Mass 
Ca on, 
Cariton, 
Caswell, 
Gheatham, 
Glark, Wis. 
Clements, 
Cobb 


Cooper, Ohio 
Cow les, 

Craig, 

Crain, 
Culbertson, Pa. 
Cummings, 
Daryan, 
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Dickers 
Dingley, 
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Finley, 
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Grout 
Ifa 
Hansbrou 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
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Henderson, 


Henderson 
Herbert, 
Hopkins, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, lowa 
Kilgore, 
Knapp, 
Laidlaw, 
Lane, 
Lansing, 
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, lowa 





Perki 
Phelan 
Pix r 


Price 


Pugsley 


Quinn, 
Raines, 
j : 


rife 
vile, 


_~ 


Rowlatr 
Rusk 
Russel 
eantfor 
Saw 


The following additional pairs were ani 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE 


with Mr. Stump, f 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. McKENNA. 


capitulation. 


The Clerk will recay 
I ask unanimous co! 


Chere being no objection, it was so ord 


The SPEAKER. 


entand not voting. 
The Clerk read the following list: 


Mr. Buovunrt, 


Mr. 


CANNON, Mr. ¢ 


Kerr of Pennsylvania, Mr. M 
Turner of New York. 


Mr. CHIPMA)} 


v. 


AISH 


This is the fir 


The Clerk will re 


HIPMA Mr 


Mr. Per 


3t time 


and I have been sitting here all the time 


The SPEAKER. The 
The name of Mr. ¢ 


Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 


call at any time. 


The SPEAKER. 


“ay.”? 


If I can vote now I will 


gentleman c 


HIPMAN was called, ; 


was 


andall 


] 
id 


The gentleman can vote 
The name of Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania, 
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ment as a contractor for doing a certain quantity of work. 
plained of the award made by the proper officer of the Government, 
after giving his receipt in ull, and reopened his case by a suit in the 
Court of Claims, in which court it was decided against him. He took 
his appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, and the Supreme 
Court, on the record presented, said the decision of the court below 
was a proper judgment, and that he had no ground for any claim 
against the Government whatever. Now, that is the whole case that 
is presented in this bill pending before the House, and it was be- 
cause of my reading the report that I made the fight I did. It came 
up unexpectedly; nobody knew what was coming up, and in the con- 
fusion prevailing when that bill was brought up no explanation was 
given of it by my friend from California. Hence I examined the report 
and reached the conclusion I have stated. 

How much time have I remaining ? 

The SPEAKER The gentleman has thirteen minutes remaining, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield ten minutes of the 
time to the gentleman from Alabama [| Mr. Cons]. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, the status of this case has been very clearly 
presented tothe House by the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky 
who has just taken his seat. It is simply this, in brief: There was a 
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what it onght to be. It ought to be such a state of facts as, if prop- 


| erly presented to that liberal court called a court of chancery, that 


court would afford relief. Thatis all there is of it. When you talk 


| about equity in its broad sense, unlimited, undefined, indefinite, neb- 


ulous, it means absolutely nothing. When we talk of equity as it 
should be discussed, we talk of those facts and circumstances which 
existed before the judgment of the law was pronounced, which, if 
they had been known at the time, or if the tribunal trying the case 
had been other than a court of law bound by rigid rules, the claimant 
would by the judgnrent of the court have received his relief. That is 
equity, and that is the kind of equity that ought to be discussed here 
and ought to be taken into consideration here when a claimant comes 


| before us demanding money from the Treasury of the United States. 


matter of contention between the Government of the United States | 
and the claimant as to the amount of money due from the Government | 


to him for certain work done in accordance with plans and specifica- 
tions and a contract regularly entered into 
a disputed claim being the issue, the parties had an adjustment of the 
claim. The Government of the United States, through its proper ofli- 
cials, offered to the claimant a certain amount of money in full satis- 
faction of his demands against the Government. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What was the award for? 

Mr. COBB. For certain excavations; work done in the navy-yard 
on the Pacific coast. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And for the construction of a dry-dock at the 
Mare Island navy-yard. 

Mr. COBB. The Government of the United States offered a certain 
amount of money in full satisfaction of the claim. The claimant ac- 
cepted that amount in full paymeat of his claim, and in full satisfac- 
tion of all demands upon the Government, and gave a receipt therefor 
to that effect. 

Now, under these circumstances, the rule of law affecting this case 
is clear, and that is that the claimant thus adjusting his account with 
the Government, thus receiving payment in full and thus receipting 
in full for the amount claimed against the Government, is forever pre- 
cluded from setting up that claim anew. In other words, the settle- 
ment under these circumstances is final and conclusive as between the 
contending parties. 

‘The general rule of law, Mr. Speaker, is plain and unequivocal on 
this point. But we need not appeal to general rules of law which are 
familiar to every lawyer upon the floor, because this very case went to 
the Supreme Court of the United States and was passed upon by that 
tribunal, the opinion in the case having been delivered by Chief-J ustice 
Waite, and the doctrine of the law is asserted that in this particular 


Pending that controversy, | 


Now there is nothing of that here, absolutely nothing. 

There is nothing shown except the fact that the man did certain 
work; that he made a certain claim; that that claim was rejected by 
the proper officers of the United States Government; that he appealed 
to the court, and that upon a fair hearing the court rejected his claim 
and said, ‘‘ You are not entitled toa dollar.’’ That is the case, and 
that is all of it. Now, where is there any other equity? I do not 
know of anything at all, except that it is said around on this side of 
the House that he is a good Democrat. Now, I will admit that that 
is a good equitable claim. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is against it. 

Mr. COBB. But barring that there is nothing else in the case. 

Mr. CARUTH. How is that for equity ? 

Mr. COBB. That is the statement, and there is the case. Here is 
the judgment of the court, and there is nothing, as I say, that should 
press upon this House to show why we should go behind this judg- 


| ment and make an appropriation which amounts to a gratuity to this 


man, good Democrat though he is. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
my time. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. TrLLMAN]. 

Mr. TILLMAN. During the Congress in which I was a member of 
the Committee on Claims it so happened that I had to give, as a mem- 


I reserve the remainder of 


| ber of that committee, a thorough investigation of the merits of this 
| claim, as I did to the one we decided yesterday; and J arrived at the 


conclusion, as the result of that investigation, that this claim of Mr. 
Murphy had great merit in it, just as I arrived at the opposite conclu- 
sion about the Emery claim. 

This man Murphy was a contractor to excavate a dry-dock at the 
Mare Island navy-yard, in California, at the time Mr. Robeson was 
Secretary of the Navy, and some of the Secretary’s pets who wanted 


| Murphy’s job had to do the measuring and the supervision and co 


case, under the circumstances of the settlement, claimant was not en- | 


titled to the relief sought by him in the Court of Claims, 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. But was not this money received under 
protest? 

Mr. COBB. My friend from Ohio, sitting near me, asks this ques- 
tion: *‘ Whether or not this amount of money offered by the Govern- 
ment, and accepted by the claimant, was not received by him under 
protest?’’ If he had received it under such a protest as would relieve 
him from the operation of the legal rule to which I have adverted, he 
would not have had the judgment which he had pronounced against him 
by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Now, that judgment is conclusive that he made no protest which 
would relieve him from the stringency of the legal rule that I have 
discussed. Hence, Mr. Speaker, the case is before us now as settled 

id forever, so far as any legal claim is concerned on the part 
of this claimant against the Government of the United States. But 


finally ar 


it is said there is an equity, and the appeal is made to this House upon | 
that ground, that notwithstanding he has barred himself from the | 


right of recovery by his own act, notwithstanding the fact that the 
court acted with full knowledge of every circumstance connected with 
his claim, notwithstanding the fact there was no fraud, no accident, 
no mistake, absolutely nothing that would give him a legal right or 
an equitable right in a court of equity to go behind his receipt, that 
there is some kind of an indefinite something which we in this House 
upon occasion are pleased to denominate an equity. 

Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored heretofore, and I repeat the effort 
now, I fear with little prospect of success, to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that whenever we leave the rules of the law—and 
when I speak of the rules of the law I speak of those equitable rules 
that control in a court of chancery as well as in a court of law; I speak 
of those rules in their most liberal sense—whenever we depart from 
the observance of those rules we areentirely at sea. What is equity? 
What is that which we denominate an equitable claim, which will ap- 
peal to us to go behind the judgment of a court? I think I know 


i 





| presented. 


operation in seeing that the contractor had fair play, and the fair play 
they gave him was such as a wolf gives toalamb. They threw every 
obstruction in his way while he was engaged in the work, not only 
failing to do what the Government had stipulated to do, but refused 
to pay him for what work he had performed; whether ffom collusion 
between the authorities of the navy-yard and the Navy Department 
does not matter, but so it was the clerks in the Department would not 
pay Murphy anything after he had been forced to give up his contract 
unless he would sign a receipt in full, and that was the reason he 
signed such a receipt. He was sick and wanted to go home, and he 
refused to sign it until he was told that he could go into the courts, 
sue for his rights, and explain why that receipt in full was given. 

Mr. COBB. By whom was he told? 

Mr. TILLMAN, Told by the clerks themselves. 

Mr. COBB. By the clerk presenting the receipt ? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, sir; and that was in proof. 

Mr. COBB. Does the gentleman pretend tosay that the clerk could 


| bind the Government of the United States ? 


Mr, TILLMAN. Please do not take up my time, as I have only five 
minutes. He gota lawyer to bring suit in the Court of Claims, and 
while the testimony was being taken before that court this poor con- 
tractor, Mr. Murphy, was detained with a broken limb in California and 
could not present the testimony in his case as it ought to have been 
He merely asks now that the Government waive the statute 
of limitations as well as the plea of res adjudicata and let him go into 
the court and produce the testimony which he was unable to produce 
when the case was first on trial. Talk about equity! If this body is 
not a court of equity, I would like to know where there is one on the 
continent, although it does sometimes deal out more inequity than 
equity. 


Mr. OATES. The bill, then, simply permits him to go again to the 


| courts ? 


Mr. TILLMAN. It simply asks that he may be permitted to go to 
the courts again, and that he shall have an opportunity to produce tes- 
timony which he was cut off from producing by a deplorable accident. 
He asks no equity except a relief from the stern rules of law; and that 
he be given permission to show by testimony the work he actually did, 
and which Mr. Robeson and his pets refused to pay him for. I men- 
tion these facts after having made a laborious and thorough inquiry 


RR, er mn 


Phi eaten Dap ee 


1890, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 7165 


oe ies ts ae 


’ 


ei thy lead 


a NN A A, 


2 


ee ee neers 









































into the matter in co-operation with Mr. Price, of Wisconsin, who had As vhat I 
a taste and genius for accounting and investigating this sort of cases, +) ; S 
ind who was as honest a man as Lever knew. We both arrived at tl t 8 
. ‘lusion that this man } j en sw 1 t of $50,0 or 3 vas 
by ne of Secretar obes fis 2 it not ¢€ 3 = 
charity he as! ind if you [looking Mr. ¢ 1 M Che ¢ , 
Murphy lk with him five minut 1 l be { { , 1 } 
} not t so f aman sa ) vem 1 t 
. \ ’ - S 
s/¢ wy ¢ ix ) Pp ‘ i | \[ r S 
ki whe istice is asked of me as a member of this body. uth C ’ M ‘ 
Mr. McKE A. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from Ken- | yy yy . cla 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] and the gentlema ym Al [ Mr. : iv v e 
Conn] have approached the consideration of this question in altogether n sat t 
too narrow and technical a spirit. They have unde ken to apply the M 
principles of narrow personal litigation to us in our co! tas le ‘ PEA] 
tors; and the gentleman from Alabama | Mr. Cos n the q Mr. McKENN I i 
which he put to the gentleman from South Carolina |} | ) Mr. ( N 
explains the matter that troubles the gentleman from Kentucky. fr. CLUNI M 1" 1 ‘ 
It was because, Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of the Navy did 1 ome | House of Renres ave ( 
in contact with Mr. Murphy. Therefore there was no agent on tl make assertions here in 1 ‘ 10 i 
part of the Government to bind it in what Mr. Murphy said tothe clerk | tia) mann I in ns ‘ 
who was sent tohim. Now, Mr. Speaker, why did they hav erk vy colleague [ Mr. Bic to hom 
go anywhere? Simply because they made it so disagreeabie to M1 ook alter it in a I said I would 
Murphy that he would not go to the Department. Admiral Howell | ¢ and I found that the cas this: Mr. } eit 
was adverse to him, according to the testimony of his own cler! tract from the Gov« t of t Tretia td € 
Mr. COBB. Was there any prohibition of his going to the Depart- | vided that the Gover it to do certain tl the 
ment? was to do « uin tl Phe a t of the Gov ent in ¢ 
Mr. MCKENNA. I have not time to yield to the gentleman for in- } had a falling out with Mr. Murp and he dete ed at a 
terruptions, but will state that Admiral Howell was adverse to him, | to make the work so disagres to the cont t | 
according to the declaration of the admiral’s ow1 He had taken | go on with the contract. In that ever, he « rt 
a prejudice against him and against his claim, and hence the receiy Mr. Murphy went on until he had exhausted 
had to be carried by his clerk to Mr. Murphy for acceptance; and then | the sh itta 1 him, and when he « ( ing 
what took place? It was explained to him that it was but one of the | settlement he was told tha ald not be “‘h ” for hi 
ordinary receipts which were made by the Departm for cur pay- the Department. that he was odious the it t 
ments, and that it did not preclude him from access to the courts o x not like him 1 t] t would be bette nal 
to ask relief from Congress. did not there to 5 sett ent. He 3 an I 
Mr. COBB. Now, will the gentleman allow me there nd did not co to the Denartment. 1 ; ‘ 
ame SNOW WW : lid not go t l pa 
Mr. MCKENNA. Yes; for a moment. etween him and the Depart tin ti 
Mr. COBB. I just want to state that there is nothing at all to w | eaid to him. “* He will allow vou 0) ‘ 
that he was precluded from access to any of the officials of the United | yfurphy sgid, ‘‘ I will not He t te a tet 
States, but that that was a voluntary matter upon his part. Further | retary Robeson telling him that he would accept ‘¢ 
than that, it appears that he was aided by counsel, and therefore it | full payment. He went to try his clair he suppose i 
must be presumed that he would know what was said by this clerk was | g right to do. and he was met there | ect whic * 
of no avail. ne { the be 
Mr. MCKENNA. Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is anything which af- | yj the re t. . estop 
fords a more melancholy spectacle than another, it is fora lawyer to | fy, 
undertake to legislate upon the principles which would govern him in Now that this « { yf Cons 
a personal litigation, and I think the gentleman from Alabama is pro- | je signed that rec pt under sapprehen 
a . . s . . i . . : . oa 1’' ‘ ‘ 
ceeding in that spirit, though I do not desire to be offensive in saying | clerks told him that unless h i the receij 1 
so. Why, sir, do you explain the statement made to Murphy by the | single dollar. They heard his | ; they cart to t 
clerk who said to him: ** These are the official forms on which receipt ent. Not satisfied with that oral prote : oe a alee 
7 . . , a . —- i . 
are made. He accepted the declaration of the clerk that it wa ment, and Senator S1 AR of his friends ed ; 
payment on account, iting that v Mr. Mur] l accept t , " a 
Mr. COBB. Will the gentieman allow me a question? cept it i he heing advised that he had e he 
Mr. MCKENNA. lIcean not yield any more, if the gentleman wi ts to recover thi eof |} a He sort to rt 
excuse me, as I have but ashort time it ‘ co the receip ' 
Mr. Speaker, from the time Murphy commenced work it was a pr face t] 1 he could not vet just ‘a ti 
ess of obstruction and persecution. They would not let him u ‘ that pt which 1} l ' 1 
powder to excavate. They promised to keep the water of the bay elezate the case back to the Court ot ¢ ' pe 
him, and they let itin. They would not provide the means to deposit | there with his te way and his counsel. the ¢ cnetih ann 
the dirt. Let me just read a part of the affidavit of the clerk, A. | ipon t ts, not pleading 1 t] Oo 
Merritt: ut presenting the case fairly and 14 1, 
These bills were made upon reguiar bureau forms, in triplicate, and in t of justice for this H to } j mn 
manner that current payments were made, no special instructions being g b hle to cet the ' hat d him ym . 
by the Secretary’s indorsement except to pay amount named are | \ ete : a ; 
After the approval by the chief they were taken to the residence of Mr. Charle Mr. HAYES ’ d | Cine 
Murphy, on Thirteenth street, near G, by Mr. Partello, one of the clerks attached | which permits the 11 
to the bureau, who delivered them in person to the claimant. ‘ CLUNII TI 5 . ‘ 
The amount was subsequently drawn for in re rmanner through the Navy . ; z 4} - P -" 
pay office, Washington, D. C., payment being made out of the appropriations | t4€ trial an 1 the ca A 
for dry-dock navy-yard, Mare Island, California. to t fair 
The said Charies Murphy, during these proceedings, expressed himself as not . I } ; 
satisfied with the small amount paid or allowed bim,and expressed a dete : , 7 
mination to apply to the Court of Claims for redress; whi i was ) ton the 
expressed in the presence of Admiral Howell, who advised if not satisfic Mr. CLUNII ou \ | v dea f 
and if he desired further relief toapply to saidcourt. Mr. Murphystrongly that. but it was not ' 5 
tested against the final settlement of his accounts, and was informed the Vt 
ment made was in the ordinary manner, on usual forms, and would not pre Canty. 
vent his appeal to the courts or Congress for further relief Mr. TILLMAN H 
. . . : ‘ OL COL TS ' - 5 
There is the testimony of another clerk also, to the same eff ir. BI ECKI VRIDG a 
Here is also the testimony of Mr. Partello: of the gentiemal ‘ it 
. Carolina { Mr. 7 ' ‘ 
I remember of bad feeling and trouble between the chief, Admiral John ¢ rl ? s ' 
Howell,and Mr. Murphy, and knew the chief, Admi v \s sed i ire not, hows a 
to the claim and appeared to dislike the claimant very much. I did ne¢ rj in this port. I ‘ t 
fully what passed between them. cul heard by the 
Mr. Murphy was advised to absent himself for reasons ‘ and tl s : yee 1 ’ 
papers, when adjusted and prepared, would be sent him. » making allt preme yu ind t ( | . 
vouchers they were approved by the chief, and also by the Secretary of t made up t ( i f 1 ) 
Navy, and came back to me as satisfactory in form. As the papers were valu out co er) tatemen ch m 
able, it was thought best that I should deliver them, which I did at the door of “hag ein } 4 ’ habe . 
Mr. Murphy’s residence, Thirteenth street, near G, which I was directed to do | §)* "ave nace OH ctly in ti eeth l 
by the chief ofthe bureau. ourt 
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; Gre se! aint ©}? Wad 
P rt] ‘ ©’ Ferrall Wal \ 
Caldwell, Gibson Outhwaite, Wallace [ass 
Campbell Creenhalge Perkins Ws ng 
Ca er.Ga G 1eS Pert Watson, 
indiler, Mas Grout, Pheta Wheeler, Ala, 
annot HaN, Pickle Wheeler, Mi 
rit Hansbrough , t W ting, 
gs, Hare, I vi t 
4 Harmet Q Wickham 
Wis Havne Ra : Wil 
ements, bik phill W 
Henderson, | low v n, Me 
: ert Rife Yardley 

( ype ‘ Hopkins, Row land 

So the bill wa pa sed. 

rhe following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. EnmuNnpbs, until Tuesday next. 
Mr. BowWDEN with Mr. Sto DALI m th v 
tr. Horkrys with Mr. BoATNER, for one hour 

Mr. MILLIKEN I wish to state that Iam paired withthe gentle- 

man from Mary] 1f/Mr.Gn ] If he we present, I should vot 
ative 
iN} [ ask unanimous consent that the recapitulation 
be dispensed with. 








ing no objection, it was so ord 
of the vote was announced as above stated 
NNA moved to reconsi r the te by which th b 
ind also moved that the otion to reconside laid on 
the tab] 
1 was agreed to 








Several messages in writing from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretari 
who alsoannounced that the President had approved and signed acts 
of the following titles 

On the 9th instant: 

An act (H. R. 8149) to increase the limit of cost of the public build- 
ing authorized by act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, to be erected 
at Fort Worth, Tex.; and 

‘ H. R. 883) providing for ti 





An act » erection of a public building at 
Paris, Tex. ; 

On the 10th instant 

An act (H. R. 982) to provide for t 
» the Union, and for other 
to provide for 
| 1e court of th Territory of 
An act (H. R. 8245) to provide for 


in Wyoming ‘I 


e admission of the State of Wy- 
urposes 

n additional associate 
New Mexico.; and 

1e disposal of certain abandoned 
ritory. 


An act (H. R. 5966 justice of 


the supre 


military reservations 
On the 11th instant 
An act (H. R. 9066) making appropriations for the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its 


eecretary, an- 
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nounce he S e agreed to ther t ‘ littee ¢ 
. i lisayre gs vot ifthe two H s on 
of t , ¢ a a} } y 
1 al l +} t l ; 
i in y iSO t t 1a 1 t 
1 iment ¢ i H t l y l 
l ) M \ 
Lh s { i itt SiSts « 
m » 7 i to I T ] on 
' - ‘ eT ‘ : 
i I yy ju ra i it ‘ i i 
ul ap} ed M AVIS, Mr. T und M 
i Are ¢ i ei t 
| furthe ced th it 
am resolution (H. | » pl 
‘ = | xX. 
- . 
:nnounced that the Senate, ir 
th returns the bill (8S. 3917) to pt $ 4 
tion ut 1 
r announced that the Senate 3 
(S. 4072) for the relief of the trustees of Anacostia I . » 21 
and Accepted Masons, of the District of Columbia; in which the con st 
currence of the House was requested. : 
— J 
: SILVER. : 
a Mr. CONGER. I desire to present a privileged report, the report of 
7 the committee of conference on the bill H. R. 5831. 
The SPEAKER. The gentlemgn will send the report to the d CONC 
aan . . . ° . . Co Net i T ‘ ) 
Mr. THOMAS. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. ; 
mi ’ * Ym ry . . . conte e ¢ y } +o 4 ' 1+ 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. a . a te a sa 
a ; rm.: ° — . : : \ | i) ir, Speak i do t 
Mr. THOMAS. This being Friday, private bill day, does not the aggre eae beeen :; a 
. > . : a 1 ' Vir. DABRUCURINKAITUGEH, of Kentuct i 
consideration of private business take precedence by the rules over a 
J eration. 
proposition of this kind ? Mr BLAND. 1 7 , acs 
. . — Wm . en . ihe . : r. bi D. \\ I e the le 1 of ( 1é 
The SPEAKER. The report of a committee of conference takes pre- | : 4 
. teil The gventien n I wi Vir. ( th 
cedence over pretty nearly everything. ; . . 
ut a . . it ill thr hint \ his measure was debat ! 
I Clerk read as follows: i . : : 
f th day una ¢ t 38 f the é 
I mmittee of conference on the « sof the two thi. a 4 
th 1endmentsof the Senate to the bill I : his ‘ I ; . = , 
silv yullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, a purpos 1) vbnich I | 
having inet, after full and free conference have agreed t d and do es t were nevi : , \ 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: - eS . 
That the Senate recede from its amendments to said bill and agree to the f » ALSES : 
lowing inthe nature of a substitute: Strike out all after the enacting use and il ht 1 i 
inser 5 debata 
hat the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to purchase, from t NT ; ar. . : ug ‘ 
to time, silver bullion to the aggregate amount of 4,500,000 ounces, or so 1 i M6. UU — —_ , slats ees 
thereof as may be offered in each month, at the market price thereof, not « ot consideration, alt we ni entered 
ceeding $1 for 371.25 grains of pure silver, and to issue in payment for such 1 the report 
chases of silver bullion Treasury notes of ates to be p1 ITUET ; 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in such f h denomination rt : ee 3 
less than $1 nor more than $1,000, as he prescribe, and t t MAK ( t t 
earry into effect the provisions of this here appr < ed with 
money in the Treasury not otherwi ated ny" ; r) ‘ 
c, 2. That the Treasury notes issued in lance w of LAND, i 
t t shall be redeemable on demand, in coin, the Tre United | th Li l ve can i ute 
States or at the office of any assistant treasurer of the United States, and when M CONGER H . hh 4 | 
so redeemed may be reissued; but no greater or less amounts of such notes sha af ‘LAND 1 ’ 
be outstanding at any time than the cost of the silver bullior tandard if. tod he vs —— . — 
silver doliars coined therefrom, then held in the Treasury r i i til t ning Lo ( 3a 
, w notes; and such Treasury notes shall be a legal tender in payn ! it, to | i I do ‘ 
' pu and private, except where otherwise expressly stipulat« ct, 1 4 
-@ and shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and all p lues ( nt ANGI, DEAL Wee 
ceived may be reissued; and such notes, when hel va utional-ba 9 | CO oO! t | 
; ation, may be counted as a partof its lawful reserve. That upon iand | jin t H 
' 2 holder of any of the Treasury notes herein provided for the Secretary f a 4 
" lreasury shall, under such regulations as he may presc1 1 i . , 
a ) in gold or silver coin, at his discretion, it being the es ished } ( 
, the United States to maintain the two metals on a parity with each other up to 4 lans n t 
+ the present legal ratio, or such ratio as may be provided by law. Gp A 
“@ 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall each month coin tw mach 
i ion ounces of the silver bullion purchased under the provisions of this act into | CO! r the coniere! ) 
standard silver dollars until the Ist day of July, 1891, and after that ti | 1estion ta i { 
sha oin of the silver bullion purchased under the provisions of this a is ao , 
. - . S T ‘ 1 r LVé 
| @ much as may be necessary to provide for the redemption of the Tre ry notes | to na . 
' herein provided for, and any gain or seigniorage arising from s ) | ir. BLAND Div 
‘ r » ' 
shal! be accounted for and paid intothe Treasury. Mr. CONGEI! Mir j 
sec. 4. That the silver bullion purchased der the provisions of this t 4 5 ; : aa 
g shal! be subject to the requirements of « s r lawy and the 1 tlations of ¢ Ch yeas : , 
mint service governing the methods of « ning the amount } lver | The y { it 
4 ecntained, and the amount of charges or d¢ ns, ifany,to be made, | vot » 1% 3 f ) 
“Sec.5. That so much of the act of Februar 8, 1878, entitled ‘An act to au- | y 
& thorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to r« 3 il-tender | 
character,’ as requires the monthly purchase and coinage of thes intosilver | A Cc 
dollars of not less than $2,000,000 nor more than $400 ‘ rth « ‘ n \ ( 
wa is hereby repealed, ‘ n. K 4 ( 
i “Sec, 6. That upon the passage of this act the balances standing witht [ -|A . Va ‘ | 
. urer of the United States to the respective credits of national ban leposit l D 
f made to redeem the circulating notes of such banks, and all depos ‘ . | 
received for like purpose, shall be covered into the Treasury ] 
G receipt, and the Treasurer of the United States shall redee) 
eash in the Treasury the circulating notes of said banks w I 
Ei his possession subject to redemption; and upon the « 
is troller of the Currency thatsuch notes have been recei' 
oa have been destroyed and that no new notes w 
, imbursement of their amount shall be made to t 
lations as the Secretary of the Treasury may pr 
hereby created, to be known as *‘ National-bank n 
but the provisions of this act shall not apply to the , 
tion 3 of theact of June 20, 1874, requiring every i 
ful money with the Treasurer of the United Stat \ ‘ 
its circulation, to be held and used for the r iption 
and the balance remaining of the deposits so covered shall, : os 
month, be reported on the monthly public debt statemer ) the ! ted | CG in Her lorse, 
States bearing no interest. ( i] I 
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t Taylor, J. D Var r Wilson, Ky. Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. To-night, Mr. Speaker, is pension night 
it Thomas Vans nick, Wilson, Wash. a he rules C | . adi en 1 ial 12 ¥ 
Rian tial 14 a Wright. uncer th rules. Can the motion to adjourn be submitted? 
KI Townsend, Pa allace, N. Y. rhe SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is in order, and isthe on} % 
Turner, Kan Ohio } motion now, except a call of the House. : 
Mr. CANNON. Iask the gentleman from Iowa[ Mr. ConNGER) wh) " 
n> he makes the request he does? Is it so that we can have pension busi 4 
C Ww Peel, ness to-night? ; a 
j ( irtin. Ind Penington, - ma +e - f - eee ‘ saa i 3 
Ky. Cu Martin, Tex. Reilly, Mr. CONGER. Certainly; it was my desire in asking the House t 
I é Ade Sayers take a recess now that we might save the pension night, because it q 
] ‘ Clel Shively, - ‘ . . " P ‘ ae 28 ~f, ,2 oe > 
ihe aimee —wdeteee. / Pa would perhaps be impossible to get a quorum presen before 5 o'clock. 4 
Ga Goodnight McR fracev Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have noobjection tothe re ; 
Hayes Tut Wheeler, Ala. quest of the gentleman from Iowa, if it can be done; and will with- 
‘ He Oates Wike Romie See « can tn adianr 
. . 1A cm } draw the motion to adjourn. : 
‘ Henderson, N. ( O’ Neil, Mass. Williams, TIL. ~ / 7" ; 
‘ it eee Parrett Wilson, W. Va. Mr. McCREARY. I hope we will have unanimous consent to take a 
NOT VOTING—178, a rece s until 8 o'clock. The motion of my colleague is withdrawn. - 
Mr. CONGER. Then I renew the request, Mr. Speaker. oy 
4 tt Crisp Lanham, Sanford, mand aaa >on = . ; i +o —— * 
Ald Gateesinca: Ts. Lansing. Sawyer, The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see how it is possible under i 
‘ Cummings, Lawler, Scranton, the circumstances, 3 
ns 1, M Dargan, Lee, Seney, Mr. CONGER. Then, I move a call of the House. 3 
lrev Darlington, Lehlbach, Sherman, ; : . . e 5 
- ' Davideon. pre mang 1g Simonds. Mr. REILLY. I have no objection to the request of the gentleman } 
At Pa De Haven Lester, Va. Skinner, from Iowa if it is for pension business alone. 
I Ano dice s 7se 7. r -ODp r . . — ° 5 
" Pere, roe etnain’ The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion for a call of the ; 
j Dickers Maish, q Springer, House. ; 
Dockers Mansur, Stahlnecker, Mr. REILLY. Ido not know whether the Chair understood that I : 
unpl : rthy Stewart. G: ‘ . . . i 
: ed arnt eee yp ckbridge had withdrawn any objection as to the presence of a quorum. tA 
Aimunds ivi ammy, Sto ) Be, a . . OD m ' . : . ~ . f 
i Elliott, McComas. Stockdale, fhe SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is a difficulty about it. ; 
Blanchard Enloe, McKinley, Stone, Ky. The roll-call discloses the absence ofa quorum. A call of the House } 
. wart es ane SED. may, however, disclose the fact that a quorum is present and enable us 
Featherston, Miles, Struble, . 
n Fitch, Mills, Stump, to take a recess, 
elie Fithian, Montgomery, Tarsney, Mr. CANNON. I desire to ask unanimous consent that the gentle 
tackles. As ete ee aoe man from Pennsylvania may withdraw his point of no quorum, and 
: a ” Berenen. Morgan, Tillman, then that by unanimous consent the House take a recess until 8 o’clock. 
LB Fowler Norton, Ew ker, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no objection to that; 
| whe, T. M. Geissenhainer, Nute, Turner, Ga. all ee ee I i Sli cieainal eye ee — 
we Geet O'Donnell. Turner NY. | none whatever. I do not object to taking a recess until 8 o’clock foi 
Va Greenhalge, O' Ferrall, Vaux, pension business, 
‘ Grimes, O'Neall, Ind eee The SPEAKER? The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- : 
Hall,” Owens Oni > Wade. sent that the House take a recess until 8 o’clock. Is there objection t 
“ Hansbrough, Paynter, Walker, Mo. upon any ground ? 4 
Hare Perry, Wallace Mass, Mr. PERKINS. A parliamentary inquiry. This last roll-call hav- i 
bo eee Rae re en, ing revealed the fact that no quorum is present, would not that fact 
‘ ler. Mass Haynes, Pierce. Wheeler, Mich. suggest itself on the meeting at 8 o’clock to-night? 
nee cleans Panui eee The SPEAKER. The Chair has some fear of that. 
‘mae een cia we woe Mr. PERKINS. I would ask, then, in that view, that we have a 
rk, Wis Hooker, Raines, Wiley, ° call of the House. 
urke, Ala. Hopkins, Randall, Wilkinson, Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has withdrawn the point of no 
ts Kennedy, Richardson, Willcox, 
Kerr, lowa Rife, Wilson, Mo. en. ; sie it ' 
: Ind Kerr, Pa. Robertson, Yardley, Mr. PERKINS. But the roll-call itself discloses the want of a 
‘ Kilgore, Rowland, Yoder. qnorun. 
; ~~ Py ets The SPEAKER. The recorded vote shows the absence of a quorum. 
An ,uUSssell, . or . a . 
A call of the House may show a quorum present. The Chair thinks 
No quorum voting. ; there are enough members in the Hall to make a quorum. : 
rhe following additional pairs were announced: _ Mr. HEARD. Isthere any objection to the unanimous consent asked 
Mr. BowpDEN with Mr. LEesTER, of Virginia, on this vote. by the gentleman from Iowa? I have not heard any. 4 
Mr. BecKWITH with Mr. Rusk, on this vote and until further notice. The SPEAKER. There is objection. 
Mr. CraiG with Mr. Lee, until further notice. Mr. CONGER. Then I renew the motion for a call of the House. 5 
Mr. RusseLcn with Mr. Moore, of Texas, for the rest of the day. The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 94, F 
Mr. MASON with Mr. ANDREW, on thesilver bill. Mr. MASON would | noes 67. ‘ 
vote ‘‘yea,’? and Mr. ANDREW ‘“‘nay.”’ So a call of the House was ordered. } 
Mr. CONGER. Iask unanimousconsent to dispense with the reading The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and the following members ; 
of the names, failed to answer to their names: 
\ L0G ERS Ts i yect. nae : 
Mir i ; I 2 . fo that I object S : ah Alderson, Craig, Hopkins, Quinn, 3 
The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. Anderson, Miss. Culbertson, Pa, Kerr, Iowa Raines, ij 
Mr. MASON. I am informed, Mr. Speaker, that I am paired with | Andrew, Cummings, Kilgore, Randall, 
the gentle am } ssachusetts [Mr. ANDREW = +h. | Arnold, ee Dargan. Knapp, Rife, : 
he gentle man from M assachu etta [ = ANI = }, and — ill with- | “fiinson, W. Va. Saiiieeten. room atin i 
draw my vote if a quorum 1s present, t 16 UD erstanding veing that | Bankhead, De Haven, Lansing, Rowland, ; 
the vote would not be cast in the event of the presence of a quorum. Banks, De Lano, Lawler, Rusk, 
Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I desire to state that my colleague | Barnes, Pee Lee, Russell, i 
ron. é salt Sn afieoee aived witts the auntie fr oom M Beckwith, Dickerson, Lester, Ga. Sanford, ; 
| Mr. KILGORE] Is absent, paired with the gentieman from Kansas [} r. | Belden, Dunphy, Lodge, Sawyer, 
PERKINS |. Biggs, Enloe, Magner, Scranton, 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. Bingham, Ewart, Maneer, Seney, 
on a Ep N . Dee ted : 7 ‘ted 1 l Blanchard, Featherston, Martin, Tex. Sherman, . 
The SPEAKER. o quorum has voted or is reported by the | piount, Finley, McCarthy, Simonds, 
Clerk. Boatner, Fitch, McComas, Skinner, 
- RRECKINRID¢ ri kv. ove at . use Boothman, Fithian, McKinley, Spinola, 
Mr. P RECKINRII , of Kentuck; Im that the House do b Boutelle, ewan, Miles. heuer, 
now adjourn. : Breckinridge, Ark. Forman, Mills, Stahinecker, 
Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent that a recess be now taken | Brewer, Pook, : Montgomery, Stewart, Ga. 
nee 1 al - +hi seine | 1e considerati of pension bills Brown, J.B. Geissenhainer, Moore, N. H, Stockbridge, 
until 8 o’clock this evening for the consideration of pension billsunder Browne, T. M. Gest. neue em. ane. is, 
the rule. . Buckalew, Greenhalge, Morgan, Stone, Mo. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has some doubt—— Bunn, Grimes Nute, Struble, 
M R ake st of order on that motion that it is | Burrows. Grout, O'Donnell, Stump, 
; r, REILLY. I make the point of on s - % ey Butterworth, Hall, O’ Ferrall, Taylor, Tenn, 
f not in order when the absence of a quorum has been disclosed by the | Campbell, Hansbrough, Outhwaite, Turner, Ga. 
i vote just taken. Candler, Ga. Hare, Owen, Ind, Turner, Kans, 
£ The SPEAKER. The Chairwas about to state that there was some | Candler, Mass. Harmer, Owens, Ohio rurner. N.Y. 
; hielied he a ‘es abite. anil Men . ote tee i one 3 i Caruth, Haynes, Peel, Van Schaick, 
t doubt in regard to the matter, and does not see how it can be done | Gatchings, Hemphill, Penington, Vaux, 
7 when the recorded vote shows no quorum present. Cheatham, Henderson,Iowa Perry, Wade, 
* The stion is on the motion of = emat , uck at | Clark, Wis. Herbert, Phelan, Walker, Mass. 
; Phe que tio 1 is on the moti yn of the gentleman from Kentucky th Sissanath Hitt, Pickler, Walker Mo. 
:e the House do now adjourn. Cowles, Hooker, Puogsley, Wallace, Mass. 
é 
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Washington, Whiting, Wiley, Yardley 
Watson, Whitthorne, Willcox, Yoder 


Wheeler, Mich, Wickham, Wilson, Mo. 


During the ealling of the roll, the following members appeared at 
the Clerk’s desk and had their names recorded under the rul 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, Mr. ATKINSON of West Virgi , Mr 
30ATNER, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, Mr. CANDLER of Geors 
Mr. HERBERT, Mr. Hitt, Mr. HooKER, Mr. LAWLER, Mr. MCKENNA, 
Mr. PEEL, Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports one hundred and ninety-four 
members present—a quorum. 








ORDER OF BUSINI 


Mr. McCREARY. I move to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McCREARY. Now I move to 
order! ’’] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The understanding was we 
were to take a recess. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move to take a recess until 8 o'clock. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion to take a recess would 
not be in order except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move, Mr. Speaker, to take a recess until & 
o’clock. A callof the House having disclosed the presence of a quorum, 
I would like to ask, with proper respect, why the motion to take a re 
cess until 8 o’clock is not now in order? 

The SPEAKER. Because section 4 says that when a motion is un- 
der debate no motion shall be received but ‘‘ to adjourn,’’ etc., among 
which the motion for a recess is not included. 

Mr. BLAND. Then I move that we adjourn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I was under the impression 
there was an understanding had thatif the quorum was obtained there 
would be a recess taken until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a request for unani- 
mous consent that two hours be allowed on each side for debate. 

The SPEAKER. And that the business of the House proceed? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous con 
sent that the House proceed with the business before it, with the un- 
derstanding that there shall be two hours debate on either side. 


adjourn. [Cries of ‘* Regular 


Mr. BLAND. It is now nearly 5 o’clock and we could not proceed | 


very far with the debate to-night. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But it would come up again. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope that may be done 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I supposed that an under- 
standing was arrived at that there should be unanimous consent that 
we take a recess, if the call of the House disclosed the presence of a 
quorum. 

The SPEAKER. That understanding was not arrived at. There 
was only a suggestion that a call of the House would probably disclose 
@ quorum, and enable that request to be made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I know it was not openly 
made, but several gentlemen of the majority came to me, and I wit h- 
drew my demand for a division upon that question, with the under 
standing that that should be done. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first put the request of the gentle- 
man from Georgia. It may be thatthe House will agreetothat. The 
gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous consent that the [louse pro 
ceed with the business before it, and that two hours be allowed for dé 
bate, upon either side, before the previous question is considered as 
ordered. 

Mr. BLAND. I will not object to that provided it is to commence 
to-morrow morning and not to-night 

Mr. CONGER. What is the use of wasting the forty minutes that 
we now have? 

Mr. BLAND. We can not debate it satisfactorily to-night. 7 
is only a short time remaining. 

Mr. CONGER. Iam perfectly willing to agree to that if the Hor 
will begin its session to-morrow at 11 o'clock. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let us agree to the request. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put the request as modified. It 
is, that the House proceed to-morrow, after the reading of the J 
to the consideration of the business now before the House; that two 
hours be allowed for debate on either side, and that the previou 


1s ques 
tion then beconsideredasordered. Isthere objection? f Aftera pause. 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CONGER. Now, I move to take a recess until 8 o'clock th 
evening. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] will 
occupy the chair at this evening’s session. 


The motion was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’ clock and 23 


minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 8 o’clock,. 
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Vt recess having expired, the | \ lL to ord M 
i NS, as Speaker fen 
ORDER ¢ si) 
Mr. MORRILI i move, Mr. Speak t | elf 
nto ( nmitte of t Whole for the consid t , 
ite Calendar, un r the ruie!l rida eve - } 
Mr. ENLO;! Mr. Speake! I make t yx { t ther 
rum present. 
The SPEAKER 3} te . The House w ! rl et matte 
whether a quorum pre itor not by tl 
he questi was put; and the Speake 
the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it 
Mr. ENLOE. I make the point that 1 t ’ 
quorum 18 not present. 
The SPEAKER pro tem 3 hose in favor of the 1 on will 
to their feet ( a g until the e counted 
The House divided; and the Speaker anno ed th 
there were ives 26, noes 1. 
Mr. MORRILI It is evident that there is no quorum present, and 
is equally evident, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from Tennessee 
has the power to defeat any legislation here to-night I there! 1 ‘ 
that the House do now adjourn 
Mr. ENLOI ‘ Will you allow me to make one statement i 
of ‘‘ Regular order! " T would not have power to defeat lee tion 
here if gentlemen who are interested would ¢ e here 
The SPEAKER pro ten The Chair hoped that some mutual 
arrangement might be agreed upon so that s ething could be don 
but recognizes that the gentleman from Tennessee has the right i ( 
is so disposed to prevent the transaction of business 
Mr. GOODNIGHT Willthe gentleman from Kansas. the« an 
of the committee, yield to me for a moment 
Mr. MORRILL. I will. 
fhe SPEAKER fempore. Does the gentleman from Kansas with- 
draw his motion for adjournment 
Mr. MORRILI I will, for the purpose of pe tting the gentleman 
from Kentucky to make a statement 
Ir. ENLOI As the gentleman withdra his motion, then there 
3 nothing else in order ex eptacall of the House, and I] make that 
point of order 
Mr. GOODNIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I was going to say that I deplore 
very much the fact that the House can not proceed to bugines al Wi 
| have been endeavoring all this session to expedite business, and I really 
regret that the gentleman from Tennessee should do anything that 
would throw any blockade in the way; but there isa method by which 
that might be overcom« If we should have enough members here 
there wi iuld be a quorum, and of course his objection would be impo 
tent; and for the purpose of getting one here I was going to say, if that 
was not offensive to gentlemen on the other side and to the chairman 
of the committee, I would move a call of the House with a view to ob 
taining the necessary quorum, You may just as well do that now. 
Mr. MORRILL. I did not yield for that purpose, and therefore re 
new my motion to adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 8 o’clocl 16 min 
ute the House adjourne 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
Uy r cianse 2 of Ral X ILI, reports of cor i e¢ W ( d 
to the ¢ d ye fa 
Ir. FLICK, from the Committee « Invalid rey ed f r 
ably th folloy ig | ills of t | w! eral] ( t 
the Committee of the Whole House 
A bill (H. R. 1st tir 1} ( | i Ry 
No. 2663. 
A bil {. R. 1067! ntiz ur ( ‘ ed 
2664 . 
A) I rt 11s i ty i T l ‘ 
} nort No 9 - , 
A bill (H. R. 1134 ease t | 
Keport N . t 
A bill (H. R. 10231 é ‘ yn { 
Ren rt No. 2667 
Mr. YODER, from the Committee on In 
ibly the 1 of the Hou H. | ) ‘ 
A nderso ( ny l by a ‘ 
the ‘hole He 
Bi i », Irom il mit j ent the | 
o House t é . heed. { er 
i pr vate of ¢ t f () » Ve { 
" pa di ) ( y ttes ‘ the 
House 
Mr. WILSO from the ¢ tec Invalid | 
2 e] te wing t! Ho eC. whi L we 
seve al l { tte of the V le H TLSE 
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| following titles were 


1(H ) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa M. Gordon. 
{ ve { 0 
A 1 (H. R. 10735) granting a pension to Harriet J. Yarbrough. 
e} 7 2 
} f Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
rey | favorably the | of the House (H. R. 10709) granting a pen- 
Calvin r, accompanied by a report (No. 2672)—to the Com- 
‘ i vy if | at 
Hie also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the bill 
of 1 House (Il 10457) inere ng the pension of Presly Hal 
“ p ) ie Committee of the Whole |} 
I OR, of ‘T ee, f i t Committe Invalid Pe 
‘ 1 t Hou I 109033 
1 to seden, accompanied by a report No. 
ttee of the Whole House 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
! he H e (H. R. 9436) granting an increase of pen- 
i r. Hanlon, accompanied by a report (No. 2675)—to the Com- 
‘ t } He 
Mr. ENLOE, from the Committeeon War Claims, to which was referred 
the bill of the House (H. R. 10981) for the relief of Stephen Moore, ad- 
mi itor of Wil n Hopper, deceased, reported in lieu thereof th 
0 1, accompanied » report (No. 2676): 
That the } I ', 10081) entitled “A bill for the relief of Ste; 
\ ” nistrator of William Hopper, deceased,’’ now pending before th: 
H : : 1 companying papers, be, an i thesame are here by, reierred tothe | 
Co ( «* to be considered under the provisions of the act entitled “An 
act t Tord assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments 
in t nvestigation of claimsand demands against the Government,” approved 
March 3, 1883, and the act eutitled *‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits 
against the Government of the United States,’ approved March 3, 1887 


to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Hle also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. ht. 8033) for the relief of William F. Gibson, reported in 
lieu thereof the following resolution, accompanied by a report (No. 






2677 

I That e} H. 1 33) for the relief of William F. Gibson, now 
pending in the House, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and thx 
aam iereby. re ed to the Court of Claims in pursuance of the provisions 
of ar approved March 1883, and an act entitled ‘An 1cl to provide for the 
bringing of suits against the Government of the Uni i States,”’ approved | 
Ma }, 1887, to find and report tothe House the facts bearing upon the merits of | 


the 1 ‘ er facts contemplated by the provisions of said acts 


to the Committee of the Whole House, 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 


po ted favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10649) for the relief of 


Capt. I. B. Webster, of Louisville, Ky., accompanied by a report (No. 
4678)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the petition 
of Elizabeth D. Frobel and Anna 8. Frobel, reported in lieu thereof a 


bill of the House (H. R. 11357) for the reliet of Elizabeth D. Frobel 
and Anna 5S. Frobel, accompanied by a report (No, 2679)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 825) to incorporate the 
District Suburban Railway Company. reported a substi- 
tute therefor, a bill (H. R, 11358) to incorporate the District of Colum- 


of Columbia 


| 1 i 


bia Suburban Railway Company; which was read twice, and, accom- | 
panied by a report (No. 2680), referred to the House Calendar. 

DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with 
mendment the bill of the House (H. R. 9072) increasing the pension 
of Alexander Evans, accompanied bya report (No. 2681)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House 


He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the bill of the 
House (H. R. 9270) granting an increase of pension to Charles E, Os- 
borne, a 
Whole House 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7938) authorizing sale of 


title of United States in lot 3, in square south ot square 990, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2683)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committ®& on Indian Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11313) extending the time of 


payment to purchasers of land of the Omaha tribe of Indians in Ne- 
braska, and for other purposes, accompanied by a report (No. 2684)— 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 8143) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Robert R. Vandiver, accompanied by areport (No, 2685)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, from the Committee on Military Af 
fairs, to which were referred bills of the House (H. R. 226) to revive 
the grade of Lieutenant-General in the Army of the United States, and 
(H. R. 7505) reviving the grade of Lieutenant-General in the United 
States Army, reported a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 11360) to re- 
vive the grade of Lieutenant-General; which was read twice, and, with 
the accompanying report (No. 2686), referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


mpanied by a report (No, 2682)—to the Committee of the | 





| 
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Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 6359) for the relief of 
Mrs. Charity P. Harrison, accompanied by a report (No. 2687)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the bill of the 
House (H. R. 6633) for the relief of Daniel Graff, accompanied by a 

xT ‘ 


» ‘ 


re} ort 0. 26535 )—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule X XI, a bill and a joint resolution of the 
introduced, severally read twice, and referred as 


By Mr. McCREA 


y REARY: A bill (H. R. 11359) for the erection of 
¢c buildingat Lawrenceburgh, Ky 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. OWENS, of ution (H. Res. 192) to appoint 
amember of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


CHANGE OF 


t pub- 
? 


—to the Committee on Public Build- 


Ohio: A joint re 


REFERENCE. 

nder clause 2 of Rule X_XII, the following change of reference was 

mad . 
\ bill (H. R. 7924) granting a pension to Christian C, Whistler- 

Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged and referred to the Com- 

mittee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 


! were presented and referred as indicated below: 


By Mr. BAKER (by request): A bill (H. R. 11379) for the relief of 
Hyland C. Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: A bill (H. R. 11361) for the relief of William H. 
Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11362) for 
the relief of Richard Hutchison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 11363) granting a pension to John 
J. Logan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 11364) granting a pension to Frank 


| J. Speekart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 11365) to increase the pension of Will- 

iam L. Mesick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
3y Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 11366) for the reliefof Andrew J. Shell, 
of Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 11367) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue 
honorable discharges to certain officers and soldiers of the late war— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McMILLIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 11368) for the relief 
of Eli G. Fleming, late captain of Company F, Fifth Tennessee Cav- 


| alry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to | 


By Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11369) for the re- 
lief of Reaney, Son & Archbold—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 11370) granting an increase of pension 
to William D. Jaynes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11371) to relieve Henry Knapp from the charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11372) granting a pension to David Wilcox—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 11373) for the relief of Robert Curtis— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11374) for the relief of Jesse W. Goddard, admin- 
istrator of the estate of Wesley Goddard, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Mra. 
A. W. Ackley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STUMP: A bill (H. R. 11376) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Henry W. Freedley, late major in the United States 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 11377) for the relief of Martha 
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11378) granting a pension to William A. Miller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of the citizens of Dallas, Tex., asking the 
passage of the Torrey bankrupt bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: Petition of John P. Williams and 70 
others, citizens of Hillsdale County, Michigan, in favor of the passage 
of the subtreasury bill, so called—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 


Also, petition of A. 8. Eddy and 80 others, citizens of Michigan, for 
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passage of the Conger lard bill, so called—to the Committee on Agri- | will lie on the table, if th 
éulture. panying papers, be printed 
By Mr. BANKHEAD: Memorial of 30 citizens of Birmingham, Als., Mr. ¢ <RELI \ I 
protesting against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to trans- 
port petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of A. White and 26 others, citiz -RESIDEN 
of Fremont post-office, Michigan, for passage of House bill 86-4 J 
Committee on Agriculture. praying for the balance of | ; 
Also, petition of same persons, favoring | age of House bill 2 to | the British br x] ’ 
the Committee on Agriculture. o the Committee on Clai 
. By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Maryville College, of Blount County, Mr. GORMAN ted : 
: Tennessee, for reference of claim to Court of Claims under the pr > other butchers, , ’ 
. ions of the ‘‘ Bowman act ’’—to the Committee on War Claims ashews and 18 ( 
By Mr. KELLEY: Resolutions of a mass meeting of the t 4 | 
Burlington, Coffey County, Kansas, asking of Congress the passag W. ‘ f Ke ( 
the Wilson bill or some similar measure that will enable the | Y, 1 ( ( i 
Kansas to protect themselves from the invasion of a business that ( . ; ( 
fatal to happiness, and protesting against the decision of the Supre raving f 
cf Court as destructive of the best interests of the people—tothe Com: . I 
+ tee on the Judiciary. 1 Ce tee on A 1 Fo 
= Also, resolutions of a mass meeting of the citizens of Emporia, [ ASEY sented 
4 Kans., asking Congress to pass some law by which the peopleof Kan- | pjerce County, North Dakota. pi ey 
ru sas can obviate the original-package saloons, or nuisance, that is bring- » made to determine t 
f ing calamity on the people, and protesting that the operation of said | w 3 orders 
a law is an outrage upon the rights of the State and the best inter f Mr. SHERMAN ' i ames 0 tha P 
be the people—to the Committee on the Judiciary. of Toledo, Ohio , page a os ; 
as By Mr. LODGE: Memorial of 17 citizens of Chelsea, Mass., pro- | state-commerce law seeking t a eilieiad 
: : testing against legislation by Congress compelling railr ads to trans- | asta of tha Great Lakes and river of th . 
5 port petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. the Committe: Interstate Commer ' 
2 By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of citizens of Anderson County, Ken- Mr. HARRIS presented the mem Re 
4 tucky, for an appropriation of money for the erection of a public build- | of Trade. remonstrating against tl passag 
ing at Lawrenceburgh, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings | Federal elecgion | vhich was ordered to lie on t 
and Grounds. | Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of the W 
By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of S. N. Secouller and 106 others, « i deems oll tae alle: al vy Yor aving that the : 
Hiawatha, Kans., asking for legislation to counteract the decision of | ; ed he river and harbor appropriation rt 
the Supreme Court known as the original-package decision—to the | ment of the Hark er: W 1 3 ordered to on the t e 
Committee on the Judiciary. He also presented lutions of the Harlem R 1 ¢ 
Also, resolution of the Washington Alliance, Brown County, Kansas, | jng speedy consideration and action on the Fed ( 
in favor of the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, | were ordered to lie on tl 
Weights, and Measures. He also presented resol 3 of Hat 
Also, resolutions passed ata mass meeting of Burlington, Kans., ask- | jne the reinsertion the an 1 of 0 
ing the passage of the Wilson bill, relating to original-package decis- | ment of the Harlem Rive a Olas eked 
ion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. which were ordered to lie on the table 
Also, petition of R. K. McCartney & Co. and others, of Valley Falls,|} Mr, SPOONER presented the petitio ; 
asking for the passage of an act to counteract the effect of the original- | citizens of St. ¢ ~ te inty. nsin ' 
package decision—to the Committee on the Judiciary. son and 18 other citizens of Door County. W = ns 
By Mr. PAYNE: Petition for increase of pension of Dolphin Mead, | ¢ J. Lind and 61 other citizens of Vernon County, Wisco 
widow of Sidney Mead, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | petition of H. P. Williams and 14 oth it 3of lowa Cou 
gious. consin; the petition of C. Decker and 20 ot] ( en 
sy Mr. PEEL: Petition of Jesse W. Goddard, praying that hisclaim | County, Wisconsin, praying passage of wha 
for property taken by the Army during the late war be referred to the pure food bill: which we to ( tte 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims and Forestry. 
Also, petition of Robert Curtis, praying for same relief—tothe Com- | [{e also pre ented the 1 iy 1 28 
mittee on War Claims. | zens of Dunn County, VW , bn 1 d 
By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of J. C. Miller and 140 others, residents | 99 other « ens 0 ring ¢ the 
of Winfield, Kans., asking for legislation to counteract the effect of the | and 5 oth itisene of Ver { i 
recent original-package Supreme Court decision—to the Committee on | 9] othe i w 1 ‘ 
the Judiciary. Brown and 49 other citizens of St. ( ( ty. \ 
By Mr. ROGERS (by request): Petition for the passage of the bank- ssa what ia encore on the aure-dard 
; rupt bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. ferred to tha ¢ nibien on A il 
: 4 By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of citizens of Pasadena, Cal., for tl 
; passage of the bill limiting the hours of work of clerks and employ¢sin ' 
first and second class post-offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office Mr. PLATT Co 
and Post-Roads. | the bill (S. 4141) re  t a ( 
a | E. Woodbridge fo: ympensation for t 
his invention relating to projectiles, foi ich i 
SENATE. | dered to issue t m March 1852, 1 rted 
an } tt< Ter + +} é 
SATURDAY, July 12, 1890. eee r ef a Re a - 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. } the follo ote ,; 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. as el yy mer 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. A bill H R 243 . ie 1 to \ 
; The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica-; A bill (H.R. 4 t rea sion 
tion from the Secretary of War making certain recommendations in A bill (H. 1930) grar t pensio 
f regard to an amendment reported by the Senate Committee on Appr 4 bill (H. R. 8371) to increase the } ion oO 
; priations to the sundry civil appropriation bill in regard to ordnance Mr. TURPIE, from tl et 
stores for Washington and Maine; which was ordered to be printed, | ferred the bill (H. R. 7 g g 
i and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Ap- | it without amendm 
propriations. . Mr. VOORHEES, from t nt 
Healso laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary bill (S. 4211) author i z the Se ary of ) 
q the Treasury in response to a resolution of the Senate of the 24th ul- | chase the equestrian | L Seott 
timo relating to certain alleged claims and accounts of soldiers and | Corcoran Art Gallery, au i Troy iS 
sailors of which there is reason to believe them to be in ignorance. | its title. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is in response to a resolution Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and | referred t! 1 (S.4 xtending the time of payment t 
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of Jand of the Omaha tribe of Indians in Nebraska, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
BILLS INTRODUCED 
Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 4209) granting a pension to Henry 
W. Haley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 4310) to make a public park of 
he Arlingten estate near Washington, D, C., and for the construction 
o! a bridge thereto; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BLAIR (for Mr. CHANDLER) introduced a bill (S. 4212) for the 


‘ 


relief of Henry E. Rhoades; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HLOAR introduced a bill (S. 4213) to provide an American reg- 
ister for the steamer Italia; which was read twice by its title and re- 


terved to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, submitted an amendment intended to be | 


proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
LAND COURT BILL. 

Mr. COCKRELI I ask an order for a reprint of the bill (S. 1042) 
to establish a United States land court, and to provide for the settle- 
ment of private land claims in certain States and Territories just as it 
now stands with the amendments that have already been agreed to. 
‘The copies are all exhausted. The copy in my hanti is the only copy 
that I have been able to get for two days past. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. A general order to reprint would re- 
quire the reprinting of about 1,900 copies. Are so many necessary ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no. I ask that only 300 copies be reprinted. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 

its Clerk, returned to the Senate in compliance with its request the bill 


s. 3430) to confirm the title to certain lands in the city of Sault Ste. | 


Marie aad State of Michigan and to release any reversionary right of 
the Government of the United States therein. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

\ bill (H. R. 9603) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891; and 

A bill (H. R, 10716) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, A. D. 1891 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT RACINE, WIS. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the House of Representatives be re- 
quested to return to the Senate for further consideration the bill (S. 
3796) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 

\ilding thereon at Racine, in the State of Wisconsin. 


Che PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). If there be | 


no objection, the order asked by the Senator from Wisconsin for the 
return of the bill indicated by him will be made. The Chair hears 
no objection, and it is so ordered. 

AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill 3738. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I hope the Senator from Maine will not | 


insist on the consideration of that bill to-day. It seems to me the 
Calendar ought to be considered. 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there farther morning business? | 


If there be none, that order is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule 
VIII, is in order. The Senator from Maine moves that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 3738) to place the American 
merchant marine engaged in the foreign trade upon an equality with 
that of other nations. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debateis not in order, and can pro- 
ceed only by unanimous consent. Is there objection ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I only ask for a moment to suggest to 
the Senator from Maine that in view of the understanding that has 
heretofore been had by the Senate, upon which we have been acting for 
some weeks past and under which the morning, instead of being de- 
voted to the Calendar as would be required under the rule, has been 
devoted to the current business, whatever matter has been in hand, with 
the understanding, as I think, among most Senators that Saturdays, in 
compensation for that time, should be devoted to the consideration of 
the Calendar. I hope the Senator from Maine will not insist on taking 
up the day with the consideration of the shipping bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr, President—— 





JULY 12, 


—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Arkansas yield 
the floor? 
| Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. With pleasure. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent to say a single word 
about the understanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The understanding that passed between gentle- 
| men on both sides of the Chamber. several weeks ago related to a par- 
ticular order of business which both sides understood perfectly and in 
exactly its order, which has become completely ran out and exhausted. 
Therefore I do not think that there is any obligation of an understand- 
ing in the sense that my friend from Arkansas refers to which would 
prevent us going on with the shipping bill; and I really think it does 
save time for the very small matters and all the matters that arespoken 
of for Saturday, because if we stick to one thing until it is done we al- 
ways save time in the end. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent to say a word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. FRYE. I have a good deal of interest in the Calendar, and 
| there are on it quite a number of bills I should like to have passed; 
| but the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] informed me that unless I 
| pressed this bill for consideration to-day he would certainly call up the 
| sundry civil appropriation bill, that would occupy the time. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I do not propose to pre- 
sent an objection. I simply made the suggestion for the consideration 
oi the Senator from Maine. I should be glad to have some time de- 
voted to the consideration of bills on the Calendar. There was some 
suggestion made yesterday that we might take up the Calendar after 
the disposition of the pending bill. If that would be agreeableI should 
be entirely satisfied with that arrangement. 

Mr. FRYE. It would be exceedingly agreeable to me personally. 
I am sorry to be in a position where I feel obliged to ask that the Cal- 
endar may be dispensed with. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas." I appreciate the Senator’s position, and 
of course I do not complain atall, although I think the Calendar ought 
| to be disposed of, and there ought to be some arrangement in regard 
to it. I will ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that after the 
present bill and the sundry civil appropriation bill have been disposed 
of, the next day succeeding eghall be devoted to the consideration of 
business on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I can not agree to that. I think we can come to 
an understanding all around by the time those two bills will be off 
| which will be satisfactory, I hope, to every one. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent to say just a word on 
this matter. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 
Mr.COCKRELL. I sympathize heartily with the Senator from Ar- 
| kansas in his desire to dispose of the cases which have received the 
consideration of the committees of the Senate and are favorably re- 
| ported, and to the passage of which there will doubtless be no objec- 
| tion; but under the circumstances I am sure it will expedite the busi- 
ness of the Senate to take up the bill which has been under discussion 
so long and dispose of it to-day. Therefore I favor taking up the bill 
that the Senator from Maine has moved, at the same time hoping that 
when that and the appropriation bill are disposed of we may consider 
the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the motion of the Senator from Maine? [‘‘ Question.’’ ] 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (8. 3738) to place the 
American merchant marine engaged in the foreign trade upon an equal- 
ity with that of other nations, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. GIBson. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

| Mr. COLQUITT. Will the Senator yield to me? 
| Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 
Mr. COLQUITT. I am very reluctant to ask any departure from 
| the usual and regular order, but I feel impelled to ask unanimous con- 
| sent to call up a bill which, if passed immediately, will relieve a good 
| deal ot embarrassment in the construction of some works in my State. 
| There will be no discussion upon it; it will require no time; there is 
| no controversy about it. I therefore ask unanimous consent for the im- 
| mediate consideration of the bill (H. R. 9521) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Savannah River. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia asks unan- 
imous consent that the pending business may be informally laid aside 
to enable him to move the consideration of the bill he has named. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish tosay, if I may have unan- 
imous consent to do so, though I think it is not necessary, as there 
is a pending question, that I had hoped my friend from Maine -would 














reached the very last section, I believe, yesterday, and which is really 
of much larger importance than any bridge bill can be for the time being 
for the few days when we can get at it, and my friend from Maine felt 
| compelled to say that he could not do it, in substance; he did not use 
| those words, but that is what it came to; that I could notgeton. My 


permit me to finish the private land claims court bill, where we had . 





copagreey 


” 


ees PT 


i hai ee ae ee SE ee 


AT pee 


sie 


~ 


(any Nemes 
a oa vad hd 


Ne 


ewe Baas 


SR 


= rer 


friend from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] wishes to have passed a local 


of much importance to his constituents, and every other Senator is in 
the same situation exactly. I hope my friend from Georgia will 


insist upon asking that now. Let us finish this bill and we will find 
a way to dispose of these pressing little matters ; 


very Soo! 
Mr. COLQUITT. I always hesitate in making any request of thi 
kind, because I have felt the imperative necessity and importan 


ways in our procedure here to pursue a regular course, and I think that 
we have facilitated business by it. But we have waited upon this mat- 
ter here now for three weeks. I will state to my friend from Vermont 
that all the appliances, all the laborers are lying idle upon the banks 
of the stream, at very great expense to the parties who are interested 
in the construction of these works, awaiting the passage of the bill. 
But for that I should have made no request of the sort. I trust the 
Senator will withdraw any objection to it, as it will take but a moment 
to pass the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think, Mr. President, I must insist upon my ob- 
jection for the time being. It may be that by and by, when we have 
got on a little further to-day, there may be a moment to devote to that 
matter. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Very well; if there is any hesitation on the part 
of any member of the Senate, I withdraw the request. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will look at the bill in the mean time and see 
what it is. 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, but for some remarks“made the other 
day by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] I would not consume any | 
further time in the discussion of the pending measures. The Senator 
from Maine, however, expressed so much surprise that any Senator 
could be found who would seriously oppose the passage of these bills, 
and with such unaffected modesty assumed that there was no argument 
which could be earnestly urged against their passage that I feel myselt 
tempted beyond any power of resistance to expose what I believe to be 
the absolute pretense of this legislation so far as it claims to restore the 

supremacy of the United States in the carrying trade. 

It seems to me that one single fact should cause the Senator from 
Maine to hesitate before such an assumption. When we recollect that 
there was a time when the American maritime interests were second | 
only to those of Great Britain, and without subsidy of any sort, that 
alone ought to make him hesitate before expressing his astonishment 
at our opposition to the pending bills. 

Putting aside all constitutional scruples, putting aside the general 
objection to subsidy as a partial and unfair and unjust distribution of 
the general Treasury of the people, we should remember the fact that 
there was a time when under other circumstances, when this country 
was comparatively in its infancy, before we had developed our vast 
resources, before the mechanical ingenuity of the American people 
had become known, before we had developed in a great war the fact | 
that this country was the most powerful nation upon the face of the 
earth, when we had just emerged from the colonial condition, we | 
grappled with Great Britain without paying one dollar of subsidy and | 
came very near wresting the control of the ocean carrying trade from 
that great empire. I would like my friend from Maine to explain how 
that was done. I would like him, when he now stands here solemnly 
and earnestly—and he is always earnest—and expressses consterna- | 
tion at the idea that there are some of us who are opposed to these 
measures—I would like him to explain how it was that, without 
dollar of subsidy the United States when not nearly as powerful a 
country as it is to-day, when only half developed, was able to wrest | 
the ocean carrying trade from Great Britain. As no words of min 
will be listened to, I would like to read from a man whose name i 
household word in the United States and will be for generations, Dani 
Webster. When this question of subsidy was in the Senate of the 
United States forty vears ago, speaking of this condition to which | 


> ell 
have alluded, that the United States had without one dollar of sub- 
sidy taken the carrying trade of the world away from Great Britain, Mr. 


Webster said: 








ne 





If anything should strike us with astonish nt, itis that the navigation of 
the United States should be able to sustain itself. Without y Government 


protection whatever—— 
Mr. FRYE. From what is the Senator reading? 
Mr. VEST. Iam reading from a speech of Daniel Webster delivered 
in the Senate: 


Without any Government protection whatever it goes abroad tochallenge « 
petition with the whole world; and in spite of all obstacles it has yet been 
to maintain 800,000 tons in the employment of foreign trade. How, sir 


o ship 
owners and navigators accomplish this? Jlowis itthat they are able to meet 
and in some measure to overcome universal competition? It is not, sir, by pro 


tection and bounties, but by unwearied exertion, by extreme e 
shaken perseverance, that manly and resolute spirit which relies on itself t 
protectitself. ‘These causes alone enable American ships still to keep their els 
ment and show the flag of their country in distant seas, But when we conside 
that the articles entering into the composition of a ship, with the exception of 
wood, are dearer here than in other countries, we can not but be utte: 
prised that the shipping interest has been able to sustiin itself at al! 

I suppose if the Senator had been a colleague of Mr. Webster he 


HSter 


would have expressed equal surprise at his uttering such sentiments | 


at that time. Subsidy, as I shall undertake to show as briefly as pos- 
sible from its history in the United States, has never accomplished 
what the Senator from Maine claims it will. 
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| subsidy, paralleled it, and took away its tr 


onomy, by un- | 

















When my friend the other day ] logue 
g phrase the future of the American « sk ‘i 
should be enacted, I turned to a histor n subsidies 
la he same language used l \ i e | L d 
Apr 1] L=64 We ca learn from nothit Wi 
i i ‘ k wledge like tha i 
ment | s » novel prop t 
l ulled It has brought scandal and « Ipo 
‘ nd uothing else, and 
1864, Mr. Al cha ( 
t-Roads, reported a bill pro \ 
wi 1 Suds ot not to exe ? to 
Che ssels were required to \ 
1-SD ot m less th 000 re i 
to effect on or before the Ist day of } eml 1s 
with a proviso that the line sl ild be exem} ul 
m-house charges in the United States, on condition t 
snt of Brazil would grant it the same immunity 
hneasure Mr Alley said 
I iblish this stea on s has é i 
ne aand y 1 Ww ‘ and ‘ i 
4 — 00 in 1 t 
and t United States expor or « y $6,000.00 } 
pr ts over $20,000,001 
Language almost identical with that which have heard tl 
communication from the State Department and in the eloquent 
of my friend from Maine. ‘‘Give us this subsidy vid the 
ers then, and Mr. Roach was atthe head of them, ‘‘and Lund 
take to bring you the Brazilian trade; we will bi down t prem 
acy of Great Britain.’’ There was very little op; tion to the bill 
though some asserted that it would end as did the ¢ | 
we all know the history of the Collins subsidy. ‘I United State 
subsidized the Collins line, and the Inman line came in and paralleled 
the route, took away their trade, and broke down the s i é 
without a dollar of subsidy paid to them. 
I know that I speak to deaf ears. This bill will become aw, | 
if it passes it is in the teeth of the experience of the people of the 
{ tates, for the fact is that subsidy has never done « nina 
pe gree what it is claimed now will be 
STEWART. Dolu nd the S« Co 
lins line was destroyed by competition with X 
not subsidized? 
Mr. VEST. Yes, I said that. 
Mr. STEWART. _ I think the Senator is mistaken 
Mr. VEST. I said the Inman line ca vit te ( oO 





Mr. STEWART. I will show the facts in regard to it The Sen 
tor is mistaken. 
Mr. VEST. The Senator may show the facts. but th ‘at 


I have stated them. 





Chere was very little opposition to the ll, though erted 
that it would end as did the ‘‘ Collins su ay. Lhe the 
House on April 16, 1864 

In the Senate Senator Collamer was its chief porter. Ife argued 
in favor of this bill because the contract 1 ) i 
and so would obviate th nistakes made E3 Coll | 
Mr. Trumbull, of Illin opposed the mea ‘ e Mr. W inson 

ttempted to amend it by providing for a branch line to connect with 
] 1 line at St. Thomas for Venezu ume 

lost The bill passed t : ite M id 1 ‘ 
President May 28, 1864, 

Che contract was advertised, but the 
New York, Nuevitas and Cuba Steam-Ship ¢ ‘ 
carry the mails for $240,0 ry 
Brazil and the United State But d iltic nce ‘ 

il isted on having the v Is stop at he A ) 
h this the United tes es ( I ‘ 
su p. 1 y tne I a tat l } 
refu d to pa more tha . 0) HK) 

The success of the friends of the Bra ly yave ¢ ‘ ’ 
those who favored other lin The mmerce of the Atla 
wholly in English hands, but the broad expanse of t 
yet untrave sed stea } What a 9 ( i 
up of an immense commerce with the 1 } 1 i 
India, and Japan! By timely action thi 0 
} move to this country, and throug i unt t a ni 
munication could be established by fa 1 tich 
would soon drive to rnin the sailing é ta ont to iket 
trip. 

We have heard that, M wain and again. (nother 
was introduced in Congress providing for monthly mails from San | 
cisco to China and Japan, touching at Honolulu, in t > 
Islands. The contract required vessels of at least 3.000 tops re ‘ 
built and owned b me in citizens. It» open to tl ) 
| bidder, and no bids were to be considered which were for more than 
$500 000 per year. Che contract was to go into ellect on or beiore the 
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Ist of Ja ry and to continue ten years. There were no ships in this 


nage, except those of the Pacific Mail, and 


authority is 


Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator kindly tell me what his 
for these statements ? 








t d sod tly, it was confidently expected that that Mr. VEST. Iam giving the history of American subsidi 3 
would be the only bidder Mr. FRYE. By whon 
l ll strongly opposed the bill | Mr. VEST. It is published in the city of New York under the aus- 
stablish this line and you will! alled u to es- | pices of Capt. John Codman, whose opinions are very well known, and 
not entering wedge, to spend $10,000,000in | who was quoted with great approbation the other day by the Senator : 
| from Maine. y 
Other Senat declared that, as was the result with the ant. um | Mr. FRYE. That is vi ry remarkable. x 
‘ i t) ubsidy prove a failure. Debate was short Mr. VEST. Ichallenge the Senator tocontradict or disprove any as- 4 
bill passed at once by a majority of 13 rtion here made—any one. I say that this isa correct historical ré- a 
t once taken up by the House. Mr. Alley declared | suméof the history of subsidies in this country, and before I get through x 
t ) nearly all the products of China, India, and Japan this line | I will quote the highest Republican authority for the truth of these i 
‘ t irrying trade of the world; and Mr. Cole, who origi- | assertions. 7 
nated the bill } Let me quote further : : 
I \ lemonst1 n can make any fact, that the expenditure will John Roach, in giving the causes the decline of American ship-building, i 
be t mat old in duties on increased importations, and that, too, from i : ; ; f 
t art d then the trade will increase from year to year, almost with ‘ America has lost her commerce, and what has she obtained in exchange for on 
ul pr ession, until not only our expanding Republic, but the whole | it? Simply the right of a few men to charge $9 per ton, in gold, on the impor- BY 
be ed th gh American merchants with the products of the | tetion of pig-iron. Pig-iron is the basis of all other metals connected with the a4 
| making and repairing of ships. There has been a revolution in ship-building, 2 
: ; and iron isthe material from which they are now built. The high cost of iron z 
cely any opposition was made,-and the bill passed the House, | produced by the tariff upon it is one of the principal difficulties our commerce has z 
} : ority. on February 16. 1865. to contend with. I did not come here to ask a bounty. I came here to tell you 4 
7 ae : ee “1: — that, whileall other articles of American produce are protected toa greatextent ‘ 
ted }y Pacific ‘ tes a m n¢ 7 . o : . é q ’ 
expe : the I AC Mail Steam-Ship ( ompany, through its | there is no protection for American ships. If Congress will take off all the 
| it, Allen McLane, was the only bidder; its bid being the full | duties from American iron, reducing it to the price of foreign iron, then we are 
amount of the bill, or $500,000 | prepared to compete with foreign ship-builders. The labor question is mis- ¥ 
~ . K~ F : : : . : | stated; we are prepared to mect that difficulty, and to ask no further legislation 
e at once arose, for the company desired to be relieved | oy that subject.” 
from touching at Honolulu, and offered as an excuse the fact that its Charles H, Cramp said in reply to a question by Mr. Morxiit as to the aver- 
we could t cross the bar before the harbor. But to establish | #&¢ "te of duty on materials entering into the construction of Ships 
aan Honolul nie of the + tomt ehinss of the ‘About 40 per cent.; and if our ship-builders could be relieved from that, they 
thi ‘rvice to Honolulu was one 0 16 most important Objects oF the | could compete successfully with foreign builders. The difference in the cost 
bill Nevertheless, the Senate was determined to give the company | of labor would be overcome by the superiority of American mechanics. Wooden 
all the assistance possible, and accordingly on May 24, 1866, Senator ships will no longer be built, since iron ships are superior in every respect. 
aa elie eiaelethe eli al tk - fi ten But in spite of the opinions of these ship-builders and of that class of men 4 
Cor 1ess intra ui ed a joint re soluti mn re leving le COMpaLy irom the | who believed that with ships as cheap to Americans as to foreigners, no sub- ; 
Sandwich Islands service. Senator Conness said—— 4 


Mr.STEWART. If theSenator will allow me, I have the facts here 
in regard to the Collins line. 

Mr. VEST. I have them, too. 
I get through 

Mr. STEWART. I thought you might like to have the facts put 
| you might comment on them. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
Senator from Nevada? 


The Senator can answer me when 


to the 


sidies would be necessary to restore the merchant marine of the United States, 
the champion of whose cause was none other than Senator SHERMAN, of Ohio; 
in spite of all this, the cry for subsidies continued. 
= ~ a a we * = 

When the geuveral appropriation bill for the Post-Office Department came up 
for consideration in the House in 1872 Mr. Conger moved an amendment to the 
Pacific Mail contract, making it $1,000,000 instead of $500,000, and requiring a 
semi-monthly service. This precipitated thesubsidy question. Mr. Kerr char- 
acterized the arguments for subsidies as ‘‘ the old and pretentious prayer of the 
few, the aggregated wealth of the rich corporations, for extorting contributions 
from the people. These contributions are for their own individual pecuniary 
benefit. The country will gain nothing by them. 


a : ; ie | Commerce will become no 

Mr. VEST. I would prefer not at this time. | cheaper.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Missouri declines | Mr. Benjamin Butler said: . . . 

: s : i ‘ lam opposed diametrically with all my might, with all my judgment, with ) 
to be in | . all my strength, to the idea of subsidizing any lineswhatever. The only time 

Mr. VEST. 


I do not want to be discourteous to the Senator, but I 
r finish what I was about saying upon a different subject. 
On May 24, 1866, Senator Conness introduced a joint resolution, re- 


would rath 


lieving the « any from the Sandwich Island service. Senator Con- | ‘With wooden ships we were driving England from the seas. The change 
ness i | to iron ships, and not the repeal of protection [in England] has given her the 
’ | supremacy, 
Our experier in subsidizing American lines has not, I concede, been en- | On March 20, 1872, the amendment was lost and the appropriation bill was 
but it wasour pride to make this a success, to make it a successthat | passed. On May 2 the bill was reported to the Senate by the chairmen of the 
illenge the admiration of the whole country. Committee on Appropriations, with the above amendment attached. 
resolution passed the Senate, but failed to c fi id : - : 7 ° 
~— ition passed the penate, but falled to come up ior consid- | In spite of the opposition of Messrs. SHzRMAN, of Ohio, Chandler, of Michigan, 
ition in the House, ; and MorRiti,of Vermont, the amendment passed, Then the motion was made 


BR he Pa * Mail and its friends in Congress did not despair, and 


came at last by a ‘‘rider’’ tothe General Post-Office appropria- 
ll passed by Congress, February 18, 1867. The Pacific Mail 
is relieved from the service to Honolulu on condition that it would 


: line fre Shanghai -K “ > wi > | . , : ; 
ran a lin ym sh angha to Hong Kong, to connect there with the | pay the largest returns. * © You will never restore your flag tothe ocean ; 
main line for the United States. Practically this service was provided | by subsidies, I care not how great you may make them ; you may increase your ; 
‘ the orig il measure. | subsidies to $10,000,000 a year and you will not restore your flag.”’ 
i Ata Nien, Be cnatieien snd = eed i . ——o | And Morrill, of Maine: ; 
, the iine t I fonolulu ¢ ale not be given up, and a bill was soon } “Is it practicable to recall our shipping? I think itis, and by the simplest 
passed appropriating a subsidy of not over $75,000 to the lowest bid- | process. Nota dollar of subsidies. Give us cheap materials, and we will do it. 
der for a monthly mail to that port from San Francisco. Only one | Give us the ground on which we stand, so that we shall have our materials just ; 
3 » memnemieele tien pea: he Californi foxvien | #8 cheap as they can be afforded elsewhere, and then all these ship-yards and 
: 2 ap] - 1 for thi: onrvn e, the ¢ alifornia, Oregon and Mexico | allthat skilled labor will be at work at once; and you willfind that we shal! 
il hi ts president, Ben. Holladay. The service was to be restore the balance of the shipping interests on the ocean, that now stands 


performed in American vessels of 1,000 tons register for ten years from | 








| This brought Messrs. SHerMawn, Chandler, and Morrill, of Maine, to their 


when this Government attempted to subsidize a line of steamers, the great 


‘Collins line,’ we not only lost our money, but we ruined those whom we un- 
dertook to aid.” 


Mr. Kelley favored it, and said : 





to increase ihe Brazil subsidy to $450,000 for a semi-monthly mail for ten years. 





Chandler, in a ringing speech, said: 

“It is desirable to own iron ships, very desirable, and I hope to see the day 
when we shall have our old supremacy in shipping, but it never will be done 
in the world by subsidies. Itis not the subsidized lines of Great Britain that 


against us,”’ 


AG bP cea tas 


ee ea olen ee ee ae 


WIL ‘AL oy 


, ” While Senator SHERMAN, in a speech advocating free ships, said: a 
etal . “— . . “ |. “Since we can not build these vessels within 20 or 30 per cent. of the costin Eng- \4 
trouble arose again for the Pacific Mail. During the fiscal year land, why not admitthem free? Why not admit them duty free, raise the Ameri- oe 
ending Juz ), 1868, it made only seven trips, and so, in accordance | ¢4 flag upon them, put American officers upon their decks, and have American 
47 hy amienal @h aeaitd adie : ia > 4) | lines instead of British lines? Why, sir, ifthat bill should pass, authorizing for- 
with | 7 ’ a ~ ld not receive the full subsidy of $500, 0 d; | eign ships, when owned by American citizens, to be used forthe present, for three 
which it coveted. To obviate this difficulty, Senator Pomeroy offered years under the American flag, one-half of the lines between New York and 3 
, nt resolution providing for the frill payment of the subsidy each | aes ee ~ ete. re . a 
et enae, tha lina chomté fi) aMinies “ K cto | 2e¢ Brazil subsidy was reduced to $400, »y a further amendment. and in es 
year 1p cas th line should fail to make the full number of round trips, | that form passed the Senate. Attempts were then made toadd “ riders,’’ giving F 
on condition that it would make at least two trips each quarter, and | subsidies to the Australian line, amounting to $500,000, and to a line to Cuba 
carry the mails on all steamers sailing between the regular mail trips, from New Orleans, with ee = $150,000, — theee failed. 
adil din Sad ee ae i, eee ‘ 2 emi. | senator Epaunps declared that it was as much unconstitutional and wrong - 
and wotl id make up the de hie tency W ithin three years after the termi to grant these subsidies to Americans as to give them to foreigners, and that he 
nation of the contract. This passed the Senate, but never came up for | couldnotsupportthem. Conference committees, composed of Messrs. Windom, 
. act n the House. Cole, and Stockton for the Senate, and Messrs.Collamer, Sargent, and Niblack 
5, i Ae ae e790 ai a cel . aties . | for the House, tried to arrange matters, but the House refused to agree to the 
. P eres ne up © 1872 the sub idy craze went on. ‘ Petitions for | Brazil subsidy, though it did pass that for the additional mai! to China and 
: mail contracts cai rom all whocontrolled or had any interest in ex- | Japan. The law was approved June 1, 1872, and the new contract required by 
* isting or proposed lines of steam-ships. Joseph Nimmo, jr., the Chiet | it was at once made =— the Pacific Mail, which wasthe only bidder. But the 
: Saas oll OE lean al : ; ae i . | company was not ready to begin the semi-monthly service on October 1, 1875, 
i ol t e Bure au ol Statistic Ss, submitted a report on the decay of Amer as required by the law granting the additional subsidy. The report of the Post- 
: ican shipping, in which he reviewed all the causes, and proposed rem- | master-General for 1878 tells the reason : : 
t edies. In 1869 the House appointed a committee to investigate the | Bh nee, ere er neenennah, besanee, 28 is ! 
5 ii eee a yt “le . 3 . . alleged, of unexpec ifficulties which retarde e building of the new steam- 
bj cause of the decline ol our shipping interests. This committee held ships now being constructed for thisservice. In May, i872, this company began 8 
ie sessions in all parts of the country and took a great dealof testimony. | an additional monthly service between San Francisco, China, and Japan, which a 
i . 
i 
Ri 
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} é ry 
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" it has maintained regularly with th 4 t 
service the sea postage o1 iv has been granted e the vess 
ton e than the law requires Th “pany asked 
the present s e till it car shi it wer vessels 
In i874, when the pany was rea ry 
eral d red that the contra ‘ Rut in t 
scandal came t wht Inv aa 1 shLOW ut Allan St v 
dent the companys \ n t t rs pent 
Irwin neariy VW) to 8e< t 3 1.G.Sehu LK 
the House of Representatives, was f t ve received “ 
could not acco fort gha fa o nor King, the : ale . a 
the House and Kepresentative-elect, fled Canad Other 1 \ ‘ ‘ 
; gress were thought to be implicated t nothing was ve . 
: This 7 eat s Ati ial, s a ii rT at ‘ I t 
i* put an end to further su ly legis Wha res ~ 
i these systems of subsidies? Dido s iy : +3 
_ } s ties 
7 nd did the subsidy give us the carrying tra ew a 
“ Yhina and Japan, as was so nfidentiy | i i I 
\ scheme? » steam-ships , ‘ 
i In September, 1873, the subsidy to the ‘California, O i Me t 
line”? between San Francisco a Hon 1, Sandw 1 ‘Is As t . 
: "? 
many interruptions and delays in the servi y voluntary ‘ \ { 
pany in withdrawing their stea s. It hac t | ' 
cost our Government the sum of $425,001 xports 
id United States to the Hawaiian Islands wer« I 3 ; 
ee into the United States from these islands wer 1,07 In t s ‘ i 
in which these ‘‘subsidized”’ steamers ran, the value the total ex . ‘ | j 
the United States to the Hawaiian Islands was $74 Ll; the tota ulu t ‘ ae ay : 
imports into the United States, of Hawaiian product, was $1,275,061—a a re “ pha w 
4 $200,000 on exports and a gain of $200,000 on imports. Net result, of the domest ur \ 
%% On September 30, 1875, the Brazil subsidy expired by limitation. This ser sumption of this « 
i which began in 1866,costthe United States Gov nent the ’ $1 t | 
+ The exports from the United States tothe Brazils in 1866 were $5,601 } “ fess 
& amount of exports in the year 1875 was $7,742,359; the value of the im, ; » | and advanced ur é e | 
? the United States from the Brazils was, in 1866, $16, 816,803; the va of S ethatif we will 
” ports from the Brazils in 1875 was $2,027,863, of which by farthe great Mt | glow the flag , f 
3 consisted of free goods. issrasatin lehaes : — — ; 
3 On December 30, 1876, the first contract with the Pacific Mail Steam-Ship Com- | announced. Commerce will not fo w t 
3 any expired by limitation. The second cor ct never went int t co leres The Ww { ) t f l 
2 he Pacific mail service during the period of ten years covered | ntr the interest of the pn 7 ; ‘ 
3 the sum of $4,583,333.32 was paid, with what results appears from Ww eee er aaee : 
4 table. buy our exports, they will never followa 
4 Value of merchandise imported info and exported from the United Siates fr 1 | puts money into tl ywn pockets. 
3 to China Mr. William E, Curtis, who seems to be an ¢ ) 
3 = views, in his treatise on Trade and ‘I'ransportation betwe 
x Year ended June 36 Ex} s Imports States and South Ame 4, mal the following : I 
: — — - at trade will follow t ‘ 
4 1867 19 ; commercial center in the w 
7 a4 SOeee eee eeeerereeeses Seaceetes ct 
: i eidcchmanakatsegesiette uieptetatehbtiadannsseassbedsortguccennties 12, 94 3 I call attention to that i want argu 
= intents = wna facts, not pathetic appeals to th« t ial } ‘ 
Value of merchandise imported into and exported from the United Siat ro ind | that our flag shall be seen on « y I I . 
to Japan. | ocean. We are practical statesmen, or we are not fit to re 
7 : : |; American people. If there any people that | ever ed 
' Year ended June - Exports. Ii rts. | the foundation of the world, not even except 
_— — — -— tical in all the affairs of life, it is this cosmopolitan populat 
United States. We do not want when we come t ) 
ales taking millions of doMars out of the Amer 1 T ) 
_ pg ee ee si ees with the display of bunting and Fourth-of-J 
“hg 1 . 4} r.1 . nN ‘where ry nev i n j hat we are t y 
The export trade to China, Japan, Brazil, and the Hawaiian Islands showed know were our money } ig and What we are to get lor 
no material increase during the subsidy period. Our manufacturers and pro- | in the world will pour it out more freely if 1 f 
ducers were not benefited by this outlay, The import trade from Japan and | moting the national welfare and the national! ) 
Brazil developed during the operation of the subsidy to a very marked extent, " =p ; aa i “a veh 
; but this was due to the removal of the duty from rubber in 1871 and from tea | MOoreacutely and distinctly and « n sra I 
ba and coffee in 1872, and to the free importation of raw silk. Of the value of im- | ‘‘ our flag on every sea unde tem h } 
: ; ports from Japan in 1876 $10,426,5: reser 787,417 raw silk. The | hut on the other hand has helped t ‘ t 
2. total imports from Brazil in 1875 ineluded coffee of the value of $35,099,274.and | 4 heat ' oa 
t rubber valued at $2,519,437. | tlag which can be found in the sh i ut 
y : 7 . | that wher * Curtis i that ft v 1 é t 
{ Now, Mr. President, to sum up the whole I quote from a distin- | ‘4° “9° Mr. Cu : — ' . 
o. : . ‘ "at I> 7 . rtat Lisa onstr: Dy ry ym lL cer l j 
guished Republican member of the House of Representatives, Mr. CAN- ee ae — phe 7 
TON. W in referri ( i idyv , 1 ¢ 4} | he omits to add the important quali at ‘ p } 
NON, who in referring to this subsidy matter on the floor of the Hou , : , i , ; 


said: untramr 
‘ : seer - portation; if it is not free, 1t will yx 
Commencing in the year 1847 down to the present t l act ¢ = : 


I hold int 


veneer = 


l ent 


been passed for a similar purpose (postal subsidies 








Vv 5 8 cl rmer n ( A t 
: ficial statements of the Secretary of the Navy and the Postmaster 1 Now, M ‘resident, I cal t ) 
j show payments of subsidies to the amount, in round numbers, of $14,500,000to | ahsurditv o 3 dex n by J} 
: steam-ship lines during the period from the year 1848 to 1858, Iholdin my hand ' : 
j a statement that shows subsidies to the amount of $7,000,000, in round numbers, | In the year 1584 ra 
since that time, making over $21,000,000 that have been paid out ofthe Treasury | }©° W85 OP . 
for the purpose of establishing steam-ship lines—$7,000,000 would buy all the | bee? & marked < 
steam-ships engaged in commerce that sail under the American flag on every | = Soe tap 
ocean inthe world—and more than that: the subsidizing of these steam-ship | ®8'2¢¢ 
bpd lines, from the Collins line in 1852 up to the present time, has bankrupted before t 
bi every prominent man that has favored it » 1s 
That is our experience—$21,000,000 absolutely thrown away, and - 
i worse than thrown away, because it stained the character of American ac. TANTIN 37 A 
} legislation, caused men to become refugees from justice in Canada, = ' ca : 
; and brought about a scandal that was a stench in the nostrils of every ote oe ‘ : 
‘k years preceding t 
; honest man throughout the world. ~ ; : 
What was done with this $21,000,000? Did it put the American em as 
Pe flag on one single steam-ship? Hasit brought back our commerce with , tam! ruulying as 
: foreign nations? The answer is found in the eloquent tones of the | MOUs 10 needs no | 
Senator from Maine, who says that the American shipping trade is | M46 DY Our tal AY 
dead, dead, dead, we kept our bh 
‘ 7 ‘ . . . . + . ta ATié } r 1 T 
' : Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator a question. I ask dur- | POTS 42 I ae 
ing what years was that $21,000,000 subsidy paid’ | Hon of what 511 
Mr. VEST. It was paid—I will read it again: und build 
J Commencing in the year 1847 down to the present time (1879 | at aad 
/ That was when Mr. CANNON was speaking— |} 186 
act after act has been passed for a similar purpose (postal subsidies). I hold in | —_ 
a my hand the official statements of the Secretary of the Navy and the Postmas- 1888 
8 ter-General which show payments of subsid ¢s to the amount in round num- : 
is bers of $14,500,000 to steam-ship lines during the period from the year 1848 to 1558, | Showing a falling o the tras Me 
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that ad of l 

necessary is to build American steam-ships, put them on the 

‘ i run them to the South American ports, and you will cause 
t ierce to sprit ipas Venussprang from the foam of the ocean. | 
ir. President, I will give another illustration. Wehavealways | 

had a ste ship line from this country direct to Rio de Janeiro, in 
We have one 1 v¥, and have id it for years We have never 

gular steam-ship line to Buenos Ayres, in the Argentine Re- 

] admitted hides free of duty, and hides are the 
great « t article of the Argentine Republic, for cattle grow down 
there spontaneously, | was about to say. There is not on the face of 

earth such a cattle country asthe Argentine Republic. You can 
buy beeves there for $5 and #6 a head that would sell in this country 
it $40 or $50. They roam on the great pampas and feed themselves. 
hey are wild cattle, and are killed for the hide. They are now—for | 


I have paid some attention to that matter lately—going into the dressed- 
beef tradé; and mark my prediction, our rival for the meat product of 
the world is in the Argentine Republic, and just as soon as the capital 
of Great Britain and the United States finds a refrigerating process that 
will preserve meat from the pampas of the Argentine Republic it will 
establish these vast establishments, such as there are now in the city 
of Chicago, known as the Big Four, and will run a direct line of steam- 
ships with dreezing compartments under the ammoniacal system which 


has lately been invented, without the use of ice, from Buenos Ayres to | 


Liverpool, and then you will find the result of your tariff as to the 
meat export 


ment yesterday one of the opposition members asked what the Govern- 
ment proposed to do, if the McKinley bill passed with an increase of 
the tariff duties, in regard to the admitting of American products free 


‘ 
iY 


into the United Kingdom, and especially what was proposed to be done | 


as to meat. We send into Great Britain $16,000,000 worth of meat an- 


ually. and ade ia cons lv or : . ‘tich Govern- | w.... : - os a ; : 
nually, and our trade is constantly growing, but the British Govern- | Now, in the first place, I denounce the principle upon which that state- 


ment has put quarantine regulations upon our live cattle to prevent | 


their being carried into the interior of the country as store or stock cat- 
tle to be fed and afterwards slaughtered by the British butchers. The 


result is that some enterprising Americans have establishments all over | 
E-ngland, dressed-beef establishments, one gentleman of the city of New | 


York having over forty. The beef is killed in this country at Chicago, 
carried down to these steam-ships which are all subsidized and monop- 
olized by these same gentlemen, and put into these ammonia compart- 
ments, carried to Great Britain and then shipped all over the United 
Kingdom. 

But when the Argentine Republic has the capital—and they are get- 
ing it very rapidly—and utilizes that vast beef supply, greater than 
hat of any other people, because they can raise beef more cheaply there 
than it can be done anywhere, then we shali find that if England can 
do without American beef it will be done. If we exclude their prod- 
ucts why should they not exclude ours? Commerce is self-interest, 
and the man who will not trade with you can not expect you to trade 
with him. The very same principle applies to the commerce of the 
world that applies to trade in a country village. 
try merchant who puts up his sign and wants to sell to his neighbors, 
but when he wants to buy anything goes over to a rival town, and how 
long will he last with his own neighbors? Why, he would be an idiot 
to expect them to buy anything he has unless they were obliged to do it. 


; 
\ 
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lions of dollars; and yet we are told that all | etc., to investigate about once in every five years the few Spanish books 


to be there found. There is where our money goes, and the farmers 
of the country are told it is done by their best friends. 

I want to read further 

Our export trade to the Argentine Republic has almost trebled since 1881 with- 
out any encouragement by lines of transportation. 
without a single subsidized steam-ship. 
munication with that country. 


We have had no regular com- 


The values of our annual exports to the Argentine Republic have been as 


follows 

In 1881 ee ooceees genceseees eccccoves evecccescecess cceccevecccoesege, 200, OOO 
1882., eocccessccoosos . evccvesces seeesccescesoses . cccsceceee Oy 450, 000 
1SS3 ° sovee . ‘ ° occccees . 3,360, 000 
iss4 eccceee 2 ecees eeoenees . 4,830,000 
ETI -sieieecnuiemmaiatien sdhampnnsdiveiticendabihianinatel ecccecssececes : ecscce seseseee 4,330, 000 
1 Sse e asvccasence eesecce pocacessecesceccnceseccnscoesesesees 4, 330, 000 
1887 Seance wes ececcecors ° sosnampbecotopeueceencnetssoses Gy CEE 


1858 : cones cocosereecesscess avccccscccsesece-evccsccoscessesecses 6, 100, OOD 

If steam-ships did it where are they? That was done by the tramp 
so far as transportation was concerned; but that increase with the Ar- 
gentine Republic was caused by the change of our tariff so that it 
made it profitable for those people to bring their goods here or to ex- 
change them for American exports. And yet in the face of these facts, 
so plain, it seems to me, that no intelligent man can fail to come to 
the conclusion I have done, the Senator from Maine expresses great 
surprise that his-subsidy system meets with opposition in the Senate. 

Mr. President, I come now to the last position I propose to discuss, 


} ve _ | and I have done with this question. 
I saw a statement published this morning that in the British Parlia- | 


The great argument of the Senator from Maine is that if this foreign 
mail service pays us so much money why not give it to the foreign 
mail service? He says the Postmaster-General of this country has 
never tried to make money out of the Postal Department; the Post- 
master-General has never had anything else in view except the very 
best service without regard to saving a single dollar out of the returns. 


ment is made or based. I announce here, although it is an old-fash- 
ioned idea—but I shall continue to adhere to it, for I believe it is the 
right one—that the business of this Government should be conducted 
like the business of an individual, upon the same principle, and the 
legislator who undertakes to give away money, simply because it be- 
longs to the Government, on a different system and plan from that on 
which he would give his own money is false to his trust. Sir, the 
most terrible, the most demoralizing idea that ever has prevailed in 


| this country has been that anything was fair to get money out of the 


J } save a dollar? 
You show me a coun- | 


England buys our beef to-day because she can not help it. She does | 


not take 1 pound from us either of corn or wheat or meat except what 


he is absolutely at the point of the bayonet of starvation compelled to 
do. Why should she All our American statesmanship is to put up | 
duties against Great Britain. If any man has the hardihood, as I have 
with my opportunities frequently done, to remonstrate against this sys- 
tem, he is an idiot, or is bought with British gold, and under British 
influences, and all that we now strive to do, at least on the opposite 


of the Chamber, is to invent some new process to drive away the 
word, and especially of Great Britain. And yet the farm 
ers of country are told, and the beef-raisers of the country are 
told, by the advocates of protection, ‘‘ We are your friends par excel- 
lence. It is not the want of markets. That is not whathas put down 
the price of your commodities. It is the need of steam-ships to go 
abroad empty under a subsidy.”’ 


Why, Mr. President, you might subsidize, and put free-trade on top | 


of it, and yet the people of South America would not trade with you 
unless they found it to be to their interest to do so. They will trade 
where they can make it to their advantage to trade and nowhere else. 
As I have said before, Mr. Blaine way wine and dine, and establish 
his South American library, in which he proposes to store all the Span- 
ish grants since the days of Queen Isabella, at a cost of $500,000 for a 
building alone in this city, and what will be the result? The British 
merchant will still command the South American market and laugh at 
you when you talk about taking it away from him. 

Mr. GEORGE. We shall have a library. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, we shall have a library and we shall have a few 
Republican office-holders to read newspapers, draw salaries, and abuse 
the Democrats, and that will be the end of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. And translators. 

Mr. VEST. And translators and Spanish students and ex-alcaldes, 


Treasury. I am not posing here as an economist; I think I have voted 
as liberally for the improvement of this country and its development 
as any man living; but I say the idea that anything is right to get 
money out of the Treasury and put it in circulation is the most de- 
structive and outrageous idea that has ever been advanced or acted 
upon in this country. 

Yet that is the whole of the principle declared here by the Senator 
from Maine. I donot say it offensively, but it is so. He says, why 
If we get so much from the foreign mail service give 
itmp to these steam-ships. Ioppose it. I want the best postal facili- 
ties, if they are needed, with every part of the world, but I am op- 
posed to giving more than the fair and generous compensation which 
should be given for the transportation of the foreign mails. 

Now, in answer to the statement of the Senator from Maine that 
there is a parallel between our domestic postal service and the foreign 
mail service, or that there should be, I will call attention to the pro- 
visions of this bill, and then to the system under which we carry the 
mails of the United States upon land and inside of our own domain. 
The Postmaster-General of the United States, permit me to state, as 
every Senator knows, advertises every mail route in this country by 
land to the lowest and best bidder, and takes bonds for the faithful 
performance of that duty, adopting the same principle which you or 
] or any other business man would adopt as to his private affairs. 

Suppose that any gentleman in business able to conduct his own af- 
fairs should adopt the principle announced by the Senator from Maine 
in regard to this Government and say, ‘‘ Well, if I make out of my 
business this year $10,000 I will distribute it to my employés; I will 
give it away; I will not save a dollar of it. If I make $20,000 next 
year it shall go the same way; I do not propose to lay up one cent; it 
shall all be in circulati®n one year after another.’?’ What would be 
the end of that business man? Is it to be said here that thee is noth- 
ing like economy, nothing like foresight, nothing like business talent 
in the conduct and administration of the affairs of the Government? 

But now look at the provisions of this bill. The first section of Sen- 
ate bill 3739 says: 

Said contracts shall be made with the lowest responsible bidder for the per- 


| formance of said service on each route, and the Postmaster-General shall have 


the right to reject all bids not in his opinion reasonable for the attaining of the 
purposes named, 


Now, if the bill stopped there 
Mr. GEORGE. Whatisthat provision? Will theSenator read it again? 
Mr. VEST. It is the latter part of the first section of the bill. 
Said contracts shall be made with the lowest responsible bidder— 
That is, for carrying the mails— 

for the performance of said service on each route, and the Postmaster-Gen- 
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eral.shall have the right to reject all bids not in his opinion reas ible for the | as to other nations was repealed differs 
attaining of the purposes named. acts tween 1816 d 1846 \ , 
Now, if this legislation stopped there it would be on a correct busi- | go Spanish vessels. : the same 
ness basis. But it does not stop there; it was never intended to stop | thing as what is now asked asa ted 
there; because that is thesimple enunciation of the just and equitable | crates to compete th ( tain ca 1. 
rule that the services rendered should be paid for, and to that nohon- | ang w this encourag nibs : , ‘I 
est mancan object. But the fifth section contains the gist of the whole | 1315, a pe 1 ¢ : ; ; : 
matter: building such a start, ha e mate! shij t 
That the rate of compensation to be paid for such ocean mail s¢ of th we had the advantage of all e world in building | 
said first-class ships shall not exceed the sum of $6 a mile, and for the second ee se os Sel a ‘ 
d class ships $3 a mile, by the shortest practicable route, foreach out ward voyage on until i wecant Annecessary W Ssausid \ 
for the third-class ships shall not exceed $1.50 a mile, : for the fourth-class | we could bnild ships cheaper than they could it y other part t 
a ships $1 a mile for the actual number of miles required the Post-Office D world, having the best timber and the best artisa rhe was no 
: partment to be traveled on each outward-bound voyage, successful competition with us in lila r sl %. til iron w ised 
Mr. GEORGE. That is for each trip? for that purpose. Then came sever mpet which we were not 
Mr. VEST. That is for each trip; and there is the milk in this com- | prepared to meet. 
mercial cocoanut, because that is a direction to the Postmaster-General But I rose principally to correct the statement of the Senator fro1 
that he shall give that amount; and we know that whenever sucha | Missouri with regard to the fate of the Collins line, and as to the 
limitation is put in they always give it to the last dollar. sidies given to lines of steam-ships by Great Britain and the United 
a If it was intended simply to pay a just and liberal compensation for | States in the begi: Che Cunard line in 1840 received a subsidy 
a actual services rendered upon business principles the first section would | of $291,960 a year from Great Britain for a monthly line of steamers 
& be left alone and nothing would have been added; but the subsidy is | between Liverpool, Halifax, and Boston, which was increased in 1849 
Re found inthe fifth section, which says to the Postmaster-General, ‘* \ to $437,940. The United States soon after subsidized the Collins 
you shall give it to the lowest and best bidder, and you can give $6 a | England immediately granted a subsidy of $705,570 to the Cunard line 
a mile.’’ between Liverpool and New York. On June 14, 1858, on the recom- 
of Mr. GEORGE. To any body ? : : ea mendation of Mr. Cobb, an act was passed by Congress forbidding the 
; Mr. VEST. To anybody, of course under the limitations of the bill, | Postmaster-General making a contract for carrying the ocean mails for 
4 that it shall be an American-built vessel, and there shall be so many of | more than two years or to involve a higher rate of expense than the 
4 the crew Americans. amount collected on the sea and land postage [his destroyed the Col 
i Mr. GEORGE. It is to be an American vessel. lins line and the other American lines It was not the competition of 
Mr. VEST. Itis to be an American vessel; that is the limitation. the Inman line which destroved the Collins line. as stated by the Sena 
ia Now, under the English system which we are invoked to follow bids | tor from Missouri. Mr. Cobden, the father of the cardinal principle of 
=a are open to the whole world, and, as I proved the other day beyond any | modern Democracy, in examining a witn before a Parliamentary 
7 sort of contradiction, the North German Lloyd line of steamers car- | committee with regard to the contracts for subsidies in 1859, asked the 
: ried the mails for years between New York and Liverpool, and to-day | following question, which the witness answered in the affirmat 
4% the Pacific Mail Steam-Ship line has two vessels running between San Tou sseawate thatii 
: Francisco and Australia under acontract with the British Government iin Calitnn Minin 
Why do you not follow that example, if you aretofoillow England? | oa yecause the American Government withdrew its eubeid 
Mr. GEORGE. They are American vessels? et ae egy : baa ape 
Mr. VEST. Yes, American vessels; they belong to the Pacific Maii en ee eee Se ee ee 
+4 Steam-Ship Company, and are doing that service to-day under contract , ©**™!2aulon asked the following question 
‘ with the British Government. ‘‘ Oh, no,’’ says the Senator from Maine “ an 
i Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator think they will do it when the four ce Shae bounded and baeete honed soeads is the acseunt which e nee 
q ships are put on at the west end of the Canadian Pacific? paid by this « try and the « iv for the transa ‘ 
Mr. VEST. Idonotknow. Iknowonething. I know the British ~~ 
Government will secure the best service possible at the lowest terms. @. And in the face of these increasing subsidies American Gor ment 
s altogetiier relinquished the practice of subsid x their vess 3s, and their 
$300,000 a year to those ships ? vessels, of course, have been driven off the passage 


5 Mr. FRYE. But the Senator does know they have agreed to pay ha 


Mr. VEST. If they have, it is because they get better service; it is The astonishment expressed in these questions at the folly of the 








because in their judgment they get better service for their colonial | American Government by these English free-traders is significant. In 
possessions; that is all. 1851 England commenced building steel ships. The cotton tariffs of 
But I am talking now about the proposition to open these bids to | 1833 and 1846 had rendered it impossible to manufacture steel in the 
anybody. Isay the British Government does it, has done it, and will | United States. As these steel ships supplanted wooden ships it was 
do it. To-morrow if an American can go there and outbid an En- | impossible for the United States ship-builders longer to compete with 
glishman he is welcome to doit; and under that system to-day Great | Great Britain in the building of ships. England, however, continued 
Britain carries seven-twelfths of the commerce of the entire globe, more | to increase her subsidies for the pury of d iz our ships off the 
than one-half, and she has done it with free ships. ocean, and finally, when the war broke out, she sent her armed « ers 
Mr. President, that is all I care to say about these bills. As | 1 | which destroyed our wooden ships and ended t conte e wa 
before, I speak to deaf ears. These bills will be passed. | »not | then et ed to decrease her subsidies som it, but every time the 
claim to be a prophet, but I say now, and it will go upon record, and ited States has made an eflort to increase her carrying trad i 
I will stand or fall by it, these subsidies will never bring us one do!! ilies, as in the case of the ¢ 1a line in 1870, Great Britain has in 
of foreign commerce. They will enrich the men who get the bids, or creased her subsidies and put on competing lit rhe following ta 
the contracts, or the subventions, or whatever you may term then ll show the annual subsidies paid to steam-ships by Great b ! 
will be a repetition of the same old scandals that we had in the « from 1848 to 1882, both ine ‘ 
penditure of $21,000,000, and we will be left with our shipping trad 
in the language of the Senator from Maine, absolutely dead. ' 
Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not desire to prolong this de : pa iy paid 
bate. I think the plan adopted by these bills now under considera- Britisl 
tion is the only mode of reviving our carrying trade. Free ships would G ae eehinad 
4 simply destroy building in our ship-yards at home without giving us 
y any relief. 2 
a Some aid to our carrying trade has been necessary from the begin- | !548----. x 
; ning of the Government. In the act for the protection of home in- | j2,, 5 
dustry passed by the First Congress in 1789 our merchant marine was | is5! ame 
protected. On goods imported in American vessels 10 per cent. less | 1852 5 
duty was levied and collected than on like goods imported in foreign - : ; =n 
vessels, The result was an enormous iucrease in the foreign carrying | 1855 { 206 
trade. In 1789, when the act to protect the American carrying trade | 1854....... 5, 713, 5 7,3 
was passed, the American tonnage in the foreign trade was 127,349 tons.) sa70' 415 || 18 a5 
In 1807 it had increased to 848,306 tons. This discrimination between 1 74 
American and foreign vessels continued as to all the world until 1815, i ' 
when a treaty was made with Great Britain whereby it was abolished om ars » san 
and a mutual agreement entered into which provides that no discrimi- 1363 { } 
nating duties on tonnage should be levied on English vessels coming | 1864 ‘ a7 
into our ports. England agreeing to charge none against American |} re 
vessels entering her ports, each country opened its ports without dis- | 
7 crimination against the vessels of the other. This discriminating duty | Since 1882 these annual subsidies have been somewhat increased, 
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averagi! 54, a year—$3,800,000 France and Ger: y 
ha also pted the policy of subsidizing their steam-ship lines, while 
t} t t 3 has returned to the } icy that was recommended hy 
M rt A ich resulted in the act which I have entione 
t t Co} lit rhe ! sh have kept up t 
t t 1 ] i of these ub 
I ) 0.000 tor al i at # 
UO NW). e@] { re it col r tion repall 1 
0, OU ‘ r ‘ 1 added to her national ear 
a nm { ited &S tes } 4 epris ] 
the f carrying t of the v 

| ‘ ‘ _— i shins a ' er ‘ 
. ? c ¢ where It is perl y < a 
‘ or cou sitisin Englar and dea i 
Ti beir t ure ¢ people to go into tl 
1 ‘ I 10D Ker y 1d ¢ 
] i up c : hi I cheap ‘ s, but still sl n 

wrder ft fore icarrying trade to subsi- 
‘ ’ ; ik il l Ra : t! ng : 
] cheaper than id they found it necessa 
‘ ! t eign trade or abandon the trade tothe s dized 
land. Neither free trade nor protection is very material. 
Ww ‘ u the carrying trade whose I 
f I no ¢ il competition so long as ot! i 
t ps in I r trade and we do not 

We are told that if the foreign carrying trade is not pre let 
others do i that if it does not pay why engage in it? There are a 
great many incidental advantages in doing the foreign carrying trad: 
In the first place, if we have our own ships we carry the mails directly 
to our customers and the business is notdone by wayof London. Com 
munication is quick and cheap. It facilitates trade; it brings us into 
immediate communication with all the world It is direct, and it is 
a great business, besides. 

(ur foreign carrying trade isimmense; it is enormous. I do not re- 
member exactly the amount. Theexports and imports are each about 
seven or eight hundred million dollars per annum, and the carrying 
trade of this country could be secured to our own people for how much ? 
Probably for six or eight million dollars a year we can secure this busi- 
ne x our own people. I would be in favor of taking $10,000,000 of 
th ent ‘liected from cu toms and give it in tonnage bounties and 
in int to steam-ship lines and be in immediate and direct com- 
munication with all the world and carry on this great business. This 
business is worth three or four hundred million dollars a year to Eng- 
laa and our carrying trade would be about as great. 

We could as ample a carrying trade with the world as we had 
formerly if we would spend a little money to do it. Now, they say 
the way to accomplish it is to have free ships. That would not ac- 
compl sh it, because it does not acco nplish it for England. It does 
not accomplish it for other nations that have fre ec ships. Other nation 
with free trade are compelled to subsidize their ships whether built at 
home or abroad. If free trade does not annie England to engage in 


the foreign carrying trade without subsidies, it certainly would not en- 
able the United States to do so. What would be accomplished by buy- 
reign ships? It-would break down our shipbuilding at home 

and leave us in a defenseless condition 
} this proposition, the protection of American ships, was the first 









£ ct ed upon in the First American Congress, and it was recom- 
mended as a necessity to our independence as a nation. President 
Washington suggested it as of the highest importance that American 
shipping should be protected. He said if it does cost a little more, if 
we have sailors and if we have ships we will beable to defend ourselves 
in time of 1 Chat was the argument used, and that if we would 
protect our industries we could develop them and become an inde- 
pt “nt ople. It was the first subject considered. 

real object which induced the forming of the Constitution was 
to accomplish this purpose, to protect our shipping, give us the carry- 
ing trade, and protect our homeindustries. Conventions were hel 1 in 
the differ tates after the Revolutionary war and it was urged that 
the peop! ild form a Constitution for the purpose of passing these 
la \ e the protective tariff, and we are having the benefit ot 
it. he country is developing wealth and strength beyon a parallel. 
We want Ir Ships prote ted, we want the carrvin z trade rotected in 
the same way, and then we shall do the carrying ‘tr: ade of the world 





anc we s& i In imealk 


te communication with all nations by direct 


: 
steam-ship lines. Our trade with foreign nations will then increase. 


We produce many things that they must buy, as is shown by our vast 


foreign commerce, and there are many things that we must buy from 
abroad that we can not produce athome. We must havea large trade. 
However we may protect our home industries, that does not isolate us 
ld t gives us the command of the world. The pro- 
tective tariff is the only thing that can give us the foreizn commeree 
because if you give to our manufacturers their home market they can 
compete with foreign markets 
It isthe home market of Great Britain and not her free trade that 
enables her to —— the manufacturing establishments of any new 
and growing count With 300,000,000 home customers Great Brit- 
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1 does not need a tar She can have great establishments without 
a tari she i tuated with regard to competito s the Western 
‘ ion with reg s person W » BI t ne tele } mpany 
5 i l] Ip . h 4 i T vu I w! t to 
her iriou e relat } hicl onop supply of 
) ¢ »O00 n \ - nha wu ket t » Ca 
with he 
, 7 ’ ’ 74 
if 7 
wal 
to ) r ) . portat v tl 
{ : e risir xcture e United Stat ‘ 
i ) 4 th I Li « Me t 
w German Empire was formed Great Britain sent her good 
vast establishments to Germal broke up every German es- 
lishment, and Bismarck was forced to defen d sere iny with a tariff, 
hough their wages were as low as in t Br n. In the last few 
years France, Italy sel Anais hae il ce eeecaaiee of Germal 
All of t i found that they could not compete with the large estab- 
lishments of England because England had its fixed market. The col- 
‘ of Great Britain are protected by a higher tariff than any other 
country in the world with the exception of India, which is a military 
ependent of Great Brita I All of them have tariffs as against us. 
Great Britain does not allow us totrade with her colonies. Where we 
ave a market she piles the tariff mountain high. We can not get into 
India 1 use that is practically a military government 





he tariff is the only thi: vives us a home market 


t 
and the only thing that can give us any prospect of foreign trade; but 
: ‘ vant 
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with this vast home market, if we can protect that, we can manu- 
ture as cheaply as any people in the world. If we can protect that, 
| have large establishments, we shall be able to send goods to every 


part of the world. Give us this market by a protective tariff. Let us 
build our own ships, let us do our own work, let us buy only those 
things that we can not produce, and our trade will be fostered. 

Then give us the carrying trade so that we can come into immedi- 
ate contact with the people of the world everywhere by quick trans- 
portation. It takes buta little. Take it from our tariff revenue. If 
we should divert $10,000,000 of our tariff revenue to this purpose we 

h ould double your foreign trade, and it would be a foreign trade that 
would be to our advantage. Weshould give employment to hundre¢ : 
d thousands of our own people. The resulting advantages from : 
well-regulated subsidy that will revive our foreign trade “would “4 

enormous, 

It seems to me strange that we should so far have departed from the 
teachings of the fathers, that we should so far have forgotten the strug- 
gle whict h was made originally to form this Government for the pur- 
pose of doing one of the very things proposed in these bills. I can 
show from the meetings of the conventions of the States and of the 
people, and the petitions that were presented to the First Congress, 
that the two leading ideas were to make this country independent 
financially and independent commercially as it was independent po- 
litically, to give us a protected carrying trade and protected home in- 
dustries. Those were the ruling motives that created the Constitution 
made it acceptable, and why they should now be abandoned when so 
essential to national independence seems to me strange. 

I am glad that this bill is here. I have been looking for it foralong 
time. Iam glad we have this opportunity to pass these measures. I 
shall not prolong the discussion, because I believe the pending bill will 
do great good if it shall be passed and become alaw. We shall then 
realize that we have a carrying trade equal to any in a few years, we 
shall be again mistress of the seas, and we shall be again respected by 
all mankind. little money given back from the customs duties, 
whether it is in differential duties or in direct subsidies makes no dif- 
ference, will accomplish the purpose. It will build up our carrying 
trade and give us the place which we are entitled to occupy among the 
nations of the earth. 

Mr. VEST. Mr, President, I simply wish to correct a statement I 
made in the heat of discussion. I stated that the Inman line came in 
competition with the old Collins Line, which was a subsidized line of 
the United States, and which failed and went out of business notwith- 
standing the subsidy. I ought to have stated (and except for the ra- 
pidity with which I was speaking I would have stated, for I knew the 
facts very well) that the Inman line competed with the Cunard line 
some years later. The Inman line was not subsidized. The Cunard 
line was subsidized by the British Government, and yet the Inman 
line took away a large portion of its business and flourished without 
any subsidy at all. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the bill now under consideratio: 
proposes at this day to inaugurate a policy which had at one time 
been adopted by the Government of the United States and was aban- 
doned because it proved to be a failure. It was shown by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] that the subsidies here tofore paid by 
the United States amounted in the aggregate to about $21,00 0,000. 
This large sum was paid by taxes collected from the laborers of 
the United States, and notwithstanding this bounty our commercial 
flag was driven from thesea. It was shown yesterday by the Senator 


| from Texas [Mr. Coxr] thatin 1855 under the free-trade policy then 
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prevailing, under the Walker tariff, and1 tions, « ons 
made even from that low tariff, American shipping 
the foreign trade reached its acu t 
standing various large sums of subsidy ha en pa 
the Senator from Missouri, there has been a continu: 
ular decrease, year by year, of American shipping enga t 
eign trade. So that the per tage of our tf y 
by Americ 85 ng then 75] u] 
to d es : it 3 16 und | 
ized by gentlemen who have vestigated 1 et (J pre 
1 tha he percent Lre ¢ Ame i 
< in American bottoms é ‘ 
Mr. President, notwithsta s é 
sch , it is wit \ f 
yenditures of the 1S W e sl : 
bills of this yes } large s } 
people as is proposed by the revenue bill sent to us fi 
of Representatives, and as shown also by t 
bill as made by the Finance Commitiee of t! ena 
circumstances, with this very large increase of the 1 ( ‘ ’ 
people, it is proposed now to add to tl t 
described in this bill. 
It is well to call the attention of the S to wha 
poses todo. It is not a billsimply to e: rage th 
or steel steam-ships, which are regarded ( 
men to be commercial necessities in this age, but t 
sidize ships, not only hereafter to be built, but every A ! t tt 
already built, of 500 tons burden and over, whether 1 l \ 
iron, or steel, or whether propelled by steam or by sa | 
So, Mr. President, we are brought, in the very outset th furt 
cussion, face to face with this very startling proposit I 
in a Congress representing a free people. The proposition is tora very nea 
by taxation from the great mass of the producers of wealth i 3 | the Is Ww 
country—the laborers, the farmers, the mechanics—a large sum of | veesslisn ( 
money, todo what? If it were necessary for the purpose of the ex- | r rt r \ 
penses of the Government, if it were necessary to provide means of | f1 t 7 . 
defense in foreign war, if it were necessary to pay pen to 
the soldiers of the Union Army who served their country in the fou : , 2,24 
years of conflict between the States, 1 would, and I believe the Ame1 I liey ( 
ican people would, make no complaint. But, sir, it is a bald, naked, | « : ssels 8 
undéisguised proposition to levy a tax upon the American people for | fi I et tl 
the purpose of making remunerative an unremunerative b 3 | packe iff, a sha 
now carried on by a portion of the American people, and, as r- | of t urticle vw Lov 
gested by a friend who sits by my side, carried on mostly by lar: ind a half 
and rich corporations. Under t!] 
Mr. President, it is to me a startling proposition that in a Congress | would get $3 | 7 
representing a free people under a constitution supposed t re- tton to 
publican in form we are engaged in debating the proposition whether | for ea h ba 
we will levy a tax upon the great body of the producers of wealth | of a few days ago 
in America in order to make remunerative and profitable a siness | t! of New ¥ 
carried on by a small portion, afavored few, of the Ame! le, | Reducing ( { I 
If it were not out of fashion, if it were not in fact a matter of re- | for carrying at 
proach, as I have heard it announced on this floor, to invoke t] y other pe 
Constitution of our fathers against the exercise of this po on rl 
might possibly be induced to say that I can find no warrant 
Constitution for this malappropriation of the people’s money. Bur, g 
sir, I will not make that point now. I put my objection uy Mr. GEORG] 
broad ground that it is unfair, it is unjust, and it is such a power \ rR) 
no government ought ever to be allowed to exercise, to take f: Mr. GEORGE 
one portion of the citizens of this country a large sum of y oi iD 
give it to another portion of citizens in order to enable thos - M RY] ‘ 
zens already engaged in a business of their own selection to cat Mr. GEORG i 
on profitably. That, sir, is the proposition of this bill. | ta 
I think the American people, when they understand it, 1 Mr. FRY I 
approve of such a proposition. I think they will regard that sift eight and b 
their trustees and agents, have no right to discriminate, ha Mr. GEORG] \ g 
right to say that here are a few citizens, mostly combined re 
corporations, with great wealth, wko, having embarked in a : ssels 
ness of their own motion and without any promise to them by th« M 
Government, and finding that business unprofitable, cat 
ask that the great mass of the American people shall be ta 
order that their business shall become profitabl That ist 
proposition contained in this bill, and when stated in tha Ly, as Mr. GEORGI A 
is the trne way, I think it ought to meet with tl: { fics ‘ : * 
every fair-minded man. 
My view and the constitutional view of luty \ Mr. FR) ( 
is to hold the scales fairly between the various classes of : Mr. GI iGE. 7 
protect them in their pursuits, to protect them in life, 
property, and not to go into the business of taxi! Mr. FRY] 
them in order that another portion may make greater | me port to 


they have heretofore made. r port s 
This is the scheme of the bill. Now, let us s ho ve l 
out. I have made some little caiculation in refere: to the opera Mr. GEORGE 
tions of this bill, which I will submit to the Senat« J are the provisions of 
owners are paid 15 cents per gross ton for all vessels of 500 t Chere can no 
over of a certain class which shall sail from the United States with | from Maine, fo 
one-fourth of a cargo to a foreign port, and which shall return f: wooden, sail, as 
a foreign port to a port in the United States with one-fourth of a | ground tl 
cargo. I take it that from New York to Liverpool the distance is i 


- 


ar 


acl 


o 
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Mr. FRYE Will the Senator allow me one moment? 

Mr. GEORGE Yeas, sir 

Mr. FRYE. Take aniron ship in San Francisco to-day to be loaded 

th grain, and an American wooden ship, the iron ship being British, 
the American ship be Ing wooden, of ame tonnage, the voode! ship 
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What is the trouble about this, Mr. President? Why, we tax all 


| the materials out of which ships are built, so that, as lam informed, 


| bnilt ships, we propose to keep up this unjust taxation, which 


it costs about 25 per cent. more to build a ship in the United States 
than it does to build a similar ship in England. Instead of doing 
the very thing which appears on its face to be the right thing to 
do, the very thing which the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri proposes to do, allowthe materials for the building of ships 
to come in free of duty and allow American merchants to buy ae 

1a8 


driven American ships from the ocean, and to correct it by another 
tax; that is, we tax ships imported, or we prohibit importation en- 


o 


| tirely ; we tax ship materials so that they can not come in here and 


isa better ship to carry grain in because it keeps it drier than an 
ironship. And yet the British Lloyds, which controlsand really pays | 
a subsidy in the way ofits control to British ships, makes a difference 
of 12 per cent. in the intere urged against the American ship and 
thus discriminates against us Lioyds do it right along, contin- 
ually. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yon mean against the American ship? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, the Lloyds discriminate against American ships. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is insurance, and I believe insurance men 
have always been credited with baviug the sense to adjust their 


premiums to the prospect 

Mr. FRYE. Is the 
towards American ships? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir; I not. I know what the 
Lloyds do; but I presume if they treat our vessels unjustly by charg- 
ing them an undue premium for the risk taken, the insurance com- 
panies in the United States, where money is cheaper or about as 
cheap now, I believe, as is anywhere in the world, would under- 
take that business themselves. 


il to be encountered. 
familiar with the conduct of Lloyds 


of danger or pet 
jatol 


Slay 


am do not 


Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. Four-fitths of all the marine-insurance companies in 
the United States to-day doing business are British. 


Mr. GEORGE. -That does not make any difference. We have 
money here seeking investment everywhere, and I state it as an 
economic and commercial fact, if there is a business carried on in 
this country, or from this country to another country and from an- 
other country to this, which invites larger premiums, and which 
secures greater gains than are right and proper, than is the ordinary 
commercial gain in matters of that sort, money in plenty is found 
here for the purpose of investment. 

how, Mr. President, I come to another proposition. There will 
be no dispute about it. I take it the Senator from Maine will not 
insist that he proposes to pay a bounty to the owners of these Amer- 
ican vessels for engaging in a business which is already sufficiently 
remunerative, and the question is now, ought a business, though 
carried on by American citizens, or American corporations, which of 
itself is a losing business, to be fostered by the Government, so that it 
shall be made profitable, not by the energy, not by the management, 
not by the skill and capital of the men engaged in it, but by taxa- 
tion levied on the other industries of this country? That is the 
question. 

What interest, I would ask, has the American people in the carry- 
ing on of a business which in itself is unprofitable? It adds nothing 
to the wealth of the country; it destroys wealth; and so far from 
the Government undertaking to subsidize an unprofitable business 


| stroy any industry now established in the United States? 





| 


by taxation on the American people, the Government ought to per- | 


mit any business carried on at a loss to die out, as it ought to die, 
Or at all events the Government should not resort to taxing other 
people to get money to keep the business alive. 

Che country as a whole has no interest in the carrying trade as a 
business. The Senator from Maine as a raiser of wheat, the Senator 
from Arkensas [ Mr. JONES] as a raiser of cotton, has no other interest 

n the carrying trade asan individual thanthat heshould get his wheat 

or his cotton carried at the cheapest rate. Certainly he has no 
interest in that business which would authorize the Government to 
tax him or his business to enable this unprofitable business to be 
carried on. 

Mr. President nent has no money. 
that truth. The Government produces nothing. 
lavishly indeed, but it does not create it. 
or gives it gets by taxation levied on the people. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me just one word there? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir, 


the Govern! We often forget 
It spends wealth 


All the Government spends 


Mr. FRYE. The farmers of Kansas and Nebraska, and that sec- 
tion of the conntry, were making very bitter complaint about the 
cost of getting their wheat and corn to Liverpool, and the railroads 
responded to the cry this very last yeay, and made reductions, and 


the British ships that carried the dite New York to Liverpool 
immediately made corresponding increases. They were without any 
American competition, and the result was that the farmers of Kan- 
sas and Nebraska did not get the slightest advantage from the reduc- 
tion of freights made by the railroads. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the law had been as it ought to be and as the 
amendmert offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] would 
make it, the American merchant and the American capitalist seeing 
this unjust action on the part of the British ships could and would 
buy ships and send wheat to Liverpool at a reasonable price, and 
then the catastrophe mourned by the Senator from Maine could not 
happen. The Senator from Maine and those who agree with him so 
act that we can not have any American ships. They put us at the 
mercy of foreign ships and then make that an excuse for taxing the 
Kansas wheat-grower and the Arkansas cotton-grower to subsidize 
the ricii owners of American ships. 


ate 


| it. 


| understood, is like every other sort of commerce. 
| you wish to sell you must buy. 


| consist in the main in an interchange of commodities. 


| will not allow them to bringin return cargoes ? 


be put into a cheapship. We drive the American ship from the 
ocean by that kind of a process, and then we propose to repair the 
wrong by taxing the American producer, the American farmer, in 
order to sabsidize a ship to run against cheap foreign ships. 

I do not think thatis the right waytodo. Itistrue that we repair 
the wrong done somewhat to the ship-builder by giving him a sub- 
sidy, but how are you going to repair the wrong done to the farmer 
and the mechanic and the laborer? They are taxed twice and no 
sum is ever returned back to them. And what is the objection to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri? Will it de- 
Are there 
any ships for the foreign trade now being built to any appreciable 
extent in the ship-yards of the United States? There are none. 
This bill says there are none. This bill says they can not be built; 
they can not be run profitably. Now, what harm will it do to the 
owner of John Roach’s ship-yard and the other ship-yards of this 
country mentioned by the Senator from Maine yesterday, some ten 
or twelve in number, that ships for the foreign, not the coasting trade, 
should be imported into the United States free? They interfere 
with no businessoftheirs. It disturbs noinvestment made by them. 
So far as their business is concerned, the question raised by this 
bill is not a question of injury to established rights, but a question 
whether we will tax the American people in order to forward inter- 
ests in a direction which they would not otherwise go. If weallow 
foreign-built ships to be imported free of duty to be employed in the 
foreign trade alone, we only substitute such a ship owned by an 
American citizen and carrying the American flag for a foreign ship 
carrying a foreign flag. 

We come now to another paen. 


What good will it do for us 
to have these subsidized ships 


Foreign commerce, asI havealways 
It is two-sided. If 
I suppose it is an axiom in political 
economy that if you want to carry on trade with a people you 
must buy from them as well as selltothem. Foreign commerce must 
If you wish 
to sell to a country, you must buy from that country. Now, the 
policy of our tariff laws is that we must not buy. Carried to its 
legitimate conclusion, the protective system means this: Make 
within the United States all that the people of the United States 
want, and buy nothing from any foreigncountry. That is the logic of 
It is the avowed purpose of our tariff system to prevent imports 
into this country. You have got a wall, as it has been called, about 
17 or 50 per cent. high, excluding foreign importations to a very 
large extent. 

How can we fill these vessels under our system with freight if we 
This bill is intended 
or professes to be a bill to increase our foreign commerce. The tariff 
bill which we shall have up next week or next month will be a bill 
to diminish and destroy foreign commerce ; that is, destroy one-half 


| of it, destroy imports, and without imports you can not have exports 





i to? 


| goods now relieved from freight and other charges, and which 


| or 50 per cent.? 


to any very large extent. Trade between nations must be in the 
main an exchange, direct or indirect. Nonation can long buy unless 
it can sell. We make onr tariff so that foreigners can not sell to us, 
and when the legitimate effects of those tariff laws work out a de- 
struction of our foreign commerce and our carrying trade, we pro- 
pose to tax the American people to furnish the means of carry- 
ing in American bottoms the foreign trade, which by our tariff laws 
we say shall not be carried on. We destroy foreign commerce and 
our foreign carrying trade by unjust and onerous taxation levied on 
the American people. Having done this, seeing the devastation com- 
mitted by our folly, we attempt by this bill to undo the wrong by 
adding more unjust taxation upon the people. 
But, Mr. President, suppose our manufacturers want to export 
their products, how are they todo it? Where will they export them 
Will they export them to Europe? Ifso, how can they do it? 
They can not, they say, come in competition with European goods 
in our own country with the freight across the Atlantic Ocean and 
insurance and other costsof transportation added? How, then, can 
the American manufacturer send his goods across the Atlantic Ocean 


|and, with freight and insurance and other costs of transporta- 


tion imposed on his goods, compete in Europe with the very ae 
6 
says he can not compete with here without a protective tariff of 47 
And yet that is the proposition of this bill, 
Let us see how this is. The American manufacturer says he will 
be ran down, that he can not pay good wages, honest, fair wages, 
that his business will be broken up if goods from Europe, paying 
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transportation across the Atlantic Ocean and insurance and other 
charges of the transit, are allowed to come in and compete with his 
goods at a less duty than from 40 to 50 per cent., and yet the pro 
osition is now, so far as the European trade is concerned, to chang 
all this and to tax the American people in order to ¢ y goods 
made here, which can not compete on our own soil with E \ 
goods without a protection of 40 or 50 per cent., and s t 
Europe to compete Ww ith those goo Ils there. 

Mr. President, if you get the ships by this subsidy, unless 


whole argument upon which the protective tarif 
to be false, we can not send go mis to Enron But I saw in some New 
York paper not long ago a statement that the American mannufact 
urer had two prices, two price-lists, one for the home market and 
one for the foreign market, and I recollect distinctly that it was 
stated in the paper which I read that asto one particular article t 
price for the foreign market was just one-half of that for the domes- | 
tic market. 

Well, now, let us see how that would work. I have all along 
thought that the prices charged our people for these protec ted goods 
are largely in excess of the prices at which the manufacturer could 
sell them. Are the American people, who are charged twice as much 
for American manufactured goods as the same manufacturers sell them 
to foreigners for, to be taxed to subsidize ships to carry che ap goods 
from their own shores to sell to foreigners at prices which they are 
not allowed to buy them? That is exactly what this bill proposes 
todo. I take it that the American people are not willing todo that 
At all events, so far as my voice is concerned, as representing a por- 
tion of them, I am not willing to do that. 

The American people are at least entitled to buy American goods 
protected by a 50 per cent. tariff as cheaply as the foreigner can buy 
them, yet in order to enable the manufacturer to sell his sarplus in 
a foreign market, rather than in the home market, we propose by this 
bill to tax the American consumer in order that this surplus shall be 
sent out of the country to prevent it being sold here at a reasonable 
price. We propose to rob the American consumer and then charge 
him with the cost of the operation. 

sut it is said that if we subsidize these ships we shall increase 
ourforeign trade. Letus seehowthatis. Therearealready enough 
ships, and more than enough, in the foreign trade between the United 
States and Europe. How can youincrease the foreign trade by 
ing surplus ships to an already too large number? There must 
somebody in Europe to buy the goods before we can get up the for- 
eign trade; and the effect—and I desire to call the attention of Sen 
ators to that—of subsidizing American ships to carry our wheat, fi 
instance, to Europe and displacing that quantity of foreign tonnage, 
will be inevitably to diminish the sale of our wheat in Europe. 

Why dol say that, Mr. President? In the Scandinavian states, 
Norway, Sweden, and Denmark, all largely engaged in the shippir 











business, the climate is cold, the soil is sterile, the people are peor, 
large numbers of them obtain su pport by sea-faring lives. A large | 





portion of those people get their sustenance from the gains made by 
their navigators, Destroy that industry, and you tothat extent de- 
crease or diminish the ability of that people to buy our breadstufts. 
I do not hesitate to say that every dollar of profit made by these peo- 
ple in our carrying trade is invested in food products to be « 
sumed by them. 

I hope it will not be considered, Mr. President, as a singula u- 
ment that I should say to the American Senate that we are inter 


ested in the prosperity of our customers. If they are poor they can 


not buy from us; if they make no gain they can not buy from us 
Now, I do not want to be understood as saying that I would sacri! 
American interests to foreign interests in order that the foreigner: 
might be able to purchase our goods, but that is not the proposition 
here. The proposition is to tax the American people, to take m 
from their hard earnings and give it to men who are otherwise en- 


gaged in an unprofitable business, and in that way drive ont from 


that business men who, from the gains made in it, would buy om 
productions I hope Iam understood on thatpoint. In other words, 
I do not think we do a wise thing when we tax our people, without 
any benefit to them, to create an agency which is of no benefit to 
them, which agency shall be used for the destruction of the prosper- 
ity of a foreign interest which spends its money with ' So that I 
feel authorized to say that, so far from this subsidy increasing our 
foreign commerce with Europe, it will diminish it. 

But it is sometimes said that by this bill we will seek new n 
We have had a Pan-American Congress called this winter, the ob 
ject of which was to extend onr commerce in the Latin stat: 
America, in South America, Central America, and Mexico. ‘That 
a very laudable and a very proper enterp But 
this bill will help our trade in that direction. The markets of t} 
‘states are already in the possession of Europeans, 








and thie re- 
main so as long as European merchandi s sold there as che I 
cheaper than ours. 
Now I come back to the argument I used a littl 


reference to sending our goods to Europe. If we ¢ 


with the European goods in our own country on account of our tax- 
ation of raw materials and all that sort of thing, I should like to 
know how we are to drive out an established European trade in 
these Latin-American states, who have already occupied them and 
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ilready monopolized them. Are the people of those countries 
mere matter of sentiment, to de et British carg ra 
German or French cargo of goods at a cheaper rate than they e: 
an American cargo of goods merely beca rica irgo is 
it there in a subsidized ship? Unless we car { t propo 
I do not see how we are to occupy those 1 . ve 
do niet y tl we are not g y ’ 
subsid We can do it, I believ al { 
on raw materials and of other products as w ( the A 
manufacturer to put his goods « t é I t is favor ‘ 
footing as the Europeat 
Chen there is another reas why they wv not t \ 1 
We will not trade w As Iremarked a t ‘ ea for 
eign commerce, as all other « nmerce, 18 In the main a matt exX- 
change and barter. We can not sell to them unless we will 
from them, and when they import their goods into the Ame1 
Union they will find a tariff tax of from 40 to er cent. barring 


them out, whilst England admits most of them free of duty. 
Now, I submit to the fair consideration of the Senate this q 


How are we to carry on a unilateral trade, send our ships, even if w 





can sell our goods as cheap as the opean, less it the same 
time shall load these ships coming back with the products of those 
countries to be used here ? And yet our tariff system 31 I 
shall not come 

So we stand In its way, Mr. President, so far as these and all other 
countries are concerned; we stand in the positi of offer r 


for sale and at the same time telling these people we will take 


nothing in return, except with a very high tax levied on it. We 
have got to that point. Of course our protectionist friends sa 


‘‘We want the balance of trade in our favo 
money. 


We want to bi yy 
We want tosell for money. We do not want to s tor 





goods.” The answertothatisavery plainone. First, youcan not do 














it; and, second, all these countries have silver money, and they ha 
very little else than silver money We will not take their ods 
their products. We tax them 40 to 50 per cent. and when it com 
to their silver money, what do we find, sir? Why, we tind the 
financial system of this country based on the idea of discrediting 
silver money, and every dollar of this South American coin which 
comes to out though not me 1 a tax of per cent 5 
their other ( Ss Inet bli ¢ ny equa as formica I 
| our fiscal system, which re« s the vy e of the South A ( 
ind the Mexican dollar 30 ce 
So now we have arrived at this point: We are taxing our } 
taxing our laborers, taxing our farmers, for the purpose of paying 
millions and millions of money to rich ship-owners, to rich iy 
builders in order to run sh ps yn] 0 ourt! led, and to carr’ 
products to cour tries which will not take them 1 ause we will not 
take their products,and tocountries whose mone e dise! Chat 
is this scheme. Say what ye will about if munts tk l 
nothing more. 
Mr. President, I have but a f mor iy ¢ t 
I will remind the Senate tis not nec iry, 1 suppose, to do it 
that there is not a dollar in the American Treasury that has not beer 
put there by the labor, the toil of some American citizen, and } 
yout that money out, you take irom 
self-al ial of the American citizen Ther 
magic of a law to create wealt! I re is no 
to somebody without taking from somebod W hor 
from? There is a voice now, sir, being heard thron 
and breadth of thia land, a voice speak » no 
hieh talle ne here 1 ret the : d ¢ 
Pr a t, that have ab t reached ot they ience of 
the people. Throughout t South, t ghout We there 
| one class of our countrymen(aboutone-balfof them) who have at last 
awakened tothe—I will use the word—the init es of our fiscal - 
tem. Mortgage upon mortyage, foreclosure upon foreclosu every 
vear increas ‘the debt and winding the toils aronnd thest rm 
of America free nen, is the re lt of 
I {ar rs ha t ma t! } I o ‘ ‘ 
tries Phey | e | we J 3 farmer rarely 
icquires $20 ) worth of propert If ] formed 
there Li 3 fan ur 1 ri of the pro- 
ect syst 1 whose ucon s & t i sum si to the 
irss l ota American Senator or R f at da sum, 
n idd th ne emphasis, t] net t of « l a 
i ed An 1 far to that i 
he 4 owne! € free fr id i 
a 
No vil i ‘ I l P 
ody ri¢ ma some to say this, 
1 0 { 1} t re j tand this much 
pyel They | uli ances and tl 
ra 6s For the lirst ti ey ive found out the 
power Of organization ma und I fear they will, in the 
troubles, i d | ( stice and wrong, seek impos- 
sible and But, sir, it is an agitation; it is a 
marching forward to a point, to an assertion of their I 
ican freemen, which meets my hearty approbation. l 
make 1! tal I have no doubt, but in the long run it will be found 
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that the cons itive 


American farmer will be able to 


and sensible 





work out h ilvation under the Constitution and the laws of this 
country I bid him God speed in that mission. Among the reforms 
he will make will be this: That from the small portions of his hard | 
earnings, from his savings from self-denial to himself and his family 
he ll not much longer submit to pay tribute to the men who own 
t! million He will not much longer subn nit to be taxed that one | 
man may gain more each day he lives than the American farmer 
would be glad to accumulate in a lifetime of hardship and toil 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). Th s- 
tio on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Louiel a 
[ Mr. ¢ 

CALI Mr. President, the boards of trade of several of the 
cit f Florida have expressed a favorable opinion of one of these | 

ind to some extent of the other, and have requested the Senators | 
vepre itatives of that State in Congress to give the subject favor- 

I } ration 

Id Mr. President, are both absolute and relative. I concur ina 
great deal that has been said by the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
GEORGE} and the Senator from Texas [Mr. Cokg]. I consider that 
the farming interests of this country and the whole people of this coun- 


try 
is absolu 


are now sullering under taxation and of fipance that 


tely destructive of their interests and is impoverishing them; 
but the incidental effects are much greater than the positive tax levied 
upon them, and that is the case with reference to many subjects of 
pub plic policy. 


rhe Senator from Mississippi | 


a system ol 


{Mr. GEORGE] is mistaken. There is 


a power in Government outside of the positive enactments which are | 
in the shape of taxes upon the people, one which creates credit | 


made 
and creates coniidence, which is itself a power attaching to the opera- 
tions of ment always, and the pledge or promise of aid on the 
part of the Government is itself a capital and a power, although a tax 
may never be required to be levied, and the aid that may be given to 
an enterprise in a system of public policy by virtue of this fact, which 
is in itself a value, is used by 
ing the various kinds of special interests of one or another class of peo 
ple. 

I jind 


con) 


govern 


Mr. President, 
is not a new in this country, and was not new at the 
very commencement of the Government. I find in a report which has 
been published that there was a series of legislative action on the part 
of this Government in the Administrations of Presidents Washington, 
Adauus, Jeflerson, and Madison, and thatin the legislation of thiscountry, 
continuing on down tothe Administrationsof Mr. Polk and Mr. Pierce, itis 
a recognized fact that there were circumstances under which there might 
properly be extended to the interests of navigation, commerce, and ship- 
ping the assistance of the public policy of the Government in the shape 
of various enactments, and even in connection with what is known as 
a subsidy. 

Surely this public policy, which dates back to such a long and ancient 
period in the history of the Government, is worthy of some considera- 
tion. We must not assume that it is entirely without foundation in 
reason. The Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Robert J. Walker, in one 
of his reports submitted this statement: 


By our recent acquisitions on the Pacific Asia has suddenly become oug neigh- 
bor, with a placid intervening ocean, inviting our steam-ehips upon a Crack of 
commerce greater than that of all Europe combined. 

This commerce is ours if our merchants and Government should by their 
united energies secure for us with Asia a rapid and frequent communication by 
steam. Our products and our manufactures, aud especially our coarse cotton 
fabrics, are precisely what are desired by several hundred millions of their 
people, who will send us back in return their specie and their rich productions, 
so few of which are raised within our limits. From our coasts on the Pacific, 
as well as from the Gulf and the Atlantic, and the Isthmus route, we would be 
much nearer to the west coast of America, as well asin Asia, than any European 
power;and with the best steam-ships in adequate number, with the greater cer- 
tainty of the voyage, of the period of arrival and departure, and economy of 
time, and saving of interest, and with diminished cost of carriage, we would 
ultimately supply the western coast of America, as well as Asia, with our prod- 
ucts and manufactures on better terms than any European nation. We would 
in time receive the products of the East, not only for our own consumption, 
but to be warchoused in our ports as entrepéts for the supply of Europe. And 
so far as European fabrics should reach Asia and the western coast of America, 
they would ultimately pass chiefly through our hands as factors and in our 
vessels, events which would very soon give us the command of the trade and 
specie of the world. 

Our merchants, as must have been expected in any new enterprise, encoun- 
tered some difficultiesin putting their first lines of steam-ships into full and suc- 
cessful operation, but these obstacles they are rapidly overcoming. They en- 
countered similar difficulties in the commencement of their first line of packet- 
ships, which soon, however, outstripped those of all other countries, and the 
same success, with a liberal Government policy in the outset of their great en- 
terprise, will soon follow as regards their ocean steam-ships. 


that this subject of assistance to shipping, to 


mercee, one 


T read that to show that the most liberal of our public men in re- 
spect to our relations with other countries and toa very moderate reve- 
nue tariff was of the opinion that it was not only practicable but that 
it was wise for this Government to extend aid to our shipping interests 
in the outset, and establish them by some permanent policy in the 
shape of a subsidy upon a foundation that might meet with success. 
So it would seem to be the dictate of abstract reason. You may give 
aid to a ship, to the construction of a ship, which will enable it to be 
profitable when otherwise it would not be, either by removing restric- 
tions or by giving special privileges or by a contribution in money. 
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Certainly that result may be attained, and the question occurs, how 
muc h benefit will result to the country and how widely will that ‘bene- 

t be distributed? Will it inure only to the ship-owner, to the corpo- 
ration that owns the ship, or will it reach the tax-payer who has to 
| be taxed for it? 


I should have no objec tion on my part to giving my vote toa well con- 
sidered system by which there should be given efficient aid to Amer- 
ican ships, to the construction of ships, and to the running of ships. I 


find that the subject has been so extensively considered that upon that 
point, the cire omstanc es of the per ople being such that it could safely 


be done, the re remains comparatively littledoubt, In a minute which 
I find in the reportof the American merchant marine and foreign trad 
House Report 1210, Fifty-first Congress, first session, is a memo- 
rial of Prince Bismarck for assistance to German steam-ships based 
upon a consideration of the French mercantile marine act of the 29th 
of July, 1881. The reasoning of this distinguished man is given, and 
his analysis of the subject is certainly worthy of consideration. He 
possesses a mind of no me an character, and his great prominence in con- 


} nection with European affairs gives to his investigations upon any sub- 
ject the right 
| reference to the French system, 


and great consideration. He 
which he is submitting to 


to great respect says in 
the consid- 
eration of the German people: 

4 French stear 
would be entitled toa bounty 
ich a vessel can do four 


ner of 2,600 tons, a regular liner, for instance, 1e La Plata 

in round numbers of £2,000 for the \ and, 
sa year and nine voyages in the course of 
bounties to the amount of £8,000 to £9,.0%W a 
. of the ship’s value, which may be estimated at 


yage, 
as & 


¥ oyage 
year, equal to 13 to 15 per cent 
£60,000, 

‘The bounty is not confined to the French shipping trade 
is accorded to all French ships, even though they only ply 
ports. Under similar conditions the English owne 
tion. They can not, however, hope to compete 3 
side 13 to 15 per cent. of the working capital arerefunded. A French competi- 
tor can accept freights which merely cover expenses of the voyage, and yet, 
thanks to the Government bounties, get handsome profit on his capital. This 
kind of businesss would prove ruinousto the Englishman, while leaving a 
handsome margin to the Frenchman. 

‘It is no exaggeration to assert that before the expiration of a year after tho 
promulgation of the French bounties bill the French merchant service will re- 
a considerable augmentation, and that it will share with England the 
transport trade of the Atlantic, as also the trade with South America, East In- 
dia, Australia, and other British colonies. We will not depict the consequences 
ofthis. The bounties are said to constitute a compensation for certain burdens 
and duties imposed upon the respective circles. The recipients, however, view 
them in the right light, namely, that of state aid which will enable the French 
owners speedily to establish and devel lop a great merchant navy, 89 that the 
shipping transport trade may be carried on to a larger extent than hitherto by 
French vessels, and in order to create for France a powerful navy which may 
prove of effective service in time of war.” 

That the suppositions and calculations from which the above-quoted opinions 
proceed are universally shared in French shipping circles, is shown by the 
zeal with which people in France are hastening to utilize the privileges of the 
new det. 

According to all the reports received, an extraordinarily increased activity 
has already manifested itself in the ship-yards of important French ports. In 
like manner, everything is being done on all sides to establish new lines or to 
enlarge and extend the existing ones. A further consequence of the new law 
is the establishment of a credit institute (the Crédit Foncier Maritime de France 


with France, but 
between foreig 

rs are equal to any competi- 
successsfully if on the other 


| with a capital! of $4,825,000, whose object is to give a new impetus to ship-build- 


ing and the shipping trade by granting loans to be amortized on ship mortgages 
ind by other means, 
. ~ * * & * * 

It is further complained that the French flag is inadequately represented in 
distant waters, and it is admitted that both French industry and commerce 
from and with France suffer in consequence, for the ‘“* merchant service,”’ they 
say, is the handmaid of all industries, of agriculture and commerce. On the 
day the freight trade is given over to foreigners a mortal blow will be dealt to 
all the industries of the country. It would be an anomaly, from a national 
standpoint, to cede the transport trade to industrial rivals. In choosing these 
to export home products people expose themselves to all kinds of foul play, not 
only in competition, but also to adulteration of goods. Protests are made 
againstconsidering the question of the merchant service only fromthe merchant's 
point of view, or from the egoistic point of view of the shipping agent, who ap- 
plies to a foreign flag for the chance of an ephemera! profit. Members were re- 
minded that it was the merchant service and its captains who established offices 
in foreign countries, and who create profitable relations between France and 
those countries by their establishing s ipping trades at home on the strength 
of the connections they had formed abroad. Theshipping trade, it was argued, 
was not merely a transport trade, for the master ofa vessel when abroad, if un- 
able to get a return freight otherwise, will eventually undertake a commercial 
transaction on hisown account. These masters of ships were the best com- 
mercial travelers for the over-sea trade. 

It was impossible to regain foreign markets once lost by the aid of foreign 
agents and negotiations. Direct connections must Be maintained with distant 
lands in order that French influence, French commerce, and French products 
gain a firm footing by the aid of the French flag. For this reason it is intended 
to assist the French merchant service, and also with a view of expediting the 
transition from sailing to steam navigation, so as to place it on an equal footing 
with such other flags as are further advanced in this respect. 


Says this distinguished man and this very able reasoner: 


The only material difference of opinion was as to whether the proposed meas- 
ure of ship bounties wouid answer the desired purpose. Even those opposing 
the navigation bounties do not hesitate to offer compensation for this in the 
shape of bounties for ship-building to exceed those provided by article 4 of the 
law. The following remarks, passed by two leading deputies during the de- 
bate, which considerably contributed toward carrying the measure, may be 
quoted as characteristic of the narrow limits in which the opposition moved. 
Both deputies are free-traders. The one who advocated navigation bounties 
said : 

**Il am a radical and a free-trader, but as occasion requires I yield in political 
or economic matters, because it is our duty to care for the requirements of 
France and her intereets."" And the other member, who rejects navigation 
bounties on principle, says, “‘ Disputes about theories and doctrines are all very 
well for books, periodicals, and newspapers, but matters are conducted other- 
wise in Parliament, where members agree and consult with oneanother. Each 
one contributes something of his own, and the result is that some point is 
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reached, which perhaps may not satisfy all, but yet is as much as should be « st I t ng, d ate I 

pected from the state.” 7 question, wit 
It is trie there was no lack of objections on this occasion from the representa 

tives of the extreme advocates of non-interference in economic questions agai 

any kindof state aid. It was pointed out that if this system of subsidizing pri- ‘ 

vate enterprises were commenced, others would follow suit, and this might | 4 ‘ 

prove ruinous to the public exchequer. The pri - : 

Claimed, is opposed to such bounties; that the s tof enterprise « bl en 8e€e! 

ip-owners would thereby paralyzed, the system of routine pr 

f France is desirous of and able to maintain a powerful merca 

> same should be aseertained without resorti | means. 
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ciple of free trade, it was 
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5 I read from the statement of William P. Clyde, of New Yor! ré . ee 
the House Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries hy 


Mr. Ciypr. Iam the s¢ 








I ior member of the house of William P. ¢ ‘ ae 
who own and operate several domestic and foreign es of steamers 
perience includes a period coveri! 

bs fi pelier steam-ship ever bu 

’ was built in 1844 by my father, who founded our steam itl a 4 } 

) have been s¢ ing the seas for a living ever since rhe result of t ts : h 

has been th present time I 
traversed the Atlantic, the Gu 
where where there was 
eign trade has been red 
with us that we still have even this nu 
r we still maintain and have increased our ¢ { intry y 1 3 ‘ ! . 0 
or domestic ports. merica bippi nd , \ 
We have been through the rise, the zenith, and the decline of Ar ‘ shiy oe Se aes oe =o ; ws ; 
ping. At present we are running only two lines in the foreign trade, and these | ‘ tric ' thus | A equen 10 V 
trade with the West Indies, chiefly tothe Santo Domingo and Ha: the other purr 3 to wl 1 it 11 s a] 


ft ‘ Wi ‘ 
g the business lives of two g« ra he I i id Ia 


ult in this counts r ime I ‘ ‘ or 
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inning these « y by . 61 ; : ‘ : : pe oe 
and protection of the republics of Santo Domingo and Hayti; and I al * Br , a ake “ : A : : 
say, in spite of the policy of ourown Governmer We have held on. like tries nspol ed mo : iply b foreign 
many others interested in the American merchunt marine, hoping to se ha | means whatsoever, tl et. to the peopl ‘ 
change of policy on the part of the United States Government with respect t vould be increa i by the loption of rat 
American shipping as would render its revival possible. s . ay re : 
* * + + * } 


ee 





It is a fact well known to all ir the bus 
it who needed help have, asa result of our nation’s policy, or perhaps endnot f+] : 1d the imports into Ww 
policy, passed beyond the reachofhelp. Your help can no longer ; ; 
It will have come too late. Every American line of steamers in exist : u : ’ 
day and engaged in foreign trade has been enabled to maintain itself « e- npi, that it would be wise | 
cause of some subsidy, concession, or special pr 
and granted to them by the foreign country to which each line runs. 

I will name these half dozen lines which have so far survived the 
' ruin of American foreign commerce: The Pacific Mail has received f Any I 
years, and I believe still receives, subsidies trom Central Am 
Governments. The Spreckels line, from San Francise 
Islands and Australia, receives a subsidy of $195,000 per ann 
tralian government, besides having the benefit of the reci; 
tween this Government and that of the Sandwich Islands. The Ne 1 we ms r val nd this an 
Brazil line receives a subsidy of $90,000 a year from the Brazil Gover: t F ene ‘ . 

‘ ; ~ ra . : ‘ ‘ I ‘VU 100,000 ot lreignt money Sit Ww et i it or al } 1 

and, as Captain Lachlan, its manager, has told you, could not survive with 4 ~o ; : > : 
it. The New York, Cuba, and Mexican line, composed of th nsolidat that all be obtaine ( r own peop and if 
Alexandre and Ward lines, was established and has been, up toa recent pe 
at least, maintained by the subvention granted to Mr. Alexandre by the Me 
can Government, and upon which he established the line. The ] : 
§ between New York and the ports of Venezuela, was established and has! way to do it is to re 
maintained by the special advantages enjoyed by its owners, Messrs. Da 
Bolton, and Bliss, through their relations and contracts with the Goverm , a ee “Sor aes = ; : 
of Venezuela; while our own West India lines, as | have already told y« } cone the means of entering into competition with lore » Htries, 
been maintained through the advantages we have enjoyed by our special! «« But, then, suppose you can not accomplish 
tracts and concessions with the Governments of the Dominican and Haytia to do those things which mav reasor 
Republics; and this short list embraces all the American lines of steamers s 7 "' ‘pon ag 
engaged in the foreign trade. au 

* * ” 7 » on } n 

Piease remember that the Royal Mail Steam Packet Company was organ- | eyery nation in the world has resorted to it? I have a list here of t] 
ized and has been operated and maintained mainly for the purpose of drawing a Prat \ ian Wont ; C ae 1 cc ain ai 
the trade of the West India Islands to England, and conveying England's prod- | S@» ventions of England and France and German) nad we have t 
ucts to the West India Islands in return, in competition with the products of onfirmed by r 
the United States. England is distant from, say, an average central pointin | the Administration of Washington 
: the West Indies over 4,000 miles, while New York is distant from the san . enna 1 ee a as Oe See ee eee 

point less than 1,500 miles, and we thus have a geographical advantage in the the | ou G assed upon that subje for the encouragemen ie 

‘ competition. The American Jines engaged in that business, our own included, | Can ! 
have to depend entirely upon their own earnings for their support and profit criminatinge duties i: * f xis imported ir t]} coul 
and must therefore have a rate of freight which will at least pay their operat : re . i ; 
ing expenses; otherwise they can not, of course,run. They receive nosubsid, America ottoms ; 
from our Government, and the amount of mail pay allowed the is hard]; Chere } » questior in mind that iv | l 
worth the trouble and expense of collecting it. It would not pay for the oil ‘ression to the peop! Even if tay was ] 
used in lubricating the engines of the steamers. Am a ; ae a 8a : 

- * « * mens iy,asystem might be devise ( supsidies, ¢ intl ( ton 

Germany, Holland, France, and Spain, not only each one, like England, | or di In 
maintains a subsidized line from its own portsto the West Indies, but Germa: bv which vou migh ou tH hinning het] 
Holland, and Spain have extended these lines from the West Indies to the ad AR ie eee ? ' 
jacent South American and Mexican ports to New York for the purpose of d tal 3 of this aes Ga wer  } WSS OF HOU, 15 a Giers que 
ing off the American lines which have so far maintained themselves in the | think it ought to recei very mature col 
traffic between New York and the West Indies and adjacent South Amer n | very ly lvised t] } lotai} fF th, 
and Mexican ports. The vesselsof these lines start from the ports of t : . : 
countries named, proceed tothe West Indies, there distribute andd ’ 
eargo carried there from the European ports; they then take cargo at thes: ual 
Wee India, South American. and Mexican ports for New York in competition } ‘ ) 
with the American lines to those porta, where they discharge this West India oy , ee Ak as +e ; : 
cargo and then takea cargo from New York for the West India ports a, i OS SIOEIGA, 10 She Wes Sener ae eee ; — 
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policv and the experience of all Governments if properly ma 
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competition with the American lines, and upon arrival at the West Indies dis- and Hayt We have there lying 
charge this New York cargo, and there load a cargo for their home cou ; 
These countries, therefore, not only subsidize these lines to take the t: 

| : the West Indies to their ports, but also to break up the American lines 
have for their object the taking of the West India trade t id from New ¥ 
When this shall have been accomplished, then the rates from New \ 
the rates from Germany, Holland, and Spain to the West Indies being e: 
in their own hands, it is evident that they can give an important adv: 
the trade between the West Indies and Europe over the trade between the West sf 
Indies and New York. This is but an evidence that these nations fully under- | disease more com t 
stand and appreciate, and that they also warmly sympathize with the pass packs * Bea 

3 policy of the United States Government. Any of these nations seem tof g | pr duc tS are as V on 
enough now to hit with impunity even at our gates and in ourown portsour | Of the fruits of the temperate zone eryt f t lesired or car 
sadly diminished merchant marine, and they also seem to be more than willing | he desired is the growth of the l thos ntries of wonderful 
to help our Government extinguish it. ovee. a ree a 
These maritime European nations one and all indorse most heart 4 be is : ‘ : ; 

subsidy policy of our Government. They flatter our “advanced and mos Island of ¢ 1 has produced, until the great disturba it 
eral ideas and practices” upon this subject with everything save that most r there. even with 
settled form of flattery, “imitation.” They stop carefully short of this, bu limited s oi a Os eae. aa sal ll 

[ our Government has not apparently noticed this. The policy pursued, Mr imired amount Of Soll anc Cultivation, an annu ul amount of somethin; 
Chairman, by every one ot these European nations, has been the result of a | like $100,000,000 to be exported to foreign countries. That product 
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may easily be increased ten times that amount. Thereis no estimating 
the value of theores of the Island of Cuba. The iron ores are superior 
to almost any other in the world, and they are found to be essential in 
making the finest qualities of steel, as I am informed. 

and other articles which are of great importance in manufactures and 
for the comfort of the civilized world. It could furnish to our people 


a market for vast quantities of the manufactures and the farm prod- 
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racy of millionaires by Government bounties and by Government leg- 
islation, a great system of landlordism that is to own the soil and to 


| transfer it in large quantities to foreigners to be held in foreign hands, 


So also of coal | 


ucts of this country if it was placed underan independent government | 


with which we could make favorable commercial treaties, which would 
be dependent on us for protection. 

What is the condition of Cuba? It isareproach that we permit the 
cruelties and barbarities which have been going on there for years; it 
is a reproach to our christianity that we have permitted the sanguinary 
conflicts and the brutal murders and the cruelties that are constantly 
occurring there between a people thoroughly antagonistic to the Gov- 
ernment over them and seeking independence. They are drifting into 
the control of foreign countries, and they will be either in the control 
of an independent republic of theirown or under the patronage and infiu- 
ence of Germany or England withina very few years. Their entire prop- 
erty is being held under mortgage by those great nations. And we here, 
within some 60, 70, or 80 miles on the Gulf side and two or three hun- 
dred upon the Atlantic, have practically little or no communication with 
them except through one single line of subsidized steam-ships, built by 
Mr. H. B. Plant and owned by him and some few other enterprising 
citizens, who have developed with the islands of Cuba and Jamaica 
within the last six or seven years a commerce amounting to perhaps a 
million dollars a year in one shapé and another. 

The splendid harbor of Pensacola, in immediate contiguity with the 
great mineral fields of Alabama and Tampa, and Charlotte Harbor on 
the Gulf, and Jacksonville and Fernandina on the Atlantic are formed 


hy nature with every advantage for a great commerce with these islands, | 
When we consider that we are within 250 miles of one and within | 


500 miles of all the West India Islands, and that they form the neces- 
sary control and protection of the Gulf of Mexico and of the entire 
commerce of Central and South America, and that we are without any 
kind of communication with them, except through this one subsidized 
line of ships, and that the English Government, traveling a distance 
of perhaps 5,000 miles, maintains a constant commercial communica- 
tion and supremacy with all those countries, we may form some idea 
of the importance to this country of some policy which will develop 
a connection with them. 

I ain of the opinion that so far from being a burden on the tax-pay- 
ers of our country a well-considered policy will give such aid to Ameri- 
can ships as will induce their construction, and thus we will lighten 
the burdens of taxation. I am not sufficiently familiar with the de- 
tails of this bill to decide whether they will answer this purpose or not. 

I have endeavored to urge in other respects and upon other bills and 
resolutions the importance of such public policy by this Government as 
would lead to the establishment of independent governments over the 
Island of Cuba and the adjacent islands, a form of government which 
would establish civil order and open those fertile and beautiful regions 
to the immigration of the overtaxed and oppressed people of our own 
country, and make a market for our own products, both of the farm 
and the factory. It is in that point of view that the people of the State 
of Florida, which I in part represent, feel a great interest in the passage 
of some bill and of some legislation which will develop the American 
shipping interests. 

We desire to have the Island of Cuba under an independent govern- 
ment, where the interests of our cattlemen and our people generally 
might be protected and receive fair and just consideration. 

From the ports of Florida there are now being shipped to foreign 
countries great quantities of the recent discoveries of phosphate, which 
are destined to be of great commercial value in Europe and in the 
West India Islands, although those islands are so fertile that there is 
a comparatively small portion of them which will need any fertiliza- 
tion by artificial means; yet these draw to them the ships that are to 
be found as tramps upon the ocean making their voyages to South 
America. They go without cargoes. To obtain cargoes for Europe, 
they go to Cuba and pass from Cuba to the United States with the ores 
of Cuba and with the fruits and products of Cuba. There is a great 
commerce to be obtained there and to be developed by American ship- 
ping interests. This is equally true of Central and South America. 

The ship-builders upon the coast of Florida would be constantly en- 
gaged in the construction of small vessels, and with proper encourage- 
ment the harbors of Pensacola and Tampa and the bays of Pensacola 


and Tampa, Charlotte Harbor, and Key West would become a great | 


ship-building center, from which there would go ships of the finest con- 
struction, steel ships, steam-ships, the most modern and improved prod- 
uct of the age. 

It is for these reasons, Mr. President, that I would give my support 
to a bill establishing a postal mail service, and I shall be glad to sup- 
port a tonnage bill if it can be placed in such a form that the tonnage 
duty will not be an excessive one. 

I agree to the proposition which has been made here that no more 
taxes should be imposed upon the people of this country, that the taxes 


should be taken off them, that the prosperity and very existence of this | 


Republic demand that we shall not build up a great pampered aristoc- 


with tribute to be exacted from the American farmer and the Ameri- 
can laborer to be lavished in extravagance and luxury and ostentation 
in foreign aristocratic circles and with American aristocrats. But I 
conceive and insist that you can have a proper system of encouragement 
to American shipping by contributions of money to the postal service 
and by contributions of money to a system of tonnage duty and a pay- 
ment ofa certain amount—not an extravagant one—to the ton upon 
American-built ships; I should say, too, American-manned ships. I 
should prefer that the bounty was extended so as to induce the man- 
ning of the ships by native Americans entirely, or, at least, by natu- 
ralized ones. So in point of principle I should find no objection in co- 
inciding with the opinion of a large portion of the people of the cities 
of my own State of Florida. 

But, Mr. President, I desire in this connection to urge upon the con- 
sideration of the country the great importance and great necessity 
which now rests upon the people of this country to give some attention 
to the interests of the beautiful islands east of the Gulf of Mexico, the 
West India Islands, and to create a public opinion which will force ac- 
tion on the part of the Government or induce it to look to the estab- 


| lishment of different or independent governments, whose relations of 
| trade with this country may be so adjusted as to be mutually advan- 








| 


tageous to them and to us. It manifestly will not be long before upon 


| the borders of this country and Mexico there will be asystem of reci- 
| procity duties which will practically open that entire region to free 


trade between this and that country. In the West Indies you want 
something which will enable you to discriminate and reciprocate in 
duties and in advantages to trade and commerce. You want govern- 
ments there which will promote social order and will encourage the 
immigration into that country of such people as we have here, laboring 
people of the United States, who are competent to make it and will 
make it a country of vast wealth, and whose connection with us asa 
market for the consumption of our products is of the highest and first 
importance. 

I shall be glad to give my support, as I stated, to the bill establish- 
ing a frequent communication with those countries in American ships, 
under the American flag, and trusting that in the future, whatever 


| may be the presentcondition of this country, such policies will be de- 


veloped as will enable us to avail ourselves of the advantages of the 
commerce of those countries. 

Mr. HARRIS. I offer an amendment to the text of the bill, which 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The SECRETARY. 
is proposed to insert: 

And provided further, That the total sum paid to any vessel sailing between 
any American port and foreign ports shallin nocase exceed thesum paid to ves- 
selsof the same class and tonnage sailing between such foreign ports and the 
nearest American port thereto. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, while I am opposed to subsidies in 
every form, if the policy is to be adopted it seems to me that it 
should be so adjusted as not to discriminate between American ports 
so as to benefit one at the expense of another. A statement, which I 
hold in my hand, made by Col. E. B. Stahlman, of Tennessee, before 
the House committee, has prompted me to offer this amendment. I 
ask the secretary to read the statement of that gentleman, or at least 
that part of it which I have marked, which is brief, terse, and pointed. 
Colonel Stahlman is a gentleman of character and a gentleman of abil- 
ity, whose life has been devoted to the matter of transportation and 
who is thoroughly familiar with the general subject. I ask that the 
statement be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the statement will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The portion of the bill to which I desire to invite your attention is that which 
fixes the sum of 30 cents per gross registered ton for each thousand miles sailed 


The amendment will be stated. 
On page 2, line 23, after the word ‘‘ States,’’ it 


The Chair hears no objection, and 


| outward and inward,and apro rata for any distance less than 1,000 miles on any 


voyage or voyaces. The bill in its present shape will, in my judgment, have a 
tendency to deprive seaboard cities of their natural geographical advantages 
and will apply to nearly all of the cities—a remarkable statement to make, but 
nevertheless true. It will be a practical discrimination against New York City 
on business exported and imported to and from European ports, and will be a 
practical discrimination against the South Atlantic ports on exports and im- 
ports to and from Cuba, South America, and the West Indies. 

Take, for instance, the European trade. Many of you doubtless know how 
the railroads (trunk lines) struggled for years to determine what the relative 
rates of transportation should be from the West to the different eastern sea- 
boards, how they fought and warred with each other, and how, finally, a com- 
mission composed of Mr. Weils, Mr. Adams, and others took testimony at all of 


| the principal cities in the East and West to determine a correct basis on which 


rates should be made to and from the different western points to the eastern 
seaboard. The basis thus fixed some eight years ago stands in effect to-day 
and is giving universal satisfaction to the railroads as well asthe shipping pub- 
lic in all parts of the country. This adjustment made the rates from the West 
to Baltimore less than to Philadelphia, and to Philadelphia less than to New 
York. The distance from Baltimore to European ports is greater than the dis- 
tance from Philadelphia, and the distance from Philadelphia greater than from 
New York, so that under the pending bill the subsidy to a vessel plying be- 
tween Baltimore and Europe will be greater than the subsidy to a vessel sail- 
ing from Philadelphia. Andthesubsidy to a Philsdelphia vessel will be greater 
than that allowed to a vessel from New York. 

We thus have Baltimore and Philadelphia with less rates from the West and 
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at the same time with a higher sunsidy to foreign ports, which is nothing sh 

of discrimination against the city of New York. The discrimination is f 
course, not very great, because the difference in distance is but small, being 
about 100 miles greater to Philadelphia and 200 miles greater to Baltimore, but 
it equals $1 per car in favorof Philadelphia, and $2.50 per ear in favor of Balt 
more, which is quite sufficient to change the current of trade. Business is no 
conducted on small marginsof profit, which is especially true of trade in grain 
and other western produce, so that every dollar counts. The bill, therefore 
means that although the city of New York is laboring under the disadvantage 
of being farther from the interior, she shall be depri 
ical location on the seaboard by having large subsidies paid to vessels plyir 
between rival cities and foreign ports. 

W hat is said of New York will apply with equal if not greater force to the city 
of Boston. Suppose wecarry this alittlefurther. The distance from Chicago to 
New Orleans and the distance from Chicago to New York is ebout the same, 912 
miles ia one case and 915 in the other. Under this bill, as it stands, a steamer 
plying between New Orleans and a European port will get a subsidy $1.14 per 
ton, while the steamer from New York will get but 84 cents per ton. 

This would seem that I was making a case against myself, because we are in 
terested in New Orleans; perhaps I may be; but the truth is, Mr. Chairman, if 
this bill is allowed to go through ir its present form there will have to be a 
general upheaval and readjustment ofall inland rates, and there is no telling 
where the trouble will end. That ameasure of such grave moment should have 
escaped the attention of railway managers may be somewhat ofa surprise, and 
yet it need not be, for it was only by the merest accident that my attention was 
attracted to the subject. 

Some weeks ago, in passing through Washington City, I read an account of 
the proceedings of a meeting of the American Shipping and Indus. -ial League, 
and while the question did not appear upon the surface to interest railroad 
people, upon reading extracts from the pending bill I saw at a glance that the 
measure was calculated to very injuriously affect railway transportation com- 
panies as well as communities they were endeavoring to serve. I have not 
communicated with railway managers upon this subject, assuming that a mere 


or 








mittee to make the necessary modification. 
be difficult to estimate the consequences. The whole basis of transporting 
traffic to and from the interior will be demoralized, railway companies will be 
come involved,and the settled business relations of commercial communities 
one with the other will be unsettled and seriously disturbed. 

The present adjustment of rates to and from the interior seems to be satistac 
tory to transportation companies and the people alike and has been accepted 
as equitable by the Interstate Commission. Nothing ought therefore to be per 
mitted which may be calculated even in the most remote degree to disturb the 
existing condition of things. Moreover the people of this country—the tax- 
payers, whose money goes into the Treasury and whose money is to be paid 
out of the Treasury to subsidize these vessels—can have nointerest in discrimi 
nating in favor of one port against another. They will be unable to see why 97 
cents per ton shall be paid to export and import through Baltimore while the 
same business through the port of New York is paid a subsidy of only 87 cents 
per ton. This applies especially to our trade with Europe. Take our trade 
with Cuba and the West Indies and the reverse will be the case; that is to 
say, the city of New York will have an advantage over the city of Baltimore. 


- 4 , i 
of her natural geograph- |} 


Now, what will these conditions lead to? The inevitable result will be togive | 


the American port farthest distant from a foreign port an advantage over the 


nearer American port, and thus, as far as a subsidy can, to force the interchange | 


of commerce with foreign nations in every case through the most distant port 
and at the greatest expense to the Treasury and the people. 

Let me make an illustration to show the effect upon my section. We are 
trying to build up an export trade in coal with Cuba through the port of Pen- 
sacola, The distance from Pensacola to Havana is about 500 miles. 


We com- | 


pete with Pennsylvania coal through Philadelphia; the distance—Philadelphia | 


to Havana—is about 1,300 miles. 
get a subsidy of 79 cents per ton and the Pensacola vessels only 15 cents perton, 
a difference of 64 cents per ton (a large profit in itself, as any coal dealer will tell 
you), quite sufficient to transfer the entire trade from Alabama, Tennessee, and 
other Southern States to Pennsylvania. Now, let me ask what interest have 
the American people at large in a measure which takes from the Treasury 64 
cents per ton more for coal exported through Philadelphia than through Pen- 
sacola? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. TELLER. I intended to offer an amendment the other day to 
the bill. I understand it will be in order for me to do it now. I see 
the RrecorD hasit that I gave notice that I would offer an amendment. 
I desire to offeran amendment to section 2. 

Mr. VEST. To which bill ? 

Mr. TELLER. To Senate bill 3738. 
I desire to offer to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair will state that the amend- 
ment is not now in order, the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Tennessee being an amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. But it is an amendment to the text. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it is an amendment to the text it 
is in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
are amendable. 


I send the amendment which 


I suppose the pending amendments should be dis- 


Under this bill the Philadelphia vessels will | 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempo It wil gain read. 
] i 
Mr. FRYE. I ask the Senator ym to w vy the 
imendment for a moment, and let the amen it ed by the Sen 
ator from Colorado be acted upon first. 
Mr. HARRIS. Certainly, I will do so, if t ‘ tor 1 Maine 
or ¢ 


eiers il 
Mr. FRYE. I prefer it 
Mr. HARRIS. Let my am 


endment be withdrawn ter 








t sal 

The PRESIDENT pro p rhat 1 ( id t u 
will first be taken on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Colorado [ Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. VEST. I ask that it be again read. 

The Secretary again read Mr. TELLER’S amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the qu 
tion ? 

Mr. FRYE. The adoption of that amendment, I take it, will secure 


the vote of the Senator 
Mr. VEST. Oh, no. 
Mr. FRYE. The fight which he has been making here in the Sen 


ate for the last three or four m 


from Missouri in support of the bill. 


nths has been in favor of something 


y 

g 

very much like that. That is to say, he says they discriminat iinst 
the cattle out West and all that sort of thing, and this amendment pre 

vents all such discrimination. I have examined this amendment be- 


fore, and if it strengthens the bill in any respect I shall not interpose 


oe : , ‘ | any objection to its adoption 
explanation of the provisions of the bill would quite suffice to induce the com- | 


If no modification is made, it will | 


Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to say that I have looked at the 
amendment, and I think it ought to be incorporated in the bill, 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to the amendment, although it will 
not secure my vote for the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam very sorry to hear the Senator say that. 
it would. 

Mr. TELLER. 
putin, 

The PRESIDENT pro ten. por The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAR- 
RIS], which will be read. 

The SecRETARY. After ‘‘ United States,’’ 
add the following additional proviso: 


I hoped 


I think it improves the bill and I hope it will be 


in line 23, of section 1, 


And provided further, That the total sum paid to any vessel sailing between 
any American port and foreign ports shall in no case exceed the sum paid to 
vessels of the same class and tonnage sailing between such foreign ports and 
the nearest American port thereto. 


Mr. FRYE. Thatamendment was suggested to the Senate commit- 
tee and it was alsosuggested to the House committee. My impre 





ssion 


| is that the gentleman urging it testified before the House committee. 


Mr. HARRIS. I had part of his statement made before the House 
committee read to the Senate. 
Mr. FRYE. That matter was very carefully considered, and it was 


| concluded that there was no real foundation for the complaint which 


| the gentlemen made. 


I understand that both the text and the substitute | 


posed of in the order in which the amendments are presented, but it is | f e } 
| delphia than to New York; and yet, if exported from the port of Balti- 


a matter of indifference to me. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Colorado will be read for information. 
Mr. HARRIS. Yes. 
The SECRETARY. At the end of section 2 it is proposed to add: 


The amendment proposed by the | ™0 e \ 
shipped from Philadelphia, and a higher rate paid in the way of sub 


Nor shall a vessel be entitled to payment under this act that makes any dis- | 


crimination between or gives unequal facilities to competitive transportation 
lines in the receiving or forwarding of freights or passengers at any port or 
ports in the United States or at any foreign port. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thisis not offered as an amendment 
to the amendment of the Senator from Tennessee ? 

Mr. TELLER. It is offered as an amendment to the original bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Then the question will be first taken 


on - amendment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. Har- 
RIS}. 


Mr. SPOONER. 
XXI 


Let it be read. 


450 





| subsidy than Philadelphia can get or than the po 


They undertook, perhaps, to remove what they 
thought was a discrimination, and in my judgment made a very seri- 
ous one when they limited these vessels to voyages of six or seven 
thousand miles, which was the limitation contained in the House bill. 
That limitation was a very serious discrimination against the whole 
Pacific coast trade in the East, because those vessels are running from 
welve to fourteen thousand miles in a voyage, and it would cut them 
off. Weare to-day bringing cargoes of lumber for the building of ships 
to Maine from Puget Sound. It would cut them off. 

This bill contains nothing of the kind. I fail utterly to see where 
the discrimination is. I have examined the bill carefully and have 
considered the subject carefully, and I hope that this amendment will 
not be adopted. 

Mr. HARRIS. Asitseemsto me, the discrimination is most clearly 
established by existing facts. It will not be denied by the Senator from 
Maine, or any other Senator, that, taking grain shipped from the West 
to the Eastern seaboard, there is a lower rate to Baltimore than to 
Philadelphia; there is a lower railroad rate from the West to Phila- 


more, there is a higher rate of subsidy paid on each shipment than if 


sidy from Philadelphia to European ports than from New York. So 
the port of Baltimore receives the Western products for foreign ex- 
port at a lower rate of freight than either Philadelphia or New York 
can receive it, and it gets, under the Senator’s bill, a higher rate of 
port of New York can get. 

3ut take even a stronger case than that. It is about 500 miles, I 
believe, from Pensacola to Havana, in Cuba. Shipments from Pensa- 
cola would get, according to the estimates of Mr. Stahlman that I have 
not verified, but I have no doubt are correct, asubsidy of about 15 cents 
a ton. The same freight shipped from the port of Phila ‘elphia to 
Havana would get a rate of subsidy amounting to 64 cents a ton, or 
more than that, about 79 cents aton. Now, if thatis not a direct dis- 
crimination as between those various ports I can not undertake to ac- 














count for wl ould be a direct discrimination. You give to Balti- 
mo Pp] estern products or in t importation of products 
f en ountries to the West a much higher rate of subsidy 
1 hiladely a or than | give to } ,y York, and in 

j to from the West India Islands you give to Baltimore, 
Phi elphia, and New York a much higher rate of subsidy than would 
be re ved if yped the 

Mr. FRY] Will tl ator wii to interrupt him right 
thers 

Mr. HA [S. Certainly, with pleasu 

Mr. FRYI ] vessel that sal rom Tampa to Cuba will make 
four Vag while the vessel that sails from New York to Cuba will 
mat one, The at ; only taking the one voyage tr iveling 100 
miles, and figuring up what the subsidy will be, while he neglects en- 
tirely to remember that the vessel to New York is going so many miles 


farther than the vessel from Tampa toCuba. I have looked this over, 


and I do not believe it can be made any fairer than it is. Of course | 


the vessel] which makes the longer voyage gets the largest subsidy, be- 
cause it is payable by the thousand miles. Ido not know how you 
can make it any fairer than that. 

Mr. HARRIS. While from Pensacola to Havana more voyages can 
be made in a year than there can be made from New York to Havana, 
with the extremely accurate and extensive knowledge of the Senator 


from Maine with regard to this general matter of shipping, does he not | 
: . + . | 
know that the least of all expenses in transportation, ocean-going at | 


least, is the time spent upon the water? How long does the vessel 
from Pensacola have to lie up in discharging freight at Havana? Does 
not the Senator know that the great expense of the transportation isin 
loading and unloading, and the time spent in port, and port charges 
that the vessel has to pay? The mere matter of difference in ocean 
miles sounds very small in the matter of expense and cutsa very small 


jigure as to the matter of expense. g 


your freight, in paying your port charges, both at the port of loading | 


and the port of discharging. So the difference is very small as to the 
mere mileage that the vessel makes. 

Mr. FRYE 
in the matter of shipping, in figuring out the postal subsidy bill, for 
instance, putting a certain class of vessels at a dollar a mile outward, 
found that $1 a mile outward, which would apply to the vessels down 
in the Caribbean Sea, was a larger payment really than the $6 a mile 
outward for the ships from New York to Liverpool. Now, the Senator 
is mistaken about the cost of the ships. If freight is carried in steam- 
ships, the cost of the steam-ship is while it is on the water instead of 
when it is tied to theshore. Take one of these great Cunard steamers, 
300 tons of coal a day every day it isat sea, one hundred and fifty men to 
handle it. Ittakes that many to handle it. Now, the cost of that ship 
when it is at sea is one hundred times greater than it is when she is 
lying at the dock. Ican not for the life of me see that there is any 
sort of discrimination about this bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to ask him, 
in view of the fact that grain from the West and other Western prod- 
ucts intended for exportation gets a lower rate of freight to the port of 
Baltimore, and isshipped from the port of Baltimore to the port of Liv- 


erpool, and gets a higher rate of subsidy than can be gotten from the | 
port of Philadelphia or New York, if it would not divert a good deal of | 
the commerce now going to these other ports from them and send the | 
exporitations from the port of Baltimore instead of, as heretofore, from | 


other ports? That tests the principle. 


Mr. FRYE. 


more is farther off. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course. 

Mr. FRYE. The ship has to sail more miles. Then, again, if it 
operated the other way, if it gave Baltimore the advantage by reason of 
making lower freights, our farmers and grain-raisers and all that class 
of men would be getting the benefit of it. I do notthink they would 
complainatall. I never have heardacomplaint. I, ofcourse, have had 
correspondence with shipping men, because I have tried to learn from 
shipping men what I could about ships and shipping, although I was 
born and brought up with them myself; but I have never heard a com- 
plaint from anybody yet from any city in the United States in relation 
to any such discrimination. - 

Mr. HARRIS. Do I understand my friend from Maine to admit or 
deny that this lower rate of railroad freight to Baltimore than to Phil- 
adelphia or New York and this higher rate of subsidy from the port of 
Baltimore will probably divert or will not divert freights from other 
American ports to the port of Baltimore? 

Mr. FRYE. The subsidy paid is so small and the cost of running 
the steam-ship which carries grain is so large that I do not believe it 
would be noticed any more than the fly on the horn of the ox—not a 
bit more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. 

Mr. HARRIS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were Ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 
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The great expense is in taking on | 


Some of the most skillful men in the United States | 


It may test the principle, but the only earthly reason | 
why the ship gets a higher subsidy from Baltimore is because Balti- | 
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| Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I should vote 
‘* yea’’ except that I am paired with the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
MANDERSON ], who is absent. 

Mr. PIERCE (when Mr. Casey’ 
[Mr. CasEy] has been unexpectedly called away. 
presume he would vote *‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). 
itor from Delaware [Mr. Gray 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WiLson]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’’ ' 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN ], and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with the Senator from New Eampshire 
{[Mr. BLarr]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea’’ and he would 

| vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. DoLpH] 
| is detained from the Senate by illness. If he were here, he would vote 
| ‘‘nay.’? He is paired with the senior Sen::or from Georgia [Mr. 
Brown ]. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 27; as follows: 


name was called). My colleague 
If he were here, I 


I am paired with the Sen- 


I am paired with the Sen- 








| YEAS—21, 

| Barbour, Coke, Pasco, Vest, 

| Bate, Colquitt, Payne, Voorhees, 

| Berry, Daniel, Pugh Walthall, 
Call, Hampton, Reagan, 
Carlisle, Harris, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 

NAYS 27. 

Aldrich, Farwell, Morrill, Spooner, 
Allen, Frye, Pettigrew, Squire, 
Cullom, Hawley Pierce, Stewart, 

| Davis, Hiscock, Platt, Stock bridge, 

| Dawes, Ingalls, Plumb, Teller, 
Dixon, MeMiNian Sawyer, Washburn. 
Fdmunds Mitchell Sherman, 

ABSENT—36. 

Allison, Dolph, Hearst, Paddock, 

| Blackburn, Custis, Higgins, Power, 
Blair, Evarts, Hoar, Quay, 
Blodgett, Faulkner Jones of Nevada, Kansom, 

| Brown, George Kenna, Sanders, 

| Butter, Gibson, McPherson, Stanford, 
Cameron, Gorman Manderson, Wilson of Iowa, 


Wilson of Md, 
Wolcott. 


Moody, 
Morgan, 


Casey, Crray, 
Chandler, Hale, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBson] 
to strike out and insert. 

Mr. CALL. Let it be read. 

Mr. FRYE. It has been read. It is a motion to substitute the 
postal-subsidy bill with a free-ship amendment to the tonnage bill. 

Mr. VEST. What is the pending amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
| Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Gipson ] to strike out and insert. 

Mr. FRYE. An amendment providing for free ships and a subsidy. 

Mr. VEST. I know what it is. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not insist on having it read if no other Senator 
desires it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
| amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to give notice of an amendment to be offered. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir, and I now offer the amendment which was 
read for information yesterday ; and I desire to have the yeas and nays 
taken upon it. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Does the Senator from Missouri de- 
sire to have the amendment again read ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; it is not long. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let it be read. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. The 
Chair understands the amendment to be to strike out all after the en- 
acténg clause and insert what will now be read. 
| 
i 
' 
| 
' 


The question is on agreeing to the 








Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 
The Secrerary. It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of the bill and to insert: 


That section 4132 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and the same 
is hereby, amended so as to read as follows, namely: 
“Spc, 4132. All vessels owned wholly by citizens of the United States, or by 
a company incorporated by the laws of the United States or of any State.or 
Territory thereof, may be registered as directed in this title; and it shall here- 
after be lawful for all citizens of the United States to buy vessels built in whole 
or in part in any foreign country, import them free of duty or other charges, 
and have them registered as vessels of the United States, to be used in the for- 
eign carrying trade only; and when so registered such vessels so bought shall 
be entitled to all the rights and subjected only to the same regulations as are 
| now provided by law for the government and management of vessels built 
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Provided, That no foreign-built vessel so regi t 
wise, lake, and inland trade of the United St l 
at tion shall be indorsed on all registers so n-bu V ~ 
Sec. 2. That section 2515 of the Revised \ & ~ 
amended so as to read as follows, namely 
“fs 2515. All any part of tl » materials, whether wood, ste¢ r 
per. ve »w metal, bolt pikes, sheath tree 1ils, ca is f i 
flax or cotton reir I jaan. whatl ein} anila he I 
anchore and cables, en alaten .castingsand { Ang un 
yards, rive eits, nuis, screws, boiler plate 8, anda a 
which 1 ay be necessary for the mnstructior lilpmer iv 
of vessels to be built and furnished in the Ur States after els 
January, 1891, may be imported in bond, under such regulations as the > 
tary ofthe Treasury may prescribe : —_ upon proof that such ater 3 
been used for su h purp se no dutie all be collected or paid thereon 
S: 3. That all laws or parte of laws ine msistent with the provisions of th 
act are hereby repealed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to tl 


amendment. 

Mr. VEST. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretar 'y proceed 
the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. Br. AIR]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea’’ and he woul d vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was c: led Tam pai ired with the 
junior Senator from California [Mr. HEARsT]. I inadvertently vote a 
on the former roll-call, However, my vote m: ade no difference in the 
resul t. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
from West Virginia [ Mr. FAULKNER] has been transferred to the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr, CasgEy], and I will vote upon this amend- 
ment. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired wi ith the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB]. I should vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were 
here. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). 


ed to call 


I again an- 
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My pair with theSenator | < 


nounce my pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. If | 


a 


he were present, I should vote 
The ro!l-call was coneluded. 


nay.’’ 


Mr. VOORHEES (after having voted in the affirmative). I pre- 


sume I voted improperly. Iam paired with the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. SANDERS]. Ido not know how he would Vote. The safe 
way is for me to withdraw my vote, and I withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator trom Indiana withdraws 
his vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the affirmative). I 


1y) 
aii 


paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] on this question, and | 
on the previous amendment I voted without having recalled to mind | 


the fact that Iam paired. It would make no difference in the result, 
but [ ask that I may be allowed to withdraw my vote on the former 
amendment, and also on this. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is impossible for the Senator to withd 
vote on the former amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let it stand. 

Mr. FRYE. Let it stand on the former vote and withdraw your 
vote on this amendment, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw my vote on the pending amendment. 
I have a right to do that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
draws bis vote. 

Mr.HAMPTON. Onconsultation with the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
Frye], who asked me to pair with the Senator from California | Mr. 
HEARST], I am authorized tovote. I vote “* yea. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD] is Pi uired 


The Senator from Missouri with- 


with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] on general ques- | 


tions, but on these two bills the Senator from California [Mr. HEArsT] 
is paired with the Sénator from South Carolina [Mr. HAmpron]. As 


I did not feel certain about the views of the junior Senator from Cali- | 


fornia [Mr. HEARST] as to free ships, I did not feel at liberty to pair him 
on that question. 

Mr. PUGH. Iannounce the pair of my colleague 
with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. 
would vote ‘‘ yea’’ if present. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Referring to the request of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], the Chair understands that a Sena- 
tor can withdraw his vote or change his vote, by unanimous consent, 
but can not be allowed to vote after the result has been announced. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
cided and announced? I should like to have the Chair read the rule 
on that subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Rule XII provides: 

And no Senator shall be permitted to vote after the decision shall have be« 
announced by the Presiding Officer, but may for sufficient reasons, with una 
mous consent, change or withdraw his vote. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


My colleague 


I do not think any vote ought to be withdrawn, 


and I object to withdrawing the vote on a question that has been | 


passed, 


lraw his | 


! 
e (Mr. MorGan] 


Withdraw a vote on a question that has been de- | 


nj 
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; in the Senate, th / 3, Shall t! be eng ed nd o red 

to a third readir 

Th ll was ordered » t Lr ra i 

‘ 

} r Ha b lt t il 
L eas a lay it ) t bill 

. ’ 1: 1 i tl ‘ + ¢ ( ill 
} 4 
{ W 1 his? ws called i we 
| he Senator from Neb 1 [Mr. M if he 
| oO ld ft na 
| ir. EVA Ts n I ( i I | ed with the 
| Senator from Alabama | Mr. MorGANn]. If he were present, I should 
| vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. GEORGE (when his na was called). Iam paired, as befo 
Prd with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Blau he 
| were present, he would vote ‘‘yea’’ and I should vote ‘‘ nay. 
| Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen 
| ator from Delaware [| Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I vote ‘‘ yea:”’ and 
| I desire to announce again that my colleague |Mr. DoLpm] is paired 

with the senior nator from ¢ reia | Mr. BRownN If my colleague 
| 7 . . = 7 
were here, he would vote ea. He is detained from the Senate by 
“ay ; 
| illness. 

Mr. QUAY (when } ume was called). I again announce the 

transfer of my pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
FAULKNE! | to the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey], and 
j | J 

} vote ~ ea. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 

| Senator from California [Mr. SraAnrorp]. I should vote ‘1 

he were present. 

| Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Kansas{|Mr. PLume]. If pre t, Ishould 
vote ‘‘ yea’’ and he would vote ‘‘ nay. 

Mr. VEST (when his mame was ca 1 [ havea eral pair with 
| the Senator from Ka M he authorized me to vote 
on these bills. | lay. : 

Mr. TELLER. 1 have l my pair with the Senator 


from Kansas | Mr. P! : 

Mr. VOORHEES (w 1 name was called), Ia } 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. Were he here, I shonid 
| vote **nay.”’ 








7TISS 


M Iowa (when his name was called). 


with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. W1L If he were present, 
I should vote ** yea. 


he roll-cal 


W ILS yN. oi 


l was conclude 1. 


Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
come into the Chamber, I will vote I vote ** yea, 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON | is 
paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. I pre- 
sume the Senator from Nebraska would vote ‘* yea’’ if present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Generally Iam paired with the senior Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and I paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HAL&], as we were both engaged on the same appropriation bill, 
supposing that the Senator from Iowa would be here. I announce 
that I would vote ‘‘nay’’ and the Senator from Maine would vote 
“*yea.’’ Ishall secure a pair for the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. HOAR. I will transfer the pair I have with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray ] to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. COCKRELI That is right. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. WASHBURN. The Senatar from Nebraska [Mr. PAppOocK] is 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If the Senator 
from Nebraska were here, he would vote *‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PASCO. I have been requested to announce that the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] was necessarily called away from 
the Chamber. Under the arrangement announced by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAyY], he stands paired with the Senator from 
North Dakota | Mr. CAsgey }. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I have just been informed that my colleague 
[Mr. ALLISON] is detained from the Senate by illness to-day. I de- 
sire to make that statement in order that his absence may be under- 
stood. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 18; as follows: 


PLUMB] having 


YEAS-— 29. 
Aldrich, Hawley, Pettigrew, Squire, 
Allen, Hiscock, Pierce, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hoar, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Davis, MeMillan, Power, Teller, 
Dawes, Mitchell, Quay, Washburn, 
Dixon, Moody, Sawyer, 
Farwell, Morrill, Sherman 
Frye, Payne Spooner, 
NAYS—18. 

Barbour Colquitt, Pasco, Vance, 
Bate, Daniel, Plumb, Vest, 
Berry, Edmunds, Pugh, Walthall. 
Carlisle, Harris, Reagan, 
Coke, Jonesof Arkansas, Turpie, 

ABSENT—37. 
Allison, Cockrell, Hampton, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Hearst, Sanders, 
Blair, Eustis, Higgins, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Ingalls, Voorhees, 
Brown, Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Wilson of Iowa, 
Butler, George, Kenna, Wilson of Md., 
Call, Gibson, McPherson, Wolcott, 
Cameron, Gorman, Manderson, 
Casey, Gray, Morgan, 
Chandler, Hale, Paddock, 


So the bill was passed, 
OCEAN MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill 3739. It is the bill which has been discussed all along 
with the bill just passed and has been practically considered while 
that has been under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (8S. 3739) to provide 
for ocean mail service between the United States and foreign ports and 
to promote commerce. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill has been read. 
in line 6 on page 3. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill has to be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When? 

Mr. FRYE. Three or four days ago. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When it was not up? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was taken up by unanimous con- 
nt, and was read at length. 

Mr. CULLOM. Were both bills taken up? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. All right. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
dasire of any Senator. 

. Mr. FRYE. On page 3, line 6, I desire to strike out the capital 
“1D” and to begin the word ‘‘during’’ with a small ‘‘d”’ there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change will be made, being 
clerical. 


I wish to make a verbal change 


> 


The bill will be again read at the 
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Mr. FRYE. In section 3, line 4, after the word ‘‘laws,’’ I move te 
insert ‘‘or so owned and officered and registered according to law.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘laws,’’ in line 4, section 3, itis 
proposed to insert ‘‘or soowned and officered and registered according 
to law;’’ so as to read: 

That the vessels employed in the mail service under the provisions of this 
act shall be American-built steam-ships, owned and officered by American citi- 
zens, in conformity with existing laws, or so owned and officered and registered 
according to law, and upon each departure from the United States the follow- 
ing proportion of the crews shall be citizens of the United States, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PUGH. In section 1, line 10, after ‘‘ United States,’’ I move 
to insert: 

The mail service on such lines to be equitably distributed among the Atlantic, 
Mexican, Gulf, and Pacific ports. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puc]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the bill pass? 

Mr. VEST. lILask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. 
vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired on the bill 
with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLarr]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay ’’ and he would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. HOAR (when Mr. GRAy’s name was called). The Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is paired with the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. AL- 
LISON ] on this vote. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). 
Senator from California [Mr. Hearst]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I transfer my general pair 
with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. FAULKNER] to the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. CAsEy], and I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD]. Were he present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS], as I have already announced. 
If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrison]. 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 


Having been read three times, shall 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present, I should 


Tam paired with the 


I am paired 
If he were present, 


HALE]. If he were present, he would vote ‘‘yea’’ and I should vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. CALL (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw my 
vote. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Florida withdraws 
his vote. 


Mr. BERRY. My colleague [Mr. Jonxs, of Arkansas] is paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. My colleague would vote 
‘‘nay’’ if present. I suggest that the pair be transferred to the Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. HALE], which would permit the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] to vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] has 
already voted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
recorded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is recorded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then, if there be no objection to that transfer of 
pairs, I will vote. 

Mr. FRYE. None at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The transfer having been made so that the Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. HALE] and the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
JONES] stand paired, I will vote. 

Mr. FRYE. That is all right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. FARWELL (alter having voted in the affirmative). 
of the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] recorded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida is not 
recorded. 

Mr. FARWELL. If it is not necessary for my name to stand in 
order to make a quorum I will withdraw my vote. 


Is the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 


Is the name 





bs 


per 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s vote is not necessary | 





’ INTERNATIONAI . N 
tomake a quorum, _ | The PRESIDENT pro tem sid before { wing 
Mr. FARWELL. ThenI withdraw my vote and announce my pair | messace from the President of the United States: w was read. re- 
W ith the Senator from Florida (Mr. Pasco]. ee ferred to the Committee on Foréign Relations, and ord: to be printed: 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Illinois withdraws | , S ale R 
bis vote. I transmis herewith a letter e Se r Vv Sta ‘ { 
The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 16; as follows a port of the international An as fees : as , 
° . ’ apital, re ending the es 
YEAS—238. tary | ! i west x e Pre lent be a zed 
Aldrich, Hawley, Payne, Sherman, ye8e Americ ms at _ to send deleg ites | its t rst ‘ gin W 
Allen, Hiscock, Pettigrew, Spooner, ee ae 7 - as 8 : : 
Cullom, Hoar, Pierce Squire, ake ed ae s 
Davis, MeMillan, Platt Stewart, — " — ~ nae ‘ bs S . 
Dawes, Mitchell, Power, Stockbridge, I< — hese SUL ’ 
Dixon, Moody, Quay, Teller, eration of Congress ; 
Frye, Morrill, Sawyer, Washburn. bk 
; as ; Ex) & MAS 1% 
NAYS—16. 
Barbour, Cockrell Edmunds, rurpie, EVENI ! 
Bate, Coke, Harris, Vance, pp } ‘ ] 1 
Berry, Colquitt, Pugh, Vest, Mr. MORRILI I move that the Senate pro ed to the co aera 
Carlisle, Daniel, Reagan, Walthall, tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
ABSENT—40. on imports, and for other purposes. 
Allison, Dolph, Hampton, Paddock, The motion was agreed to 
Blackburn, Eustis, Hearst, Pasco, The PRESIDENT pro pore. Che bill is before the Senate as in 
Blair, Evarts, Higgins, Plumb, Commit f the Whol i. 11} vail ch Varad 
Blodgett, Farwell, Ingalls, Ransom, ommiuttee ol the Vhoie, and Ww Mik ye read at length. ; 
jrown, Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proce d to the considera- 
sutler, George, Jones of Nevada, Stanford tion of executive business. 
Call, Gibson, Kenna, Voorhees, The cob heruee 1 te nih tien Clea * led ie enna 
Cameron, Gorman, McPherson, Wilson of Iowa, 1é motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
Casey, Gray, Manderson, Wilson of Md, eration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in execu- 
Chandler, Hale, Morgan Wolcott. 


tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 2 minutes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 14, 1890, at 12 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. o'clock m. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. PRu- = 


So the bill was passed. 


DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on the CONFIRMATIONS 
11th instant approved and signed the following acts: esse , by the Senate July 12, 1890 
An act (S. 168) granting a pension to William Gardner; eee Re eT ae ae ae Se on 


An act (S. 448) granting a pension to Dobson Amick; 


UNITED STATES CONSUL. 
An act (S. 503) granting a pension to Ellen G. King; 


Bowser, of Hartford, Conn., to be consul of the ited States at 
An act (S. 513) granting a pension to Alfred Denny; ie B. I pone is Hartford, Conn., to be consul of the United States at 
An act (S. 640) granting a pension to Annie D. Rundlett; Sierra Leone. 
An act (S. 763) granting a pension to Martha F. Webster; PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


An act (S. 773) granting a pension to James E. Kabler; 


i ace ; : ae ae Col. Alexander McD. McCook, Sixth Infantry, to be brigadier-gen- 
An act (S. 776) granting a pension to John K. Evans; 











:] 
An act (S. 779) granting a pension to Mary J. Foster; sea UBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 
An act (8. 786) granting a pension to Mrs. M. A. Hooper; ; ae : 
An act (S. 796) granting a pension to Maggie Stauffer; Col. Beekman Du Barry, a sistant commiussary-gen¢ ral of subsist- 
An act (S. 797) granting’a pension to Lucy I. Bissell; ence, to be Commissary-General of Subsistence with the rank of brig- 
An act (8. 798) granting a pension to Mariah L. Pool; adier-general. 
An act (S. 820) granting a pension to Mary Kinney; MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
An act (S. 1082) granting a pension to Frederick Kidwiler; Dr. Elihu R err Pr Yor! a i aaa a 
An act (8S. 1103) granting a pension to Robert H. Stewart; ee ee Houghton, of New oe, 98 Se ee ee 
. $ . . a Marine-Hospital Service of the United State 
An act (S. 1282) granting a pension to Alice Nichols; a p ; MS WMeernder of Naw York. to be 1 . 
An act (S. 1302) granting a pension to John Bechen, sr. ; | Aon nee aes : Sites a 1 Se ' os rd ; he United State z 
An act (S. 1365) granting a pension to Annie E. Dixon; | ey Sa ee ee wet vice eS it as 
An act (S. 1446) granting a pension to Elizabeth Wilson; POSTMASTER 
An act (S. 1681) granting a pension to John Bridenback, late private | harles I. Rathbun, to be postmaste t t, in tl f 
Company L, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry; | Newaygo and State of Michig 
An act (S. 1729) granting a pension to Lucy A. Coffield; Fred E. Patterson, to be postmaster at Chicopee Falls, in thi ’ 
An act (S. 1735) granting a pension to J. M. Stevens; | of Hampden and State of Massachusett r 
An act (8. 1817) granting a pension to Mary F. Hopkins; Samuel C. Stevenson, to be postmaster at Scottdale, in the i of 
An act (S. 2411) granting a pension to Eugenia RB. Tabler; | Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 
An act (S. 2420) granting a pension to Jane Wood, widow of Clay- Winfield S. Barr, to be postmaster at Parker’s Landing, inth inty 
borne Wood, late of Company C, Thirty-third Ohio Infantry Volunteers. | of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania 
An act (S. 2733) granting a pension to Theodore Gardner; | Otis S. Lyman, to be postmaste rat LaGrange. in the ity of Cook 
An act (S. 2734) granting a pension to Ada Johnson; | and State of Illinois. 
An act (S. 563) for the relief of Cornelia A. Stanley; George H. Fowler, to be postmaster at W watgsa, in the 
An act (S. 2200) for the relief of Mary E. Johnson; | of Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin. 
An act (S. 2309) for the relief of Joseph O. Cotton, dependent father | Frank M. Charlesworth, to be postmaster at South Kaukauna, in the 
of Gregory H. Cotton; s : county of Outagamie and State of Wis onsin, 
An act (8S. 789) granting an increase of pension to Henry G. Healy; Henry Giebel. to b postmaster at Clintonville, in the county of 
An act (8S. 1304) granting an increase of pension to Stephen D. Red- | Waupaca and State of Wisconsin. 
field; , Charles Atchison, to be postmaster at Warduner, in the county of 
An act (S. 2076) granting an increase of pension te John E. Walton; | Shoshone. Idaho. ; 
An act (S. 2369) granting an increase of pension to Oscar S. Collins; Lewis O. Sharp, to be postmaster at Madera, in the county of | ) 
and and State of California 
An act (S. 1546) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sallie H. Villiam W. Heyzer, to he aster at Guthrie Centre 
Michler, widow of the late Brey. Brig. Gen. Nathaniel Michler, United | of Guthrie and State of Iowa. 
States Army. John D. Hunter, to be postmaster at Webste Tit 1th ity of 
STANDARD OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. Hamilton and State of Iowa 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following David B. Herriott, to be postmaste the county ot Tay- 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, re- | lor and State of Iowa. 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed Charles H. Wood, to be p argh, in 0 , 
To the Senate dnd House of Representatives: Erie and State of New 
I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State inclosing a copy of a Thomas Cunningham, to postmaster at Mohaw 1 th ) i 


report upon weights and measures, adopted by the International American C 
ference recently in session at this Capital. 


on 


a Herkimer and State York. 
BENJ. HARRISON. | Fred C. Allen, to be postmaster at Jordan, in the county of O1 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 12, 1890, daga and State of New York. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 12, 1890. 


The House metat12o0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBuRN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNED 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 10716) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, A. D. 1891; and 

A bill (H 9603) making appropriations for the diplomatic and con- 
sular service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1891. 

INTERNATIONAL SANITARY REGULATIONS. 

The Speaker laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed 

The Clerk read as follows 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I invite your attention to the accompanying letter of the Secretary of State, 
submitting the recommendations of the International American Conference, for 
the better protection of the public health against the spread of contagious dis- 
eases, 


BENJ. HARRISON. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, July 11, 1899. 
INTERNATIONAL PATENTS AND TRADE-MARKS., 

The Speaker also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with accom- 
panying documents, referred to the Committee on Patents, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: : 
I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State, inclosing 
a report of the action of the International American Conference, lately in ses- 
n this city, concerning the protection of patents, trade-marks, and copy- 
rights in commerce between the American Republics, to which I invite your 
attention. 


BENJ. HARRISON, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, July 11, 1890. 


THE SILVER BILL. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, the agreement which the conferees 
came to upon the two measures referred to them is, as are all measures 
which must come from a conference committee, a compromise. The 
conferees met, and, after a free and full conference, agreed upon the 
measure which has been presented in their report, the conferees on the 
part of the Senate yielding some of the provisions of their measure, 
the conferees on the part of the House yielding others which were in 
theirs, and the result was the bill which has been presented in the re- 
port which you have found printed in the REcoRD. 

[t is not justsuch a billas I thought we ought to pass; it is not just 
such a bill as perhaps any member of this House would like to pass 
if he were to prepare a bill just to suit his convictions; but it is a bill 
which will answer the demands of the country, the demands of the sil- 
ver miners, the demands of the agriculturists, the laborers, and the 
business men of this country. It has been changed from the House 
bill in but very few instances. 

The first section of the House bill has been adopted in the conference 
report with this exception, that we have changed the amount of silver 
bullion to be purchased from $4,500,000 worth to 4,500,000 ounces, 
or so much thereof as may be offered. Inchanging the measure of the 
amount trom dolMrs to ounces we do not prescribe the exact amount 
that is to be purchased each month. When we say dollars’ worth, no 
matter whether silver goes up or goes down, the currency is increased 
just that much and nomore, By the other plan of purchasing so many 
ounces, if silver goes down the circulation is decreased, while if it goes 
up the amount of Treasury notes issued is increased. By adding the 
words ‘‘or so much thereof as may be offered ’’ we do not, in the judg- 
ment of the majority of the conferees of both Houses, change the 
amount that will be purchased and Treasury notes issued therefor, but 
we do take away the possibility of a ‘‘ corner’’ or of speculation on the 
part of the bullionfowners, and give the Secretary of the Treasury 
some opportunity to defend bimselfand the Treasury against the sharks 
who might attempt at the end of each month to force him to purchase 
at a fictitious price the amount directed by law. 

The second section of the bill is changed from the House bill, first, 
py modifying the legal-tender clause. That modification is simply by 
the insertion of these words: ‘‘ Except where otherwise expressly stipu- 
lated in the contract;’’ so that part of the bill will read: ‘‘such Treas- 
ury notes shall be a legal tender in payment of all debts, public and 
private, except where otherwise expressly stipulated in the contract.’’ 
That change is made to conform the bill to the present law. These 
words are taken directly and exactly from the law which now makes 





| lation of legal-tender Treasury notes. 


the silver dollar a legal tender, and it was believed by a majority of 
the committee of conference that these words were essential; that it 
was not best to say that American citizens should not, if they desired, 
make contracts payable in silver, payable in gold, payable in wood, 
payable in leather, or in whatever other article they might desire to 
contract for, provided it was especially stipulated in the contract. 
Another change in the second section of the bill is this: We strike 


| out the proviso in the House bill which provided that silver bullion 
, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported | 


might be exchanged for these notes at the discretion of the Secretary 


| of the Treasury when demanded by the holder, and instead of that 
| these words are inserted: 


That upon the demand of the holder of any of the Treasury notes herein pro- 
vided for, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, under such regulations as he 
may prescribe, redeem such notes in gold or silver coin at his discretion, it be- 
ing the established policy of the United States to maintain the two metals on a 
parity with each other upon the present legal ratio, or such ratio as may be 


provided by law. 

Now our friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] will tell you that that 
is a declaration intended to keep up the single gold standard. On the 
contrary, Mr. Speaker, it is a declaration of the policy of this Govern- 
ment that silver and gold both shall be used, and that both shall be 
kept at a panty at the present legal ratio, or at such ratio as may be 
fixed by law. Thatis the reason why the conferees on the part of the 
House agreed to this modification. 

And here I may add that the whole contention of those opposed to 
free coinage in this session of Congress has been to have assurance that 
silver and geld shall both be used and kept at a parity, and that there is 
and has been no opposition by them to an expansion of the currency. 
This assurance being given, the chief opposition to the bill will come 
from those who simply want cheap money and care not for more money. 

Section 3 of the bill is changed so that the Secretary of the Treasury 
is directed to coin 2,000,000 ounces of bullion in every month until the 
Ist day of July, 1891. This insures twenty-five million dollars’ worth 
of silver dollars in the Treasury to meet any demands that may be made 
at any time for redemption in coin. After that the bill makes it the 
duty of the Treasury to coin so much as may be necessary to redeem 
the notes presented. ‘This means that every ounce of the bullion that 
is put in there shall be coined if there isademand forit. I know that 
my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] will tell you that this bill again 
demonetizes silver. On the contrary, Mr. Speaker, the whole tenor of 
the bill isto monetize silver. In the first place, we provide for coining 
2,000,000 ounces of this bullion each month for one year. Then we 
direct the Secretary of the Treasury to coin every other ounce of it that 
is demanded for the redemption of these notes, and every dollar of it 
must be and will be coined if the necessities of the country demand it 
That can only be told by the fact, if it shall prove to be a fact, that the 
people of this country, the holders of these notes, shall present them {01 
redemption. Will any man claim that because gold is held for the re 
demption of the three hundred and forty-six millions of Treasury note~ 
the redemption of which is not asked for, and some of it, consequent! y 
not coined, gold is therefore demonetized? There are only one hun- 
dred millions kept in the Treasury now for the redemption of those 
notes, while here we propose to keep every ounce of this silver in the 
Treasury for the redemption of the notes as they are presented, and it 
cannot be got out except it be coined. Every ounce of it, whethe: 
coined orin bullion, is potential money; money, and nothing but money 
because, whether coined or not, it is represented by full legal-tender 
notes, which will be taken everywhere in this country at their face. 
and whose redemption will not, I trust and hope, be demanded. 

There is but one other change from the House bill, and that is that 
the section which provided for the conditional free coinage of silver is 
left out. What was that provision? It was that whenever the price 
of silver should appreciate to one dollar for 371} grains, the mints 
should be opened. It was possible, under the provisionsof that section, 
for the bullion owners of this country, ay and of the world, atno mat- 
ter what sacrifice, to hold their bullion and not present it until they 
had lifted it to a fictitious value of one dollar for 371} grains, and then 
the mints would be open, and afterwards the price of silyer might go 
down ever so low and still the mints would be open to coin a dollar 
which would be worth possibly 75, or 60, or even 50 cents. That is 
the reason why the conferees on the part of the House, for the sake of 
getting other concessions from the Senate, agreed to leave out that pro- 
vision. : 

There are no other variations in this bill from the bill which the 
House-passed by so significant a majority. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I claim that this bill meets the demands of the 
country, meets the demands of the people of all sections of this country. 
An additional circulation was demanded. This bill will give us, at 
the present price of silver, $57,780,000 a year. 

If silver goes up to a parity with gold it will give us an increased 
circulation of $69,660,000—in round numbers, $70,000,000. It does 
more than that. The last section of the bill, which provides for un- 
locking the deposits which are now lying idle in the Treasury as a 
fund for the redemption of national-bank notes which are not pre- 
sented, will liberate in round numbers $70,000,000 more, making for 
the next twelve months a total increase of $140,000,000 in the circu- 
Is there a man in this House 





+ eae Shr 


altel. <csepnena 





| 
: 
: 
; 
i 


: 
+ 
4 





om 


curren meinode tN thal ea" 


ith ces. 8 Da 





1890. 





or elsewhere who will stand up and say that the country demands a 
larger inflation of our currency than that—$140,000,000? I say $140,- 
000,900 because we shall coin gold enough to take the place of e 
national-bank note that is retired, so that our circulation for the 
next year will be $140,000,000 in excess of what it is now. 

Mr.CHEADLE. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I would like the gentleman to explain how the 
increase can be $140,000,000 a year when provision is made for the 
chase of only 4,590,000 ounces of silver per month. 

Mr. CONGER. If the gentleman had been listening to my re- 
marks—— 

Mr. CHEADLE. I was listening as best I could. 

Mr. CONGER. He would not have asked the question; because | 
said that we would issue of these Treasury notes on bullion pur- 
chases $70,000,000, and that by the sixth section of this bill we shall 
unlock $70,000,000 now tied up for the redemption of bank notes; and 
$70,000,000 added to $70,000,000 would make $140,000,000. 

Mr.CHEADLE. My friend will admit that under existing law the 
Treasury Department is coining 2,000,000 silver dollars monthly, and 
issuing in place of them silver certificates; so that the $24,000,000 of 
certificates issued under the existing law should be deducted from the 

70,000,000 which the gentleman makes a part of his calculation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. And, besides, the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. CoNGER] assumes in hisstatement that silver will reach a parity 
with gold at once—as soon as this bill goes into operation. 

Mr. CONGER. Well, whether it does or not, the increase will be 
nearly up to that. 
rate should continue as at present, it will only fall short about $13 


very 








yur- 


If silver goes up, that will he the amount; if the | 


| 
000,000. 


Now, I want my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to tell this 
House and to tell the country whether he is willing to stand here and 
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Mr. CONGER. No, sir. 

Mr. TRACEY. I judge not, because I believe that paper wa 
opposite side of the question 


vote against a measure that will give the ‘suffering, mortgage-ridden | 


people,’’ as he calls them, of the West an additional circulation of this 
large amount. I want the members of the Democratic party here to 


tell the country whether they are willing to refuse to support a meas- | 


ure which will give this large relief. 
Now, my silver-tongued friend from Missouri will no doubt read to 


this House various editorials, among others one from the New York | 


Tribune which says that this compromise has resulted in a bill which 
sustains purely the gold standard; that the silver men have been out- 
witted in this conference. That editorial was read in the Senate on 
the day before yesterday. 
other editorials of like character that he will read. 
cite what a few other papers in the country think of this measure. | 
would not bring in this phase of the question if it had not been intro- 
duced in another chamberin this Capitol. The Philadelphia Press of 
July 8, speaking of the silver agreement, says: 

The conference agreement on the silver bill is a surrender to the free-coinage 


faction of nearly everything that is valuable in the original plan proposed by 
Secretary Windom and all its later variations. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, Are you not reading the admission of 
a witness on your side of the case? 

Mr. CONGER,. No, sir; I am reading now from those who have 
been supporting your side of the case. I read from the Chicago Even- 
ing Post: 

WASHINGTON, July 8 

The silver magnates and the silver lobby of the West are in high glee this 
morning over the agreement reached in the silver conference committee, and 
well they may be. For the silver producers the section which provides for the 
purchase of 4,500,000 ounces instead of $4,500,000 worth will be justas good as free 
coinage, for it will enable them to at once put up the price of their product to$1.29 
an ounce and keep itthere ona parity with gold. Their profit will begin at once, 
and their market is secure for all their product. The free-coinage men from 
the Western and Southern States are hardly so well pleased, but still the b'll 
gives them about al! they could expect from free coinage. Instead of plenty of 
silver dollars they will have plenty of paper dollars, redeemable in gold and 
silver, and legal tender for all debts. ‘hat more they could ask it is hard to 
say. The refusal of the Democratic members of the conference, Senator Har 


I understand my friend from Missouri bas | 
Now, I want to | 


| ing the fact that the greatest war of history was thrust upon them, t! 


Ris and Mr. BLAND, to agree to the report has no other significance than that | 


they hope something may yet turn up in one branch of Congress or the other 
to enabie the Democrats to still make use of the silver question to force things 
their way on the Federal elections bill. 


I read nowan editorial from the Peoria (Ill.) Journal, apaper which 
has been the stanchest advocate of free coinage and the unlimited use 
of silver of all the papers that have come to my desk this winter. I 
will say to my friend from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAMs] that this is a wit- 
ness from his own side. 


Mr. SHIVELY. Do you agree with your own witness ? 
Mr. CONG ER. Iam reading from the witnessesnow. This is from 
anear neighbor of yours. I hope you will hear what he says: 
BIMETALLISM WINS. 


The compromise silver bill agreed ypon by Congress is toall intents and pur- 
ses a free-coinage measure. While it does not say so in so many word 


is, itis 
rue neverthiess. It is just such a measure as will meet the views of every one 


While it does not provide for anything but American silver, it will very effect- 
ually take care of all the silver produced in this country. 
- * * * . . . 
A Washington dispatch savs that the prevailing sentiment among the bimet- 
allists in Congress is favorable tothe measure. Senator Jones, of Nevada, is 


reported assaying: ‘“ The bill is entirely satisfactory to me and will be to the | 


Mr. CONGER. It claimed this was a gold bi 
Mr. TRACEY. Have you that article? 
Mr. CONGER. No, sir, Lhave not; but I understand that 
league on that side, the gentleman from Missouri |Mr. BLAN} 
probably make use oft in connection with this debate. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not present these editorials, hastily 
by newspaper men, as a proper construction by any means of the law 
which it is the duty of Congress to ena 





Ido not believe that any 
gentleman on the floor is willing that the newspapers of the « try 
shall give an absolute construction of the laws that weshall pass. Tl 
must be left, gentlemen, to your own judgment in voting for them, and 


finally to another branch of this Government which sits midwa 
tween the House and the Senate. 


hi Mr. SI eake = [Ih ive been worki 


at this bill for some months as a patriot. I have been talking of thi 
bill simply as a patriot. I want to use just afew moments now 


talking of the bill as a patriot and as a Republic 
Mr. PAYSON 
Mr. CONGER. 


all - 
They are synonymous terms. 

My friend from Illinois suggests that they are s 
nonymous terms. I heartily agree with him in that. Idoso because 
this isa Republican measure, and I am here, gentlemen, to say tl 
every important financial measure that has been success{ul 





1lin this coun- 
try, with one single solitary exception, has every 
Republican measure. 


one of them been a 
Why, in 1861, when the Republicans assumed 
control of this Government, then we had an examp! 


e of Democratic 
inanciering. What was thec: 


edit of this Government at that time? 
Why, Uncle Sam could not get trusted for a dinner in any part of the 
civilized world. President Buchanan had been sending the bonds ol 
thecountry to all ofthe money markets of the world begging them to buy 
the bonds and offering to give them any sort of discount, but was up 

cessful. But the Republican party came into power, and notwithstand- 


by their financial judgment and wisdom inaugurated snch a financia 
policy and carried it into such successful execution that we stand to-d 
before the world as the richest Government on the face of the ea 
with a credit unparalleled by any government in the history of - 
ization. [Applause on the Republican side. 

The Republican party was responsible for the issue of the greenba 
I know, Mr. Speaker, that during the terrible ordeal of the war it 3 

| impossible to keep them up to one hundred cents on the dollar 

Republican financiering and Republican management, added to an « 


penditure of thousands and tens of thousands of patriotic lives, d 
bring them up, and they have never faltered; and we made the 
Speaker, every single one of them, with their faces coated w 


and their backs lined with gold, as good as the dollar coined‘of gold 
itself. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

The resumption act was the child of Repub! rentage. The 
national-banking act, which gave us the best of banking that 
has ever been known or conceived of in the civilized world, was of 
Republican enactment. Every sing! e of the legal enactments that 
have helped to give us the cre: y to-day, which makes us the 
richest and most powerful nation of the world, has been furnished by 
the Republican party; and this measure will be given to the country 
Iam happy tosay, by Republicans. [Applause on the Repu 1 side 
It was agreed upon in conference by Republicans only. It was passed 
yonder Chamber only by Republican votes,and I suspect that it may} 
here only by Republican votes. It will then go wher: pned 
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by a Republican President, and from there it will go to a country tously by this Government for the benefit of silver-bullion speculators, 


' 
which in November next will give such a Republican indorsement that 


and that it is also an improvement upon the bill which originally passed 


many of you gentlemen will not be found here to pass upon the next | this House. 


silver measure that may come before Congress. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.j| It is, Mr. Speaker, in linewith Republican judgment 
and Republican policy. The Republicans have never been afraid to 
announce their policy. 

At a convention held by the Republican party two years ago in the 
city of Chicago their ideas were put forth before the country and sol- 
emnly pronounced on this subject. Let mecall your attention to them, 
for they have been read with such emphasis so many times on the 
other side that I think it but proper to read them here: 

The Republican party is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as money, 
and condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration in its efforts to de- 
monetize silver. 

This bill not only by its provisions treats gold and silver alike, and 
says to the country that we are in favor of both metals as money, but 
by the emphatic declaration of the bill itself it determines that it shall 
be the policy of the Government to keep them so. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] Not only in line with the spirit and the letter of 
the declaration of the great national Republican convention, but the 
bill is also in line with the policy announced by the Republicans in 
convention in the State of Iowa, on the very day that we had this bill 
under consideration last. Let me read you what the Iowa Republicans 
say about silver: 


We are in favor of such expansion of the currency as will meet the growing 


demands of an increase in population and trade. 


Nearly one hundred and forty millions of increase by this bill. They 
also say, Mr. Speaker: 

We favor such legislation as will utilize as money the entire silver product 
of our mines; and we favor such laws as will aid in the legitimate and unre- 
stricted use of both precious metals as money. 

This bill does that, and in the very best possible way. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question with reference to the act of 1869, with which he is undoubt- 
edly familiar? Congress declared that the public debt should be pay- 
able in coin. Is it the opinion of the gentleman from Iowa that the 
public debt can now be paid by the use of these Treasury notes? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir; it is. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Then, notwithstanding the fact that silver may 
not appreciate to the standard of gold, yet these notes can be used in the 
payment of the balance of the public debt. 

Mr. PAYSON. Precisely as the standard silver dollar might be. 

Mr. CONGER. I did not hear the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. The gentleman will remember that in 1869, I 
think it was, before the debt was funded, Congress passed a law known 
as the Schenck act to strengthen the public credit. It was entitled 
**An act to strengthen the public credit,’’ and in that act it was de- 
clared that the public debt should be payable in coin. Now, I want 
to know whether, notwithstanding the provisions of that act, the bal- 
ance of the public debt may be paid in the Treasury notes issued in 
pursuance of this act. 

Mr. CONGER. Why,this does not repeal that act, and that would 
be a matter of construction for the Secretary of the Treasury to put 
upon it. 

Now, Mr, Speaker, there are so many other gentlemen who desire to 
talk upon this question that I do not want to detain the House; but I 
want to say that if it isdesirable to establisha parity between silver and 
gold, the work of this House since we came here has been moving quite 
rapidly in that direction. When we came to this Congress silver was 
only worth 93 cents an ounce. Yesterday it was quoted in New York 
for $1.074. [Applause on the Republican side.] It has gone up, Mr. 
Speaker, more than 3 cents an ounce since it was announced that we 
had agreed in conference upon this bill, and it will receive further im- 
petus in that direction after the passage of this bill. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, thatthe gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
and myself were to control the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan,in the chair). 
The gentleman has occupied thirty-five minutes. 

Mr. CONGER. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [ Mr. CurcH eon}. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, there is not much that one can say 
on the silver question in five minutes. I have not heretofore taken 
very much of the time of the House in debating this or any other ques- 
tion during thissession. I desire now, in just a few words, to give 
some of the reasons why [ think this conference report should be 
adopted. When the question was before the House of appointing this 
conference committee I then predicted that if we should send the Sen- 
ate bill to such a committee they would bring back here a bill that 
would be an improvement both upon the Senate bill and the House 
bill ; and I think that every one of us who looks carefully and candidly 
at the bill that is presented as a substitute will agree that my proph- 
ecy has been fulfilled, and that the bill before us isa vast improvement 
upon the monstrosity, as I regardit, which the Senate sent here, which 
proposed to make the United States Mint a dumping ground for all the 
silver of the world that could be brought here, to be coined gratui- 


I shall support this conference report, in the first place, because I 
believe that it meets the demands of the country. Now, I have not 
been troubled by my constituents upon the silver question. During 
this entire debate there has been no uprising in Northern Michigan to 
demand free coinage. I have yet to receive the first letter or the first 
petition asking me to support free coinage from any one of my constitu- 
ents, either farmers, manufacturers, or laborers, or what not. I be- 
lieve that this demand for free coinage has been to a very great extent 
a manufactured demand, and manufactured in the shadow of the Dome 
of this Capitol, and not out among the workingmen, the farmers, the 
mechanics, the merchants, or miners of the country. I do not be- 
lieve that even the silver miners asked for the Senate bill. 1am in 
favor of this conference report, because it will enable us to coin into 
silver dollars the entire output of the American silver mines. 

There will not be an ounce of American silver mined within the 
borders ot the United States that can not, under this bill, be coined 
into silver dollars and passed out to the people for their use. 

In the next place, I am in favor of this conference report because it 
will put the profit, the seigniorage of the coinage into the public Treas- 
ury for the benefit of all the people of the United States, instead of 
putting it down into the private pockets of the owners of the bullion 
and the speculators in bullion. 

In the next place, I shall favor this report and vote for it gladly be- 
cause it will give us additional currency, bothof metal and of paper, 
for the use of the business of the country. We are rapidly expanding 
our population, and more rapidly increasing capital and business, and 
there is no question but that we require a larger volume of currency. 
Currency should keep pace with the population, and keep pace with 
the growth of business of the country. 

Just one word more, and then Iam done. I am in favor of this bill 
because I believe that its passage will give such an added value to sil- 
ver, such an increased demand and use of silver that it will rapidly 
appreciate and in the future reach the standard of gold, as has been 
shown by the gentleman from Iowa it is already doing by the monetary 
reports, until we shall be able to declare in favor of the free coinage 
of gold and silver, because gold and silver will be at a parity, and 
therefore, when that day shall come, we shall have what we have long 
desired, absolute bimetallism and a double standard. 

Mr. CONGER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 
[Mr. HERMANN]. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, this legislation is a compromise. 
It is not what Wall street wanted, nor is it what the people of the 
country wanted, so far as free and unlimited coinage of the silver dol- 
laris meant. It is not the fullest recognition of the equality of gold 
and silver as money metals. It means, however, a great concession on 
both sides. Above all, its results mean a victory to popular demand. 
It is a great advance toward free coinage. Now, we havea coinage of 
$24,000,008 per annum. Under this bill we shall secure $70,000,000 
perannum. The two metals are nearer on a parity to-day than they 
were on yesterday. There will be offered and there will be purchased 
by the Secretary of the Treasury 4,500,000 ounces of silver bullion. 
This will give what the country has been so long and so loudly de- 
manding—more money. It will stimulate production, because as sil- 
ver is raised in price so will also be the product of agriculture. New 
markets will be afforded, and there will be a universal stimulant to trade 
and traftic throughout the broad confines of the Republic. 

Should the fears now expressed be realized as to the failure of a faith- 
ful enforcement of the law, we shall have the succeeding Congress to 
semedy any existing defects, and I have no fear that with the sentiment 
now abroad in our nation there will be astronger representation in this 
House after the fall elections on the line of free coinage of silver than now 
exists. This is not a political question. It is not a question for the 
caucus. It is a business proposition. It is a question of dollars and 
cents, and goes to the material prosperity of the nation and to every 
man, woman, and child in it. 

It is the duty of a Representative, after having sought to secure the 
highest ultimatum of his people’s wishes, to accept the nearest ap- 
proach to this, in view of the difficulties of harmonizing on a more sat- 
isfactory basis. 

The Constitution of our Republic is itself but the result of a com- 
promise. With this view, then, Mr. Speaker, I accept this as the best 
possible concession to the interests of free and unlimited coinage of sil- 
ver, and I congratulate those whom I have the honor to represent that 
so great an advance has thus been gained in the direction of free coin- 
age and the equality of the two great money metals of the world. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I do pot know that I can begin better 
than by answering the gentleman who has just taken his seat. I 
concur in his statement when he hopes the next House of Representa- 
tives will be a free-coinage House, but I want to remind my friend 
that if it is so it must come from those who advocate free coinage 
and stand by their colors. It will not come from the advocacy of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ConNGER], who has during this whole 
session opposed free coinage, and the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
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CUTCHEON], and the Republican party, which, in its organization 


in this House, by gag rule, unprecedented maneuvers, and caucuses 
have fought down and stifled free coinage inthis House. It will n 

come from your party, but for my part I say, in God’s name letit con 

from your party or any other, butif it comes at all it will come 


that party on account of the efforts of men here who have stood firm 
to the flag of free coinage, and not surrendered at the beck of Wall 
streetand the gold bugs. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa says this bill is the 
result of a free and fair conference. Ideny it. We had but one 
meeting uf the conference committee in which all the conferees were 
represented. That was the meeting appointed for last Thursday. 
We were to have another meeting of these conferees, but before the 
date of that meeting arrived I was notified that my presence was no 
longer needed and that when my services were required I would be 
notified. In the mean timesecret meetings or caucuses were held by 
the Republican members of that conference, and this bill was con- 
cocted and prepared by them; and I never received a notice to at- 
tend another meeting of this conference until this bill was agreed to 
and the report was ready to be signed; and I wassimply asked whether 
I agreed to it or not. That is all I had to do with the conference. 
Is that a free, a full, and a fair conference? 

Mr. CONGER. Will my friend permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BLAND. Yes. 

Mr. CONGER. Were you not offered full opportunity to discuss 
that matter? 

Mr. BLAND. Not at all. We met there and did not spend more 
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metallist, so far as I know, has ever sented to. Rulings and « 

structions of the Secretarv of the Treasury a rrafted s 
bill to fix us on the gold basis and the gold sta rd 

And this is the result of the tyranny of | this 
House. From the beginning we have ay ule g i 
ther side of the House to ir pal 2 ° 
easures here i d pert t 1 l caiscuss t} lar 
iv. wi freec of debate ind fre« »olfer amen 1 
order that we might s rr! bill vhen this bill } l 
the H se th spea sitt gy il a r, absolutely re st to 

recognize any gentleman on either side of the H 6 to offer a fi 
| coinage amendment. Under that ¢ rule the bill was passed 
through this House, and when it went to a committee of fe ; 


than tweuty-five or thirty minutes in conference, and there was no | 


proposition made or discussion had and no bill was formulated in 
any way. 


suggestions? 


adjourned over to meet again on the following Saturday. I received 
a note from the gentleman from Iowa that we would not have a 
meeting on that day. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman answer another question ? 

Mr. BLAND. But the Republican members of the conference 
committee organized themselves into a caucus, and the gentleman will 
not deny that they concocted this bill and that I was not present. 

Mr. CONGER. Well, you do not object, because I notified you 
that the meeting had been declared off and that I did not desire you 
to come there when there was to be no meeting. 

Mr. BLAND. As I said before, I did not want to attend a Repub- 
lican caucus. 

Mr. CONGER. And you did not want tosign a Republican report. 

Mr. BLAND. i hope, Mr. Speaker, that I will not be interrupted. 
I will take pleasure in answering any question suggested to me if I 
make any misstatements, but I want to discuss this measure. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us for a moment examine this bill in regard 


the Democratic members of that committee, both of whom were in 
favor of free coinage, were ignored in the preparation of this ec 


ference bill. This measure comes to us now, the gentleman fron 


} 
i 
1 


Iowa tells us, as a Republican measure, agreed to in caucus by t 
Republican party, and he claims that that party is the father of our 
financial system and of all our financial measures. So be it, Mr. 
Speaker. This is in harmony with the rest of them. How was sil- 
ver demonetized in 1873? It was demonetized by a conference com- 
mittee, where men metin secret caucus and concocted a measure for 
the demonetization of silver which passed both Houses, and now 
again to-day, by a party caucus, you propose to stifle fair debate as 
you have already stifled an opportunity to get a fair bill before the 
Senate and the House upon this silver question. Well, if the gen- 
tleman from Iowa claims that the Republican party is responsible 
for all the financial policies of this Government since that party has 
been in power, let him answer how it was that in 1873, by a dark- 


| lantern caucus of that party, silver was demonetized and how it is 
Mr. CONGER. Did you propose anything? Did you make any |! 
| it again? 
Mr. BLAND. Icould not. We had a meeting on Thursday and | 


now that by that same means you propose practically to demonetize 


Mr. Speaker, let us examine this bill fora moment. It provides: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to purchase from time to 
time silver bullion the aggregate amountof 4,500,000 ounces, or son h thereof 





l i 
s may be offered, in each month, at the market price thereof, not exce 





ngular fact, Mr. Speake r, that there is no bill that can be 
agreed to as a party measure upon thesilver question that has nota 
tang to it. This bill reads allright until you come to that part of 
it which says: ‘‘So much thereof as may be offered in each month 
at the market price thereof.” Why, the pill that we are to swallow 
is like a sugar-coated quinine pill. 





On the first reading it means 


| that the Secretary of the Treasury is to purchase 4,500,000 o 


to the great principle involved on the subjects of free coinage and | 


bimetallism. This is the question here. The question is, how far 
does this bill depart from the principles of bimetallism and free coin- 
age? In the first place, Mr. Speaker, the principles of bimetallism, 
as plainly stated and understood to me, are that the two metals shall 


be coined into money at a fixed ratio. I will come to that part of 


the billina moment that declares that it is the policy of this Gov- 
ernment to keep the two metals at par. 

Now, Albert Gallatin discussed this question of the parity of the 
metals—and he was one of the greatest financiers this country ever 
produced—and when he alluded to the difficulty of keeping them at 
a parity he advanced the true theory of bimetallism when he said 
that the best system of coinage rests upon both metals and the free 
coinage of both, and, if one metal went above the other, debtors 
would have the benefit of paying in the cheaper metal, which now 
is silver. I refer to his financial report in 1829; and he alluded to 
the fact that at that time gold was above silver. That is to say that 


bimetallism means the use of both gold and silver at a fixed ratio, | 


and if either goes up from extraordiuary demands, raising the price | 


of one metal above the other, the cheaper metal would be used, and | 


was the most equitable standard of payments if it had not lost its 
purchasing power as compared to commodities. 

Now, I say, Mr. Speaker, that it is a false statement that it has 
ever been the practice of this Government to keep the two metals at 
a parity. I deny that we have ever had the two metals at a parity 
in any true sense up to 1834. When the ratio between gold and 
silver was changed we were practically on a silver basis, because 
silver was the cheaper metal. The ratio was then changed and gold 


was made the cheaper metal, and we came to the gold standard, | 


practically. Why? Because silver was worth more as bullion than 
as coin at our mints, worth more at the European ratio, and it went 


there, and we used gold when it was from 3 to 6 cents beiow par of 


silver. I say the financial history of this country is that we never 
have coined the two metals at an absolute par, and now this bill 
undertakes to incorporate into a statute the false doctrines of the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the gold men that we should not use 
silver or pay it out unless at par with gold, a thing which the bi- 
metallists of this country have contended against from the begin- 
ning, a proposition that I have never assented to and that no bi- 


of silver bullion per month, but when we come to ruminate it, when 
we roll it around in our mouths a few times, we begi! te the 
bitter tang which is found in these words: “ or s 
may be offered in each month at the market price t! ; 
Mr. MORROW. Do you find also the stimulating quality of the 
quinine pill? [Laughter. ] 
Mr. BLAND. I will come to that in a moment That is the dif- 


hicuity. 





It will stimulate you awhile and then lay you out as flat 


as any man that ever got drunk over night and woke up in the morn- 
ing with a sick headache. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MORROW. This is quinine, not whisky. 

Mr. BLAND. I am indebted to the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
CONGER] for his frankness, because he does not differ with me in his 


construction ofthis clause. Headmitsthat itis put there fora purpose 
and that that purpose is identical with the purpose which appeared in 
| 


the original Windom bill. This provision was that the Secretary 





should purchase silver bullion from month to month at its market 
price, to be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury h the right on his 
part spend purchase when in his opinion the vas a ‘‘corner” on 
silver. That has been stricken out. It wastoo plain. Nobody could 


be deceived by a plain, honest proposition of that sort. Nobody 
could be deceived by it and there could be no difference of opinion 


aboutit. While the gold party could stand upon it, the silver part 

| could not do so without exposing themselves to public reprobation 
and contempt. So, instead of that, we have this quiet, steaithy pro- 
vision ingrafted upon this bill which has the same force and efiect, 
which provides that whenever the Secretary of the Treasury believe 
that the market is being over-stimulated by speculators, he may de- 
clare that he can not receive any more bullion becanse he can not 


purchase it at its market price. The gentleman from Iowa [M1 
CONGER] admits that construction and the provision does not ad 
of any other construction, so that practically the amount of money 


that is to go into circulation under this bill or the amount of bu n 
that is to be purchased is to be at the discretion of the Secretary of 
| the Treasury, and when the gentleman from Iowa says that fifty, or 
sixty, or seventy millions will go into circulat he omits to say 


| that it all depends upon whether or not the Secretary of the Treasury 


| 


| 


in his construction of the law will permit that money to go into cir- 
culation or not. The interpretation of the law is left open for the 
purpose of regulating the amount of silver that may be purchased 
from month to month. 


But my friend from California [Mr. Morrow] wants to know how 
about the stimulu Now, Mr. Speaker, as this is claimed to be a Re- 
publican measure, I think | can state about what the stimulus will 


be. I want to make a prophecy. They say that prophets ar 
honored in all countries save their own. I do not know whethe: 
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this prophecy will be verified or not, but I want to make it now and 
the future will determine. These purchases will go on as the silver 
men want them to go on, and claim they ought to go on, until after 
the next Presidential election ; for I donot think any party in power 
could stand against public sentiment and refuse to execute this law 


in the spirit in which it ought to be executed: first, for the purpose 
of getting more money into circulation in accordance with the popular 
demand and, secondly, to prevent any uprising of the friends of silver 
in this country to denounce the Administration in the execution of 
the law, while the necessities of the Presidential election are being 
tided over. But when that election has passed and the next Presi- 
dent of the United States has been chosen, whether he be Demo- 
cratic or Republican or whatever he may be, if he is a gold bug you 
will tind that the purchases will be made to suit Wall street and no- 
body else. Now mark that prediction. 

I want to say to my friends on the other side of the House, You 
have abandoned the true friends of silver; you have abandoned 
those who have stood by the free-coinage policy; you have made 
friends with Wall street and the gold advocates; you have com- 
promised so as to get their votes, ignoring ours. You have gone to 
Wall street to concoct a bill to suit the ad vocates of the gold stand- 
ard and you have brought them to your support because they know 
thisis a gold bill. You have forsaken and left in the lurch the gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House constituting the vast majority in 
favor of free coinage. You have left the people of the country also 
in the lurch, those who are demanding something looking towards 
free coinage, something in the interests of the remonetization of 
silver. 

Now, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. CONGER], in alluding to the 
last section of this bill, which provides for paying out the money 
now held for the redemption of bank notes—about $65,000,000 or 
$70,000,000 of lawfnl money now deposited in the Treasury—said 
that this would have the effect of increasing the currency. It will 
for a while; but that is another one of those false stimulants. That 
lawful money is held there for what purpose? To redeem the notes 
of national banks that have gone out of existence or are now going 
out of existence. Those notes are now in circulation—some $65,000,- 
000 or $75,000,000—corresponding with the amount which will be 
put in cirenlation by this bill. Now these notes are constantly 
coming into the Treasury and being redeemed, canceled and de- 
stroyed ; and by the measure proposed you do not gain one dollar in 
circulation except forashort time. You doimmediately, I suppose, 
to meet the exigencies of the Treasury; for you will have a deficit. 
By reason of the high protective tariff and your enormous appropri- 
ations for pensions and other matters of that kind, there will be a 
deficiency in the Treasury; and that deficiency must be met in some 
way That isthe idea of ingrafting this feature upon this bill: to 
meet that deficiency, to get that money into circulation. But when 
the bank notes come back and are canceled, there is a contraction 
of the currency equal to the amount you have put in circulation. 

I do not myself object to this feature of the bill; but I say there 
is that difficulty about it: whatever good it may do it will result 
finally in a contraction of the currency to the amount that is put in 
circulation, because that fund is there to redeem bank notes outstand- 
ing; and when the bank notes come in the contraction commeaces, 
and as fast as they come in the crrrency is contracted. 

Now, my friends, had you desired to consult the interests of the 
people of this country, the great mass of the people, on this subject, 
you would have made a different provision from that. You would 
bot only have provided, as this bill does, that this lawful money 
should be covered into the Treasury, but you would have provided 
further that when a national-bank note comes in for cancellation a 
new greenback should issue in its place; and these Treasury notes 
or greenbacks would take the place of national-bank notes and you 
would have no contraction atall. But you have not donethat. The 
interests of the masses of the people have not been consulted. Wall 
street, Wall street alone, has been consulted. 

Now I want to call attention to a peculiarity of this bill in regard 
to the redemption of these notes. The second section provides in 
reference to this subject— 

That the Treasury notes issued in accordance with the provisions of this act 
shall be redeemable on demand in coin at the Treasury of the United States or at 
the oflice of any assistant treasurer of the United States; and when so redeemed 
may be reissued. 

Now here is one redemption provided for ; why do you want two? 
Where was the necessity for providing another redemption of these 
notes and a different one? That is all right. Noone can object to 
that. When it is presented for redemption they shall be redeemed 
in coin, and that isenough. But when you go a little further you 
find a very different sort of redemption for the same note, having a 
very different purpose. When you come to another portion of the 
same section you find: 


That upon demand of the holder of any of the Treasury notes herein provided 
for, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, under such regulations as he may pre- 
acribe, redeem such notes in gold or silver coin, at his discretion, it being the es- 
tablished policy of the United States to maintain the two metals on a parity with 
each other upon the present legal ratio or such ratio as may be provided by law. 


_ Now, I ask, why was that necessary? In the beginning of the sec- 
tion it is provided that the notes shall be redeemed in coin. There 
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was no necessity for going a step further. But there wasan ulterior 
| purpose in going a step further, a hidden purpose so far as this bill, 
I may say, discloses, when you give it careful consideration in refer- 
ence and in relation to the construction the Secretary of the Treasury 
has heretofore placed upon the provisionsof the law now in existence 
in his dealings with silver. 
But I want to take this section inits regular order and call your 
attention to it. It goes on to provide: 
| But no greater or less amounts of such notes shall be outstanding at any time 
| than the cost of the silver bullion, and the standard silver dollars coined there- 
from, then held in the Treasury purchased by such nutes, and such Treasury 
| notes shall be a legal tender, etc. 


Now, before coming to this redemption provision again let me al- 
lude to this: Here is the ‘‘fine Italian hand” of Wall street so plain 
that Ido not see how any man can misapprehend its meaning. Un- 
der our present law, the law of 1878, the Secretary of the Treasury 
is compelled to purchase not less than $2,000,000 worth of silver bull- 
ion per month and not over $4,000,000 worth, and to coin it into 
standard silver dollars on which the silver certificates are issued. 

| There is no discretion vested in him at all except as between the 

| limits of purchase, namely, between $2,000,000 and $4,000,000 worth. 
There are no such words as ‘‘so much as may be offered” under that 
law atall. It is absolutely mandatory upon him that he shall pur- 
chase not less than the amount specified and not more than the 
maximum amount fixed in the bill, and coin it into standard dol- 
lars. 

| Nowl say here is fixed a legal ratio of 16to1. The bullion is pur- 
chased of course at the market rate, but the money is issued at the 
coin rate. The dollar is coined at the ratio of 16 to 1, and the silver 
certificate is issued on the dollar; so that you keep up the ratio of 
your coinage at 16 to 1 in the issuing of the money that may be 
coined under the existing law. But under this bill you issue ac- 
cording to the gold value of the bullion, and not the coinage value 

| of the bullion ; and the claim that you thus keep the two metals at 
par with the present ratio or some future ratio to be fixed by law 
is a self-stultifying assertion. Yon do not issue the money at the ratio 
of 16 to 1, but you issue it by what may be and will be a varying 
ratio; and you declare that the notes outstanding shall not exceed 
the gold value of the bullion; in other words, that the a:ounts 
outstanding shall be no greater and no less. Now, gold value of 
course will fix the ratio, and that is not 16 to 1 by any means, butis 
about 20 to 1. You have thus changed the ratio in the interest of 
Wall street, and the gold standard from 16 to 1 to 20 to 1 under this 
bill, or whatever the market ratio may be, for it may be 21 to-day 
and 25 to-morrow, and less or more the next day, as the market 
price varies. You have departed from the legal ratio; and to tell 

| me that it is the policy of the Government to keep the two metals 
at par at their legal ratio and yet refuse to issue money on that 
legal ratio is a dishonest and deceptive declaration; it is an at- 
tempt to cover up what the bill proposes to do, is a fraud upon the 
people, is a depafture from bimetallism at the fixed ratio which 
we have established in this country, and is a direct blow at free 
coinage of silver in the United States. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, had the bill provided that the outstanding 
notes should not be less than the cost of the bullion, nor exceed its 
coin value, you would then have kept up the legal ratio; that is to 
say, the Secretary of the Treasury could have issued the money on 
the coining value of 16 to 1, which would have kept up the par 
between them. But you do not do that. You do not intend to do 
it. Wallstreet did not propose that you should do it when you went 
into your Republican caucus and depended upon that way alone of 
getting asilver bill. You have cheated the people of this country 
out of at least twelve million of dollars of circulation under the bill 
according to your own theory. You have given the bullion-owner 
or the silver-mine owner a market for his silver, it istrue. The Gov- 
ernment buys the bullion from him, but the difference between the 
coining ratio and the bullion ratio is so much capital piled up in the 
Treasury at the expense of the people. 

Senator SHERMAN, when Secretary of the Treasury, and Secretary 
Manning, and the Wall street papers of New York have all declared 
from the beginning, and it has been stated over and over again on 
the floor of the House, even as late as to-day in the debate, that 
when you put silver sufficient in the dollar to make up the differ- 
ence between the coining value of gold and the silver there is no 
danger of silver inflation. They are demanding that sufficient silver 
shall be placed in the dollar, that a dollar’s worth of the bullion shall 
be behind the note issued upon it, aud by this ratio or proportion of 
silver in that way they hope to keep up the gold standard and pre- 
vent silver from performing its part of the measure of value. 

You have come to their proposition. You have joined the gold 
standard, and you are now marching under that standard, and when 
you come back here in the next Congress and say ‘‘ We want the 
free coinage of silver”—oh, yes, you want it, but how are you going 
to getit? Wall street will say to you, ‘‘ Gentlemen, here is the law 
of the land. You have put yourselves on record by a vote in this 
House, and passed a law that says you no longer shall issue money 
on silver at its legal ratio, but on its cost price. You have declared 
that you will keep the two metals together in this way, by permit- 
ting the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem in gold.” 
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The bill says: 

That upon the demand of the holder of an of the Treasury notes herein | 
vided the Secretary uf the Treasury shall, under such regulations as he ma 
scribe— 

What sort of regulation? 
cretion— 
redeem such noies in gold or silver at his discretion, it being the established 
policy of the United States to maintain the two metals on a parity with each other 
upon the present legal ratio or such ratio as may be provided by law 


No one knows. It is left at his 


That is to say, if you can coin silver free when it reaches a parity 
with gold under this bill at its present legal ratio, all right, but not 
before. The established policy is to keep the two metals at a parity 
at the present ratio, and unless they are at par under the present 
ratio you have no right, after the passage of this law, to demand 
the free coinage of silver. That will be the contention of the oppo- 
nents of free coinage. I shall not be bound by this act, for I will not 
vote for or subscribe to any such proposition. 

Now, my friend from Iowa [Mr. CONGER] says that I may read 
from the newspapers upon this subject. Mr. Speaker, if takes a 
good deal of time to read newspapers and the time for debate is 
too short. I may read a few extracts before Iclose. The New York 
Evening Post, The New York Tribune, the organ of the Republican 
party and of Wall street—they all in editorials construe that clause 
to mean that the Secretary of the Treasury must use his discretion 
in keeping the two metals at par, and the Tribune goes as far as to 
say that he ought not to pay out, and it means that he must not pay 
out, a silver dollar until the bullion silver is at a par with gold. 

Now whenever the Secretary of the Treasury comes to the conclu- 
sion, as he has heretofore—Mr. Sherman thought that after he had 
coined fifty millions of dollars of silver the coinage of any more was 
endangering the gold standard and wanted it stopped, and Mr. Fol- 
ger felt the same way, and soalso Mr. Manning. They all refused to 
pay out silver except when they could do it safely, without disturb- 
ing the gold standard, and the present Secretary of the Treasury is 
no exception. In fact, I do not know but he is more hostile in his 
attitude towards silver than the others. What will he construc 
this law to mean? He will construe it to mean that whenever a 
man demands gold for these Treasury notes we will go to a single 
silver standard if he does not pay in gold. That was the theory of 
Secretary Sherman, and it is the theory of all the gold party, that 
when you present a note to the Treasury Department and demand 
gold and the gold is refused, you are on a silver basis. Now, gen- 
tlemen all know that. You understand that. Mr. SHERMAN in the 
debate the other day stated that, and he stated the same thing as 
Secretary of the Treasury, and so did Mr. Manning. That is the 
theory of the gold party: that the moment the Treasury refuses to 
pay gold on demand for any note of the Government gold goes to a 
prémium and you are on asilver basis and your paper is depreciated. 

That is, when the Government fails to redeem its paper in gold, 
on demand, the note-holder will be compelled to sell his paper to 
get gold to meet his demands and sell it at a discount. This would 
at once put gold at a premium. 

Well, how is the Secretary to get the gold? He has one hundred 
millions of gold, procured under the resumption law, for the redemp 
tion of the greenbacks, and The New Yerk Tribune and The Evening 
Post refer to this law by which he isto keep silver at a parity with 
gold. 

That on and after the lst day of January, A. D. 1879, the Secretary of the Treas 


A 


ury shall redeem in coin of the United States the legal-tender notes then outstand- 
ing— 


Now, these are United States legal-tender notes— 


on their presentation for redemption at the office of the assistant treasurer of 
the United States, in the city of New York, in sums of not less than $50. And to 
enable the Secretary of the Treasnry to provide for the redemption in this act au- 
thorized and required he is authorized to use any surplus revenue in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, and to use, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par, in 
coin, either of the description of bonds of the United States described in the act 
of Congress approved July 14, 1870, entitled ‘‘ Anact to refund the national debt,” 
ete. 


Five per cent. bonds were sold under that act for the purpose of 


keeping the Treasury notes of the United States at par, and there is | 


no limitation to it. These are Treasury notes and lJegal-tender. 
And whenever it may become necessary to sell those bonds for the 
purpose of getting coin—and that wili be gold coin, because gold 


coin, when demanded and not on hand, is compelled under the letter | 


of this bill, that says that it is the policy of the Government to keep 
the two metals at par—he would not only be authorized, but com- 
imanded to execute the resumption law and sel! bunds for the pur- 
pose of getting gold to redeem these silver notes. And yet this is 
called a silver bill. 

Now, I have alluded to the coinage provision of this bill which 
requires the coinage of 2,000,000 of ounces for eleven months. 
ably it will be eleven months. The bill takes effect thirty days after 
it is passed and signed by the President. It may be signed by th: 
20th.of this month or before. But in July of next year the coinag: 
ceases, so that you will have only about eleven months for the coin- 
age of silver, except at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury.* There will after that be no coinage of silver, because none will 
be demanded. The note-holder will demand t l 


gold; that is his 
right by the terms of the bill. The Secretary will be compelled to 


Prob- | 


‘ L ilf i 
oversight in this bill. These irl to be ta 
We know that the greenbacks are 1 e adeno! itions 
are left in the banks in Wall street, New l not ta VW 
tax day comes round they can not be taxed, beca I 
taxable underthe law. Ido not think we ought to have issued 
more money of that sort, and especially in these large dene Lat 
that will accommodate the banks in escaping taxation. N 
law is pretty plain upon that subject. It says: 

All stocks, bonds, Treasury notes, avd other obligations 
shall be exempt from taxati der State or muni pal au 
Statutes, section 3701.) 

That is a statute of the | ted States, ( ton a . 
nated Treasury notes in the bill and made a legal tends j 
permitted to be issued in sums of a thousand dollar t! 
go out to purchase bullion t n ed ip is of a 

| and locked up in the banks to escape taxat [think thatisa 
sight. That is one of the difficulties with these conference 1 
caucuses on bills. They are tixed up without due « 
withont due debate and investigation: they are hurried ina 
ried through without being properly matured, and t citlic 

at the Treasury nvtes issued under this bill and t 4 
under this law are not made taxable by la I t the 
be taxed like any othe property 

I have a little extract here, Mr. Spea , that I 
If reminds ine of some other legisiation hi 
It is an extract from The New York T: \ 
whenever you want to a rt 
the Treasury | 
silver and what 
had to do was to see {1 t 
do; and whatever they h to ce ‘ 
done. 

This 
is 
attemp ) 

Wiil 4 { t 
udva e¢ ng 
maA\ ) irtal, 
Coinage at t I ¢ I th 
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met, and resolved itself into a party caucus without consultin 





conferees on this side ot House. We had no opport 

amend this bill, and if we had offered an amendm wou 

been voted down. This side of the House has had nothing 

with it I say, if the friends of free coinag uuld stand to their 
yuns on this floor, refuse to agree to this report dl let } 

other conference, we would get another bill. There is no que 
about it. It may be, gentlemen, you can not get your party 
caucus to agree to it; but we will stand with you on this side 


you will refuse our overtures and refuse our 


ussistance, yo 
take the responsibility, for it rests on you. You silver men ¢ 
side of the House can get a better bill than f you will \ 
down. You do not like it; you know it is not right; but 
exigency stands higher with you than that of silver, and'tl 
you part with us on this question. [Loud applause on the | 


cratic side. } 


Now, Mr. Speake r, lam no 








stopped aiter at da ccept 


| pay gold, for where gold is demanded and is refused there th 

ernment has failed to redeem its notes as pr sed, that is at 
gold standard. If the Government retuses , acoording t 
the theory of the gold-bugs and of this bill, ev becomes 
preciated to the silver basis. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, so far as I am con pe 
see bow an advocate of free coinage might ag l 
necessary to compel the mints to coin 4,500,000 o - 
month. Probably that could not be done wit! 
facilities for coinage; and when \ can not get tree c re, 
eould get a bill otherwis ino tionable, tha vould! have 
vided for the coinage of 2,000,000 ounces, but for its discent 
ince, and not to put 
Treasury, it would be more satisfactory; but ther 
been absolute coinage of at least $2 mont t 
ion. The mint ought to have been kept coining this bullic 

I know of no @rovision in the Constitution of the Unit 

er which we have any yal authority to deal in silve 

except for the purposes of ¢ lage; and, while we might say t} 
can not coin all that is purchased, yet the great pi ple of c 
should have been retained. It should have been compulsory tha 
mints should be kept constantly coining a port of t bullio 
find but one provision in the Constitut } ing us any authe 
over gold and silver, and thatis to coin it to money to reg 
the value thereof, and of foreign coin” iot of bullior It w 
better to coin it all, but, as a compromise, we should pro 
compulsory coinage equal to $2,000,000 a month. In that w 
would draw a distinction between silver bullion as a commodit 
for coinage. You are coustantly drawing the distinction at the 
when you are coining silver; but when you stop coining and 
it only as a commodity the distinction is gone 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the contention that this is thi t bill 
could be had at the present session of Congress w ot answer. 
is not the best bill that could be had. The conferer ‘ 








SR AES 17 SERED gers 


POL ED OT 2 AR re See gt + 


Eee 2 


ee 


7196 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 12, 





for the redemption of the Treasury notes."" Continued coinage for another year is 
fon but not important. The provision for free coinage when silver shall have 
ed par is stricken out, and that is a definite and important gain. 
fhe Treasury notes to be issued for ver bullion will represent its market 
and not its coinage value. The provision for their safety is this: 
Upon demand of the holder of any of the Treasury notes herein provided for 
© Secretary of the Treasury shall, under such regulations as he may prescribe, 


em such notes in gold or silver coin, at his discretion, it being the estab 
shed policy of the United States to maintain the two metals on a parity with 
each other upon the present legal ratio or such ratio as may be provided by law.” 
The latter clause will, at first Blance, seem empty and foolish to many, but the 
etary has bo power, under this provision, to redeem in silver coin while that 
nis not, in market value of bullion contained, ‘‘on a parity with” gold, be 
‘ se such redemption would defeat the purpose declared. 

J lver should reach par he could redeem in silver coin. Otherwise he must 

leem, ‘under such regulations as he may prescribe,"’ in gold coin, and he has 
ample power under provisions of the redemption act to sell bonds for gold in 
order to redeem Treasury notes. True, the new notes proposed are not precisely 
those which the Treasury was authorized to redeem in 1879, but they are of pre- 
cisely the same legal character, and the redemption of the old legal-tender notes 
from the bullion fund would at any time give the Secretary authority to purchase 
more gold for the repleyishment of that fand. 

The new notes provided are to be a legal tender in payment of all debts, public 
and private, “except where otherwise stipulated in the contract.” This latter 
clause avoide theobvious impecguiaty of invalidating or altering private contracts 

hich have been made or may be made on a gold basis. Its result will be a ma- 
terial increase in the number of contracts so made. With that provision the 
grant of legal-tender quality to the notes proposed is of no practical importance ; 
it will not make the notes worth the thousandth part of a cent moreif redemption 
in gold should at any time fail. But a nation which has paid a thousand millions 
of debt within ten years can not suffer redemption to fail without crime. 

This compromise has been accepted by all the Republican members of the con- 
ference, Mesars. SHERMAN, JONES, CONGER, and WALKER. When it has passed 
both Houses there will be time to discuss certain of its practical results. 

The silver Senators who have contended for free coinage have this definite rea- 
on for accepting the conference measure without delay; probably none more 
nearly approaching their views could by any possibiiity receive the President's 
approv al. and with no action at this session their position would not be enviable. 


Q 





And they say that he onght to sell bonds to keep these gold notes 
(for that is what they will be) at par, that he ought to stop the pur- 
chase of silver whenever in his opinion there is a disposition to spec- 
nlate in silver bullion, and not to offer it at the market price. Gen- 
tlemen who are silver men and who want to excuse themselves for 
voting for this bill will contend that the Secretary of the Treasury 
will never exercise this discretion, that it would be an impeachable 
offense, while on the other hand the gentleman from Iowa and the 
gold party will contend that the Secretary will execnte it, and in 
that way will justify themselves for voting for this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, is it not possible for us to pass a bill upon this great 
question without this double-headed construction, without leaving 
to tne Secretary of the Treasury the power to purchase or not to pur- 
chase, and leaving us without knowledge beforehand of what inter- 
pretation will be made of the law? Of course it is impossible to do 
that if this is to be legislation to subserve party purposes, if this is 
to be a bill upon which the gold men and the silver men in the Re- 
publican party can agree, so that each may give it their own par- 
ticular construction, one section in the East and another in the West, 
for the purpose of justifying their votes. This is pretty plain lan- 
cnuage, but you know it is true. 

An article in The New York Evening Post says: 

The silver compromise bill will probably pass the Senate to-day. Senator TELLER 
having declared his intention to vote for it, there is no reason why it should not 

ve every Republican vote, together with those of the Eastern Democrats. 
Congressman BLAND is quoted as saying that the bill ‘ puts silver in a worse po- 
tion than it now is. rom the Bland standpoint that is true. This is not the 

t time that enterprising persons have gone forth to gather wool and come back 

rn. Something very similar took place in 1874, when Senators Morton, Logan, 

( others started out with the inflation bill and ended with the specie-resump- 

t. From the point of view of BLAND and TELLER, silver is in a worse posi- 


tien than before, but from the standpoint of common sense it is in a much better 
| n, and the country is in a much better position. The silver dollar will be 
kept at par with the gold dollar under this bill. Nosuch assurance has been 


given in any previous legislation. Silver ought to be much obliged for this atten- 
tion. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, it does remind me very much of-the legislation 
alluded to in this article. I happened to be a member of Congress 
at the time when that resumption act was passed. I remember that 
Senator Morton in the Senate and Senator Logan, stalwart advocates 
of the interests of the West, insisted on the increase of the legal- 
tender notes to $400,000,000, There were then about $360,000,000 
of those notes in circulation and they wanted the amount increased 
to $400,000,000, and a provision requiring that the circulation should 
be kept at that amount continuously, so as to prevent any further 
contraction. That bill passed the Senate and came to this House, 
and was passed here. I voted for it. That was at the first session 
of the Forty third Congress. The bill went to President Grant, and 
he vetoed it. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I have not concluded my remarks, and 
I ask the indulgence of the House for a few minutes longer. 

By unanimons consent, Mr. BLAND was allowed further time. 

Mr. BLAND. That bill, I say, provided for fixing the amount of 
greenbacks to be kept in circulation at §400,000,000, making an in- 
crease of about $40,000,000 over the amount then in circulation. It 
passed both Houses at the first session ofthe Forty-third Congress, and 
was vetoed by the President. At the second session of the same Con- 
gress that identical Senate and that identical House passed what is 
know as the resumption law, a part of which I jast read, which pro- 
vided for the contraction of the greenbacks and gave free banking. 


io EEE 


A Republican House and Senate did this, and thuschanged front. Un- 
derthat law greenbacks were to be contracted down to only $300,000, - 
000. It wasa Democratic House and a Democratic Senate that after- 
wards passed a bill requiring the outstanding greenbacks to continue 
at $346,000,000 and prohibiting further contraction. Soin this Con- 
gress we have contended again for the free coinage of silver; we 
have been here all this session advocating free coinage. We have 
been resisted by the gold party and those who believed that silver 
ought to be limited in its coinage and in its use as money, and now 
our friends have finally come to a compromise on a bill which 
practically suspends the coinage of silver altogether, fixes a gold 
value for silver upon which money is to be issued, and declares in 
words which can not be misunderstood that the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall institute such regulations as he may prescribe to re- 
deem the notes in gold instead of silver. He may fall back upon the 
resumption act for that purpose, changing the whole system of bi- 
metallism that we have advocated heretofore, and making silver 
simply a commodity, whose value shall be measured by gold, a com- 
modity on which money may be issued at its gold value and only in 
that way. 

Mr. HOOKER. Willthe gentleman permit a question for informa- 
tion ? 

Mr. BLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. Was not the preservation in circulation of the 
$346,000,000 of greenbacks the act of a Democratic Congress at a 
time when the Secretary of the Treasury construed the law to re- 
quire him to destroy the whole of them as they came into the Treas- 
ury ? 

Mr. BLAND. Under the resumption act the Secretary had no 
authority to destroy them after they reached $300,000,000. When 
the bank notes were issued, a like amount of greenbacks was re- 
tired until the limit of $300,000,000 was reached, after which there 
was no further destruction. When the amount reached $346,000,000 
Congress stepped in and fixed that as the amoznt which should be 
kept in circulation at all times. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman does not intend the House to under- 
stand that that was regarded as a party measure ? 

Mr. BLAND. I do not know whether it was a party measure or 
not. I think the House and Senate that passed it were Democratic, 
but I believe it received Republican votes. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does not the gentleman know that the bill which 
made that provision was introduced by my predecessor from the 
Ninth district of Illinois, Colonel Greenbury L. Fort? I assert that 
to be the fact, and the Recorp will show it. 

Mr. BLAND. There were various bills introduced. I remember 
the gentleman’s predecessor, a man for whom I had the highest re- 
spect; we always agreed on the currency question; and 1 am sorry 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. Payson] does not agree with me now. 
Mr. Fort may have introduced that bill 

Mr. PAYSON. He did. ; 

Mr. BLAND. And that bill as introduced by him may have be- 
come a law. Ido not remember how the fact was 

My. PAYSON. It passed under his charge. 

Mr. BLAND. Nor do I care; but the circumstances to which the 
gentleman refers show the difterence between a Democratic Con- 
gress and a Repubjgon Congress. When the Democrats in that Con- 
gress were in the Majority in the House and in the Senate they per- 
mitted your party to participate in legislation ; they recognized your 
right to introduce bills ; and when they approved such bills they voted 
for them ; and there were no party caucuses upon qtestions of this 
kind. And, Mr. Speaker, since I have been a member of this House, 
for the last eighteen years, I have never seen any Congress in which 
great public measures of this sort, on which there is po necessity for 
party issues—in which all questions relating to the public business 
were relegated to a patty caucus, in which party caucuses met to 
formulate bills and the Committee on Rules fixed the time and limit 
for debate and amendment and conference committees raled off mem- 
bers of opposite political views in determining upon bills, all legis- 
lation being framed to meet the approbation of the Republican party, 
and the determination appearing to be that the Democrats should 
have nothing whatever to do with it. This is the first time in the 
history of Congress since I have been here that such proceedings 
have been resorted to. 

The Democratic party always recognized the right of Republicans 
to meet with them in committees—conference committees and other 
committees—and to use whatever arguments or influence or votes 
they had inshaping legislation. They have never undertaken to 
deny to their political opponents the right of amendment and the 
right of consideration; they have never sought to put everything 
into the hands of a party caucus, to strip the Representatives of the 
people on one side of the House of all power save that of protesting 
against the infamous measures presented to them. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said about what I intended to say in regard 
to this bill. I have given in as succinct a manner as possible my ob- 
jections to it. Gentlemen claim it will put more money in circula- 
tion. Under the present law we coin $24,000,000 worth of a 
per annum, equal to about thirty-two million silver dollars. If the 
Secretary would execute the present law by coining four millions 

| worth of bullion monthly, it would be better than this bill. This 
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bill at the present price of silver will probably put into circulation | 
fifty-six or fifty-seven million dollars. That is a slight increase, it 
is true, but it is an increase brought about by a concession to the 
gold standard and an abandonment of silver as money—a concession, 
so far as this Congress is concerned, that you will make no further | 
fight in the interests of silver and will not stand up for a better bill | 


than this. 

Now, as I have before said, under the present law the seigniorage 
is utilized in the currency. But under this bill the seigniorage— 
that is, the difference between the cost of the bullion and its coin 
valne—amounting to about $12,000,000 every year, will be locked | 
up in the Treasury as idle money. What is that done for? That | 
amount of circulation under this bill is denied to the people in the 
interest of the gold standard, in order to preserve the standard, in | 
order to prevent silver from having fair play. 

In two years you will have $24,000,000 locked up; in three years 
$36,000,000, and so on. Ina short time, under such a bill as this, 
you will have $100,000,000 locked up in the Treasury of the United 
States as idle money for the purpose of maintaining the gold stand- 
ard and for the purpose of maintaining the circulation of silver, not 
at its legal ratio, but at the gold ratio as fixed in this bill. Here, I 
say, isa denial of currency to the people of this county which ought 
not to be consented to. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. BLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like the gentleman to state whether he 
thinks it would be better to have this seigniorage go directly and at 
once to a lot of wealthy bullion or bonanza-mine owners or have it 
locked up in the Treasury. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman can barp on that 
all he chooses; I care nothing about it. I am here in the interest of 
the great mass of the American people who want money ; and when 
you say that $12,000,000 annually shall be placed in the Treasury to 
lie there idle, simply for the purpose of preventing the bullion- 
holders from getting it, I ask who, in God’s name, will get it? You 
deny it to the people; you make no profit out of it; it is dead capi- 
tal; and by such a policy you are simply ‘‘ cutting off your nose to 
spite your face.” The bullion-holder has nothing todo with it; he 
has got hispay. Why not putit into circulation? 

Mr. CONGER. Then the gentleman concedes there will be no de- 
inand for the coined dollar. 

Mr. BLAND. Why, sir, what a travesty on the ideas embraced 
in this bill. Who is going to demand a silver dollar under this bill? 
Nobody. The dollar will be demanded in gold. The right is given 
to every holder of a note to demand it in gol’; and as I said before 
the very moment you refuse a gold dollar when demanded, then, ac- 
cording to Mr. Windom, Mr. SHERMAN, and all the gold-favoring 
Secretaries of the Treasury that this country has had, you are upon 
a silver basis. There is no use in trying to escape that argument; 
there is no use in trying to deceive yourselves or the country. You 
know that under this bill not a note will be redeemed in a silver 
dollar. Mr. SHERMAN has declared,as Secretary of the Treasury 
and on the floor of the Senate—every Secretary of the Treasury has 
so declared from the time we began to coin silver—that whenever 
the holder of a note presented it at the Treasury Department de- 
manding gold, and that gold is denied to him, you are then ona 
silver basis, and your paper is depreciated below the gold standard. 
And that is the object. To talk to me about coining silver or pay- 
—— silver under this bill is simply adding insult to injury. 

r. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. BLAND. Very well. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Is it not in the power of this body at 
any time to give away the twelve millions to which you refer or a 
hundred millions that you are asking to give away ? 

Mr. BLAND. It is if you do not resort to party caucuses to pre- 
vent it. It is in your power now if you vote with me against the 
adoption of this conference report and to make proper disposition ot 
that money which this bill proposes to leave in the Treasury; and I 
dare you to doit. Now is yourtime. Do not skulk behind future 
vossibilities. If you believe it ought to be done, then you are much 
ess of a man than I take you to be if you are not willing to come to 
the front and take a bold stand upon it. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. But I am in favor of keeping the peo- 
ple’s money and not giving it away for nothing. 

Mr. BLAND. Oh, no; I guess you are not willing to go with me 
on this question. You are in withthe gold bugs. [Laughter.] Let 
the money be issued to pay public debts. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if this was purely a greenback bill and did not 
profess to be anything else, I should not object to voting for it. I 
do object to its sailing under false colors. And if you take allof the 
silver out of it and do not make it discretionary with the Secretary 
of the Treasury to buy so much bullion or issue so much money, and 
make it mandatory and compulsory that he shall issue four and a half 
millionsof greenbacks per month, not based on silver bullion, but on | 






















the wealth of the United States, and have no tang in it, no gold 
standard, and no uncertain conditions, I will vote for it. But when 
you claim this is a silver bill, where silver is slaughtered in the in- 
terest of the gold standard, when you give power to the Secretary 
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of the Treasury t sorthea 

of ney that shall go out und r it \ of circulating notes, 
I denounce it as a fraud. It is 1 her ag rreenback bill nor a 
silver bill. Itis simply a political-exigens vcted here to 
tid ver a party difienlty. So far as | am concerned, Mr. Speaker, 
I am not bound by the terms of this | : i dene ce a 
and as long as Iam a member of Congress I will on the 

House denounce it, and Lintend to denoun t and show its 

and will continue to advocate free ‘ ag the high pr 

which in the interest of the people of this country I will never 
render for one minute. Applause on the Democratic side. 

I know gentlemen may say that tree coinage w me in next 
Congress. 1 know they may say that this will be a great q stion 
at the coming elections and that the people will pass upon it That 
is true; but when the bill of 1872 passed, it passed the House a purely 
free-coinage bill, and went to thi senate, where if was amended so 
as to provide for the purchase of the two millions’ worth and not 
exceeding four millions of silver bullion every month. It was re- 
urned to us in the shape of a compromise measure; and what was 
the position of every free-coinage advocate on the floor of the House 
at that time? What was the position in which they were pl iced ? 
rhey said we will take this bill as the very best we can do now. 
We were told that the President would veto the bill. I fell into 
line and got into the trap set for us, and I am sorry, for I bave had 
some experience since then. But it was said, and we believed it, 
that it could not pass the Senat y other shape than as they 


returred it to us. 


Now, the Senate come and say this bill ean not pass the Housein 
any other shape. I say that I fell into that trap once; I fell into 
it in 1578, and the bill became a law over the veto of the Presi- 


dent. But every free-coinage man in the House at that time 


was 
confident that the next President of the United States would sign a 
free-coinage bill. That was our hope and our honest belief. That 
bill passed the House by a vote of three-fourths of its members, and 
it passed the Senate by a vote of two-thirds of that body. There 


was excitement in the country that amounted almost to a revolu- 
tion, demanding the free coinage of silver; and no one supposed 
but that free coinage was in sight and all that was necessary was 
an appeal to the people. And yet, Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding 
the pressure exerted by the popular mind on Congress at that time 
and upon the President, there has never been a day from that time 
to the present when this House would pass a free-coinage bill 


But I allude to this only to commend that piece of history to gen- 


2g 
tlemen who are willing to compromise on the present measure. I 
commend it to gentlemen who are willing to stifle their free will in 
this matter and adopt a measure which will check and retard the 


very interest they have at heart. I commend it to gentlemen who 
are willing to accept this compromise so eagerly and unnecessarily, 
let me say, in the hope that when the next Congress meets it will 
be a free-coinage Congress. I simply refer them to the history of 
the House on this subject before to show that there is no certainty 
in such things. If you have not a satisfactory bill, now is the time 
to vote against it. You have had butone conference on this subject, 
and if you vote down this report you can have another, and have 
the bill amended and these objectionable features to the silver men 
stricken out. It ought to be done, and it is what I propose to un- 
dertake to do, so far as I am able. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 
APPROPRIATION, ADDITIONAL FORCE IN PENSION OFFICE. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask the gentleman from Iowa in charge of the 
time on this side toallow me just a moment to make a report from the 
Committee on Appropriations, for printing and reference—a general ap- 
propriation bill, 

Mr. ROGERS. What is the matter the gentleman presents? 

Mr. CANNON. You willsee ina moment. It isa privileged mat- 
ter, I will say. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore Mr. ALI EN, of Mix bigan ° 
will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Clerk 


A bill (H. R. 11380) making appropriations for additional force and other ex- 


penses to carry into eflect the act entitled “An act granting pensions to soldiers 
and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor,’ and 
providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents from 


July 20, 1890, for the balance of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ROGERS. A parliamentary inquiry. That, I belie an 
appropriation bill ? 

Mr. CANNON. It is. 

Mr. ROGERS. I reserve all points of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; it is, however, a privileged bill. 

The bill, with the accompanying report, was ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

THE SILVER BILL. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, on two occasions during the present 
session of Congress I have voted with the gentleman from Missouri 
who has just taken his seat [Mr. BLAND] in favor of the free coinage 
of silver. I think also that on another occasion in the Forty-ninth 
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Congress \ voted together in favor of free coinage. We are therefore 
pre sly in accord on some principles involved in what may be deemed 
to be a desirable monetary system for this country, but I can not agree 
with him in opposing the adoption of this conference report. I am in 

of the bill agreed upon by the conferees of the two Houses, be- 
Lit ng that it is legislation in the direction of the free coinage of silver. 
I firmly believe that the conditions are favorable to a return to the 


principle of a bimetallic-currency that was established with the very 


foundations ol 


e Government, 
rhe wisdom of the statesmen who framed this Government has been 
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made evident at every point of its structure, and I believe it is nowhere | 


more manifest than in the financial system adopted as one of the ele- 
national Independence. 
coinage of our gold and silver products secure absolute independence 
in the affairs of the people of this country, and that is what we want. 
The bimetallic system as originally devised for the basis of our national 
currency was, a3 we all know, more favorable to silver than gold. It 


ments of our 


was in fact founded upon the silver unit of a dollar. We might have | 
had the British gold sovereign representing the pound sterling for our | 


unit, with its divisions of shillings and pence, a system brought over 
with the common law, and almost as much a part of our business trans- 
actions; but instead the silver dollar was adopted as the American unit, 
with its decimal divisions of dimes and cents, and it is well to remem- 
ber that this silver unit was adopted on the recommendation of Mr. 
Jefferson and by the approval of President Washington. It wasasig- 
nificant departure. It meant that the unit of value in this country 
should be silver, and not gold. 


. . . ~ | 
I. have heard gentlemen speak of a silver dollar being worth only 70 


cenis, and with rotundity of phrase insist upon having a currency based 
upon an *‘ honestdollar.’’ These gentlemen evidently do not remember 
that from the date of the mint act of April 2, 1792, down to the act of 
February 12, 1873, the legal meaning of the word ‘‘dollar’’ in the cur- 
rency of this country was 371} grainsof pure silver, with a certain 
number of grains of alloy of pure copper, which from 1792 to 1837 was 
fixed at the weight of 44% grains, and since the latter date at 41} grains. 
During this period a promissory note calling for the payment of one 
hundred dollars required in legal effect that the maker of the note should 


pay one hundred units, each unit of which was to contain 371} grains | 
it is true that during part of this period gold and lat- | 


of pure silver 
terly Treasury notes were made a legal tender, but such provisions of 
law did not change the meaning of the word ‘‘dollar.’’ which, as I 
have said, meant silver, and not gold. 

This was the foundation principle of our financial system. It was 
departed from in 1873 by the demonetization of silver. I have not 
the time now to discuss the question as to how that came about, nor 
is it necessary for my present purpose. I believe that the material 
interests of this country require that we should return as soon as pos- 
sible to the principle of the bimetallic currency as it was established 
in this country prior to 1873. This bill is in that direction, and the 
mere fact that this legislation is pending, with a prospect that it will 
become a law in the near future, and be carried into effect by a friendly 
Republican Administration, has had a sufficient influence to start the 
price of bullion silver onits upward course. This proves that our treat- 
ment of silver determines very largely its relative value to gold, and 
if we look into the recent history of the price of silver we will find that 
its rise and fall may be attributed almost wholly to legislation. 

Mr. Horton is of the opinion that both gold and silver are controlled 
by thisinfluence. He says: 

The predominating demand and use for these metals (gold and silver) is 
monetary and the laws of nations control the demand. 

It is a noteworthy fact that in the last thirty-one years silver has 
fluctuated to greater extremes than ever before known in the history 
of the world, and it will be interesting as a part of this discussion to 
identify these extremes and notice the intermediate influences which 
have operated to produce them. 

HIGHEST PRICE OF SILVER. 
The highest point reached in the bullion price of silver since 1790 


was on the 24th day of March, 1859, when the price in London was | 


62} pence perounce, .925 fine. This was the equivalent in our money 
of $1.3755 for an ounce of fine (1.000) silver at par of exchange. At 
this rate the bullion value of a standard silver dollar was $1.0639 and 
the ratio between gold and silver was 1 to 15.028, 


At this time by legislative enactment of the principal nations silver | 
was the great monetary metal of the world and this was the basis of | 


its value. It was the lawful coin of commerce and the medium of 
exchange for the bulk of all trafic. 

The immediate causes which produced this high price of silver are 
found in the political and commercial affairs existing at and imme- 
diately prior to that time, involving large shipments of silver to India 
mainly for the following purposes: 

1, To purchase Indian products which had before been purchased in 
Russia, but the demand transferred to India by the Crimean war. 


2. The construction by the British Governmentof railroads and canals 


in India. 


3. The expenditures made on account of the military operations in 
suppressing the Sepoy rebellion. 


These and other similar expenditures drew heavily through British 
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channels on the world’s stock of silver, while the world’s stock of gold 
had been largely increased by the discovery of gold in California and 
Australia. The result of these influences operating together was to 
raise the bullion price of silver to the highest point reached in this 
century. From this point we will now trace its rapid and most extraor 
dinary descent in a period of twenty-nine years to the lowest point 
known in history, a descent, it will be observed, accomplished by 
the political and legislative action of the leading nations, and not by 
the force of natural laws. 
LOWEST PRICE OF SILVER. 

The lowest point ever reached in the price of silver so far as we know 
rom the history of prices was on the 19th day of May, 1888, when the 
price in London was 41{d. per ounce, .925 fine. This was the equivalent 
in our money of $0.9124 for an ounce of fine (1,000) silver at par of ex- 
change. At this rate the bullion value of a standard silver dollar was 
$0.7057, and the ratio between gold and silver was 1 to 22.664. 

For comparison the extreme fluctuations may be tabulated as fol- 
lows 


Highest and lowest price of silver. 


i 
Price of |Equivalent! 








silver in| in money en Ratio 
Extremes Date London | of United | o¢giang- Of Lof 
4m hes, . > See . . ~ y } > 
obnce, | Pounce. erdeliverSziyer 
-925 fine. | 1.000 fine. dollar. 
| Pence. | 
Highest ......... March 24, 1859......... ; 62} $1.3755 | $1.0639 | 15.028 
TO cccstsmninnes 2 ) 41§ | 0.9124 0.7057 | 22.664 
SPIRO ccniclasiotpinntnbinnssnanentecsssencnse 21} 0. 4631 0, 3582 7.636 


DECLINE IN THE VALUE OF SILVER, 
The influences which operated to produce a decline in the relative 
value of silver as compared with gold, from the highest point reached 
on the 24th day of March, 1859, to the lowest point reached on the 19th 


| day of May, 1888, grew out of a movement which had for its proposed 


beneficial object the establishment of a common unit of money of 
identical value among all commercial nations, thus providing. the basis 
for an international and uniform system of coinage andcurrency. The 
movement undoubtedly had its inception in a wise purpose; but, fail- 
ing in its earliest stage of progress to accomplish that purpose, it was 
turned aside by the force of the moneyed power of the world to crush 
silver as a money metal, and thereby secure to the capitalists and 
money-lenders the unearned increment resulting from the monopoly of 
the gold standard. The character of the movement may be discovered 
in the following proceedings: 

First. The formation of the Latin Union in 1865, composed of France, 
Italy, Switzerland, and Belgium, and the agreement to the monetary 


| treaty of December 23, 1865, establishing a relation between the mon- 


etary laws of the contracting states, and providing for the circulation 
of their coins over the whole extent of their respective territories. 

Second. The action of the International Monetary Conference of 1867, 
representing nineteen nations, in declaring in favor of an international 
monetary unit and the adoption of the gold standard. 

Third. The action of Germany in establishing the gold standard by 
the act of December 4, 1871. 

Fourth. The treaty entered into between the Scandinavian states of 
Norway, Sweden, and Denmark, December 8, 1872, adopting the gola 
standard and discarding silver. 

Fifth. The action of the United States in demonetizing silver under 
the provisions of the act of February 12, 1873, and in the revision of 
the statutes approve June 22, 1874. 

Sixth. The action of Germany in withdrawing the silver currency of 
the several German states and in the substitution of a gold currency 
under the act of July 9, 1873. 

Seventh. The action of France under ministerial orders of September 
6, 1873, November 19, 1873, and May 28, 1874, restricting the coinage 
of silver to 100,000 francs per day. 

Eighth. The agreement of the Latin Union limiting the aggregate of 
silver coinage of the several states to 120,000,000 francs per annum. 

Ninth. The action of The Netherlands, in suspending the coinage of 
silver and adopting the gold standard by acts of June 6, 1875, and May 
10, 1876. 

Tenth. The action of France under act of August 5, 1875, and pres- 
idential order, suspending the coinage of silver except for subsidiary 
purposes. 

Eleventh. The action of the Latin Union by treaty of November 5, 
1878, suspending the coinage of silver five-frane pieces. 

Twelfth. Last, but by no means the least in its effect, was the elec- 
tion of Grover Cleveland President and a Democratic House of Rep- 
resentatives, November 4, 1884, and the declaration of war against 


| silver by the President-elect, in the following letter: 


ALBANY, February 24, 1835. 
GENTLEMEN: The letter which I have had the honor to receive from you 
invites,and indeed obliges,me to give expression to some grave and public 
necessities, although in advance of the moment when they would become the 
object of my official care and partial responsibility. Your solicitude that my 
judgment shall have been carefully and deliberately formed is entirely just, 
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‘ sai ; chain = 
I accept the suggestion in the sam« é In [ t 
made It is also fully justified by the nature n ; ; , 
the operation of the act of Congress f Febr se A . 5 2 , 
By a compliance with the requirements of t } 
Treasury have been and are heaped full of s as | ‘ 1 
than *5 per cent. of the cold dollar prescr - 4 
14 of the act of February 12, 1878, and which ut . . es . 
senting such coin » receivable r all public 3 re A I St ! } I 
while also cor ng in quantity at 10,000 a yea want s ri und 
has | lowed of eas t the flow of eg r sury ha ! | t 3 ‘ 
steadily d shed, Silvers Ll silver certificates have displaced and are now d ? 7 ' ’ 
displacing g aud the sum of gold in the Federal Treasury now ava ble chanad il en ering th 
the payment of gold obligations of the United States and for the redemp {| way it of t da despail ) 
the | ted States notes 1 ~reenbacks, 1 t already encroac! r) : é 
perilously near such encroachment ee , , »'S 
These are facts which, as they do not admit of differens f opi easonab N t t 
noargument. They have been forewarned to us in the official re ‘ pon the ra Un st 
Becretary of the Treasury from 1878 till now They are plainly affirmed int : ; 
last De-ember report of the present Secretary of the Treasury to the Speaks . pe on 
of the present House of Representatives. They appear in the official ] pr { 
ments of this Congress and in the records of the New York cl I S 
which the Treasury isa member and through which the bi f th f f 
and payments of the Federa! Government and of the country pass. 
These being the facts of our present condition, our danger and our duty t . 
avert that danger would seem tobe plain. ILhope that you concur with . 
and witb the great majority of our fellow-citizens in deeming it most desirat } e 
at the present juncture to maintain and continue in use the mass of our gold | & 
coin as well as the mass of silver already coined. This is possible by a present | ‘ 
suspension of the purchase and coinage of silver. } 
lam not aware that by any other method it is possible. It isof momentous | =" oa 
importance to prevent the two metals from parting company; to prevent the | 
increasing displacement of gold by the increasing coinage of silver ; to preve 
the disuse of gold in the custom-houses of the United States in the daily busi- | Standard silver A “ 
ness of the people ; to prevent the ultimate expulsion of gold by silver. Sucha | P: of silver Ju 2, 18 i 
financial crisis as these events would certainly precipitate, were it now to follow 
upon so long a period of commercial depression, would involve the people of Differ 
every city and every State in the Union ina prolonged and disastrous trouble 
The revival of business enterprises and prosperity so ardently desired and ap- ee a ae 
parently so near would be hopelessly postponed. Gold would be withdrawn to | Assuming that \ } 
its hoarding p.aces, and an unprecedented contraction in the actual volun > ounces per ann nf val 
our currency would speedily take place. Saddest of all, in every workshop ulue of that product $7.675.000 t thi 
mill, factory, store, and on every railroad and farm the wages of labor, already | _- , oa, . = 
depressed, would suffer still further depression by a scaling down of the pur rived from the advan ihe silvy ape AG Las : tO} 
chasing power of every so-called dollar paid into the hand of toil. From thes tionately increased in val l will ha } 
impending calamities it is surely a most patriotic aud grateful duty of * rep- ostof tl ers f j ; +} . 
- — 5 ( Of toe proaue ol i l 1 Loe Marke I ’ 
resentatives of the people to deliver thein. ' , cae eras : 
[am, gentlemen, with sincere respect, your fellow-citizen t result our wheat anda « proaucts pet tno 
GROVER CLEVELAND hare in the general advance 
Hon. A. J. WARNER and others, Ti wna ton pelt sad t63 ‘ 
~ ; . c > an , AL TRAY OC Salar LNAL 1618 @ LO at 1 I 
Members of the y-cighth Congress. , : 
, ° . . " ver to our proposed legisiatu i i \ t e 
When silver reached its lowest point, on the 19th day of May, 18> os we ce ; aie 
‘ - ; - i. . . ili SOOD PSss ay > I , 
Mr. Cleveland was President and a Democratic majority was sitting commercial nation ! 
. ~— ° . > : Liter i t us 0 me i r Si in 
in this House. Butthirty-seven days later General Benjamin Ha | in eeserdas wit] ; : 
: os . ee ’ > “TT mV sii iuaite Wiltil a 0 ii Tai i i 
was nominated for President of the United States by the Republican | [nited States that | 1 
. . ‘as « hii L st S Hat is Li ) e ¢ ‘ i 
national convention at Chicago, and a platform was adopted containing a SRE 
the following declaration oi principles: some one will suggest that there ha it i et 
The Republican party is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as 1 ¥ I us see if that 
and condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration in its efforts to de y es 
monetize silver. lhe production of silver in th 1 18> 
The price of silver took an upward turn. General Harrison was ige value 
elected President and a Republican majority sent to this House. When | The production in 1889 was le 
this Congress convened legislation was at once proposed looking to the 
restoration of silver to its legitimate position as a money metal. The rhe increase of production l ) Is 
subject has been fully considered and the bill now under consideration This is the largest increase of at ' : ' 
is theresult. It isa compromise measure, butit is wholly Republican; | during the period for which we re 
no Democrat has so far yielded it any support. It will probably be the | duction, therefore, so far as it operated ‘ ( 
law in a few days by the approval of a Republican President. Its pro- | value of silver. Perhaps s vill suggest that ¢ 
visions have been discussed in all the financial centers of the world. At} found in an increased den ' ‘ 
New York, London, Paris, and Berlin it has become a factor in the | ppe amount aie ‘ 
. > as r m . . ne an) l is { ‘ nD > 
market price of silver. What has been its effect? The price of silver ne aanauiat 4 : 200 
. e - ( i bh i 
bullion in London to-day is 482 pence per ounce. At par of exchange 
a fine ounce of silver is worth $1.0659 and the bullion in a standard Decrease in amount ’ ‘ 
silver dollar is worth $0.824. The ratio between gold and silver is 1 os 5 ee 
to 19.39 The demand for coinag ) ) fara rated as a 
. ¢ . . . was to depreciate the v 1 
From the lowest point reached twenty-six months ago, the price of | W430 Ceprecial he valu 
. ~ . + 1:1 . The ct is ere i8 Do s 1) yf « ‘ { 
silver has recovered 7d. per ounce in English quotation of the extreme |. 12° *@°* there 1 AT pias SOCK ¢ . , 
. . . 1 . idiecation t + the rx oft ad . ¢ f 
and extraordinary decline of 214d. that took place during the twenty- indica 5 ga sia iipit vnited it 
. - = “Lei . : . -estabiished as i tal ul ountr 5 su ! 
nine years from 1859 to 1888, This remarkable recovery is expressed in | Te-est#blished , 2 a 
: : . - as of the spnecn Y 0 ¢o ") iT j t e at 
our own quotations as the equivalent of an increase of 15.35 cents per | the pecaiat e ae tee — 7 
ounce for fine silver, and the bullion in a standard silver dollar has Fhe question now is, what ought w een shite 
: : ‘ : . - t not pretended thatthis bili wil Ce i i I i 
risen in value 12 cents. In other words, in the short period of twenty- It is not ee o “ 
six months silver has recovered almost exactly one-third of itsextreme | 2@P%its efi a ee Oe ae nye ores ea ae 
. ao. . . ’ at an e% y y toc id é 1 to lo 
decline, and a larger percentage of the decline from the parity in the | #4" aie CAF 50 SURMESST SRO RSESMSD. pera : 
. e : sf + 2 vantavce-* ve ¢ addy j 1e Neo 
American standard silver dollar. of the advantage we have already gained. 17 ne 
nn : . ° , will not st nit to have their obligation d curre 
The following comparative statement shows the price of silver to- | WU BOF SUbmIt to have their obiigatio ae oe 
. ao ( . ; «A t > = ‘ cA ye 4 nsté I ' cull ri } ya 
day (July 12, 1890) as compared with the price at the lowest point | SOUS Measured by a constan 
reached (May 19, 1888): tation of the already much fa L bor f ( 
Secoun cee they do not want a depreciated cur i ‘ 
Price Equivalent y,)., table currency equal to the req rent 
per immoney | 737); Ratio | the country, and it is our dut » provid proper! stion a1 
: of United | %!"* =of | of ome emabeme thet t that 
Yat unce rrains : eta system that will ms that « 1 
Date OUNCE, | States pet gra nS | old to ary sys f 
oo ounce, [© PUre cily, If the leading European nati t in conce 
Hine. | 1.000 fine, | #!Ver- with us in this matter it would ave a decided efile 
a securing stability the value l & money metal t 
Pence. principal demand for silver after all, from the na 
12 e as ey} - e 10 on : 
= — (2-2 apc er sland asamseraasinatily oc - oa $0. 82 19.55 | continent and trom India and China. 
y 19, li eqstioveccancese -& 912 70 22. 66 . tos +} 
7 i Alkire Our interests are associated with the American nation 
Rise fm VAIUC ...00cene.s00..sesesrrersecccessercovee]| 7.00 . 1535 12 prospect that we are to come into the most intimate 1m ‘ 





| political relations with them. 
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ation in fixing our future financial policy. Their trade and commerce | the men that the gentleman from Missouri delights to call the ‘‘gold 
would find a natural and easy exchange with us on the basis of a free bugs’’ on the one hand and with the ‘“‘silver bugs’’ on the other, and 
gold and silver currency. | always at war—and I think I am going to hit the gentleman from Mis- 


The International American Conference recently in session in this | souri—with anything on earth that will discredit and cheapen the cur- 
capital has proposed an International Monetary Union to consider this | rency of this country, with the idea that the cheaper you make money 
subject. If this should result in securing united action on the part of | the better it is from his standpoint. , 
all the American nations the problem would besolved. Weappearto| Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
be moving in the right direction. I feel certain that silver is to be Mr. CANNON. I can not yield. 
restored to its ancient freedom and that its power will be increased and Mr. BLAND. Cheaper currency means higher goods. 
extended to encourage the thrift and industries of a mighty people. Mr. CANNON. The gentleman will see that I can not yield in my 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I regret to say that in this impor- | ten minutes. 
tant discussion of these very weighty matters I think the discassion | Now, I do not want to theorize about this matter, but I will put into 
should take place on the floor of the House. | my remarks in connection with this report a statement made by one of 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object? | the most level-headed of men who favors the bimetallic standard of 

Mr. ROGERS. I object. this country, our former colleague, Mr. Warner. of Ohio. 

Mr. CONGER, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Illinois I believe he is the president or chairman of the bimetallic organiza- 
[Mr. CANNON]. tion of this country, and he has given great attention to this question. 


He claims that this bill in substance does monetize silver, and that it 
makes no difference for the purposes of monetizing it whether it mon- 
etizes it at 16 to l or 15 to 1, or whether it be from day to day or 
month to month, at the commercial value of the two. I would read 
itit [had the time. I will take pleasure in printing a few sentences 
of it with my remarks, as follows: 

If the doors of the Treasury are open to the reception of all the silver that is 
offered and all the gold that is offered, at a ratio determined by the market 
price on that day orany day, thatis bimetallism, whatever the ratio may be. 
The ratio may be the commercial ratio as wellas l6to1. I can not come to 
any other conclusion. That being the case, so longas that principle is adhered 
to the operation of the bill would be this: Suppose, for instance, the average 
price of silver yesterday in New York was 98 cents an ounce, and that the Sec- 
retary takes that as the Treasury price for to-<day—for the secretary does not 
make the price; he simply determines the price which the buying and selling 
ofthe world makes. It is clear that silver would not fall below that price, for 
there is a buyer for all that is offered at the price stated. The price will rest 
there and can not fall. It may rise, and the tendency would be to rise, because 
the silver that goes into the Treasury is withdrawn from the markets of the 
world. The supply is lessened by so much; at the same time it is monetized 
through certificates—or would be if the primary principle of the bill is carried 
out allthe way. Imshort, by one and the same act the silver would be with- 
drawn from the market,and the money volume would be increased by the cer- 
tificates put out. In other words, the silver would be monetized. 

The gentleman from Missouri says he can not vote for this bill. I 
did not suppose he would, andI presume there will be but few votes 
from our Democratic friends in the minority for this bill. 

Gentlemen, for a quarter of a century, when the great financial and 
economical legislation has been had in thiscountry, your party has not 
voted for it. I am not here to abuse you forit. Perhaps that is the 
province of the minority. May be that is all you could do. You 
did not vote for the issue of greenbacks. You recollect how you rid- 
can be had at this time. What is the condition? Sixteen of silver | iculed and abused them as “Lincoln rags’’ and as unconstitutional 
equal to one of gold as far as coinage purposes are concerned in this | currency. The Republican party, seeing what the condition was at 
country. Inthe Latin Union, 154 of silver equal to 1 of gold. In | that time, issued the greenback, and it served its purpose. We took 
certain other countries, Great Britain and Germany, silver, as the gen- | the responsibility. Lateron, when we proposed to honor the greenback, 
tleman says, except for subsidiary coinage, is demonetized. There is | so that it could look into the face of gold and silver and say, ‘‘ We 
a constant fluctuation between the value of silver and gold. Both of | have been honored and are as good as any money,’’ you voted against 
them are money metals. They havealways been, and in my judgment | that, to a man, and you resolved against it in your party conventions 
they always ought to beand always willbe. In this condition of affairs | It was made as good as gold and as good assilver. From time to time, 
we are called upon to legislate so that we can keep the gold and keep | in great political measures, when the great carof political progress was 
the silver, and if possible increase each and keep the paper that repre- | rolled on by the Republican party, you said: ‘‘ Hold, hold,’’ and ob- 
sents the gold and the silver and the Treasury notes known as green- | structed; but, thank God, the good senseand the patriotism and the hon- 
backs and the silver certificates all in circulation at a parity. So far | esty of the country were such that no attention was given to your ob- 
we have heen able to do this, and I believe under this bill we will stili | struction. 
be able todo it. If I did not so believe I would not vote for it, be- From time to time, after the things intended to be accomplished have 
cause no great country like this, the greatest in production, both agri- | been done, you come in and say, ‘* Yes, that is right; but we do not 
cultural and manufacturing, upon this round earth, can afford to have | want you to do anything else.’’ Of course you do not. 
any other kinds of currency than those that are equal in value. Now, Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
my judgment is that this bill will increase the money in this country | moment? 
largely, and that it will still all remain good. I think it is further Mr. CANNON. I can not yield. 
reaching than that. The increase in the value of silver has already Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Just one word. 
been stated by the gentleman from Iowa, and it is not necessary for Mr. CANNON. Very well. 
me to refer toit. I believe it will do more than that. I believe that Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. You say thatthe Republican party has 
it will utilize and furnish a market and use for money one-half of | controlled the financial legislation of thiscountry. Who demonetized 
the annual production of all the silver of this earth. And when it | silver? 
furnishes a market for one-half I believe that it will increase the value Mr. CANNON. While the Republican party was in the majority, 
of silver as compared with the other money metal the world over, and | and while neither silver nor gold was in circulation, silver was demon- 
I believe that from this time on we will be in a far better condition to | etized. Afterwards it was remonetized; and this bill honors silver, 
make an international agreement with other countries as to what the | takes one-half of the product of the world, and pays for it in Treasury 
ratio of silver to gold shall be. It may be made at 15}. It may be | notes which are of full legal tender and redeemable in coin, and sends 
made at 16. Idonot know. But I believe that agreement ought to | it into every household in this country where there is honest labor that 
be made; and if mate, I believe the whole question will be solved. does work enough to get a dollar of it, and when it goes there it is as 

Mr. Speaker, I am not here to attack in my ten minutes the course | good as gold, as good as silver, as good as the best money in the world. 
of Representatives who favor free coinage at this time. I am not here | [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
to talk about the seigniorage going into the pockets of the individual [Here the hamwmer fell. ] 
or into the Treasury; but it is to go into the Treasury, and I believe Mr. McMILLIN, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him one 
that is the best. I believe the people will say so when they under- | question? 
stand it, pending an agreement as to a final settlement of the question. Mr. CANNON. I would like, Mr. Speaker, to have one minute 
Nor am I here, during my ten minutes, to combat the idea of the men | more—but no; I will not ask it. 
who believe in one metal for money. I have no patience with that Mr. CONGER. I reserve the balance of my time. 
view so far as I am concerned. I have no patience with the view that Mr. BLAND. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas 
would monetize gold alone or silver alone. I am equally at war with | [Mr. McRAE]. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN,-one of his secretaries, who 
also announced the approval of acts of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 3886) to incorporate the North River Bridge Company, 
and to authorize the construction of a bridge and approaches at New 
York City across the Hudson River, to regulate commerce in and over 
such bridge between the States of New York and New Jersey, and to 
establish such bridge a military and post-road; and 

An act (H. R. 9104) granting to the Jacksonville, St. Augustine and 
Halifax River Railway Company a right of way across the United 
States military reservation at St. Augustine, Fla. 

THE SILVER BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for the adoption of the 
conference report. It may not be perfect. If I had the power I am 
vain enongh to think that perchance I could write a better provision, 
or a better law to put upon the statute-book. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. One that would suit you better. 

Mr. CANNON. One that would suit me better. It might not be 
better. Iam inclined to think, although if the gentleman should deny 
I shall not insist upon it, that if the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND] had the power that could write a law to put upon the 
statute-book that he might think was better than the conference report. 
And | suppose that is true of many other gentlemen upon the floor of 
this House. . 

This bill, recommended by the conference committee, after looking 
all over the ground, meets my judgment as the best legislation that 
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Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND] for the opportunity to briefly state some of the reasons why I 
will not vote for the adoption of this report, for the passage of the bill re- 
ported by the committee of conference. With some amendments I 
would give it my vote, but no amendment is allowed, and so we are re- 
quired to vote as a whole upon an entirely new and distinct measure 
from either the House or Senate bill, with only two hours of discussion 
on aside. Even this little time was extorted from the majority. The 
gentleman in charge of the bill sought to prevent any discussion by de- 
manding the previous question on the adoption of the report at the time 


he presented it. Here is oursituation: The House passed a bill provid- 


ing forthe purchase of $4,500,000 worth of silver bullion each month to 
be paid for in certificates redeemable in silver bullion. The Senate 


amended thisso as togivefreecoinage. Aconference wasordered. Both | 


bills have been discarded and a new one prepared, said to be the prod- 
uct of that distinguished gentleman whom I can not name in this pres- 
ence, but who did more than any other one man to accomplish the de- 
monetization of silver in 1873. He is one of the managers on the part 
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of the Senate. He voted against free coinage in the Senate, and in the 
face of a majority of 17 for it in the body he was expected to represent 
in the conference, he abandoned the Senate bill without astruggle and 
agreed to the one now under consideration under which we can never 
have free coinage and by which the United States is placed upon a gold 
basis. The House bill contained a provision that required free coinage 
whenever the price of silver should appreciate to $1 for 371.25 grains 
pure silver. This is not in the conference bill. Why? Because it 
was the evident intention of the gentleman who wrote the bill to pre- 
vent free coinage under any and all circumstances, 

Silver is to be reduced to a commodity and hereafter not to be used 
as money. The gold bugs of the East and the silver kings of the 
West, it appears, have come to an understanding that we shall have 
the gold standard upon the condition that the United States will ‘* pur- 
chase silver bullion to the aggregate amount of 4,500,000 ounces, or so 
much thereof as may be offered in each month at the market price 
thereof, not exceeding $1 for 371} grains of pure silver.’’ Here isa 
market for the bullion of the silver kings. They are to be paid for 
their bullion in Treasury notes redeemable in ‘‘ gold or silver coin,’’ at 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. Mark the language. 

Now, all who are familiar with the Treasury management under the 
present and past Administrations know that all holders who apply 
for redemption will be given the option of gold or silver, as are the 
bondholders and the holders of the present notes, and thus sustain the 
** established policy of the United States to maintain the two metals 
on a parity with each other upon the present legal ratio or such ratio as 
may be provided by law,’’ as is expressly declared in the second section 
of this bill. Why this statement in the body of the bill, if not to au- 
thorize the payment of gold until silver comes to a parity with gold ? 
That policy has for many years controlled the Treasury Department. 


The creditors have been allowed to say what money they should be | 


paid in. I understand this provision to mean that the United States 
will force a parity by purchasing al! the silver bullion in the United 
States and preventing the further coinage of silver money. 

Why should the Government purchase silver as a commodity, sim- 
ply to store it? Ifthe purpose is to enrich the silver-miners and bull- 
ion-owners, then this bill may accomplish it. But I am not concerned 
about them, nor for silverasamerecommodity. I wantmore money for 
the people. They demand it and they want a bimetallic currency. 
They will neverconsent to abandon silver as money and adopt the single 
gold standard. It is high time that their will should be expressed in 
the form of law. If this bill becomes a law I fear that the business of 
the country will be done upon a gold basis, and in that event it may 
be the means of perpetuating our national debt. Suchis certain to be 
the result if the Secretary of the Treasury should, in the exercise of 
the discretion vested in him, redeem the notes in gold, for it is not 
possible to issue the notes provided for under this act until the maturity 
of the bonds and then redeem both notes and bonds in gold. 

The result will be that the Secretary of the Treasury will sell bonds 
for the gold under the act of January 14, 1875. But some gertleman 
may say that the bonds are redeemable in coin, and we can pay them 
in silver. But by the terms of the third section of this bill the coinage 
of silver will cease July 1, 1891, except for the redemption of the Treas- 


ury notes therein provided for, and if they should, as they may, be re- | 


deemed in gold there will be no silver coined for any purpose. Just 
think of a Government with over $800,000,000 of interest-bearing debt, 
some of it redeemable September 1, 1891, in coin, deliberately discon- 
tinuing the coinage of silver and issuing other promises to pay—de- 
mand notes—that may have to be paid in gold, for silver bullion that 
must be stored in the Treasury and can not be coined for general use. 

The able gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ConGER] says that ‘‘ this is a 
Republican measure ’’ and with agreat flourish of trumpets and with 
much satisfaction declares that every important financial measure in 
this country, with one single solitary exception, has been a Republican 
measure. I have heard this claim made at different times by all the 
leading Republicans on this floor. The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Mc- 
KINLEY] and his colleague [Mr. Grosvenor], the gentleman from II- 
linois [Mr. CANNON], and many others I might mention have made the 
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same claim. 





As the gentleman from Iowa warms ip on this 
amid the applause of his party associates, | 


lames some of these laws. 
Here is what he says: 














rhe resumption act was the child of Re | ut ‘ 
banking act, which gave us the best ~ « wn 
or conceived of in the civilized wor pu J ry 
single one of the legal] enactments tha it 3 en- 
joy to-day, which makes us the richest and most } Re 
has been furni d by the Republican part, i x > 
the country, lam happy tosay, by Repu ns Applauseont Re} un 
side It was agreed upon in conference by Reput Ams « , it i ‘ i 
in yonder Chamber only by Keput in votes, and I sus S93 
here only by Republican votes. It will then go wher Ww be signed by a 
Republican President, and from there it w gotoa try \ chin Novem 
ber next will give such a Republican indorsement t ‘ emes 
will not be found here to pass upon the next silver \ Ly CC be 
fore Congress. Applause on the Republican s 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, the measures mentioned by the gen 


iceman were 
Republican measures and this is a Republican measure. Let there be 
no misunderstanding about this. With these admissions and upon the 
record we will go to the people. 

These are the laws by which the people have been robbed and. op 
pressed; these are the laws of which they now complain and from 
which they wish relief. The gentleman tells us that the Republican 
party is responsible and entitled to credit for the issue of the greenbacks; 
but he fails to tell us why they were not made receivable for duti 
imports. 
own bills. 

The people believe that it was done at the demand of the bankers 
and gold bugs in order to create ademand for gold. ‘This was a delib- 
erate effort on the part of a Republican administration to make a legal 
tender in private transactions of a currency that the Government 
would not receive in payment for import duties. There is no wonder 
that it depreciated. Pending the consideration of the bill in the Sen- 
ate, Mr. Doolittle, a Democrat, moved to amend it so as to make the 
notes a legal tender in payment of all public debts and all private debt 
thereafier contracted, which was rejected. The gentleman thinks the 
national-banking act gave ‘‘us the best system of banking that has 
ever been known or conceived of in the civilized world.’’ The best for 
whom? Not for the people, but for the bankers and bondholders, 
Why should the Government, after it had entered upon a system of is- 
suing legal-tender notes, delegate such powers to the corporations ? 

The people believe this was done so as to give the banks control of 
the volume of currency. That was the effect, and they have used it 
for all it was worth. ‘They have acquired a capital equal to nearly one- 
half of the money in circulation in the United States, but the great 
body of the people have been made poore1 


, on 
He ought to explain why the United States dishonored its 


At the demand of these 





corporations the contraction resolution of December 18, 1565, was passed 
so as to increase the purchasing power of money. ‘The greater part of 
the depreciated Treasury notes were retired and interest-be: v 
issued for the purpose of making a basis for bank currency. It was the 
declared purpose of the Republican administration to ret of them 
and this was only prevented by the election of a Democratic House. 


They put a stop to it. 
rHE cf IT-STRES 


Not satisfied with purchasing interest-bearing, non-taxable bonds 
with Treasury notes worth from 40 to 60 per cent. less than par, the 
bondholders demanded that the bonds be made payable in coin. This 
was done by the act of March 18, 1869, and $600,000,000 were added 
to the burdens of the people. Bankruptcy of merchants and business 
men followed; farmers became involved in debt; laborers were denied 
employment, and the country became filled withtramps. Nextcamethe 
act of July 14, 1870, known as the act for the refunding of the national 
debt. By the refunding of the untaxed, gold-interest-bearing bonded 
debt for a long term, without the option of payment on the part of the 
Government, the people have been compelled to pay to the 
bondholders and bankers a premium on the bonds as high as 30 pe 
cent. The gentleman rejoices that our bonds are ata premium. Wh 
pays this premium? The people. How are they benetitted 

I am unable to see the wisdom of legislation that would make the 
Government pay a premium on its bonds. Here we have been for sev- 
eral years with a large debt and a Treasury full of money, but u le 
to pay it on the debt. Up to this time we have paid over $3060,- 
000,000 of premium. A business man who would so arrange | 
affairs would be counted a fool. The bonds being refunded and 
payable in gold, the next thing to be done was the de: 
silver, and finally the resumption act authorizing the de 









Treasury notes. It also required the destruction of fract rrency 

and the issue of silver coin to take its place. Thi t 1 the issue 

of bonds with which to purchase the silver bullion for coinage. Silver 

has been partially remonetized and $346,000,000 of Treasury note 

have been saved to the people by the eflorts of Democratic part 
Take this record, covering a period of less thai 





fifteen years, of cla 


legislation in the interest of the mopey power, and show me any 

in the interest of the great body of the people. What is there to! 
proud of? Iassert that during the Democratic administration no ela 
legislation was passed. Yes, I go further, and assert tl 

in the interest of the whole people was ever allowed to } 
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Democrats held the House. This bill, as I believe, is nothing more 
nor jess, as the gentleman from Missouri has stated, than an effort on 
the part of the money power, which appears to dominate this Admin- 
istration, to demonetize silver after the next Presidential election and 
put us upon a gold basis. The papers of the East declare that it 
means a gold basis and so do gentlemen in the Senate. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What evidence has the gentleman of the state- 
ment that he now makes, that the money power dominates this Ad- 
ministration 7 

Mr. McRAE. I want no more evidence than that it has done sub- 
stantially what the money power has demanded as to this and other 
matters, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Very little evidence satisfies some people. 


Mr. McRAE. You may think there is very little evidence, but there 
enough to satisfy me and enough to satisfy the people. Look at 
the ethods a lopted to pass the bill; the minority of this House de- 


nied the right of amendment. See the attempted reference of the bill 
when it came from the Senate. See that first by one rule and then by 
another we are denied an opportunity to vote upon the question of 
free coinage. Hear a Republican Senator [Mr. TELLER], as I am re- 
minded by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], rising in his 
place in the Senate and stating that the organization of this House was 
dominated by the money power, and that the free-coinage bill was de- 
feated at its demand. Everybody knowsthat this bill is a compromise 
forced upon us by a threatened Presidential veto. Why this threat? 
It is an insult to Congress that the Executive should make any such 
threat, and it ought to be resented by a positive and emphatic vote for 
what we want 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman will permit me again, I will 
say that I have never heard of any such threat, and if he has, his ears 
must have been where things are heard that do not occur. I do not be- 
lieve that any threat has ever come to this House from this Adminis- 
tration of a veto of any measure. 

Mr. MCRAE, If you will read the speech of the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] and a number of other speeches made upon 
this floor during this debate and at the other end of the Capitol, you 
will see that such is the case. We have our duty to perform, and we 
should do it regardless of the Executive. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Those gentlemen who made such assertions in bonds.” 


their speeches may have been right or they may have been wrong. 
Xf 
' 
but I state my belief and conviction and I submit this record and the 
facts, and will be content to let the country say whether I am right or 
wrong. We shall soon come to a vote, and no doubt this bill will be 
passed, but it will not satisfy the people, it will not satisfy the coun- 
try, and I am sorry that any party in this free Republic would so far 
forget the interests of the people as to suffer itself to be dictated to in 
any such way. The people are considering the present evils and they 
demand that we shall deal with them so as to give immediate relief. 
They realize their depressed condition and they want fair treatment. 
They have asked Congress to give them more money. They have peti- 
tioned for the free coinage of silver, and now you give them a bill which 
is an insult to them, a bill which puts it in the power of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, at a very early day in the future, to do just as he 
pleases with silver. 

We know what the Treasury discretion has done for silver in the 
past. Nobody who is familiar with the record of the Treasury Depart- 
ment on this subject for the last five, ten, or fifteen years can have any 
doubt as to what will be the result of this bill if it becomes a law. 
Every certificate-holder will be paid in gold. There is no question 
about it. And now here we are. The coinage of silver to be stopped, 
and discretion to be given to the Secretary of the Treasury to pay in 
gold, and do just as he pleases, and the people are placed again at the 
feet of Wall street. Hereafter it will only be necessary for the finan- 
ciers of the East to control the Treasury Department. 

So we see, Mr. Speaker, that the Republican party is wholly responsi- 
ble for all the bad financial legislation of the last twenty-five years of 
which the people have complained: It exempted the national bonds 
from taxation, organized the national-banking system and extended the 
charters when they expired, contracted the currency in the interest ot 
the bondholders, and changed the contract so as to make interest pay- 
able m gold and the bonds payable in coin, and after refunding them 
interpreted coin to mean gold. It demonetized silver in 1873 and has 
ever since stubbornly resisted all efforts to remonetize it, and now, when 
the party is in control of all the departments of the Government, it has 
deliberately suppressed the known will of the people upon this ques- 
tion by methods that ought to disgrace any legislative body. I desire 
to review the record of the two parties upon those questions, so that 
the country may understand the hypocritical pretenses of the Repub- 
lican party in offering the country this bastard bill in answer to the 
demand for a bill for free coinage. 

For so much of the record as refers to laws prior to June, 1878, I re- 
fer to the following extract from a speech made by Senator KenNA when 
he was a member of this House: 

TAXATION OF THE BONDS. 
On the 28th day of June, 1862, the question of concurring in Senate amend- 


r. MCRAE. Certainly, and I may be right or I may be wrong, | 
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ments to an act creating bonds, etc., was before the House. Mr. HoLMay,a 
Democrat, offered the following provision : 

** Provided, That nothing in this act shall impair the right of the States to tax 
the bonds, notes, and other obligations issued under this act.”’ 

Sixty-three Democrats voted for this righteous amendmentand not one voted 
against it. Of the Republicans, only 8 voted “ay” and 77 voted ‘‘no.’’ Thus 
the Republican party defeated in the House the proposition to tax the bonds. 


NATIONAL-BANK SYSTEM. 


In February, 1863, the bill was pending for the charter of the national banks. 

The vote was taken in the Senate on the 12th and in the House on the 20th of 
that month. The bill involved the inauguration of a system which is as cordi- 
ally hated by the masses of our people as ever was a measure hostile to their in- 
terests. On its passage in the Senate the Democrats voted ‘“‘ay’’ 2and “no” 
12, which was six to oneagainstthesystem. Inthe House the Democrats voted 
“ay ’’ Sand ‘‘no” 42, making fourteen to one against it. But who passed this 
billand created the national banks? Inthe Senate the Republicans voted *‘no” 
9, “ay” 21, constituing a majority of more than two to one in its favor. In the 
House the Republicans voted *‘ no” 22 and “ay ’’ 75, making over three to one 
in itsfavor. Thus the Republican party foisted upon the country the national- 
bank system. 

SUPPLEMENTAL BANK BILL. 


On April 18, 1864, what is known as the supplemental national-bank bill was 
before Congress. It wasa repetition of the evils of the charter act and was in- 
tended to toster and perpetuate the national-bank system. The Democrats 
voted in the House, 65 solid, “no.” The Republicans voted “ay” 80 and ‘“‘no” 
only l. Inthe Senate the Democrats voted, 7 solid, “*no,’’ The Republicans 
voted “no” 2and “ay” 30. Thus the Republican party passed this objection- 
able act. On the same day, when Mr. Arnold offered in the House a resolution 
to provide for taxing State banks, Mr. Randall, a Democrat, offered to amend 
by providing for the taxation of national banks. 

Notwithstanding that Samuel J. Randail, who is now Speaker of this House, 
stands and stood then among the first parliamentarians on the continent, on this 
resolution to tax national banks, a Republican Speaker, in the interests of the 
money power, arbitrarily ruled him “out of order.”” Every member familiar 
with the history of this body knows how potent is the voice of the Speaker for 
weal or for woe. On this occasion it was invoked for the defeat of a righteous 
measure, and thus the Republican party, through its Republican Speaker, denied 
even a hearing of the cause. 

In March, 1869, when the “act to strengthen the public credit,” which ought 
to have been entitled an act to swindle the people, came up for consideration, 
debate was cut off. Although it declared the currency indebtedness of the 
country to be payable in coin and added $500,000,000 to the public debt, it was 
passed under the “‘ previous question "’—the “gag law’’—and debate was de- 
nied. It wasa gigantic fraud. On its passage in the House only 1 Democrat 
voted “‘ay,”’ while 34 vated “no.’”’ Only 12 Republicans voted “no” and 96 
voted “‘ay.”” In the Senate the Republicans voted, “no” 7, “ay" 42. The 
Democrats voted solid “‘no.”’ While this measure was pending in the Senate, 
Mr. Thurman, a Democrat, moved to add that— 

‘*Nothing herein contained shall apply to what is commonly called 5-20 


These bonds were payable in greenbacks, and this act was to make them pay- 
able in coin. It wasto avoid the consummation of that outrage upon the ona 
that Mr. Thurman offered his amendment. The Democrats voted solid for it. 
The Republicans voted “ay” only6 and‘*‘no”’ 31. Thus, withoutamendment, 
in all its original injustice, the Republican rty passed this odious act. On 
March 29, 1869, Mr. Morgan, a Democrat, offered a resolution to exempt salt, 
tea, coffee, sugar, matches, and tobacco, and to tax the bonds. 

This resolution was defeated. The Democrats voted “ay,” solid 39; the Re- 
publicans voted solid “no,” 104, Thus the Republican party in the House, by 
unanimous vote, again defeated an effort to tax the bonds. 

In 1870 the act was pending which provided for funding the greenback bonds 
into coin bonds and which robbed the people of $500,000,000. 

The Pemocrats of the House voted solid ‘“‘no,” 54. The Republicans voted 
“no” only 2 and “ay” 139! In the Senate the Democrats roted solid “no.” 
The Republicans carried it, and thus the Republican party is responsible forthe 
wrong which resulted from this iniquitous measure; and when the Houses di- 
vided and a conference committee was appointed to consider the differences 
upor this bill, Mr. Brooks arose in his seat and told the Republican Speaker, 
Mr. Blaine, that the conferees were “all on one side”’ and that the minority was 
not represented. Having “set up” the committee, the Republican Speaker con- 
temptuously replied “It is not essential that itshould be.”’ In July, 1870, when 
SHERMAN’S proposition was pending to increase the national-bank circulation 
$54,000,000, as usual in all these aggressive measures the previous question was 
demanded and debate refused. While the Democrats voted ‘‘ay” only 4, and 
*‘no”’ 44, the Republican party passed this bill. On June 14, when that same 
bill was pending, Mr. Randall,a Democrat, offered a substitute which proposed 
to take up the national-bank notes and issue $300,000,000 in greenbacks in their 
stead. On this measure the Democrats voted “‘no” only 6 and “ay” 41. The 
Republicans voted “ay” only 10 and ‘*‘no” 10%. Thus this proposed issue of 
greenbacks was defeated in the House by the oY party. 

At the same time Mr. Morgan, a Democrat, offered a substitute which pro- 
vided for repealing the national-bank act and the substitution of $400,000,000 in 
greenbacks, with full legal-tender qualities, for the national-bank notes. The 
Democrats voted “no” 11, “ay” 34, or over 3 to 1 for the substitute. The Re- 
publicans voted “ay” only 3 and ‘‘no”’ 116, Thus the Republican party in the 
House defeated also this proposed financial reform. 

On the 3ist of January, 1870, Mr. McNeely, a Democrat, offered the following 
resolution : 

‘* Resolved, That the national debt should be paid in strict compliance with the 
contract, whether it is made payable in gold or greenbacks; that the 5-20 bonds 
are payable in greenbacks or their equivalent, and we condemn the policy of 
the Administration which is squandering millions of money by buying such 
bonds at a high rate of premium when the Government had the clear right to 
redeem them at par.” 

To this honest, fair interpretation of a contract in behalf of a people who were 
already overcast with the shadow of impending financial panic only 3 Demo- 
crats could be found to vote in opposition, while 34 voted in itsfavur. Of the 
Republicans only 1 voted for it and 119 members of the Republican party laid 
it in its grave. 

On the 17th day of January, 1870, Mr. McNeely made another effort in behalf 
of greenbacks. He offered the following resolution: 

** Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency be, and they are 
hereby, instructed to report at an early day a bill providing for withdrawal 
from circulation the national-bank currency and for issuing instead of such cur- 
rency Treasury notgs, usually known as greenbacks,”’ 

On this resolution looking to financial reform the Democrats voted “no”’ 
only 2and “ay’’58. The Republicans voted “ay’’ Land “no” 112. Thus the 
Republican party in the House slaughtered this further attempt at honest cur- 


rency. 

In 1872, after the policy of the Treasury had been well defined, when the Sec- 
retary was day after day allowing the bondholders to rob the people by treating 
the 5-20 bonds as coin bonds and negotiating them in defiance of the contract of 
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heir creation, which made them payable in currency, the following resolution 
was presented 

‘Resolved, That in the opinion of this House the Secretary of the Treasury in 
negotiating the loan authorized by the act of July 14, 1870, has neither increased 
the bonded debt nor incurred an expenditure contrary to law.’ 








At the time this resolution was offered the policy of the Treasury Depart nt 
was daily augmenting our national debt. It was daily fastening upon us that 
system which has since so cursed the country. This resolution gave emphat 


approval to this whole ruinous policy, and invited and approved in advance 
the mischievous course which has since been pursued. It passed the House by 























a strict party vote. The Democrats voted solid 86 “no.” The Republi 
vot 110, and thus the Republican party gave formal and off il sa 
tion to 1e of policy which has scattered business calamity broadcast over th 
land 

In 1873 the act demonetizing silver was passed. The country n made 
aware of the manner in which this nefarious measure was sn id - 
dozed through without even being read. Its contents were vn, t 
yeas and nays were not called on its passage, and hence the I 
is not entered on the Journal. The Recorp does show, h« 
Ho -r,a Republican, moved to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 
incharge. Heknewitscontents. He knewit struck silver down and « 
the double standard of our fathers. e Recorp therefore shows t a 
publican had charge of the bill,and by a motion to suspend the rules cu I 
debate and force ittoa vote. Butthe Recorp shows more It shows that this 
giant swindle had been submitted tothe Republican Secretary of the Treasury, 
the Republican director and controller of fi ces,and was by him approved 
The Recorp on this point is as follows: 

‘** Mr. Merriam. Has this bill been submitted to the Secretary of the Treas 
ury And, if so, does it meet his approval? 


‘ir. Hoorer, of Massachusetts. It has been submitted to him, and he not 
only approves it, but strongly urges its passage 

Thus, Mr. Speaker, this monstrosity, this unmitigated villainy, which struck 
down silver when it was higherin the market than gold, simply to make 
**money searce "' and increase the burdens of the country, was manipulated and 
carried through by a Republican member of the Hiouse, under the full sanction 
and support of the Republican Secretary of the Treasury. Passed, as the bill 
was, under suspension of the rules, without debate,and not even read, t! 
no evidence on earth that any living man knew it demonetized silver except 
the Secretary and member I have named. 

We come now to that prince of destroyers, the resumption act of 1875. Like 
other similar acts, it was passed without debate. Discussion was cut off. The 
vote in the Senate stood Republican ‘‘ay”’ 32, “no” only l. The Democrats 
voted solid ‘‘no.’’ In the Housethe Republicans voted only 24" no" and “ay” 
136, making more than five to one in favor of this great crime against the pros- 
perity and happiness of the country. The Democrats voted solid 74 to defeat 
it. In the Senate even Carl Schurz complained that he had *‘ found the bill on 
his table to-day for the first time, and had not had time to read it or inform him- 
self intelligently of its contents.’’ In answer to this appeal for opportunity to 
understand this important measure John Sherman, the present Republican Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, rose in his place in the Senate and boldly declared that 
he would “ press the bill to its passage from that hour forward.’’ Evidences 
that he kept that promise faithfully and too well are found inthe blasted homes 
and fortunes and hungry women and children from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
Ocean. 

These, Mr. Speaker, are the leading financial issues upon which the two great 
parties have divided, They mark the line between the money sharks on the 
one side and the people on the other, The Republican party had the President 
and both branches of Congress during all thattime. At the very threshold of 
the system Mr. Stevens declared to his Republican associates on the floor of the 
House: 

‘* We are introducing new practices all around. Weare making one currency 
for the people and another for other purposes.”’ 

And, sir, that policy was pursued from 1862 to 1875. The Republican party pur- 
sued it. With a determined purpose, with unrelenting vigor, with asingleness 
of object that no human appeal could divert and no human misery deter, the 
Republican party went madly on in this desperate financial career and never 
did it calla halt until confronted by a Democratic majority in the House of 
Representatives of the Forty-fourth Congress! 

lt is a part of the financial history of the country, demonstrated by the rec- 
ord, that all the wicked legislation which has racked this country to the very 
verge of revolution—the whole of it—every act and deed, was consummated 
when the Republican party had control of every department of the Govern- 
ment. Itis also true that not one single act of which the people complain was 
ever passed after the Democrats acquired control of the House. Itis equally 
true that not one single act of relief was ever enacted until the popular up- 
rising of 1874 gave to the Democrats control of the House of Representatives 
And, Mr. Speaker, it is a matter to be remembered to the everlasting credit 
of the Democratic party that it encountered and vanquished at the first on- 
slaught that gigantic money power to which the Republican party has been for 
years as the plaything toachiid! The first Democratic House in August 
raised the banner of financial reform by the passage of a bill to repeal t! 
sumption act. 

The Republican vote on the passage of that bill stood “ay” only 9 and ‘'no”’ 
56, or over six to one against the repeal. The Democrats voted ‘‘no”’ 29 and 
“*ay”’ 97, more than three to onein itsfavor. The bill passed the House by 
Democratic votes, and thus the first battle against the Shylocks was left to be 
turned against the people by the Republican Senate which failed to pass the 
bill. There the matter stood when the great political contest of 1876 came on. 
The result of that election returned a Democratic majority to the House of 
Representatives, while the Senate is still Republican. Those who have ob- 
served the proceedingssince we assembled here will bear witness to the earnest- 
ness of the warfare that has been waged for financial relief. As early as No- 
vember 5, 1877, we passed the bill to remonetize silver. 

The Republicans, driven at last by a publicsentiment which had twice routed 
them at the polls, yielded to this measure a fair support. They voted “no” 
24 and “‘ay’’ 67; not quite three to one. The Democrats voted ‘‘no” 10 and 
**av’’ 97, or nearly tentooneinitsfavor. But when this measure to restore the 
doliar of our fathers was sent by a Democratic House to a Republican Senate it 
was there amended and emasculated until its value was well-nigh destroyed, 
and finally vetoed by a Republican President. On the 23d of the same month 
the bill to repeal the resumption act passed the House. On this repeal the Ke- 

yublicans voted “‘ay’’ 23 and ‘*no”’ 92, more than three to one against it. The 

Jemocrats voted “no’’ 29 and “‘ay”’ 104, more than three to one in its fay 
This act was sent to the Republican Senate, and there a Rip Van Winkle sleep 
of seven long months has held it fast. 

On the 2%h day of April the bill was passed forbidding further retirement of 
greenbacks, 

The Democrats voted on this measure ‘“‘no”’ 7 and “ay” 104; the Repub- 
licans voted “ay” 73 and ‘“‘no” 28. Many of them voted with the avowed rea- 
son that it would not interfer2 with the resumption act, and it is equally under- 
stood in well informed circles that the Republicans who favored the bill in the 
Senate did so upon the same ground. Addto what I have enumerated the bills 
which have been favorably reported at this session by a Democratic committee, 
the bill to authorize the issuing of certificates for silver bullion, and the bill to 
substitute greenbacks for bank notes, and you have a fair, epitomized history 



















































ation Of the last sixt irs in gt 5 
1ave given the result of m) vn ‘ al resear 
ct: Lhave examined the record, and I speak what | 
take from aspeech I ha mal this 
‘ yf May, 1323 i ! I ¢ ( ‘ I 
tatements to be correct. I hav 
Way ’ 
is hey i 
A i 
When this bill was unde misideration, Mr. Bu ! 
moved to fix the time for the payment the bonds at t é 
twenty as recommended by t Repul in < n nd 
| and-nay vote it was lost The yeas were 91, n 0 
were Democrats and 12 Republicans; nays 
Democrat 
Mr. BLAND, a Democrat, and now a member e t 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, moved a substitute for t ‘ 
mittee bill wh 1 pro ided ling if sur t Lo i 
This would have giventhe cou i bett y t it 
Oo ntelr n ol < al I t we a ve a Lie . 
| porations of tl r over thy ‘ dso t tit 
not agreed to, by ot 71 ye to 138 nay t " \ 
68 De ocrats and 3 yub S; nay L119 he il ’ 
| crats. \fterward n ft 10th da f July, 1882, t 
House by a vote of 110 und 79 na O ‘ \ 
Republicans and 11 Democrats; nays, 76 Democrats an ns 
} I i 
Mr. Fort, on the 9th of December, 1373, moved to suspend the rules 
| and pass a bill declaring the standard lollar a legal t 
preventing any discrimination against it, and failing t t t 
it failed by the following vote: Yeas 151, nays 89. Of t i I 
| were 106 Democrats and 45 Republicans; nays, 73 Republicans and 1 
| Democrats. 
| Mr. Wood, a Democrat, January 15, 1879, moved to pass a bill ma 
| ing United States notes receivable for duties on imports, and it pass« 
| yeas 153, nays 43. Of the yeas there were 108 Democrats and 46 Kx 
|} publicans; nays, Republicans 31, Democrats 12. 
| 
INTERCHANGI I AN SILVER ¢ 
On February 3, 1879, Mr. WHITTHORNE, the distinguished and fait 
| ful Democrat, moved to suspend the rulesand passa bill to } 
the interchange of gold and silver and to prevent discrimination against 
ae i 
| either, and it was disagreed to; yeas 101, nays 136, Of the yeas the 
| were 89 Democrats and 12 Republicans; nays, 100 Republicans and 36 
Democrats. 
‘ AND R i 
| On April 5, 1880, my good Democratic fi General Weave 1 
to suspend the rules and pass the following resolutions 
| Resolved, That it is the sense of this House li currency, whe 
| Or papes-necessary for use and convenien¢ p ~ i be iss 
its volume controlled by the Gove ent, and tby ort it 4 
| pcsntionis of the seuatey 1nd when so issued sho ] i 
payment of all debts, public and private 
icsolved, That in the judgment of this House that portion of 
bearing debt of the 1 i States u h sha r i ‘ 
| 1881, or prior thereto, |! \ amount about $7 WOM o t ! 
| beyond the power of the Government to call in said o rations and pay 
jatany t should be p isTa aS | 4 4 
| i be operated to their full capa of standard s 
| i ich other AS s s ) 
| ry : ; ° + hey t - + 11 , +" 
| This motion was lost by a vote of 85 yeas to117 nay O 
| there were 84 Democrats and 1 Republican; na ) Repu 
| 27 Democrats. 
FREE COINAGE SILVER SUSPEX , 
April 8, 1886, when the bill for the free « uve Ol er was u 
| consideration the following amendment was offered 
That unless meantime, through icurrent action o 
| with the United State silver | remonetized prior to J j 
| and there after so much « e act of February 1878, ent i acttou 
ize the coinage of the standard + er id to resto! ‘ 
acter,’ as authorizesand directs S ar f the Treas t 
| 


bullion and cause the same to be coined, sha e SUSP ied until fu 
| by Congress. 











The amendment was lost |} ote of 84 yeas to 201 nay 
voting yea there were licans and 33 Demo ! 
| Democrats and 71 Republicans. 
The bill for free coinage was then rejected by a vote of 12 nay 
| 163. Of those voting yea there were 96 Democrats and 30 Kepub- 
licans; nays, 95 Republicans and 68 Democrats. But, Mr. Chair 
this is only part of one chapter of the legalized crimes of the Re} 
lican party against the people. On the financial issus that t 
Democratic party has stood by the people in opposit ull thos 
measures of the Republican party that have brought so much suf 
ing to the poor and so much wealth to the rich. 
We see how the record has been made step by step, and see hov 


| degrees the wealth h 
cunning manipulator 
| The Democratic party 





gone from the masses who create it to the f 
Wall street and tariff barons of New England 
as, as is shown by this record, been instrumental 
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in restoring the silver dollar, stopping the further retirement of the 
greenbacks that the Republicans had said by solemn statute should go; 
providing for gold and silver certificates, the one and two dollar green- 
back bills, and during the last Congress in passing through the Housea 
bill for fractional currency. There is much in this record to make 
Democrats fee] proud of their party. 

I now refer the House to the following extract from a speech made 
in this Hall by the able advocate of free coinage, Mr. BLAND, on the 
29th day of August, 1588 


Po sh more conclusively that the Democrats are the best friends of silver 
we, I will give history of the two parties on that subject. The Demo 
cratic party never demonetized silver as long as it had power in this Govern- 
ment, but maintained its free and unlimited coinage from 1792 till 1873. In 1873 
the Republicans, being in a large majority in both Houses of Congress and hay- 


ing the Executive, prohibited by the law of February, 1873, the further coinage 
of the standard silver dollar Now,in December, 1876,the Iiouse passed a bill 
wiving free coinage to silver The House was Democratic. The Republican 
Senate never acted on the bill Again, in November, 1877, I moved to suspend 
the rv! sand pass a free-coinage bill. 

Here is the vot« 








VOTE IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES NOVEMBER 5, 1877, ON MOTION OF 
MR, BLAND TO SUSPEND THE RULES AND PASS SILVER BILL (H.R. 1093), 
In the affirmative—164 


DEMOCRATS—97 


Aiken, 
Atkins, 
Banning 

Bell, 

Bicknell, 
Bland 

Blount, 
Boone, 

Bouck, 
Bridges, 
Buckner, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, J. W. 
Caldwell, W.T. 
Candler 
Carlisle, 
Chalmers, 


Clark, John B. 


Clark, John B., jr. 


Davis, Joseph J. 
Dibrell, 

Dickey, 

den, 

Elam, 

Ellis, 

Evins, John H. 
Ewing, 

Felton, 

Finley, 

Forney, 
Franklin, 
Fuller, 

Garth, 
Giddings, 
Glover, 

Goode, 
Hamilton, 
Harris, Henry R. 


Hooker, 
House, 
Hunton, 
Jones, James T, 
Kenna, 
Knapp, 
Knott, 
Ligon, 
Luttrell, 
Ly nde, 
Mackey, 
Maish, 
Manning, 
Martin, 
McKenzie, 
McMahon, 
Mills, 
Money, 
Morgan, 


Riddle, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, 
Sayler, 

Scales, 

Shelly, 
Singleton, 
Slemmons, 
Smith, William E, 
Sparks, 
Springer, 
Steele, W. L. 
Throckmorton, 
Townshend, 
Turner, 

Vance, 
Waddell, 
Williams, J. N, 
Willis, 








Cook. Harrison, Morrison, Wright, 
Cox, 8.8, Hartridge, Muldrow, Yeates, 
Cravens Hartzell, Pridemore, Young. 
Culberson Hatcher, Rea, 
Crittenden Hewitt, G. W. Reagan, 
Cutler Herbert Rice, A. V. 

REPUBLICANS—67. 
Aldrich Deering Lathrop, Sapp, 
Raker. John H Dunnell, Marsh Sexton, 
Brentano Ellsworth McKinley, jr. Stewart, 
Brogden Foster Monroe Stone, John W. 
Browne, Gardner Neal, Stone, Joseph C, 
Bundy Haskell Oliver, Strait, 
Burdick, ITayes Pacheco Thornburgh, 
Cain Hazelton, Page, Tipton, 
Calkins, Henderson, Patterson, Townsend, 
Cannon, Hubbell, Phillips, Van Vorhis, 
Caswell Hunter, Pollard, Welch, 
Clark, Rush Humphrey, Pound, White, M. D. 
Conger, Ittner, Price, Willets, 
Cox, Jacob D. Jones, John S Rainey Williams, C. G. 
Cummings, K eifer, Randolph, Williams, Richard 
Danford Keightley, Robinson, Wren. 
Darrall, Kelley, Sampson, 

In the negative —34. 

DEMOCRATS—10., 
Covert. Hart, Schleicher, Wood. 
Gibson Hewitt,Abram 8S, Stephens, Alex. 
Hardenber Mor Swann, 


REPUBLICANS—24, 


Racon, Claflin, Frye, Norcross, 
fallou, Cole Ilendee, Peddie, 
Blair. Davis, Horace Joyce, Powers, 
Brewer, Denison, Leonard, Reed, 
Briggs, Kames, Lindsey, Rice, 
Chittenden, Field, McGowan, Ward. 


This bill went to the Republican Senate, where the free-coinage feature of the 
bill was stricken out and a limited coinage provided for, as the following pro- 
ceedings will show 


“In THe SENATE OF THE UNITED States, February 15, 1878. 


he Senate having under consideration the bill of the House (H. R. 1093) to 
authorize the free coinage of the standard silver dollar and torestore its legal- 
tender character, the following amendment was agreed to: 

“And the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to purchase, from time to 
time, silver bullion, at the market price thereof, not less than $2,000,000 worth 
per month, nor more than $4,000,000 worth per month, and cause the same to be 
coined monthly as far as so purchased into such dollars. And any gain or 
seigniorage arising from this coinage shall be accounted for and paid into the 
lreasury, as provided under existing Jaws relative to the subsidiary coinage: 
Provided, That the amount of money at any one time invested in such silver bull- 
ion, exclusive of such resulting coin, shall not exceed $5,000,000,’ 

‘It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 49, nays 22." (See Senate Jour- 
nal, second session, Forty-fifth Congress, page 202.) 

The vote in detail is follows: 


{In the affirmative—49.] 
DEMOCRATS—16, 


Barnum, Eaton, McDonald, Ransom, 
Bayard, Johnston, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Kernan, Merrimon, Wallace, 
Davis of W. Va. Lamar, Randolph, Whyte, 
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REPUBLICANS —33, 


Allison, Christiancy, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Anthony, Conkling Kellogg, Rollins, 
Blaine, Dawes, Kirk wood, Sargent, 
Booth, Anti-monop. Dorsey, MeMillan, Teller, 
Bruce Edmunds, Matthews, Wadleigh, 
surnside, Ferry, Mitchell, Windom. 
Cameron of Pa. Hamlin, Morrill, 
Cameron of Wis. Hoar, Oglesby, 
Chaffee, Howe, Paddock. 

In the negative —22.] 

DEMOCRATS—18, 

Armstrong Davis, Il. Heretord, Thurman, 
Bailey, Dennis, Jones, Fla, Voorhees, 
seck, Eustis, MeUreery, Withers, 
Cockrell, Garland, Maxey, 
Coke, Grover Morgan, 


REPUBLICANS—4., 


Conover, Jones of Nevada, Saunders, Spencer. 


On the passage of the billas amended, see Senate Journal, second session, 
Forty-fifth Congress, page 209. 


[In the affirmative—48. | 
DEMOCRATS—25. 





Armstrong, Dennis, Jones of Fla, Thurman, 
Bailey Eustis, McCreery, Voorhees, 
Beck, Garland, McDonald, Wallace, 
Cockrell, Gordon, Maxey, Withers, 
Coke, Grover, Merrimon, 
Davis of Il. Hereford, Morgan, 
Davisof W.Va. Johnston, Saulsbury, 

REPUBLICANS —23, 
Allison, Conover, Kellogg, Plumb, 
Booth, Anti-monop.Dorsey, Kirkwood, Saunders, 
Bruce, Ferry, MeMillan, Spencer, 
Cameron of Pa. Howe, Matthews, Teller, 
Cameron of Wis, Ingalls, Oglesby, Windom, 
Chaffee, Jones of Nev. Paddock, 


{In the negative—21.]} 
DEMOCRATS—7. 


Barnum, Kernan, McPherson, Whyte. 
Bayard, Lamar, Randolph, 

REPUBLICAN—l4, 
Anthony, Conkling, Hoar, Sargent, 
Blaine, Dawes, Mitchell, Wadleigh. 
Burnside, Edmunds, Morrill, 
Christiancy, Hamlin, tollins, 


It will be noted thet on the Allison amendment, which was an amendment 
striking free coinage out of the House bil! and substituting a limited coinage, 
there were 33 Republicans voting for the amendment and 16 Democrats. 

Against this amendment and in favor of the free-coinage bill were, Democrats 
18 and only 4 Republicans. Among the 18 Democrats voting to retain free coin- 
age in the bill is found the name of the Old Roman, now Democratic nominee 
for Vice-President, Allen G. Thurman. 

rhe next vote of importance on this question was in the House of Representa- 
tives in the Forty-ninth Congress, when the following proceedings were had 

Ix THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, April 8, 1876. 
See House Journal, first session, Forty-ninth Congress, pages 1192 to 1195, inclu 
sive. ] 

The House then proceeded, under the special order of the 16th ultimo, as modi- 
fied on yesterday, to the further consideration of the bill of the House (H.R. 
5690) for the free coinage of silver, and for other purposes. 

After further debate thereon, 

Mr. BLAND, by unanimous consent, withdrew the motion submitted by him 
on yesterday to recommit the said bill to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Mr. Dres.e submitted the following amendment in the nature of a substitute, 
namely: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the following, 
namely: 

“That unless meantime, through concurrent action of the nations of Europe 
with the United States, silver be remonetized prior to July 1,1889, that thenand 
thereafter so much of the act of February 28, 1878, entitled ‘An act to authorize 
the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender charac- 
ter,’ as authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase silver 
bullion and cause the same to be coined, shall be suspended until further action 
by Congress.” 

And then, the hour of 5 o’clock and 3) minutes p. m. having arrived, the 
Speaker, underthe previous order of the House, declared the previous question 
to be in operation. 

The question being first upon the said amendment submitted by Mr. Disses, 
and being put, namely, Will the House agree thereto? it was decided in the 
negative, yeas 84, nays 201, not voting 38. 

The yeas and nays being desired by one-fifth of the members present, those 
who voted in the affirmative are— 


Adams, George E. Dingley, Ketcham, Rockwell, 
Allen, CharlesH. Dowdney, Lehibach, Sawyer, 
Arnot, Dunham, Lindsley, Scott, 
Atkinson, Ely, Long, Scranton, 
Baker, Ermentrout, Mahoney, Seymour, 
Bayne, Evans, McAdoo, Shaw, 
Beach, Everhart, McComas, Sowden, 
Belmont, Farquhar, Merriman, Spooner, 
Bingham, Findlay, Millard, Spriggs, 
Bliss, Gallinger, Milliken, Stahlnecker, 
Bound, Gibson, Charles H. Mitchell, Stewart, John W. 
Boutelle, Green, Robert S. Muller, Stone, Eben F. 
Bunnell, Grout, O'Neill, Charles Storm, 
Rurleigh, Harmer, Parker, Strait, 
Campbell, Felix Haynes, Payne, Swope, 
Campbell, T. J. Hemphill, Phelps, Viele, 

Cole, Hewitt, Pindar, Wadsworth, 
Collins, Heistand, Pulitzer, Wait, 
Davenport, Hires, Randall, Weber, 
Davis, James, Ranney. West, 
Dibble, Johnson, Fred. A. Reed, Thomas B. Whiting. 


Democrats, 33; Republicans, 51. 
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| 
Those who voted in the negative are— ‘ Stewart 
Anderson, Chas. M. Dunn, La Follette, : 7 , 
Anderson, John A, Eden, Laird 1 
Ballentine, Eldredge, Landes ; 
Barbour, Ellsberry, Lanhs : , e 
Barksdale, Felton, Lawl 
Barnes, Fisher, Le Fevre, men : , 
Barry, Fleeger, Little, 7 : 
Bennett, Foran, Lore, a » 
Blanchard, Ford, Louttit, ; = 
Bland, Forney, Lovering, > 
Blougt, Frederick, Lowry, ; ‘ ; 
Boyle, Fuller, Lyman, Stephenson, = XN 
Brady, Funston, Markham, Stewart, Charles + = , 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gay, Martin St. Martin, ee vs 
Breckinridge, WCP Geddes, Matson, Stone, Wm. J., Mo. ~ x = 
Brown, William W.Gilfillan, Maybury, Struble, renee a . 
Browne,Thomas M.Glass. McCreary, Symes, = ; 7 
Brumm, Glover, McKenna, Tarsney, , , \\ ‘ 
) Buchanan, Goff, McKinley, Taulbee, o, cr crite 
. Burnes, Green, Wharton J. McMillin, Taylor, Ezra B. — pres ha 
Burrows, Grosvenor, McRae, Taylor, John M. _sewCE . 
Butterworth, Guenther, Miller, Taylor, Zach. ice oe ' 
, Bynum, Hale, Moffatt, Thomas, Ormsby B. stephens 
ra Cabell, Hall, Morgan, Thompson, Democrats, 70; Republicans 
‘ Caldwell, Halsell, Morrill, Throckmorton, | So the House refused to order the said bill to grossed and read the third 
: Campbell, James E.Hammond, Morrison, Tillman, } time ‘ 
3 Candler, Hanback, Morrow, Trigg, | Mr. James moved to reconsider the vote also moved that the 
ns Cannon, Harris, Murpby, Tucker, motion to reconsider be laid on the table was agreed 
: Carleton, Hatch, Neal, Turner, | | It will be observed that in the vote tosu ’ ven there were 
3 Catchings, Heard, Neece, Van Eaton, in favor of the substitut co i I ‘ t 
p Clardy, Henderson,D.B. Oates, Wade, On the original bill providir frec re were—Democrat 
Clements, Henderson, John S.O' Donnell, Waketield, Republicans only 30. This la was at uf test t sent 
7 Cobb, Henderson, Thos.J.O’ Ferrall, Ward, James H. ment and standing in the House and in th t ! it bject free 
M3 Comstock, Henley, O'Hara, Warner, A.J. |} age, that is, at least three to one in favor of the Democrats, o nocrats 
oe Conger, Hepburn, O'Neill, John J. Warner, William | to one Republican in favor of the free coinage of silver 
= Cooper, Herbert, Osborne, Veaver, Archib’d J. Hovsk oF REPRESENTATIVES, 7 lay, J S00 
Fi Cowles, Herman, Outhwaite, Weaver, James B. \ ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Cox, Hill, Owen, Weliborn, a : ; : np eee - 
i Crain, Hitt, Payson, Wheeler, | _ Mr. McKixiey. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on Rules to 
= Crisp, Holman, Peel, White, AlexanderC, | report back a substitute for the resolution referred to that 
7 Croxton, Holmes, Perkins, White, Milo. The Clerk read as fol wwe “a ea ; 
; Culberson, Hopkins, Perry, Wilkins Phe ( OMMINCe Om ules, tO Whom was reterre re ee ee House 
Curtin, Houk, Peters. Willis | resolution of March 31, 1800, in romason to the bill H. R < sidered 
4 Cutcheon, Howard, Plumb. Wilson, the same and beg leave to re port the follow ing subst tute ¥ 
ie Daniel, Irion, Price, Wise ; Re i se That upon the passage oft Mis re solution the House roceed to con- 
r Davidson, Alex.C. Johnston, James T. Reagan, Wolford, eee House he 381, and said oneii Sree tar a Steen eon Senne So SRSN ONES 
- Davidson, R.H.M. Johnston, Thos. D. Reid, James W. Woodburn, SOS ty. oe eo EE EO SE NE CONS OF ORRIN HOT a Oe 
: Dawson, Jones, James H. Richardson, Worthington, Pp, m., on the bill and pending amendments, and that the House meet at IL 
Dockery, King, Robertson, o'clock on Friday and Saturday next. 
4 Dorsey, Kleiner, Rogers, Mr. MCKINLEY. Upon that I dematr i the previous ques 
Dougherty, Laffoon, Romeis, oo neg I hope the gentleman from Ohio w illow to er an 
a Democrats, 130; Republicans, 71. Mr. Perers. What is the bill? 
4 So the amendment was rejected. Mr. McK In.ey., Itis the silver bill. 
‘ Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote last taken, and also moved that the ° , . ‘ * 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table; which latter motion was agreed to Mr. BiountT. Mr. Speaker, w the gentleman from Ohio ‘ I 
The question then recurring upon the engrossment and third reading of the | ment to be offered 
) bill, and being put, namely, Will the House agree thereto”? It was decided in | Mr. McKriniey. I can not yield to have anamend nt offered 
the negative—yeas 126, nays 163, not voting 34. Mr. BLAND. I would like to bave the amendment of t g en from 
z The yeas and nays being desired by one-fifth of the members present, those | Georgia read for info 
‘ who voted in the affirmative are— Mr. Birount. I hope tleman will consent to have it read 
M4 Anderson, John A. Forney, Lowry, Sessions, Mr. McKIntey. I ask for ae PeevioUs quan 
a Ballentine, Frederick, Markham, Singleton, Phe question was put; and the Speaker announced th ayes 8 od 
Barksdale, Funston, Matson, Skinner to have it. — 
Barnes, Glass, Maybury, Snyder, rhe SPI AKI R. ine q rest n is upon agreeing tot oiuti 
Barry, Goff, MeMillin, Springer. Mr. Biounr. Mr. Speaker, there are torty minutes u ert e ru for te 
Bennett, Green, Wharton x Mx Rae, Stewart. Charles and I want to use twe nty minutes on th side Does the gentleman fr 0 
Bland, Hale, Miller. St. Martin, desire to occupy the time now 
Brady, Halsell, Morrill, Stone,Wm. J.,Mo. | Mr. M« KINLI ¥. Not at this tim . 
Breckinridge, C. R. Hammond, Morrow Symes E Mr. BLoUNT. You ¢ sual debate on the ta juestion, } pro- 
Brumm, Hanback, Neal, Tarsney, hibited this House from v« ng on hundreds of amend ts to the t yiik Lh 
Burnes, Harris, Neece, Taulbee the interest of ¢ and now t st 3up, a question 
Bynum, Hatch, O’ Ferrall, laylor, John M, which is pressing U ry one, In relat 1 to the use of silver as money In 
Cabell, Heard, O'Hara, favlor, Zach. this land, y: A SSS US WISH & Proposes " idenies to the ority the right 
Caldwell, Henderson, Thos. J. O’ Neill, John J, Throckmorton, to Maxe an} ee ¥ rym: ahaa 4 
Candler, Henley, Owen, Tillman, that t : - = "a =e as a ‘ 
Carleton, Hermann, Payson, Trigg, ern ee nee See i ae : 
Clardy, Hill, Peel, Van Eaton, om this body the bare 1 ere post & Gree’ qe 
Clements, Holman, Perkins, Wade, s free coinage of silver. [Applause on t ! tic s 
, Cobb, Houk, Perry, Warner, A.J. tate pat aire psa ae pyle” Agi oa Ho » Fear | 
Comstock, Howard, Peters, Warner, William » Presid m8 © aie on piel’ iw Soe - aos the or Tree 
Cowles, Irion, Plumb, Weaver, Arch. J. coinage and making ee See eee “ve he President of 
Crisp, Johnston, James T. Price, Weaver, James B. the Unite d States a AssSO LS , ae a pit re , Phe Sect ry 
Croxton, Johnston, Thos. D. Reagan, Wellborn, of the Treas IFY 18 CENOURCING tn OMicia! reports Ent nt dollar e8 
Culberson, Jones, James H. Reid, James W, Wheeler, | dollar. The President of the United 5 SS 5 FOCUS Wea ALE, & Lar 
Curtin, King, Reese, White, Alex. C, in accord w _ Wall street \pplause on the De hah i j 
Daniel, Kleiner, Richardson, Wilkins, ay, Sat, I Se presence OF th ae 7 sence of ‘ if 
Dawson, Lafloon, tigges, Wise, ees een te On the NIAJOF v 8 boay qua embie, are poweriess 
Dockery, Landes, Robertson, Wolford, are eres 0 ae ae See this House, the right of debate, and 
Dunn, Lanham, Rogers, Woodburn, the right ofamendment. Mr. Sp — a aSoannnanes ght foran American 
Eldredge, Lawler, Ryan, Worthington. citizen. It is a hut —_ S&S ase B Gane Sof any! orn and bred 
. Elisberry, Le Fevre, Sayers. under the teac hings of En sh and Ame an law ik I hat ot! er . 
{ Ford Louttit Seney ord we shall make here, but, thank God, our terms of office are not etern If 
' : P 7 the legislative department of the Government, if the Executive of t United 
) Democrats, 96; Republicans, 30. States is yielding to the influence of t money pow e is amo tt 
Those who voted in the negative are— masses of the peoplea power and a consciousness of power, to dictate an 
nertad . ; »j reat Ann] se ont 1 )e on ties And ' 
Adams,George E. Breckinridge, WCPCox, Everhart, ' cece 4 tage ape aa ins Seen wi a tat ; eae oe ae 
Allen,Charles H. Brown, William W. Crain, Farquhar, sinieies’ wie: Ciledie mati \ coors her iat! tg, wcrc tigate yep ; 
: a k i tink notthat this screen which ha é puta vrouto ‘ your 
Anderson, Chas, M. Browne,Thomas M.Cutcheon, Felton, action from the people whom you are falsely repre-« ere iffice 
Arnot, Buchanan, Davenport, Findlay, Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left aif ™ aa 
Atkinson, Bunnell, Davidson, Alex.C. Fisher | mice Gemasee: She centlemen hes nine | or 
Baker, Burleigh, Davidson, R. H.M. Fleeger, Mr. BLoust. | tall hee Samiti to th ada sittin Ss See cee 
Barbour, Burrows, Davis, Foran, Mr. Bann. Mr Spe ker, 1} we, > questio: er my mind th at ifthe ‘ 
Bayne, Butterworth, Dibble, Fuller, was a fair opportu ae keen dheicias deed daonmsondten ean ad Sakis tae ok Race aaa 
; . . asa fi portunity for te and i ito il a large majority 
Beach, Campbell, Felix Dingley, Gallinger, of this House would be found in favor of the unl ted coinageof silver, {1 sup- 
Belmont, Campbell, James E. Dorsey, Gay, pose there is no d vale a Ho ee oat in nd of any manatx aed itthat sans 
Bingham, Campbell, T. J. Dougherty, Geddes, ED is the fact. In order to prevent that fact from appearing upon the records of 
Blanchard, Cannon, Dowdney, Gibson, Charles H. | this House it is proposed, by a gag rule, not only to gag the Republican mem- 
ae — —. aa bers of this body who are in favor of free coinage, but also nearly the whole 
’ ace - ’ nsOVer, : Democratic party here, because, with about fifteen or twenty exceptions, all of 
; Bound, Collins, Ely, Green, Robert S, us on this side of the House are in favor of free coinage. 
’ Boutelle, Conger, Ermentrout, Grosvenor, Mr. Speaker, it was agreed in the Comm.ttee on Coinage, Weights, and Mens- 
ig Boyle, Cooper, Evans, Grout, ures, it was the understanding in that committee when the bills were 


re porte d, 
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that free-coinage bi the substitute that has been reported here by the 
minority, should be voted upon in this House. That would have given fair 
pl fair opportunity for intelligent legislation. But now, sir, lam informed 
byt itleman from Georgia |Mr. Blount) that this order prevents notonly 
the o‘fering ofan amendment like the proposition for free coinage, but any 
« dment that may be required to perfect the bill, unless it comes from 
t in of the Committee on Coinage, W eights, and Measures,who, up to 
t has shown his hostility to every other bill than a measure coupling 

ith the demonetization of silver by permitting bullion to go out of the 
lreasury as fastasit comes in 


gentlemen who are in favor of free coinage can have a vote on that 


que by voting down this order, and I want the country and this House to | 


erstand, and | want it to go into the record here, that every gentieman who 





votes for this order votes against free coinage, votes to gag this House and pre- 
vent it from passing upon the question of free coinage, and I dare gentlemen to 
fa eir constituents on that proposition You gentlemen from the mining 
St *, you gentlemen from the West, whose people are demanding the free 
ce ize of silver, lappeal to you. You know that a vote to pass this order gags 
yo vn voices and your own votes upon this question, and your constituents 
SUA now it 

Now go on the record if you dare to do it. 

Iicre isan order that cuts off all amendments of that sort, that gags this 
Iiouse; and every gentleman representing a free-coinage constituency who 
votes for this order votes to gag himself, votes against free coinage, and he 
ought to stand condemned as utterly unfit to represent a people who favor that 

sure Applause on the Democratic side.}] And the people will remember 


him Aman who has not the manhood and the independence to stand up 
ist this gag rule isan unfit Representative for intelligent people who want 
ree coinage Applause. | 

I speak of those Representatives who while they have declared themselves 
nf x of free coinage are willing to gag themselves against it on this floor. 

Ke ved applause.| Their record will be made on this roll-call, Gentlemen, 
you can not escape a vote for or against free coinage by this gag order, because 
# vote for itis a vote againstfree coinage; and we shall ascertain when that vote 
is announced who it is that is willing to deny this House a vote on this question 
after his people have sent him here with the expectation that he would vote for 
free coinage, and while his constituents are petitioning him to-day to vote for 
it. For the people hold this question, as I have always held it, far above party 
or party considerations, and they expect you to act independently upon it; foritis 
not a party measure except as you undertake to make ita party measure by gag- 
ging members on this side of the House against debate and against fair amend- 
ment 

Now, as I stated in the beginning, it was the understanding of the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights,and Measures when these bills were reported that when 
this measure should come up in the House a free-coinage billshould be pending 
and should be voted upon, 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
4 . . . * * * 

Mr. Sprrxcenr. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr, CANNON] states that during 
the time that the Democratic party had possession and control of legislation in 
the House of Representatives no bill remonetizing silverand granting the free 
coinage of silver had passed, In this he is entirely mistaken. The House did 
pass a free-coinage bill inthe Forty-fifth Congress (November,5, 1877), which 
went to the Senate, and there the amendment was put upon it by a Republican 
Senate which limited the coinage to not exceeding four millions, or less than 
two millions a month, and we were forced to accept that as a compromise meas- 
ure on the demand of the Republicans. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
That bill was vetoed by a Republican President and was passed over the veto. 
The bill then passed is the existing law. 

But I wish to call the attention of the House to the effect of the resolution 
now offered by the Committee on Rules,in view of the recognition which the 
Speaker hasin his power under it. The parliamentary situation amounts to 
this simply, that no amendment can be offered, no recognition will be given to 
those favoring the free coinage of silver, and no opportunity will be given of 
presenting that question fairly before the House. Under the resolution as pre- 
sented, no amendments except those suggested by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights,and Measures will be entertained, by the Chair or be 
in order for consideration. ’ 

This resolution is so framed as to prevent this side of the House, as well as 
the minority on the other side of the House—for, gentlemen, you will have to 
take the ‘‘gag law” yourselves, as well as this side, on this question, if you 
adopt this proposition—it is so framed that no amendment is to be allowed in 
which the friends of the free coinage of silver can present their views for a fair 
vote in this House, and the members on this side, as well as the members from 
the Northwestern States on the other side of the House, are completely gagged 
and cut off from that opportunity. 

Against this I enter my solemn protest and denunciation. This action is in- 
tended to prevent the representatives of the people from carrying out the de- 
mands of the people on this question, and the constituents of those who vote 
for this resolution will repudiate them at the polls for their action. [Applause 
on the Democratic side 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 120, nays 
117, not voting 90; as follows: 





YEAS—120. 


Adams, Craig, La Folliette, Reyburn, 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell, Laws, Rife, 
Atkinson, Pa. Darlington, Lind, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dingley, Lodge, towell, 
Baker, Dolliver, Mason, Russell, 
Bayne, Dorsey, McComas, Seull, 

Beck with, Dunnell, McCord, Simonds, 
Belden, Evans McCormick, Smith, W. Va. 
Belknap, Farquhar, MeDuffie, Smyser, 
Bergen, Finley, McKinley, Snider, 
Bingham, Flick, Miles, Stephenson, 
Bliss, Flood, Milliken, Stivers, 
Blount, Frank, Moffitt, Stockbridge, 
Brewer, Gear, Moore, N. H, Struble, 
Brosius, Gifford, Morey, Sweney, 
Brower, Greenhalge, Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
Browne, Va. Hall, Morse, Taylor, Lil. 
Buchanan, N. J, Hansbrough, Mudd, Taylor, ‘Tenn. 


Burrows, 
Burton, 
Butterworth, 


Harmer, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, Il. 


O'Donnell, 
0’ Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 


Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Turner, Kans. 


Caldwell, Henderson, lowa Payne, Van Schaick, 
Cannon, Hitt, Payson, Wade, 
Caswell, Hopkins, Perkins, Walker, Mass. 
Cheadle, Houk, Pickler, Wickham, 
Clark, Wis. Kennedy, Post, Williams, Ohio 
Cogswell, Kerr, lowa Raines, Wilson, Ky. 
Coleman, Ketcham, Randall, Wilson, Wash. 
Comstock, Kinsey, Ray, Wright, 
Conger, Lacey, Reed, lowa Yardley. 


Republicans 119 


Democrat 1, 


i 


Abbott, 

Alderson, 
Anderson, Kans, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 

Bartine, 

Barwig, 

Biggs, 

Blanchard, 

Bland, 
Breckinridge, Ark, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, J. B. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va, 
Buckalew, 
Bynum, 

Candler, Ga, 
Caruth, 
Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala, 
Clunie, 

Cobb, 

Connell, 
Cooper, Ind, 
Cowles, 

Crisp, 
Culberson, Tex, 
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NAYS—117. 


Dargan, 
Davidson, 
De Haven, 
Dockery, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Enloe, 
Featherston, 
Fitch, 
“lowe r, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Funston, 
Goodnight, 
Grimes, 
Hat« h, 
Hayes, 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Holman, 
Kelley, 
Kilgore, 
Lane, 
Lanham, 





Democrats 106, Republicans 11. 
So the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. BLount, a Democrat, who voted for the resolution, did so 


order to move a reconsideration. 
The vote was recapitulated. 


Mr. Biovst. Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote. 


Lester, Ga, 
Lewis, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
Martin, Ind. 
McAdoo, 
MeCarthy, 
McClammy, 
McClellan, 
McCreary, 
McRae, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morgan, 
Morrow, 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 

O’ Ferrall, 
O’ Neall, Ind, 
O’ Neil, Mass, 
Outhwaite, 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Peel, 

Perry, 
Pierce, 
Quinn, 
Reilly, 
Richardson, 


JULY 12, 


Robertson, 
Rogers, 
Rowland, 
Sayers, 
Seney, 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Tarsney, 
Tillman, 
Townsend, Colo, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Vandever, 
Vaux, 
Walker, Mo, 
Washington, 
Whitthorne, 
Wike, 
Willcox, 
Williams, fl. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will callthe name of the gentleman, 
The name of Mr. Biount was called, and he voted ** yea.” 
The result of the vote was then announced asabove recorded. 


Mr. Biount. I move to reconsider the motion by which the resolution was 


adopted. 
Mr. McKIN Ley. 


I move to lay that motion on the table. 


Mr. Biount. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken ; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 124, nays 


118, not voting 85; as follows: 


Adams, 
Allen, Mich. 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 
Banks, 
Bayne, 
Beckwith, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Butterworth, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Caswell, 
Cheadle, 
Clark, Wis. 
Cogswell, 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 
Conger, 
Craig, 

All Republicans. 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Anderson, Kans. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartine, 
Barwig, 
Biggs, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 


Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, J. B. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Buckalew, 
Bynum, 
Candler, Ga. 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clunie, 
Cobb, 
Connell, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cowles, 


YEAS—124. 


Daizell, 
Darlington, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Dorsey, 
Dunnell, 
Evans, 
Farquhar, 
Featherston, 
Finley, 
Flick, 
Flood, 
Frank, 
Gear, 

Gest, 
Gifford, 
Greenhalge, 
Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Harmer, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, lowa 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, lowa 
Ketcham, 
Kinsey, 


Lacey, 
La Follette, 
Laws, 
Lind, 
Lodge, 
Mason, 
McComas, 
McCord, 
McCormick, 
McDutiie, 
McKinley, 
Miles, 
Milliken, 
Moflitt, 
Moore, N. I. 
Morey, 
Morrill, 
Morse, 
Mudd, 
O'Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa, 
Osborne, 
-ayne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Raines, 
Randall, 
Ray, 
Reed, lowa 


NAYS—118. 


Crisp, 
Culberson, Tex, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, 
De Haven, 
Dockery, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Enloe, 
Fitch, 
Flower, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Funston, 
Goodnight, 
Grimes, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Holman, 
Kelley, 
Kilgore, 
Lane, 


Democrats 109, Republicans 9. 
So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


Lanham, 
Lester, Ga, 
Lewis, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
Martin, Ind. 
McCarthy, 
McClammy, 
McClellan, 
McCreary, 
McRae, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morgan, 
Morrow, 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 
O’Ferrall, 
O’Neall, Ind. 
Outhwaite, 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Peel, 

Perry, 
Pierce, 
Quinn, 
Reilly, 
Richardson, 
Robertson, 


Reyburn, 
Rife, 
tockwell, 
Rowell, 
Russell, 
Scull, 
Simonds, 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Stephenson, 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Struble, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, Ill, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Wade, 
Walker, Mass. 
Watson, 
Wickham, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash, 
Wright, 
Yardley. 


Rogers, 
Rowland, 
Sayers, 
Seney, 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Tarsney, 
Tillman, 
Townsend, Cola, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Vaux, 
Walker, Mo. 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whitthorne, 
Wike, 

Wiley, 
Willeox, 
Williams, IL, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va, 
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The SreakER. The regular order has been called for. 

Mr. Heargp. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, or rather toa matter of infor- 
mation. I was notin the House when the order under which we are about to 

roceed was read ; and I ask the Chair for information now as to when it will 

e in order to offer amendments, if any are to be offered, to this b If « 
o'clock on Saturday the previous question is to be considered as ord d, when 
will ic be in order, if at all, to offer amendments to the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order after the bill has been read. 

Mr. Hearp. That is just what I wanted to know. 

Mr. Sprincer. When will it be in order to have a vote on them? 

The Speaker. The regular order is called for and the bill wil! be read 

Mr. Sprrncer. I demand the reading of the bill at length. 

Mr. BLount. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

The Speaker. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. Biount. Does this debate proceed under the hour rule? 

The SpEAKER. The debate proceeds under the hour rule 

The bill (H. R.5381) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on deposits of sil- 
ver bullion was read. 

* * 












* * 


Mr. Concer. I desire to offer a substitute. I move to strike out all after th 
enacting clause of the bill just read and substitute what | send to desk. 

Mr. McComas. And I desire to offer an amendment to be pending 
amendment to that substitute. 

The Speaker. The proposed substitute will first be read. 

Mr. Rocers, I risetoaparliamentaryinquiry. I would liketo know v 
the amendment now offered isa bill which members can send for and obt 
I observe it is a long bill; and I would like to know whether we can get i 

The Speaker. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. Rocers. I hope the gentleman who offers the amendment will give us 
thatinformation. Is this amendment a bill which we can get by sending to 
the document-room? 

Mr. Conger. You can get it; but there are some amendments to it 

The Speaker. The Chair will state that it will be printed in the Rr 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BLAND. I object to undertaking to debate a proposition which we hav: 
opportunity to examine. 

The SreakeERr. It will be read to the House. The Clerk will report the sub- 
stitute offered by the gentieman from Iowa| Mr. Concer). 

The Clerk read the proposed substitute, as follows: 

“Substitute submitted by Mr. ConGeR, namely: Strike out al! after the en- 
acting clause and insert the following: 

*** That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to purchase from time 
totime silver bullion to the aggregate amount of $4,500,000 worth in each month 
at the market price thereof, notexceeding $1 for 371.25 grains of pure silver, and 
to issue in payment for sueh purchases of silver bullion Treasury notes of the 
United States to be prepared by the Secretary of the Treasury, in such form and 
of such denominations, not less than $1 nor more $1,000, as he may prescribe, 
and a sum sufficient to carry into effect the provisions of this act is hereby ap- 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

“*Src, 2, That the Treasury notes issued in accordance with the provisions of 
this act shall be redeemable on demand, in coin, at the Treasury of the United 
States or at the office of any assistant treasurer of the United States, and when 
so redeemed may be reissued; but no greater or less amount of such notes shall 
be outstanding any time than the cost of the silver bullion then held in the 
Treasury purehased by such notes; and such Treasury notes shall be a legal 
tender in payment of all debts, putlic and private, except where otherwise ex- 
pressly stipulated in the contract, and shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and 
all public dues, and when so received may be reissued; and such notes when 
held by any national-banking association may be counted as a part of its lawful 
reserve: Provided, That upon demand of the holder of any ofthe Treasury notes 
herein provided Yor the Secretary of the Treasury may, at the discretion and 
under such regulationsas he shal! prescribe, exchange for such notes an amount 
of silverbullion which shall be equal in value at the market price thereof on the 
day of exchange to the amount of such notes presented. 

**Spc. 3. Thatthe Secretary ofthe Treasury shal! coin such portion of the silver 
bullion purchased under the provisions of this act as may be necessary to pro- 
vide for the redemption of the Treasury notes herein provided for,and any 
gain or seigniorage arising from such coinage shall be accounted for and paid 
into the Treasury. 

‘Sec. 4, Thatthe silver bullionpurchased under the provisions ofthis act shall 
be subject to the requirements of existing law and the regulations of the mint 
service governing the methods of determining the amount of pure silver con 
tained, and the amount of charges or deductions, if any, to be made. 

**sec, 5. That so much of the act of February 28, 1878, entitled ‘An act to au- 
thorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender 
character,’ as requires the monthly purchase and coinage of the same into silver 
dollars of not Jess than $2,000,000 nor more than $4,000,000 worth of silver bull- 
ion, is hereby repealed. 

“ ‘Spc. 6. That wheneverthe market price of silver, as determined in pursu 
ance of section | of this act, is$1 for 371.25 grains of pure silver, it shall be law- 
ful for the owner of any silver bullion to deposit the same at any coinage mint 
of the United States, to be formed into standard silver dollars for his benefit, as 
provided in the act of January 18, 1837. 

*** Sec. 7. That upon the passage of this act the balancesstanding with the Treas- 
urer of the United States to the respective credits of the national banks for de- 
posits made to redeem the circulating notes of such banks, and all deposits 
thereafter received for like purpose, shall be covered into the Treasury as a 
miscellaneous receipt, and the Treasurer of the United States shall redeem from 
the general cashin the Treasury the circulating notes of said banks which may 
come into his possession subject to redemption ; and upon the certificate of the 
Comptroller of the Currency that such notes have been received by him and 
that they have been destroyed and that no new notes will be issued in their 
place, reimbursement of their amount shall be made to the Treasurer, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, from an ap- 
propriation hereby created, to be known as “ National-bank notes; redemption 
account; ’’ but the provisions of this act shall not apply to the deposits received 
under section 3 of the act of June 20, 1874, requiring every national bank to 
keep in lawful money with the Treasurer of the United States a sum equal to5 

r cent. of its circulation, to be held and used for the redemption of its circu- 
ating notes; and the balance remaining of the deposits so covered shal!, at the 
close of each month, be reported on the monthly public-debt statement as debt 
of the United States bearing no interest. 

7 ‘SEC. 8. That this act shall take effect thirty days from and after its pas- 
sage. 

Mr. McComas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. BLAND. | wish to offer an amendment. 

The Speaker. The gentieman from Maryland is recognized to offer an amend- 
ment, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Amend by adding to section 6: 

*** And purchases of silver bullion shall be suspended while it is being so de- 
posited for coinage.’”’ 

Mr. TAYLor, of Illinois. I offer an amendment to the original bill. 

Mr. Branp. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 


oe Speaker, The gentleman from Illinois is recognized to offer an amend- 
ment. 
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Limend the amen i 
the vord ‘three 
Mr. ¢ Rwasr 
Mr. Brann. I des ! i < f t i 
i SP t It w t cle 
Mr. Concer. Mr. Sp N 
Mr. Bia» Mr. Speaker, when w t 
i es \} i i t ‘ i , i va is 
Ir. BLA I ris s st f ler. T been twoa 
Tered tot i Ll now desire t is ite f 
* tall T 
he SPEAK! Phe wa is j 
Mr. McCreary. | ris L pa é \ 
BLAN I want t v rder ar \ 
ings to offer a substit at t 
Phe SPEAKER. The gentl A iM 
fro Iowa charge of th s beer y 
Mr. BLAND. I rose to a parliamentary puir I rtainl ive ar i 
answer to my par.iamentary inquiry 
The SPEAKER, The Cha willexa ne that <« iW Line Ime 
is offered 
Mr. BLAND. Then w the Chair re g me to of as 
The SPEAKER. That is anothe brat te sitowetlii 
Mr. BLanp. Yes, evidently 
Mr. McCreary. Mr. Speaker 
The Sreaker. The gentleman from lowa will proeeed 
Mr. McCreary. Mr ~aker—— 
The Speaker. For w purpose does the gentleman from Kent cy rise? 
Mr. McCreary. I have been trying for some time to make my r 
order to secure recognition of the Chair 
Phe SPEAKER. But the gentleman will recognize the difficulty of o 
recognition of the Chair when another gentle in has already got it ‘ 
te 
Mr. McCreary. But I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. The gen 
ran fr Maryland | Mr. McComas] offered an amendment to the s stitute 
and the gentleman from Illinois! Mr. TaAYLor) offered amendmen ithen 
the gentleman trom Michigan | Mr. 0’ Donn off ta further amend t 
Now, my friend and colleague from Missouri |Mr. BLAND] desires to offer a 
substitute for one or all of t pending amendments, and asked recognition 
that purpose. He ros 1c and addressed the Cha ( rgenti« 
recognized. Now, I desire to know when it w n er for t 
to be presented and when w t bein order f la 1dment to I 
from this side of the House 
The Speaker. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Kentu l : 
the rules of the House tos in extent that it is impossible to ins 
further 
Mr. McCreary. If there is anything inthe rulesof the Ho for idir 
I do not know it 
The SPEAKER, 1e ger a lowa will p ! 
Mr. McCr . Wa | f ‘ sr res 
by the House this morn 
The SPEAKER. Precisely. 
Mr. McCrerary. Which, as construed, excludes us from offering ame: 
The Speaker. If the gentleman f 1 Kentucky understands that, w 5 
he ask the Chair for information Laughter 
Mr. McCreary, I wanted to get a ruling from the Speaker as to the order to 
be enior ed. 
Phe SPEAKER. If the question arises the Speaker will rule according to 
rules of the House 
Mr. McCreary. T reason I asked was to i 1s from t Ss r 
on thaty] nt 
The Speaker. Then the Chair hopes the gentleman is satisfied with tl u 
structions he has received. Laughter 
Mr. McCREARY hey are not altogether satisfactory Renewed la 
H SF F REPRESI rrvi I " 
8 I I I I 
The House, according to order, resumed the cons ration of the } Wer 
5381) authorizing the iasnue o wury notes on deposits of silver il 
Mr. Moore, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the bill we ha inder « lera : 
sham and a fraud The Republican party, in its platform for Is pledged { 
to the restoration of s er as mney It said 
Che Republican party is in favor of the of both golda 
and condemns the Democrat Acdiministration in its efforts tod t 
ver 
On that declaration the party rode into pow j ! tl ) ‘ 
branches of our federated States is in its hands, A Republican sits int : 
House surrounded by Re publican advisers Forty-seven Le an SS 
as against thirty-seven Democrats answer to roll atthe other i t 
ing. Here there were one hundre ind sixty-nine Rep 
dred and sixty-one Demoerats, eight Kepublican anjorit ‘ 
the people, and I forget how many have be elected s ‘ 
of which | have the honor to t member, th gh the « 
Speaker's eye and his ability as a counter rhe part 1 ; t 
cuse for not redeeming its pledge to the people by whic t we 1 
yeta Republi aucus presents us this abortion and asks its accepta 
I said, Mr. Speaker, the party could give » 4 t rec 1 . 
pledge. It has and could offerone whic thave ACCE] i! 
cause it has the advantay of being tr ast and ¥ j 
publican party will not permit it to legislat yr the benefit of 4 
against their interests. The money kings of Wall and State streets w f 
allow silver to be remonetized, | suse it would be one step, and firm ‘ 
toward the redemption of the people from vassalage to them Phe orders ha 
gone forth from these mone; agnates that silver must not be re etized 
and the Republican party rst through its President and Cabin | then 








in its joint caucus of Repub i ators and Representatives, mee 
bows its neck to receive the foot of ita master, and presents abil! that 
and a disgrace 

* ‘ * * . * * 
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Mr. 8 pectacle is presented in this House, that we are 
now ga billasa substitute which has been considered by no com- 
mitt a Hk no member upon the Democratic side has ever seen it or 
its provisions, until this morning it is printed in the Recorp. Yet, sir, itisa 
bill proposing to change our whole financial system as it relates to silver—a 
mere Republican caucus bill. } 

Mr. Speaker, it is a npanied with arule adopted by the majority at the | 
moment of its introduction, that the previous question be considered as adopted, 
svote to be taken to-morrow evening at 3 o'clock, without the right of any | 
member to offerany amendment or to secure a vote upon the great question of 
the free coinage of s er 

Why, lask,isitn to put a gag in the mouth of the friends of free coin- | 
age of silver | 

It is obvious that this rule has been invented and is now applied with great se-° 
verity to thwart the representatives of the people,a majority of whom do, in 
good faith, propose to have free coinage of silver. You are afraid to give its 
friends upon your side and upon this side an opportunity to represent the peo- 
le | 

Hence this gag lav nd the decree of a Republican caucus to whip and coerce | 
your dissentients into the most servile obedience! 


These, sir, are the means used to commit this fraad and deception upon the 
people 


They demand that there shall be a greater volume of money. You and your 


| 
| 
party answer, *‘ More taxes and less money;”' for I say after repealing the law 
commanding the Secretary of the Treasury to coin $2,000,000 a month of silver | 
not one dollar will be coined under this bill and this Secretary. i 
Murder is fearful under any circumstances, calling forth the anger of Almighty | 
God and the execration of mankind; but,sir, what should be said of it when 
committed in the household of friends and by those who kiss when they stab? | 
This is the sad fate of free silver, strangled and killed in this House by those | 
who pretend to be its friends, Itsmurder is complete! The goldencalf isnow | 
setup! And the American people are commanded to fall down and worship. 
Mr. McRAE. The question of money, its issue, the regulation of | 


its value and the control of its volume, is perhaps the most important 
that the Congress of the United States has to deal with. It affects the | 
interest of everybody, rich and poor, weak and strong. The course of 
legislation upon this subject has not been such as to satisfy the great 
body of the American people, but rather to convince them that it has 
been shaped in the interest of those who have fixed incomes and against 
the interest of the producers, wage-earners, and all who earn their living | 
by labor, either in the field, shop, counting-room, oroffice. Thecondition | 
of our monetary system at this time is such as should arrest the atten- 
tion of the honest, thinking men of all parties and receive the most ear- 
nest consideration. As Representatives weshould approach this question 
with caution, but at the same time with a fixed and determined pur- 
pose to do what is right without regard to what political party will be 
benefited by a proper settlement of it. It is a question that rises far 
above any party triumph. As one who loves our institutions and 
is desirous of having them transmitted to future generations, I beg the 
House to lay aside all partisan feeling and do what is right—what the 
people, our masters, have demanded of us, their servants, and what I 
know a majority of this Congress, freed from party dictation, is satis- 
fied ought to be done—pass the free-coinage bill. This is what the peo- 
ple have asked for and that is what they have a right to expect, and 
they will never be satisfied until they get it. Itis trifling with their 
interest to hesitate longer. 


THE CRIME OF 1873 CONFESSED. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to pass from the pending bill back to the de- 
monetization act of 1873. I have some new facts connected with its 
passage recently brought to my attention. In the first place, I desire 
to correct a statement which I made in the Forty-ninth Congress, 
touching the passage of that act through Congress. Foralong time the 
people have been under the firm impression that the actof 1873 demon- 
etizing silver was surreptitiously and secretly passed. Iso stated in 
1886. I made that statement becanse the President who approved the | 
bill and many prominent men who were in Congress at that time dis- 
claimed all knowledge of the demonetization feature. This has been | 
accepted as the truth until recently. 

But yesterday it was clearly shown by Senator SHERMAN, in his | 
speech in the Senate, that such is not the fact. He has conclusively 
shown that it was a premeditated, well organized scheme on the part 
of the Republican Administration and the leaders of the party in the 
House and Senate at that time to strike down thesilver money; thatit 
was the policy of the Republican party todo exactly what was done. 
He wants it understood that he knew allaboutit. He wants the party 
to take credit for the act. The bill was drawn to conceal the inten- 
tion from the few Democrats then in Congress. They struck down sil- 
ver when it was ata premium and because it was ata premium; and 
now they have the audacity to declare that there was no mistake about 
it, that they intended to do it, that they were responsible for the leg- 
islation. 

This bold confession is made at the other end of this Capitol by this 
distinguished Senator and contractionist at the very moment when his | 
party friends here are asking for the passage of a bill that makes it pos- 
sible fora Republican Secretary to accomplish the same result. 

* ood * * ~ * 





Give me your attention while I read a paragraph from the speech | 
made by Mr. Hooper, a Republican, who had charge of the billin the 
House. His remarks appear in the Congressional Globe, volume 89, 
page 2304, the date being April 9, 1873. In his speech made at that 
time explaining this bill Mr. Hooper said: 


The bill under consideration is believed to contain all that is valuable in ex- 
isting laws, with such new provisions added as appear necessary to those best 


acquainted with the subject for the efficiency and economy of the public service 
in the important department to which it relates. The bill was prepared two 
years ago, and has been submitted to careful and deliberate examination. It 
has the approval of nearly all the mint experts of the country and the sanction 


| of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. Speaker, here is the part to which I want to direct the special 


| attention of this House and the country: 


Mr. Ernest Seyd, of London,a distinguished writer, who has given great at- 
tention to the subject of mints and coinage, after examining the first draught of 


the bill, furnished many valuable suggestions which have been incorporated 
in this bill. 


While the committee take no credit to themselves for the original prepara- 
tion of this bill, they have given to it the most careful consideration, and have 
no hesitation in unanimously recommending its passage as necessary and ex- 


pedient. 

Great Heaven! Is it possible that this great crime against the Amer- 
ican people now confessed was knowingly and willfully committed by 
the Republican Administration at the suggestion or dictation of this 
English banker? The following paragraph I take from a publication 
made by Mrs. Sarah E. V. Emery, of Michigan, quoted by her as hav- 
ing been published about that time: 

In 1872, silver being demonetized in France, England, and Holland, a capital 
of $500,000 was raised, and Ernest Seyd, of London, was sent to this country 
with this fund, as agent of the foreign bondholders and capitalists, to effect the 
same object (demonetization of silver), which was accomplished. 

Here is what this lady says about this matter: 

I will further add that I heard Hon. Gilbert DeLamatyr say that Judge Kelley 


told him that he (Kelley) saw the original draught of the bill for the demonetiza- 
tion of silver, and it was in Ernest Seyd’s own handwriting. 


Now, in the name of all that is honest and manly, is it possible that 


| the Congress of the United States, at the suggestion of an English 


banker, whether he had money or not, whether he used it or not, was 
the means by which silver was struck down and so much suffering 
brought upon our people? If this be true you need not be surprised 
that the people look with suspicion on the scheme now pending. But 
let me say to you that if you strike it down again it will not be seven- 
teen years before the people will know who did it and the reason why 
it was done. They have their eyes on you. 
* x “ 


* * 


Reference has been made to the position of Mr. Cleveland on the sil- 
ver question. He was not in accord with his party on this question, 
and you gentlemen know it. But he never sought to demonetize sil- 
ver as has been asserted here to-day. He wanted the power to sus- 
pend the coinage in his discretion, leaving the outstanding circulation 
to be a legal tender under existing law, whereas the pending proposi- 


| tion looks toward the complete demonetization. He did not want to 


demonetize silver, as the Republican party did do and seek to do again 
by this bill. Gentlemen have referred to his record won that ques- 
tion, but they forget the fact that a large majority of his party met 


| him at the threshold of his Administration and silenced him by refusing 


to give him any discretion over silver. General Warner, Judge REA- 
GAN, Mr. BLAND, and other gentlemen went to him as candid, honest 
Democrats, and informed him that he was not in accord with the party, 
and that his position could not be maintained before the country. He 


| has long since seen his error. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is it not a fact that his Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, fully a year, or within two months of a year, after this letter to 
Mr. Warner, reiterated and elaborated, with more force than Mr. Cleve- 
land himself had done ten months before, the same identical doctrine? 

Mr. McRAE. Yes, and that wasabout all he did orcould do. The 
country did not indorse that report any more than Mr. Cleveland’s ut- 
terences; and, so far as I am concerned—and I believe I can speak for 
a large majority of the Democratic party— Mr. Cleveland did not voice 
the sentiments of the Democracy on that question. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. And it was the greatest mistake he 
made, and the only one. 

Mr. McRAE. Yes; it was the only great error of his Administration. 
We found our President not in accord with the majority of his party; and 
by a vote on this floor and by speeches and utterances elsewhere we 
so declared openly to the world. But your party stood by our Presi- 
dent when he was wrong, and a large majority voted for suspension. 
Now, your President is wrong on the same subject, and yet you, un- 
like the Democrats, are standing by him also. You are always on the 
wrong side of this question. We will join you in opposition to this 
wrong. We will join you in passing a free-coinage bill regardless of 
whether your President is for it or against it, and I will guaranty 
you as many, yes, more votes for free coinage now than we gave for it 


| then. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I guaranty if you will fur- 


nish as much as one-half of your votes that we will pass a free-coinage 
bill, if necessary, over your President’s veto. [Renewed applause. ] 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow another question? 
Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Did the committee appointed by your late 
Speaker ever report a free-coinage Dill ? 
Mr. MCRAE. Yes, the committee reported such a bill adversely, in 
which report all the Republicans joined. A minority of Democrats 
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made a minority report, and they got consideration; and, unlike th Mr. BLaxp. Inow o r 
proceeding now inaugurated, the minority were allowed to have a vote ee ee : : 
on the bill in such shape as they saw proper to present it, a course | and Meas res, with instructions t 
which they are forbidden now to ts ake under this tyrannical special or- | ve 
der forced on us by your caucus and the majority of the Committee on | — Vong Upon ones mn on a 
Rules. Thatis the difference | Appl 1use on the Democratic side. | ]}} The SPE KER. Phe q 1 vatic a eauaee i t 

Now, again, I want tosay th 1at, while no free-coinage bill was passed | instructions. 
during Mr. Cleveland’s Administration, it is not true that any attempt | 7}. SPRINGE®. San anaes Fone eae 
was made in this House to prevent debate or defeatamendments, The The question was talon; end there ® { 

Senate and President were both against free coinage. We knew it, and v1 

regretted it, but there was no help for it. There is nothing in Mr. | apy ote C . 
Cleveland’s official life that I regret so much as his treatment of sil- | Alderson, Cothr La Rogers 

ver. He gave the country an honest, clean, business Administration. | Allen, Mich Cowles Rowla 

But for his mistake on the silver question I would regard him as in- | res a es = ; aoe - ; vr eee 
vincible before the people; and I firmly believe he would have been | en any ( ule rson, Tex en - Shively 
elected in 1888 by a large majority but for that mistake. “Notwith- | Barnes, Dav n Mans Skint 
standing this he has a strong hold on the confidence of the people. — _ avon aes ind ~ aon 
They admire his candor, his industry, and his lofty courage, and sturdy saint Edmunds MeClellan. Stockdale, 
honesty. : Blanchard Ellis Met ¥y Stone, Ky 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is it not a fact that neither of your national | - and, os ‘oe e ta Stone, M 
platforms has ever declared by a single expression in favor of the free | Deaskcineiden, i, eee, tom Tillman 
coinage of silver ? Breckinridge, Ky. Fowler, Mor howneendd, ¢ 

Mr. McRAE. Unlike the Republican party, the Democratic party _ aes aa eee ocean aia 
never makes promises that it is unable to perform. [Laughter and edetenetn, We Geatuiabs. O'Fer Ternen, Kens 
applause.] Your party promised it, but now refuses to even allow a | Bullock, Grimes, O' Neall, Ind Vandeve 
vote on it. You promised a great deal on silver, pensions, tariff, and | a Ga a ae eeeteee 
civil service, and what have you done? We do not make promises we | « aoa eae, foe Wheeles Als 
are unable to fulfill. When we make pledges we endeavor to carry | Caruth, Heard, s Pe Vhitthor 
them out. [Applause on the Democratic side. } ) 2 sean a a, = | eee a 

Since the gentleman is so much exercised about Mr. Cleveland’s cheer, He aaah Peers Wi Ronee I 
position, I will say to him that it appears that achange has come over Clarke, Ala. Holman, Pierce Wilson, Mo 
the spirit of his dreams since he wrote the letterread here to-day. In | £0. — yy a rsa alan 
a recent letter addressed to a gentleman in Ohio, touching the demands tan aint anette Seo eae 
of the Farmers’ Alliance as promulgated by the St. Louis convention, | ae 
which declared, among other things, for the free coinage of silver, he NAY 7 : . 
stated: ae : i a ee 

Arnold DD t Lat tt Rockwell 

I have received your letter accompanied by a copy of the declaration of prin- | Atkinson, Pa, — Dor Laidlaw Rowell 
ciples of the Farmers’ Alliance. I see nothing in this declaration that can not | Atkinson, W.Va. Dur I 8 Russell, 
be fully indorsed by any man who loves his country, who believesthat the ob- Baker, Dunphy Lind Sanford, 
ject of his Government shouldbe the freedom, prosperity, and happiness of all | Banks, Elliott Lod Sawyer, 
our people, and who believesthat justice and fairness to all are necessary con- | Bayne, Evans Maish Scranton, 
ditions to its useful administration. 7 Beckwith Ewart Mason, Seull, 

‘ : Belden, Fi ara 7 McComas, Sherman, 

If, therefore, the last utterance of the illustrious ex-President is to | Belknap, F McCord Simonds 
be counted for anything, he is now in full accord with his party and em, : Ms , = or ms aoe 
with this great farmers’ organization for free coinage. I trust that he Seale F! wer, a “s ae aati 
did mean to avéw his belief in free coinage, but, whether he did or not, | Boutelle, Fr : Miles Stephenson 
the cause of silver will go on until the dollar of our fathers is restored on, a car, : ees ee 
to its proper place as a measure of value. No man, no set of men, no tee! aaa mane Mo a sai Str mo ig, 
committee, no caucus, and no political party can longer resist the rea- | Brower, _ Gifford, Mor Sweney 
sonable demands of the aroused outraged people. on ve... * Gesenbalge a? ae 

I have noticed this reference to the position of Mr. Cleveland simply conan ore Hall at . : a al wae : 
because I am satisfied that gentlemen on the other side expect when | Burton, © Hansbrough, Nute Thomas, 
they go before the country this fall to undertake to deceive the people | Butterworth, Harmer 2 Donnell, Tracey, 
as to the position of the Democratic party and at the same time divert | , enaee He abil, O Ne ill - von .ble Ps" 
attention from the sham and fraud proposed by this bill. Now, there | Caswell, Henderson, Ill. Payne Wade, 
are some other people who profess to be Democrats, besides Mr. Cleve- at, soe Frees ae 
land, wko have not done their duty in this respect. I am not here to | Ccvewell’ Hitt Pagel Lane ii 
apologize for them. The people will know in due time who they are. | Coleman, Hopkins Quackenbush Wiley, 
You bave many such in your party and we have a few in ours. The | Comstock Houk, ir Williams, Ob 
path of duty for us as honest Representatives who should have the in- | (rate Eto Wilson, Was 
terest of the people at heart, who ought to give the people the feliet | Dalze Ketcham, Towa Wright 
they are entitled to, is to bury all party pride and march up like men | ?*"6*" Minecy ’ 
and give unlimited coinage. If the Representatives from Iowa, and| Republicans 127, Democrats 15 
Kansas, Nebraska, the Dakotas, and from those other States whose peo- | 50 te motion to recommit with in vas rejected. 
ple have declared for it will assist us, we will settle it now. Will you | cee aa Er. The quest eens ee ee 
doit? If you will not do this will you aid us in striking out what is| The yeas and nays were ordered ‘a 
known as the ‘‘ bullion-redemption ”’ feature of this bill? I tell you | The auestion was taken; and there were D, me m 
that the Democrats here are willing to join you in any measure that | ~ en YEAS 5 
gives relief to the people. ta : 

I do not doubt the result of an appeal to the people, but the neces- ree “Mich. —— = } unst : nan 
sity is too urgent for such delay if it can be avoided. The people want | Arnold, Caswell, Gea Ling 
immediate relief. Then let us take this silver question out of politics, | 4t*insen, Pa. Cheadle. Gest he 
and, like patriots, settle it now and here. I know that, if we could ee W. Va. : ark, Wis. —_ =e oon 
poll the individual convictions of the Western Republicans upon this | Banks, Coleman. Grosvenor, McCord, 
question, enough of them would agree with us to pass such a bill as | Bayne, Comstock Ha aeeCorm 
the country wants. oe rane be -- seamed pep 

He who longer hesitates I think misunderstands and misinterprets | Belknap, Craig, Hauger Lile 
the mutterings that are coming up from all over this beloved |: nd. J | Bergen, Dalze Henderson, J I ; 
am one of those who believe that the rights, interests, and wishes of Redlen, De he care — en ae = 
all the people should be courageously protected, watchfully guarded, | Boutelle, Dolliver, H forrill 
and carefully considered. ; + natant oa H ae 

srew sunnh i b s ors 
7 easion Evans i n Mudd 
HovsE or REPRESENTATIVES, Saturday, June 7, 1890. en Va : art ‘ anes z ute, 
srowne, a. arquha A err, lowe jonnell 
The bill as amended by the chalet ay cuhaithede was ordered nace saad Fe = x! icham, o N lt, Pa. 
ordered to been- | Burrows Fink Kinsey Payne 
anne for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the | Burton, ; I k Lacey, . Payson, 
ird time. Butterworth, Flood La Follette, Perkins, 
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Pickler, Sanford, Stivers, Wade, 
Pugsley, Sawyer, Stockbridge, Walker, Mass. 
Quackenbush, Scranton Struble, Wallace, N. Y. 
Rait scul Sweney, Wickham, 

Ra Sherman Taylor, E. B. Williams, Ohio 
Ite I Simonds Taylor, Ill. Wilson, Ky. 

Ike i Su ' Va Taylor, Tenn Wilson, Wash, 
Rife Sm vse Thomas Wright, 

hk il, Snider Vandever, Yardley. 
Russell Stephenson Van Schaick, 

All Republicans 

NAYS 

Abbott Crain Lester, Ga. Rogers, 
Alderson, Cris; Lester, Va. Rowland, 
Allen, Miss, Culberson, Tex. Lewis Sayers, 
Anderson, Kans. Dargan Maish Seney, 
Bankhead, Davidson, Mansur, Shively, 
Barnes Dockery, Martin, Ind, Skinner, 
Bartine Dunphy, McClammy, Springer, 
Barwi Edmunds, McClellan, Stewart, Tex. 
Biggs Elliott, McCreary, Stockdale, 
Blanchard, Ellis McRae, Stone, Ky. 
Bland, Enloe, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
Biount, Flower, Moore, Tex. Tillman, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Forney, Morgan, Townsend, Colo, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fowler, Mutchler, Tracey, 
Brickner Geissenhainer, Oates, Tucker, 
Brookshire, Gibson, O' Ferrall, Turner, Ga, 

! Va. Goodnight, O’ Neall, Ind. Turner, Kans. 

Grimes, O'Neil, Mass. Venable, 

Bynum, Hatch, Outhwaite, Walker, Mo. 
Candler, Ga. Hayes, Owens, Ohio Washington, 
Carter, Haynes, Parrett, Wheeler, Ala. 
Caruth, Heard, Pee}, Whitthorne, 
Catchings, Henderson, N. Penington, Wike, 
Chipman, Herbert, Perry, Wiley, 
Clancy, Holman, Pierce, Wilkinson, 
Clarke, Ala. Kelley, Quinn, Williams, Ill, 
Cobb, Kilgore, Reilly, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind, Lane, Richardson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cothran, Lanham, Robertson, Yoder. 
Cowles, Lee, Rockwell, 


Democrats 112, Republicans 7. 
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TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION. 
Mr. Hae. I call for the regular order. 


The Vick-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday, which is the bill (H. R, 5381) directing the purchase of silver 


bullion and the issue of Treasury notes, and for other purposes. 


The Vick-PresipentT. The pending question is on the first amendment re- 


ported by the Committee on Finance, which will be stated. 


Tie Cyurer CLerk. In section 2, 


on page 2, line 8, after the word “ notes,” 
where it oceurs the second time in the line, to strike out “shall be a legal ten- 


der in payment of all debts, public and private, and; ’’ so as to read: 


‘and such Treasury notes shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and all pub- 
lic dues, and when so received may be reissued; and such notes when held by 
any national-banking association may be counted as a part of its lawful re- 


serv« 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the attention of Senators ought to be called to 
the amendment which is now before us, 
the words “shall be a legal tender in payment of all debts, public and private,” 


It is proposed to strike out of the bill 


NAYS—50. 


Allen, Daniel, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Allison, Dolph, Moody, Spooner, 
Barbour, Eustis, Morgan, Stewart, 
Bate, Evarts, Paddock, Stock bridge, 
Berry, George, Pasco, Teller, 
Butler, Gorman, Payne, Turple, 
Call, Hearst, Pierce, Vest 
Cameron, Higgins, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Casey, Hiscock, Power, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, tansom, Washburn, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, Wolcott. 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 

Cullom, Kenna, Sawyer, 


Republicans 26, Democrats 24. 

So the amendment was rejected, 

The.Vice-PRESIDENT. The next amendment will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section 2, line 13, 
after the word “ reserve,’’ to strike out the following proviso: 

** Provided, That upon demand of the holder of any of the Treasury notes 
herein provided for the Secretary of the Treasury may, at his discretion and 
under such regulations as he shal! prescribe, exchange for such notes an amount 
of silver bullion which shall be equal in value at the market price thereof on 
the day of exchange to the amount of such notes presented.”’ 

The ViIcE-PRESIDENT, The question ison agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. Harris. I ask for the yeas and nays. ' 

The yeas and nays wereordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call the roll 

The result was announced—yeas 57, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS—57. 


Aldrich, Colquitt, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Allen, Cullom, McPherson, Spooner, 
Allison, Daniel, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Barbour, Eustis, Moody, Stockbridge, 
Bate, Evarts, Morgan, Teller, 
Berry, George, Paddock, Turpie, 
Blair, Gibson, Pasco, Vance, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Payne, Vest, 
Butler, Gray, Pierce, Voorhees, 
Call, Harris, Platt, Walthall, 
Cameron, Hawley, Plumb, Washburn, 
Carlisle, Hearst, Power, Wolcott. 
Casey, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 

NAYS—7. 
Chandler, Hale, Hoar, Sherman. 
Frye, Hiscock, Morrill, 


All Republicans. 

The Vick-PRESIDENT. The next amendment will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike out section 
6, as follows: 

“Sec. 6. That whenever the market price of silver, as determined in pursu- 
ance of section 1 of this act, is $1 for 371.25 grains of pure silver, it shall be law- 
ful for the owner of any silver bullion to deposit the same at any coinage mint 
of the United States, to be formed into standard silver dollars for his benefit, as 
provided in the act of January 18, 1837. And purchases of silver bullion shall 
be suspended while it is being so deposited for coinage.” 

Mr. GormMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays on that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call the 
roll. 


The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 46; as follows: 


leaving the certificates which it is proposed to issue to be receivable only for 
taxes and public dues. Whatever question may exist or may have existed as 
to the right of the Government to issue paper money, mere promises to pay-—— 

Mr. INGALLs. It is impossible to hear the Senator, there is so much confusion 
in the Chamber. 

The Vice-Presipenr. The Senator from Texas will suspend until order is 
restored. 

Mr. ReaGan. Whatever question may exist as to whether the Government 
may issue papermoney not based upon dollar for dollar in coin, it seems to me, 
is not raised by the proposition to make the silver and the gold certificates a 
lawful tender for all debts, public and private. The certificates are simply a 
convenient form of circulating silver dollars; and if silver dollars are a legal 
tender, then their representative dollar for dollar, the mere means of circulat- 
ing them, ought to be a legal tender, 

Mr. Jones, of Arkansas. I hope we shall have order. It is impossible to hear 
anything in the Senate Chamber, owing to the confusion. 

The Vicr-Prestpent. The Senator from Texas will suspend until order is 
restored in the Chamber. 

Mr. ReaGan. I can not elaborate in five minutes the arguments in favor of 
making these certificates a legal tender, nor do I think it necessary todo so. 

But there is another point in connection with this to which I desire to call the 
attention of the Senate. The object of the bill passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the object of the bill presented by the Senate Committee on Fi- 
nance has been to make silver a commodity, to prevent it from being money. 
One of the means of degrading it is to declare that it shall not be a legal tender. 

W hatever draws a distinction between gold and silver in their use as money, 
unfavorable to silver, tends to its degradation and to preserve this degradation. 
If, therefore, we desire that silver shall be treated as money,it is necessary that 
it shall be regarded as a legal tender, and the certificate, which simply is a 
means of circulating and using silver, should be a legal tender the same as the 
silver dollars would be a legal tender if they were offered. 

1 simply desire to call attention to this, because we ought to know right at 
the start that this is the first step and the first vote to be taken which is to test the 
question whether we mean to degrade silver and keep it degraded and prevent 
it from becoming money. 

Mr. SuerMan, I ask for the reading of the amendment again. 

Che Vrier-Prestpent. The amendment will be again stated. 

lhe Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. Srrwarr. I call for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

rhe result was announced—yeas ]4, nays 50; as follows: 


YEAS—l4. 


Aldrich, Chandler, Hale, Morrill, 
Blair Frye, Harris, Platt. 
Blodgett, Gibson, Hoar, 

Carlisle, Gray, McPherson, 


Republicans 8, Democrats 6. 


YEAS—16. 
Aldrich, Evarts, Hoar, Sherman, 
Allison, Frye, Morrill, Spooner, 
Chandler, Hale, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Sawyer, Washburn. 


All Republicans, 
NAYS—46. 


Allen, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Bate, Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, 
Berry, Daniel, Kenna, Sanders, 
Blair, Dolph, Manderson, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Mitchell, Teller, 
Butler, George, Moody, Turpie, 
Call, Gibson, Morgan, Vest, 
Cameron, Gorman, Paddock, Voorhees, 
Carlisle, Gray, Payne, Walthall, 
Casey, Harris, Pierce, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Hearst, Plumb, 

Coke, Ingalls, Power, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The Vice-PrREstpENT. Thdé next amendme:t will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section [8] 7, line 
2, after the word “ .”’ to insert ‘‘and terminate at the expiration of ten 
years therefrom; "’ so as to make the section read: 

“Sec. [8] 7. That this act shall take effect thirty days from and after its pas- 
sage and terminate at the expiration of ten years therefrom.” 

Mr. Harets, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The roll-call was concluded; and the result announced—yeas 4, nays 64; as 
follows: 


YEAS—4. 

Chandler, Edmunds, Morrill, Sherman. 
All Republicans. 

NAYS—64, 
Alien, Call, Cullom, George, 
Alliso Cameron, Daniel, Gibson, 
Bate, Carlisle, Dawes, Gorman, 
Berry, Casey, Dolph, Gray, 
Blair, Cockrell, ustis, Hale, 
Bl Coke, Evarts, Harris, 
Butler, Colquitt, Frye, Hawley, 
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Hearst, McPherson, Plumb, Stockbridge, | his amendment, if the bill is amended as he proposes, silver certificates of less 
liggins, Mitchell, Power, Teller, than $10 ean be issued 
Hiscock, Moody, Pugh, Turpie, Mr. Ptump. There is a provision of a subsequent act, in an appropriation a 
Hoar, Morgan, Ransom, Vance, about S87 or 1888, under which certificates of ie and two dollars denon 
Inga! ls Paddock, Reagan, Vest, | tion can be issued ad ! cm. 
Jones of Arkansas, Pasco, Sanders, Voorhees, |} Mr. Georer. Would that provision be applicable oinage u r this pro- 
G Jones of Nevada, Payne, Sawyer, Walthall, posed act? 
4 Kenna, Pierce, Spooner, Washburn, Mr PLUMB. Undoubtedly 
‘ Manderson, Platt, Stewart, Wolcott. The PrestpinGc Orvricer. The question is on ag r to it : f 
? F ee Te | the Senator from Kansas |Mr. PLum1 
Republicans, 33; Democrats, 31. rhe amendment was agreed to. 
- So the amendment was rejected. Mr. REAGAN. I ve to add to the bill, to come in as section ‘ 
‘ ° Mr. Pius. I move to strike out the first section of the bill and insert what I | tothe desk 
send to the desk. _The PresipinGc Orricer. The amendment proposed by t Senator from 
Mr. BuAtr. Before the Senator offers that, I should like to call attention to | Texas will be read 
3, the part of the text of the bill which I was going to move to strike out The CurerCierk. Strike out sections 2,3, 4,5,and and insert in t thereof 
i. a Mr. PLums. I move to strike out the first section and insert what I send to | the follow ing s ' 
the desk. “Sec. 3. That the certificates provided for in the second sect f this act sll 
The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out section 1 of the bill and insert | be of denominations of not less than one nor more than on idred Ars, 
} in lieu thereof: } and such certilicates shall be redeemable in coin of standard value. Asutt t 
“ That from and after the date of the passage of this act the unit of value in | sum to ca; ty out the provisions of this act is hereby appropriated ou ny 
the United States shall be the dollar, and the same may be coined of 412} grains | money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. The provision in section 
of standard silver, or of 25.8 grainsof standard gold, and the said coins shall be | 1 of the act of February 2s, 1878, entitled ‘An act to authorize the coinage 
legal tender for all debts, public and private. | standard dollar and to restore its legal-tender cl ‘ which re st 
“That hereafter any owner of silver or gold bullion may deposit the samein | Secretary of the iry to purchase, at the market price thereof, not less than 
any mint of the United States to be formed into standard dollars or bars for his | $2,000,000 worth of silver bullion per month nor more than $4,000,000 worth per 
benefit and without charge, but it shall be lawful to refuse any deposit of less | month of such bullion, is hereby repealed.” 
value than $100, or any bullion so base as to be unsuitable for the operations of The Vick-PREsIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the question ont amendment 
the mint.”’ of the Senator from Texas | Mr. REAGAN)? 
Mr. Buarr. I offer an amendment to the proposed amendment of the Senator Mr. Epmunpbs. I wish, without interfering at all with the fine sym] 
from Kansas, which is, to add at the end of the second section : sium we are having on a subject very interesting to the people of the Units 
The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to the amendment: States, to say (avoiding thereby, so far as I am concerned, any cs the yeas 
** Nor shall the amount of silver coined and issued from the mints of the United | and nays) that I am opposed to the bill as it now stands and every o1 its 
States be more than $5,000,000 for each calendar month.” amendments, in general and in particular, and therefore that I am t be 
The VicE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amendment pro- | called upon hereafter to account for having allowed an amendment to pass 
posed by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. BLatr] to the amendment of | without calling for the yeas and nays. I am willing to deliver over to th 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLume]. Democratic party, whatever it may be (which is a question I have not time hx 
Mr. Buarr. Mr. President, my purpose is that if in the'end a free-coinage act | to discuss), the management of the finances of this country for the time being, 
should be the result of the deliberations of Congress, for the present the amount | but I only state this in order that I may not trouble the Senate with demand 
coined and issued of silver under free coinage should be limited tothe amount | ing the yeas and nays upon the various ornamentations that are given to this 
of $5,000,000 monthly until there may be further action by Congress. hoodlum that is set up. 
* & + * r * * Mr. Puums. Mr. President, the question as to what responsibility the Senator 
‘ "as . ‘ ‘ ay : an fallows: from Vermont shall hold his people to or they shall hold him to is of course of 
The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 46; as follows: no consequence except as vt organ users Gakemn lo ase ne 
YEAS—12, going to deliver over to the Democratic party the contro! of the finances of this 
country on account of the vote just given for free coinage of silver, | ask him 
Allen, Chandler, Frye, Paddock, what he is going to do with the last Republican national platform ? 
Blair, Dawes, Hale, Spooner, Mr. Epmunps. Mr. President, I stand by the Republican platform, to which 
Casey, Edmunds, McPherson, Washburn. the Senator from Kansas has alluded, fully and in all its implications; but our 
friends the Democrats on the other side, and their deluded followers and coad- 
Republicans, 11; Democrats, 1. - ene oscil that Republican ee aed jeamaiannal am ao at. 
NAYS—46. form that no Democratic convention ever dared to make, and that no Dem 
Aldrich, Daniel, Mitchell, Sawver eratic Administration, that no Demo ratic House of Representatives ever dared 
: > ; “ . Sea to propose to do, because they knew that swiftly—it may take some years to do 
Allison, Eustis, Moody, Stewart, gir ies tien Sladhads Gintaaweadd Gad that ther} a led 
iW Bate, George, Morgan, Stockbridge, so—the people oO me nee a t a =r out a ut — iad been delude , 
Berry. Gibson, Morrill, Teller, and misled, as peopie ae ore have been in ail cor ntries, yy getting upacry of 
i Blodgett Gorman Payne Turpie people who have something to sell and people who have something to pay, to 
. Harris. Pierce, Vance. expand, and when the expansion comes and the break comes, as it certainly 
) =e. en Plumb aa” and always has, then itis not the poor and the sorrowful that we are talking 
Carlisle,” Hiscock Power, Voorhees about or the debtors who prolit by it, but it is the very persons that these gen 
rs Cockrell, Ingalls, § Pugh, ; Walthall,’ tlemen are now howling against so strongly who make all the money out of it 
: Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, Wolcott, 1 Th, nee —— cones an ae S ateeeeeiiiss tthe ia Senshi : 
om Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, f — = Te ; = e — . - 7 stant ns é 4 ws ryt Ang = t . vepublican piat- 

Cistom, Kenna, Sanders Beta eemisenie tra ek tates took a cae mento 

« i ‘ us < e « oi) i : se MO DU 2 uae 
Democrats, 27; Republicans, 19. profit by and by, and explain themselves, 

G So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. s Mr. Vest. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont makes an assertion which 

% The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amendment offered by the | is directly contradicted by the record and is historically untrue, He states that 

4 Senator from Kansas[Mr. Plums}. no Democratic House has ever passed a free-coinage bill. The House of Rep 

Che result was announced—yeas 43, nays 24; as follows: resentatives in 1877, with a large Democratic majority, did pass a free-coinage 
aes act, pure and simple, and it came to the Senate and was mutilated here, with 
YEAS—43. the free-coinage feature taken out of it by the Republican party, and that is the 
Bate, Daniel, Manderson, Sanders, record. 
J Berry, Eustis, Mitchell, Squire, * * * * * ® * 
eee ee a, — Mr. Epmcunps. The Democratic party, as it is ¢ all 1, being the House of Rey - 
Butler, - Gorman Paddock Turpie resentatives, or a majority of it, in 187 1879 did pass a contrivance of that 
= Harris. awn. Vv oe kind, just as they are trying to pass it now, in order to overthrow by appeals to 
Call, aon ee , ee the worst instincts and the unhappiest solicitudes of the people of the United 
Cameron, Hearst, Plumb, Vest, creat aaa Wein tak eka tortennr thie ‘ a 
Carlisle, Ingalls, Power, Voorhees, SUES SOMEVAING LAAs Mugns Dring them Into power. 
% Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, Walthall, . * * s * * * 
Coke, Zones of Nevada, Ransom, Woleoté. I say, then, with great respect to my friend fro nsas and to everybody 
Colquitt, Kenna, Reagan, else, that this is the new pe rformance, renewed from 1878 and 1879 to 1890. of the 
Democrats, 28; Republicans, 15. Democratic party, when it has n » responsibility and I agree it r to 
NAYS—24 bave any), again proposing to entangle the publica 1 party yk 
a little further than the cry of to-day, into a measure of this kind So be it I 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hawley, Sawyer, deliver it over to the Democratic party. 

: Allen, Edmunds, Hiscock, Sherman, Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that the Senator from Ver- 
; Allison, Evarts, Hoar, Spooner, mont [Mr. EpMuNDs] is a little mistaken when he saysthat no member of either 
' Casey, Frye, McPherson, Stockbridge, House opened his mouth against the policy of the President during the last 

Chandler, Gray, Morrill, Washburn, Administration. It perhaps did not attract the attention of the Senator that 
' Cullom, Hale, Pierce, Wilson of Md, one hundred Representatives, members of the House, signed a paper and ad- 
: dressed it tothe President, after the newspapers gave it out that he was op- 
Republicans, 21; Democrats, 3. posed to free coinage or desired the repea of the law authorizing thé mite 
So the amendment was agreed to. coinage of silver, asking him to suspend his judgment upon that subject unt 
Upon the announcement of the result there were manifestations of applause | he could come to Washington and consult with the representativ # the peo 
in the galleries. ple who elected him President. President Cleveland was hard xpected t 
The Presipine Orricer (Mr. Harris in the chair). The Chair admonishes | make an answer to that, but he did make a pretty vigorous an r to ! 
the galleries that neither demonstrations of approval nor disapproval are in | that answer contained in substance the statement thatt oinage of silver had’ 
order. already trenched so far upon the supply of gold in the country asto endanger 


) 
‘ 

Mr. Piumpr. I move to add a new section as section 2, as follows 

“Sec. 2, That the provisions of section 3 of ‘An act to authorize the coinage 
of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender character,’ which 
became a law February 28, 1878, are hereby made applicable to the coinage in 
this act provided for.” 

4 Mr. PLUMB. Section 3 of the act of the 28th of February, 1878, provides: 





our capacity to redeem legal-tender notes 

Mr. EpmMunps. What year was that? 

Mr. REAGAN. That wasthe year he was elected President, and before the first 
Congress met after he was elected. A response was made that. I had the 








honor to make that response and to in re who informed the President that 
j 
the coinage of silver had driven gold out of the country, and to show from the 





“That any holder of the coin authorized by this act may deposit thesame with | Treasury reports a steady accumulation of the surplus of gold from the passage 
the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United States, in sums not less | of the act of IS78tothattime. I also inquired who informed the President that 
than $10, and receive therefor certificates of not less than $10 each, correspond- | the legal-tender notes were refused to be redeemed in gold. The law did not 
ing with the denominations of the United States notes. Thecoin deposited for | say so. I inquired also whoinformed him tl! they were to be redeemed at 





or representing the certificates shall be retained in the Treasury for the pay- | all, for the law of 187% required that when pal 

ment of the same on demand. Said certificates shall be receivable for customs, | be reissued and kept in circulation. 

taxes, and all public dues, and, when so received, may be reissued.” | The Senator from Vermont is usually thoroughly informed, but evidently this 
' 


Mr. GrorGe. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas whether under | morning he issomewhat out of humor, and it is not surprisin young and in- 
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ex} enced men under defeat should get out of humor; and he may not recol- | currency of the United States. It seems to me that no one can be harmed, a 
; lect as well as he would under other cir ' es. ; while all may to some extent be benefited, and while the harmful influence of 
: Sir, t were Democrats brave enough t | the President, who was will- | attempting discriminations may be avoided, it is best to adopt the amendment 
i] ng to sacrifice the pub interests, that they would not submit to it; Just as proposed by the Senator from Colorado. 
# to-day there are Republicans brave enough to tell the Administration that The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 22; as follows 4 
my can not be led to sacrifice the interest of this « try, and that the interests | Se yee 
; e people must be subserved and 1 interests of a class which seeks to YEAS—H. 1 
‘ . lear mone ’ and cheap labor and cheap property, to oppress the masses for | Allen, Dolph, Moody, Stewart, ? 5 
5 ™ o v fi 3 1e few ; _ : Bate, Eustis, Morgan, Teller, Z 
‘ Mr reT. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont exhibits his usual inge- | Berry, George, Paddock, Turpie, q 
Ei nuity, accompanied by his us ial unfairness nshirking the issue which he made | Butler, Hearst, Plumb, Vest. ‘ 
‘i hime f nd fror which he is for ed to retreat by the record. He asserted here | Camg ron, Ingalls, Pugh, Voorhees, ; 
4 that no Democra ic House of Re prssentasves had eve d ured to p issafree-coin- | (¢, krell, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, Walthall, . q 
i we . ] - om rt th : the record shows that the House of Repres« matives, = Coke, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, Wolcott. : 
if ~ or y- ourth a a rty-fifth ¢ ongresses, both of them overwhelmingly Colquitt, Kenna. Sanders, gy 
i emoci atic, did pass a free-coinage bill and sent it to the Senate. | Daniel, Mitchell. Squire, 5 
tH The Senator now seeks to evade his misstatement of facts by an appeal to the D rats. 20: R hiner 4 ; 
é] partisan passions of hisown party. In one breath he alludes to his deluded | emocrats, v; ssepublicans ; 
PS associates upon that side of the Chamber, and then turns with Parisian ele- NAYS—22. 
. vance to compliment his respected friend from Kansas, whois one of them. i e. 
; jut the Senator from Vermont makes another misstatement from the record. | Aldrich, Dawes, Hale, Sawyer, a 
5 He says that no Democrat was found to protest openly against Mr. Cleveland's | Allison, Edmunds, ilarris, Spooner, 

views in regard to silver. I assert that within ten days after the first Congress | Blair, Evarts, Hiscock, Stockbridge, 
met after Cleveland had announced those views, one of the most distinguished | Blodgett, Frye, Hoar, Washburn. 


Democratic Senators in this body, our late associate, James B. Beck, of Ken- | 
tucky, in a speech which attracted the attention of the whole country and elec- | 
trified the Weat, attacked those opinions and held the undivided attention of 
his brother Senators whilst he gave his reasons for differing with the Demo- 
cratic President; and now the Senator from Vermont, with his usual candor, 
with his usual sincerity, compliments President Cleveland. | 

Sir, all I can say is that a great many hard things and harsh things have been | 
said of that distinguished Democrat, but the encomium of the Senator from | 
Vermont is the most terrible assault that ever wasmade upon him, [Laughter.] | 

Mr. }\ Late. Is the motion to indefinitely postpone still pending? } 

Several SENATORS. Oh, no. | 

Mr. Biatr. Then I renew it. The Supreme Court says this | 

‘Such being our conclusion in matter of law, the question whether at any par- | 
ticular time, in war or in peace, the exigency is such, by reason of unusual and | 
pressing demands on the resources of the Government, orofte inadequacy of 
the supply of gold and silver coin to furnish the currency needed for the uses 
of the Government and of the people, that it is, as a matter of fact, wise and 
expedient to resort to this means, is a political question, to be determined by 
Congress, when the question of exigency arises, and not a judicial question, to 
be afterwards passed upon by the cour s.”’ 

Is this any such exigency in atime as prosperous and as peaceful as now? | 
This deposit is just like the old business of the Bank of Amsterdam. That was 
an institution established under a government 

[take my stand right here. There is no necessity to depart from gold and 
silver. Put this bullion in, coin it,and let that be the legal tender, and,if you 
please, distribute it over the country in the subtreasuries, put it where it will be 
convenient to everybody,in every bank, and al! overthe country, and whoever 
needs legal tender can go there and get it jut if you pass over this line, there 
is no legitimate or logical stopping point anywhere this side of all the dangers | 
and ruin of fat money 

Mr. Dante. I read from the syllabus of the decision of the Supreme Court 
from which the Senator from New Hampshire has quoted 

“Congress has the constitutional power to make the Treasury notes of the 
United States a legal tender in payment of private debts in time of peace as 
well as in time of war 

Mr. BLarr. No one questions the power. 

Mr. Danre.. The syllabus continues | 

‘Under the act of May 31, 1878, chapter 146, whic) enacts that when any United 
States legal-tender notes may be redeemed or received into the Treasury, and 
shali belong to the United States, they shall be reissued and paid out again, and 
kept in circulation; notes so reissued are a legal tender.” 

The Supreme Court of the United States, in a case made up for the purpose of 
testing the very question which the Senator from New Hampshire suggested, 
decided then in exact opposition to the position which he has taken. | 

Furthermore, Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware says that the Su- 
preme Court has tested its legal-tender decision upon the power to borrow 
noney on the credit of the United States, and that there must be a borrowing 
of money before any paper can be issued which is made legal tender. The Su- | 
preme Court in its latest opinion says this 

‘The constitutional authority of Congress to provide a currency for the whole | 
country is now firmly established. 


In Veazie Bank vs, Fenno (8 Wall., 533,548), | account,’ but the provisions of this act shall not apply to the deposits received - 

Chief-Justice Chase, in delivering the opinion of the court, said : | under section 3 of the act of June 20, 1874, requiring every national bank to + 
It can not be doubted that under the Constitution the power to provide a | keep in lawful money with the Treasurer of the United States a sum equal to 
circulation of coin is given to Congress, and it is settled by the uniform practice | 5 per cent. of its circulation, to be held and used for the redemption of its circu 
of the Government and by repeated decisions that Congress may constitution- | lating notes; and the balance remaining of the deposits so covered shall, at 
ally authorize the emission of bills of credit.’ ’’ . the close of each month, be reported on the monthly public-debt statement as 

It is tu that constitutional authority to emit bills of credit from which the | debt of the United States bearing no interest.”’ 
court in this opinion deduces the authority to make these bills of credit alegal The Vick-PRESIDENT. If there be no further amendment as in Committee of ™ 
tender in payment of debts. While the court incidentally alluded to the power | the Whole, the bill will be reported to the Senate. % 


to borrow money, it did not predicate the decision solely upon that power, but 
upon the general authority to issue bills of credit and to provide a currency for 
the country. 

Phe new idea which gentlemen have suggested in opposition to this amend- | 
ment itseems tome ought not to pass unnoticed. It isintimated by the Senator | 
from Delaware that Congress proposes to launch out upon a sea of irredeemable 
paper money. On what authority or what fact can the Senator predicate any 
such suggestion? How can he contrast an irredeemable paper money with a 





Carlisle, 
Chandler, 


Gibson, 
Gorman, 


McPherson, 
Payne, 


Republicans, 15; Democrats, 


7. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALpricu, I ask that the bill as it now stands may be read for the infor- 
wation of the Senate. 

The Vice-PresipENT. The bill as it now stands amended will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“ That from and after the date and passage of this act the unit of value in the 
United States shall be the dollar, and the same may be coined of 412} grains of 
standard silver, or of 25.8 grains of standard gold; and the said coins shall be 
legal tender for all debts, publicand private. That hereafterany owner of silver 
or gold bullion may deposit the same at any mint of the United States to be 
formed into standard dollars or bars fur his benefit and without charge; but it 
shall be lawful to refuse any deposit of less value than $100, or any bullion so 
base as to be unsuitable for the operations of the mint. 

**Sec.2. That the provisions of section 3 of ‘An act to authorize the coinage of 
the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender character,’ which be- 


| came a law February 28, 1878, are hereby made applicable to the coinage in this 


act provided for. 

“sec. 3. That the certificates provided for in the second section of this act shall 
be of denominations of not less than one nor more than one hundred dollars, 
and such certificates shall be redeemable in coin of standard value. A sufficient 
sum to carry out the provisions of this act is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. The provision in section 
lof the act of February 28, 1878, entitled ‘An act to authorize the coinage of the 
standard dollar and to restore its legal-tender character,’ which requires the 
Secretary of the Treasury to purchase, at the market price thereof, not less than 
$2,000,000 worth of silver bullion per month nor more than $4,000,000 worth per 
month of such bullion, is hereby repealed. 

“Sec, 4, That the certificates provided for in this act and all silver and gold 
certificates already issued shall be receivable for all taxes and dues to the United 
States of every description, and shall be a legal tender for the payment of all 


| debts, public and private. 


‘Sec. 5. The owners of bullion deposited for coinage shall have the option 
to receive coin or its equivalent in the certificates provided for in this act, and 
such bullion shal! be subsequently coined. 


“Spc. 6. That upon the passage of this act the balances standing with the 


| Treasurer of the United States to the respective credits of national banks for 


deposits made to redeem the circulating notes of such banks, and all deposits 
thereafter received for like purpose, shall be covered into the Treasury as a 
miscellageous receipt, and the Treasury of the United States shall redeem from 
the general cash in the Treasury the circulating notes of said banks which may 
come into his possession subject to redemption; and upon the certificate of the 
Comptroller of the Currency that such notes have been received by him and 
that they have been destroyed and that no new notes will be issued in their 
place, reimbursement of their amount shall be. made to the Treasurer, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, from an ap- 
propriation hereby created, to be known as ‘national-bank notes, redemption 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 

The Vicr-Presipent. The question is on concurring in the amendments 
made asin Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Epuunps. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were.ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call the 
roll 

The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 26 





as follows: 


: 
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re RR ate a tity Leg te ld 


ee rere 


currency which is to have for its redemption a dollar in hard money, dollar for | YEAS—41. 
dollar, all along the line? | Bate, George, Morgan, Stewart, 
. : : : 7 : ° | Berry Gorman, Paddock, Teller, 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I shall be governed in my vote upon this by the | Blodcett Harris. Pasco Turpie 
understanding that the certificate proposed to be issued is simply a method of | Butler 2 Hearst Payne, Vance, 
circulating gold and silver, that it stands upon a distinct and in that respect a | Call 4 Ingalls. Plumb Vest, : 
different ground from the issuance of notes generally payable on demand from Cameron Jonesot Arkansas, Power, Voorhees 
a general balance in the Treasury, that it is a method of circulating gold and sil- | Cockrell s Jones of Nevada, * Pu rh, : Walthall, 
ver, saving the waste of abrasion and offering convenience in the matter of Coke : Kenna Ransom Wolcott . 
handling and transmitting this money Colquitt Manderson Reagan, ‘ 
The Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. BLArr] and the Senator from Dela- | Daniel : Mitchell, — Sanders, 
ware [Mr. Gray] spoke of these certificates as fiat money,and the Senatorfrom | pustis Moody, Squire 
New York [Mr. Evarts] has just used the same expression. I donot compre- |“, o. Republic : ; 
hend the meaning of such expressions with reference to certificates that repre- Democrats, 27; Republicans, 14, 
senta hundred cents in gold or a hundred cents in silver for every dollar that NA YS—26. 
isthere. I do not comprehend how the phrase “fiat money” can be applied to ‘ 7 ee S 
gold and silver which we recognize as the money of the world as well as the Aldrich, Dawes, Hiscock, Sherman, 
money of this country and the money of the Constitution. Allen, Edmunds, Hoar, Spooner, | 
There is another reason with me.- First, because I regard itas simply a method | Allison, Evarts, McPherson, Stockbridge, 
: of circulating gold and silver; and second, because I want to place it as far as | Blair, Frye, Morrill, Washburn, | 
: we can in this out of the power of money holders and bondholders to get | Casey. Gray, Pierce, Wilson of Md. 
i advantage by discriminations against the currency of the United States. We | ‘ handier, Hale, Platt, 
have had enough of that, commencing with the legislation of 1869 and coming | Cullom, Hawley, Sawyer, 
all the way down until the present time of discriminations in different sorts of | Republicans, 23; Democrats, 3. 
« 
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| 
| 
So the amendments made in Committee of the Whole were « irred 
The Vice-PRESIDENT. The bill is still before the Senate and ope ame 
ment. 
Mr. CHanpier, I move to amend the I rdding a is 
lows 
“No gold orsilver bullion sha received the Treasury Depar ent 
der this act except such as shall b vynto produ f 1es 
United States.”’ 
Mr. TeELuerR. I move to lay thatamendment 
The Vice-Ppestpent. The question is on th itor from ¢ 
orado to lay the amendment offered by the s« Har 
the table. | 
Mr. CHANDLER. On that motion I call for tl 1 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call the 
roil, 
The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced eas 42, nays 
19; as follows: 
YEAS—42 
Allen, Mitchel! Squire | 
Bate, " Moody, Stewart | 
Berry, George, Morgan, Telle 
Blodgett, Gorman, Pasco, Turpie, | 
Butler, Gray, Payne, Vance, 
Call, Harris, Plumb Vest, } 
Cameron, Hearst, Power, Ve hees | 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Pugh, Walthall } 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, Wolcott | 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Reagan. | 


Cullom, Kenna, Sanders 


Democrats, 29; Republicans, 13. 


NAYS—19, 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Hoar, Sawyer, | 
Blair, Evarts, Morrill, Spoone 
Casey, Frye, Paddock, Stockbridge, | 
Chandler, Hale, Pierce, Washbur: 
Dawes, Hiscock, Platt, | 


All Republicans. 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

The Vick-PRESIDENT. If there be no further amendment proposed, the ques- 
tion is, Shall the amendments be engrossed and the bill be read a third time” 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. Epmunps,. On the passage of the bill I demand the yeas and nays. 

The Vice-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall! the bill pass” 
and nays are demanded 

The yeas and nays were ordered 
roll. 

The result was announced 


on whicht 
and the Secretary proceeded to 
~—yeas 42, nays 25 


YEAS—42, 


as follows 








Bate, George, Morgan Squire 
Berry, Gorman, Paddock Stewart } 
Blodgett, Harris, Pasco, Teller | 
Butler, Hearst, Payne, Turpie, 
Call, Ingalls, Pieree Vance j 
Cameron, Jones ot Arkansas, Plumb Vest, | 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Power Voorhees, | 
Coke, Kenna, Pugh, Waltha | 
Colquitt, Manderson, Ransom Wolcott. j 
Daniel, Mitchell, Reagan, | 
Eustis, Moody, Sanders 
Democrats, 27; Republicans, 15, 
NAYS—25. | 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hiscock, Spooner | 
llen, Edmunds, Hoar, Stockbridge, j 
Allison, Evarts, McPherson Washburn, | 
Blair, Frye, Morrill, Wilson of Md 
Casey, Gray, Piatt, 
Chandler, Hale, Sawyer 
Cullom, Hawley, Sherman 
tepublicans, 22; Democrats, 3. 
So the bill was passed. | 
Mr. Piums. I move to amend the titleso as to read A bill to provide for the 
free coinage of gold and silver bullion, and for other purposes 
The VicE-PRESIDENT. The amendment tothe title will be considered as agreed 
to, if there be no objection. The Chair hears nor | 
a= | 
Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, T7/ lay, J I 89 
THE JOURNAL. | 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 
The Speaker. If there be no objection, the Journal as read will be approved. 
Mr. MILLS. 1 object to the approval of the Journal. 
Mr. BreckINRIpGeE, of Kentucky. Let the entire Journa ead. I think 


the reference of bills has not been read, as well as oiler matters w 
belong to the Journal. 
The Speaker, It hasnot been. Only the usu 
Mr. McKrs.ey. I move that the Journal be 
mand the previous question. 
Mr. Mriuius. I move to correct the Journal as fe 
Mr. BreckineipGe, of Kentucky. I rise 
of the gentleman from Ohio is not in order until the J 
through. The Clerk has not read the entire Jo 
The SPEAKER. The Journal has not been read in fi 


al portions ha een read 
ipproved, and uy i that I 


to a question of 





Mr. McKInNLey. I supposed the Clerk had concluded the i 5 
nal. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the remainder of the Jo 5 
ber has a right to demand the reading of the Journal in 
Mr. Mirus, I move to correct the Journal in the fol 
Speaker—— 
> . > 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio— 
Mr. McKinsey. I move that the Journal of the proceedings of lay be 


spproved, and upon that I demand the previ 
Mr. Miius. The gentleman from Ohio cert 








t a 
correction of the Journal. ; 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio demands the previ 
Mr. Mrius, The scent of the gentleman is keen; he sme!ls t! e 






































Vv i¢ tor the previous ques 
Mr. S N I rise to a question 
t the RE » just read by 
i i car t be a part of 
t that Clerk s read, as of the 
g ‘ . 
the House, t a 
i€ t n 
S A} Tha t question f 
juest lemand of 
Lys 
and 1 s re lered 
‘ER. D 
1 mitag 
ihe SPEAKER i 
ihe Clerk proceé 
Mir. SPRINGER, Doe 
You may ignore it 
itt people w 
*e on the Demo 
mand the yeas a ! 
rhe question was tak and there w 
as follows 
YEAS 
Adams, 
Allen, Mic Pa, 
Anderson, Kans, 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, W.\ 
Baker 
Banks, 
Beck with, 
Belden 
Belknap, 
Bingham, 
Bliss 
Boothman, 
Boute 
Brewer, 
Brosius Gifford 
Brower Crreenbal ex 
Buchanan, N. J. Ha 
Burrows, Hans gl 
Burton, Ha 
Butterworth, Hau 
( ller, Mass. Hen son, I 
Cannot! HH 
Caswell, H 
Cheadle, K sé 
{ gswell, K p 
Comstock, I 
All Republi ~ 
Alderson Crisy 
Anderson, Miss, Culbers lex 
Bankhead, Cum } 
Barnes DD Is 
Bartine, De Have 
Bland I 
Blount, Dunpl 
Bre ridge, Ark, I i 
Breckinridge, K I 
Brickne I 
Brooksh bur 
Brown, J.1 I 
Brunne I 
Buchanan, Va. For l 
Buckalew For 
Bullock Fow 
Bynum ( 
( pbell, G t 
Candle G& ( 
Carlt H 
Cart Hla 
( hi es 
Cat Heard 
( i ; 
Clark Ala N. ( 
Clem« ‘ 
| Co a 
( per Ind x 
( es K I 
( 
Demo t i 
j ~ oO j 
H ) e | 
i < 
rhe ¢ r 
3 H 
7 : 
t I { 
1 
1 
i irs 
Veichta 
M I k 
Mr. ¢ Mr 
[ A 
| 3 
| ( I 
I . 





ere ‘ 
I \ A A 
Laws 
Lodge 
MeCor 
MeKen 
MeKinley 
Miles 
Moffit 
Moore 
Morr 
Morse, 
op I 
O' Nei 
Osborn 
Payse 
Pickler 
Post 
Pugsle 
Reed, I 
he bur 
Rife 
Rowell 
Russ 
A ver 
7 c nl 
Ss 
Kilg 
Lane 
I r 
Let 
| 8 
Lewis 
I ; 
Ad 
vr 
\!T ( 

IoCre 
Nf VI 

Tel 
M 
MI 

' 

' } 
0 « 
' 
| 
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esterd 
l t 











Waddil 
Walke: 
Wallace 
Wallace 
Watson, 
Wickham 
Will 
Wrig! 
Yardl Ve 
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‘I x. The gentleman will state his point of order Crisp, Henderson, N.C. Moore, Tex. 
M A My point of order is that the resolution is not in order for the | Culberson, Tex. Herbert, Morrow 
folk g reasons: First, it proposes to strike out an entry in the Journal that | Cummings, Holman, Mutel 
ree t f fact Second. itis not in order for the reason, under the | Davidson, Kelley, Norton, 
le, that if adopted it would have the effect, if it has any effect at all,to change | De Haven, Kerr, Pa Oates, 
rere? fal t Senate am l it otherwise than as provided by | Dockery, Kilgore, O’ Neall, Ind, 
t |} Dunphy, Lane, O' Ne 1, Mass. 
Mr. ? Ls. Mr. Speaker, the position assumed by my friend from Illinois is | Edmunds, Lanham, Owens, Ohio 
wold of the most reckless, and one of the most absurd propo- | Elliott, Lester,Ga Parrett, 
t has ever been assumed before a deliberative body. It only shows Ellis, Lewis, Paynter 
i iker, howa bi t. well stored. and well disciplined n nay become | Enloe, Magner, Peel, 
I startin i ing that course. It calls to mind | Fit Maish Penington, 
{ i p | Fithian, Mansur, Perrys 
ante | Forman, Martin, Ind. Reilly 
4 mo ter of so frightful mien, | ] vier, McAdoo Richardson, 
‘ hated, needs I to be seer | Ge ‘ McClammy, Robertson, 
Yet too oft, far ar with her face | G McClellan. Sayers 
Ve fi endure, then pity, then embrace | Grimes, McCreary Senes 
A , ‘ ] ies as Ha McKinley, Sh ve} 
Hayes, MeMillin, Sk 
y é P ¢ Haynes McRae, Spi 
You} i sed to be e devoted friends of both gold and silver—a bime- Heard Mills, Springe 
tal ‘ tior You were the friends of an increased volume of circulation | Hemphill, Montgomery, Stewart. Ga 
olg al r, and t t could be de to relieve the wants of the people, F 
‘ of the ency ; you were pledged to it lj Democrats, 116; Republicans, 5. 
lo etter than these heathen Democrats Laughter.|} | 
Her« what you sa It is good reading; | w eall your attention to it | NAYS—117. 
and itr ell when you read your Bible and godown on your | : - Ait 
nig ) t ir souls to the keeping of Divine Providence that |} A te Daizell, Mok . 
5 : viso read and refi ver these promises and see how well you have | a :" a a eee = =e 
naerson, ans. onive;r, sn 11es, 
} blican party i favor of the use of both gold and silver money, — n. W. Va oo l, ooo ke ~ 
+4 e purpose of the mo atic irty in its efforts to demonetize | 2*** son ° . u > MOTI, 
_— lemns the pury the Democratic } ir ‘ rts to demonetize Baker, Farquhar, hanen ie. WT. 
Ww snow making efforts to demonetize silver? janks, Finley, Morrill, 
Mr. Kern. of lowa. No one Beck with, Flic k, Morse, 
Mr. Mitis. Who is trying to getit off into a hole somewher¢ Belden, Flood, Mudd, 
Mr. Kern, of Iowa. No one Belknap, Frank Nis lr nghaus, 
Mr. Minis. Who is making the point of order to-day to keep this legislation Bingham, Funston, y hag il, 
back from the peo ind prevent the redemption of the promises which ali the | Bliss, Gear, )’ Neill, Pa. 
. } . “A, Dee | Boothman, Gifford, Osborne, 
a ne ca ce = rhter Boutelle, Greenhalge, Owen, Ind, 
Mr. Mu Here stan¢ the naembers of this side of the House, except what Brewer, Hall, . Payson, 
you may count on the fingers of one hand, ready to redeem that promise de- Brosius, Hansbrough, Pic kler, 
mancded by the people; and we have asked you on that side to come to our as- Brower, ~ Haugen, Post, ss 
sistance and enable it to be done. Weare ready to perform our duties, and we Buchanan, N. J. Henderson, Il. Pugsley ’ 
are here challenging you to give us the opportunity, and that the two together { Burrows, Hill, Raines, 
should redeem the promises to the American people. You have charged that Burton, Hitt, Randall, 
we are not faithful to the people on the question of coinage. We passed a free- Butterworth, Kerr. lowa teed, lowa 
om uze bill overtwelve years ago. It went to the Senate,and your Republican Candler, Mass. Ketcham, Reyburn, 
Sen puta restriction upon it, and prevented it from being what the Demo- Cannon, Kinsey, Rite, ; 
crats of the House asked that it should be Caswell, Knapp, Rockwell, 
Avain a few years afterwards we did it, and you sentit back to usemasculated, | Cheadle, Lacey, Rowell, 
Avain we sent another bill to the Senate, framed as best we could in view of the Cogswell, La Follette, Russell, 
tand taken by that side of the House. But the Republicans on the other side Comstock, Laidlaw, Sanfor i, 
of this building, a minority of them with the Democratic members there, send Conger, Laws, Sawyer, 
back this bill with promises to redeem our obligations to the people embodied Culbertson, Pa. Lind, Sherman, 
in it; and now when it comes back there is nothing for you to do but to concur Cutcheon, Lodge, Simonds, 
in what they have done rhis is all that is left for us, to concur and pass the Republicans, 116; Democrats, 1. 
pail, Sy . » . ’ . 
Why do you send that bill to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- Ge the sesctution was adopter. a 
ure Vhy do you want it to gothere? Why do you make a plea to send it 
there, beyond the reach of the House, where, perhaps, it will remain bur- 
ied forever And if it comes back—as it may in the providence of God at 
some future time—when it does come none of us will know the bill. [Ap- APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL OF 
plau-e on the Deraocratic side You will have some more bullion in it and The SPEAKER. The House will give its attention. 
other things which will give the Secretary of the Treasury power to stop the | House is the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MiLs] for the previous 
free coinage of silver. I give you, gentlemen, fair notice now that we are going | question upon the motion toapprove the Journal of the proceedings of Wednes- 
to have afree and un ited coinage of silver in this country. [Applause on | dav last. 
t Democratic side 


Mr. Brees, That is right 
Mr. Breckinnipar, of Kentucky. I was going to say the Speaker is the or- 
f the House, aud this act of the Speaker gets no validity until we approve 
this Journal to~ Whether it goes off on a point of order, or whether the 











8; r holds int of order made by the gentleman from Illinois good, so 
that wes} ! the right to have a vote upon that question, or whether 
t int ved by a vote of the House, it isthe House which makes 
tl eterence and not the Speaker. 
. . . - . * 7 
rhe Speaker has no right to assume that if under the rules it ought to go to 


the Committee of the Whole some member will raise that point of order, The 
House has the right by unanimous consent, without a point of order, even if it 
ought to go to the Committee of the Whole, to take it up and consider it. I 
think upon this important matter the Speaker has no right to act in his private 
chamber upon the hypothesis that any member of this House will interpose a 
pointof order to the settlement of this great question quieting the business in- 
terests dependent upon it, restoring stability to trade, removing obstructions to 
the growth of prosperity, and making a settlement of matters of great public 
concern, Che whole matter depends upon the House. 

Gentlemen have said that the majority has all power. It depends upon that 
majority frankly to give the House the right to legislate or frankly to say they 
will not. They can not straddle this position under the pretense of sustaining 
the Speaker and go before the bar of this country under the cover of a set of 
rules which they themselves have made. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The Spraker. On the motion to lay upon the table the yeas are 118 and the 
nays are 123, and the motion is lost. The question recurs upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Texas for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question recurred upon the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Texas |Mr. MILs 

Mr. Burrerwortrn, I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered 
1 question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 121, nays 
117, wot voting 89; as follows 


YEAS—‘21. 


Abbott, Blount, Buchanan, Va. Catchings, 
Alderson, Boatner, Buckalew, Clarke, Ala. 
Anderson, Miss Breckinridge, Ark. Bullock, Clements, 
Bankhead, Breckinridge, Ky, Bynum, Clunie, 
Barnes, Brickner, Candler, Ga. Cobb, 
Bartine, Brookshire, Cariton, Cooper, Ind. 
Biggs, Brown, J. B, Carter, Cothran, 
Bland, Brunner, Caruth, Cowles, 


| 





—— 
ae 
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Mr. McKiniey. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 














The SPEAKER in stated the pending question. 


Mr. Sprincer. I do not understand that we ordered ihe yeasand nays on the 


JULY 12, 


Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo 
Stump, 
Tarsney, 
Tillman, 


Townsend, Colo, 


Tucker, 
Purner, Ga. 
Turner, N. Y. 
Vaux, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Whitthorne, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson 
Willeox, 
Williams, Tl, 
Wilson, Mo. 

W ils« W. Va. 


Smith, W. Va, 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Struble, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, E.B. 
Taylor, J.D, 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Tracey, 
Turner, Kans. 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Waddi 





Walker, Mass, 
Waliace, Mass, 
Wallace, N.Y. 
Wickham, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wright, 
Yardley. 





e 


The question before the 


previous question, but on the approval of the Journal as amended. 


Mr. McKiIn.ey. The yeas and nays have been ordered on the previous ques- 


tion. 


Mr. SprinGEer. There is no objection to the previous question. 


The Speaker. The gentleman from Texas moved the previous question, on 


which the yeas and nays have been ordered by the House, 
Mr. McKuix ey, The gentleman's motion—— 
The Speaker, The Clerk will call the roll. 


Mr. Mitts, One moment, Mr. Speaker; let us have no confusion about this 


matter. What is the question? 


The Speaker. On ordering the previous question on the motion to approve 


the Journal. 


Mr. McKixuiey. The motion of the gentleman from Texas as shown by the 


Recorp of yesterday is: 


**I move the previous question on the adoption of the motion of the gentle- 


man from Ohio.” 


Mr. Mitts. It was my motion to approve the Journal as amended. 

Mr. McKintey. We both made the motion to approve the Journal. 
Mr. Mitas. But I made the motion to approve the Journal as amended. 
The SPEAKER. There is no question about that whatever. 


Mr. Mirus, I only wanted the Journal to show that fact. 
The Srraxer. The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 126, nays 122, not voting 79. 


+ 7 * 


o * 


* * 


Mr. McKryiry. I move to reconsider the vote just taken. 
Mr. Buanp. I make the point of order that that is a dilatory motion. 


Mr. Mrixs, I move that the motion to reconsider be lald upon the table. 


The SPEAKER proceeded to submit the question. 
Mr. Mrixs. Let us have the yeas and nays. 


Mr. Sprincer, Yes; we may as well have the yeas and nays at once, to save 


time. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The SPEAKER. © yeas and nays are ordered on the motion of the 


man from Texas, which is to lay upon the table the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio for reconsideration of the vote last taken, and the Clerk willeall the 


roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 131, nays 129, not voting 67. 
The Speaker. The previous question is ordered, and the question now recurs 


upon the oo of the Journal as amended. 


Mr. McKrxiey.* Upon ~~ I Copans the yeas aad nays. 


The yeas and nays were Orde! 





—— 
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The question was taxen; and there were—yeas 132, nays 13 t voting 65 poss vt sands. of sh 1 re 1 vas the 

as follows: ast { ure which had come ft ithe S ite, and the (¢ 
YEAS—132. f he 7" . ir direct in* . : ad tes 20 

Abbott, Cowles Kilge Ric} j - Can hers 

Alderson, ( I ‘ Xe ‘ t vas the > cer in a » 

Anderson, Miss. ¢ I Rowland sand s 

Bankhead, ( Tex. Le Rusk, , S 

Barnes, ( Les (ia Sayers ‘ a 

Bartine, I Les Va Shively, * i situ ’ uM \ 

Bigg J Lewis Spi ‘ | ~ \ t 8 ‘ \ é Lins 

Blanchard, I Magne Ss t i toe ‘ ( t ‘ 

Bland, i Maish Ste ‘ such re \ A sk 

Blount, De Mansur Ss t, t ‘Ss a, 

Boatner, I Mart i S ; eee ‘ 

Breckinridge, Ark, I McA s es set : rs 

Rreckinridge,Ky. I MeCla y, s , on raised by . 

Brickner, I MeCi S j whic s t 

Brookshire, I M ear lars } that wou 4 A , 

Brown, J. B. } MeM j 5 

Brunner I Me lownsend, Colo, t v" 

Buchanan, Va. Forney, Milis Tuck | fair vote on this es before this Congress @ : ’ 

guckalew, Fowler, Monty ry, rns ( j \ 1 y get i : ra sc W 
Bullock, Geissenhainer, Moore, Tex. i r r. ~ © way ‘ epudia ‘ at 

gunn, Gibson Morrow, Vaux | \ er \ppiaus the )) ratic § 

Bynum Goodnight, Norto! Ve . | n Now ir. Sp r.lre rniz e ; of rules of proce 
Campbell, Grimes Oates, Wheeler, Ala , 3 , ena xt : 
Carlton, Hare, O'Neall, Ind, Whiting | m " signed t : ti ¢ power ’ 

Carter, Hayes, O' Ne Mass, Vhitthorne, | I v i the ¢ t a to \ ( t 
Caruth Haynes Owens, Ohio Wike, t i us \ re i - a e! t t 
Chipman, Heard, Parrett Viley Se eee = ony } ! 

Jlarke, Ala. Hemphill, Paynter, Vilkinson, , ory B now cesi! : 5 Ss : . 
Clements, Henderson, N.C, Peel, Villeox, | Vantage claimed for our rules Is t the na Amajority t _—— 
Clunie, Herbert, Penington, W uns, Ill, | ¥¢ ’ ve x ‘ cste S to Ssiness 7 uN 
Cobb, Hert Perry, Wils 1. Mo. | rs , es a s r t { i sa t a ;, »hi : ‘ h wit 
Cooper, Ind, Holm: Quinn, Wilson, W. Va. the aid of the ¢ uM ‘ ules W ‘ , aL a sepTive t 
Cothran, Kelley, Reilly, Yoder e right todos 

Democrats, 125; Republicans, 7, } ’ . 7 . ’ . 

‘ Against that kind p t sir, I protest Vi e I have notalways 
NAYS—1 i t ed with the purposes and intent 1 of ent en to*‘do isir ‘ 
Adams, Dalzell, Laws, Saw yer, ; | have not always s pa ed with the great desire express emi 
Allen, Mich. De Lano, Lehibach, Seull | t »ther side to attain “‘ results,’ yet, Mr. Speaker, when I find a pra 
Anderson, Kans. Dolliver, Lind, nan, | has obtained since the beginning of this Congress, by which the | st a 
Arnold, Dunnel! Lodge, Simonds, majority has been permitted to attain pra and to do business, I pt 
Atkinson, W.Va. Evans, McComas Smith, Nl pos » follow that practice, when by fo ing it the majority of the Hous 
Baker MeCormick, s th. W. Va, the emocrats and a few of t Repu ans together making s sjor 
Banks, McKe : Smvset | it atta the pr 4 s of free coinag silve 
Beck with, McKinley, Snider | i v to adhere to Speaker's constr rand the practic¢ ) 
Belden, Miles : Spooner, it aw all 4 atter i tothe practice ur rt rule ;I call 
Belknap, Milliken, Stephens s ittention to the er the rule,and [ confidently say to you tha 
Bergen, Frank, Moffitt, Stewart, Vt for ng to both, we a ve W this case attain practical results 
Bingham, Funston, Moore, N. H. Stivers I n this appeal the decisionof the Speaker is overruled, the silver bill is 
Bliss, Gear, Morrill, Stock bridge, | our tabl ¢ submitted to the House (the House has expressly de- 
Boothmar, Gest, Morse, Struble, | cide to hay een submitted 1 motion will then be i er to 
Boutelle, Gifford, Mudd, Sweney, } I 1 > a a ments, and t tleme constituents de 
Bowden, Greenhalge, Niedringhaus, Taylor, E. B. | and e sh« i this it f age of s r can s¢ the 
srewer, Grosvenor, O' Neill, Pa, Tavlor, J. D. les r as the rt t eG nment is concerned, 
Brosius, Hall, Osborne, Thomas | f 
Brower, Hansbrough, Owen, Ind rracey, | Mr yield for a question? 
Browne, Va. Harmer, Payson, Turner, Kans, i ‘Ir } t und, this ruli of the Speaker 
3uchanan, N. J. Haugen, Perkins Vandeve: wl and a departu fr t | t this is 
Burrows, Henderson, Il. *ickler, Van Schaick, | t mittee on axe, Weights ther that 
Burton, Henderson, lowa Post, Waddi | committee nor the | + an mire ale ‘ ere 
Butterworth, Hill, Pugsley, Walker, Mass, fric y to the free « ‘ silver, th han to rep« 
Candler, Mass, Hitt, Raines, Vallace, Mass, | their b ll back aad y Cale a { the Ca a 
Cannon, Kennedy, Randall, Wal e, N.Y | there it w isleep until t ( t R i vitality to 
Caswell, Kerr, lowa teed, lowa Wickham, | Phat committee, and that te I ferred, ca iv 
Cheadle, Ketcham, Reyburn, Williams, Ohio } tl House prtunity t ; ure of s er 
Cogswell, Kinsey, Rife, Wilson, Ky | How does t tlee fe on theg s i ym Kansas | Mr 
Comstock, Knapp, Rockwell, Wright ANDERSON who cla sto be an carnest a oO sage, tells ust 
Conver, Lacey, Rowell, Yardley. it mittee on R 3 are patriot a t are of } . 
Culbertson, Pa, La Follette, Russell, i ests of the Republican party. So th ‘ M Mar of u 
Cutcheon, Laidlaw, Sanford, | are anxious to take care of t i t \ e and ecially of the 
. 4 rests of t! Rey ‘ art 
Republicans, 129; Democrats, 1. | Wear rt t how tl ajority of t C tee on Rales 
So the Journal as amended was approved. letand. Whe —— , 1 to con 4 l before v did y pe 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs | mit us to considet gg rot ad rule by 1a certain 
— i er days we f ule rule an hour was fixed at wu ! 
t 4 es r i < ip t and pe t 
Hovsk oF REPRESENTATIVES, Saturday, June 21, 1899. : That was an iro 4 What was r The rule ¢ a 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. sa harsh one, because in sayit a xed the } s quest 

Mr. BLanp. I call for the regular order. Shel te _ tek ~~ one Saeaieaased “hag sr gee Sy episteamnionggpes de = 

Mr. SpPrincer. What is the regular order? Seiaies Giclee hes celia \Geuk: ane cena eager sti “Phpchnyg tama "cleoh Dh wage Sp 

The Speaker. The Chair will announce it as soon as the House is in order allenenh< third o gulatitote. o cain eames a eepalihy ay we copie 6 

Mr.Serincer. Let us have the regular order. ¢ caine ile tine : Sheol 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires the attention of the House on this matter one f Th ae e wasa ed by a pa 

The question was somewhat discussed on yesterday as to the condition of the The “trepaaciescctay« j ; sid 
bill which had been referred by the Speaker, and the record of which in the goeny ane ences el idee idl tee = 
Journal was not concurred in by the House, but was rejected, or, ifit can be ss le . ¢ . : as a ee Mf 
said to be—the Journal not having been then adopted—erased. The provision |}... },. foot ‘ ~% Sl cae a ceiecait 
of our rules requires not only thatsuch bills should be referred, but that astate- |. ; ah Allin cae ele ot Sine Memeies a tad fx: : 
ment of the reference should be put into the Journal and also into the Recorp, | /¢,. Se ian Snell oebtiaeenitnndh tines Renae Wh ; nnd tines arene : 7 pe 
The statement was made in the Recorp. It was also put into the Journal, | ¢yjausted then he blandls ta sated man tert eked a 
which wassubmitted to the consideration of the House. The House saw fit not | «x, further amendments are in ord T diated aes tin, = sid 
to permit that record to be made, and to become a partofthe Journal, That Scan i ie dnahhant ‘ aor aaa aie Atedaill 
left a somewhat difficult question as to the status of the bill. of the free coinag sionas Is as Canmaemeniamtiad Now, if 5 

ad ” ' 7 ” . . ta the ruling t »t ee on Coina We ts. and 

Under those circumstances, and in conformity to the rules, the Chair ar ures They m t ) t bac t ease, and u t ( 
nounces to the House that, in obedience to the rules, the bill has been re- | They please to re rt against t é f silver I ‘ n 
ferred, is now referred, to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. | deny it. When it goes upon the Calendar it lies there ur the Committ 
From that decision, if the House thinks the Chair is wrong, an appeal can t ud rule, which, perhaps, w read about this way 
taken. hall be taken pat suc ‘ i t Lit sha ve de- 

Mr. BLANb, Mr, Speaker, I desire to appeal from the decision of the Chair s vote shall bet and pend 

Mr. Sprincer. I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact that th ing amend be aga u d,a hen the Speaker, in 
Speaker is under a misapprehension with regard to the practice of the Hous syinpathy with t il men of this t ring ynize their repr 
heretofore with reference to House bills with Senate amendments. The Speaker | sentatives a to offer ar j t 
stated to the House tle day before yesterday that the reference of this bill, out Mr.McKiniry. |! ‘ t t ippeal of the gentleman 
of the session of the House, to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas from Missouri | Mr 
ures was notan unusual! procedure, but was in the ordinary course of business The Speaker. The quest - t n of the gentleman from Ohio 
He said: Mr. McKINLEY The Cha AS aa ito the House that he refers the 

“*In the regular course of business the officer of the House to whom the Speaker | bill to the Committee on Coir ‘ ts,and Measures, and that the Chair 
has intrusted the clerical work of the reference of bills, the Journal Clerk, in- | does so under the rules of the House for the reasons given 


Phe gentleman from 
uls f i the decision of the the gentle- 


formed the Speaker that upon his list of bills which were to be referred, under | Missouri (Mr. Bra pr 
the rules, to c¢mmittees of the House, in the same manner as hun:ireds, and | man from Ohio [Mr. McK 
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Mr, McKiniey. And upon that I demand the yeas and nays, 


Mr. BLanp. Let us have the yeas and nays 

rhe yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 144, 
nays 117, not voting &; as follows 

YEAS—144. 

Adams, Dargan Lind, Rockwell, 
Allen, Mich. Darlington Lodge, Rowell, 
Anderson, Kana. De Lano, Maish, Russell, 
Arnold, Dolliver, McAdoo Sanford, 
Atkinson,W.Va. Dunnell, McComas, Sawyer, 
Baker, Dunphy, McCormick, Seull, 
Banks, evans, McKenna, Sherman, 
Bayne, Ewart, McKinley Smith, 1! 
Neck with, Farquhar, Miles, Smith, W. Va. 
Belden, Finley, Milliken, Smyser, 
Belknap, Fitch, Moffitt, Snider, 
Bergen, Flick, Moore, N. IH. Spooner, 
Bingham Flood, Morey, Stahinecker, 
Bliss, Frank, Morrill, Stephenson, 
Boothman, Gear, Morse, Stivers, 
Boutelle, Geissenhainer, Mudd, Stockbridge, 
Bowden, Gest, Mutchler, Struble, 
Brewer, Gifford, Niedringhaus, Sweney, 


Brosius, 
Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, N, J. 
Buckalew, 
Burrows, 


Greenhalge, 
Grosvenor, 
Hansbrough, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, Il. 


O'Donnell, 
O' Neil, Mass, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Owen, Ind. 


Taylor, E. B, 
Taylor, J.D. 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Turner, Kans, 


Burton, Henderson,lowa Payne, Vandever, 
Butterworth, Hill, Payson, Van Schaick, 
Caldwell, Hitt, Perkins, Waddill, 
Candler, Mass. Kennedy, Peters, Walker, Mass. 
Cannon, Kerr, lowa Pickler, Wallace, Mass, 
Caswell, Ketcham, Post, Wallace, N.Y. 
Cheaile, Kinsey, Pugsley, Watson, 
Cogswell, Knapp, Quinn, Wickham, 
Comstock, Lacey, Raines, Wiley, 
Conger, La Follette, Randall, Williams, Ohio 
Culbertson, Pa, Laidlaw, Reed, Iowa Wilson, Ky. 
Cutcheon, Laws, Reyburn, Wright, 
Dalzell, Lehlbach, Rife, Yardley. 

Republicans, 131; Democrats, 13. 

NAYS—117. 

Abbott, Cothran, Kelley, Robertson, 
Alderson, Cowles, Kilgore, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss. Crain, Lane, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Crisp, Lanham Shively, 
Barnes, Culberson, Tex. Lee, Skinner, 
Bartine, Cummings, Lester, Ga. Spinola, 
Blanchard, Davidson, Lester, Va. Springer, 
Bland, De Haven, Lewis, Stewart, Ga. 
Poatner, Dockery, Magner, Stewart, Tex, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Edmunds, Mansur, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Elliott, Martin, Ind, Stone, Mo. 
Brickner, Ellis, McClammy, Stump, 
Brookshire, Enloe, McClellan, Tarsney, 
Brown, J. B. Fithian, McCreary, Tillman, 
Brunner, Forman, MeMillin, Townsend, Colo, 
Buchanan, Va. Forney, McRae, Tucker, 
Bullock, Fowler, Mills, Turner, Ga. 
Bunn, Funston, Montgomery, Venable, 
Bynum, Gibson, Moore, Tex. Wade, 
Carlton, Goodnight, Morrow, Wheeler, Ala. 
Carter, Grimes, Norton, Whiting, 
Caruth, Hare, O’ Neall, Ind. Wike, 
Catchings, Hayes, Owens, Ohio Wilkinson, 
Chipman, Haynes, Parrett, Williams, Ill, 
Clarke, Als. Heard, Paynter, Wilson, Mo. 
Clements, Hemphill, Peel, Wilson, W. Va. 
Clunie entamnam, N.C, Penington, Yoder. 
Cobb, Herbert, Perry, 
Connell, Hermann, Reilly, 
Cooper, Ind. Holman, tichardson, 


Democrats, 108; Republicans, 9. 


So the appeal was laid on the table. 

Mr. McRar. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. RoGers] is paired 
generally with the gentleman from Ohio|Mr. Ezra B, TaAyLor]. If present, he 
would vote “nay.” 


SENATE, Tucsday, July 8, 1890, 
TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pending that order,I call up the conference report on the sil- 
ver bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the report of 
the committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 5381) directing the purchase of 
silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes, 
Che report of the committee has been read at length. The question is on con- 
curring in the report. 

Mr. Vest. I want to state, sir, very briefly the reasons why T shall not vote 
for the bill reported by the committee of conference 

+ * * . 


I was under the impression, sir, that the whole struggle was upon the idea 
that free coinage, with fair play to gold and silver, without discrimination 
against one and in favor of the other, should prevail, and that the Senate so 
voted; and here we have a report which absolutely does away with that idea 
and puts us back to the old régime under which silver has continually gone 
down and has been supplanted by gold exclusively. 

Again, sir, I never was a silver man in order to furnish a market for the sil- 
ver miners of the West. [am against that bounty and that subsidy to silver 
mines as I would be against one to ships, or wheat, or corn, or any other com- 
modity in this country at the expense of the interests of the rest of the people. 
It may be that this bill will give a market to silver and to the men who mine 
it, but the principle for which we fought, that the two metals should be alike, 
that they should have the same free and open play in order to determine their 
value, has been given away in this report absolutely and completely, in my 
judgment. 

But there is another objection to this bill, and if there were no other I would 


| 





not vote for it. The first section of the bill has language it never found before 
in any similar measure in regard to silver: 

‘The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to purchase from time %» 
time silver bullion to the aggregate amount of 4,500,000 ounces, or so much 
thereof as may be offered, in each month, at the market price thereof, not ex- 
ceeding $1 for 371.25 grains of pure silver.” 

I call the attention of the friends of silver to this remarkable language. The 
Secretary ofthe Treasury is directed to purchase 4,500,000 ounces at the market 
price when offered. Nosuch language has ever been found in any silver bill 
before. The Bland bill, which was a tentative measure, which did not satisfy 
the demands of the country or the friends of silver, but was the best that could 
be obtained at the time, was mandatory, and directed the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to purchase silver, and he was obliged to do it, in quantities not less than 
$2,000,000 worth a month, ° 

ut here isadirection to him to purchase at the market price “ when offered.” 
Who makes that market price? Who is to be the judge of it? It is left to the 
nebulous and uncertain discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, and we 
know what that means. We know from the past, from the influences that have 
controlled the Treasury Department, what will be done. It is useless to tell us 
this bill will be carried out in any other way than past legislation has been car- 
ried out, in the interest of gold and against silver. 

Sir, for these reasons I shal! not vote for this conference report. 

Mr. Coxe. Mr. President, I desire to express my concurrence in the conclu- 
sions of the Senator from Missouri. I can not support this bill as presented by 
the conference committee, We have now, undera law which has existed since 
1578, a provision for the compulsory coinage of silver, It is the coinage of sil- 
ver that imparts to that metal its money power. Not less than $2,000,000 must 
be coined monthly under existing law. Under this bill, on the Ist day of July, 
199], it is left to the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury whether another 
dollar of silver shall be coined or not, and the Secretary of the Treasury has 
told us in advance that another dollar of silver should not be coined. 

The conferees on the part of the Senate in agreeing to this bill have not rep- 
resented the opinions of the Senate of the United States, which were for free 
and unlimited coinage of silver. On the contrary, they have assented to a bill 
which provides definitely for the cessation of the further coinage of silver at all. 
The bill as presented is another step in the demonetization of silver. Who does 
not know that to leave it to the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury 
whether silver shall be coined or not is equal to stopping the coinage of that 
metal? That isa fact well known, and was admitted throughout the recent 
debate on this subject. I am opposed, Mr. President, to buying one single 
ounce of silver that is not to be coined. 

I am opposed to the United States Government going into the warehouse 
business for silver or for any other product. If we are not to coin silver, why 
purchase it? If this bill is to advance the money power of silver, why cease 
the coinage of silver, which operation alone omnes upon it the power of 
money? 

The House of Representatives once passed a free-coinage bill. The Senate 
of the United States again has passed a free-coinage bill. This good day two- 
thirds of the people of these United States are in favor of the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver; yet this admitted majority in favor of free coinage are 
balked at every turn by the Executive and the Secretary of the Treasury of 
United States when the popular will is sought to be put into effect. 

Mr. Vooruees. Mr. President, in the practice of my profession I always dread 
a packed jury. I always am reluctant to go into a court where I know the 
mind of the court is made up against me to try a case by a jury,a majority of 
whom I know are adverse to my client. 

The trouble about this bill is not as to whether a Secretary will obey the law 
where the law is made explicit, clear,and mandatory, but there is not a single 
section in this conference report or in the bill that has been reported by the 
conference committee but what has a discretion given to the Secretary of the 
Treasury who is * packed” against silver. 

That is my dread about this bill, and one of the strong reasons why I shall not 
vote forit. There is not a single section that does not convey and havein it a 
discretion to the Secretary ot the Treasury by which he can destroy, dishonor, 
and degrade silver as money ; and the best evidence that that is the purpose of 
this bill is to be found in the advocates of it and the advocates of these powers 
thus given to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sir, I do not seek to reflect upon the present Secretary of the Treasury —far 
from it, The Treasury Department has been packed against silver ever since I 
havé been a member of this body—not merely your party on that side of the 
Chamber, but my own, until Iam weary of it. 

Thirteen years ago when I took my seat in this body I announced my adher- 
ence to the free coinage of silver, and I have had no reason at a single moment 
since to change my mind upon that subject. I represent in part one of the 
strongest Commonwealths so far as its business in concerned that exists be- 
neath the flag, and I say here to Senators that there are not a thousand men in 
the State of Indiana (except such as desire favors at the hands of this Adminis- 
tration which is adverse to the free coinage of silver) who would not vote to- 
day for its free coinage. 

What is the spectacle presented here in thisbody? I am amazed at Senators. 
I will not use offensive language, but I am amazed at the hardihood of Sena- 
tors who stand up in this body to take back all we said and all we did and all 
we voted for within the last three or!four weeks. Seventeen majority of the 
Senate of the United States is treated as chaff—one-fifth of this body was em- 
bodied in a majority on this subject—seventeen majority for the free coinage 
of silver, and the representatives of this body on the conference committee 
have treated that expression as idle, and it is to go for naught! 

My word for it, the American people, those who labor, those who toil, those 
who delve, those who sow, those who reap and mow, will not consider this 
action on the part of the Senate a few weeks ago as idle or as not binding. 
I think I know better why the ple of this country, in their trouble and 
distress, lifted up their heads and looked this way, and they breathed a little 
freer when they saw that the Senate of the United States, that body so often 
spoken of and derided for its conservatism and its want of progress, had gone 
so far on a measure of relief for the laboring people. They rejoiced at it, and 
in the last three weeks, while this measure has been pending in the commit- 
tee of conference bound up in doubt, more expressions in the way of peti- 
tions and letters, and the like, have reached here than even during the dis- 
cussion that was on. 

Mr. Jones, of Arkansas. Mr. President, the silver question is of the greatest 
importance. Considered within and of itself its magnitude can scarcely be over- 
estimated, yet just now its greatest importance comes from its political connec- 
tions. The demonetization of silver was an integral part of a regular econo- 
mic system, conceived, executed, and maintained by the Republican party in 
utter disregard of the general interest of the country. 

The efforts which have been so persistently made for ten years past, but 
which have utterly failed when directly and openly made, will have succeeded 
by indirection, and this bill, which has been understood to be a silver measure, 
will have completed the destruction of silver as money. The great demand 
amongst the people for more money, for silver money, will have been treated 
with contempt,and we will have practically declared t when the mine owners 
have been cared for thatall has been done that needed to be done. This bill 
should never become a law; butifitis not a willful false pretense intended 
by its friends as a trick to deceive the public they should amend it before press- 
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ing it further by at least providing for the unlimited coinage silv vhe 
the price reaches the point at which the Govern: t ceases to | 
rhis is an absolute necessity unless the purpose is to 





lestroy s r 

Those who vote for this bill as it stands certainly intend perma t - 
tization of silver, and they ought to avow it for they can not den) bile 
striking a fatal blow at the interest of the great body of the peop! ey int 
only to benefit the sellers of silver | i by creasing its pri g 
Those who have heretofore pretended to be the fr is of sil 
gone ‘‘up and down in the eart ip his s t “ pouring 
ings like water,’’ may as well take not t t the present s port 
will be remembered, and tl \ be a day i 
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Mr, SHERMAN, I ask that the « 


onference report, the privi 
be proceeded with 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further mor g business if there 
none, that order is closed, and the Chair lays before the Senate the report of 
the committee of conference on the bill (H. R.5351) directing the purchas 
silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purpos 
The question is on concurring in the report, on which the Senator from Al 
bama [Mr, More aN! is entitled to the floor | 

REPOR1 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on | 

the amendments of the Senate to the bill (ff. R. 5381) directing the purchase of 


silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes, | 
having met, after full and free conference have a 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the Senate recede from its amendments to sa 
lowing in the nature of asubstitute: Strike out all af 
insert : 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to purchase, from t 
to time, silver bullion to the aggregate amount of ceneces, or so much 
thereof as may be offered in each month, atthe market price thereof, not ex- 
ceeding $1 for 371.25 grains of pure silver, and to issue in payment for such pur- | 
chases of silver bullion Treasury notes of the United States prepared by | 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in such form and of such denominations, not 
less than $1 nor more than $1,000, as he may prescribe, and a sum sufficient to 
carry into effect the provisions of this act is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

“Sec. 2. That the Treasury notes issued in accordance with the provisions of 
this act shall be redeemable on demand, in coin, at the 


greedto recommend and do 
ib ] and a ree ¢t 
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nacting 


r the « 
1.500.000 


to be 


| 

‘2. | 

lreasury of the United | 
States or at the office of any assistant treasurer of the United States, and when 
so redeemed may be reissued ; but nogreater or less amounts of such notes shall 
be outstanding at any time than the cost of the silver bullion, and the standard 

silver dollars coined therefrom, then held in the Treasury purchased by such 

notes; and such Treasury notes shall be a legal tender in payment « 

} 

| 

i 

| 


fall debts 
publie and private, except where otherwise expressly stipulated in the contract, 
and shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and when so re- 
ceived may be reissued ; and such notes, when held by any national-banking 
association, may be counted as a part of its lawful reserve. Thatupon demand 
of the holder of any of the Treasury notes herein provided for the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall, undersuch regulations as he may prescribe, redeem such | 
notes in gold or silver coin, at his discretion, it being the established policy of | 
the United States to maintain the two metals on a parity with each other upon 
the present legal ratio, or such ratious may be provided by law. 

“Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall each month coin 2,000,000 | 
ounces of the silver bullion purchased under the provisions of this act into | 
| 





standard silver dollars until the ist day of July, 1891, and afterthat time he sha!! 
coin of the silver bullion purchased under the provisions of this act as much as 
may be necessary to provide for the redemption of the Treasury notes herein 
provided for, and any gain or seigniorage arising from such coinage shall be 
accounted for and paid into the Treasury. 

“Sec. 4. That the silver bullion purchased under the provisions of this act 
shall be subject to the requirements of existing law and the regulations of the 
mintservice governing the methods of determining the amount of pure silver 
contained, and the amount of charges or deductions, if any, to be made 

“ Sec. 5. That so much of the act of February 28, 1878, entitled ‘An act to au- 
thorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender | 
character,’ as requires the monthly purchase and coinage of the same intosilver | 
dollars of not less than $2,000,000 nor more than $4,000,000 worth of silver bullion, | 
is hereby repealed. | 

“Sec. 6. That upon the passage of this act the balances standing with the Treas- | 
urer of the United States to the respective credits of national banks for deposits | 
made to redeem the circulating notes of such banks, and all deposits thereafter | 
received for like purpose, shall be covered into the Treasury as a miscellaneous 
receipt, and the Treasurer of the United States shall redeem from the general | 
cash in the Treasury the circulating notes of said bank when they come into 

| 
; 





his possession subject to redemption; and upon the certificate of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency that such notes have been received by him and that they 
have been destroyed and that no new notes will be issued in their place, re- 
imbursement of their amount shall be made to the Treasurer, under such regu- | 
lations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, from an appropriation | 
hereby created, to be known as ‘ National-bank notes: redemption account.’ | 
but the provisions of this act shall not apply to the deposits received under sec- | 
tion 3 of the act of June 20, 1874, requiring every national bank to keep in law- 
ful money with the Treasurer of the United States a sum equal to 5 per cent, of 
its circulation, to be held and used for the redemption of its circulating notes: | 
and the balance remaining of the deposits so covered shall, at the close of each } 
month, be reported on the monthly public debt statement as debt of the United 
States bearing no interest. 
‘Sec. 7. That this act shall take effect thirty days from and after its passage.” | 
And the Senate agree to the same. ; 
E. H. CONGER, 
J. HW. WALKER, } 
Managers on the part of the House. | 
JOHN SHERMAN, } 
JNO. P. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, | 


Mr. MorGayn. Mr. President, I feel that this day is to be a crisis in the ques- | 
tion of the currency of the people of the United States. As much so, in respect 
of the demonetization of silver and the confining ofthe coin currency of the 
United States to the single gold standard and issue, as was the 12th of Febru 
ary, the day ofthe passage ofthe act of 1873. I do not know but that the effect of | 
the vote that is to be taken to-day upon this conference report, if it should result | 
in the adoption of it, will really be more fatal to the prospects of silver coinage 
in the future than the act of 1873, for that act struck at the producers of silver 
and caused them to bestir themselves to try to redeem the lost ground which 
it took from under their feet. 
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notes at the bullion valne, say $4,000,000, for the sake of gument, pe ynth 
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in coin, gold or silver, at the discretion of the Secretary, and we kn hen 
we consider the history of every Secretary of the lreasury) r the last twenty- 
five years what discretion means with regard to silver coin. We know that it 
means gold; and therefore the holders of those Treasury tes can get gold for 
the $4,000,000 of silver bullion purchased by the Government. Not a dollar of 
silver is putin circulation; and those notes when so redeemed may be reissued 
and with the same Treasury notes the Secretary may buy the next four and 
a half million ounces of silver to be treated in the same way 
The whole transaction is to be on such terms as the Secretary of the Treasu! 
shall prescribe, and so the transaction, like the stone of Sisyphus, goes round 
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I find, sir, thatthe extremest advocates of silveron the other side of the Cham- 
ber, whose lead I have followed in all this silver discussion, and whose judg- 
ment I confided in, have consented to the passage of a bill that will give us less 
silver coinage than the present law, which secures $2,000,000 worth per month, 
I find that under the operation of this bill the lion and the lamb have lain down 
together, and, as usual, the lamb is inside of the lion Laughter I find that 
Wall street andthe extreme friends of silver have compromised, and have ad- 
justed amicably and in the spirit of the utmost friendship their public differ- 
ences on this great financial question by the absolute surrender of the defend- 
ant and his agreement to pay all the costs. That is the way the compromise 
seems to me to have been brought about 

os * * * * * 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the que ip ree- 
ing tothe report of the committee of confe nce The veas and 4 is 
been ordered, the Secretary will call the roll 

The Secretary proceeded to call the rol! 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 2 is follows 

Y EAS—39 

Aldrich I 3, MeMilla Sanders 
Allen, I Mandersor Sawyer 
Allison, F Mitche Sherma 
Biair Frye, Mood Spooner 
Casey, Hawley Pettigrew, Squire 
Cullom, Higgins, Pierce Stewart 
Davis, Hiscock, Plat Stockbridge 
Dawes, Hoar, Piuo Wash! 
Dixon, Ingalls, Power vi ott 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Qua 

All Republicans. 

N AY 

Barbour, Colquitt \ , 
Bate Daniel hk Vanes 
Blackburn, Faulkner, MePhe Vest 
Call, Gibson : Vv oorhees 
Carlisle, Gorman, Pug Walth 
Cockrell Hampton Rans 
Coke, Harris R 

All Democrats 

So the report was cc i i i 

* * . - * * 
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\ ] ps ¥),000 in the Treasury every year, according tothe value 
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silver men on this floor in the coinage of silver. 
as I pointed out before, a provision to per- 
ding in circulation at the coining value of the bull- 


simply abandoned the legal ratio on which to issue the note and 
gold standard, and the gentleman from 


our waiting until France agrees to free coinage! 


18 


vents come to our assistance with free coinage. 
irseives now and have been and will be, and if we wait 
il agreements, such as this bill looks to, we may wait for 


gold ratio to keep up t 
Maine |Mr,. D1 KY| knows it 
Now, the idea of 
does look to that, and I denounce it for that 
i ica 18 to ple Up bu 
wait nt othe vern 
are able to take careof ot 
for these internation 
a century It is the 


t that ratio, and we will be compelled to do that. 
operate with us, th 
to go to hers. 
oof 16tol 
s in the interest of the gold standard, 


we 


rati 


to our ratio as 
nape at the 
ri whole bil 

murder of silver 


abandoning it 


wi 


“ Vote!" on the Republican side. 
Mr. Concer. I call for a vote 
The SPEAKER 

< I itee. 

Mr. Concer. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken 

Adanis, Dalzell, 

Alle Mich. Darlington, 

Anderson, Kans Dingley, 

Atk on, Pa Dolliver, 

Al m, W.Va Dorsey 

B Dunnell 

Bar Farquhar, 

Bartine Featherston 

Bayne 

Beck w 

Be 

Re 

I Funston, 

Bow n Gear, 

Brew Gest, 

Brosius Gifford, 

Brow Grosvenor, 

Bus N. J Haugen 

Burt Henderson, Ill. 

Cald we Hienderson, lowa 

Canno Hermann 

Carts Hill, 

Caswell Hitt 

Cheadle Hopkins 

Cogs we Houk, 

Cole al Kelley 

Co ck, Kennedy, 

Cx Ketcham, 

or Kinsey, 

Coo} Ohio Lacey 

Cut t La Follette, 
All Republicans 

Abbott Bland, 

Allen, Miss Blount 


ive redeemed 
force of the argument 


at is all right. 


The bill 


lion there and no longer coin it, so that we may 


We 


duty of the American Congress to declare this ratio and to 


If France wants to co- 


We have as much right to ask that she come 


The whole bill is intended to postpone free 


The whole bill isa 


It is giving up the fight for silver at a fixed ratio of 16 to 1, 


| issuing notes that, if they are ever presented to be redeemed, 


in gold and not in silver; and gentlemen can nut escape the 


Applause « 


yn the Democratic side, and cries of ** Vote!”’ 


he question is upon agreeing to the report of the conference 


And upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 


Anderson, Miss 


Bankhead, 
Barwig, 





Boatner, 


and there were 
YEAS—122. 


Laidlaw, 
Laws, 
Lehlbach, 
McComas, 
McCord, 
McCormick, 
McDuffie, 
McKenna, 
Moffitt, 
Morey, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Mudd, 
Niedringhaus, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Owen, Ind. 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Peters 
Pickler, 


Post 


Quackenbush, 


Raines 
Ray, 

Reed, Iowa 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 

Rox kwell, 


NAYS—. 


Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brunner, 


Breckinridge, Ark. Buchanan, Va 
, 


Breckinridge 


Bullock, 


yeas 122, nays 99; as follows: 


Rowell, 
Russell, 

Seull, 
Simonds, 
Smith, Tl. 
Smith, W. Va, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, E B. 
Taylor, Ill. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo, 
Townsend, Pa, 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Walker, Mass. 
Wallace, N. Y. 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wright, 
Yardley. 


Bynum, 
Candler, Ga. 
Carlton, 
Catchings, 
Chipman, 





JULY 12, 





McRae Sayers 





Mut hie 2. Shively, 
Norton, Stewart, Tex 
Oates, Stockdale, 
O’Neall, Ind, Stone, Ky. 
€ O'Neil, Mass, Stone, M 
Lanham, Owens, Ohio Tillman 
Davidsc Lawler, Parrett, Tracey 
Dibble, Lester, Va. Paynter, Venable, 
Dockery, Lewis, Peel, Wheeler, Ala, 
Dunphy Maish, Penington, Whitthorne, 
| Elliott, Martin, Ind, Pierce, Wike, 
Ellis, Martin, Tex. Price, Willeox, 
EKnloe, McAdoo, Q n Williams, I 
F an, McClammy, I y Wilson, W. Va. 
Forney McClellan, Robertson, Yoder 
Goodnight, McCreary, Rogers 
Hayes, MeMillin, Rus 


All Democrats. 

So the bill passe d, 

Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. BLAND. 
be given. 

Mr. BREWER. 
single remark. 


Mr. Speaker-—— 
I ask unanimous consent that general leave to print 


Before that request is granted I desire to make a 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, com- 
municated to the House a resolution requesting the return to the Sen- 
ate of the bill (S. 3796) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Racine, in the State of Wis- 
consin. 

THE 


SILVER BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). The gen- 
tleman from Arkansas { Mr. MCRAE] asks consent to extend his remarks 
in the REcorpD. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will not object if the gentleman will allow me 
to ask him a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
kansas has expired. 

Mr. CASWELL. Iask that the resolution which has just come from 
the Senate be taken up and adopted. There can be no objection to it. 
It merely requests that the House return a bill to the Senate. 

Mr. BREWER. I object to anything being done until this question 
of consent to print in the RECORD is settled. 

A MEMBER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. BREWER. Am I recognized ? 

Mr. MCRAE. I donot think there will be any objection to allowing 
a member who has made a speech to extend it in the Recorp. That 
has never been objected to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. McRAE. We understood there would be general leave to print 
on this subject. 

Mr. BLAND. The timeallowed for debate on this bill is very short; 
and I do not think there can be any objection to allowing any gentle- 
man to printremarks in the Recorp. I think such consent should be 
given. I make that request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND] asks unanimous consent that gentlemen may extend their re- 
marks in the RECORD 

Mr. BLAND. Or may print remarks, 
eral leave to print. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. CRISP. I ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to 
postpone that request for the present, because the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. RoGEers] who made the objection before, and who was 
obliged to leave the Hall for a few moments, asked that if this request 
be renewed, action upon it be deferred until his return. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair isinformed that the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERs] withdrew his objection. 

Mr. CRISP. When the gentleman comes back he can withdraw his 
objection, but during his absence I must object, in accordance with 
the understanding I had with him. 

Mr. MORROW. I wish to say that the gentleman from Arkansas, 
when about to retire from the Hall, said to me that he would make no 
objection to granting leave to print. 

Mr. CRISP. The only trouble is that he asked me to object to the 
request if renewed during his absence, and I told him I would do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that until 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGrers] withdraws his objection 
in person the request can not be entertained. The gentleman from 
Missouri [ Mr. BLAND] is recognized to control the time on his side of 
the House. 

Mr. BLAND. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. WILLIAMs]. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT RACINE, WIS. 


Mr. CASWELL. Before the gentleman from Illinois proceeds I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution just received from the Senate, 
asking the return of a bill, may be considered, 


The time of the gentleman from Ar- 


The regular order is called for. 





I ask that there may be gen- 


anna ean ie 

















The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE SENATI * THe UNITED Sra 

( 1, Thatt Secretary be directed t ju t H 
tives to return to the Senate ti S » | f t 
site and the erection of a public building t n at Racine, t Ss 
Wisconsin. 

The SPEAKER ; fempore. Without objection, this } 
turned to the Senate as requested. The Chair hears no t 1 
it is so ordered 

THE SIL\ 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gent in from iliinois | Mr. 
WILLIAMS | is recognized tor twenty minutes 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Iline Mr. § ike | t 1 
me I can only state a few ot my re ‘ ot 
tion of this report. I was not surprised t t ul the ¢ 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Me ir RI« 1 
to cut off debate on this conference report ar sb ! 
this House under gagrule. It has been the eR 
to stifle debate upon the silver question every time it has come before 
this Congress. The House remembers the contents of the} D 
upon this question and the amendment to that bill adopted | 
penate, 

When the Honse bill was returned here with a free-coinage ams 
ment this side of the Houst endeavored to concur in the Se 
amendment and pass a free-coinage bill, but the Speaker and his 
Republican majority in this House sent the bill back to the Committee 
on Coinage, which was well known to be nst free coinage I 





Republican members of that committee reported the bill back to th 
House with the recominendation that the House should not agree to 
the free-coinage amendment. So when the question to concur in tl 
finally came before the House it was voted d 
and free coinage was defeated by the Republican side of this Cham): 
It is true a few Eastern Democrats voted against the amendment 
and a few Republicans voted for it, but the most of the Republicans 


Senate amendment 





who voted tor the free-coinage amendment waited till the second 
roll-call, and when they saw the amendment would be def l, wit 
the consent of the Speaker, they voted for free coinage with the hop 
that it might help them some among their constituents. m0 





of these gentlemen up to this time had voted to defeat the consid 
tion of a free-coinage bill at every opportunity, and would hay 


voted against the Senate amendment if their votes had been neede 
to defeat it. After the House had voted to non-concur in the Senate 


amendment a conference committee was appointed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I understand it was the duty of these conferee: 
to confine themselves to matters of disagreement between the two 
Houses. The bill passed by the House provided that the Treasury 
notes should be a legal tender for all debts, public and private, with- 
out any exception, and the bill passed by the Senate contained a 
similar provision, and there was no disagreement between the two 


Houses on this point, and I claim the conferees had no right of their | : 
own motion to change this part of the bill in violation of the vote of | 


the two Houses on that question. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, the bill which passed the House provided for 
free coinage when silver reached a parity with gold, and the free- 
coinage bill passed by the Senate included that provision; that is, 
both Houses had agreed to free coinage when silver should reach a 
parity with gold. 


this House, struck out section 6 of House bill, which provided for 
free coinage when silver reached a parity with gold; and the confer- 
ence bill makes no provision for the use of silver if it should at any 
time go above par. This is a confession by the conferees that they 
do not expect this bill to increase the value of silver to a parity wit! 
gold. 

Now, as to the bill submitted by the conference committee. 
us look at it for a moment. 
Secretary of the Treasury shall purchase 4,500,000 ounces of silver, 
‘‘or so much thereof as may be offered,” in cach month, at the 
market price, not exceeding $1 for 371.25 
issue in payment for such silver Treasury notes of the United States, 
which are made a legal tender for all debts, public and private, ex- 
cept when otherwise provided in the contract, and are redeemable 
in coin. The bill also provides that the Secretary shall cause to be 


Let 


But so eager were these conferees to demonetize | 
silver that they of their own motion, and regardless of the vote of 


This conference bill provides that the | 


grains of pure silver, and | 


coined of this silver $2,000,000 per month until July 1, 1891, and re- | 


eals the present law authorizing the coinage of standard silver dol- 
ars. 

It will be observed that the Secretary of the Treasury by this bill 
is not required to purchase each month 4,500,000 ounces of silver, but 
only ‘‘so much thereof as may be offered in each month.” Now, if 
the holders of silver bullion for any cause should determine to hold 


their silver for one, two, or three months with the hope of a better | 


rice and during that time would not sell to the Secretary at what 
e should determine to be the market price during this time, the p 





chase of silver by the Secretary would be suspended and there would 
be no increase of our currency under this law, and if, at the end of 
three months, the holders of silver should decide to sell, the Secre- 
tary could then purchase but 4,500,000 ounces for the first month ; 
that is, he could not make up the loss occasioned by the three months 


suspension, Why does the bill not also provide that 54,000,000 
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take over 500 grains of standard silver to constitute a dollar under 


the proposed bill. I regret, Mr. Speaker, to see silver thus robbed 
of its monetary function at this very hour when there is almost a 
universal demand by the people that we anon restore to silver 
all those privileges acc rded to old, plac ing one upon an equality 


th the other, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to read from newspapers, but for 
the benefit of my distinguished friend from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN ], 
who spoke in favor of tliis bill and is going to support this bill, as 
he says, because it isa great advance towards free coinage—now for 
his benetit I wish to read frém his colleague in the Senate, Mr. 
Dourn, agold-standard Senator. 
in discussing this bill in the Senate, said: 


Mr. President, I intend to vote for this measure. I vote for it because I con 
sider it as different from the free coinage of silver as nightis from day. I think 
the conferees did well to make haste to report such a measure, for it is pretty gen 
erally understood that a disagreement of the conferees might have led to the pas- 
sage of a free-coinage bill. I vote forthis measure for a very different reason from 
that which has been given by some Senators for supporting it, namely, that it is 
an approach to free co nage 

On the contrary, this bill distinctly announces the fact that it is the intention 


of Congress by the bill to maintain the present standard, the gold standard. 


I would advise my friend from Oregon not to circulate any of the 
Senator’s speeches in his district. 

While the gold advocates are declaring that a free-coinage bill will 
pass unless this conference report is agreed to and while, as every 
one knows, the sentiment for free coinage is becoming stronger 
among the people every hour, wesee the sad spectacle in this. Honse 
of the Republican free-coinage members surrendering their convic- 
tions, sacrificing the interests of their constituents, and shamefully 
submitting to the threats of the President and the Secretary of the 
Treasury announced upon this floor. 

The gentleman from Maine called for evidence to show that Wall 
street was having anything to do with this question. I now read 
from the distinguished Republican Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] who, in speaking upon this conference bill and following 
Senator DoLru, said: 


Mr. President, the Senator knows that there was noopportunity for free coinage. 
He gave his vote against it. He knew very well that the other House, afteracon 
test memorable, unequaled, and unheard of in this country, had determined that a 
free-cuinage bill should not pass. He knew there bad been no such ¢ xhibition on 
this continent as was made in the other House of the power of Wall street domi 
nating that body; and he knew, as he knows it now, that there is not a ghost of a 
chance for free coinage at this session of Congress, and that there will not be until 
the people are heard from, and until they change the House of Representatives, 
as I have no doubt they will do at the next opportunity 


This is a Republican speaking of the domination of Wall street in 
this Republican House of Representatives. I commend that proph- 
esy to my distinguished friend from Iowa [Mr. none who has 
been prophesying some to-day. A Republican Senator tells us that 
the people need pot expect free coinage until there is a change in 
the House of Representatives, and he has no doubt such change will 
be made at the nextelection. Thisis poor consolation to Republicans 
representing close districts. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. With pleasure. 

Mr. KELLEY. Does he think that state of affairs wi!l be brought 
about by selecting snch Democrats as voted against free coinage 
when they had the opportunity to vote for it the other day ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. We are not going to elect that kind 
of Democrats. 

Mr. KELLEY. If the gentleman will allow me, the Republicans 
may do the electing. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Llinois. The Democrats we propose to increase 
our majority with from Kansas, Iowa, and other Western States 
will be for free coinage of silver, will talk for it and vote for it, and 
not talk for it and vote against it, as most of the free-coinage Re- 
publicans have done in this Congress. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if we needed any more evidence that Wall 
street dominates in this House, what more is necessary than to no- 
tice the appointment of the conference committee on the part of the 
House? 

Sir, when it became time to appoint this committee, which was to 
agree upon and form a bill for the people upon this important ques- 
tion, what was done’ The Speaker of this House ——, upon 
this committee the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER], 
who had recently declared in a speech upon this floor that more 
money for the country meant more misery, and he was chosen to 
legislate for the people who were demanding more money. 

While the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. CONGER] and the gentleman 
trom Illinois [Mr. CANNON] were reviewing the grand record of the 
Republican party on the finance of the country, they did not point 
to the public-credit act of 1869, which changed the character of our 
bonds and made them payable in coin. That infamous act in the in- 
terest of the bond-holders, and which added to the indebtedness of 
the people over $600,000,000, is a part of the grand record of the 
Republican party. They did not point to the secret and vicious act 
of 1873 which demonetized silver; this belongs to the record of the 
G. O. P. Nor did they refer to the fact that a Republican President 
in 1878 vetoed a bill providing for the free coinage of silver. I might 
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refer to others, but these three acts of oppression to the Ameri- 
can people form three bright stars in the crown of the Republican 
party. 

While boasting of the grand record which you have made, turn 
your eyes upon the present de presse d condition of the country and 
behold the sad results of your class legislation upon the finance and 
the tariff for the past twenty-five years. Yes, Mr. Speaker, the Re- 
publicans changed our Government bonds and made them payable in 
coin, and the present Secretary of the Treasury has lately declared 
in his report that these bonds are payable in gold. I read from his 


| report, on page 56: 
Mr. Doupu, a Republican Senator, | 


Onur bank currency is based upon Uni 


ted States bonds, the principal and inter- 
est of which are payable in gold. 


It must be remembered that he is here making an argument 
against the further coinage of silver, and when he says our bonds 
are payable in gold he means gold alone, and not gold and silver. 
As I have stated before in this House and as every member knows, 
these bonds, to which the Secretary refers, are, by their terms and 
by the law under which they were issued, payable in coin, gold or 
silver. Then, why, Mr. Speaker, does the present Secretary of the 
Treasury publish to this House and the country that which is not 
true? Why does he persist in misrepresenting the terms of these 
bonds? Is it to justify his course in paying the interest on these 
bonds in gold alone? For what purpose does he seek to deceive the 
people on this question ? 

There is no positive requirement iu this bill that any silver will 
be coined after July 1, 1891. How much do you suppose the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury will coin after that? Let us see what he has 
to say in behalf of the silver dollar. I read from page 50 of his 
report: 

The continued coinage of the silver dollar, at a constantly increasing monthly 
quota, is a disturbing element in the otherwise excellent financial condition of 


the country and a positive hinderance to any international agreement looking to 
the free coinage of both metals at a fixed ratio. 


And this is the oflicer in whose hands this bill places so much dis- 
cretion over our silver currency, an oflicer who would wipe every 
silver dollar from the fate of the earth if he had it in his power to 
do 80. 

Mr. Speaker, the passage of this bill will disappoint the people, 
and its consequences, I fear, will only tend to discredit silver and 
postpone free coinage in this country. I hope the Republicans upon 
this floor who pretend to be in favor of free coinage will not be de- 
ceived by this measure. I appeal to you not to surrender to Wall 
street the rights of the people you represent, but stand by your guns to 
the end and we will win this fight. We have had but one conference. 
We have often had two or three on questions much less important 
than this. Under the rules we can not amend or change this confer- 
ence bill in any particular, but must accept or reject it just as it comes 
from the committee. Let us vote it down and appoint a new con- 
ference committee. They might give us a better bill, and they could 
not give us a worse one, and in the mean time the growing sentiment 
of the country upon this question might move the President of the 
United States, the Secretary of the Treasury, and even shake the 
distinguished Speaker of this House in his firm convictions against 
free coinage. 

The people have been studying this question; they know some- 
thing about it, and will not be satisfied with this bill, which virtu- 
ally demonetizes silver. As Ihave already remarked, most of our 
Government bonds are payable in coin, gold or silver, and you can 
not use a single dolar of these Treasury notes in paying the interest 
or principal of these bonds. Let us so legislate upon this question 
that the money we produce may be a legal tender for all purposes, 
without any exceptions, and may be used to pay.the bondholder as 
well as the poorest citizen of the Republic. And the bondholder 
will be made to understand that silver is money as well as gold. If 
this Government desires the people to have confidence in silver 
money, the Government itself must show by its own acts that it has 
confidence in silver. And with the interest of the bondholder and 
the strong hand of the Government on the side of silver instead of 
against it, you will see it come to a parity with gold and remain 
there. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 

ired. 

: Mr. ROGERS. Some time ago when unanimous consent was asked 
to print remarks in the Recorp I objected. I withdraw that objection 
so far as to permission for those who have occupied the floor to extend 
their remarks. 

Mr. CONGER. 

Mr. BLAND. 
[Mr. SHIVELY]. 


{[Mr. SHIVELY withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous consent that gentle- 
men may extend their remarks in the REcoRD on this subject. 

Mr. CONGER. It was the gentleman from Arkansas that asked 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen desiring to 


I object. 
I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
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print remarks on this bill in the Recorp may have permission to 
do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that gentlemen may extend their remarks in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. BLAND. 
this subject. 

Mr. ROGERS. I am perfectly willing that those gentlemen who 
have addressed the House may extend their remarks; but I will object 
to unanimous consent beyond that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that the 
gentlemen who have addressed the House may extend their remarks 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. 
given. 

Mr. ROGERS. That suits me better, anyway. 

Mr. BLAND. Ivyield five minutes to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, after listening to those 
gentlemen on the other side who are trying to explain and give their 





My request was for general leave to print remarks on 


> 


I will object unless general leave can be 


reasons for voting for this conference report, I would commend tothem | 
the caution of Senator BLAIR, who said in the Senate that he was going | 


to vote for it, but that he wanted it distinctly understood that he would 
never, in the Senate or elsewhere, undertake to explain or give a rea- 
son for so doing. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I want to say to those gentlemen who represent the 
silver-producing section of the country, who are the champions of sil- 
ver as silver, that we think they have acted in bad faith toward us, 
the friends of silver as money. They pretended to be for free coinage, 
and when with our help they could have had free coinage, and the 
gold-standard men becamescared and bought them off by giving them, 
as they think, a market for theirsilver by requiring the Government to 
purchase and store away their bullion, they deserted us. We are not 
championing the cause of silver as a commodity to be stored in ware- 
houses. We are no more for silver as a mere commodity than we are 
for any other of our products. We believe silver should be coined into 
money just as gold is, but you desert us on this issue, and let silver as 
a money go tothe ‘‘demnition bowwows.’’ [Laughter.] You think 


enemies of silver money, and leave the real friends of free coinage in 
the lurch. 


The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ] paraded before the House | 


here to-day the record of the financial policy of the Republican party, 
and he says that every step in the financial history of this country for 
the last thirty years has been work of the Republican party. 
heard him and others boast of this fact here several times before. 

Now, the issues are being made up for the campaign this fall and let 
them be well understood. Let the statement of the gentleman from 


I have 


Illinois be accepted as true with the exception of the partial remone- | 


tization of silver which was a Democratic measure. Let it be under- 
stood that it was the Republican party that robbed the people of this 
country and enriched the bondholders by making their bonds that 
were payable in any of the lawful money of the United States payable 
in coin, and then afterward extended the robbery by making them 
payable in gold. Let the Republican party have the credit of demon- 
etizing silver in 1873, the greatest financial crime of this Government 
in this or any other age. It has been your financial policy that has 
gathered in and hoarded in the Treasury hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars, almost one-third of our entire circulating medium, that should 
have been and should be now in circulation. 

Yes, it is the financial policy of the Republican party that has foreed 
upon the country the necessity for going into the market and purchas- 
ing its own bonds ata premium of from 27 to 30 per cent. 


financial policy of the Republican party that has made possible the | 


condition of things we have in thiscountry to-day, with half the wealthof 
the whole country in the hands of twenty thousand men as against 
about sixty-four millions owning the other half. 

I want it understood that you gentlemen claim credit for all this, 
and then let the people say this fall whether or not they want that pol- 
icy continued. Your financial policy has caused more distress and de- 
spair among deserving people in this country, it has sent more people 
to bed hungry, and has given us the great problem of aggregated 
that is one of the most threatening problems we have to deal with. If 
the people want more of this, let them have it and continue the Ke- 
publican party in power. 

One other thing I want the people to understand when they come to 
pass on your record. You propose by this bill to put in circulation, 
you say, $70,000,000 per annum of Treasury notes, and you know very 
well banks and bankers will have the most of this money at tax-pay- 
ing time, and yet it is non-taxable. All the poor man has is taxable, 
for what he has is not in Treasury notes, but his horse, his cow, his 
pig, his home, if he has one—all he has is taxed—but this $70,0 
per annum, if you put it out at all, is to be free from taxation. That 
is part of your financial policy. Explain that to the people this fall ; 
give them some satisfactory reason why money should be exen 
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from taxation when everything they have has to bear that burden. Is 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


It is the | 


ted | 
py | 








it not time money was coming in for ] LX It } 
interest but pays no taxes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman kindly point out that clause 
in the bill which provides that this money shall not be t 1 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Yes, sir; the clause whicl 
Treasury notes and the statute which makes Treasury not ‘ 


able. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Will you read it in the bill 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. It has bh 


rk 


from Missouri [Mr. BLAND 

Mr. CUTCHEON There is no such prov 1 in this bill rl 
gentleman is talking in the air. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Do you dispute that the re T 


ury notes, and that they are non-taxable under the law 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I want you to point the provision in the bill 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I say they are ‘‘ Treasury 1 
the statute makes ‘' Treasury notes’’ non-taxable. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. The Treasury notes commonly called greenbacks 
are evidences of indebtedness, and they have be« 


n held by the Supr 
Court and by every authority to be non-taxable. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. These notes to be issued under th 
bill are denominated Treasury notes, and by law Treasury not 
non-taxable by States or municipalities. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But there are Treasury notes, and then there 
are other Treasury notes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. These Treasury notes are only p 


ises to redeem in silver. 
[ Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. CONGER. How much time is remaining, Mr. Speak 
The SPEAKER pro tempore 


There is one hour left on the side of 








those who favor the report of the conference committee, and three 
minutes on the side of those who are opposed to it. 

Ir. CONGER. Then I will reserve my time until the opposition 
exhausts its remaining three minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempoi The gentleman from Missouri [ Mt 


BLAND] has three minutes remaining 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 


; OATES] wished to occupy a few minutes, and I would yield my re- 
you have a market for your bullion and you make terms with the | 





maining three minutes to him if he were present, but Ido not see him 
in the Hall. Perhaps the gentleman from Iowa will give him a littl 
| time when he comes in. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes; the gentleman from Alabama can hat 
time when he comes in. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I wish the gentleman would yield 
me just a minute while I read the act which makes th } D 

! taxable. 

Mr. BLAND. I yield my three minutes to the gentleman from 

| Mississippi. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. This is the acé Tune 39, 1864 

And all bonds, Treasury notes, and other obliga i , 
shall be exempt from taxation by or under State or muni : ! 

Mr. BLAND. I want tosay, Mr. Speaker, that I read that statu 
here awhile ago. It isas plainascan be. These notes to! ed 

| under this bill are Treasury notes, and Treasury notes are exempt fro 
taxation. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, But is that provision in this bill 

Mr. BLAND. No; it i reneral law wh yve 1 
notes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It referred, I take it, to Treasnry 1 
existence and not to these new ones. 

Mr. BLAND. It does not say Treasury notes t i 
It says ‘‘ Treasury notes.”’ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Well, my friend from Missouri exhibits ratl 
remarkable spectacle. He says he wants cheap money, and 
blames us for giving him cheap money—he wants it taxed 
ter. | 

| Mr. BLAND. You present rather a remarkable spectacle, in ich 
| as you are rushing a bill through here without knowing w ) 
tains or what it means. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We think we understand it 

Mr. BLAND. We know you do not. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I yield now to the gent 
Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR} 

| Mr. GROSVENOR withholds his remar] r re 
pendix. | 

Mr. CONGER. I n yield 
Missouri [Mr. NIEDRINGHAI 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAU I id to 

ny time on this very important tion; but e the g 
who has the bill in chars been so kind as to accord to me 
minutes, I think perhaps that my constituency are entitled not only t 
know as to what way I vote, but also the facts that influence 1 
on this question 

I consider the conference bill reported to the House, and 1 


| consideration, as the wisest measure that could be p! ied 
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terest of the whole people of the United States, as it provides for an in- 
crease of money circulation upon an honest basis. I represent a dis- 
irict which is composed largely of working people, of wage-earners, and 
[ will ask the gentlemen upon the other side of the House, if these 
eople work hard and honestly for six days in the week, if the pro- 
ducer or the farmer offers honest goods, whether they are not entitled 
to an honest, 100-cents dollar? 
Mr. BLAND. Will my colleague inform me what he means by an 
10onest dollar 
Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS, 
| Lau liter. 
Mi LAND. One hundred cents of what—paper ? 
NIEDRINGHAUS. Well, you are a better talker than I am; 


I have just told you, a 100-cents dollar. 


you have been here longer than I, and you know what 100 cents means. 
Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman will permit me to tell him what I 
mea, | would say an honest dollar of 4124 grains. 


Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. 
y ield, 

Now, it has been stated by my friend on the other side that a silver 
dollar will buy as much as a gold dollar. Why? It is because of the 
guaranty of the Government, and when we speak of the Government 
we mean the concentrated will, power, and force of the people standing 
behind it. Or, in other words, my friends contend that the Govern- 
ment or the people at this time should step in and guaranty to the 
miners of this country a dollar for 80 cents. Now, lcontend, my friend 
and colleague from Missouri, that if your constituency and mine had this 
silver bullion stored up in their cellars, then they might get the benefit 
I have never claimed nor do I now 


Well, say 100 copper cents. I can not 


if we both voted for free coinage. 
claim that by legislation or enactment we can create values. If the 
Government stamp and guaranty make 80 cents worth 100, we may 
as well extend the same principle to its utmost limit and use leather 
checks or paper and stamp them dollars by the same process and to 
the same effect. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will you yield for a question ? 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. Well, you know you are all better posted 
than I am, and I have but a few minutes; thatis, you are better posted 
in tactics upon this floor, but asa business man I propose to speak about 
lacts. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to ask you about facts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. ENLOE, Well, ask him if he will yield to me for a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has declined to be in- 
teri upted. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. The people are not easily deceived, and 
the time is coming when even the farmers (who are not idiots), gentle- 
men, can understand that if they furnish good materials they ought 
to have good money in payment for it. They will also understand 
that if you demand that one industry (the silver industry) shall be 
guarantied an indemnity or be paid a premium of 20 per cent. upon 
its product the people must pay it. 

Now, I am a miner myself, and I am very thankful to my friend 
and colleague from Missouri for the pains he has taken in trying to 
help a good friend to make a few dollars to which he is not entitled at 
this tir.e. But the people are interested in honest money, and this 
bill gives it to them. 

I have already stated that by legislation values could not be created, 
still wise measures, as this bill will prove itself to be, will tend to 
advance the price of silver. The market quotation of silver bullion 
shows that the very anticipation of this proposed measure has already 
advanced the price more than 10 per cent., and the day may not be far 
distant when, to the relief of the mining States,silver will be on a parity 
with gold, brought about by the safe and unquestionable plan proposed 
by the Republican party in this bill; and therefore I shall vote for it. 

Mr. CONGER. I now yield to the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, as the representative of a Western 
constituency, and as a representative of a constituency that believes in 
tlie free and unlimited coinage of silver, I give to this measure my hearty 
indorsement and support; it is because I believe that practically it 
brings to the people of the United States all that free coinage would 
bring, without bringing with it the embarrassment that many antici- 
pate would follow a free-coinage measure. 

This bill proposes, in effect, that 54,000,000 ounces of pure silver 
shall be purchased each year by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
shall be put into circulation in the form of legal-tender Treasury notes, 
which Treasury notes, for business and commercial purposes, are more 
desirable than the standard silver dollar. These 54,000,000 ounces of 
silver represent at current prices to-day $58,050,000; and as the price 
of silver sdvances, the amount required to purchase it necessarily in- 
creases, and thus the volume of the currency becomes more and more; 
and if silver reaches parity with gold, it will cost $69,420,000 to pur- 
chase the silver bullion that this law directs shall be purchased each 
year by the Secretary of the Treasury. So that under the provisions 
of this bill we get, at present prices, added to our currency, $58,050,000, 
less the amount that is put into circulation under the present coinage 
act, and as the price advances we get the additional amount. 

But notwithstanding this we find our friends upon the other side of 
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the House, who profess to believe in free coinage, or who profess to be- 
lieve that the people of the country need more money, opposing this 
bill. How they can reconcile their assertions, how they can reconcile 
their statements and the representations that they have made during 
the course of this Congress with their present position, I can not un- 
derstand. It will be for them to explain to their constituents and to 
the country. 

This bill, as has been explained by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
CoNGER], releases $70,000,000 now tied up by legislation in the Treas- 
ury and puts that amount into circulation; and each year it adds to 
the volume of our currency the amount that is provided in addition 
thereto. Yet we find the gentlemen upon the other side of the House 
opposing it because it does not provide for what they technically call 
free and unlimited coinage. 

The inconsistency of their position has been well stated by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR]. They profess to believe that as 
a people we want more money. They profess to believe that the cur- 
rency that is in circulation is not sufficient for the purposes of the coun- 
try, for business and commercial purposes; that its inadequate and in- 
sufficient volume is working to the detriment and to the prejudice of 
the people, and notwithstanding this assertion, when they have the 
opportunity to vote for a bill that unlocks from the Treasury $70,000,- 
C00, and adds thereto the great amount that will be put into circula- 
tion by the provisions of this bill, every one of them stands in oppo- 
sition toit. It is in keeping with their opposition to the pension leg- 
islation. It is in keeping with their opposition to every national 
measure that has been of benefit to and that has deeply concerned the 
people of this country during the past twenty-five years. They are 
great in professions, they are great in asseverations, but when it comes 
to practical legislation we see them standing as obstructionists and ob- 
jectors to every practical measure that has received the attention of 
the American Congress for the last quarter of a century or more. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not now. My time is tooshort. They have op- 
posed pension legislation, they have opposed all these measures that 
have been brought to the attention of the House in the interests of the 
people, and their reason for doing so, as they have expressed it, is be- 
cause it did not go to the extreme that they desired. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have not the time in the five minutes allowed 
me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas declines 
to yield. 

Mr. PERKINS. They have professed great sympathy and love for 
the old soldiers, and yet a majority of their members have opposed and 
voted against every general pension bill passed since the close of the 
war in the interest of those who wore the blue and defended their 
country against treason and rebellion, and if we do not admire their 
lack of sincerity, we must acknowledge their consistency as the repre- 
sentatives of their party here to-day. 

Last year the entire output-of the American silver mines was only 
50,000,000 ounces in round numbers, and this was the greatest yield 
in the history of our country. From this it can be seen that the pend- 
ing measure proposes that the Secretary of the Treasury shall buy each 
month the entire output of the American mines and more, leaving 
nothing for the arts and for manufacturing purposes, and shall put it 
into circulation in the form of United States Treasury notes, which 
shall be legal tender for all purposes, thus adding largely to the volume 
of our currency and responding to the prayers and aspirations of the 
people, and yet we find our Democratic friends organized against it 
and doing what they can to defeat this wise and patriotic legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, we all remember their record during the recent Demo- 
cratic Administration. We all remember how as obstructionists they 
opposed their own measures, and how as a party they put themselves 
in antagonism to the wishes and demands of the people. We remem- 
ber that then, as now, many of them professed to be the friends of silver, 
but to prove their sincerity and consistency attended the St. Louis con- 
vention, and with acclamation and unanimity renominated for Presi- 
dential honors the man who had denounced silver, and who with a 
mailed hand had attempted to suspend its coinage and to destroy the 
little in circluation; and in keeping with their action at St. Louis, and 
in keeping with the attitude of their Administration, they stand to-day 
upon the floor of this House and oppose this bill which proposes to 
give to the people of the country within the next twelve months from 
$120,000,000 to $140,000,000 more than they have at presént, lighten- 
ing their burdens and adding to their prosperity, and which bill gives 
to the Government of the United States, the people, the benefit of the 
seigniorage instead of giving it to the mine-owners and bullion-produc- 
ers, as free coinage would do as conditions are to-day. Notwithstand- 
ing Democratic opposition, let us pass this bill to-day and do our duty 
to our constituents and to the people of the nation, and we will find an 
approving conscience in their good and in their renewed prosperity. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CONGER. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TOWNSEND]. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to ask the gentleman from Kansas when he 
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got back to the monometallist crow 1, 


and ‘‘ Print your question !’’ on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CONGER. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from C 
rado [Mr. TOWNSEND]. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. 


Cries of ‘* Regular ord 
7 





Mr. Speaker, I suppose there « 


be no question but that every one who knows anything about the sen 
timent of the western part of this country realizes the fact that the 


people of the State which I have the honor to represent are in favor 
the free coinage of silver. 1am in favor of the free coinage of silv 
the free and unrestricted coinage of silver. 


I do not believe that the 


silver question will be settled or that its discussion will be stopped 


until we have free coinage. But, 
House we can not get free coinage. 
yond question. 

Now, sir, this bill as it comes from the conference committe enlar 


the use of silver by increasing the amount purchased by the Gover 


ment by 2,500,000 ounces every month. 


r, we have ascertained that in tl 


doubt that proposition goes in the direction of free coinage, because 


enlarges the use of silver. Iam in favor of everything that go« 
the direction of free coinage, and if those on the other side who 
fess to be for free coinage are in favor of going in that direction it se¢ 
that the logical and only consistent course for them to pursue is 
vote for this conference report. 

Mr. ENLOE. How did the gentleman find out that we 
get free coinage? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. 
tleman for interruptions. A number of gentlemen on this side of 
other side in this matter, and just so long as it was assumed that 


position we took was of a merely political character, and that it, | 


haps, was some reflection on some of the officers of this House, those 


I have no time to yield to the ger 


gentlemen stood solid; but the moment an apprehension existed th 
our efforts would result in the free coinage of silver, then they began 


to disintegrateand disperse. [ Applause. | 


If they had stood solid 


would have kad free coinage of silver at this session by the action of ti 


That has been demonstrated be- 


)- 


Chere is no person who can 


‘ould not 


the 
House have had a little experience in joining with our friends on tl 
i t 


1é 


r- 


+ 
U 


we 


LoOIS 


House; and I say that from our recent experience with the other 
we have ascertained that the only way for us to get any 


side 


legislation in 


this Congress in the direction of free coinage is to go where we always 


can secure legislation in the interest of the people—to the Republi 
purty—and get it from them. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CONGER. inowyield two minutes to the gentleman from N 
Jersey [Mr. BeCkwI1TH]. 

Mr. BECKWITH. 


oi 


e 


Ww 


Mr. Speaker, I represent the northeastern sec- 


tion of the State of New Jersey, formerly represented by the distin- 
guished gentleman now United States minister at Berlin [Mr. Phelps] 
and I wish to state that my constituents are generally in favor of an 


inflation of the currency in the manner provided for in this bill. I 


A 


be for the best interests of the country, but I am in favor of such 


on the silver question. 
Mr. CONGER., 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DARLINGTON ]. 
Mr. DARLINGTON. 


[ Applause. ] 


am 
not in favor of the free coinage of silver, because I do not think it would 


an 
increase of the circulating medium, under proper restrictions, as will 
best preserve all interests, and shall vote for the adoption of this con- 
ference report as the wisest legislation that can be had at the present 


i now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 


Mr. Speaker, unlike the gentleman from Kan- 


sas [Mr. PERKINS], I represent an Eastern district, and I am in favor 
of the passage of this measure for the following reasons: My district 
was first settled by Quakers, who were industrious, frugal, economical, 


and thrifty. 


They and their descendants have accumulated a surplus 


of at least $100,000,000, and this money has been invested all over th« 


United States. These are not Wall-street sharks. 


They send their 


| displaced and ¢ 


money west, north, and south, merely for the purpose of obtaining | 


satisfactory interest. 
Mr. ENLOE. Then this does not mean inflation. 
Mr. DARLINGTON. 


And therefore they are in favor of this meas- 


ure, because they want to see all parts of our country flourish. The 
rich man with his capital does not especially need any legislation. 
This bill is in the interest of the debt-payer—the man that is in debt— 


and my people, with a hundred millions loaned everywhere, want 
see this class of people flourish. 


will not receive their interest and principal. I say to you, therefi 


to 


If they ad: not flourish money-loaners 


it, 


gentlemen, that the East and the money-lenders of the East want pros- | 


perity throughout all portions of our country. 


yet ready for free coinage. That may come. But there is a fee 


that free coinage may not be for the best interests of the country, and 


for the present I should vote against it. 


We are not, pe rh ips, 
in 


r 


But I am interested in the 


prosperity of every portion of the country, and that is why I have come 


here to-day to vote for the passage of this bill. It will simply d 
ute sixty millions of money among the people, and that is not 
than is absolutely necessary. Thereisa new demand for mon 
day. Last summer we saw money loaned on Wall street at the 1 
of 30 per cent.a day. We do not want that again. 
enlargement of the currency as will be sufficient for the transac 
the business of the country at a satisfatory rate of interest. 


Why, to-day in Kansas—and I want my friends from that State 
hear me—we are lending money to the farmer at 7 per cent. tomen w 


y every 


ite 


We want such an 
ion ol 


I 
Mr. MILLIKEN. 
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Mr. MILLIKEN. One word. I did not introduce that letter to 
criticise it, but simply to show that it is what our friends on the other 
side would call a ‘‘ gold-bug”’ letter, written by the only President 
that has been elected by the Democratic party since the days of the 
rebellion—a President whom the gentlemen over there sustained in his 
Administration, and endeavored to elect a second time, and for whom, 
should he be nominated in 1892, they will be found voting again. 


Here the hammer fell 
Mr. BLAND, Mr. Pret, and Mr. WiLtiams, of Illinois, rose. 
[Cries of ‘* Vote!’ ‘* Vote!’’] 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that I may 
send to the Clerk’s desk to be read an extract from the report of the 
present Secretary of the Treasury on this question. 

[Cries of ‘No!’ **No!?’] 

TheSPEAKER. There is objection 

Mr. CONGER, I yield three minutes to the gentieman from Illinois 
[Mr. Smiru }. 

Ir. SMITH, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I regard the question now 
under consideration as a very important one, and would be exceedingly 
glad to give my views in detail, but as we can not all be permitted to 
do so and at the same time speedily dispatch the important business of 
the country, I must be content to submit briefly the reasons for my 
action on this measure and discuss more fully the question before our 
people. 


Ever since the Republican party has had an existence asa national 


organization it has shown itself a party of action rather than words; 
when any great issues have arisen it has proven itself equal to the emer- 
gency. Its first inquiry has always been, Will this measure best sub- 


serve the interest of the people? If adopted, what will be the effects 
on our country ? 

The Republican party has ever endeavored to legislate in the inter- 
ests of American citizens, both native-born or naturalized. Whenany 
measure is advocated the inquiry is, How will this affect our country 
and people? Will it redound to our best interests or will it affect us 
injuriously ? 

Che Republican party has a charity that is world wide, but it never 
forgets the fact that charity begins at home, and that he who in na- 
tional legislation provides not for his own people bears a strong like- 
ness to and a striking resemblance of a Democrat. 

We open our portals to the worthy of every land, and to those who 
come to our shores, identify themselves with us as a nation of freemen, 
and submit to our laws and institutions, to those we bid God speed 
and by wise and just legislation endeavor to guard and protect their 
interests; but to those who hoist the red flag and retard the progress 
of our country and clog the wheels of prosperity, we never hesitate to 
say, ‘‘Get thee behind us.’’ ‘The Republican party only asks thatthe 
people take its record, study and examine its policies, and then give an 
unprejudiced verdict on its action, With that verdict the party will 
ever be content, as we are willing to trast the intelligence of our loyal 
and patriotic citizens on all issues. Our party carefully consider all 
public measures and then promptly act, leaving to our friends on the 
Democratic side of this Chamber the pleasure or satisfaction, if any they 
find, of beating the air and falsely charging us with insincerity and 
opposition to the interests of our country. We are more than willing 
(hat our acts should be viewed and passed upon in the light of Ameri- 
can intelligence, calm deliberation, and the good results to flow there- 
irom, 

Speaking more directly on the question of this conference report, I 
desire to say that primarily I stand solidly and strongly in favor of 
free coinage of silver. I solemly registered my convictions on that sub- 
ject by casting my vote in favor of that principle when the Senate bill 
was before this House for action. I should have been glad to have 
seen a free-coinage bill enacted into law at this time, but after due 
deliberation and free consultation on the part of the conference com- 
mittee of the Senate and House on the subject, after carefully consid- 
ering the wishes and desires of those representing extreme views on 
both sides of the question, that committee have finally agreed upon 
the bill or report now under consideration, and knowing full well that 
most legislation is the result of deliberate compromise on the part of 
those who really hold in paramountesteem the best interest of our peo- 
ple, I shall cast my vote to-day in favor of the adoption of this conference 
report. Under its provisions we will by purchase of silver bullion 
ahsorb the entire product of the American silver mines, increase our 
circulating medium as desired by our people, recognize silver as a 
money metal equal in every respect to gold, make the Treasury notes 
issued for the purchase of silver bullion full legal tender for all debts 
public and private, and when the holder thereof desires a redemption 
of the same he can have it in coin, 

rhis, so far as its practical effect is concerned, is equal to free coinage, 
and the people may rest assured that if after a fair trial of this meas- 
ure anything further is really desired or may bemecessary in the way 
of legislation on this subject, the Republican party will be equal to the 
emergency, and in due time will provide against any defects in this 
measure should they be found to exist. 

Chis is said by our Democratic friends to be a Republican measure. 


For one, lam gladofit. Point me, if you can, toany important legis 
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| lation looking to the interest of our people which has been enacted into 

| law within the last quarter of a century which was not a Republica 
measure, 

I can not take the time of the House to go into details, much asI 
would love todoso; but let me say that in the eternal fitness of things, 
| when any great emergency has arisen, it seems that the power which 

stands above all other powers has furnished the means by which suds 
emergencies could be met, and with pride we point to the record of ths 
Republican party since it sprang into existence as a grand exemplifi- 
cation of this wise provision. 

Under the circumstances I shall give my cheerful support to tae 
adoption of this conference report as being the nearest measure to thsé 
which I earnestly desired. 

Much time has been wasted by our friends on the Democratic siée 
in declaiming against this measure, but that does not disturb the cea- 
victions we entertain as to the good effects this measure will have a 
the benefitsit will prove toour people. Your mission, brethren, seems 
to be to obstruct legislation and throw clogs before the wheels of gea- 
uine and national prosperity. We are willing to meet you at the hust- 
| ings this fall and submit our records to an intelligent people for thar 














verdict, and we are fully satisfied that that verdict will sustain om 
action of this day. 

| Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to ask consent that gentlemen have the right 
to extend their remarks in the REcoRD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimons 
consent that members have leave to extend in the RECORD the remarés 
they have submitted, Is there objection? 

Objection was made. 

Mr. CONGER. I yield the remainder of the time to the gentlemam 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEyY]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is recognized for ££ 
teen minutes. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order. It is claimed on this 
side of the House, and I think the claim is justified, that if the gea- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DInNGLEy ] occupies fifteen minutes there will 
be allowed on that side ten minutes more than we have had on or 
side. The debate commenced at twelve minutes after 12 o’clock 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; but there had been a certain loss 4f 
time, which has been deducted. 

Mr. BLAND. We would like to have the advantage on our side af 
that deduction. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s side has had its share. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to know how the count has been made. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The Chair can not state the count except as given 
to him by the gentleman who has been occupying the chair. 

Mr. BLAND. We have occupied only two hours; and if the gentle 
man from Maine proceeds for fifteen minutes that will be two hous 
and fifteen minutes on the other side. That is the difference. 

Mr. ENLOE. We have lost confidence somewhat in the count ofa 
good many things here. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentlemen on our side were interrupted as mud& 
as those on the other. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that proper allowance wes 


made. The present occupant of the chair takes the statement er- 


actly as it was given to him. 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not know how the other side can be entitled 
fifteen minutes more when we have had only two hours. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] wil 
proceed; and the Chair will examine the matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I propose to vote for this conferens= 
report. I do not do so because the bill which has been reported by the 
conference committee is in all its features such as I should desire ua- 
der other circumstances to support. All legislation is, as a matter ef 
course, the resultof compromise. We come here entertaining differeat 
views respecting these great questions, our views being often sharpiy 
antagonistic; and to reach any result it becomes necessary that thes 
should be an adjustment of views in order to secure substantial legts- 
lation. . 

There is, in my judgment, a necessity for ad@itional currency to tate 
the place of the rapidly contracting national-bank notes and to mess 
the wants of our increasing population and business. The annual ad- 
ditions to our currency under the silver act of 1878 are just about equal 
to the contraction ot these bank-notes, and an increase of twenty-five 
to thirty-five millions annually to meet the wants of increasing popa- 
lation and business, which is what is proposed by this bill, is not i 
flation, but a proper maintenance of the volume of circulating mediua. 

The conference bill provides for the purchase by the Treasury a6 
market price of 54,000,000 ounces of silver bullion annually in lienef 
the present purchase of 24,000,000, and the issue in payment thereiar 
of legal-tender Treasury notes, redeemable in gold or silver coin, with 
the legislative declaration that the established policy of the Goverm- 
ment is to maintain the parity of gold and silver coinage. 

In all legislation of this character it is possible for gentlemen oeam- 

pying divergent positions to select isolated provisions, and by confm 
ing attention solely to those to claim exactly opposite results. Bat 
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such legislation is not to be judged by isolated provisions, but by 
whole scope and sweep. 


The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], for example, in most 
vituperative language, condemns the bill a » practical burial of fre 
ly 


coinage, while some gentlemen on this side of t 
isa long ste p towards free coina 

Now, both are right and both are wrong That is, the gentlemar 
from Missouri is right in claimin 


1e HH yuse claim tl 





g that this bill is hostile to suc h f free 
coinage as he wants. For he wants the free coinage of silver at a ratio 
of 16 to 1, when its bullion value is 20 to 1] ith the dist 
of depreciating the currency to asilver standard and driving out gold, 
making us a monometallic nation and that silver. That kind of free 
coinage this bil] does bury, as it ought to be buried. 

But other gentlemen who justly claim that the conference bill 
long step towards free coinage mean not immediate age, 
free coinage in the future, when silver and gold bullion are brought 
together. For it is undeniable that the annual purch: use of 54,000, 000 


ounces for monetary purposes by this Government will legitimately en- 
hance the value of silver bullion in the markets of the world, narrow 
the margin between silver and gold, and make a long stride towards 
free coinage of silver. And this is a consummation devoutly to be de- 
sired. 

Mr. Speaker, it should be borne in mind that free coinage of either 
of the money metals is admissible only when the bullion ratio is sub 
stantially identical with the ec jinage ratio. We give free coinage ot 
gold because the 25.8 grains of gold, nine-tenths fine, is worth just as 
much before it is coined as after it is put into a coin called a dollar. 
We should give free coinage to silver whenever the silver bullion which 
we propose to put ina dollar is worth the same before coinage as after, 
as it was previous to 1875; and not till then. 

Meantime this bill proposes to make a large use of silver as money— 
from $57,000,000 to $70,000,000 per annum, according to the market 
price of silver—in such a way as to give all the benefit to silver of so 
large a demand, but at the same time to preserve the soundness of our 
currency and retain both gold and silver as money. 

How much silver will advance under this new demand, a demand 
that will take the entire American product, can not be foreseen. | 
doubt not it will advance considerably. But it is evident that silver 
is being produced at less cost than formerly, and it is too much to ex- 
pect that even this demand will restore it to its former value. It will 
be observed that while the production of gold in the world has in 
creased 20 per cent. since 1873, which is about the world’s increase 
of population, the production of silver has doubled, an increase five 
times that of population. And this great increase of production of 
silver has taken place in the face of a constant decline of market 
price. This shows that it is as profitable to produce silver at the pres- 
ent price as it was before 1873 when it was worth 28 per cent. mort 

It is probable that it is silver which has declined, while gold has 
been nearly stationary. And this they show by a comparison of 
prices before the war of such products as have not been cheapened by 
inventions, with the prices of the same to-day. Of course the com- 
parison of prices in 1873, when we had a depreciated currency, wit 
prices of to-day on a specie basis, is misleading and valueless. But 
whatever the fact may be, evenif silver has declined and gold ad- 
vanced, as many claim, the large use which we now propose to make 
of silver can not fail to appreciate its price and bring the two metals 
nearer together. 

The gentleman from Missouri characterizes the provision of the bill 
declaring that the established policy of oar Government is to maintain 
the parity of our gold and silver coinage and their paper representatives, 
as false historically, a fraud on the people, and a surrender to Wall 
street. 

The gentleman’s assault on this provision, which from the point of 
view of sound money men isof the gravest importance, is entirely con- 
sistent with the object he has in view, namely, the depreciation of out 
currency to a single silver standard and the exclusion of gold from 
use as money. 

Certainly, it is historically true that italways has been the policy of 
our Government (excluding, of course, the period when the war forced 
us away from acoin basis) to maintain the parity of value of its gold 
and silver coins. It has usually done this by making the coinage ratio 
substantially the same as the bullion ratio. When Hamilton first fixed 
the ratio of our coinage it was on the basis of the actual ratio of \ = u¢ 
of gold and silver bullion in the markets of the world. In 183 
1837, when the bullion ratio had changed, Congress modi fied ‘th 
coinage ratio so as to be in substantial accord, ) although a slight error 


elsewhere. From 1861 to 1878 we used no ‘full te gal-ter n “ rcoin. Since 
1878, during which perimd we have been overvaluing silver in ow 
coinage, in consequence ofthe great decline of silver bullion, we have 
steadily maintained the parity ofthesilver dollar with the gold dolla 
by limited coinage on account of the Treasury, and by Government re 
demption for duties and taxes, and other devices. 

And it is absolutely necessary that this parity of silver coins with 
gold should be maintained by the Government withits financial power 
if we are to retain both metals as money. It will be necessary that 
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thout this le tive declaration t me 
( tf to maint t! T t {i va ld i 
taries have he ofore with t every S i 
be under the of law t t | to u 
the whole resources of the Gov ment And su declaration of 
policy will go far to inspire contider 
Mr. Speaker, another objection made to this y t in 
from Missouri is that it ‘* demon lver to use his own w ls, 
1 makes it acommodity used at its gold value, in that it provides for 
its purchase at the market price and the issue tes at 
same rate, while afterone year the coina ons per month 
is to cease, except so far as silver may be wal leem the Tre 
ury notes 
lhe purchase of silver bullion to be made in precisely the me 
manner as under tHe present law, which received the support of the 
gentleman from Missouri The fact that only so much of the bul ion 
is to be coined after one year as is required redemption does not 
change another fact, namely, that all the silver ieaiidiek site hased 
used as money by the issue of Treasury notes representing if 


if all the silver bullion that has been purchased and coined and kept 


in the Treasury vaults as a basis for certificate ad been left uncoined 
nd the same certificates issued on it, it would have served its pur 
pose as money equally well The fact that in one case the amount of 


lreasury notes issued equaled the coinage value and under this bill 
will only equal the bullion value in nor nner changes the prin iple, 
for in both cases the certificate and Treasury note are redeemable in 
silver dollars at the pleasure of the Government In each ease the 
certificate or note represents the same values Chis bill continues to 
authorize the coinage of the silver dollar, and whether as a matter ot 
act few or many are coined is of little consequence so long as the silver 


ised as money 


There are three reasons, Mr. Speaker, why the coinage of the silver 


used as legal-tender money is not wise at present, except so far as it 

required for redemption purposes: First, the expense of coinage is 

large and the people do not want the coined dollar, but the paper rep 
he expense of storage and 


resentative; second, the danger of loss and t 
protection are much greater in the case of the coine vcd dollars than in 
the case of bullion; and third, and most important, the coinage of our 
silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 stands in the way of the co-operation of 
the Latin Union with us in the adoption of an international ratio of 
coinage. The Latin Union has a large mass of silver coined at the ratix 
of 154 to 1. 
Mr. ENLOE, 
to stop the clock. 
I = SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentleman. 
. ENLOE. Has not his time expired? I ask if he l 


Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from M heen able 


+ ‘ 


tostop the clock? 
Mr. DINGLEY. I believy 


interruption. I do not wo 
this matter. The more ligh 


>I am entitled to the floor without such 
r that the gentleman is troubled about 
hat is brought to bear 


upon the question 
the more trouble will come to gentlemen who 


want to immediately ope n 
our mints to the free coinage of the world’s silver. 


Mr. ROGERS. Why not give us time, then, to discuss th 





if you are not afrai d of throwing some light upon it? Iask una 
consent thé at there be four hours’ longer discussion. [Cries of ‘‘ Regu 
lar order ! i 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I would li to know how the count 
stands now. 

The SPEAKER. As to time? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. There have been one hour and fifty-seven minute 
consumed against the report and one hour and fifty minutes for it. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is the correct count? 

The SPEAKER. That is the correct count. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I should like to inquire what ] . 
come of the balance of the time. 

The SPEAKER. The balance of the time has been o uj 1 th 
House in various ways, such the gentleman from In ! 
derstand. [Laughter.] Some of it has beer 
der. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, one word furt } e tot 
subject. Whenever free coinage | ‘ ‘ i th y 
operation of the Latin Union i t if not with the othei 

tions of the world: and the ] [ ) in not be €X} cted to « 
operate with this country on « t coinage ratio, because the 
are to-day in France ove ix hundred lions of legal-tender silve 
coined at a ratio of 1 to 1 i France will not open her mints whil 
our large mass of Iver dollars coined at the ratio of 16 to 1 is in - 
istence, to threaten her with financial loss in case she should do 

From every poir f w, therefore, this bill seems on t v 
the best that can be 1e a law It furnishes the additional « 
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called for by the country, and it largely increases the use of silver for 
monetary purposes, and to that extentaids in hastening the time when 
the bullion ratio of gold and silver will be the same as the ratio at 
which it is proposed to coin silver, and thus free coinage wise and 
proper. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reply to the gentleman from 
Maineonone point. Heclaims thatthe silver dollarin the Treasury and 
the bullion are there on the same basis on which money is to be issued 
under this bill and the present law. The gentleman from Maine will 
not dispute the point that there is a distinction; that the silver dollar 
on which the certificate is issued is at the ratio of 16 to 1, and the bull- 
ion on which these notes are issued is at the market ratio and not the 
legal ratio, and the market ratio is 20 to 1 to-day. That is the con- 
tention I have been trying to force upon this House, that under the 
lead of the gold standard and for the purpose of keeping that up, and 
to keep an honest dollar, as they call it, you have departed from the 
legal ratio in issuing these notes, 
ou will pile up $12,000,000 in the Treasury every year, according 
to the value of the bullion now, as unutilized and unused silver, depriv- 
ing the people of that amount of currency as a bonus for keeping up 
the gold standard, a bonus that was given up by the silver men on this 
floor in the coinage of silver. When they have refused in this bill, as 
f pointed out before, a provision to permit the notes to be outstanding 
in circulation at the coining value of the bullion, they have simply 
abandoned the legal ratio on which to issue the note and taken the 
gold ratio to keep up the gold standard, and the gentleman from Maine 
[ Mr. DiInGLEY] knows it. 

Now, the idea of our waiting until France agrees to free coinage ! 
The bill does look to that, and I denounce it for that. 

The idea is to pile up bullion there and no longer coin it, so that we 
may wait until othergovernments come to our assistance with free coin- 
age. Weare able to take care of ourselves now and have been and 
will be, and if we wait for these international agreements, such as this 
bill looks to, we may wait fora century. It is the duty of the Ameri- 
can Congress to declare this ratio and to coin at that ratio, and we will 
be compelled to do that. If France wants to co-operate with us, that 
is all right. We have as much right to ask that she come to our ratio 
as weto goto hers. The whole billis intended to postpone free coinage 
at the ratio of 16 to 1. The whole bill is in the interest of the gold 
standard. The whole bill is a murder of silver. It is giving up the 
fight for silver at a fixed ratio of 16 to 1, abandoning it and issuing 
not s that, if they are ever presented to be redeemed, will be redeemed 
in gold and not in silver; and gentlemen can not escape the force of the 
argument. [Applause on the Democratic side, and cries of ‘‘ Vote !”’ 
a !’’ on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CONGER,. I call for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the report of the 
con/erence committee. 

Mr. CONGER. And upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 122, nays 90, not 
voting 116; as follows: 


yt 


teetaeuaaseiaea atkeamices 


‘ lat 1" 

Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Atkinson, Pa 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 


Banks, 
Bartine, 
B . . 


Beck with, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 

Bliss 

Bowden, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Burton, 


Caldwe 
Cannon, 
Carter 
Caswell, 
Cheadle, 
Cogswell, 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 
Conger, 
Connell, 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cutcheon, 


Abbott, 

Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss, 
Bankhead, 


Barwig, 
Bland, 
Blount, 


Boatner, 


Breckinridge, Ark, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 


YEAS—122. 


Dalzell, 
Darlington, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Dorsey, 
Dunnell, 
Farquhar, 
Featherston, 
Finley, 
Fiick, 
Flood, 
Frank, 
Funston, 
Gear, 

Gest, 
Gifford, 
Grosvenor, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, IL 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hermann, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Ketcham, 
Kinsey, 
Lacey, 

La Follette, 


Laidlaw, 
Laws, 
Lehlbach, 
McComas, 
McCord, 
McCormick, 
McDuffie, 
McKenna, 
Moffitt, 
Morey, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Mudd, 
Niedringhaus, 
O' Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Owen, Ind. 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Quackenbush, 
Raines, 
Ray, 

Reed, Iowa 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 
Rockwell, 


NAYS—9). 


Brookshire, 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va, 
Bullock, 
Bynum, 
Candler, Ga, 
Carlton, 
Catchings, 
Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clunie, 


Cooper, Ind, 
Cothran, 
Crain, 

Crisp, 
Culberson, Tex. 
Davidson, 
Dibble, 
Dockery, 
Dunphy, 
Elliott, 

Ellis, 


towell, 
Russell, 
Scull, 
Simonds, 
Smith, Il. 
Smith, W.Va. 
Snider, 
8 ner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, Il. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo, 
Townsend, Pa, 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Walker, Mass, 
Wallace, N. Y. 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash, 
Wright, 
Yardley. 


Enloe, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Goodnight, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, N, ©, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 
Kerr, Pa. 





Lanham, McRae, Price, Tillman, 
Lawler, Mutchler, Quinn, Tracey, 
Lester, Va. Norton, teilly, Venable, 
Lewis, Oates, Robertson, Wheeler, Ala, 


Maish, O’ Neall, Ind. Rogers, Whitthorne, 
Martin, Ind. O’ Neil, Mass. tusk Wike, 
Martin, Tex. Owens, Ohio Sayer, Willcox, 


McAdoo, Parrett, Shively, Williams, Il. 
McClammy, Paynter, Stewart, Tex. Wilson, W. Va. 
McClellan, Peel, Stockdale, Yoder 
McCreary, Penington, Stone, Ky. 
MeMillin, Pierce, Stone, Mo. 

NOT VOTIN: —116, 
Alderson, Cummings, Lec Seney, 
Andrew, Dargan, Les! er, Ga, Sherman, 
Arnold, De Haven, Lind, Skinner, 
Barnes, De Lano, Lodge, Smyser, 
Belden, Dickerson, Magner, Spinola, 
Biggs, Edmunds, Maneur, Springer, 
singham, Evans, Mason, Stahlinecker, 
Blanchard, Ewart, McCarthy, Stewart, Ga. 
Boothman, Fitch, McKinley, Struble, 
Boutelle, Fithian, Miles, Stump, 
Brown, J. B. Flower, Milliken, Tarsney, 
Browne, T. M, Fowler, Mills, Taylor, Tenn, 
Browne, Va. Geissenhainer, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Buckalew, Gibson, Moore, N. H. Turner, Ga, 
Bunn, Greenhalge, Moore, Tex. Turner, Kans, 
Burrows, Grimes, Morgan, Turner, N.Y. 
Butterworth, Grout, Nute, Vaux, 
Campbell, Hall, O’ Donnell, Waddill, 
Candler, Mass. Hansbrough, O’Ferrall, Wade, 
Caruth, Hare, Outhwaite, Walker, Mo. 
Cheatham, Harmer, Perry, Wallace, Mass, 
Clarke, Ala, Hatch, Phelan, Washington, 
Clark, Wis. Haynes, Pugsley, Watson, 
Clements, Herbert, Randall, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cobb, Kerr, Iowa Richardson, Whiting, 
Covert, Kilgore, Rowland, Wickham, 
Cowles, Knapp, Sanford, Wiley, 
Craig, Lane, Sawyer, Wilkinson, 
Culbertson, Pa. Lansing, Scranton, Wilson, Mo. 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I was paired with 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ANDREW]. The uncerstand- 
ing upon that pair was that I could vote in the event there was no 
quorum. If he were present, I would vote ‘‘ yea’”’ on the adoption of 
this conference report. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that my colleague 
[Mr. Moore, of Texas] is detained from the House on account of sick- 
ness. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iam paired with the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Grsson] under the same circumstances as stated by the gentle- 
man from Illinois, and if my vote is not necessary to make a quorum 
I desire to withdraw it. 

Mr. SANFORD. Mr.8 
Virginia [Mr. O’ FERRALL }. 
and I would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague from 
Tennessee [Mr. RicHARDSON]. If he were present, he would vote 
‘*nay’’ and I would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. COWLES. I am paired with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BooTHMAN]. If he were present, I would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired generally with the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. LEE]; but on this silver question an excep- 
tion was made, and I am allowed to vote. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. My colleague [Mr. Burrows] is absent, 
but he has telegraphed me to say that he was paired with the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] on this question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that these explanations 
and conditions are generally contained in the pairs, which the Clerk 
will announce. 

The following pairs were announced until further notice: 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. GRIMEs., 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. THoMAS M. BRowNE with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. Fircu. 

Mr. O’DONNELL with Mr. Cons, 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. CHEATHAM with Mr. CUMMINGs. 

Mr. EWART with Mr. Bunn. 

Mr. BouTrELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. CARUTH. 

Mr. SKINNER with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. Perry. 

Mr. Nure with Mr. BARNEs. , 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. LANE. 

Mr. SoYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. TuRNER, of Georgia. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. Sprno.a. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr, GREENHALGE with Mr. Waltina. 


ker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay’”’ 
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Mr. Dr HAVEN with Mr. Biaes, except on silver bill, bankruptcy 
bill, and national-bank legislation. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. MorGAN, until August 1. 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLs, until August 1. 
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i Sy 
Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER, for ten days. x —— ; 
7 . ° ; > A ' MmANTIN ua s 
Mr. PUGSLEY with Mr. HAYNEs, for two weeks from July 3. 1 4 sonident of the United § . 
Mr. DooTHMAN with Mr. Cow Les, until July 14. St cateioeiaaats ) 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri, until July 20. eal Mi aiitea al. 
Mr. SANFORD with Mr. O’FERRALL, until Tuesday next. Sad Seta cl 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. GIBSON, until Monday next. a mi ¢ hae : 
Mr. HARMER with Mr. OUTHWAITE, until Monday next. OTe aE tetas . 
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER, for two weeks from July 3, or un- | report upon weights and 
til further notice. ; ey BASEN 208 
Mr. Moore, of New Hampshire, with Mr. DARGAN. | TIVE Maxe 
Mr. MILES with Mr. Stump. | a 
Mr. BurRRkows with Mr. CLEMENTs. ; we 
Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. EpMuNDs. }. 4 Es a 
Mr. HARE with Mr. HANSBROUGH; also on Conger lard bill, But- | ent of the Uni : 
terworth option bill, and original-package bill, from July 3 to August | ©” oe : . ’ ; 
6, 1890. | and : ered to be 
For this day: a i 
Mr. WADE with Mr. HAtcH. Tot sate. : 
Mr. EVANS with Mr. KICHARDSON. mek -ot te Geieaaaedl re 
On the silver bill: Capital, re« ending the esta é 
Mr. De LANOo with Mr. CAMPBELL. tary Union and sugges! ‘resident be 
Mr. KNApp with Mr. FIrHIAn. cates anata daaneiene anaes denendiannticen 
Mr. CRAIG with Mr. BUCKALEW. pointment of three delegates f 
Mr. CuLBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. ALDERSON. eee sae ' 
Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. KILGore. ase. 
Mr. MAsSon with Mr. ANDREW. Mr. MASON would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ 
and Mr. ANDREW ‘‘nay.”’ } Executive MAns! 
Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, with Mr. LesTer, of Georgia, on this vote. | 
Mr. LiInD with Mr. Moorg, of Texas, until Tuesday next. By unanimous consent, leave of absen 
Mr. SAWYER with Mr. TURNER, of New York, from July 3, 1890, To Mr. Gear, until Tuesday morning. 
to July 15, 1890. (Not transferrable. ) | To Mr. FITHTAN. indefinitels 
Mr. Lop@r with Mr. TucKER, until further notice, reserving the To Mr. HatcH, fi D 
right to transfer on election cases, each agreeing to keep the other pro- lo Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, indefin 
tected on such cases. To Mr. LANE, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his { 
On motion of Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, the recapitula- | To Mr. J. B. Brown, for one we 
tion of the vote was dispensed with. lo Mr. CovERT. for one week. 
The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 122, the naysare| To Mr. CumMrnas, for thre 
90; and the conference report is agreed to. [Applause on the Repub- To Mr. YARDLEY, for one ek, on account 
lican side. ] . | To Mr. THompson, for four days from Monda 1 aceo 
Mr. CONGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- | ness. 
ence report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to recon- | The motion of Mr. ConGER was then agreed to; and accordi 
sider be laid on the table. | 5 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned until 1 i 
The latter motion was agreed to. | o’clock m. 
LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS IN THE RECORD. a 
Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Indiana has withdrawn his ob- EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATION 
jection to the request that unanimous consent be giventogentlemento| [ryder clause 2 of Rule XXIV. the following « 
peaoere their remarks in the Recorp, and I hope that will now be | ¢a)-en from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol] 
ranted. ; 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ese ae oe eee eee aes 
INDUSTRIAL AND EDUCATIONAL EXPOSITION OF WEST AND SOUTH. | 4; Se the Thies aoaey sae Be iain aad ahackonitie 
Mr. FRANK. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- | consequence of the recent pension legislation—to the Committee on 
tion of the joint resolution, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, for the | Appropriations. 
purpose of authorizing an exhibit by the Government at the grand in- | ~~ 
dustrial and educational exposition of the West and South at St. Louis. 
The resolution was read at length for information. RESOLUTION 
The SPEAKER. | Is there objection to the present consideration of | Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the followin; ] ns were 
the joint resolution? | duced and referred as follows 
Mr. GOODNIGHT. I object. [Subsequently.] I withdraw my By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kan 
objection. | Resolved, That all leaves of absence are hereby revoked 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And I renew it. [Cries of | of sickness of a member or of some one in his family, to tak ton’ 
*‘ Regular order!’ ] , Bae ; 
CORRECTIONS. | to the Committee on Rules 
By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa 
Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the | pesolved. That the Clerk of the House of Representatives ’ ee 
REcORD and the Journal. On the 2d of July, as shown on page 7384 | directed to pay, out of the contingent fund o ou: wot Jol 
of the REcoRD, on the amendments offered by the gentleman from | J. M¢eElhone, deceased, late Chief Of Reporter of the Hous 
South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] to strike out sections 15, 16, 17, and | Bi8 4*t iiness and funeral. not to exceed the sum of $50), and 
18 of the bill known as the Federal elections bill, Iam recorded as vot- | receiving at the time of his. Freer 
ing in the negative. Ishould be recorded as voting in the affirmative. | to the Committee on Aecount 
The SPEAKER. The corrections will be made. 
Mr. CONGER. I move that the House do now adjourn. . ae 
VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. REPO! OF COMM] 
Mr. OATES. I present the views of the minority of the Committee |, Under lause - - male ALT, HRASEOS WOES Ai 
on the Judiciary on joint resolution No. 60. ; ag on a. ern, : 
Nir. d ILS, Irom t t } > Judiciary, reported 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. | ably the bill of the Sen to ease the compen 
Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported | assistants to the attorney of t ted States for the Dist of ¢ 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint | bia, and to amend 7 of 1 Revised Statutes of the | l 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: | States, relating to sa istrict, accompanied 
A bill (8. 2245) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Adelaide H. | to the Committee of tly hole House on t tate 
Woodall; | Mr. MILLIKEN, from the ¢ m Public ! 
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Grounds, reported with amendment the joint resolution of the House 
(Hf. Res. 182) to permit the Secretary of the Treasury to sign for cable 
railway in front of New York post-oflice and Army building, accom- | 
panied by a report (No. 2690)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. NUTE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House 

A bill (I. R. 1568) granting a pension to Mrs, Delphina P. Walker. 
(Report No. 2691. ) 

A bill (S. 1154) to increase the pension of James Johnston. (Report | 
No. 2692, ) 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 2390) to increase the pension of 
Evelyn W. Miles, accompanied by a report (No. 2693)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. McCORMICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10070) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to employ a special agent to investigate judg- 
ments and other debts due to the United States, and to secure the col- 
lection thereof, accompanied by a report (No. 2695)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported favorably the bill of the House (H.R. 10860) 
to regulate the sale of tickets on street railroads in the District of Co- 
lumbia, accompanied by a report (No. 2696)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. McCOMAS, from the Committee on Education, reported favora- 
bly the bill of the Senate (S. 3714) to apply a portion of the proceeds 
of the public lands to the more complete endowment and support of 
the colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts, estab- 
lished under the provisions of an act of Congress approved July 2, 
1862, accompanied by a report (No. 2697)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 








CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference was 
made: 
\ bill (S. 921) for the relief of John Finn—Committee on War 


Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


| 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

iy Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 11381) for the relief of John 
Bishop—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R, 11382) for the allowance of certain 
claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States 
Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the 
act of March 3, 1883, known as the ‘‘ Bowman act’’—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 11383) granting a pension to R. M. 
Carden, of Philadelphia, Tenn.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

by Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 11384) granting a pension to Adelaide 
M. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 11385) for the relief of the estate of O. 
!.. Blanchard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 11386) for the reiief of the estate of Francis E. 
Harding—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 11387) for the relief of the estate of Romain Ver- 
din—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of T. R. Post and 12 others, of Alma, Mich., 
in favor of pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of J. Ashworth and 67 others (29 voters 
and 39 women), citizens of Lansing, Mich., praying for proposal of a 
constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, 
exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a bever- 
age—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of A. J. Crosby, jr., and 15 others, citizens of Novi 
post-office, Mich., favoring the passage of House bill 283—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same persons, for passage of House bill 8648—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Memorial of General Conference of Congrega- 
tional Churches of Maine, asking passage of Senate bill to avert evil 
effects of original-package decision—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of John Palmer and 400 others, citizens of | 
Washington County, Iowa, praying Congress to pass a law prohibiting 


Also, petition of the Cigarmakers’ Union of Davenport, Iowa, favor- 
ing same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Petition of 94 citizens of Dubuque, 
Iowa, favoring passage of the Torrey bankrupt bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper from 84 railroad employés of Minneapolis, Minn., peti- 
tioning for the passage of House bill 9682—to the Committee on Kail- 
ways and Canals. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of 140 citizens of Eskridge, Wabaunsee 
County, Kansas, asking for the passage of the Wilson bill or some other 
legislation that will enable the people of Kansas to relieve the State 
from the bad effects of the recent decision of the Supreme Court—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of Rebecca Nickel, of Mount Holly Springs, 
Cumberland County, Pennsylvania, mother of Howard W. Nickel, 
praying for the passage of a law granting her a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, for the establishment of an American international bank, 
with branches at three commercial centers in the United States—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

sy Mr. MORSE: Petition of the National Division of the 'Sons of 
Temperance, adopted at the forty-sixth annual session, July 10, 1890— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of numerous citizens of Rice County, 
Kansas, for passage of original-package law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Texas: Memorial of sundry citizens of Har- 
ris County, Texas, protesting against legislation by Congress compell- 
ing railroads to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. STIVERS: Petition of Asa Cochran and 48 others, of Rock- 
land, Sullivan County, New York, asking for the prompt passage of 
House bill 5987, prohibiting the transportation of intoxicating liquors 
from any State or Territory in the United States into any other State 
or Territory in violation of the laws thereof—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: Petition of certain citizens of Chi- 
cago, Ill., protesting against legislation by Congress compelling rail- 
roads to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. WILLCOX (by request): Petition of E. D. Shull and 54 
others (28 voters and 27 women), citizens of Clinton, Conn., praying 
for proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manu fact- 
ure, importation, exportation, and transportation and sale of all alco- 
holic liquors as a beverage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), petition of Rev. W. G. Fennelland 425 members 
of the First Baptist Church of Middletown, Conn., for the same amend- 
ment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
MonpbDay, July 14, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLEr, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
LANDS IN SAULT STE, MARIE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a message from 
the House of Representatives, returning to the Senate, in compliance 
with its request, the bill (S. 3430) to confirm the title to certain lands 
in the city of Sault Ste. Marie and State of Michigan, and to release 
any reversionary right of the Government of the United States therein. 

Mr. PLUMB. The House bill for the accomplishment of the same 
purpose having passed both Houses, I move that the Senate bill be in- 
definitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PIERCE presented a petition of the board of county commis- 
sioners of Pierce County, North Dakota, and a petition of the board 
of county commissioners of Pembina County, North Dakota, praying 
that an appropriation be made for irrigation purposes; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the board of county commissioners 
of Emmons County, North Dakota, praying that an appropriation be 
made for the purpose of sinking experimental artesian wells in North 
Dakota; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the amendment of section 4 of the in- 


the importation of intoxicating liquors into a State in violation of the | terstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on In- 


law of such State—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. HAYES: Petition of the Cigarmakers’ Union of Muscatine, 
Iowa, in favor of trade-mark bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


terstate Commerce. 
Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of William Pitcairn & Sons 
and 15 other clothing firms of Allegheny, Pa., praying for the prohi- 





| 


ay 
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Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Mt. Union, Ohio, and a petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union and two churches of Springborough, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of a law to prevent the transportation in th 





i¢ Committee on Appropriations 

CUSTOMS VALUATION OF SUGAR. 
Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
yy unanimous consent, : 





= 
icant eaanannetncomin | - ican - 
bition of the importation, duty free, of made-up wearing apparel; | which was read twice by its title, and, with tl ipanyin 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. | referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of William Thomas and 16 other busi- | lso introduced a bill (S. 4221) to confirm ¢ les of the Kan- 
ness firms of Allegheny, Pa., praying for the imposition of certain | sas trust and diminished reserve-lands in the State of kK which 
duties on woolen goods and woolen cloths; which was referred to the | wa by its title, and 1 the | Public 
Committee on Finance | Lands, 

He also’ presented resolutions adopted by the Grocers and {mporte rs’ |} Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (S. 4222) for the reli G 
Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring legislation provi x for a | Sutton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to th 
universal commercial ticket; which were referred to the ¢ ommitt eon | tee on Pensions 
Interstate Commerce. | He also introduced a bill (S. 4223) for the relief of John ¢ I 

He also presented the petition of Charles M. Moore and 58 other resi- } which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
dents of Solebury, Bucks County, Pennsylvania; the petition of Jerry Pensions 
Sutton & Co. and other residents of Butler County, Pennsylvania; the | Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 4224) for the erection 1 new 
petition of H. 8. Glenn and 68 other nomidiente of Butler County, Penn- | custom-house in the city of New York, and for other purposes hicl 
sylvania; the petition of H. S. Klinger and 174 other residents of But- | was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committ 
ler, Pa.; the petition of R. B. Starks and 94 other residents of North Buildings and Grou: 

Hope, Pa., and the petition of W. 8. Stewart and 29 other residents of | MENDMEN1 oa 
Whitestown, Pa., praying for the passage of House bill 5978, prohibit- | Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, submitted amendments intended to be pro- 
ing the transportation of liquor into certain States and Territories in I sean te a I a iia UE Sa el reece ce ieea ee 
violation of the laws thereof; which were ordered to lie on the table. | ee ee ee ee a — me 

| 

| 


mails of the Police Gazette and other publications of like import; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Alliance, Ohio; of 36 members of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Alliance, Ohio; of 90 members of the Congre- 
gational Church of Alliance Ohio; of the First Christian Church of 





Alliance, Ohio, and the Alliance (Ohio) city council, praying for the | }, 


Police Gazette and similar publications; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. GEORGE presented the petition of P. B. Smith and 180 others, 
citizens of Nettleton, Lee County, Mississippi, praying for the proposal 
of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importa- 
tion, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors a 
beverage; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


! 
passage of a law to prevent the transmission through the mails of the et 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of citizens of Altona, Bates 
County, Missouri, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (H.R. 
11045) to amend and supplement the election laws of the United States 
and to provide for the more efticient enforcement of such Jaws, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8049) to provide for the disposal of the 
abandoned Fort Ellis military reservation in Montana under the home- 
stead law, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill | 
(S. 3931) to grant the buildings and section 15 and fraction of section 
10 of the Fort Ellis military reservation to the State of Montana for | 
the use of the militia of the State, and to provide ior the disposal of | 
the remaining portion of said reservation, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- | 
ferred the bill (HH. R. 8155) to grant school district No. 7, of the town 
ship of Dearborn, Wayne County, Michigan, certain lots of land for | 
school purposes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2591) giving the Court of Claims jurisdictionof the claimson 
account of property of the Chesapeake Female College, possessed and | 
used by the United States military authorities, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4214) for the erection of a statue or 
monument in the city of Washington to the memory of Maj. Gen. Israel 
Putnam; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 4215) granting a pension to 
Mary L. Caldwell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4216) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Griest; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 4217) granting a pension to John 
W. Bussabarger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 
Committee on Pensions. 


James Reed, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 4219) setting apart a tract of land 


to be used as a cemetery by the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of 


Kingfisher, Oklahoma Territory; which was read twice by its titl 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4220) for the relief of John Schuh; 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4218) granting a pension to ness, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII being in 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to tra t to tl 
Senate such repor f 2 
York custom-hou 


e commission upon the vailuat of su 





A} “e from the House of Represeutatives, by Mr McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the 
ill (S. 3796) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of 

lic —e thereon at Racine, in the State of Wisconsin. 


Che message also requested the Senate to return to the House the 
bill l 2197 to increase the pension of Ziba Yarnell 
‘he message further ann muaeed that the House had agreed to the 
report ol the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
_ . ises on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5381) 
‘ the pu ase of silver bullion and the issue of Treas iry notes 
thereon. er for ot ther purpost 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 


signed the following g enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were 
the: Pon m signed by the President pro tempore 
bill (S. 1258) for the relief of Charles Murphy 

A bill (S. 2245) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Adelaide H 
Woodall 

\ bill (H. R. 5381) directing the purchase of silver bullion and the 
issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes; and 

\ joint resolution (H. Res. 150) to print the eulogies upon Samuel 
Sullivan Cox. 

ZIBA YARNELL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the request of 
the House of Representatives to return the bill (S. 2197 
the pension of Ziba Yarnell. 

, *RESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the House of Rep- 
ives will be complied with and the bill will be returned, if 
there be no objection. 


to increase 


— 
, 

> 

—+ 


LITTLE FALLS, MILLE LACS AND LAKE SUPERIOR RAILROAD. 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following report 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 






the ame ndments of the Senate to the bill (H. R granting right of way to 
Little Falls, Mille Lacs and Lake Superior Railroad across Mille Lacs Indian 
reservation, having met, after fall and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend totheir respective Houses as follows 

That the House of Representatives recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate and agree tothe sam«¢ 


H. L. DAWES 
FRANCIS B. STOCKBRIDGI 
JAMES K. JONES 
Managers on the part of the Senat 
B. W. PERKINS 
{. G. SKINNER, 
D. S. HALL 
Managers on the part of the House 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report requires 
the Senate. 
NDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILI 
Mr. ALLISON and Mr. EDMUNDS a 


iddressed the Chair 
The PRESIDEN I pro te mpor If there be no further morning busi- 


order, the Chair recognizes the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 
ALLISON. 1 move that the Senate proceed to tl e considera 
tion of the sundry civil appropriation bill, being House bill 10884. 


The PRESIDENT pro te . The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10884) mal 
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 
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r upon all the amendments proposed 
ttee and those subsequently offered ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All points of order are 
the usual course. 


ay a word on this | tion of points of ord: by the com- 


( i mintite time m 


2 aR mers grees 
>i 
. 





4 b 1 Fri la The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They may be 1. 
4 1 take im Mr. EDMUNDS But I wish to reserve, as my friend from Iowa 
1 ‘ these appropriation b does, all points of order 
} the ordinary custom of t ‘ Mr. HARRIS. Let all points of order be reserved. 
{ ! has ) vending a ( The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All points of order will be reserved 
i ( » it am i aren most entirely finished so far as I can | and can be interposed at any time. 
1 appeal to my friend from lowa to withdraw his motion and let Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to the fullest consideration of 
{ 1 i i ed to h up the land bill any point of order. 
& LLISON. If it can be understood that tl ill shall be The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will proceed with 
, a y } 1 brief space of time without further debate, I will yield. | the reading of the bill. 
4 MO LN J can not be understood. Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish, before the reading of the bill begins, to 
i 5 M LISON. It must be manifest tothe Senate that it is impor- | ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations if that commit- , 
fl tant t the ry civil appropriation bill at as early a y as | tee is yet ready to report in response to the Senate resolution passed a 
le p ‘ week or ten days ago on the state of the appropriations contained in 
' t Mr. MORGAN The land bill will be further debated, and an ef- | the bills that have already passed into law and those that are pend- 
if fort will be made to amend it. ing, so far as the committee has it in mind, I have no doubt thecom- 
ii } SHERMA? rhe Senator from Iowa will have to go on with | mittee recollects what the order of the Senate was, and I wanted that 
ee, F il appropriation bill. information in reference to these further appropriation bills. 
5 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations have not as yet 
ij lowa to proceed to the consideration of House bill 10884, | been able to prepare a fall detailed statement, as requested by the reso- 
ou )tion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the | lution of the Senate offered by the Senator from Vermont. I can give 
j u Whole, } led to consider the bill (H. R. 10884) making appropri- | tothe Senate ina general way, and with a reasonable degree of accuracy, 
f at for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year | the present situation of the appropriation bills and the amounts carried 
eT] e d ng June 30, 1891, and for other purposes ae by them. I have a memorandum which will, perhaps, cover most of 
: i rhe bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with | the points inquired about by the Senator from Vermont. 
4: umendments The agricultural appropriation bill has become a law, as has the 
: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. If} Army appropriation bill. The consular and diplomatic appropriation 
5 ther e no objection, the formal reading of the bill will be dispensed | bill, I believe, is in the hands of the President. It has passed both ; 
& with, and the amendments proposed by the Committee on Appropri- | Houses, but I think has not yet been signed. j 
; ations will be aeted upon as they are reached in the text of the bill. The District of Columbia appropriation bill is pending in the House 
: Ir. GORMAN. Iam perfectly aware that that is the usual order of | of Representatives on the report of the conference committee. The 
proceeding with appropriation bills, but this is the greatappropriation | fortification appropriation bill is in the hands of a conference between i 
bill of the Government, containing not only the ordinary appropriatioyg | the two Houses. The conferees have not yet been able to agree, as I ng 
bill, but legislation which is far-reaching, changing the present stat- | learn. The Indian appropriation bill is still in the Appropriation Com- k 
ute id it seems to me that the bill ought to be carefully considered | mittee of the Senate, but will probably be reported to-morrow or next Es 
in at least one legislative body before it becomesalaw. I have no de-| day. The legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill is a 
ire in the world to interfere with the chairman of the committee. As | law; the Military Academy appropriation bill also; the naval appropria- 





Senators are aware, the bill came to the Senate and was referred to the 
committee on the 17th day of June, and the committee have considered 


The Post-Office 
The river and harbor bill is of course in the 


tion bill also; and the pension appropriation bill also. 
appropriation is a law. 





it very carefully; but it has not had much consideration in any legis- | Senate. The sundry civil appropriation bill is the only one remaining. 
lative body prior to this time. Mr. PLATT. And the Indian appropriation bill. 
lo merely read it and have the committee amendments considered Mr. ALLISON. I havealready stated that the Indian appropriation 
first, it would be impossible, of course, for any other member of the bill is in the hands of the Committee on Appropriations. There is still 
body to go back over the bill and take up the various items; and I | lying behind a general deficiency bill, which will probably cover four 
suggest to the Senator from Iowa that I think it would expedite the | or five million dollars. I 
bill—it certainly would enable us toconsider it more carefully and ex- The state of all these appropriation bills is substantialiy as follows, 
| 


amine every item of the bill—if we would proceed in regular order with | including estimates as respects the river and harbor bill, the Indian ap- 





each item as it is reached. propriation bill, and the bill now under consideration, and also an es- 
Mr. ALLISON. As 1 understand the rule, I may be mistaken | timate as respects the general deficiency bill: These appropriations 
: about it, the committee amendments are first considered under the | will amount in the aggregate to $356,000,000. The miscellaneous ap- d 


rule. propriation bills, which were also included in the resolution of the 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the practice of the Senate. | Senate, as near as can be ascertained up to the present moment, will 
Mr. ALLISON. Thatis the practice of the Senate. All I ask at | cover about $3,000,000, making the total appropriations for the year 
this moment is that the formal reading may be dispensed with. It is | $359,652,841. I think the chances are that the amount will be reduced 
a long bill, and manifestly the formal reading will not facilitate the | rather than increased under the operation of conference committees. 
consideration of the bill. I will say to the Senator from Maryland that, | That is the present status of these bills. 
so far as I can, I shall give the amplest opportunity for the considera- Mr. GORMAN. DoJ understand the Senator from Iowa in his state- 
tion of the bill and amendments, so that I am sure no Senator who | ment to say that the appropriations are about $359,0600,000 so far? ty 
desires to amend the bill will in any way be deprived of his right to Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 
offer amendments. Mr. GORMAN. But the Senator does not include in that estimate, 
Mr. GORMAN. I have no objection to the amendments of the com- | as amatterof course, the permanent appropriations, amounting to about ¥ 
mittee being considered first, with the understanding that afterwards | $100,000,000. , 
we shall go back over the various items of the bill. Mr. ALLISON. Of course, I do not include in that the permanent 
Mr. SHERMAN. That is the regular law of the Senate. appropriations. I only include the regular appropriation bills, in- 
Mr. ALLISON. That I cheerfully accord to the Senator from Mary- | cluding the river and harbor bill and all deficiencies. 
land or any other Senator. Mr. GORMAN. I desire to supplement what the Senator from Iowa 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the unbroken asage and habit | has said as to the condition of the appropriation bills. It has been 
of the Senate. After the committee amendments have been acted upon, | stated in the public press, and apparently with an organized attempt 
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the whole bill is then open to amendment from the beginning. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that that is the practice, but in a bill 
of this magnitude it is impossible of course for Senators who are not 
on the committee to go back and select out the various items. There 
are some provisions in the bill as it came from the other House to which 
amendments have not been suggested by the committee that I think 
ought to have consideration, and it would be a great convenience, I 
think, if the bill could be taken up regularly after the committee 
amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Before the bill is proceeded with, I de- 
sire to have it understood that points of order are reserved on the sev- 
eral amendments. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the reserva- 





made to show that the delay in the matter of making appropriations 
has centered in this body, that legislation has progressed elsew here more 
rapidly than ever before, and that tlie extravagance in appropriations 
and the delay in the bills has been centered here. I have, althougha 
minority member of the Committee on Appropriations, taken note of 
these statements and feel that it is due to the majority as well as the 
minority of the committee to place on record a statement which refutes 
completely this attempt to throw that responsibility on the Senate. 

As stated by the Senator from Iowa, there are pending now in vari- 
ous forms seven great appropriation bills, the agricultural, the diplo- 
matic, the District of Columbia, the fortification, the Indian, the river 
and harbor, and the sundry civil. 

I have here, which I will not trouble the Senate to read, a statement 


i 
| showing the condition of the appropriation bills for several years past 


at corresponding sessions. In 1886 there were signed after the 10th 
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day of July only four great appropriation bills, appropriation r tl 
year 1887. The naval bill passed the t vof. yt } 
on the 31st, the sundry civil on August 4, and the river and 
August 5. rhe appropriation ls for 1889, the diy i 
lative, agricultural, District of Columbia, post-office, river 
nav fortifications, and sundry civil we all passed a S 
July 10 of 1 year 188s “o that the record may be m 
( i ior i? é W he ( , 
i Sta owing the rat tl 
t I passed from 14-1 to ) ¢ 
SIDENT i < 
Ist t to db ‘ 
it is not to be ! 





Mr. PLATT. What is the request? 

’ The PRESIDENT pi we. Thatti tatement 
dition of the appropriation bills may be ix 
out being read. 

Mr. COCKRELL and Mr. CULLOM,. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The statement will be 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the statemen 

Mr. CULLOM. As far as 1 am concerned, as that goes back ral 
years, I have no disposition to ask for its reading. 





































The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the printi: 
the statement in the ReEcorD without reading? The Chait \ 
and it will be so printed. : 
The statement is as follows; 
For fis wu year 18381, second seRs Fort fh % . 
Appropria : : ‘ 
Pension ......02 I e ( ( K ed 
J . - 
Fortiiications I ¢ t 
Military Academy on wanes Dec. 17, 1879 Ja 4 13. 7 . rn - 
General detix iency snpesenian sae 2 Mar. 1s: Ap s P , : 7 el : sury | 
‘ Diplomatic .. M S80 Apt 8 I , 1} t ‘ 
S AIDA F crce cette Snieapenses Aj Iss Aj 
3 District of Columbia Apr. 27, 1880 Ma 
I a a Ay 17, 188 Aj 
f Naval Apr. 22, 1880 A { 
Post-Off Mav ~ 5 : 
Legislative .. aa : May 14, 14 May 22. 18s : : . 6 
* River and harbor natinanintan - ., May 17,1880 Jun - Sane , a 
I a . May 19, I+ May 2s, ISsK rea 
: Sundry civil............ ; - ; ececeee) May 31,1880 Ju ls ‘ us % ( 
For fiseal year 1833, first session Fort y-se ith Congress. The amendment wa ‘ t 
| he rea yoit i res ¢ ! 
y . ‘ iu ( 1 ) 4) y } 
Pe ciciciniiidanasibtints diiinyebinuiemniaiomineds Jan. 24,1882 Mar VW 
Post-Office soem amiieaidinal ahtiastinaibinaissinaien spniiiaihdbieiaseocns 5 are >, 1882 Mar. 17 5 : 
| I INET nice pistintnetntnddthntnccectitcniniet ..| Feb, 28, 1882 Mar. 2 : Is it ) r to one 
' Indian resasencoreesoscee seseeees  aplbintiies Ree a. Mar. 1, 1882 Mar RS IDEN / Not 1 
Diplomatic ennnimininss te am sanlin , Mar. 6, 1882, Ma ‘ 
Agricultural nralhespuiseietil wannche .»-| Mar. 9, 1882 Apr 7 — , , 
5 Army asieliiesaal ja oasn wee : ’ .-. Apr. 5, 1882 June te Mr. ALLISO [ would to t > { A 
J District of Columbia . senvcscescocccoscosseces vescentccses| MAY 10, 1882 | June S82 | on I will. on bebalf of t committee, ofie: i amen 
Deficiency. ........ napibcniiniabiiedaianan ove antenna June 8, 1882 | July 3, 1582 } 
pe SS eae ‘ : a : June 14,1882 July ], 1882 paragraph. 
I i ain June 17,1882 July 12, 1882 Mr. COKE ve é 
Pension . June 19,1882 July 15, 1882 The pg of tl } was resume | ane ’ 
Navy July 6, 1882 July 1882 a rene “2 oo : ere 1- 
Sundry civil July 12, 1882 Aug. 2} Lomm = ee ony ' ; pineal e, BILE! tl 
' ~ t ‘ 
a oe Y t . t . 
For fiscal year 1885, first session Forty-cighth Cone ‘ easte 
TP fas for the ¢ . = 
3 I aidan cane aces seaside Feb. 21,1584 Mar 1, 1884 | the city of Milwaukee, in the te Wiscons rsuant 
ro Navy .. Mar. 7,1884 Apr. 14, 18s4 iws of the United States 
< Post-Of Mar. 18,1884 Apr. 18,1584 | propriated by said chay “ as ‘ 
: EGtA8....002005-- Apr. 4,1884| May 13,1584 | pay said awards, upon proof that all the awards ‘ 
: Agricultural... Apr. 5,1884 May 884 | Esther E. B. Crampton Av een accept 
Pension ........ : ove cvccce reves-ccccecese| ADF. 22,1884 | May iss4 | and upon the presenta to ‘ ta 
* | NT nineties lai naide theta May 18,1584 June 21,1884 | and with such sureties, and - 1 ‘ 
District of Columbia..................... idsSeeeadiaats d May 19,1884 | May 29,1884 | if hereafter the amount : ard said Cra ) t | 
Diplomatic and consular...............cccc0<.<0s0000« sal | May 19,1884 June 12,1884 | States district court, on a a } 
Legislative June 2,1884| June 26,1884 | increased that the cost of the entire s shall t 
River and harbor. .| June 12,1884 | July 1,1884] s of $400,000, that the “ pa 5 
a esteinniabiel June 17,1884 June 28,1884 | award as shall keep the tof said - 
Sundry civil ................ July 2.1884 | thes e, within th iit fixed by s 
Fortifications I 





omy ms Mr. COCKRELL. / ould like to have s »xplar on of 
| Mr. SPOONER. I 

For fiscal year 1887, first session Forty-ninih Congress. | Senator from Missour -- 
denadadincdinesdith teats ne Mr. COCKRELI You have it 
Pension ... 










Mar. 4.18% June 16. 188¢ Mr. SPOONER. The« <p) nation Is J ‘ 
Indian Feocisdenttuctaal seveeevee) Mar. 24,1886 Apr. 12,188 made an appropriation for a pul 
Post-Office aa ose coeesenes shi ; Apr. 6,1886 May 4. 188 of asite, at Milwaukes rhe apvronriatio to $100,000. 
District of Columbia 


Apr. 12,1886 May 24.1886 | , 7 ere ; 
Agricultural. Apr. 14,1886 | June 10, 1sxg | 20d it was necessary to resort to: ; ict) 


River and harbor .. 
















Redikadlacdithaddeentdedinss aie .| May 6.1886 | July 16,1886 | erty has been condemned, consisting ¢ . iany different lot 
Military Academy eoeeeeceeeseces coccesesees cesses oes “ sseseeeeeee’ May 8, 1886 | June ] xs owned by a large nul ver of Ow! ( ed nder the laws ol . 
III ieirtnrapcncnmunnninsennitnsesteseeteesen Stun a .| May 12,1886 | June 12.15 y - os i the awa! ‘ ‘ an os } in the cures 
Diplomatic and consular .............scc.:cceseeeeceeeeereecees May 13,1886 | June 7, 18% | COMSin, ane ee ee i 7 eee 
Legislative... Ren eS a June 16,1886 July 2.1886 | the exception of one. In f t! was an appeal to t ‘ 
Navy .... : .| Jane 21,1886 July 16,1886 | court and on a trial t award 1 it ed $100 
idan iiaraterdncgsicorooen essuansianseessciecseebncoeovenne July 1,1886 July 24, 1896 Mr. COCKRELI h? 

IED secccacoccessoscs scccesceee hacked ‘ ..| July 19,1886 | July 28, 1886 | — a a 
General deficiency. .............ccc000+s000000 ; July 10,1886 July 26, 1886 | Mr. SPOON]! ( ired dolla The t of + a“ 
r - 1 
i 
| 





amounted to $3 
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limit fixed by Congress. This party still has a right to appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and under the act of Congress the 


Secretary of the Treasury can pay out no money except for the pur- 
chase of the site as an entirety, and not then until the title is fully 


vested in the United States. That resnits in a great hardship to those 
who are willing to accept the amount of theawards. They do not get 


their money, they do not get any interest on it, and mean time they 
can not sell their property, they can not rent it; and it was thought 
the only course to be adopted under the circumstances to obviate de- 
lay and injustice is to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury, upon 
proof that this is the only case in which an appeal is pending, to pay 
the money into court for distribution to those who are agreeable to the 
awards made, and take adequate bond as to the only one remaining. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the amend- 
ment of the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 16, to insert: 


For public building at New London, Conn.: For purchase of site and com- 
mencement of building under present limit, $30,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert, at the top of page 7, the follow- 
ing: 

For post-office and court-house at Wichita, Kans.: For completion of buiid- 
ing, including heating apparatus and an clevator, $8,900. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 9, to insert: 


Building for Bureau of Engraving and Printing: For the erection of a wing 


atthe west end of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, including heating 


and ventilation, the work to be performed under the direction of the Supervis- 
ing Architect of the Treasury Department, $80,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to know whatthatisfor. I thought 
we had plenty of room down there. I should like some explanation 
why that additional building has to be erected at that place now. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is in pursuance of an estimate of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to be found in Executive Document No. 235. Itisa 
detailed statement of the necessity of this building. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have it read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Was it not called for by the previous Chief of the 
bureau? 

Mr. ALLISON. It has beenestimated for for twoorthree years. The 
people there are absolutely crowded so that it is impossible for them 
to work with comfort. Does the Senator from Missouri desire the full 
doocument read ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; I should like to have it all read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I send it to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 24, 1890. 
I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the favorable consideration 
of Congress, estimates of appropriations submitted by the Chief of the Bureau 


of Engraving and Printing for increasing the facilities of that bureau in the 
way of additional buildings, namely : 


For the erection of a wing at the west end of the building proper, in- 
ne NE UD, gvciscceinntnscccsienenenenmineubemaceindinntzenemmenizeial $30, 000 
For the erection of an outbuilding for the purposes of an ink-mill, car- 
I A I a tins siecceernnnmmemaeiihi peieinseneteteoudiaee 20, 000 
The necessity for these buildings is fully set forth in the accompanying let- 
ter of the Chief of the bureau. 
Respectfully yours, 


SiR 


W. WINDOM, Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE Hovse OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


PREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING, 

Washington, D. C., Febrwary 14, 1890, 
I deem this a favorable time, while the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds of the Senate and House of Representatives are considering the 
question of increasing the facilities in the way of buildings for transacting the 
public business in this city, to call your attention to the crowding of the em- 
ployés in this building and the consequent necessity for its enlargement. The 
principal operation of the bureau is that of plate-printing. The work is ex- 
ecuted on the third floor of the building, which is entirely devoted to this pur- 
pose, Upon this floor there are two hundred and ten plate-printing presses 
with the necessary tables for the printers and assistants. 

To get this number of presses in position it was necessary to place them very 
close together, so that in a majority of cases the handles of the presses are not 
more than 7 inches apart. The tables also had to be placed very close to the 
presses, so that the space for the printer and assistant to move in is very narrow. 
The steves used by the printers are also placed very near each other. This 
crowding frequently makes it necessary for one printer to wait while his neigh- 
bor is going through the operation of pulling an impression or removing his 
plate to or from the stove. Failure to do this results in injury to printers by 
their — struck with the handle of the press or cut with the sharp edge of the 
steel plate. 

Of the two hundred and ten presses two hundred and nine are in daily oper- 
ation, requiring the services of the same number of men and of women, making 
four hundred and eighteen persons, besides helpers and other employés, bring- 
ing the total up to not less than four hundred and fifty persons who are con- 
stantly at workin the press-room. This large numberof persons in close prox- 
imity to each other must necessarily vitiate the air to a considerable extent, 
and when it is remembered that there are two gas-jets burning at each of the 
presses it will be readily understood that the press-room in its present crowded 
state is not a healthful place for men and women to work in. 

To provide dressing-room accommodations for this large force it has been 
necessary to fit up the space between the ceiling of the third story and the roof 
for this purpose. While I am informed that these dressing-rooms are in much 
better condition now than formerly, the place in which they are located is not 
suitable for the purpose. Being immediately under the root, which is com- 
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posed of iron and slate, it is extremely hot in the summer and difficult to keep 
warm in the winter, and the only means of lighting it is by skylights in the roof. 

On the second floor, in the examining division, additional room is needed for 
pressers’ tables, the space now allotted to this work being so limited that two 
of the tables had to be located outside of it, and in a very undesirable situation, 
where the operatives are subjected to draughts of cold air. 

Additional room is also needed for work-tables for examiners and assorters. 
So limited is the space which can be allotted to this work that itis necessary to 
place the securities on chairs and benches in order to give the operatives suffi- 
cient room to work at the tables. The present method of drying the printed 
work is in a sheet-iron inclosure located under the roof of the boiler-house. 
This method is objectionable as the work has to be rapidly dried at a high tem- 
perature, while the best results would be obtained by slow drying at a low tem- 
perature. To accomplish this would requirea large, well-lighted and well-heated 
room; but such a room is not now at my disposal. 

In the numbering-room the space allotted to the counters and examiners is 
so contracted that it is with the utmost care and with difficulty that the trucks 
in which the work is brought to and taken from the division can be turned. 
Visitors who are permitted to enter this division to witness its operations have 
but a small, narrow passageway in which to stand, and this space is frequently 
so crowded as to impede the operations of the division, 

Ontbhe basement floor the bindery is located in rooms that are wholly un- 
suited to its work. The rooms are cut up by partition walls that were built to 
conform to the arrangement of the offices on the floor above. The space al- 
lotted to this division is also inadequate, and as a consequence many of the em- 
ployés are forced to work in the subbasement, which is entirely below grade, 
and unsuitable for work-rooms. A portion of the machinery of this division is 
also located outside of the precincts of the division, and the employés must 
go to and from the division to operate it. On this floor there is a small press- 
room containing ten hand plate-printing presses, which are equally as crowded 
as those on the upper floor. 

Attached to this press-room is a vaulted room under the main entrance to the 
bureau, having neither natural light nor air, which was fitted up as a dressing- 
room for the men and women employed in the press-room. The entrance to 
this dressing-room was originally by one door-way; buta partition was erected 
from the center of the doorway diagonally across the room, dividing it into 
two parts,the men occupying the space on one side of the partition and the 
women the other side. These spaces answered the purposes of water-closets, 
wash-rooms, and dressing-rooms. To remedy this condition of affairs I re- 
eently walled off a portion of the main hallway on this floor and fitted it up for 
a dressing-room for the women, thus taking them from such close proximity to 
the men and giving them daylight and air. 

On this floor is also located the ink-mills. The space allotted these machines 
is insufficient for a comfortable performance of the work, and is undesirably 
located, being near a coal pile, from which the wind blows grit into the ink 
while in the process of grinding. There is also allotted to the ink-mills consid- 
erable space in the subbasement for the storage of the dry colors and the mix- 
ing of the same as required. This space is adjacent to the elevator, and the 
finely powdered colors, many of which are poisonous in their nature, are car- 
ried up the elevator shaft to every floor of the building asa fine dust, which is 
taken into the lungs of the employés at every breath. It soilseverything with 
which it comes in contact, and injures the fine machinery by settling on it in 
the form of grit. The mixing-room \s without natural light and air, and is un- 
fit for human beings to work in. This work should be removed from the main 
building, and should be located in an outbuilding specially adapted to the pur- 
ose. 

: A portion of the machine division is located on the basement floor; but want 
of space has compelled the placing of the larger part of the machinery of this 
division in the subbasement. The space assigned for this a in the sub- 
basement is wholly unsuitable. This division should be located entirely on the 
basement floor, where the master machinist could overlook all its operations. 
This could be done if the surface branch, which occupies a room adjoining the 
machine-shop, could be located in some other part of the building. 

In the event of the removal of the tax on tobacco and snuff the reduction of 
the work which would be caused by the discontinuance of the stamps used in 
the collection of this tax would not remedy these evils, because the demands 
upon the bureau are now in excess of what its capacity is during the regular 
working hours of each day, and the force of plate-printers are therefore re- 
quired at present to work an hour and a half overtime daily. 

A careful estimate shows that the discontinuance of the stamps for tobacco 
and snuff would reduce the work to about a point where it could be accom- 
- during the regular working hours with the present arrangements and 
acilities, Theonly way to afford relief, therefore, is to enlarge the building. 
To this end plans have been prepared by the Supervising Architect for a —— 
on the west side of the building, corresponding as nearly as practicable wit 
the wing on the east side, and making the building form an E instead of an F, 
This extension would give about 13,000 square feet of additional space for the 
working operations of the bureau, besides additional space for storage in the 
subbasement and for dressing-rooms in the attic, so arranged as to give plenty 
of natural light and fresh air. Itis estimated that the cost, including heating 
and ventilating, will be $80,000, 

On the outside of the building the carpenter shop is located in a frame structure 
erected about ten years ago with the expeciation that its use for this pur 
would be temporary. This structure is connected with the main building bya 
wooden flue, through which a belt is run to operate machinery needed by the 
carpenters. It isa constant menace to the establishment from its liability to 
take fire. At therear of the carpenter shop is an open frame shed for the storage 
of lumber, and to the east of this is an inclosed frame shed for the storage of 
material and property notin use. To the west are the harness house, stables 
and inclosed shed. | in which machinery is stored. The harness house is the old 
lodge used by the superintendent of the building while it was in process of con- 
struction, and the stable is a temporary board structure. All of these branches 
of the bureau’s work should be suitably located in a fire-proof outbuilding. 
Space should also be provided for the storage of the coal used by the bureau, 
which is now piled in the yard near the main building. 

The exposure of the coal undoubtedly injures its quality,and it would be 
economy to house it. This would also prevent the fine grit from the coal from 
being blown into the main building. Plans have been prepared for an out- 
building suitable for all th purposes, the estimated cost of which is $20,000. 
I have the honor to sennenttuns this matter be submitted to Con witha 
favorable recommendation for the appropriation of the estimated cost of the 
structures mentioned, as follows : 

For the erection of a wing at the west end of the building of the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing, including heating and ventilation, the work to be per- 
formed under the direction of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De- 
partment, $80,000. ; 

For the erection of an outbuilding for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 
especially adapted for the purposes of an ink-mill, carpenter shop, harness 
house, stable, and for storage, the work to be performed under the direction of 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, $20,000. 


R tfully, yours, 
ee WM. M. MEREDITH, 


Chief of Bureau, 
Hon, Wiiii1AmM Wrxpom, 


Secretary of the Treasury. 
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Mr. TURPIE. I ask leave at this time to submit an amendment to 
the pending bill so that it may be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The a idment will ou 
table and be printed. 























Mr. COCKRELL. I presume that building is to ac modate 
hand plate-printing presses. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt it wi cecommodate them 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is it not for that purp ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. Suppose steam-p es should be 
hereafter put in, then it would accommodate the steam-press 

Mr. COCKRELL. Heretofore when the steam plate-press ‘ 
there there was no occasion for an additional building 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it has been estimated ty 
times, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I happen to holdin my hand a document which 
was laid on oar tables this morning, and I want toshow the demagowy 
the folly, and extravagnat prodigality o kind « eg mn 
This is Senate Executive Document No. 175, first session, Fifty st 
Congress: 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans g i respon re 

tion of June 39,1890, information relative to work the I of | 

graving and Printing. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRET 


Washington, D. C., J 


I have the honor to transmit herewith, in response to Senate resolu 
tion of the 30th ultimo, a letter from the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing, which contains information as to expenditures sin¢ 
hand-presses and their appurtenances, and a comparison 

work performed in the bureau, and its cost, as between the fiscal years 1889and | 
1890, ' 
Respectfully, yours, 


SIR 





* April 1, 1889, for 


the am t of 


W. WINDOM 
The PRESIDENT OF THE 


SENATI 

Now, here comes in the reportof William M. Meredith, Chief of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, in regard to the cost to the Gov- 
ernment of the steam plate-printing presses and the hand-plate presses 


Sir: I have the honor to return herewith the 


Senate resolt 

















‘ ne 
30, 1890, and referred to me by vour office on the Ist instant e t. Ther 
olution is as follows 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is here directed 
to furnish the Senate as soon as may be with all the inf ition his pos 
sion as to- 

“ First. The number of hand plate-printing presses purch ordered fo 
use in the Bureau of Engravingand Printingsince Apr 1 t 
of their total cost, together with the stoves and other thin ) h them 
in order to make them complete. | 

“Second. The number of hand plate-printing presses that have b« 
paired and put in order since April 1, 1589, and the cost of putting them ‘ 
pair, together with the stoves and other belongings 

“Third. The number of hand-roller presses that have been put in use since 
the 30th of June, 1889, to take the place of the nineteen steam plate ing 
presses then in use, and the total cost of these hand-presses and th: xings 
sncluding the stoves. } 

‘Fourth, The amount of extra time or overtime worked by other employés | 
in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing than the plate-printers d the total | 
amount paid for such overwork since the 30th of June, 1889, up to date, and the 





amount estimated from date to June 30, 1890. 

“*Fifth. The number of merchantable impressions printed in the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing on steel-plate printing presses from the Ist of July, 
1889, to June 30, 1890, both dates inclusive, and the cost of printing e., the 
wages paid the plate-printers, their assistants, superintendents, et 

‘Sixth. The number of merchantable impressions printed in the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing on steel-plate presses from July |, 188, to June 
1889, both dates inclusive, and the cost of printing the same, including the it 
specified in the preceding paragraph. 


That is the resolution of the Senate. Now, this is the reply 

The following are answers to the inquiries made in the severa 
of the resolution: 

1. The number of hand plate-printing presses purchased or ordered 
April 1, 1889, was 34. 

The total cost of the presses referred to in this paragraph, together with 
stoves and other things that go with them in order to make them complete 
and the total cost of putting in repair the presses referred to in the second para- 
graph, and of the stoves and other belongings, can not readily be divided for 
statement, respectively, as to these two paragraphs, but are given in consoli- 
dated form in answer to third paragraph. 

2. The number of hand plate-printing presses repaired and put i: 
April 1, 1889, was 33. 

3. The number of hand-roller presses put in use since June 50, 1889, was 67 

The total cost of these hand-presses and their fixings, includi: 

(since April 1, 1889), was $9,962.72. 

4, The amount of extra time or overtime worked by employ¢ 
plate-printers (and assistants) since June 30, 1889, to and including June 
1800, was equal to two thousand eight hundred and sixty and five-sixt 
days for one employé; and the amount paid therefor was 99,492 

5. The number of merchantable (perfect) imggressiens printed « 
presses from July 1, 1889, to June 30, 1890, both dates inclusi 
and the cost of printing, i. ¢., the wages paid the plate-print 
ants, cumeriotindonio. etc., was: 


1 order since 





g the stoves 





other than 





e 





Printers and assistants = sthboeese i 
Superintendents and assistant superintendents . Lf 


OEE cecncccctes seaneeepiieppanemasencestecos 162, 7 


That was the cost of the hand plate presses. Now I read the im- 
portant point. These were the hand steel-plate presses. Now I am 
reading as to the steam plate-printing presses: 


6. The number of merchantable (perfect) impressions p 
presses from July 1, 1888, to June 30, 188% 
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both dates inclusi\ 5 19,893,300; | 
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that we ha put up additional build 3 t i 
und heré é 4} SO) Of l 
will this end In other ords, Mr. Pre t ( , 
United States has 1 lea vle l advan t n ‘ 
stean plate-] iting presses Mac ‘ 1 | { \ pared 
with field machinery, the present self a ‘ id 
we have gone back the old sickle, the old ha | 
economy and progré Why not take out t inet > 
ing and ventilating the Capitol and put me { k 
We could give employment to more men t 1 Wi 
take machinery out of all the public Department the ¢ 
and have all work done by hand rl 1OW 
dom, the cowardice of this kindof legislati 
Mr. HAWLEY Mr. President, the Senator I ‘ 
thinks that the cali { vdditional room was ought | 
change from steam to hand presses. But the desire t 
room manifested itself three or four years ag e this yn 
| arose, certainly before the decision was made to do t I 
by hand-presses, and while they had under full hea the ste 
presses. Whatever be t reason for it, if the Senator w go t igh 
those buildings, as I have within six months, fr top to bott h 
will see that the crowding of the operatives t] f ws O 
health, and there is not room for the wor 
I should be glad to have the Senator’s attent ecause | t 
help him a little. I know that the fiscal year just « L not b 
compared with the previor ] t} es t] Senato1 
has given. They ran the st p—t eacom 1 ¢ 
pression—to the 30th of J that, alte legot 
ating awhile, the Senator 1 1 1 tl vy W 
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There were a number of ere idle a1 others 
had not got to work, and it was a good whik fore the chan sall 
accomplished. In the mean time the hand-presses l others that had 
been idle needed more or less of repairs. So t! parison that thi 
Senator makes should not be on the bare figures alone of the t il 
years 1889 and 1890. The hare figure comparison do¢ eat injustice 
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past year, I have information that over $4,000 of the appropriation h 
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to work at it, and the more you work it off by ordinary 
k the easier it is for the counterfeiter to keep pace with it. 





counterfeiter 


machine wo! 


is I say, I do not care to open that part of the subject, but some ex- 
planations are due that will take off from the force of the Senator’s 
criticism. Now, Mr. Meredith says 

eaking from a practical experience of many years with all kinds of print- 
ing, | have no hesitation in saying that plate-printing executed on steam plate- 
printing presses is interior to that executed upon hand-presses, The securities 
that are now being delivered by this bureau to the several bureaus of the De- 
partment are executed in the best possible manner by the best possible method 


a fact which I think no one will dispute his can not be said of work executed 


by the steam-printing method. In nem the superiority of the work 


executed fully justifies the additional « cpenditure made, 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I do not know that the question as 
between steam printing-presses and hand-presses is involved in this 
amendment. Iam not inclined to think that it is; and while I have 
no practical experience or knowledge upon the subject of these two 
methods of engraving, it was made my duty in connection with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock ] some year and a half or more 
ago, by the Committee on Finance, to investigate the question of hand 
and steam presses for engraving, and I simply desire tosay that after a 
patient investigation running, perhaps, for six or more weeks, in which 
we heard all experts and persons interested in respect to the question, 
he und ij, asa subcommittee of the Committee on Finance, were both 


my judg 


absolutely convinced that the steam printing-presses did more uniform | 


and more accurate and better engraving than the hand-presses. We so 
reported to the Finance Committee; and that committee, my recollec- 
tion is, unanimously decided in favor of continuing the steam-presses., 

As the hardest test as to the perfection of the work of the two classes 
of presses, | submitted to experts a large number of specimens, with- 
out allowing them to know whether the specimens were printed by 
hand or by steam, and asked the experts to give their opinion as to 
which was least liable to be counterfeited and as to which was the best 
specimen of engraving; and in the ratio 7, if not 9 out of 10, the ex- 
perts decided that the steam-press work was superior, more accurate, 
and less liable to be counterfeited than the hand-press work. 

I simply desire to put on the record that statement as it abundantly 
appeared in the testimony taken by the Senator from New York and 
myself as a subcommittee of the Committee on Finance a year and a 
half or two years ago. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to go into this mat- 
ter extensively, but I think the statement just made by the Senator 
from Tennessee [ Mr; HARRIS] requires some notice. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations to 
this bill is for an additional building. That becomes absolutely nec- 
essary to accommodate the persons employed and to be employed in 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, without any reference whatever 
to the steam plate-presses. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think that is probably so. 

Mr. GORMAN. Itwas on the recommendation of the former super- 
intendent of the bureau, who demonstrated the cruelty of keeping these 
people crowded up as they are, even if they used the machines, that 
the committee recommended in the first place this addition to the build- 
ing. So I think there is no question as to the propriety of this appro- 
priation. 

The statement made by the Senator from Tennessee is quite correct 
from the evidence taken at that time. Then he had before him the 
superintendent of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, who believed 
that the increased cost per thousand sheets of impressions if the work 
were done by hand instead of by the steam machinery would be $5.65, 
whereas the fact is, as shown by the present superintendent, that 
the whole increased cost of the work now being done by hand is from 8 
to 10 per cent. only. 

Mr. GEORGE. Over that done by steam ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Over that done by steam. That is the testimony 
of the Superintendent, who is himself a practical man and a skilled 
mechanic, and I think it is the testimony of all the officers of the Gov- 
ernment and of all who use these processes that the work is infinitely 
better as performed by hand. 

Mr. William M. Meredith, the Chiet of the bureau, in a communi- 
cation to Senator ALLISON, the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, dated June 30, 1890 

Mr. GEORGE. Is he the present Chief of the burean ? 

Mr. GORMAN. He is the present Chief of the bureau. He says 
to Senator ALLISON, as will be found in Report No. 1466 of the present 
Session: 

Speaking from a practical experience of many years with all kinds of print- 
ing, | have no hesitation in saying that plate-printing executed on steam plate- 
printing presses is inferior to that executed upon hand-presses. The securities 
that are now being delivered by this bureau to the several bureaus of the De- 
partment are executed in the best possible manner, by the best possible method, 
a fact which I think no one will dispute. This can not be said of work exe- 
cuted by the steam-printing method. In my judgment the superiority of the 


work executed fully justifies the additional expenditure made. 
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| would be caused by the use of the hand-presses. 


j 





{ more emphatic statement could not be made, and I have nodoubt 


of its correctness. 

Mr. GEORGE. Who signs that? 

Mr. GORMAN. It issigned by Mr. William M. Meredith, the pres- 
ent Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, who is recognized, 
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I believe, as a skillful man in his profession by everybody connected 
with the Government. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is he a practical engraver? 

Mr. GORMAN. I can not answer the Senator whether Mr. Mere- 
dith is a practical engraver, but he is a practical printer of engravings. 
I do not know whether he is an expert engraver. 

When the change was made the then Superintendent, Mr. Graves, 
supposed it would be necessary, and he then stated to the committee that 


| an appropriation of $102,000, if I remember aright, in addition to the 


then appropriation, would be necessary to make up the deficiency which 
But the statement of 
Mr. Meredith, from which I again quote, is that— 

Phe increased costof plate-printing caused by the discontinuance of the steam 
plate-presses, taking the aggregate amount estimated to be required for the 
next fiscal year, and including the increased amount of work asked for by the 
several bureau oflicers, is ony $1.87 for each one thousand impressions. 


So that I submit, aside from the appropriation as asked for here, 
which I believe is necessary, not because of the removal of the steam- 
presses but to accommodate the work of that great bureau, that the 
increased cost of hand labor has been rather less than that estimated by 
the Chief of that bureau. It only shows that expert testimony upon 
questions of this sort can not always be relied upon. 

if, in addition to that, Mr. Meredith is correct in his statement that 
the value of the work is so much better than that performed by the 
steam-presses, then it was unquestionably a proper provision in the 
appropriation bill passed two years ago, and asthis bill comes from the 
House and as it is reported by the Committee on Appropriations to the 
Senate we have not disturbed the present government of that bureau, 
rather preferring to leave it in charge of those who are responsible for 
its administration. 

If their estimates prove to be incorrect, if we find that at the end 
of this fiscal year the cost has increased beyond that estimated by the 
superintendent of the Bureau, that is a matter which will come up 
naturally and properly for consideration. I trust in the mean time 
this appropriation for an addition to the building will be made, for it 
is an outrage to keep these poor men and women huddled together as 
they are, crowded into rooms with an atmosphere not fit for a human 
being to livein. If it should cost ten or twenty or fifty thousand 
dollars more, no better appropriation could be made. We had better 
save at some other point, and give these people who are compelled to 
labor daily for their bread at least a respectable place in which to 
work. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, at the last Congress this question of 
employing steam-presses or hand-presses for the printing in the En- 
graving Bureau underwent some considerable discussion in this body, 
and finally the decision of the Senate was that, taking all things into 
consideration, it was the best policy of the Government to dispense 
with the printing-machines and to employ hand labor. I participated 
in that discussion at that time, and from an examination which was 
then somewhat careful of all the evidence which was then presented, 
I came to the conclusion that the difference in cost to the Government 
between printing by steam and printing by hand was so small that it 
would not warrant, asa matter of economy, the Government of the 
United States in dispensing with the services of those men and women 
who, as mechanical Jaborers, were doing the work. 

I am not now as familiar with the evidence adduced at that timeas I 
was then, because the matter has passed out of my mind. I supposed the 
judgment of the Senate rendered on the last occasion in which the 
matter was before the Senate fixed the policy at least of this body, and 
I therefore hope that for the saving of the very small cost of 10 per 
cent., if that is the saving 

Mr. GORMAN. Eight to 10 per cent. 

Mr. GEORGE. Eightto 10 per cent., I am informed by the Senator 
from Maryland. I hope that for the purpose of saving that little the 
Senate—— 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator will permit me to say that I find I 
made 9.mistake in that statement. The increased cost estimated by 
Mr. Meredith is 8 per cent. in money, and there is an increase in work 
amounting to 10 per cent. That is the statement. The additional 
cost is only 8 per cent. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is all we are interested in, the cost. Iwas go- 
ing on to remark when I was interrupted, that I hoped the Senate 
would not, for the mere trifling saving of 10 per cent.—to putit now in 
the strongest light—against these wage-workers upon the doubtful 
proposition, I will put it that way, though I believe the evidence is 
clearly the other way, that the work done by steam is as good as the 
work done by hand, reverse the policy which it adopted at the last 
Congress and substitute steam for human muscle. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). 





The ques- 


| tion is on the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
page 7, alter line 18, to insert: 


The next amendmert was, on 


For the purpose of improving, extending, and repairing vaults in the Treas- 
ury building, and for constructing new vaults or safes therein, including neces- 
sary examinations to be made by mechanical experts as to the best methods of 


: 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 7235 


construction, $333,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be expended The PRESIDENT } tempore. I ; the Senator fro | — 
under the Secretary of the Treasury. ; 


; 1890. 












































| withdraw his amendment? 
Mr. MCPHERSON., I should like to inquire of the chairman of the Mr. GIBSON. I withdraw my amendment 
committee what is the purpose of this amendment. It seems to bea Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, it has only 1} vithin a few years 
very large expenditure of money for the objects named. The vaults | that we h 1ve appropriated large amounts fort 1 lreas- 
of the Treasury have seemed to answer heretofore for all the purposes | ury Department. At this sess , iano 
of the Government, and the amount here appropriated seems to be al- | another bo ly, being House } 9522 making appronriatio . large 
most sufficient to erect a new Treasury building. amount of money for the repair and co ruction of ; t 
Mr. ALLISON. This is a boiling down of a bill that passed the | Treasury Department. I take it for granted that 1 1 ly ld 
House of Representatives on the 21st of April of this year, coming from | ever hay n passed in a iv where there was deliberation. It isa 
the Committee on Appropriations of that body. bill that intended for i dp 
It was stated by the Secretary of the Treasury and by the Treasurer | anywhere in this Government 
r hat the present interior arrangements of the vaults and safes of the | bled who were exe { p ; 
Treasury building were such as to require a complete overhauling, and | passed and con re 
the Secretary of the Treasury called in an expert who made an im tistrue that the officers of ry t 
’ of the amount necessary to accomplish this work, and th House passed | yrer,regarding the responsibility his « 
a bill, known as House bill 9522, coveringthis work. The Committee | of his predecessors, frightened atthe though , 
on Appropriations of the Senate, afterexamination and listening to some | control, or at least locked up in the Treasury Department 
~ people who were familiar with the subject, believed that the bill passed | s ities and 1 land ! snd te 
by the House of Representatives would cover the situation and that if | provision made { e safe-keeping of these s« l this 1 
f this amount was to be expended it ought to be expended according to its rhe first pro tion, which was vranted to him. v 
q provisions. Soaftera very full examination by experts of the situation | ditional watchmen, so that you have at the Trea yD 
in the Treasury and of the proposed changes (so that when the changes | small army of w it sr thi lt and no 
are made they will be of the best workmanship and the best improve proposition 
ments) this amendment is proposed, being simply a transfer of this 3 ware eek ae 
q House bill into the sundry civil bill. The Secretary of the Treasury | ..-- he and the same are her aaeel 
4 seems to have great anxiety about it. Ido not know myself how great | ury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, t expel 
4 the necessity for the change is. d ne oe eee ao 
{ Mr. HAWLEY. I think there will be some very interesting me- | jnciudine an intermediate door between enid vaults, 805.50 
‘a chanical and scientific work necessary under this clause, and I wish to For new vault, to be constructed in place of present vau , 
broaden the class of persons who may be selected asa board. I move | — teen, = sent eee eee se enya glen 
2 to insert in line 22, on page 7, after the word ‘‘by,” the two words | goors and vestibule in ea b part and adoor to be placed sate partition, 82,501 
“* scientific and;’’ so as to read: | Forextending present vault No.7, now used for the deposit of the ! a ae 
z To be made by scientific and mechanical experts. | Seenemn ae 1-1 iar oom a tows ae oe endian Teak too’ a 
z ’ | deposited in national banks, and the various trust funds held by the Tre« 
Mr. ALLISON. I donot see any objection to that amendment. | ascustodian, S500, SE a DS Sa ; 5 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from | the deposit poy eg dren a tramadol. t—<—<_ oo ; 
Conne cticut will be stated. For constructing a new vault in place of present va ilt No. 4. now used il 
The SECRETARY. On page 7, line 22, in the amendment reported | = ee tO i States notes, gold and silver certificates in process of 
by the Committee on Appropriations, after the word “‘by,’’ it is pro- | “For constructing new cages and other protection for the tellers in 
posed to insert ‘‘ scientific and;’’ so as to read: | room, $5,000. 1 A 
4 Including necessary examinations to be made by scientific and mechanical | x. -4 peed oy os Sia sto ea o “ed aoa tee dai v = Boe yr bie: ‘ , 
experts as to the best methods of construction. Sinton w ‘th the approval St ilies Gacemaanen ial tums Creat ny, eat a laahedl a 
4 The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. " hile the new vaults herein provi tod © are in course of construction 
- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inquire of the Sena- | (,)4-; Contract eummenhunian wile wlese: saacenintiinens Gin Seat anamiarad 
tor from Iowa whether, in line 25, he desires the words ‘‘direction of’’ | the Secretary of the Treasury, w! i specifications shall pre 
to be inserted before ‘‘ Secretary of the Treasury ?”’ | the material to used, and the ma as the same togethet 
Mr. ALLISON. So as to read ‘‘ to be expended under the direction | CXPCnS¢s Of Said plans and specificati: camarentte call a ea 
of the Secretary of the Treasury.’’ I think, perhaps, that would be | the amount above appropriated. 
better. I accept the amendment suggested by the Chair. | Mr. President, here is a plan set out in great detail, afte a 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the committee | ;:.. 1 pave no doubt. to execute 3 proposition, as I understand, n 
will be so amended, in the absence of objection. i cee aia Wal provisions of ihe oh ididinats Cea tant - 
Mr. ALLISON. Now, I suggest another amendment which I think | ia “ a hak enaar. tuo persons or firms pp erypetr ‘bly do 
a will make the language more clear. In line 21 it reads ‘‘ineluding | this saat ar , : 
necessary examinations,” etc. I suggest that it be made to read *‘in- | +p}... 11] I have just read. passed by the other House. has been rv 
viene cost ape nenetions to be made by scientific and | secte Ret ieee cola oe Pia cles. andl Gis Wintec dita het) ppro- 
mechanical experts.’ 7 Dee okie meer TT ia I cata a ae 
4 Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not understand what the Sena- | po ere raped gecaniber agrees paces. 06 cvclette eae gt sagt: 
' tor from Connecticut accomplishes by the amendment he offered. I do | cialis aa i idine of cect cea. © eins Gieeh: teehee tes Seek 
: not know what class of persons he proposes to bring in, following it | }, ;. ioe “o a caalmaadiie annie ti aii se sie alata liiael oie ‘i ac a 
with the suggestion by way of amendment now offered by the Senator th f Se Sl ia ccaiiaaiea call ila sarge mir nana eens Seem op? ae 
from Iowa, which leaves it open in the discretion of the Secretary of the |... Sires lille esteieneaace ee ee ee eo ae 
a , E : , ascertain how this money-ghall be kept. We have given him \ 
Treasury to employ scientists and mechanical experts and pay them | men with bludgeons and pistols who are ample for the protection of 
out of this appropriation of $333,500 any amount he may see proper. che teelidian an (6 now exists: bat to emoler scientists in addition to 


I think that is very unwise. The fact is that this whole suggestion 
came to this body in a form which is very objectionable. Ifthe Sena- | 
tor from Iowa will permit me to have the bill which he hasin his hand 
for a moment, I shall be obliged to him. 

{Mr. ALLISON handed the copy of the bill to Mr. GorMAN. ] 
Mr. GIBSON. I ask the Senator from Maryland to yield to me for 
; a moment to give notice of an amendment that I shall offer on page 2, 
between lines 14 and 15, which I ask may be printed and referred to 

8 the Committee on Appropriations: 


mechanical engineers and to permit the Secretary of the Treasury (who 
I have no doubt will act with perfect 
limited provision for the emplovment of 
Department ail the watchmen they 
more like an appropriation for an increase of the officers 
ment, all of whom are to 


course eredited 


sincerity about it) to make un 
people ifter ] ne c ve n thie 


require . it seems to me wouk 
re € mployed outside of the civil servic 
to the party in power. 

d the 


Now, I should like to throw arour Treasury Department 












| safeguard. Ithinkthe Treasureris unnecessarily alarmed about tlh 
_For custom-house and post-office at Alexandria, La.: For the purchase of a | ditionthere. I think he regardsthat he is personally respon l 
site and commencement of the building, $30,000, ; : : iP ey ae “ } ia 
| the money which is placed in the Treasury, and now t ve are ng 
Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Louisiana that if he | toa point where there is no more silver money at all events to ed 
will not present that amendment now, the Committee on Appropria- | and we are only to pile up the silver bullion in 1 eafter 
tions intend to offer amendments covering all the public building bills | as cord-wood in such sized ) can it seen 


which have passed both Houses or will have passed up to the time of 





to me that he ought to be co itch | t 
the passage of this bill. We have prepared an amendment to that | I trust that we shall not en! his am t to enab 
effect. | him to employ more persons it is to be It is.a 

Mr. GIBSON. I was not aware of that. simple process. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have an amendment covering Alexandria, La. Mr. ALLISON. Mz ( 
We may not put in quite as much money as the Senator would like, | The PRESIDING OFFI( Does the Senator from Maryland 
but we shall conform to the general provisions of the bills as respects | yield to the Senator from | > 
all these public buildings. | Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Would it suit the convenience of the Senator to 
yyest alimitation? Ithink this wholeexamination ought to be made 
for two, or three, or five thousand dollars. I mean the preliminary ex- 
uminatiop. I should say a sum not exceeding so many dollars may be 


used for this preliminary examination 
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Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator will make that suggestion of 
amendment; but I say to him that the matter of constructing vaults 
ind safe in the hands of half adozen firms in this country and does | 


not require any scientific examination; that the practical men in Con- 
necticut and New York and Baltimore and elsewhere, who make the 





best safes in the world, who are accustomed to making them for all the 
great safe-ceposit companies, can come here with one of their mechan- 


ical experts and tell in an hour what will be required. The provision 


for so many officials and the employment of so many people is unneces- 





ry 1 prefer the provision as it came from the committee, with the | 


amendment suggested by the Senatorfrom Iowa. I moveasanamend- 


ment that not more than $5,000 of the sum—three thousand would be | 


better, but I will say $5,000—shall he used for the payment of mechan- 
ical experts and other agents. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I understood the Senator to sayt hat the movement 


anything aboutit; but I think it originated in a well-founded anxiety of 
the Treasury officers concerning, not so much those enormous piles or 
blocks of silver and go!d, but concerning the paper money, bonds, etc., 
that which carries enormous value with very little weight. I like this 
paragraph in the sundry civil bill very much better than I like the pro- 
vision in an independent bill. Idonotlikethatatall. If the Treasury 
Department wants increased security there, and I think it does, I want 
it to get that security after a thorough inquiry that shall open the ques- 
tion to the best mechanical skill in the United States, and that can 
be done under this amendment as it stands. 

Personally I do not care how much the cost of the commission is 
limited. I could select, the Senator from Maryland could select, three 
or five gentlemen in the United States who couJd in a week or two of 
listening and examination come to a very intelligent conclusion con- 
cerning all the appliances offered and take the best. It does not fol- 
low that we have got to take the old safes or any one of the existing 
safes. My opinion is that a better thing can be done. I want to seea 
commission of five, or four, or three of the very best men in the coun- 
try, who shall bear the applications and statements of the different 
safe-makers and those who propose to be safe-makers, and make a recom- 
mendation on the subject. I do not want it left toa mere committee 
of existing safe-makers, those who simply repeat the old designs. 

Some of them interested in this business, and perhaps some of them 
interested with no personal knowledge of the manufacturing business, 
say that they can walk into any safes there are here; that there is no 
difficulty about it. They say the safes can be vastly improved. If 
the Senator in charge of the bill, the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, will limit it to $5,000, or $3,000, or leave it to the 
commission, or the Secretary of the Treasury, or anything of that sort, 
I would be very glad. What I want is that they shall have the best 
thing that the scientific and mechanical skill of the United States can 
do in the matter of security for the papers in the Treasury Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has any other amendment been adopted to this 
paragraph? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa has heen adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to modify that so as to meet the suggestions 
of the Senator from Maryland. After the word ‘‘including,’’ I move 
to insert ‘‘a sum not exceeding $5,000 for the.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 21, after the word ‘‘including,’’ in lieu 
of the words ‘‘the cost of,’’ already agreed to, it is proposed to insert 

‘a sum not exceeding $5,000 for the;’’ so as to read: 
For the purpose of improving, extending, and repairing vaults in the Treas- 
ury building, and for constructing new vaults or safes therein, including a sum 


not exceeding $5,000 for the necessary examinations to be made by scientific 
and mechanical experts as to the best methods of construction, $333,500, etc. 





The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question now is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY], inserting the word ‘‘scientific.’’ The Chief Clerk read it as if 
it was already in. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will be all right. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McPHERSON. AsI understand the amendment it is to add 
$5,000 to the appropriation of $333,500. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, it takes that out of the $333,500. 





eee ts 


| 
| 


' 


Mr. ALLISON. ‘“Asum not exceeding $5,000.’’ That is taken 
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out of the $333,500. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It leaves it subject to the investigation of ex- 
perts to determine what the cost will be? 

Mr. ALLISON. What the cost will be and what the plan shall be. 


JULY 14, 


Mr. MCPHERSON. And leaves that for the future appropriation of 


| money in case the plan is adopted. 


Mr. ALLISON. No; the appropriation will be made for the execu- 
tion of whatever plans these experts may agree to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Including the cost of the examination. 

Mr. ALLISON. Nor is the Secretary bound by their plan. Heisau- 
thorized to expend this money in his own discretion. He is to be the 
responsible oflicer to expend the money finally. 

Mr. MCPHEKSON. If there has been no expert testimony upon the 
matter thus far, no examination by experts, how did they arrive at the 
fact that it would cost $333,500 ? 

Mr. ALLISON. There was an examination by a safe-expert, so 
called, I understand, and this safe-expert recommended certain detailed 
methods of improvement. 

Mr. HAWLkKY. Tinkering. 

Mr. ALLISON. He estimated the cost, and that estimate has been 
incorporated in the bill by the House, which the Senator from Mary- 
land aliuded to; and the Senate Committee on Appropriations having 
the bill under consideration acquired some information which led it to 


| believe that it would not do and that the plan suggested in the bill 
originated with some safe-maker or other. Ithink not. I donot know | 


would not be a very great improvement upon the existing condition of 
things. Therefore we propose in this sundry civil bill to have an ex- 
amination of this whole question by mechanical, and now, scientific 
experts added, and then appropriate the money and have the Secretary 
of the Treasury responsible for its expenditure. That is all there is 
about it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It seems to me as though it ig not so much a 
question of safes. It is a question of strengthening the vaults, which 
I suppose have been made fire-proof and burglar-proof, that we now 
have in the Treasury. If any strengthening is needed, certainly an 
appropriation of money should be made. I can see less necessity for 
vault room in the Treasury from this time forward, under the ar- 
rangements which have recently been made with respect to the circu- 
lation of the country, than heretofore. It looks to me like a most 
extravagant appropriation of money for a purpose for which there is 
no evidence, so far a8 I can find, before the Senate that any such sum 
is needed. However, if in the opinion of the committee it is a wise 
and proper thing to do, I do not see any reason why I should object 
to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I doubt myself whether this sum is needed, but 
neither the Committee on Appropriations nor the Senate can ascertain 
exactly how much is needed. We must take the estimate made by 
officers who have investigated this subject, and that sum is estimated. 
Now we appropriate it, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The PRESIDING CFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘light- 
houses, beacons, and tog-signals,’’ on page 8, after line 10, to insert: 

Lubec Narrows light-station, Maine: For additional amount for completion 
of the light-house and fog-signal at Lubec Narrows, Maine, $15,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 13, to insert: 


Cornfield Point light-vessel, Connecticut: ‘For construction and establish- 
ment of a light-vessel with a steam fog-signal for the Cornfield Point station, 
Long Island Sound, $70,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 17, to insert: 

Old Orchard Shoal light-station, New York: For establishing a light-house 
and fog-signal at or near Old Orchard Shoal, Princess Bay, New York, and for 
building a new tower at Waackaack light-station, New Jersey, $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 1, after the date ‘‘1887,’’ 
to insert ‘'$5,250;”’ in line 2, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
** Provided, That’’ and insert ‘‘and;’’ and in line 7, after the word 
**station,’’ to strike out ‘*$5,250;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Statue of Liberty light-station, New York: For completing the electric-light 
lant for lighting the Statue of Liberty Enlightening the World on Bedloe’s 
sland, in addition to the amount appropriate by the act approved March 3, 
1887, $5,250; and all balances of funds appropriated by the act approved March 
3, 1887, for lighting the Statue of Liberty in New York Harbor, which may re- 
main unexpended be, and the same are hereby, made available for completing 
the plant for lighting the station, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 10, to insert: 


Fenwick’s Island Shoal light-vessel, Maryland: For construction and estab- 
lishment of a first-class light-vessel with a steam fog-signal for Fenwick’'s 
Island Shoal, seacoast of Maryland, $70,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 4, to insert: 

Maryland Point light-station, Maryland: For establishment of a light-house 
and fog-signal at or near Maryland Point, Potomac River, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 10, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘two,;’’ so as to read: 

Chincoteague buoy depot, Virginia: For purchase of additional land for site 


| and for repairs to the buoy depot at Chincoteague Island, $2,000 
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The amendment was agreed to. The PR ING OFFICER. - Sieaitt: Giaieai 4 . 
The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 13, to insert: | mous consent that the unfinished | y laid 
4 Portsmouth light-house depot, Virginia: r purchase of additional land ir. GORMAN I hope as a ma t \ e 
3 for the site of the light-house depot at Portsmouth, Va., ir iding about 9 | be a great convenience, that it may i 
{ feet of water front, $10,000. bill. which is now to be laid aside i 
; The amendment was agreed to. daw ton consideration. th will nob bi 
of The next amendment was, on page 10, aiter line 17, to inse1 | Mr. ALLISON. O1 
Cape Hatteras light-st ation, North Carolina: For new dwelling and oil-hous« Mr. GORMAN. Onth a t 
4 at Cape Hatteras light-station, $5,000. | I have no objection to its r 
The amendment was agreed to. | ness. but I wish 7 to a: eal ; 
The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 20, to insert: | whatever day t eS t 
Frying Pan Shoals light-vessel, Nort h Carolina: For construction and estab- | at 2 o'clock 
* lishment of a light-ship with a fog-signal for Frying Pan Shoals, coastof North | Mr. ALDRICH. I think the sa ike 
paged fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator . Maryland 
) The amendment was agreed to. | make a request to the Senate or to the S ine feom | in Tn 
The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 3, to insert Me GORMAN. I desire to have an understanding with the Senato 
Martin’s Industry light-vessel, South Carolina: For construction and estab- | j,, charge of the bill that. a matter of con. nite a numbe 
: : : } . : > . : l large Oo ne ill that, as a m ter ¢ convenient ( tinu ' 
lishment of a light-vessel with a fog-signal for Martin’s Industry, coast of South s : : ; ; “ary ; ‘ j 
' Carolina, $70,000. } ol gentiemen may be set wd 1b1s a + TO ali ¢ us), wen Vv i 
' | stand that the bill will be the regular order at 2 o’clock on the first 
The amendment was agreed to. cet 1 : . L a Se eh eae 
The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 14, to insert na eagaly o io ee eee adi : 
a . . can ao she pieases with 
Eleven-Foot Shoal light-station, Michigan: For establishing a light-station | oi AL I Wy ee ; . ‘ er 1, 
on or near Eleven-Foot Shoal, off Point Peninsula, $60,0 0, Mi A Kk H Ll wish e lerstoo ‘ ) , 
up as soon as the consideration of the appropriat vil 
The amendment was agreed to. take - ae n as th a of the 
vr ° ~ ° | IK . nate shail aay , en u Hae i i ¥ } , ion t tl 
The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 17, to insert: a vdins ae a t] 
é . . . : . . inderstan Suggested, that it allt! take} yon ‘ t i 
: Sherwood Point, Green Bay, light-station, Wisconsin: For purchase of the | ‘ : i ‘ 7 : 431 Oo : 
& necessary land upon which to build a suitable approach tothe Sherwood Point, | ° its cons de rati ae Uhh © — 
4 Green Bay, Wisconsin, light-station, $100. Mr. GORMAN, Chere is no objection to tha inderstand 
4 The amendment was agreed to. MESSAG ROM 
t The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 21, to insert: & message from the House of Representatives. by Mr. McPH1 . 
3 Chicago breakwater light-station, [lino s: For completing u¢ light-h use | its Clerk, announced that the House had avreed tot eport of t 
2 and fog-signal on the easterly end of the outer breakwater at Chicago, Lake | 7 egg) ae Rl zs ‘ ; Piha 4 H 
4 Michigan, Illinois, $15,000, | COMMEND of conferen e on the disagi a tes of the two Houses on 
| the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4570) to author the 
4 The amendment was agreed to. L pike oi 7 Bn rs - on cee ; Shttend ; 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 12, to insert: te 0 ee en ee i R vere es : 
. : is ve E . araw-bridge over the Ssourl Kiver in place ol a ponton ri 
: Point Hueneme light-station, California: For purchase of a right of way | Pe " : ' 
from the light-station to the county road, $1,250, LANDS FOR CEMETER YD PA R 
- 
q The amendment was agreed to. | Mr. PI tted the follov y repo! 
* The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 3, to insert: | Thee 1 the dis I : 
14} ~ te t he } HH { +} 
c New York Slough light-station, California: For establishing a light and fog- | ‘"® #™en is , a eee " I : s,s . 
: signal station at New York Slough, entrance to the San Joaquin River from | PUV!C 'anes by Incorporate ee ee , oes ee are 
Suisun Bay, $10,000. having met, after full and a. have agreed to reco end and do 
5 recommen ir respective sea as fo 
* The amendment was agreed to. | That the recede from its amendment to said ind agree to the fol- 
; The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 7, to insert: a in the nature of a subs e: Strike out er the enact wuse and 
; 2 } insert: 
pa Northwest Seal Rock light-station, California: For continuing andcomplet- | “That incorporated cities and towns shall have the right 1 1 
“4 ing the construction of the light-house on Northwest Seal Rock, off Point St. | regulations prese ribed by the Secretary of the Int ‘> 3 5 
, George, California, $51,000, tery and park purposes not exceed = ea ; 
The amendment was agreed to. — vd Thee © scopic: sap empanadas ape cher pombe or towns 
wr . . < vided 1 whe such cit or tow iS situated v i ® 
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 11, to insert inten ‘That when as Geek, enieiel tate cat aia hares pony ar sagoens, 
Columbia River light-ship, Oregon: For an additional amount for establish- | lands, and patent to such land shall not authorize s cit own to ext t 
ing a light-ship with steam fog-signal to mark the bar at the mouth of the Co- | mineral therefrom, but all such mineral sh be rese i to tl United States, 
lumbia River, Oregon, $10,000, ; and such reservation shall be entered + pa 
' j | TI I 
The amendment was agreed to. i. M. TELLE! 
4 The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 22, to insert: E. ( ALTHAI 
’ Tender for the first light-house district: For building a new steam-tender for M bof t 
3 service in the first light-house district, $95,000, AYS 
; _— rUR?> i 
The amendment was agreed to. HOLMAN 
y The next amendment was, at the top of page 13, to insert: he part « H 
4 Tender for the ninth and eleventh light-house districts: For steam-tender | Mr. EDMUNDS Mr. President. I should like to hear the bill read 
to be used in the construction and rep air of lightand fog-signal stations on Lakes | ..)-: 1 : — yp ae ‘ ’ 
Huron, Michigan, and Superior, $75,000. which is proposed to be struck out after the ena , clause 
: The PRESIDENT p Fos Che hill w he read 
5 The amendment was agreed to. Mi oa aaa ; oo hie G2 eee 
, > : r. ED NDS. I suggest to my friend fi Kansas to let 
The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 4, to insert: . 3 - : eee ni e1 nm Wi 
; . ; ; vo over until to-morrow orning to ve t 
a Tender for the thirteenth light-house district: For new steam-tender ™ por »o el a i Lt Tn v ni ( 
A construction and repair duty in the thirteenth light-house district, $95,000. The PRESIDENT pro t we, Voes the se ul tu ing 
s the bill? contains fourteen lines 
The amendment was agreed to. « = ED oo it Se ae er ae , 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 2, on page 14. Th PI E — DE s zs faa “icra 
Mr. ALLISON. On page 14, line 2, before the word ‘ hundred, tabi a a - ? A pro A fie t é e 
I move to strike out‘‘ two’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to read: MM TELI i a i: J 
For one superintendent for the life- saving stations and forthe houses of refuge | , . a | : laid a ad a ; t of ¢ 4 
on the coasts of South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida, $1,500 erence which ald ASI at t f i of the enator - 
mont [Mr. EpMUN ed that 
The amendment was agreed to. Prgeed. oe tite ow te a ee 
3 . . sa5 . it may be taken wr " hdr vine ¢ oh } } } x 1 
> _ The reading of the bili was resumed. The next amendment of the Mes ener ENT os "i Sepia , 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 16, line 16, to increase the eyed eo ‘ \ 
amount of the appropriation ‘‘ for expenses of the revenue-cutter serv- ME TELLE! : ; 
. r > + wa - r Inia . } I 
ice’’ from $935,000 to $945,000. r. TE uh. AG was Simply laid | : 
The athaniiieees oni agreed jo “s nator irom \¢ echoes iit mig f 1 
1€ Was concerned; that he is satisfied with it 
THE REVENUE BILL. ; |} ThePRESIDENT pro tempore Phe 1 t 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the unfinished business may be laid be- | Lhe Secretary again read the report ittee. 
fore the Senate. ; | The PRESIDENT pro temp l yn concurring in t 
Cy — 7 . “ ‘ No ‘the committec of co 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- | ré port of the commi . 
rived the Chair lays before the Senate the catia business, which | he report was concurred 
is the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and eyualize duties on | VAL. 
imports, and for other purposes. x message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. P 
Mr. ALDRICH. Iam willing that it shall be laid aside informal ly. | DEN, one of hissecretaries, announced that the President had this day 
‘ T “~~ ‘ ‘ y 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask that it be informally laid aside in order to go | approved and signed the act (S. 1902) granting a pension to Sarah C. 
on with the appropriation bill. LA Anderson and children under sixteen years of we, 
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KI RIVER BRIDGI 
the tl y g repor 
} ' Ria votes of the two Houses on 
t the Senate to the | I. KR. 4570) to authorize the Leaven- 
« 4 } ‘ ‘ a! ridge over 
i ig t. after full and free 
it ’ land dor imend to their respective 
: ; ? + t 
ae ‘ WILHAan AMenNaGMeEN?L SUIKIDE 
. iamendment 
G.G. VEST 
S.M.CULLOM, 
JIN. DOLPH 
. the ort of the Se 
CHAS.S. BAKER, 


INO. A. ANDERSON, 
R. H. M. DAVIDSON, 


ar the Hi 
I port was concurred in. 
ORM re r DUES AND CONSULAR FEES. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
re from the President of the United States; which was read, re 
dfer to the ¢ iittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
prin 
; R 
i ia iter from the Secretary of State, inclosing the recom- 
! atio American Conference, recently in session at 
1 { 1ing a uniform system of port dues and consular fees to be 
I Al in Republics, to which | invite your attention. 
BENJ. HARRISON, 
I a | 
1 0 


CODE OF INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 


message from the President of the United States: which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To Senate and H t 


se of Representa es 

e Secretary of State, inclosing the recom- 

International American Conference with reference to the 

y the American Republics of a uniform code of internatienal law, to 
ttention is respectfully directed. 


vith a letter from th 


BENJ. HARRISON. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter of the Second Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, asking for an increase of ten clerks made nec- 
essary by the pension act of June 27, 1890; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 


mY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, 

nd for other purposes. 
ve reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committeeon Appropriations was, under the head of *‘ Light-House Es- 
tablishment,’’ on page 17, line 20, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to 
strike out ‘fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ sixty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


* of light-houses: For supplying light-houses, beacon-lights, and fog- 

' th illuminating, cleaning, preservative, and such other materials as 
ma juired yy annual consumption, for books, boats, and furniture for 
tat na t i il expenses, $560,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


rhe next amendment was, on page 18, line 3, before the word *‘thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘forty’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to make the 
clause re ' 

Rep s of 1 t-houses: For repairing, rebuilding, and improving light- 
houses and | lings, fo mprovements to grounds connected therewith; for 
es ind repairing pier-head and other beacon lights, for illuminating 

pparat i machinery to replace that already in use, and for incidental ex- | 
pens ela to these various objects, $350,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


e next amendment was, on page 18, line 15, before the word ‘‘ thou- 

sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five’’ and insert ‘* sixty;’’ so as to read: 

Expenses o lovag For expenses of establishing, replacing, and maintain- 

in ynioys, spindles, and day-beacons, and for incidental expenses relating 
the 3360, 000) 


Mr. ALLISON. I think I ought to call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that in two or three places making appropriation for the 
light-house establishment we have increased the amount proposed by 
the House of Representatives. We had before us the secretaries of the 
Light-House Board, and they urged very strongly in every instance that 
these increases should be made. The appropriations are still below 
the estimates made by the Secretary of the Treasury, and in some in- 
stances I think they are even now hardly sufficient for the current serv- 
ice for the year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 19, before the word 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 14, 





*“‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘sixty-five’’ and insert ‘‘seventy;’’ so as 
to read 
[Expenses of fog-signals: For establishing, replacing, duplicating, and improv- 


ir g-signals and buildings connected therewith, and for repairs and inci 
dental expenses of the same, $70,000. 








The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 16, to increase the amount 
| of the appropriation for the ‘* lighting of rivers ’’ from $260,000 to $300,- 
} VOU, 
| The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Coast and Geodetic 
Survey,’’ in the appropriations ‘‘ for party expenses,’’ on page 21, line 
| 16, before the word ‘* thousand,”’ to strike ont ‘‘seven’’ and insert 


**ten;’’ so as to read: 





For resurveys: For triangulation, topography, and hydrography in the vi- 
of the east end of Long Island, Nantucket Shoals and approaches, and 
including Vineyard Sound, off-shore soundings in vicinity of Nausett Beach, 
Massachusetts, and Connecticut River to Hartford, Conn.,and Judson River to 
lroy, N. Y., and for current observations off Cape Cod, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 5 on page 22. 

Mr. GORMAN. I may be wrong about it, but I ask the attention 
of the chairman of the committee to the provision at the top of page 22: 

For the tringulation, topography, and hydrography of Perdido Bay, and its 
connections with the coast trangulation and for resurvey of Mobile Bay en- 
trance, and, if completed, to take up the survey of Lake Pontchartrain, $4,000. 


The appropriation for that survey is $4,000 when the estimate is 
$3,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state as respects these appropriations that the 
Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey went over them with 
great care with the House committee and made some changes and altera- 
tions from the original estimates. As the Senator knows, the Superin- 
tendent appeared before the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate 
and suggested that these several items in detail should stand as they 
had been agreed to by the other House. I do not remember just at the 
moment what was the particular reason as to this item. 

Mr. GORMAN. I notice now that there is a supplemental estimate 
| in Executive Document No. 119. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in thechair). The reading 
| of the bill will be resumed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 22, line 20, after the word 
‘* dollars,’’ to insert: 

And the unexpended balance of the appropriation under this head for the 


fiscal year 1890 is hereby reappropriated and made available for the fiscal year 
1891. 


| Soas to make the clause read: 


| Forcontinuing the primary triangulation of California and for jconnecting 
the same at Mount Conness with the transcontinental! arc, $10,000; and theun- 
expended balance of the appropriation under this head for the fiscal year 1890 
| is hereby reappropriated and made available for the fiscal year 1891. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad to inquire of the chairman how 
much that unexpended balance is. If we are to have regular endings 
| of annual appropriations it is not the best kind of practice, I think, to 
| add on what is left. While Iam not making any contest about it, I 
should like to know in this case and several others I have seen in the 
bill how much there is. 
|. Mr. ALLISON. This is a very smallsum, about $190, Ithink; and 
the men who are making this triangulation are now upon the top of 
the mountain. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has not the liability then been incurred so as to 
| put it in? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was thought best to allow the two appropria- 
tions to run in together, without knowing exactly how much of the old 
appropriation was expended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But itis a very small sum? 

Mr. ALLISON. It isa very small sum—less than $200, I think. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was it not very easy to ascertain how much the 
amount unexpended was ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should think it would not be very difficult, al- 
though it would perhaps be difficult to ascertain the precise sum. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I agree perfectly with the Senator from Vermont 
| that it is a vicious system of legislation, and it is creeping into a num- 
ber of bills, instead of specifying the amount we have ‘‘so much as 
may be necessary.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Iagree also with the Senator from Missouri and the 
Senator from Vermont that where we can we ought to specify the amount 
of the appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think really in all these cases there can not be 
any difficulty in leaving out the reappropriations of the old sum and 
let the’ service—as of course the law would provide it, without any new 
appropriations—that is done up to the 30th day of June, inclusive, be 








paid for out of the old appropriation. If they have not used it all up 
it will be a good thing to turn that little sum, if it is only $200, back 
into the Treasury and have all the officers of the Government under- 
stand that it is not necessary to spend every cent of money, and then 
when the work begins on the Ist day of July, the next day, their sala- 
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ries and per diems and expenses are charged to the new appropriation, 
The books can be kept a great deal better in that way tha rut 
two accounts together, and I appeal to my friend to let that cl > amendment 
out. Ms ) , 

Mr. ALLISON. I appeal to my friend from Vermont and t t 
tor from Missouri to allow this particular little appropriation toi ‘ s that w 
fessor Mendenhall to remain. It is a small sum; and the appro; 
tions for the Coast and Geodetic Survey are mall anyway. Suppo 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not just increase the appropriation of 310,- in the naval est y 
000 by the amount he supposes this unexpended balance willbe? That titied to sa 
is the proper way. I think myself that the amount of $10,060 is n : 3 | 
sufficient for that purpose. e 1s away {1 

Ir. EDMUNDS. Call it $11,000 and strike out theclause the com- | te category of perso t tra ‘ 
mittee propose to insert. Mr Masha O% 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the $10,000 be increased and let this cla Mr. EDM NDS. 
be stricken out. The PRESIDIN 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Or let it be put in the deficiency bill. Mr. COCKREL 
Mr. ALLISON. Itis hardly fair to these men who are engaged in | ' t\ 








work on Mount Conness to be relegated to a deficiency bill for a small Mr. ALLISO! . 

sum. In regard to this particular appropriation I hope the Senator | Te4¢ " W a ity at M 

will allow it to pass. Mr. EDMUNDS. — ; 
Mr. COCKRELL. I say that can not be; there is no possibility of | OT So™ew poems. 4 

such an occurrence as that. The amount of their accounts will be ad Ir, COCKREZL, I 

justed. Theaccounts will be sent in. These things are never idjusted ihe reading re ‘ : i t é 

on the 30th day of June; they can not be. The expenditures made up | ‘ ee: SS re 

to that date are sent in, but the adjustment does not occur until some | =>! Caso! institu » alt Li, tO t 

time in August. Soit does not make any difference; the ay la- Rep nian t 

tion of the fiscal year 1890, ending on the 30th of June, is available for — sa Buildine ; a a ee 

some time after the 30th of June to pay what was actually expended | the central porti 

before that date. vood-work of t r repairs, said w 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the | {rection or ute * stesathoun. 945.0% wi Sie 

amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. Mr. COCKRELI = ee, ee a ee 1 
The amendment was rejected. Oe ee ala eee oes , 
Mr. ALLISON. It is not a matter of so much importance that I | ‘"%, oo aan “eat Peg ge ree 3 3 : 

a Ir. ALLISON re bill is passed the Senate, I understand, 

feel I ought to call for a division. ro nate ioe ieetensiteiaties: qillteiiahel Gini’ Elatih Vecna Ean dae SF 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not of any importance at all. eee a ee Saasieiaias uae tie eee 
Mr. COCKRELL. Now I will move to increase the amount of $10,- | ?UC'HSS 4h sees Fe eee er eae ——- 

000 by any necessary sum that is reasonable soas tocoverit. Professor “a EDMI N ars ee eee es z a tose ica 

Mendenhall ought to havethe amount of the unexpended balance; there | \," ALLISON. Iti co " ge nr ae aa 

is no doubt about that. ee ee “EP acetate aes se - 
Mr. EDMUNDS. We ought to add another thousand dollars. beg ee en ; ee 
Mr. ALLISON. He does not need a thousand dollars more. ir. EDMUNDS. The seal prices ga bom cches 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Add $500. Fanta -car team seep energy npeacmeaspencimdenigaaanaiad aaa 








Mr. ALLISON. It probably may not be a hundred dollars. at agin ees ; co ro 7 ets tee en 
Mr. COCKRELL. Add an amount sufficient to cover the unex- 7 ee oe ee 
nded balance. ~~ alge a a oe raphe does + aes 
Mr. ALLISON. Say $10,500 and I will ascertain the exact amount. eae ST a Se sr a . a te oe eee 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves to in- a, gt oa az : a edie ce na sha si sie 
crease the amount in line 20 from $10,000 to $10,500. one ene cree ee eee. ere aoe ; 
The amendment was agreed to. cnemeratien dakiiiten. ais a = 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of xploring editio t vert t f 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 24, after the word ‘‘ coast,”’ ccemachonnt a —— ym 
at the end of line 1, to insert ‘‘ or at such other points as may be neces- The amendment was agreed to 
sary;’’ so as to make the clause read: The nextamendment was, on page 33, line 11 ( W 
For continuing tide observations on the Pacific coast, or at such other points | sand,’’ to sti - out” tw y-! nd insert ‘‘t t ) o 
as may be necessary, at Kadiak, in Alaska, and at Saucelito, San Fra ) . . 
Cal., $2,500, F and applia 
The amendment was agreed to. r of the Na ul Mus 
The next amendment was, on page 25, line 22, before the word ‘‘thon- | P'°**** 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘“‘sixty’’ and insert ‘‘sixty-three;’’ so as to read: vr MUNDS. May I ask the Senator ” 
And 20 per cent. of the foregoing amounts shall be available interchangeably onice! wn Cup roy 4 every Xing in | : M , 
for expenditure on the objects named; inall, for party expenses, $163,80 are merely employed Dy t a i 0 
Mr. ALLISON. I move, in view of the amendment just agreed to, | are they fixed by some law othe nu or, Clas , 
to make that total $164,300, there having been added $500. M1 LLISO hey ar ibrar 1S tO 
“he amendment to the amendment was agreed to. n, or salary, but ! ; ' . , 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. sum for the service nay Ms , 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of t Mr. EDMU? 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ pay of M ALI cade : , 
office force’’ of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, on page 27, after line | tuted there, \ fi P gee UHel | ons | es 
18, to insert: no ; , 
For one clerk to the assistant in charge of the office and topography, $1,00 oe port non vase ; x 
Mr. EDMUNDS. What does that mean, ‘‘in charge of the office _ — ates eae es a sag _ 
and topography ?”’ en ae 4 Se ae 
Mr. ALLISON, That is a title of the assistant in charge of the of | (°T™A0 OV mie con . ee ee ae 
fice. He is in charge of the office and in charge of topography. eaves ee rea ae a ee 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. Sa ae 5m — : oe 
The amendment was agreed to. ee : 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, on ' rag 6 ergy 
page 30, line 1, to increase the total amount of appropriations for ‘* Pay on me we ones : i sittai 
of office force’’ of the Coast and Geodetic Survey from $135,630 to $136.- Will the Senator give the 
630. : ’ ' ’ Mr. COCKRELL. Page 5 
The amendment was agreed to. rhe Secretary 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 24, on page 31. : po Serene 
Mr. ALLISON. In line 13, on page 31, after the word ‘‘duty,’’ I —— Se ee es ee 
move to strike out the words ‘‘ in the office:’’ so as to read: —— invite vour eonsideasstion af ~ . ms crt 


That no part of the money herein appropriated for the Coast and Geodetic } tional Muse 


im in the sundry civil bill, as reported yesterday t« I 
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partme i { tie nent it m service 
he tor [ i the sacle ninistrati 
work is pe ‘ ers, W ( eno pay for their r s te 
advantage le it not to the degree to which it ec 
ne sa ' { \ ‘ 
MI wate] n e? ed t per policing of tl buildings, and 
mor - I »ken < t halls in presentable condition, 
Indeed e \ i of é el w 1 is re not keeping pace with 
the grow the scientific work « he Government in gen- 
er re n ‘ j ay vely necessary 
I dk t wis } vith ( ~ : indication of the change 
of conditions 1 na ver ‘ vears, [ may state that the number of visitors 
during th: ecal ye - it 3 %), compared with 167,500 in 1882; that 
the extent the was nearly 2,900,000 specimens 
compar 4 1000 at t ‘ ot a? ¢ first year of organized 
work in e me Muse iild at the f letters sent out during 
the past fis ear, chiefly in response ema sf nformation and other 
asnistance in « ectic with scic utters 5,350, contrasted wit! 
7 i r S ve hat the 1 the he departinents in th 
Mi - itrasted wit $82 
Although, as I have stated, the decreas f $5,000 in the furniture and fixtures 
approy ation tt inost iy int of the matters which I wish to bring 
to your attention, I sincerely hope that the full amount may be granted for the 
following re I year the M im is offered valuable private collec- 
tions as wift a ng-t e deposits o1 e condition that they shall be prop- 
erly installed in suitable ca especis onstructed for them, and it is from 
this source that ‘ of the most important recent additions to the rational 
collect sha eu received, for in a large number of instances collections 
thus placed in the istody of.the Nation Museum, if insta i to the satisfac- 
t ‘ er ire eve rem c 
r} value of the collections thus acquires - ways far greater than that of 
the - ! they are placed lar I ictic ‘ i fixt- 
‘ pproy t Pp ‘ t 1 riuiy sriain ex 
j ‘ I ims 0 pir the co » National 
not hithert irged thes onsiderations as strongly as it 
ive d und J trust that your committee will be disposed to 
st eful attentio lam sure thatan examination of the 
evelopment of t Museum year by year since 1881, as given in 
5 tl in Ins t ‘ you that the facts, as I 
‘ r alit lerstated : 
ery respecti 
S. P. LANGLEY 
Hon, W ! cB. At 
f i ‘ f 1; ] mes 
Mr. PLATT. I should like to ask the chairman of the committee | 


a question even at therisk of betraying my own ignorance of something 
that I ought to know about I see on page 32 there is an appropria- 
tion of $40,000 ‘‘for continuing ethnological researches among the 
American Indians, under the direction of the Smithsonian Institution.’’ 
Are all those ethnological studies and researches pursued under the 


direction of the Smithsonian Institution and paid for out of this appro- | 


priation or has the Geological Survey an independent duty to perform 
in that respect? I ask because the contributions to ethnology are 





prepared by Major Powell, who is the Director of the Geological Sur- 
vey, and I never understood exactly how the matter was arranged. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that this is the appropriation under 
which Major Powell discharges whatever duty he performs in connec- 
tion with the ethnological work. There is no other appropriation, I 
understand, for that work 

Mr. EDMUNDS Itow much i e for the geological work ? 

Mr. ALLISON. For the workof Ma Powell, various sums, rang- 
ing from $500,000 to $300,00 

Mr. PLATT. But none of the appropriations for the Geological Sur- 
vey are Use or €thnno.ogical re earches ? 

Mr. ALLISON As I understand ne. 

The PRESIDING OFFFICER The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment on page 33, line 11, to increase the appropriation from 
$25,000 to $30,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘* Fish Commis- 
sion,’’ on page 34, line 7, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out 


‘thirty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so as to read 


Distribut of food-fishes: For the distribution of the eggs and young of the 
whitefish, salmon, shad, carp, cod, lobster 1 other useful inhabitants of the 
ll necessary employés, $40,000, 









waters, including salaries or compensationof 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 34, line 12, after the word ‘‘em- 


ployés,’’ to strike out ‘‘ forty-three thousand nine hundred ”’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ fifty thousand;’’ so as to read 


Maintenance of vessels: For the maintenance of the vessels and steam launches 
of the United States Fish Commission, and for boats, apparatus, machinery, and 
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other facilities required for use with the same, including salaries or compensa- 
tion of all necessary civilian employés, $50,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
inquiry respecting food-fishes,’’ on page 34, line 22, after the word 
resources,’’ to insert ‘‘and;’’ so as to read: 

For the exploration of the fishing-grounds of the South Atlantic, Gulf, and 
I fic coasts, with the view of determining their food resources and to the 
development of the commercial fisheries, et« 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 13, to insert: 

genous fishes of the Mississippi Valley: For the collection and distribu- 
of the indigenous fishes of the Mississippi Valley, $15,000. 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. While we are on these paragraphs I should like 
to ask the chairman toexplain to us exactly what is expected to be 
done in respect of the collection and distribution of the indigenous 
fishes of the Mississippi Valley. What does that mean as distinguished 
from the other fishes? What kind of fishes are they ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that there are some very 
fine fish in the Mississippi Valley and there are some very valuable fish- 
eries there. This provision was inserted at the request of the Com- 
mittee on Fisheries. I will ask the Chief Clerk to read the letter of 
the Fish Commissioner on this subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will read as indi- 
cated. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 





UNITED STATES COMMISSION OF FI8H AND FISHERIES, 
Washington, D. C., June 30, 1890. 

Drar Sit Referring to the proposed amendment to the sundry civil bill 
offered by Mr. CuLLom and referred to the Senate Committee on Fisheries, I beg 
tosubmit that the work of gathering and distributing the indigenous fishes of 
the Mississippi Valley to waters suited to them is one that commends itself to 
the favorable consideration of Congress, both from the importance of the re- 
sults obtained and the small expenditures necessary to attain these results. 

The United States Fish Commission took up this work two years ago, follow- 
ing the example of the State commissioners of lllinois. We found in it the 

| means of improving the river fisheries of large portions of the States lying in 

} the Miss asippi Valley basin, the waters of which were not adapted either to the 
shad, the white-fish, or the Salmonidz, and which for that reason failed to re- 
ceive that equitable consideration they were entitled to in the results of the 
beneficial work being carried on by the Government. 

The States to be particularly protited by it are Illinois, Ohio, Kentucky, In- 
diana, Missouri, Arkansas, Kansas, lowa, and Nebraska. To the waters of a 
large proportion of each of these States no other species are so well adapted as 
the indigenous species, which were once abundant in them, but have now al- 

| most or entirely disappeared, 

| rhe work referred to gives us the means of restoring the fisheries of these 
waters and rendering them permanent, with proper legislation and co-operation 
on the part of the States. It is of such importance and covers so many States 
that it should have distinct recognition and a definite appropriation. 

| During the present fiseal year | have applied to this work, out of the general 

| appropriation for the distribution of fishes, $5,172.71, and this is the full amount 
we can allot to it from the general appropriation referred to. The work may, 
however, be greatly extended, with the most beneficial results to the waters 
of the States named, and the amount of $15,000 asked for can be profitably used 
in its prosecution and in the extension of the work to the Gulf States. 

Very respectfully, 








M. McDONALD, Commissione 

Hon. F. B. STOCKBRIDGE 

Chairman Committee on Fisheries, United States Senate, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask what are the species of fish 
that it is expected to disseminate that are indigenous. It can not 
mean perch and catfish, I take it. 

Me. CULLOM. Iam not much of a fish man, but I desire to say 
that since the work of distributing fish in Illinois and those States 
around there has been carried on by the fish commissioners of the State 
and also by the Government here the fishes of the streams of that 
country have been very greatly increased. The black bass, which is 
a very prominent fish there and which has got to be in all the streams 
within the last few years, has been distributed by these fish commis- 
sioners. ‘The Commissioner here has helped very greatly and has done 
more perhaps to increase food-fish such as can grow in the streams in 
that part of the country than anything that has been done for very 
many years. I hope the amendment will be allowed to remain in the 
bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It has already been passed. I was only inquir- 
ing for information. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 35, after line 16, to insert: 


Fish-hatchery in Colorado: For the completion and equipment of the Gov- 
ernment trout breeding and distributing station in Lake County, Colorado, au- 
thorized by the act approved March 2, 1889, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 21, to insert: 

Fish-hatchery at Craig’s Brook and Green Lake, Maine: For the erection of 
buildings to be used by the Fish Commission in the prosecution of its work at 
Craig’s Brook and Green Lake, Maine, for establishing ponds and all other 
work and materials needed for such stations, including pay of necessary em- 

| ployés, $14,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 2, to insert: 


Fish-hatchery at Northville, Mich.: For the purchase of the grounds and 
buildings located at Northville, Mich., now oceupied by the United States Fish 
Commission, under lease, as a fish-hatching station, $12,000; forthe purchase of 
additional grounds adjacent to those now occupied and used as such fish- 
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hatching station, $3,000; for the erection of new ldings, t i by s 
Fish Commission in the prosecution of the work at Northiy 
in all, $20,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of ‘* Interstate C 
Commission,’’ on page 36, line 20, to strik t ‘‘One 
*fone.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘dollar at ( 
line 21, on page 36, to insert: 

And the unexpended balances of the severa ated t 
to the ‘“‘ act to regulate comn ce for the fis« ‘ ” it 
hereby, reappropriated to enable the In terstate ( erce Cx 6 
cute any inquiries necessary to its duties in any part of { ted S 
any matter or que nataiaiteiiion to busines C 


subject to the provisions of said act 


So as to make the clause read: 








For all other necessary expenditures to enabl rr i ~~ it 
to and exccute the provisions of the said *‘act to regulate e,’$ ‘ 
in all, $200,000; and the unexpended balances of the several ‘ d 
to give effect to the “act to regulate commerce for t s yea i 
the same are her , reappropriated to enable the Interstate ¢ mé 
mission to prosec a any inquiries necessary to its dutic any part of t 
United States into any matter or question of fact | ng t 
any common carrier, subject to the provisions of eaid « 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the chairman tell us | 
much these unexpended balances are and what is the public and 


cial necessity of running thest appropriations over from year to } 
which has the effect of really defeating the object of the general 
that every year’s appropriation shall be kept by itself 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The amount of this unexpended balan 3 abe 
$14,000, perhaps a little less; between $13,000 and $14,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thesimple effect of it, then, is to increase the ap- 
propriation for this year by that phrase by $14,000. If that be it, let 
us say so and increase the appropriation, and let their accounts be closed 
on the whole appropriation after the 30th of June. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In pursuance of the suggestion of the Senator 
from Vermont, I move that $14,000 be added to the amount 
and then I shall ask that this amendment be disagreed to 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I do not object to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the true way to do it, I thin! 

Mr. ALLISON. It will change $159,000 to $173,000 and $200,000 
to $214,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; that is the amendment I move. 

Mr. REAGAN. Some other words besides those suggested by the 
Senator from Missouri will be necessary to carry out th 
agine. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, if we disagree to the § 
amendment it will leave it all straight. 

Mr. REAGAN. Words ought to be retained to carry out the pr 
of enabling the commission to make investigation such as w i c 
under the original appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The general law creating the commission clear! 
authorizes them, as I remember it, to make any investigation that 
purposes of the act look to, and this sum that is now to be contrib- 
uted to that purpose, with the old balances brought into this appro 
priation, as they ought to be, enables them out of all theirf 
any inquiry on their own motion at anytime, if I correct! 
the law. 

Mr. ALLISON. SolI understand the law, but the 
sent to us provided for this phraseology. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was because, this sum being left 


Lit i over, iS 


their expenditures had not exceeded their most sanguine expectations 
as the phrase is, and they had some money left, they thought that Con- 
gress might let them use that specially for a particular part of tl 
duties. Now, if you increase the general sum, they can use it 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it quite possible they havesome doubt 
to the portion of the expenditures that they want 
not sure as to that. 


in line 21, 


enate committee 





und stomake 


yun lerstand 


ame ndm< nt 


as 


to make, but Ian 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not think they can have any doubt, if it is 
any expenditure within the purposes of the law. ‘The law is very 


broad. I think you would findif you looked at thei , 
not speaking by the bookg) that they have expended reasor ible and 
considerable sumsof money in making every species of inquiry in every 
place where their attention was called to anything or where their s 
picions were excited, and they have paid for it, an d their accounts have 
passed out of the appropriation of the last fiscal year. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the chairman that the item may be pass: 
over until we get some further information to see exactly what ough 
tobedone. I have the impression that there is a purpose in this ney 
language that the committee proposed to insert in the seenatanhh 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If itis necessary to add anything, it can be done 
later on. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Wecan find out about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment of the committee to insert the words from line 21, 
36,to the end of the paragraph on page 37. 

The amendment was rejected. 


raccounts (but I am 





The question is on agreeing to the 
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h AT ()> I will say that the estimate for this item in the 
Bo ites is $373,000 in round numbers. The committee 
the t it necessary to increase the item $50,000 above the amount 
pro ed by the other House 

Mr. COCKRELL. Here is an increase of $50,000 for furniture and 
repairs of furniture over and above the amount that was placed in the 
bill it ca from anothe hat other body had before it the 
est ates of appropriatior nd the statement of the amounts that we! 
necessary to meet this item. I shall ask the Chief Clerk to read from 


page 14 of the report of the Committee on Appropriations the letter 
tary of the Treasury, which shows why the amount ought 
to incTea d. 

Mr. ALLISON. DoT understand the Senator from Missouri to criti- 
cise the increase proposed hy the committee? 

Mr. ( | he letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
read to show why the increase has been made. 

Mr. ALLISON, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator send it to thedesk ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The clerks have the report of the Committee on 
Appropriations at their desk. 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempo 


Mr. COCKRELL. Page 14. 


ICKERELI want 


Phat is right. 


Vill the Senator indicate the page? 


} 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read as indi- | 


cated. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., April 4, 1890, 

Sin: I have the honor to invite your attention tothe necessity for an imme- 
diate appropriation of $142,000 for furnishing the United States buildings here- 
inafier named, the date of completion of which, together with the amount 
required for furniture, is set opposite the name of each ; Sand for providing com- 
pleted buildings with additional furniture to accommodate the constant increase 
in the postal service and to replace worn-out furniture, namely : 


Date of com 


Location. : 
pletion. 


Amount. 


Springficld, Mass Mar., 1890 $4, 800. 00 
Mon'petier, Vt a . resp ines<onnine 3, 500. 00 
Manchester, N. H : —— 4, 600. 00 
Binghamton, N.Y ‘ — mae cous May, 1890 | 4, 500. 00 
Rochester, N.¥ ietbnnineminaaint July, 1890] 14,880.00 

Gas-lixtures for above buildings : nonnsesiia a 9, 500. 06 
Carson City, Ney emanate pugiinadiinainn dnpinnoedtaied Mar., 1890 12, 875. 00 
Houston, Tex etna senile Denttinmanet 5, 200, 00 
Huntsville, Ala do..... 11, 250. 00 
Aug sta, Ga : 4 ns Oe 12, 250. 00 
Wich ita, Kans einiienil do.... 20, 454. 00 
San Antonio, Tex..... ; earedemevciias May, 13, 300. 00 





Abincdon, Va 
Gas-fixtures included 
Old buildings 


June, 1890 4, 800, 00 





Total 142, 000. 00 


It is estimated by the Department that there will be needed for the buildings 
referred to, to provide for fuel, lights (gas and electric), water, ice, and supplies 
ora 11sce laneous character, the sum of $30,000, e 

As the delay necessarily incident to the passage of the deficiency bill and the 
subsequent advertisement for proposals to manufacture the required furniture 
would prevent the equipment of these buildings upon their completion and as 





such delays would involve an expenditure, by reason of the rental of premises 
for the accommodation of postmasters, collectors of customs and internal rev- 
enue, and other United States officials, I would recommend that the appropria- 


tion asked for be made available at the earliest practicable moment, to wit : 


Furniture and repairs of furniture, additional to the current appropriation, 
$142, 000. 
Fuel, lights, and water, additional to current appropriation, $30, 000. 


In preparing the bill for the appropriation for furniture and repairs of furni- | 


ture, it is recommended that the following-named public buildings, completed 


and occupied, be named therein, in addition to those herein specified, as the | 


amount appropriated for the complete furnishing of the same, as provided tor 
in the act of March 2, 1889, to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fisea! year ended June 3), 1889, and prior years, was insufficient to properly equip 
them, namely: Augusta, Me.; Keokuk, lowa; Reading, Pa.; Fort Scott, Kans.; 
Harrisonbureh, Va.; Baltimore, Md.; Minneapolis, Minn.; Santa Fé, N. Mex. ; 
Springfield, Ohio; Des Moines, lowa; Macon, Ga, 

fhe furniture for the new public building at Wichita, Kans., which is included 
here in, is also included in the estimate for furniture for the fiscal year ending 
June’ 30, 1891 


vailed that the building would not be completed until the year 1891, but its con- 
struction having been vigorously pressed, it is now practically finished and 
read y to be furnished. 


Respectfully, yours, 
W. WINDOM, Secretary. 
Hon. Taomas B. Rrep, 


< the House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment of the committee. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 42, line,21, after the word 
** Department,’’ to strike out ‘‘exelusive of persoual services, except 
for work done by contract;’’ so as to read: 


Heating apparatus for public buildings: For heating, hoisting, and ventilat- 
ing apparatus, and repairs to the same, for all publie buildings, including ma- 
rine hospitals, under control of the Treasury Department, $100,000. 


Mr. COCKRELL. . I should like to know why that change was made. 


The question is on agreeing to the 
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It seems to me we ought to have some explanation of that. It isare- 
versal of the policy that the other House has indicated in this bill, for 
the other House made it ‘‘ exclusive of personal services, except for 
work done by contract,’’ and the committee propose to insert ‘‘ of this 
amount $10,000 only may be expended for personal services, except for 
work done by contract,’’ the reverse of the principle declared in the 
pill as it passed the other House. 

Mr. ALLISON. The change was made to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to expend $10,000 of this $100,000 otherwise than by con- 


tract. Itwasdone in view of the letter sent by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to the committee, which will be found on page 22 of the report of the 
committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Led that letter be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘Tite letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

HEATING APPARATUS FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., June 21, 1890. 

Sir: By reference to page 206 of the Book of Estimates of Appropriations 

for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, the fact will be observed that by the 

wording of the recommendation for the appropriation for heating apparatus 

for public buildings under the control of the Treasury Department, it was de- 

sired that the clause in the sundry civil bill making said appropriation should 

read “‘ including personal service.” 

The reasons why the act making said appropriation should read “including 

personal service’’ are patent and may be brietly cited as follows: 

During the progress of the work on heating apparatusin various public build- 
| ings it becomes necessary that thorough inspectionsof the same should be made 
| before payment is made for the work, and it also becomes necessary from time 
to time to direct examinations of the heating apparatus im various public build- 
| ings to be made by expert inspectors, in order that their condition and the ne- 

cessity for any work of repairs in connection therewith may be satisfactorily 
| known, thus avoiding injury oraccident from, and facilitating proper preserva- 
| tion of, the machinery. 

Heretofore the Department has deemed this an important service and has em- 
ployed a few men specially skilled as heating and ventilating experts to per- 
form the same, and their compensation and actual expenses have been defrayed 
from said appropriation. 

Notwithstanding the logical reasons for the recommendation that the act mak- 
ing said appropriation should read “including personal service,” the fact is ob- 
served that on page 3% of the sundry civil bill recently passed by the House of 
Representatives, and now under consideration by your committee, the clause 
relating to said appropriations specifically reads “ exclusive of personal service.” 

Should the bill be passed by the Senate without being amended to conform 
with the said reeommendation of the Department, the Department will be de- 
prived of all opportunity to secure the valuable service above referred to. 

The act making the appropriation for heating apparatus for the present year 
prohibits the employment of personal service, butthe Department was enabied 
to secure the valuable service of such inspections of heating apparatus from the 
special appropriation for heating apparatus for twenty-three public buildings, 
which did not exclude such service, and which appropriation has now become 
exhausted. 

In view of the above, I would specially request you to secure the amendment 
of line 21 of page 35 of the sundry civil bill as it has been presented to your 
committee for consideration so as to strike out the words “exclusive of” and 
insert the word “including” personal service, 

Respectfully, yours, 


W. WINDOM, Secretery. 
Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
Chairman Commiitee on Appropriations. 


| 

| Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, under former appropriations the 
| Secretary of the Treasury had the unauestionable right to expend the 
| whole amount under this head for *‘ Heating apparatus for public 
| buildings,’’ in the employment, by the day or otherwise, without con- 
| tract, of persons repairing the heating apparatus of all the public build- 
ings ofthe country. There is no question that frequently that power 
has been abused; that is to say, he has employed artisans, and the ex- 
pense has run up to an extraordinary amount. I have nodoubt that the 
framers of this bill thought it was wise and proper to restrict the power 
of the Secretary and to require contracts in nearly all these cases; but 
there can be no question that if that provision as it came from the House 
| is retained, the intent being good, the operation would be all right so far 
as the Treasury is concerned, except in cases where there are small 
breaks and Jeaks, where it would be more expensive to wait and ad- 
vertise and contract than to employ persons in the Department. I 
think the Committee on Appropriations have very wisely, in the inter- 
est of economy, limited the amount at the discretion ot the Secretary 
for the employment of persons to $10,000, requiring the balance of 
$90,000 to be expended under contract. I think it is avery wise lim- 
itation of the appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 42, line 23, after the word 
| *‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘and of this amount $10,000 only may be expended 

for personal services, except for work done by contract;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 


Heating apparatus for public buildings: For heating, hoisting, and ventilat- 
ing apparatus and repairs to the same, for all public buildings, including ma- 
rine hospitals, under control of the Treasury Department, $100,000, and of this 
amount $10,000 only may be expended for personal services, except for work 
done by contract. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 5, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ sixty;’’ so as to read: 

Vaults, safes, and locks for public buildings: For vaults, safes, and repairs to 


the same, for all public buildings under the control of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, exclusive of personal services, except for work done by contract, $60,000. 
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The amendment was agreed to. ( 1 this appropriation, as it cat 
The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 2, to insert gether with a large at 
UNDER THE DEPARTMENT STAT wa 1 order to do this s 
Binding manuscript papers: For completing the restoration, mounting t, Mr. President 
binding of certain manuscript letters and papers Washington, Ha o oint—I happ t ' n 
ferson, Madison, Monroe, and others, in the Department of State, at weil. Ciro ; 
the early history of the United States, so much thereof as ma ae Siac ‘ 
ne essary. a er Z Stn is ‘ 
The amendment was agreed to. tion ic buud 
The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 9, to insert: ingt mea ee nad lat 
Purchase of portraits: For the purchase of t \its of He Clay and _ ; . : : , : ‘ I 
John Quincy Adams, painted by Dalton E. Ma ita] e note et » | belore I ha ! ) | eS : : 1 
$1,259 each, $2,500, thr for theerection ha pre et t- 
The amendment was agreed to. le of tl overnment that a solute ; 7 
The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 14, to insert: transaction of its bu und to pr frau ufter in cla 
Latin-Atmerican Memorial Library building For establishing in the city against the Government, Lve od i Senate ¢ vr be 
Washington, to commemorate the meeting of the International American C: in appeal could | to be } et 1a matter. I eso a 
ference, a Latin-American Memorial Library, to be formed by contribufiens fre neon » the act = ie , Oo va st D 
all the governments represented in this conference, wherein shall be collected | P“'""* ° : : ' —— 
all the historical, geographical, and literary works, maps, manuscripts, and | partment had been on ecause pape vere p ed int p 
official documents relating to the history and civilization of America; forthe | part of this ¢ apitol bu Yt at the A ‘ e the 
purchase of a site for said Latin-American Memorial Library on Pennsylvania | 2)... d come in co “w : é; : a 
avenue, or north ofthe same, and for the erection of a suitable building for such — _ : oe : l Is Ga 
purposes thereon, $500,000, said site, subject to the limitation hereinbefore pro- | age to the Uapitol its 1 tk ( all the i 
vided, to be selected by the Secretary of State and said building to be erected | ments 
under his direction and supervision. ; It in @ well known fact t { =i y Departme 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend this amendment by striking out, | jie papers of great importance are piled ‘ acral . diem 
in line 20, the word “‘shall’’ and inserting ‘‘may.”’ _ the basement, and so ina e other Devartments because Cor 2 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. | refuses (I take it from a spirit of e sa atnnk o. tall of sanente 
e CHIE UERK. ine 20 it is yosed to strike out ‘‘shall”’ ital, nam teow thr cad aaetes sennemarniad tre dius ia il Tia 
The Cu1eF CLERK. In line 20 it is proposed to strike out hall which ha n time and again 1 manila” Sl Oia Depart 
ine se - 9? 2 . \ D ; } } 1 1 
and insert ‘‘may;’’ so as to read: ments and by the President himself. We have passed that ll, my 
For establishing in the city of pene ¢ > commemorate the meeting of | colleague on the committee says, fourtimes unanimously. It has gon 
the International American Conference, a Latin-American Memorial Library, } ' > ntat . ‘ } 
: on : 77 | t e use vepresentatives ; failed there of passage. 
to be formed by contributions from all the Governments represented in this con- | '° Ho e of Kepre sentatives and failed there of passags , 
ference, wherein may be collected all the historical, geographical, and literary | Not iong since, and I[ can refer to itin a few moments, we had read 
works, maps, manuscripts, and official documents relating to the history and | to the Senate a list of the rents we are paying now in this city for the 
civilization of America. | buildings used in the transaction of the public busin: We are pay 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. | ing now for houses in this city at the rate of 20 to 25 per cent. on the 
Mr. ALLISON. I move also tostrike out, in line 20, the words ‘‘all | cost, annual payment. We are paying exorbitant sums here be e 
the;’’ so as to read “wherein may be collected historical, geograph- | we have not the public buildings which are necessary for the business 
ical,’’ ete. : ; ; | of the Government. And, Mr. President, unless brought in the course 
TheCurerCierK. Inline 20it is proposed tostrike out ‘‘all the;’’ | of legislative duty in direct contact with this subject, even Senator 


so as to read: 
Wherein may be colleeted historical, geographical, and literary works, etc. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amendment 
as amended. 
Mr. VEST. This isa part of the sentimental programme, of which 


we have heard a great deal lately, to secure comnrerce with the South | 


American. states. AsI believe that commerce will only be secured 


upon commercial princfples and that commerce will be controlled en- | 
tirely by self-interest, I am opposed to throwing away $500,000 for any | 


such programme as is set forth in this appropriation. So far as the 
sentimental part of it is concerned, it is hardly susceptible of argument. 
I have announeed repeatedly that I do not believe that commercial in- 
tercourse, which is very desirable, with the South American states will 
be opened in any other way except by making it to their interest to 
trade with us; and with all due respect to the committee that reported 
this appropriation and to the Secretary of State, in my judgment it is 
nonsense to expect that we can throw any glamour around this subject 
in the way of sentiment which will bring us this trade. 


Now, speaking practically, if we propose to conduct the business of | 


this Government as we conduct our own private affairs, always consid- 
ering the relative magnitude of the interests involved, I should like to 
ask upon what sort of business principle this appropriation can be jus- 
tified, leaving the sentiment, which is a nebulous and inchoate sort of 
thing, out of the question. 

It is very well known that we are now engaged in erecting the most 
magnificent Library building, if not in the world, certainly in the New 
World. We shall expend several millions of dollars upon it, 

Mr. ALLISON. Over six millions. 

Mr. VEST. Over $6,000,000 before it is completed,and that Library, 
as a matter of course, will contain ail the publications which are con- 
tes plated and specified in this clause of the bill. If it is considered 
upon any ground expedient to collect the historical publications which 
are here mentioned, room can easily be provided in this immense build- 
ing we are now constructing, and an oflicer appointed for the purpose 
of taking charge; and, I take it, it, like all other matters of the kind, is 
to be considered and governed, not by the amount of the appropriation, 
not by the largeness of theaceommodation, but by the motive with which 
it is done. 

If a gentleman extends to me his hospitality, I appreciate it just as 
much if he gives me with the right feeling a single room in his house 
as if he puts the entire mansion at my disposal. — 
tude of the hospitality, it is the feeling with which it is tendered. I 
we want to show to the South American Republics, our sister states, 
our desire for acloser commercial union, more kindly feeling, more ex- 
pansive conationality, it can be done just as well by saying, in this 
bill or in the Library bill or by a separate enactment, that certain rooms 
in this new Library building are to be dedicated to the purposes indi- 


It is not the magni- | 




















grave and painstaking Senators, are not aware of the rapidity with 
| which this Government is expanding and its business increasing in all 
the various Departments. 

| If I did not know from actual knowledge, from my service on the 
| Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, how these Departments 
have increased, how this business dav afte ’ 3 frowing, swelling. 
and expanding, I would hardly believe the assertion, and certainly not 
that of any person that I did not know to be accurately informed 
about it. 

Now, with this state of things up us, when (I speak frankly) both 
political parties are economizing as to the public appropriations and 
| when the object is from a political standpoint, if that is to be men- 
tioned, to decrease a ypropriations, to m ike as good a showing as agent 
| of the people in a business way as possible, we are asked to put $500 
000 of the tax money of the people in this spectacular performance 
down on Pennsylvania avenue to get Sonth American trade lata 
time when we have not the room in which to transact the absolut 

and exigent public business that is upon us in all the Departments. 
Mr. President, it is not a pleasant thing to an appropriation 
of this sort coming from the Department of Stat l based upon the 
considerations which have been urged by that Department and made 
known to us by the President of the United Stat Without the 
slightest intention of being disrespectful to that Department or to the 
gentlemen who compose what is known as the | or Spanish or Inte 
national American congress or confere! I beg leave to say that stand- 
ing herein the capacity « 1 agent of t leo in th 
Union I must be permitted to say that Iam not to bs ted in n 
consideration of this er t timental! [ consider them 
! noth ng else—considerations that are urged 0 at 
This matter had its origin in a com: Licat whi ent tons 
| by the President of the United States on behalf of t State Depart 
| ment, and I will ask theSecretary cause I desire tha yt é 
| be fully submitted, to read it is there s 
| Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, as far as 11 l him, I coneur wit 
| every word the Senator from M ri has sai I hoy 
| will do me the honor to give tention toa y } | 
fully make. 
[think it would bea mist to estab : 
| for this reason: The National Librar D I 
brary of Congress, already has y fine co old iuseripts, 
maps, and books relating to the early |] 1e€ » continen [t 
has been a matter of pride to the managers of that Library to get as 
much of that material togetl is possible. 
If this building is to be put up down town the scholar get y 
half way through his studies into the ancient history and c cant 





of the two continents and then he has to goa couple of miles to this 
new memorial hall, where he will find chiefly books, maps, ete., origi- 
| nating within the last one hundred or one hundred and filty y« and 











{ the 1 1 to be here on the hill, 
ire that res} t, I igvest, re 
‘ ] h bhetter to take a 
t 1 entitle that the Librar 
t t i ( Lat American Me 
‘ al « i paid d we are to 
in nee ¢« | 

LHer ld be so thing distinct the arrangement of the roon 
{ t 1 tatue i { - thing, to make it a distinctive 
i uve I e Lib l thing be demanded more sen- 
t t be f 101 and artistic and sen- 
t ital to 7 u tue or something of 
{ 1. to cost ent ollars, instead of 
erecting a hull to cost > have already in 
proce f « t { | ling to cost between six and seven mill- 
ion dollars capable of and contemplating indefinite expansions as the 

erations p We shall ultimately have there and probably in no 
it time a] containing not one million, but two, three, or four 
0} 

That will be the inevitable conseauence of the growth of such insti- 
tutions in modern times. It will be, I have no doubt, as the American 
thinks cver ing in tl itry will be yme time or other, by far 
the largest, noblest, and most glorious collection of works of art and of 
} n the whole world Very proper!) ina section of that building 
would be placed the books contemplated by this paragraph and ad- 


‘ them or in the same room the wonderful collection already got 
together by ] 


Mr. Spofford and his assistants 
I 


this amendment: First, after the words ‘Con- 
in line 17, to of the Library of Congress to 
’ and then, beginning after the word ‘‘ America,’’ in 

to strike out the remainder of the paragraph concerning the 
purchase of a site and insert ‘‘ and for the outfit of quarters suitable 
for said library in the new building intended for the Library of Con- 


ess, $25,000;’’ so that the whole clause will read 


I therefore propose 


ference, a,’ insert “section 
he known as the 


ine 22 


establishing in the city of Washington, to commemorate the meeting of 


he International American Conference, a section of the Library of Congress to 
be known asthe Latin-American Memoria! Library, to be formed by contri- 
ments represented in said conference, wherein may 


I ons from all the Gover: 
eeted historical, geographical, and literary works, maps, manuscripts 


1 official documents relating to the history and civilization of America, and 


he outfit of quarters suitable for said library in the new building intended 


f« the I 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Connecticut 
send to the desk his proposed amendment in writing, so that it may be 
reported by the Secretary ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I would with great pleasure unite in any senti- 
mental demonstration or ceremony that might be thought worthy to 
signify this fraternal gathering of the nations of the two continents in 
the Pan-American Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SrcrerAry. After the article ‘‘a,’’ in line 17, it is proposed 
to insert ‘‘section of the Library of the Congress to be known as the,’’ 
and to strike outall after the word ‘‘ America,’’ in line 22, to the end 
of the amendment, as follows: 


vy of Congress, 725,000, 


For the purchase of a site for said, Latin-American Memorial Library on 
Pennsylvania avenue, or north of the same, and for the erection of a suitable 
ling for such purposes thereon, $500,000, said site, subject to the limita- 
tion hereinbefore provided, to be selected by the Secretary of State and said 
building to be erected under his direction and supervision. 
And insert: 


And for the outfit of quarters suitable for said library in the new building in- 
tended for the Library of Congress, $25,000 


Mr. ALLISON. Isend to the desk and ask to have read what I have 
marked from the letter of the Secretary of State and what I have marked 
from the message of the President, and that is all I desire to say upon the 
subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
| had previously asked to have an extract read. 

Mr. VEST. I yielded the floor with great pleasure to the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], but I had requested the Secretary 
to read a communication. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg the Ser 
concluded. 

Mr. VEST. I was very 

Mr. ALLISON, 


yu lded the floor. 


\ EST 


itor’s pardon. I thought he had 
vy glad to hear the Senator. 
[ beg the Senator’s pardon. I thought he had 
The Senator from Connecticutoffered some amend- 
ments and made some observations, and I supposed I was entitled to 
the floor. 
Mr. VEST. I yielded very gladly to the Senator from Connecticut. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Missouri not to yield the floor. He had requested, however, that 
an extract might be read, which will now be read by the Secretary, if 
there be no objection. 4 ‘ 
The Secretary read as follows: 


It seems fitting in this c« 


nnection to refer to the action of the conference at 
its final session concerning the establishment at Washington of a memorial 
library of American literature 

rhe foreign delegates, appreciating the importance of the conference and 


the significance of the assemblage of representatives of eighteen nations for 
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| the purpose of prom« 





JULY 14, 


| 


| 





ting the peace and prosperity of each other, frequently ex- 


| pressed a desire to erect some monument or memorial to permanently com- 


| 


Various propositions were suggested, 
»n in the following resolution of- 


I orate such an unprecedented event 
| } 
| 


t this desire finally found formal expressi« 


fered by the Hon. Carlos Martinez Silva, a delegate from the Kepublic of Co- 
! a 

£30 1, That there be established at such location in the city of Washington 

is the Government of the United States may designate, to commemorate the 

eeting of the International American Conference, a Latin-American memo- 

‘ brary, to be formed by contributions from all the governments repre- 

ed in this conference, wherein shall be collected all the historical, geograph- 


d literary works, maps, manuscripts,and official documents relating to 
and civilization of America, such library to be solemnly dedicated 

i which the United States celebrates the fourth centennial of the 
f America.” . 
let Peraza, a delegate from Venezuela, after applauding and support- 
, Mr. Martinez Silva’s resolution, suggested that the library should be named 

nor of Columbus, which amendment Mr. Silva accepted. 

rhe resolution was unanimously adopted 

Dr. Martinez Silva, in presenting his resolution, said 

‘Mr. President, ever since my distinguished colleague, Mr. Mendonga, spoke, 
at a private gathering, of the appropriateness and expediency of erecting a 
monument to commemorate the assembling of the International American Con- 
ference, the honorable delegates seem to have been unanimously of the opinion 
that something of the sort ought to be done. But it has since occurred to me 











| that, among the various embarrassments which would be encountered in the 


| pursue any study concerning America will come to Wasbington to do it 


attempt to carry out the suggestion, it would be very difficult to select a model 
which all would accept, and that discussions and delays would arise—discus- 

ions and delays which might at last lead to that worse result, that nothing 
should be done. 

With this fear in my mind and thinking, furthermore, that the memorial to 
be erected ought to be something at once useful and made up of various ele- 
ments,to which each government might contribute independently, it occurred 
to me that the only plan which would satisfy all these requirements was the 
establishment in Washington of a memorial library, to which each Government 
could send on its own account the most complete collection possible of histori- 
cal, literary,and geographieal works, laws, official reports, maps, etc., so that the 
results of the intellectual and scientific labor in all America might be collected 
towether under one roof. 

That would be a monument more lasting and more noble than any one in 
bronze or marble, because, in the first place, such a memorial would redound 
to our honor and help to make the Spanish-American nations known, while at 
the same time it would be very agreeable to the United States to have erected 
in Washington the library which I propose, It will gradually be enriched and 
enlarged day by day, because the several governments will take care to trans- 
mit every new work which may be published in their respective countries, 
until at last it will become so complete a collection that whoeversball desire to 
even 
from Europe itself students would have to come for any special study concern- 
ing these countries, 

‘We are so disconnected in America, there are so many difficulties in the way 
of communication, that it may be said that we do not know each other. It is, 
for instance, almost impossible in Bogota ‘to procure a book published in the 
Argentine Republic, and I believe that the same is the case in the Argentine 
Republic respecting the publications of Bogota. Let us suppose that a person 
is desirous of writing on America; how could he collect data as correct and 
complete as the case demands? He would have to go from country to country, 
spending much money and time to attain his object; but, if there be kh library 
such as | propose, then all those dedicating themselves to such research or in 
need of data can come here and find what they want. 

** Catalogues of this library would be distributed in all the countries of America 
and Europe, so that the people of all parts of the World would know what 
could here beobtained. It would be, moreover, of great usefulness for the per- 
manent Spanish-American legations in Washington. All of the honorable 
delegates may have had occasion to note that great difficulties have presented 
themselves each time that information or a book respecting our countries is 
needed here. 

“It would also be of great value to the Government of the United States, for 
it would stimulate the study of those nations in this country. So that my 
idea reduces itself to the establishment, in Washington, in some building or 
apartment which could be provided by the Government of the United States, 
of a Portuguese-Spanish-American library, each Government sending a col- 
lection, as complete as possible, of geographical charts, historical, statistical, 
and literary works, etc., enriching this library from year to year with the 
new publications which may be issued by the American-nations, At the out- 
set we might collect here fifteen or twenty thousand volumes, but in the 
course of twenty years this library will have an importance unrivaled in the 
world, 

**I would desire to propose, also, that each Government should send its share 
of books in time for the library to be publicly dedicated on the anniversary 
of the discovery of America,”’ 

I most cordially indorse all that was said by the honorable delegate from 
Colombia with reference tothe importance and appropriateness of the proposed 
memorial and have full confidence that the sentiments which he uttered, and 
which were shared by all his colleagues, are heartily reciprocated by the people 
of the United States, 

To receive and protect the proposed collection it will be necessary to provide 
a safe and suitable building,in a convenient locality, which may also be used 
for the offices of the proposed bureau of information and should contain a hall 
or assembly room for the accommodation of such international bodies as the 
two conferences that have just adjourned. I respectfully suggest that the au- 
thority of Congress be asked to purchase or erect a structure of appropriate 
design and dimensions at a cost not exceeding $250,000, 

Respectfully submitted. 

JAMES G, BLAINE, 


Mr. VEST. Now, I desire to call attention, if there be any sensitive- 
ness in regard to the effect of our action here as to the comity that 


| ought to exist between us and the South American states, to that speech 
| of the delegate from Colombia, Sefior Silva, in which he stated that a 
| building or an apartment should be furnished in the city of Washing- 


| 
| 


ton for this library. It can not be said if we decline to put up this 
separate structure that we are guilty of any discourtesy even to the 
advocates of this plan; and I call attention to the further fact that this 
foreign delegate who seems to have originated this idea puts his entire 
argument upon the fact that there should be a collection of books here 
accessible to all who desire to study questions connected with the his- 
tory of the American states. 

Now, as the Senator from Connecticut said—and it can not be an- 
swered—if the object is to putin easy access historical and other infos- 





? 


1890. 


mation as to these countries, the appropriate place for locating those 
books would be inthe Library building which we are now about to con 
struct in the immediate vicinity of the Capitol. 
brary building be put down on Pennsylvania avenue, disconnected and 
emote fromCongress? Why should we segregate and sep 
the other books? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
not intend to occupy time about it, I wish to say that it is obvious to 
any scholar or student that to separate the historical documents of one 
particular country or set of countries from those of all the others is to 
really destroy the value of both, for they all ought to be togeth 
7 species of history—where they ca 1 be reached by the same 
dent and the same investigator in the same building, or so near at 
hand that it ar nounts to the same thing. 

Mr. VEST. here is great force in that suggest 
as 2 matter of course, go where the largest amount of literature i 
gregated, and the visitor to the Capital of the United States who would 
want historical information would ¢ o to the general Library, which has 
to-day 800,000 volumes, and, as the Senator from Connecticut remarked 
in a very few years will number its volumes by the million, because 
whilst this country is increasing rapidly in every department, no in- 
crease is so marked as that of the publication of books. We are to-day 
absolutely flooding—that is the word—flooding the country with pub- 
lications; and it will be but a very few years until, as the Senator from 
Connecticut remarked, we shall number these volumes by the million 
in this great Library which we are now building. 

So, Mr. President, even to the most sensitive mind there can he 
nothing offensive in the suggestion that we who are to build this struct 
ure or provide these accommodations, to speak more accurately, ought 
to be the exclusive judges as to how it shall be done. 

I calt attention also to the fact which I have suggestively remarked 
that this foreign delegate does not seem to contemplate the construc- 
tion of a separate building. The whole stress of his remarks was upon 
the books themselves, the library, and not the library building. I call 
attention to the further fact that Mr. Blaine, the Secretary of State, 
thoroughly impregnated, permeated, and imbued with this idea of a 
South American Zollverein, states that this site and building should 


us 
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Why should this li- | 


If the Senator will allow me just there, as I do|> 


not cost more than $250,000, and yet the Committee on Appropriations | 


have doubled the appropriation and fixed the location, and in a loca!- 
ity that I hold is utterly unsuitable for the purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that the suggestions embodied - this 
letter of the Secretary were enlarged upon ina further letter suggestin; 
I think, that 33,000 square feet would be necessary to ferniah the 
proper amount of ground for this building, and that that quantity « 
ground could be purchased south of Pennsylvania avenue, and south 
of New York avenue, etc., for $3 a foot, and that it would cost $350, 
000 to erect a suitable building. Therefore the committee believed 
that if such a building was to be erected it should not be erected south 
of Pennsylvania avenue, in an out-of-the-way place and onan out-of-the- 
way street, and therefore we inserted money enough to procure Jand 
in asuitable place, if any land is to be purchased for this purpose. That 
is all there is about it. 

Mr. VEST. Iam glad the Senator from Iowa has made that state- 
ment, because it leads me toobserve that I have had some personal 
experience as to the purchase of ground in this city for public build- 
ings and have recently emerged from a protracted contest for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a building for a city post-office 
which has lasted since I have been in the Senate, 
I undertake to say that $500,000 will not purchase ground in any 
respectable locality and the erection of any decent public 
such as is asked now to commemorate this interesting event of 
Spanish or Pan or International American Conference. 

It is impossible to get any such ground for $3 per foot > parties 
who made that suggestion are living in the past, in the Wi as shin gton of 
ante bellum days, and not in the Washington of to-day, where real es- 
tate has gone up 500, 600, and 1,000 per cent. in all the « sligible pol 
tions of the city. Three dollars a foot will not buy gi gp in the 
suburbs even of the city of Washington. My friend says I am mis- 
taken. I say asa matter of course there are suburbs in whick h land 
can be bought for less, but in those suburbs where there are new roads 
being constracted and where the real estate fever has broken out, as 
it has in almost every eligible locality around the c ity, ground is, I 
will not say up to $3 per foot, but rapidly approaching the half or two 
thirds of that sum. 

But that is outside of this argument, because, as a matter of course, 
this building will not be in any suburb; it must be in the heart of the 
city; and I assert here now that in the heart of the city, in any eligi- 
ble locality north or south of Pennsylvania avenue, ground can not 
bought for $3 a foot. When we were in a personal inspec tion of sites 
for a post-oflice building the lowest valuation that was put on any of 
the ground that was offered to us was from ten dollars and a half 
foot up, and when the trade was closed, or rather when Congres 
acted the legislation, it was found that the ground could not be put 
chased for any such sum as that, and we are now resorting to condem 
nation proceedings, as I knew would be the result w! 

So it is idle to talk about $3 a foot and it is 


o 
1é 


Huliding 


nel 
er 


en we commenced. 
idle to talk about o1 


twelve vears, and | 


ed n { ( two { 
‘ rate this te 
| e to term betw 1 t : 
If we go into t on t : ! 
two mil lollars at I ¢ 
be t esult, b 1S€ t 
al Ww tand u € 1 
th creat nation to put ib ' 
But I call attention to 
to com! e what S 
national An ( \ 
can Con e! Zz ‘ 
ition—or the in-A me l $ 
w. without i 
ts, or the d é is t 
th no inim x1 i 
friend to I t 
€ it t { 
bel I « ‘ t ol i peo- 
ple, I would rathes monument ¢ ted endu from the work 
hat those gent! lone and pro: leat to the world If 
tl object be Sin t ct me mel rial ¢ tha interest Ee ent, 
as the Senator fro: ¢ necticut says, let us put up an arch, let us put 
put up a pedesta upon it some monumental testimonial costing 
the reasonable sum which we have generally expended upon such occa- 
sions for our own heroes and our own public occas 
I have not the slightest disposition, as I said, to criticise even the 
personnel of that commission or any of its work; but I most respec tfull 
suggest that I would rather consult somebody else as to the propriety 
of making this appropriation than the gentlemen who were engaged 


in the labors of that conferet 


e, no matter how respectable they may 

have been, 
I can very well understand, and in saying sol simply declare that 
Sefior Silva, the gentleman who delivered the address inaugurating 


thismovement, is aman, and that he might, withoutascribing it to weak- 
ness, have exaggerated theimportanceof h is] sition and the importance 
of the conference to which he was attached. Whether that conference 
deserves a monument is a matter in fulw If it results, as Mr. Blaine 
seems to sanguinely expect, in building up a good commerce with the 
South American States and binding us with hooks of steel and a great 
American Zollverein, then, Mr. President, speaking for my constitu- 





ents, Iam willing to quadruple the appropriation ifit be necessary to 
evidence our gratitude towards the men who have done tl work, 
But to put up this separate building at a cost of halfa million dollars, 
with the prospect inevitably of spending twiceas much or three times 


as much more, simply to commemorate the meeting of respectable 
centlemen invited to this country by our authorities, is to my 
not absurd, bordering very « losely 1 ipon the outrageous. 

Mr. President, if I wished to enter into the ordinary domain of po 








litical discussion I mi make a suggestion that a large numbe t of 
the people of this country are expecting some economy on the part of 
their public servants. The man who to-day is oppressed almost unto 
death by his private difficulties, the man whose products are depreci- 
ated from some cause in the market, the man with the responsibilities 
of wife and childre: to their face 





Iu im who each morning looks in 
ind finds himself tremblingly asking, ‘‘ How can I support these dear 
in the near future ?’’—these men do ask and have the right to 
ask why upon this sentimental pretense (I say it not offensively) we 

ake $500,000 of their money without any necessity and upon 
the suggestion of foreign gentlemen eminently respectable, but not the 
hest judges of what should be done by the r 





are tot 


‘presentatives of the peo 


ple of the United States as to this matter. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that this gentlem 
Sefior Silva, from Colombia, nowhere suggests that these South Ameri 
can states are to bear any portion of the expense for the erection of 
this structure. He proposes that they yshall make contributions to t 
library, but as to thestr ucture itself, whether it apartments—to 
his expression—or a huil ting eparate, all the expense is to be paid ex 
clusively by somebody else than these South American stat ind J 


take it by the United St s 3s of America, 





Mr. President, I am an American citizen se Ol I doi 
stand here to minimize expenditures for a great and n 
object, and my record shows it I represent a State t 
asha med of a representative who would be guilty « hat ay 
that in the discharge of « ; ‘ oust 
be some limit to expendit d that l that 
which would govern an hon he condu 
of his own busi 3. If there b | d yho can rise 
and honestly say that under y sort it even und the 
glamour of the eloquent Secret of State, hie l be willing in his 
own private affairs to1 prop! this, I no 


further argument with | 

The PRESIDENT I diffe 
by the Senator fro ticut [} ‘ 
on, will be considered a lc amen 








GORMAN. Let them be again reported. 
Th ECRETARY. At the end of line 17 it 1s proposed to inser! 
the Library of Congress, to be known as the;’’ in line 19, 
f yt t ; and insert vid. 
Pitl MENT y em) rl has been already done, on the 
1é nator i |e \ M LJ ‘ 
46 r t rd \ 1,’’ in line 22, it is pro- 
| ke out the remainder of the amendment; soas to make 
clau ‘ 
' , I r es is 1 the « 
\ i ‘ i International A in ¢ 
I 1 ar { = to an $ I tin 4 
t f i i sf 1: all the Governments 
' c ted { Ca eographical 
a 1 officia } ts t iti to the 
i f ‘ 1 t thit of « rss able for 
Le for t Library of Congress OO 
Mr. GORMAN, I iggest to the Senator in charge of the bill, in | 
view of t portance of t s:mendment and as there is rather a thin 
Senate, 1 { te be p over until we have a full Senate to- 
mo : 
Mr. ALLISON. consent to that, Mr. President 
Mr. FKYE. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator object to passing 


the amendment over ? 

Mr. FRYE. I do not, but I want to say a few words before it is 
passed over, 
it es iped my 

The Senator from Missouri [ Mr. VEST |, in aspeech made in the Sen- 
ate a few days ago, I am very sorry to say, caused to be read a letter, 
inmy judgment a very infamous letter, in which the writer attacked 
grossly the character and qualifications of the American delegates to 
this Pan-American Congress, and in the course of his speech the Sen- 
ator said that this person was connected with the Argentine Republic 
delegation, and, as I understood him, was a resident of that country. 

Now, as a matter of fact, Mr. President, this man was a Cuban, 
never had been in the Argentine Republic in his life, had been a resi- 


memory. 
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I intended to allude to the matter at a former time, but | 


dent of New York City for fifteen years, engaged in merchandise. He | 


could talk the Spanish language and English equally well, and either 
by his own exertions, or in some other way, he became an invited 
guest with the members of this Congress in their tour of the United 
States. He made himself of some use on account of his knowledge of 
the two languages. He made the members and delegates acquainted 
with each other and when he came back to Washington he was elected 
as one of the secretaries of this conference. The American delegates 
voted for him for that position. 

These very gentlemen, whom he abuses so outrageously in that let- 
ter, undoubtedly gave him this position of secretary. He had not been 
secretary a week before he began to make trouble. He assumed that 
he was bearing the full responsibility and the entire dignity of the In- 
ternational Congress. He insisted upon constant personal interviews 
with the Secretary of State. He carried that to such an extent that 


the Secretary was compelled, in defense of himself and his office and | 


his business and his duties, to refuse personal interviews to this man. 
Thereupon there was a revolt and trouble, and he tendered his resig- 
nation, 

He next insisted that his pay was too small. 
month; as much, I think, as the pay of any head of a bureau in the 
city of Washington, is it not, I ask the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
CockRELL|? Itis larger at any rate than that of any clerk in the 
city ef Washington, and a very liberal salary for the duties he per- 
formed. They refused to increase his pay and thereupon he tendered 
his resignation, and, I think, five times the resignation of this man 
was tendered to that conference, and at least four weeks were wasted 
over the quarrels and controversies and perplexities induced by this 
man. 


Finally he offered his resignation once too often, and it was promptly | 


accepted, and immediately he was in arms against the International 
Congress, and especially against the delegates representing the United 
States, and wrote this letter as a kind of circular to be distributed all 
over the Latin-American countries, abusing and traducing the Ameri- 
can delegates in order to send broadcast over those countries the idea 
that the United States had selected fourth-rate men to meet the gentle- 
men from these Republics, and that that indicated the estimate which 


the United States was placing upon the gentlemen who had been sent | 


here as delegates from these Republics. 

I simply desired to make this statement so that it might be under- 
stood why this attack was made upon the United States and upon its 
delegates 

Mr. VEST. Mr, President, I stated in a colloquy that occurred in 
regard to this matter when the subsidy bill was under consideration, 


that I did not know this person or indorse what he said, and cared | 


nothing about the matter, except in so far as it pointed the argument 
I was then making ayainst the contention of the Secretary of State for 
subsidies to steam-ships to these South American ports. 

This letter had appeared in the New York Herald, in the Nacion, a 
Spanish paper and a leading paper at Buenos Ayres, and had gone 


His pay was $300 a | 
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broadcast over North and South America. I have yet to know that a 

| Senator because he quotes an authority of any sort becomes responsible 
for the sentiments it contains. I hold it for myself, as a matter of de- 
bate, to be entirely permissible that I may quote from Tom Paine’s Age 
of Reason, or from any otber work, no matter how it might be exe- 
crated in popular opinion, if I saw proper to use it as an instrumen- 
tality for debate and for that only. 

t would have been very strange to the people of Missouri, who know 
oth of us, if it should be said to them that I had ever publicly or pri- 
vately attempted to bring into disrepute John Lb. Henderson, between 
and myself the warmest personal relations have existed for forty 
ears, with great differences of political opinion at times, though at one 

were both great Democrats, but I, probably through mental 
remained in the Democratic party and hedid not. Our per- 
sonal relations, however, have always been of the warmest description. 
The Senator from Maine [ Mr. FRYE] says this letter was infamous, 
Before it was read here in the Senate i did not know that there were 
| expressions contained in it which I could not indorse. Isaid then 
and I say now there was nothing in the letter that attacked the in- 
tegrity or the social position of any of the gentlemen named. It was 
a gossipy, criticising letter of the personnel and actions of a public 
| conterence. It spoke of John Lb. Henderson, for instance, as a good- 
natured fellow. Of all the men I have ever known that would be the 
| least appropriate description of him, not but what he is to some ex- 
tent an amiable gentleman, but when called ‘‘ good natured ’’ for the 
purposeof making him a mediocre or inferior man no one who knows 
him would ever recognize the description. 
It spoke of other gentlemen and of their peculiarities, and some of 


} 






obliquity 
i 


| them in a way which I could not indorse, and others in a very lauda- 


tory way. Ido not recollect the name of the writer. I quoted the 
letter here to emphasize a position I then took, and still masntain, 
that when the Secretary of State spent the money of the people of the 
United States in wining and dining and carrying over the country in 
palace cars these foreign delegates and their attachés, with the idea of 
bringing about commerce with the American States, he simply threw 
away the money of the people. 

Here was a man who for weeks had been fed and féted at the expense 


| of the American people, filled with champagne and terrapin and can- 


vas-back duck and all the delicacies of this country, and his first pub- 
lic declaration is one which my friend from Maine characterizes to-day 
infamous ”’ as regards the delegates from the United States. If I 
had brought that letter here as a communication to me and had first 
given it publicity, I would have been responsible for it; but it was as 
mucha public document as the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. It was pub- 
lished in a paper having the largest circulation of any in this country 
possibly, or amongst the largest, published both in Spanish and English, 
both in North and South America, and I was astonished to find, be- 
cause, in order to point my argument, I had used it for that purpose, 
and that only, that it was assumed to be an attack ‘upon the character 
of the gentlemen composing that conference. 

No, Mr. President, if the library matter were still pending I should 
take occasion to say that nothing could more fitly illustrate why I op- 
posed this $500,000 appropriation than that letter and the attending 
circumstances under which it was written. 

These South American delegates, and they are but delegates and men 
after all, will eat and drink and go on our palace cars, and indulge in 
all the rhetoric of Spanish diplomacy, and they will then go back to 


sé 


as 





their respective homes and teach their people, if teaching be necessary, 
to follow the great commercial instincts of self-interest, and when we 
make it the interest of the South American states to trade with us, they 
will do it, and, until we do that, champagne, burgundy, terrapin, and 
canvas-back will go for nothing. 

Mr. FRYE. Did not the Senator say that the person, whoever he 
is, is a secretary of a society in the city of Buenos Ayres and accom- 
| panied the delegation from the Argentine Republic to the Pan-Ameri- 
can Conference ? 
| Mr. VEST. I wasso informed and it was so published in the New 
York papers I saw. 

Mr. FRYE. There was no truth in it. 

Mr. VEST. I see now that Mr. Curtis, whose statement was re- 
peated here by the Senator from Maine almost identically, says that 
this man was the secretary of an American society in New York which 
was intended to increase commerce with the South American states, 
| and that he did attend this Pan-American Conference, and went on a 
| ‘*tower’’—I believe thatis the modern pronunciation in this country— 
| as an invited guest of the State Department. That is the publication 


| made by Mr. Curtis in a Washington paper. 
Mr. FRYE. I had not had the pleasure of seeing any publication 
| on the subject by Mr. Curtis. My attention was called to the fact, and 
| the knowledge which I had of this man was received from a delegate, 
not from the United States of America, to this Pan-American Congress. 
| Mr. VEST. All I know about him I derived from the public press. 
| I never saw him and never heard of him beforeand shall probably never 
| hear of him again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment in relation to the 
| Latin-American Memorial Library building will be passed over for the 
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present, if there be no objection. The reading of the bill will be r 
sumed. ; Sa 
The Chief Clerk resumed the readingof the bill. The next amend- 


ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 47, under the 
head of ‘‘ Under the Departmentof the Interior,’’ in the appropriat 





I 
for public buildings, after line 9, to insert 

For compl mofroofof Pension ling, $5,a for doors tor 

relg v ) 

ine ame lment was agreed to 

ihe Dp t lendam t \ er l to ert 

I able the Archit th 5 i S 

te ng by ving! l - . 
ers of 500 horse-power cay 7 w 
as nt reoil as may ary. 

Mr ALLISON. I desire to modify the ame dment 1 lin 
striking out the words ‘‘ similar to ’’ and inserting ‘‘ of the same ty] 
as.’’? and in line 21, by inserting the word ‘‘replacing’’ instead of tl 
word ‘* replace.’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment tothe amend nt 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 21, before the word ‘‘them,”’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘replace’’ and insert “‘replacing,’’ and in line 22 
after the word ‘‘capacity,’’ to strike out ‘‘similar to’’ and insert “‘ of 
the same type as;’’ so as to make the amendment read: 

To enable the Architect of the Capito! to increase the steam-plant the 
ate wing by removing five old, condemned boilers, and replacing them 
boilers of 500 horse-power capacity, of the same type as the new ones 1 
use, $15,000, or as much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. GORMAN. [ask the Senator from Iowa, if his amendment is 
adopted, whether it will not confine the Architect to selecting the ol 
style of boilers that were made twenty-five years ago. 

‘Mr. ALLISON. ‘‘Of the same type as the new ones now in u 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, I see. 

Mr. ALLISON. The object is to allow competition in bidding for 
the work. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendments 
of the Senator from lowa to the amendment of the Committee on 
propriations, 

The amendments to the amendment were agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, page 48, line 8, before the word 
‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out “‘twenty-two’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-seven 
so as to make the clause read: 


\y 
T)- 


a 


Capitol terraces: For paving terrace and completing the interior of rooms 
and corridors, including steam heating, and for the payment of amounts 
tained on contracts, $27,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Expenses of the collec- 
tion of revenue from sales of public lands,’’ on page 49, line 7, before the 





word *‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-five; ) 
as to read: 

Salaries and commissions of registers and receivers: For s ‘ - 
missions of registers of land offices and receivers of p iblic 1 mevs at dis 


land offices, at not exceeding $3,000 each, $575,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 10, before the word 
**thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘one hundred and seventy-five’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘two hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Contingentexpenses of land offices: For clerk-hire, rent, and other ir 
expenses of the several land offices, $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to call the attention of the committee to the 
.salaries of the registers of the land office. I did not know that was 
reached. I have been waiting for it, but mv attention was diverted 
fora moment. I should like to go back to that clause. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no objection. It is just the preceding 
paragraph. 

Mr. TELLER. Idesire the attention of the committee to the 


u cause 
in relation to ‘‘Salaries and commissions of registers and receivers of 
land offices.’’ There have been sixteen new land offices created, which 
are now being opened, and some of them have been opened, making 
thirty-two officers who are entitled to receive (if the off 
maximum amount) $25,000 more than was required last year. TT! 
Department has requested an increase of this amount by the s1 
$96,000. Iam under theimpression that perhaps a less amot 
answer, because I believe some of the officers will this year fall below 
the maximum amount provided, $3,000; but I think there should be. 
under any circumstances, at least $50,000 more added to that appro 
priation, and that is the least that the offices can be managed with. 

Mr. GORMAN, I have not been able to hear the Senator from Col- 
orado. I ask what is the item to which he refers ? 

Mr. TELLER. The item on page 39, ‘‘ Salaries and commissions of 
registers anil receivers.’’ This is not money that is appropriated as 
money ordinarily is from the Treasury. It is, of course, appropriated 


oat of the Treasury, but the money that is paid to these officers by 
fees. It is not taking money out of the Treasury. The fees are first 
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Mr. TELLER, If we appropriate more than goes in, they will not 
get it li ippropriate less, w ill hold it asa trust fund for them 
nd must some d to the because the statute provides that 
these officers must be paid by fees and that they shall have all the fees 
to the amount of $3,000. Over and: e that amount they do not get 

Mr. GORMAN lunderstand. Tha true; but heretolore we have 
approp late 1 $550 vu id there was no deficit. 

Mr. TELLER But have mad teen new oflices this year, and 
they have not been calculated for in the estimates. 

Mr. GORMAN | to the Senator that he make thea t 
S$600.000 That will give for these officers $50,000 in addition to what 
the House bill provides, 

Mr. TELLER. That will simply require a deficiency bill later on, 
and that is all there i yt it It does not make any difference, how- 
ever 

Mr. PIERCI I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado how 
many new land offices have been created within the past year 

Mr. TELLER. Sixteen new land offices 

Mr. PIERCE. May | inquire of the Senator whether the land offices 


' 
ua 
or not and whether they are 


for the Dakotas have been estimated for 
included in this amendment? 

Mr. TELLER. I think the two Dakotas are included in the sixteen 
new offices. I understand from the General Land Office that sixteen 
new offices have been created and that they are now being opened, and 
if they shall be maximum offices it will require $96,600 to pay the ofli- 
cers. They probably will not all be maximum offices, and some of the 
others may not be. Therefore, I think $50,000 additional may be am- 
ple; and, if it should be more, no money will be taken from the Treas- 
ury unless the officers have earned it by the fees. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 49, line 16, before the word 
**thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘one hundred’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-five;’’ 
so as to read: 

Depredations on pub!) 
on the public lands, $7 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 20, befor 
‘*thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘aud twenty;’’ so as to read 

Protecting public lands: For the protection of public lands from illegal and 
fraudulent entry or appropriation, $100,00 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations if as large an appropriation as $100,000 
even is going to be permanently necessary for this purpose. It was 
originally estimated for as a temporary affair to have to employ this 
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meet the expenses of protecting timber 
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do something. They make their reports, and the litigation goes on 

1 the Government at Washington knows nothing about the cruelties 
that are being perpetrated and the injustice that is being done. 

I am as much in favor of carrying out the objects of this appropria- 
tion as anybody, but I undertake to savy that the instruments used bring 
discredit upon the Government, great hardship upon honest people, and 
do not reach the persons intended tobe reached. ‘That is my experience. 
If persons who shall be inspectors and agents are to go out with such 
portant duties they ought to be appointed by the President by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate. If they are to examine 
whether lawsuits should be brought, they should be experienced law 
yers, men of character, who should be known, not secret agents. There 
is nothing secret about the cutting of timber. It is pul There is 
nothing secret about the entering of land. You can go to the land 
office and see what the entriesare. It does not require detectives. It 

quires men of judgment and character, and we do not get that class 
of men to discharge these duties. Men are sent from distant States. 
s who are entirely 
subject; but they have 





lic 


to do something. 

There ought to be a decided reform in this service, and, if it will be 
in order after this item is passed over, I shall prepare an amendment 
providing for a different set of officers of a higher grade, giving the 
Attorney-General a large portion of this duty, if he is to carry it on. 
If you go to the Attorney-General he says to you at once that he can 
not investigate this question; he must do as the Interior Department 
does. If you go to the Interior Department and say ‘‘ This is the re- 
port of the special agent,’’ they can not reviewit. I think this matter 
of litigation ought to be under the control of the Attorney-General. 
If this item can be passed over, I shall prepare an amendment which 
I think the Senate ought to adopt to place this investigation in stronger 
hands and make it more effective; and it can be done with less money. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Nevada will allow this ap- 


| propriation to go for this year, as the committee propose to reduce it. 


vast number of land agents, and it now turns out to be a permanent | 


appropriation. The same may be said of the preceding item in rela- 
tion to timber on public lands. That has not been effective in accom- 
plishing the purpose, if it refers to fires and soon. The result of both 
these appropriations in many sections has been to stimulate a vast 
amount of litigation and much of it has been very oppressive. 

I simply call attention to the matter now. Iwill not suggest apy 
amendment. But thereought to bea different system altogether, so far 
as litigationis concerned. As to both ofthe appropriations referred to, if 
instead of $200,000 or $175,000 the Attorney-General had, say, $25,000 


I think it is wise for him to call public attention to the method of ex 
pending these appropriations. I think when we change the method 
of expenditure it ought to be done after mature consideration by the 
Committee on Public Lands or some committee of the Senate, regulat 
ing the whole question by law. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam willing to be governed by that suggestion. 

Mr. PIERCE, The Senator from Nevada is right when he says that 
much depends upon the character of the inspectors who are sent out by 
the Secretary of the Interior. In my experience in the last year Iam 
satisfied if there is any change at all in this appropriation it ought to 
be in the other direction, and the amount ought not to be cut down. 
A great many complaints are made at the General Land Office, and 
these menaresentto examine them. I have in mind now one of the in- 
spectors who has rendered a great deal of service to the settlers of my 
own State and the States adjoining it by the intelligeuce and ability 
with which he has examined into and reported frauds in those regions. 


| There are a great many cases of hardship to settlers that the Depart- 


and was authorized to send responsible men to examine these cases be- | 


fore suits are brought, much good would be done, the proper parties 
would be prosecuted, and a vast amount of cruel persecution avoided. 
Under my observation a great many suits have been brought both for 
cutting timber and for entering lands against persons who were acting 
in absolute good faith, while the more important depredations and the 
more important fraudulent transactions have not been prosecuted or 
reported. The system of having irresponsible agents, who must do 
something, traveling over the country and instituting prosecutions is 
a most cruel one, 

I have known honest settlers to be prosecuted. I have several in 
mind now, one who had been on his land twenty-eight yearsand cleared 
ninety acres of it, and he was then indicted. He was unanimously 
acquitted, but afterwards prosecuted and entirely ruined for using a 
portion of the timber, taking it to a saw-mill and having it sawed. 
He lived on the land twenty-eight years and as soon as it was surveyed 
made his application for entry; and the homestead application was 
captiously delayed by the agent by putting in opposition to it, and 
the man was entirely ruined by the prosecution. There are a great 
many cases of that character all over the country. 

If this system of appropriating money for the purpose of protecting 
timber and protecting the public lands from illegal entry is to go on, 
and if it is necessary to make appropriations for this purpose, some 
more attention should be paid to the character of the men intrusted 
with these very responsible duties, for I assure the Senate that the 
class of men who are sent out there as agents are inexperienced and in- 
competent; they are not surveyors; they are not lawyers. They must 


ment must look into; and I should hate to see this cut down; I should 
rather see the amount retained as originally appropriated in the bill as 
it passed the other House. 

Mr. STEWART. Undoubtedly in the case of a number appointed 
some would be exceedingly good men, but in the vast number under 
my observation there were many who were not good agents. For ex- 
ample, a case came to me by good authority from Arizona, where you 
have a law that was passed in 1880, allowing the person who succeeds 
in the objection to a pre-emption enjry to get the landhimself. An 
agent down in Arizona was detected in suggesting to persons around 
to make these objections in order to get settlers off the land so that he 
could get it. In former times it was the custom of the Land Office, 
when there was defect of that kind, to notify the party and let him 
correct it, if he was settled upon the land in good faith. Now, in- 
stances of the kind I have stated are coming up constantly in that 
country, and I tell youit creates very great dissatisfaction. I shall not 
try to remedy it at this time, but I want to call attention to it and I 
hope we can have it remedied by a more methodical method at the 
next session of Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Nevada 
if the complaints he speaks of have been made recently. 

Mr. STEWART. I have not heard of any very recent complaints, 
but the system will naturally tend tothis hardship under any Admin- 
istration. It was last year and the year before that this information 
came to me; but it will be just so next year. Human natureis not any 
different whether these agents are Democrats or Republicans. If you 
take men who are not surveyors and not lawyers and are non-resident 
as they are now as formerly, and send out that class of men, who have 
no interest in the community, to discharge a duty which they are in- 
competent to perform, they are going to do great injustice. 

Mr. ALLEN. In the State which I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent we have found these agents in the last year to have been ex- 
tremely beneficial. They have done a great deal towards suspending 
fraudulent claims and facilitating both the local land offices and the 


| claimants of land in acquiring title. 
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Mr. STEWART. How was it before? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think thea 
policy of the General Land Office. 
to deal rene rously and correctly wit 
apt to carry out its wishes. 

Mr. STEWART. Were not unjust suspensions | icht 
the agents at their suggestion ? 











Mr. ALLEN. I in my State did very palpably 
attempt to do whatever the General Land Office desired that the) 
should do. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to say of this amendment that it one ot 
the very few that propase a reduction in this bi a I understand per- 
fectly that there has been great trouble in the West, in the new State 
aud Territories, with these entries, and in invest gati ¢ the charges ot 


sp In the last Administration the Commissioner “of the General 
Land Office, in 1835 and 1886, constantly exercised his authority 





went beyond reasonable bounds in looking up charges of fraud, ! 
there was a great deal of fri iction throughout the country: it entered 
into the campaign; it was made a partisan matter. But the fact re 


mains that there was an immense amount of public domain that was 
recovered. Frauds were unearthed and discovered, and to a great ex- 
tent the policy of the Department stopped them. There were cases of 
hardship, it is true, delays in the entries, hut every Com: nissioner ot 
the General Land Office, no matter what his politics, including the 
present Commissioner, insists on having enough money to ascertain and 
examine frauds when charges are made. 

The immediate predecessor of the present Commissioner found it 
necessary to expend, and I have no doubt judiciously and wisely, 
$140,000 last year. We gave him in the appropriation act a year ago 
$140,000, and there was a deficiency of $19,000 or $20,000, 

Now, the Commissioner or his deputy says that ‘* for the protection 
of the public land from fraudulent entry we need $140,000 this year. 
That isourestimate. We think we cancarry the agents nowemployed 
and clear up nearly all the fraudulent cases, and probably do it within 
a year with that amount.’ 

For one, I thought it was injudicious to reduce the amount below 


$120,000 as it came from the other House. It is one thing to have the 


door open and permit persons to enter upon the public lands and get 
their homes freely; but there ought not to be any hesitation about 
furnishing the Department with a sufficient amount to look up the 


fraudulent cases where there are hundredsand thousandsof them. It 
is the interest of everybody that it should be done. For one, I regret 
exceedingly that the majority of the committee thought it necessary 
to cut down the appropriation to $100,000. We shall come back hers 
one year from this time with a deficiency of $30,000 or $40,000. 

No honest man in the office of the Commissioner of the Land Offi 
is I believe this gentleman is, although I know very little of him—he 
impressed me as such—will execute the law; he will be compelled to 
hold up these entries. In view of the other legislation contained in 
the bill, opening large areas of country, if those provisions become law 
I have no doubt the Commissioner will want a greater amount than th« 
estimate of $140,000. At all events we ought not to check that off 
cer in his honest endeavor to look up these fraudulent claims and 
vent them hereafter. 

Mr.STEWART. Ido not object to looking up the fraudulent claims 
I want to suppress fraud as much as any other Senator. 

Mr, GORMAN. I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. STEWART. But I do state that the system of appointing in- 
experienced agents, as this contemplates, is inadequate, leads to injus- 
tice, allows a great many strong men toes@ape, and a great many weak 
men to be ruined, because prosecution by the United States of a settler 
is his ruin; he has no more hope in life. He is there with his family, 
and he is prosecuted. I might tell you hundreds of instances that 
have come under my observation which would have not been prose- 
cuted if a competent man had been sent from the Attorney-General’s 
Office with reasonable discretion. ‘The question of good faith would 
then be of some avail, but with many of these agents, no matter in 
what good faith the settler has acted, if he has made a technical vio- 
lation of law he is prosecuted. There ought to be a class of men em- 
ployed who would report the facts fairly to the Commissioner, that the 
parties here might judge of them and have the real information. 1 
do not get it from the class of men who a 
is the trouble. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator permit me to make an inquiry of 
him ? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Is not that pre: isely what is done now by the agent 
of the Commissioner of the Land Office? Asa matter of course t 
ought to be men of ability. Are they not required first to asce 
what all the facts are, pro and con, before a suit is begun against the par 
ties by the Attorney-General? Is it not in the interest of the settle: 
himself that before the law officers of the Government shall take uy 
case, an independent officer from the Land Office shall first asce1 
whether there is probable cause to justify the suit? Is not that t 
operation of the law ? 

Mr. STEWART. 


ney 
reappointedasarule. That 





The trouble in many cases is that he is not an in 
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but that will not be the case when you prose 
the guilty go, as incompetent ers are bour 

Now, I do not say that these 1 good n t the 
petent; they have had no experien they a rine! 
not surveyors; they are not lawyer they know nothing ¢ it t 
land laws. They are pi dup ove ‘ it 
They are strangers; and they ist do somet! f ler to su 1 
themselves and create a necessity for their positio { 
tation with the Department Chey must find somet f 
quently we find them doing more harm probably than goot. 

I would go with the Senator from Maryland in holding a tight rei 
on these fraudulent transactions, but I want to call attention to the 
matter not to amend the bill now, but for the ry f having the 
subject investigated at the next sé m of Cor ‘ t sys- 
tem established which shall be more ‘ ‘ i 
che iper. I believe it can be done 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the subject of the preservation I 
public lands of the United States from the monopoly of capit nd 
non-resident persons who neitber occu] I cuit ite the ( 

f the greatest importance to the people of this country. W1 her 
has been one innocent 1 prosecuted there have been a } dred 
guilty men who have escaped any prosecution for f1 lulent « ] 
is a notorious fact that the public domain of this intry ha 1 
verted in a great measure from the purposes to which the a 
gress have pledged it and to which both the polit 1 parties of tl 
country have pledged it 

It is held largely by alien owners in one form d an 
heli by fraudulententries. In myown State of Florida a vast 
the larger portion, of the public domain has been obtained wit! 

iority of law and is held in vast areas by non-resident h ‘ i 
in ; 1 think, under a title which has no kind of validity, but lich 
has some recognition in the Land Office here 

Mr. President, I hope that this amendment w tand i nd 
lf the amoun in not be increased, that it ] fh d n l 
The objections which the Senator from Nevad made a t 
methods of administration id not tot p t 
or the purpose ch it has in ew 

I can see no re yn why the Secretary of t ! ) ) 
petent as the Attorney-General to administer the law hy he ¢ 

| protect innocent persons as well as the Attorney-Genera Cert 
these agents should be men of character and have a rt ttotl 
fidence of the people, men who will not report falsely 

What difficulty there is in obtaining ; t facie evide 
est man an 1 making a report which will reasonably dete I 
asnit yuld be commenced or not, I can not see It 
thing to do and the agency might be made a 

The trouble has been, Mr. President, not int ecretarie n I 
terior, not in the Commissioner of the Genera! La Q br 
subordinates and in the methods which have been emploved 
the facts in each case and to obtain unlaw Lentrie the (lov 

entof the United State 4 vast interest accum 

ington in the hands of attorn | 1 d 
prolific field of large fortunes, to the detriment il 
settler, until large portions of our public d ' ght 
from foreign countries hav en unlawfu 
to-day held in alien ownership 
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‘ t, I sha adly vote for an increase of this appropriation 
‘ | sovernmentcan notexist where 
t ( ut estates by non-resident proprie- 
t ‘ n g our laws to the contrary 
of th | { | 3, in W h the public land of 
‘ i Ne valid 
{ t class of men would be 
t €& of t A ttori - 

G : | ' 
I Le t I i ive Lh ini 
1 A ttorney-Ge ( e I would fix the agents to be 
t . | Int or to of a class who should 
y the ‘ lent by and with the advice and consent of 
i ri wo i ¢ their qualilications so that they should be 
en rs and know mething about the business. The class who 
out byt \ttorney-General would be lawyers who would 
exa t ises ause the pecial agents make these « mpl ints, 
tl ct attorneys follow them, bring the suits, and really the set- 
I no pl li ninar) earin as he form rly had, before he is sued 

( ted, and often he ruir l. 

I say the system can not be perfected at this time. ] simply call at- 
tent to it, and I to prepare'a bill that will reach the case 


ill 
by the next session of Congress and have it referred to the Committee 


on Public Lands, for nething ought to be done. I tell you that 
there are ¢ that would make you shudder if you knew the details 
as they have come to me of individual hardship growing out of this 
practice If the settler, the poor fellow who has been on the land, has 
any difficulty with his entry, he has no redress. ‘There is no prelimi- 
nary tribunal He used to bi ought before the register and receiver 
and have a hearing. Now he is sued without a hearing. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I supposed that these agents were sent out to 
ascertain the facts, to discover frauds, and it did not seem necessary 


that you should send a first-class attorney for that purpose. Of course, 


when it comes to the execution of the law, that is another thing; but 
the examiners, I understand, are sent out to discover frauds which 
are going on all the time, and the difficulty is that they have discov- 
ered too many. I have no doubt that there are innocent settlers who 
have suffered in connection with this service, but where there has been 
one noc man who ffered there have been a hundred guilty 


men who bh: been detected 
Mr. STEWART. I wish the 


large. If one-half of th 


4 


proportion of those detected was so 
m could be detected I should like it. 
Mr. WASHBURN. For that reason I think the committee have 


made a very grave mistake in proposing to reduce this appropriation. 


g 
It should be increased rather than decreased. The result ot my ob- 
servation in our section of the country has been that numbers of frauds 
have been detected and prevented by this very examination, and | 
should hope that there would be no steps taken which would prevent 
the service from going on in future as it has in the past. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the committee, which will be again stated. 


The SECRETARY. On page 49, line 20, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ 
the committee report to strike out ‘‘and twenty;’’ so as to make the 
7 


clause read 


Protecting public lands 


lor the protection of public lands from illegal and 
fraudulent en 


iu try or appr p at mm LUO 000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary resumed and continued the reading of the bill to line 

20, on page 50. 

Mr. GORMAN, I Suggest to the Senator from Iowa that we have 
gone over nearly one-half of the bill and it is getting late. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
the question of the surveys of the public lands, which is somewhat, 
though remotely, I admit, connected with the question of the appro- 
priation for the irrigation of public lands, I will not ask the Senate to 
continue further this evening. 

Mr. SPOONER. I expect to be necessarily absent from the Senate 
to-morrow, and I should like to call the attention of the Senator having 
the bill in charge to the amendment or pages 4 and 5 relative toa public 
building at Milwaukee. The committee has inserted a part of the 
amendment which I offered, but I venture to call the attention of the 
chairman of the committee to the fact that the clause increasing the 
limit of cost which was in the amendment I proposed and had referred 
to the committee has been omitted. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations in looking over 
that amendment found at the close of it a provision enlarging the 
limit of cost. We doubted whether we had the authority to report 
such a provision, and therefore we omitted it in reporting the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SPOONER 


The Senate passed a bill for this purpose two years 
ago at $2,000,000. 


It was cut down by the other House to $1,200,000, 
$400,000 of it to be used for the purchase ofa site. TheSenate at this 
session passed a bill increasing the appropriation $800,000, 

Mr. ALLISON, Increasing the limit? 
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Mr.SPOONER. Increasing the limit from $1,200,000 to $2,000,000. 
Three Supervising Architects of the Treasury have estimated that 
amount to be necessary for the construction of a proper building. 

| Since the amendment was referred to the Commitee on Appropriations, 


| the Secretary of the Treasury has addressed a letter to the committee, 
I believe, in regard to it, in which he states that after reviewing th 
subject, he i opizion that that amount is necessary I will not ask 
for what has been estimated, but I ask unanimous consent to move to 
amend the clause this time by inserting the words: 
ithe y i chapter for the ere« n of said b line is 
é by i reased $4 “y 
That If what has always been recommended by the Treas- 





nt. The money will not be needed for years, but it is 
necessary in preparing the plans that the Department should 
know what the ultimate cost of th be, and that the plan 


e building is to be, 
should be prepared with reference to it. I hope there will be no ob- 


} 
obviously 4 
+ 
t 


| jection to this amendment to the amendment already agreed to. 


I was going to say that as we have reached now | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
posed amendment ? 
Mr. SPOONER. 

the words: 


Will the Senator indicate his pro- 


On page 5, at the end of line 16, I move to insert 


And the limit of cost fixed by said chapter for the erection of 
rie ! 


: said public 
is hereby increased $400,000 


bt 
building 


Mr. HARRIS. So that the paragraph will read - 

Mr. SPOONER. The paragraph is quite a long one. The amend- 
ment originally submitted has been reported and adopted by the Sen- 
ate except these three lines. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuier CLERK. It is proposed to add to the paragraph agreed 
to as in Committee of the Whole the following: 


nd the limit of cost fixed by said chapter for the erection of said public 
r is hereby increased $400,009, 


ng 


Mr. ALLISON. As TI understand, the building at Milwaukee is one 


| that was authorized to be constructed some two years ago, and the act 


also authorized the sale of the existing building. Am | right in that? 

Mr. SPOONER. TheSenatorisright. The act appropriated twelve 
hundred thousand dollars for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
a building, limiting the cost of the site to $400,000. It will cost about 
that. It also provided for the sale of the present building, which with 
the land will amount, I think, to probably $400,000, and that sum un- 
der the provisions of the law is to be covered into the Treasury, so that 
the Government will receive from the sale of the present property the 
amount of this increase of limit. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Wisconsin makes a strong appeal 
to me not to object to this provision. Ithink perhaps it is in order. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is in order 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to it if it isin order; but if it is not 


| I feel constrained to object. 


Mr. SPOONER. I may say to the Senator that the amendment was 
offered by me in order to bring it within the rule, was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, reported favorably by 
that committee, and sent to the Committee on Appropriations, and that 
makes it in order. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to offer 
this amendment now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be very glad to have the ruling of the 
Chair as to whether the amendment is in order, it having been reported 


| by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


’ 


| 


Mr. HARRIS. 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. ALLISON. It being a bill that passed the Senate heretofore. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not only that, but it is for carrying out the pro- 
visions of an existing law. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is in order, then, on two grounds. 

Mr. SPOONER. It not only is in order because reported by astand- 
ing committee, but it is in order under the rule because it is to carry 
out the provisions of an existing law. If it were a new appropriation 
for a building, I do not undertake to decide that question, but it is my 
conviction 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Iowa to interpose any objection ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not object at this moment. 
to have the ruling of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. 
amendment is in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment is in order? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Itis inorder, the Senator from Iowa 
not objecting. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to have the ruling of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hold that under the 
statement that has been made, not having had the opportunity of mak- 
ing any personal examination, theamendmentis plainlyin order. The 


And referred one day before to-day? 
Certainly. 





I should be glad 


The Chair would hold that the 


| question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 


Wisconsin [ Mr. SPoonER]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. VEST I ask leave to ma port the ¢ é i 
Cr i rece. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received if th 
be no objection 

Mr. VEST. Iam instructed to make a favorable report fi 
Committee on Commerce. I ask as a personal favor that the Senat : at 
pass the bill which I am instructed to report. It sin th 
time in which a bridge can be built, and the company is ting to 
commence the construction. Itisaconsiderable exigency. Itis 





short bill, and it will only take a minute to pass it 


















Dit oa 
The bill (S. 4225) to amend an act approved August 6, 1888, author wy 
izing the construction of bridges by the Houston, Central Arkansas | ,, 2 COI . 
and Northern Railway Company, was read the first time by its tit | vas ord 
and the second time at length, and considered as in Committe: the se 1 
Whole. ' 4 ream t 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
XT \ | J 
GUANO ISLANDS. | ena eee ars ; 
E ; oft \ r 
Mr. GORMAN. Iask unanimous consent to proceed to the consid = 
‘ . o-~ . 1 : I . 
eration of Senate bill 3782, a bill reported from the Committee on For- | 4},., . 
* . . 4 ‘ ‘ i 
eign Relations, cael bie 
The PRE: SNT protempore. The Senator from aryland asks c 
I ~RESIDENT pro tem} The Senat M l e Secreta 
unanimous consent that the present business may be informally laid | jnoton a section of . 
aside to enable him to ask for the consideration of the bill (S. 3752) to | , , itede anil 
further suspend the operation of section 5574 of the Revised Statutes a n Com! at WN ‘ 
of the United States, Title LX XII, in relation to guano is Is er) 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the W ' y 
proceeded to consider the bill, which provides that section 5574, Tit a a yr fr. 
- - ~ > . ° c - . . . . ' . . , "hae 1s ‘ . , . 
LX\XII, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, shall be further i \LLISON 
suspended for the period of ten years. MT. ATIEN Vaca 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to @: am oa ; 
I he t I t ( t > 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. mendment ae ! 
s i A « al : Se 
FORT RANDALL AND FORT SISSETON MILITARY RESERVATIONS. Che first amendment wa 1 section 1, li ‘ | 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- | to strike out ** private sale and entry’’ and 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 789) opening to settlement a portion of | ¢™ption entry to ch there is no adv 
the Fort Randall military reservation in South Dakota. The bill as | Section read 
yTO poset oO be amencet Vv 1e Committee on Public has proposes At there ‘I 
proy 1 to be ar led by the C tt Pul Lands proj 
to dispose of two military reservations in South Dakota. 4 bill to dis- | ' aN ae : , 
pose of one them has already passed the Senate, and a bill to dispose a eet ae ee ae 
of the other has passed the House of Representatives. ining thereon a hom , 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, Sat dae ae ee oe ; 
proceeded to consider the bill. said State seal tre adic ‘abit : 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with | t ed States, 
amendments. Phe 1endment is agreed to 
The first amendment was, after section 1, to insert the following sec- The nett amendment was, in se ) 1 1 e word 
tion: smart 
. ington, LO rike ou Ol 11K cnaractel in 1 i I 
Sec. 2, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and ‘State,’’ to insert ibject to homestead and p 0 to 
directed to cause the lands embraced within the abandoned Fort Sisseton re . : er ) was . : . =" 
ervation in South Dakota to be regularly surveyed by an extension of the pu aa ee J a ae Apcon : ry : ad 
lic surveys over the unsurveyed portions thereof. to strike out “160 acres" and insert und not exceeding one qu 
Ctl 0 3to make the se tio (} 
The amendment was agreed to. sito iS 10 MAKS CD ae 
The next amendment was to insert as section 3 the following: That there be, and is hereby, granted to _ 
: a | ited publi« id « t t . F 
Sec. 3. That there is hereby granted to the State of South Dakota one section | and en teen to w 
of land of the Fort Sisseton military reservation, upon which the buildings used | exceed ) quarter-sect 1 each ‘ 
in connection with said fort are situated, to be used by said State as a per: Ca and i i i 
nent camp and parade ground, and for such other purposes in connection with | lis 4 enance 1 
the training and education of the militia of the State as the Legislature may and other pur 
direct. Said section of land shall be selected by said State so as to conform as I State « 
near as possible to the public survey: Provided, however, That whenever the | shal! revert to the United St 
State of South Dakota shall cease to use said lands for the purpose herein named ry 7 
said lands shall revert to and become the property of the United States, The amendment was agreed to. 
- : The nart s endment wa in tion 2 lir ter th 
Tha amendment was agreed to. ihe next amendme vas, 1n section », line 6, alter 1 word 
The next amendment was to insert as section 4 the following: ernor, ‘0 strike out = to the surveyor-general of the i State 
ie F line after he vor t e t in 
Src. 4. That the remaining portion of the Fort Sisseton military reservation i ee ie = : . a peg . 
may be selected at any time within one year after the approval of the survey of prope! In the same 11! alter the word “ol 
said reservation by the State of South Dakots a part of the lands grantedto | words ‘‘of the district or distr I hich 
said State under the provision of “An act to provide for the admission of the | he citnated if { 
State of South Dakota into the Union,” approved February 22, 1859 A i i, and ym ‘ . 
said lands are selected as herein provided the DP eatatiaaeadt ttm Inter : witndrawn irom pr ite i oO try rnd to ‘ 
cause patents for the same to be issued to the State of South Dakota: Provided such selection shall tl pon) at A 
That no existing lawful rights under any of the land laws of the United Stat 4 ort ¥4 f anlectine hn ‘ f thal 
providing for the disposition of the public lands shal! be invalidated by this act er ym Selection sha i ecretary of the Inter 
: for his approval sO to 
The amendment was agreed to. ' 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments | Stat stitute = bon nds - 
were concurred in. ‘ nths after the pa , tt » here ate 
rr = 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be | ‘"S“ vhen so ma ‘ by the ernor to the re 
read a third time. coiaex isan oe ' Se eee 
oan : - . upon ee t i KS an the certifieate of select @ 
Phe bill was read the third time, and passed. forwarded to the S« Interior for his appr 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill opening to settlement | The amendment was agreed to, 
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) ep! the unfinished b ess ihat 
Missouri to prepare his amendment, and 
‘ etot at ym Washington I wil now move that 
{ é ‘ dis I 
JEN. With the under nding that I can call up the bill 
t ’ rr I have no objection to it going over 
\ A LLISO> I will yield to the Senator myself to-morrow morn- 
‘ for that purpose. I move that the Senate.adjourn. 
The PRESIDENT pi pore The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the enate adi I 
Che motion was agreed t« and (at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes p. ™. 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow. Tuesday. July 15. 1890, at 12 
o'” } 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, July 14, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m 
Hi. MILBuRN, D. D. 
Che Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 


CORRECTION 


Mr. ENLOE, 


mmo } 
page va m2 of the 


ktecorD of the proceedings of Saturday an omission, 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to correct the Recorp. Ifi 
‘ir. Speaker, I rise to correct the RECORD. find, on | . > ae 
ae ™ | issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes. 


JULY 14, 


over the Missouri River in place of a ponton bridge, having met, after full and 


free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows 


Phat the House agree to the Senate amendments with an amendment strik- 
ing out all after the word “bridge” in line 15 of said amendment. 
CHARLES 8. BAKER, 
JOHN A. ANDERSON, 
R. H. M. DAVIDSON, 
Managers on the part of the II 
G. G. VEST, 
S. M. CULLOM, 
J. N. DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The conferees on the part of the House submitted the following 
Statement 
rhe amendment of the Senate requires the bridge company “to build and 
| maintain,at its own « xpense, suc h wing-dams, booms, or other works as shall 
be necessary to maintain the channel within the draw span or spans of said 
bridge, and shall, at their own expense, maintain a depth of w ater through said 
draw span or spans not less than that now existing at the point where said 
bridge may be located,” ete. The conferees recommend to strike out the por- 








tion of the Senate amendment requ 
depth of water not less than 


ing the bridge company to maintaina 
now existing. 





. CHAS. 8S, BAKER 
JOHN A, ANDERSON, 
R. H. M. DAVID-ON, 

The report of the committee of conference was adopted. 

Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 

adopted: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER. Pending that motion, the Chair desires to lay be- 
fore the House a report from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the follow- 


| ing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 


made either by the Reporter or by the editor of the Recorn, I donot | 


know which. I asked the question if the gentleman from Maine [ Mr 
DINGLEY] had been able to stop the clock, raising the question of 
time, and the Speaker replied, giving the time on each side. I then 
sked if that was a correct count, and the Speaker replied that it was. 
I then said I was glad of it. All that is omitted from the Recorp, 


and in the proceedings as printed it appears that my question was ab- | 
Now, I do not want to be put in the attitude of | 


olutely ignored. 





being 


nored by the Speaker. 


| 


A bill (H. R. 5381) directing the purchase of silver bullion and the 


REQUEST FOR THE RETURN OF A BILL. 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of the House 
to Senate bill 2197, which was sent to the Senate without the amend- 
ment which was adopted by the House. If there is no objection, a mes- 


| sage will be sent to the Senate asking for the return of the bill. 


The SPEAKER, It would be difficult to put the gentleman in that | 


{ Laughter.] The Chair desires to say to the gentleman 
om Tennessee that the observations to which he refers were in the 
peech of the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. DINGLEY] which was sent 
to him for revision. 

Mr. ENLOE. The speech of the gentlemen from Maine [ Mr. Dina- 


ittitude. 


|.£Y |] delivered at the time is printed in the Recorp, and the matter | 


has been omitted. There were several interruptions where there was 


not consent, and I did not know but the omission arose from the ap- 
plication of the rule that such interruptions should be eliminated from 
the Recorp. Isimply wanted to know wherethe responsibility rested, 


whether upon the Reporter or upon the editor of the Recorp. [QLaugh- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know to’whom the gentleman 
‘rs as the editor of the RECORD. 
Mir 
the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to solve the gentleman’s 
doubt upon that point. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. I just wanted to know where the responsibility lay. 

CTheSPEAKER. The Chair presumes that the Reportersacted in ac- 
cordance with the rules of parliamentary law in not reporting what 
ought not to be reported. 

Mr. ENLOE. 1 want to know of the Speaker if he thinks that when 
a question is asked as tothe limitation of the time a statement coming 
from the Chair in response to that question of a member ought not to 
be reported 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair does not recollect the circumstance suf- 
ficiently to answer that question. The Chair presumes that the omis- 
sion is one of those which often happen. The ReEcorD is by no means 
a literal transcript of everything that occurs here, and never has 
been. 


DI V-BRIDGE OVER THE MISSOURI. 


Mr. BAKER. Mr Speaker, I desire to present a conference report. 
The report was read, as follows 


rhe committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 4570) to authorize the Leaven- 
worth and Piatte ¢ ty Bridge Company to substitute a pivot draw-bridge 


. ENLOE, I have some doubt myself as to who is the editor of 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
EXPLANATION. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
privilege. In the Recorp of the proceedings of Saturday it appears 
that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] stated that it was as- 
serted on his side of the House that the time allotted for debate to those 
who favored the conference report on the silver bill would be more than 
they were entitled to if the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
should have fifteen minutes given him. I had the honor of being called 


| to the chair by the Speaker of the House early on Saturday and pre- 


sided during most of that discussion, until the gentleman from Maine 
{[Mr. DINGLEY] took the floor, and I desire to state that all the time 
that belonged to the opponents of the conference report had been given 


| them at the time I left the chair, save one minute. 


The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] had three minutes re- 
maining which he yielded to the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 
ALLEN], who used two minutes, so that he actually had but one min- 
ute leftat the time the Speaker gave him three for his closing remarks. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] in his opening speech occu- 
pied one hour and sixteen minutes. He was followed by the gentle- 


} man from Illinois [Mr. W1LLIAMs], who occupied twenty minutes, and 


every moment of the time of the opponents of the conference report 
was given them save the three minutes I have referred to, of which 
there was but actually one minute remaining at the time I left the 
chair. There was no favoritism whatever shown to either side. Gen- 
tlemen on both sides were held to their time strictly. 

I make this explanation simply because it is due to myself, as well 
as to the Speaker of the House, who had nothing whatever to do with 
keeping the count of the time, as I was occupying the chair. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I didnot catch precisely the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN], but I heard him use'the name 
of my colleague [Mr. BLAND], and I simply wish to invite his attention 


| to the fact that my colleague is not present this morning. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Iwas not present when the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] complained that that side of the House 
would not have as much time as the other. 

Mr. HEARD. I do notunderstand that the gentleman from Michi- 
gan reflects at all upon our colleague [Mr, BLAND]. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. No, sir; I am correcting the mistake 
which was made; and I do it not only for my own sake, but because 
the Speaker of the House was not in the chair at the time and had 


| nothing whatever to do with this matter. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Does the REcorpD show th: 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] made complaint? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. It does; and that is the reason I am 
calling attention to this matter. The RE 





it the gen- 


ORD says 


Mr. Buanp. I rise: toa question of order. It is claimed on this side of the 
House, and I think the claim is justified, that if the gentleman from Maine [Mr 
DINGLEY] occupies fifteen minutes th vill be allowed on that side ten min- | 


utes more than we have hs 


That was not correct. 
Mr. HEARD. I wish to say that my 
I talked about this matter at the time. 


ud on our side. 


It was the understanding 


colleague [Mr. BLAND] and | 


upon this side of the House that the time for debate would expire at | 


twelve minutes after 4 o’clock, aad that to accord fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy ] would carry the debate beyond 
that time. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. In answer to that remark I wish to say 
that the precise time when the debate should close was not fixed. 
There was to be four hours’ debate; but it was not determined that it 
should close at twelve minutes past 4 o'clock. 

Mr. HEARD. But it began at twelve minutes after 12 o'clock. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. But the debate was interrupted no less 
than four times by messages from the Senate and from the President 
of the United States and other matters; and besides, the Chair had to 
occupy at least ten minutes in procuring order at different times. 

Mr. HEARD. That is the matter I have taken no account of, but 
I state the facts to be 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
things when the intimation is made that the occupant of the chair has 
not fairly dealt with the House. 

Mr. HEARD. I simply wish to say that as it was known that the 
debate had begun at twelve minutes after 12 o’clock, it was generally 





assumed on this side of the House that it would conclude at twelve | 


minutes after 4. And my colleague [Mr. BLAND] made no captious 
objection to the ruling of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announced that the debate began at 
twelve minutes after 12 o’clock. Shortly afterward the present occu- 
pant of the chair left it; and when, after he had come back, the com- 
plaint was made, he investigated the matter and now has the details of 
the time as taken by each gentleman, which is at the service of any 
member of the House. 

Mr. HEARD. But I think it due to say that after the Chair made 
his statement my colleague [Mr. BLAND] made no further objection; 
he accepted the statement of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks the time spent on this matter is 
very well spent, because it would be very unfortunate if the House 
should obtain an impression that members had been unfairly treated 


* in their representative capacity by the occupant of the chajr. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The only reason I spoke of the matter 
at all is because no gentleman can aftord to rest undersuch an imputa- 


tion; and I explicitly declare that every moment belonging to either | 


side of the House in the discussion of the question was accorded tw it 
up to the time I left the chair, which was ten or fifteen minutes be- 
fore the close of the debate. 

BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I now renew my motion that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8243) supple- 
mentary toan act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of the 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the District of Columbia.”’ 

The SPEAKER (having put the question) declared the motion agreed 
to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
have it? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
the call comes too late. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The division must be granted. The gentleman 
rose in time, but the Chair did not understand his purpose in rising. 

The question being again taken on the motion of Mr. ATKINSON, of 
Pennsylvania, there were—ayes 80, noes 21. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER (after counting the House). ‘There are 166 mem- 
bers present—a quorum. The ayes haveit, and the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON | is agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on-the state of the Union (Mr. DUNNELL in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8243) supplementary to an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of the Baltimore and Poto- 
man Railroad in the District of Columbia.”’ 

TheCHAIRMAN. When the Committee of the Whole last rose there 
was pending a motion of the gentleman from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
Moore] that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it be recommitted. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. There was also before the House 
a motion made by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] 
to strike out the first section of the bill, that motion having been made 
before the motion of the gentleman from New Hampshire. 


I called for a division, Mr. Speaker; can we not 


I make the point of order that 


But account must be taken of these 
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TheCHAIRMAN. The pending motion of the gentleman from Ne’ 
H I shire takes precedence ot ne eman 
m Pennsylvania | Mr. ATKINSON : 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I ma t ! t rrder on . 
the motion of the gentleman from New H ‘ it 
tee of the Whole having risen without acti t t tis 
not now I ng. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrule t order made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania I ( ] 
motion. 
Che Clerk read as follows 
Mr. Moore, of New Hampshire, Mr. ¢ 1 iH . y 
t an opportun ty to vote pon sucha < i ‘ ts t this 
l, and as that n Wi ‘ H 
243) be reportes I with t t 
mitted tothe ¢ : District of 
the same withthe ng as i ite for s 
Amend House y gir at 
sec rlLoftl ! - 
Phat the alt it i i¢ 
at iv of lary, ISO4,r r r ron Sixth 
at t west, abands« its st 1 dey 1oW i © |} 4 
B streets vest t 1 
mia, « truct I mainta ut t 1 lia 
ivenues upon land described as squares 454, 434, 4 
to be secured by purchase or conde 
ssenger station of suchextent, ar 
e found advisable and necessary. 
shall be paid by the United States to the said Baltimore and P 
Company for the depot ling and t bridge 
h reasonable sum, or the value thereof, as mav be agree 
1 said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad ¢ pany and t 
ie District of Columbia, and in case of failure of the said 
j 4 i mission { upon thes i ple pra 
sioners shall apply, by petitic to the supret t the Dist tof ¢ 
s gin general term, which is hereby give ‘ t} 
premises; and the said court shall, upon such petit provide for pi 
t l hearing of the said ! any and « mis ers in the prem and 
shall have power to dete ne in such manner as y deem prope } 
so to be paid as aforesaid ‘ of t lreasury is h t 
Z i directed to pay 3 I eand ] nac Railroad ¢ 
sha i \ n Sixth stre i 
I ry « | ted is ( ed f n 
me shall have been ertained ined lved to 
pr sions herein 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to submit ‘ i ipon th 
question 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I desire to renew my point of 
order 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia | Mr. BLOUNT] was 
entitled to the floor when the committee rose at its last ses 1! 
Mr. BLOUNT. I will wait and let the gentleman from South Caro- 
linia proceed now, if he desires. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. The gentleman from G¢ ria yields to me 
the time being, I understand ? 
Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to call the at on of the H« : 
| again, Mr. Chairman, to the measure pending before us. It has been 
yme tir since we discussed it, and its featur may possibly have 
| escaped the attention of members upon the floor 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas It is just three weel 
Mr. HEMPHILL. It is a proposition to give to the railroad, with 
out reserving the rights of the city and the Government, certain privi- 
leges specified in the bill, which has met the universal condemnation 
of every man in the city as far as I know, « t those who di- 
rectly or pecuniarily interested in the matter 
\ petition was presented here some days ago in favor of these side 
tracks, prepared and presented by some of the merchants of the city, 
who seem to think the location of the tracks as specified in the bill es- 
sential, and that to accomplish this every right of the citizens of the . 
District of Columbia should be overridden in order that there 
some additional freight facilities granted to the railroad. 
If, Mr. Chairman, it were essential to the prosperity of the city of 
Washington that this bill should pass, I should be one of the rst to 


favor it and vote for it. But it is perfectly feasible to give to the rail- 
road company every right to which it is entitled and all of the fa 

ties it may need for the transaction of its frei 
serve the rights and privileges of the people of the District of Columbia, 


ght business and still pre- 


and the people of the United States as well, in respect to pub pro 
erty in this District I have here a petition signed by about one hun 
dred and seventy-five citizens of that portic n of the cit f Was yton, 
who protest most urgently against granting to the railroad « 
what it asks here without at the same tir 1 ting the nights of 
the people of that part of the city through which t road passe 
I have also the protest of the Federation « rr and of the Knights 

of Labor of this city, who, so far as I understand. represent the lab 
ing men of the city and as vhole { in this paper they protest 
most earnestly against the Congre the United States transferring 
to the railroad that which the people of this District are entitled to. 
And I do not hesitate to say, sir, that there can be no creat 
rage perpetrated upon the people of that section of the 

| ington than t ant what is asked in this bill without preserving 


| the rights of the people living there at the same t 





ee 











I have also here the statement of one of the churches in that portion 
of the city protesting against this legislation as an infringement upon 
their rights, 1 as being, of necessity, a disturbance to religious serv- 

f they gather there from day to day in accordance with what we 
believe, or are taught to believe in this country, is the right of every 
ree Amer citizen, 

Mr. HI ) Will tleman d f ’ question ? 

Mr. HEMP t 

I have also, Mr. Chairman, a protest here on the part of the 
of Trade of e cit f Washington, which represents a large element 
ol the peo of the city « y int ted in the business of the city, 
and who have po pecuniary interest in this bill whatever; and they 
is representatives of the people and of the city, without interest in 
this question of a pecuniary kind, protest most earnestly against the 
Congress of the United States giving to the railroad, without compen- 
sation or pect ry consideration, the rights of the people of Wash- 
ington and of the United States of such a character as this bill con- 
tel lat 


t 
Now I will yield for a question 

{ rentleman from South Carolina has referred toa 
gation of a certain church in this city 

gainst this legislation. I would ask the gentleman if that protest 

does not assent to the acquisition of property by this railroad east of 
} rotest is not against the occupancy of Mary- 
rg running by the church, which streets are 
ipied under a grant from Congress of some years past? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, the people protest against this bill in its 
present shape. 

Mr. HEARD. But that is the cause of objection. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The cause of objection is that the railroad un- 
dertakes to take from the people of the District of Columbia that which 
Congress has no just right to dispose of ; and I say if the rights of the 
people are to be surrendered absolutely toa corporation in this District, 
then we ought to pass the bill. Butif, Mr. Chairman, we are to sit 
here endeavoring with some degree of fairness and justice to deal out 
to corporations and to individuals what they are justly entitled to, we 
ought to send back this bill to the committee which originated it for 
amendment. We ought to send the bill back to the committee which 
reported it, with instructions on the part of the people’s Representa- 
tives to present a bill which will preserve, at least to some extent, the 
rights of the people of the District and of the country at large. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from South Carolina insists that the rights of the people here should 
be preserved without suggesting what rights are infringed 

Mr. HEMPHILI If you will give me time I will suggest to the 
gentleman what rights are infringed. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. You have had your time, and 
all the time you asked for, in the general debate. 

The proposition before the House is that the station shall be removed 
from the Mail on Sixth street, that the District shall pay the price of 
that station, and the bridge over Sixth street, and that until this is 
done t | under consideration shall not be further considered. Is 
there anything in this bill which deprives the people of the rights to 
which the gentleman from South Carolina refers? I have asserted here, 
and it has not been successfully denied, that this bill deprives the peo- 
ple of this District of no rights whatever. As to the question of the 
retention of this station on the Mall, that is not affected one way or 
the other this bill, no matter what action may be taken onit. But 
it may be well enough here when charges are loosely made and no at- 
tempt to sustain them by proof of the facts—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL (interrupting). Give me time and I will sustain 
them. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania (continuing). To consider how it 
was that this station came to be placed upon the Mall on Sixth street in 
the first instance. 

in 1871 an act was approved by the mayor of the city of Washing- 
ton, M.G. Emery, a man of the highest character, this act having been 
previously passed by the board of aldermen and common council of 
the city of Washington, requesting this company to come upon the 


x 
protest bein made by the cor 


land and Virginia avenu 
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then upon the invitation of the corporate authorities of Washington. 
It went there under the authority of the Congress of the United States. 
It paid its way, to dispossess the squatters there, paying them for 


whatever rights they alleged they had, and it has erected there a sta- 


| tion which is not only a credit architecturally to this city, but which 





Mall and locate its station at the corner of Sixth and B streets, adjoining | 


the canal. And after this invitation was given by the only corporate 
authority known to the city of Washington, the Congress of the United 
States, by an act approved May 21, 1872, authorized this road to con- 
struct its station precisely whereit now is. Amongst other things that 
act provides 


riiat the said railroad shall pay all damages for which the city of Washington, 





‘ District of Ce mbia, or the United States may be liable to private par- 
ties now o pyving the site herein described, and growing out of their being 
re red to remove their property from the same and surrender their right of 
occupancy, and shall obtain possession at their own cost, 


What was on this sacred Mail at the time this act authorizing the 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad to locate its station there was passed ? 
A lumber yard and an old frame barn, for which this company was 
compelled to pay $2,000, and alongside the entrance to the station was 


a noisome and filthy canal which could only be crossed at the inter- 
section of the streets upon bridges. This railroad company went there 


is a convenience to the people of this District and to the thousands 
who are attracted here by business or by pleasure, and who have a 
right to proper railroad facilities in this city. If it be proper to re- 
that station and continue it somewhere else, that should be pro- 
vided for in a separate bill, as there is a bill now pending before our 
committee providing for its removal, and this bill should not be loaded 
down with amendments and suggestions that do not properly belong 
to it, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand the protest of 
the pastor and trus‘ees of the Sixth Street Presbyterian Church of this 
city against the passage of this bill, in which this subject is so well 
presented that I ask that it may be read to the House, as bearing upon 
the present motion. 

The CHAIRMAN, It will be read in the gentleman’s time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


move 


WasuiInaton, D. C., July 10, 1890. 
) Senateand Howse of Repres¢ itatives in Congress assembled 
We, the undersigned, pastor and trustees of the Sixth Presbyterian Church of 
this city, have the honor to present to you, for proper reference and considera- 
tion, our earnest and solemn protest against the passage by the House of Rep- 
resentatives of House bill No. 8243, known as the Atkinson railroad bill, for the 
following reasons: 

The bill does not propose to remedy any of the evils caused by the illegal 
usurpation of streets, avenues, reservations, and private property on the part 
of the railroads, 

It does not propose to make safe the crossings of streets and avenues by rais- 
ing or depressing the railroad tracks 

It does not propose to stop making up freight trains on Maryland and Virginia 
avenues, and Sixth street south west. 

It does not contemplate removing its depot from the public Mall, 

But the Atkinson bill does propose to keep for the railroads all sidings they 
now have, and to give them unlimited power to make as many more as they 
may choose; for the restriction, by getting the assent of the commissioners, we 
regard as a mere hoodwink. 

It does propose to legalize all of the illegal acts of the roads, and commission- 
ers of the District. 

It does propose to put an effectual and legal bar to suits by citizens and cor- 
porations against the railroads for damages to their property. 

In what the bill proposes to do, and what it proposes not to do, the Sixth 
Presbyterian Church is directly and vitally interested 

Our edifice is located on the northeast corner of Sixth and C streets south- 
west,and the public worship on the Sabbath is continuously interrupted by the 
passage and making up of trains on that day; the services of the Sabbath-school 
and week-day meetings are interrupted almost hourly during the day, besides 
endangering the lives of our Sabbath-school children. The tracks have been 
laid almost against the curb notwithstanding our protest. 

The illegal oceupancy of Sixth street opposite our church is a nuisance and 
damage, as well as a constant menace to the lives of the congregation which 
worship here. 

We join the vast majority of the people of South Washington in a most de- 
cided opposition to the Atkinson bill in its every feature, and unite with them 
in support of any measure which will remove the tracks from Sixth street, the 
depot from the Mall, and removal of all tracks from the avenues except two 
tracks, sufficient to accommodate trains in passing through the city. Weare 
in favor of ample accommodations for the railroads, which can be easily and 
cheaply obtained by purchase south of Virginiaavenue and between South Cap- 
itol and Sixth streets. 

And we will ever pray, eto, 


Ts 
7 } 








SCOTT F. HERSHEY, Pastor. 
CHARLES B. PEARSON, 
ROS. A. FISH, 
JAMES B. HENDERSON, 
HARRY F. CLARK, 
JOHN SCOTT, 
WM. A. THOMPSON, 
JOHN G. THOMPSON, 
JAMES LEE, 
J. WM. HEUCUS, 

Trustees. 

During the reading of the above, the following took place: 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman who pre- 
sents that paper yield for a question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I have not time to yield. 

The Clerk then resumed and concluded the reading as above. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is all, Mr. Chairman. I only desired to sub- 
mit that memorial. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman rise to oppose the motion ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I rise to favor the referring of the bill back tothe 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is anxious todivide the time equally 
and will recognize any gentleman who wishes to be heard in opposition 
to the amendment. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be recognized to oppose 
the amendment. With reference to the memorial which has just been 
presented, I have only this to say: The protest is against the occupa- 
tion of Sixth street and Virginia and Maryland avenues, which occu- 
pation is now held by virtue of an act of Congress. That is all I have 


| to say upon that subject. These people protest against the noise, etc., 


there, and I suppose you would have to go entirely out of the region 
of churches if somebody was not to be affected in the same way by the 
moving of trains. 








<b ® 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to notice for a moment the position 
taken by those who oppose the passage of this bill, and as to the litera 


accuracy of my statements I challenge their contradiction. I affirm 
that the members of the committee opposing this bill, my friend fror 
South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] included, and others who oppose it, 
will concede that this railroad company must have more ground, and | 
therefore the right to acquire ground, to enable it to do the busin 
which itis re i ired to do for the peo} le of this city. 
They alleoncede, Mr. Chairman, thatitis necessary that the company | 


t 
be allowed to acquire property somewhere for this work. L invite the 
attention of the House also to the truth of the statement that they all 
agree that the locality in which this railroad now seeks authority to | 
acquire such property is the proper place for its acquisition. Now, | 
these two statements can not be controverted. Mr. Chairman, the co 
plaint then is, not that the road wants to have more ground, for these | 
people concede that it must have more ground; it is not objected to on 
account of the locality where this land is sought to be acquired, fo1 
that is conceded to be the proper locality. | 
Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the sidings on Maryland and Virginia 


( 


avenues. It is repeated over and over again, contrary to the facts in | 


| 
the case, that this railroad put in these sidings in detiance of law. | 


; ; a Eee 
say that is not true, and I put myself on the record for proot of my | 


statement. Why, at the time these sidings were put in there almost 
all of them were put in on the application of the men who owned the 
ground and on permits granted by the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 
there ? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If they were not put in there illegally, why do 
they ask that their action should now be legalized? 

Mr. HEARD. I will answer that if the gentleman will let me hav: 
my time. I say that the line of attack of the gentleman is unfair to 


| 
| 
| 


the bill and unfair to those 


who favor the dill. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. 


I say that this is an unfair bill. 


— 


Mr. HEARD. Then leave it to the House to perfect. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That we will do. 

Mr. HEARD. I say, Mr. Chairman, that these sidings were not put 
in in violation of law. If so—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. But the railroad is here asking protection in 
them now. 

Mr. HEARD. And asking it of the members of tue House of Rep- 
resentatives and do not ask for your protection. 

Mr. HEMPHILL.~ I do not wish them to accept my protection. 

Mr. HEARD. At the time these permits were granted by the com- 
missioners of the District, the supreme court of this District held that 
they had the right to do it, and that decision was overruled by the Su- 
preme Court only when applied to the matter of building a lateral rail- 
road. Now, then, itis claimed by these people that that negatived the 
right to lay these side-tracks; but suppose itdid. I come to my prop 
sition that at the time these sidings were put in there certainly the com 
missioners did think they had the right to do it, and the supreme court 
of the District so held in 1883. Here is the language of Judge Cartter 


in regard to this question when it came before the supreme court of the | 


District of Columbia, hoiding that said tracks were lawfully laid-—— 
| Here the hammer fell. } 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri h: 
expired. 
Mr. HEARD. I will take another opportunity to get it in. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, the petition of this church is sim- | 


ply the same as the petition of the thirty thousand people living south 
of the line of this railroad. The gentleman says the argument of the 
opponents of this railroad is unfair. Why? He himself seems to 
think that nothing can be fair unless it is in favor of this railroad. 

Mr. HEARD. I deny that and resent it. I am no more a tool of 
the railroad than the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. You seem to be reckless— 

Mr. HEARD. Yes, sir; youare reckless ip your statements and—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. My statements are entirely correct. 

Mr. HEARD. You can not prove them, and I defy you to prove 
them. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iam going to prove them. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I r 
so much confusion we can not hear. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to my friend from 
Missouri that I have great respect for him, and I hope he will | 


ise to a point of order. There 






av 
enough for me and will not be so excited about anything that a ts 
that road as to bulldoze himself intomytime. I do not give him k 
to interrupt me. 
Now, in answer to the statement of the gentleman that the company 
has not taken the property in defiance of law, I will ask the Clerk to read 


from the speech of the venerable Senator MORRILL, who has been here 
from the beginning, and who has known, perhaps, the history in con- 
nection with this railroad and the city of Washing 
body else, 


ton better than any- | 
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cilit 1 it must have in order to handle its freight cheaply, is to 
attempt indirectly to defeat what everybody must admit is a just and 
prope! ire, and for one Iam opposed to any such attempt. 

Mr. CONNELL. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this amendment, 
‘ y ot that ered having for its object the elimination 
of the objectional features of this bill. When it first came up for 
discussion a few weeks ago, after carefully reading its provisions, I 
was a od deal puzzied to un erstand how any member of this House, 
havi re df t} nterest of the people or the rights of the 
publ cou pprove it It seemed to me to indicate on its face that 
t wa u t ted steal Even with the amendments which have 
been proposed by the distinguished chairman of the committee, I can 
not but regard it as a bald, bold attempt to obtain something for noth- 
ing. I do not know where the bill originated, but if we can judge by 
the ear 3 it is safe to assert that it was prepared by some salaried 
attorney of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, solely in the interest | 
of that eat corporation and in utter disregard of the rights of the | 
people. Iam not in favor of making an indiscriminate raid on every 
| granting special rights or privileges to corporations, but I do think 


consideration of 


such bills we should proceed upon the 


theory that the public have some rights which even railroads should be 
required to respect. That is a principle which never yet has been 
recognized hy the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 

It iimed that the citizens of Washington, as well as the officials 
of the railroad company, demand the passage of this bill. As evidenc- 
ing such claim, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [| Mr, ATKINSON | has 
presented a petition (which was published at length in the Recorp 
signed by a number of shippers and patrons of the railroad company. 
We all know how such petitions are obtained. We all know that it 
would not be safe or politic for patrons of the road, when requested to 
ign such a petition, to refusetodo so. As has been shown by several 
petitions presented to-day, the sentiment of the people of this District 
is almost unanimous against the passage of this bill. The board of 


trade has taken action against it, a bod y composed of nearly all the bus- 


iness men of Washington, and at a meeting attended by about two hun- | 


dred members, resolutions were adopted favoring the extension of freight 
facilities, but, at the same time, condemning the provisions of this bill. 

As has been stated, the churches and the schools of the city have also 
pronounced against this bill. In addition to that the labor organiza- 
tions have taken n and have submitted for the consideration of 
this House their resolutions strongly opposing the bill, opposing it on 
principles of reason and right. I have not time to refer at length toall 
these resolutions or to the communications that have been published 
in the newspapers of the city in opposition to this measure. 
port which the committee has submitted is a strong argument, as I 


acti 
ae cit 


view it, against the bill It states, among other things, that the popu- 
lation of Washington has quadrupled since the advent of this railroad 
in 1871. If the populationof thecity has so increased within that short 


time, what may we expect in the future? 
| Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment of- 


fered by my friend from South Carolina [ Mr. HEMPHILL] and to state 
my reasons. 


The CHAIRMAN. The pendingamendment was offered by the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Moore}. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I believe it is substantially the same as that of- 


fered by the gentleman from South Carolina. The amendment, if I 


understand it correctly, proposes to remove the depot from its present 


site, to put it back beyond the reservation, and to appropriate whatever | 


amount of money may be necessary to pay for the depot on Sixth street, 
and for the bridge that spans the railroad track in the reservation. I 
do not know of any use the Government of the United States has fora 
railroad depot in Washington when it has no railroad. 

Mr. HEMPHILL 
vision. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You do not favor that? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ido not care about it one way or the other, 

Mr. McMILLIN. In the next place, Mr. Chairman, the bridge that 
is proposed to be paid for would be useless and a nuisance if there was 
no railroad there to be bridged. The railroad being there, the bridge 


was properly placed there, but it would be a useless and unprofitable | 


expenditure on the part of the Government to pay for a structure ot 
that kind for which it would have no possible use, 
If I am correctly informed, those improvements which have been 


placed there have cost in the neighborhood of $300,000; and it would | 
be a waste of public money to make appropriation to pay for that | 


which is useless to the Government when acquired. 


Then it is proposed by the bill of the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 


to permit this railroad company to purchase property necessary to afford 
it additional faci I believe it is conceded that this road needs 
additional facilities for tracks, for sheds, and the like. Whatever fa- 
cilities of this kind may be needed they should have the right to ac- 
quire, 


ities, 


ought to enjoy the right to get into this city without paying hack-hire 
for miles before they reach its center. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Does the gentleman understand what distance 
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it is proposed to move the depot back? Simply two blocks. The 
question is simply whether people shall ride those two blocks in the 
street-cars or in the steam-cars. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Itisawell known fact that if you ride in astreet- 
car in summer you ride after horses panting with the heat, and in win- 
ter you ride after horses that are falling upon the ice; so that in either 
event I would prefer steam-power in this age of steam and electricity. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then you had better abolish the street railroads. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir; I would improve them. I would intro- 
duce electricity as a substitute for horse-power. But that remark is 
by the way. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think that whatever additional railroad facil- 
ities are required for the proper conduct of the business of this city 
this company should have the right to acquire, always, of course, pay- 
ing the worth of that which it obtains, and paying any damages that 
may result from the acquisition. I am not here to advocate corporate 
rights as against individual rights; but in this age of steam and of elec- 
tricity the people should not be denied the advantage of the best trans- 
portation facilities 

A part of the property proposed to be acquired by this company is 
located upon the old canal down here, which no decent man can even 
cross without holding his nose or his breath. It would be a blessing 
ifsome means could be devised for bridging over that canal as the 
portion now occupied by the road has been bridged. That canal is not 
simply a canal, it isa sewer for a great portion of the city, and is open 
for a considerable distance between the present railroad tracks and the 
Potomac River. I have passed over it, and I speak whereof I know 
when I say that in its present condition it is an unmitigated nuisance, 
and if the railroad company is not permitted to bridge it over, the city 
itself ought to do so, in order to protect the community from the pollu- 
tion of the atmosphere. Why, sir, the fumes from that sewer (it is 
nothing but an open sewer) are necessarily inhaled by the people on 
and around Capitol Hill whenever there is a breeze from the direction 
of that canal. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. PAYSON. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I have listened to this debate from the time this bill 
was first presented to the present with interest and attention. With- 
out any discourtesy toward gentlemen who have addressed the commit- 
tee in opposition to the bill, I must say that I have not heard one word 
from an opponent of this bill that has been addressed to the merits of 
the bill itself. I hear denunciation from the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. CONNELL], who declares that this bill is an unmitigated 
‘*steal’’ from first to last. I hear the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
MILLIKEN ] assert and reiterate that it is a ‘‘steal’’ of the worst char- 
acter: that itis a donation of franchises worth at least $10,000,000 to 
thisrailroadcompany. I think $10,000,000 was the amount he named. 

Mr. MILLIKEN rose. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. You can trust my estimate. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have heard that statement and similar statements 
from different parts of this House. But not one word coming from 
these gentlemen and those who have spoken in similar tenor has been 
addressed to the bill under consideration or has had reference to it— 
not one word, that I have heard. 

Now, whatdoes this bill propose todo? As I understand from reports 
submitted to us, and from personal examination which I have made 
of the situation from my own carriage, driving along the line of this 
road, the bill is based upon this state of the case: Nearly twenty vears 


| ago, under what was believed to be color of law, under was believed 


to be absolute right, the municipal authorities of this District granted 
to this railroad company authority to connect the tracks which they 


| had the right to lay under authority of Congress with certain squares 
The gentleman may move to strike out that pro- | 


or blocks of land occupied by private individuals, upon which ware- 
houses, lumber-yards, and other business establishments were located. 
Those squares are named in this list, which I believe to be accurate: 


Into square 737, by the Barber & Ross lumber-yard. 

Into square 739, by the United Oil Company. 

Across sq’ are 695, tracks for the storage (but not unloading) of cars, ata rental 
of $3,500 a year to be paid to the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Into square northwest of square 695, for the use of the company. 

Into square west of square 69, for a round-house for the use of the com- 
any. 
F Into square north of square 697, by John Miller, for use as a coal-yard. 

Into square east of square 642, by Mr. Shryock, used as a wholesale lumber- 


| yard 


Into square north of square 642, by Mr. Marlow, used asa coal and wood yard. 

Into square 641, by the Anheuser-Busch Brewing Company. 

Into square 536, by the Washington Flour and Feed Company. 

Into square 493, used as a freight-house by the Baltimore and Potomac. 

Into square south of square 463, by the Adams Express Company. 

Into square 464, by the Pabst Brewing Company and =. A. Palmer. 

Into square 386, which was obtained by the Baltimore and Potomac from the 
Alexandria and Washington Railroad Company and by purchase and now used 
for southern business. 

Into square 267, purchased for handling coal 
Washing on 

Into square south of square 267, us 


to be delivered in the city of 
d asa freight-yard by the company. 
Without this connection of the main line of the road, along the streets 


which the railroad company had the unquestioned right to occupy, 
with the business establishments to which I have referred, the busi- 
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ness interests concerned could not be carried on. Under authority | pending under the five-minute rule, but I do not know that tl 
which it was supposed the commissioners had the right to grant to | plies to a motion to recommit or to report t 1} = to the ] 
this railroad company, and which was proper to be granted—authority | with instructions to recommit; and I woul r would 
which it was decided by the supreme court of this District the commi dulge me fi moment, to examine the 
sioners had theright to grant—the railroad company was empowered to}; The CHAIRMAN The pending question L mot the 
lay theseside-tracks, and they are thereto-day. The courts had decided | gentler from 1 Carolina t 
the question; the commissioners assumed that they had the rightto}| Mr. HEMPHILI But the ques 
give the authority; everybody else, so far as I know, believed at that | to do it in committec 
time in the propri ty of the exercise of this authority, and I believein| The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has no that pom 
the propriety of its exercise to-day. So far as I know nobody disputes The question was taken on the moti tM 
the propriety of the exercise of that right. wat hairman decided that by the sound the 

Take square 737, the first square named in the bill. That square is Mr. HEMPHILL and Mr. ANDERSON le 
occupied by the firm of Barber & Rossas alumber-yard. A side-track } vision 
is laid from the main line of thiscompany to that square belongingto| The committee divided; and ther 
this business firm, for the purpose of running the cars in there, with | Mr. HEMPHILI No quorum 
lumber brought to this city for sale. Who would deny the propriety The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will count the c tt 
of that arrangement to-day? Nobody. Mr. HEMPHILI We had better have tellers. 

Square 739 is occupied by an oil company, as the report states. This The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle: dema 
property belongs to the oil company, and a side-track runs from the Mr. HEMPHILL. I do 
main line of the railroad through the property to the warehouse of The CHAIRMAN. ‘Those in favor of ordering t rs will und 


the company. That company is indicted to-day, and stands indicted, 
in the courts of the city because technically the supreme court decided 


stand until counted. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I made the point « 


' 
that the power to grant the right to lay the side-track from the main The CHAIRMAN. The Cha will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
line of the railroad to the warehouse of this company, upon its own | from South Carolina and t rentleman { | ' 

property, is not in the District commissioners, but in the Congress of the Mr. PAYSON. Have tellers been ordered 


United States. That is the case in regard to every square here men- 


The CHAIRMAN. No quorum has voted. 
tioned. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. And I asked for tellers upon the mot 


| on 
Now, this bill proposes to grant the right to lay side-tracks connect- Mr. PAYSON. But, as I understand it, tellers have 1 been ¢ 

ing with the main track the private property of the citizens where such | dered by the committee. 

tracks are needed in the transaction of their business, and proposes, The CHAIRMAN. They have not, if the point nsisted ¢ 


further, to validate the tracks already laid, the technical right to grant Mr. HEMPHILL. I claim that we are entitled to tell 














A ah 
such authority, as I have said, being in Congress instead of in the com- | quorum is present. 
missioners. I am in favor of giving that validation. I am in favor of Mr. PAYSON. It is not material, Mr. Chairman ce perhap 
allowing these people to have facilities for carrying on their business, | as a precedent; but the rule provides that when a point of no quorum 
and the sidings laid into these different squares, as I believe from the | is made the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, as in the House, 
information I gather, and from what appears in the record in this case, | shall count the committee and ascertain the presen 1 : 2 
are necessary for the business enterprise of the District ot Columbia; | a quorum is present it ends the point 
and in fact nobody gainsays that they are necessary, or has argued | Mr. HOOKER. But in no case does it cut « right to teller 
against the right. either in the House or in the committee. 
I am opposed to the proposed plan to compel the removal of the} Mr. PAYSON. Of course, if they are demanded by one-fifth of a 
Sixth street depot, for reasons I shall be glad to give when that phase | quorum, being twenty members present in committee. 
of the question shall be presented. It should be retained where it} Mr. HOPKINS. But there were more than that number who ros 
now is. in the first instance, when the Chairman put the quest 
[Here the hammer fell. ] The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks tellers have been ordered by 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Now, Mr. Chairman, I rise for | the committee; and the Chair appoints the gentleman from South 
the purpose of making a motion to limit debate on the pending mo- | Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] and the gentleman fro: f ylvania | Mr. 
ition to recommit. I move that all debate be limited to twenty min- | ATKINSON] 
utes. The committee again divided: and the telle: reported ive 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I think we had better have further debate, be- | noes 58 
cause, according to the statement of the gentleman from Llinois who So the amendment was rejected. 
has just taken his seat, nothing has been said yet on the bill.k We] Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I now renew m mendment—that 
have not begun to get any light on it yet, and I would like to have an | there be two hours’ debate, one on each sid 
opportunity to present some further remarks myself. | Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a parliamentary inqui: rhe gentleman’ 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I make the point of order that | motion is to limit debate on what? 
the motion is not debatable. The CHAIRMAN. Onthea 1d me of co 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope we shall have some other information ex- Mr. ROGERS. What amen nt? 
cept what comes from the wisdom of the gentleman from Illinois. | The CHAIRMAN, The amendment that has been ler debate fos 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to amend the motion by limiting the de- | a couple of hours. 
bate to sixty minutes. | Mr. HEMPHILL. The proposition, as I understand, is to limit de 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry: | bate on the motion to recommit with instruction 
Whether it is competent for the Committee of the Whole to limit de-| Mr. ROGERS. Iam glad the Chair informs me that the debate 
bate, and whether it is not necessary to go back into the House for that | been progressing for some time, as I have never discovered any 
purpose? | on the subiect 
The CHAIRMAN, Not upon the pending amendment. The Chair| Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Nor anybody « 
decides that it is competent for the committee to limit debate. | The question being taken on th t N Kan- 
Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the Chair have the kindness to | is, there were—ayes 27, noes 4 
have that rule read ? Mr. ANDERSON, of K I ( 
The CHAIRMAN. The question ison agreeing to the motion of the ller ere ordered. 
gentleman from South Carolina as an amendment to the motion of the The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. ANDI Kansas, and M 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. ATKINSON ¢ ennsylvania, as teller 
Mr. HOPKINS. Allow me to ask a question jor information. The| The commit gain divided; and 1 te 
Chair states that the motion was made on the pending amendment. I | noes 57 
understood the gentleman from Pennsylvaniatosaythatthetimeshould | So the amendment was rejected 
be limited on the motion to recommit. Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I move to amend, t t 
The CHAIRMAN. That is the pending amendment. amendment to forty minutes, twenty minut 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I moveas an amendment tothe mo-| Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsvlva | ike the order that 
tion of the gentleman of South Carolina that the debate be limited to | there have already been two amendments tot ion, which are 
two hours, one on each side. | all that should be permitted 
The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not now in order. AMemper. Make it a] our 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Why not? | The CHAIRMA) The ¢ thinks tha ndment 
The CHAIRMAN. Because the question is on the motion of the | in order 
gentleman from South Carolina. | Mr. ATKINSON, of Pe lyvania. Let us agree to twer 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, allow me to renew the inquiry | on a side, fort nuté i gyregate, 
of the gentleman from Kansas. As I understand, the committee has a Mr. LA FOLLI do not assume to make 


right, under the rule, to limit debate upon amendments as they are | I make that as 





a 
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Mr. HEMPHILL. Iam perfectly willing to agree to that. 

Mr. LA FOLLTETE. 1 make that suggestion. f it is accepted it 
wil! be all right | 

ATRIO IN, of Pennsylvania. l ask unanimous consent, then, | 
that debate on the present amendment be limited to forty minutes, 
t ty minutes on le } 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked to limit the debate 

1 the pen } ition to forty minutes, twenty minutes on aside. 

Mr. ROGERS. Lobject to that. That question has not been stated 
to the com mittee, 

The CHAIRMAN, Then the question will be upon the proposition | 
to limit debate to forty minutes, twenty minutes on a side. | 

I question taken nd the Chairman announced that the ayes | 

med to have it 

M OG! >, a on 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 3, 

A MEMBEI No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the committee). There is a 
quorum present. The motion to limit the debate to forty minutes, | 
twenty minutes on a side, is agreed to, and the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Moore] is entitled to control the time, twenty min- | 
utes, on that side. | 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Is the Chair goimg to give any control of the | 
time on this side? 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. If any one is to have control of 
the time, I prefer that the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEmp- | 
HILI hould have it. 1 waive the designation of the Chair in my 


1 
favor. | 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I only wanted to know how the time was to be 
divided. I do not care to control the time. | 
Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. I want five minutes, that is all. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know who is to 

control the time in favor of this, and in opposition to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman trom New Hampshire [Mr. 
Moore | will control the time in favor of his pending amendment, and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] will control the 
time in opposition to it. 

Mr. CASWELL. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Moore] surrenders control of the time to the gentleman from South | 
Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL | 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Hampshire wish 
that the gentleman from South Carolina control the time? 

Mr. MOORE, I waive the control of the time. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. Can 
any man control the time in Committee of the Whole? Is notany man 
entitled to the floor who can get it ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been so understood and practiced where 
time has been agreed upon. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. MHasit not beena matter of agreement rather than 
of dictation from the Chair 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Will the gentleman from New Hampshire take 
his five minutes now ? 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. Yes. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [ Mr. Moore]. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Morrivt having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Mc- 
Cook, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had returned to the 
House, in compliance with the request of the House, a bill (S. 2197) to 
increase the pension of Ziba Yarnell. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7754) grant- 
ing right of way to Little Falls, Mille Lacs and Lake Superior Rail- 
road across Mille Lacs Indian reservation. 

lhe message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which concurrence of the House was requested: | 

A bill (S. 3738) to place the American merchant marine engaged in 
the foreign trade upon an equality with that of other nations; and 

A bill (S. 3839) to provide for ocean mail service between the United | 
Statesand foreign ports, and to promote foreign commerce. 
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The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- | 
sumed its session, Mr. DUNNELL in the chair. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I was somewhat 
surprised when the gentleman from Illinois informed the House that 
nothing had been said in opposition to this bill. If nothing has been 
said in opposition, I will endeavor, in the few minutes allotted to me 
to say something in opposition to it. This bill confirms three rights 
of the railroad that it seems to me ought to influence this House in its 
action. 

In the first place, the board of trade of this city, representing two hun- 
dred of the business men and residents of this city, and every petitioner 
who appeared before the board, opposed this bill unless the railroad itself | 
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would grant some concession that would remove the objections which 
have been held by them since this company obtained their right under 
the act of Congress of 1872. While the committee had this bill under 
consideration, and without receiving any encouragement whatever 


| from the railroad that they would make any concession, one day when 
| a bare qnorum was present, four members, less than one-third of the 


body, voted to report this bill. They voted to report it when thechair- 


| man was at home sick in bed. He is opposed to this bill, and he could 
not appear there in the committee or here to express his opposition. 


Now, then, what does this bill propos: It proposes to confirm in the 


| Pennsylvania Railroad all the sidings and tracks they have projected 
| into this city during the lasteighteen years. These sidings and tracks 


are upon two of the finest avenues in the city of Washington. They 
are on Maryland avenue, at the head of which stands the fine statue 
of General Garfield, one of the finest avenues in Washington; and yet 
this bill proposes to confirm four tracks upon that avenue that would 
utterly destroy it for its original purpose. ‘The same, sir, is true in 
regard to Virginiaavenue. ‘Thesame also is true in regard to thatspur 
ot the road up to the present location in the vicinity of Pennsylvaia 
avenue. 

The provisions of the second and third sections of this bill empower 
the Pennsylvania Railroad to put sidings and spur tracks any where in 
this entire section of the city even up to Pennsylvaniaavenue. It would 
grant rights to the Pennsylvania Railroad to intrench themselves in 


| the position they occupy in the city to-day, against the protest of the 


business men and residents of the city and against the equities in the 
ease. I venture tosay that nosimilar instance can be found anywhere 
in this country where a great park or great city reservation has been 
invaded by a railroad, and that railroad permitted to remain in per- 
petuity, as this bill proposes. Now, what I want is, that this billshall 
be recommitted, so that in the permanent settlement of this matter 
justice may be done to the residents of the city of Washington, and 
not the entire thing given away here against the interests of the resi- 
dents of Washington and of this Government, because we ought not 
to forget that this Government has relations to the city of Washington 
entirely unlike the relations of any other city to a local government, 
and that weare to protect them, not only for to-day, but for the future. 

A great and grave mistake was made by Congress in 1872, when it 
first permitted that road to remove their station from Virginia avenue 
up to its present location. Weask you not to make a repetition of 
that mistake. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire has expired. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, astranger to this Hall, listening to this 
discussion and noting the warmth and vehemence thereof, would sup- 
pose that the subject under investigation by the House was not a ques- 
tion of granting freight facilities to the Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 
pany or any other company, but that it was a trial of the members of 
the District Committee who dare to place themselves on record in favor 
of this bill. As one of the members of that committee, sir, I rise there- 
fore simply to say a word in the limited time allotted me in regard to 
the position I have taken on this measure. 

The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Moore] who has just 
preceded me follows in the line of procedure I have just alluded to 
when he speaks of the way this bill was passed in the committee; and 
he does not state the whole of the facts as they occurred, nor does he 
treat the matter in a spirit of fairness and justice to his colleagues upon 
the committee. The gentleman has said this bill was passed when the 
chairman of the committee was absent. That much is true, Mr. Chair- 
man; but I want to say, and no man will contradict me, that the mem- 
bers of that committee postponed the consideration of this bill for two 
or three weeks in order that the chairman of the committee might be 
present. 

When they considered that the interests of the business people of this 
city should not be longer delayed for that purpose, they acted,and in the 
light of their judgment acted favorably, not deeming that they would 
be held to responsibility or to censure because of the visitations of 
Providence upon the honorable chairman of the committee. Further, 
Mr. Chairman, and I only refer to this because it has been so often 


| mentioned in this body, the gentleman from New Hampshire said that 


only four members of the committee voted for this bill. That was in 
a measure and in acertain sense true. At the time the bill was re- 


| ported only seven members were pre ent, and only four of those actu- 
| ally present voted for the bill. 


But, sir, it is also true, which gent!emen have been careful not to 
state, that in addition to the four me: bers of that committee who act- 
ually voted for it, two other members left the room just before the vote, 
and asked that they be voted by proxy in favor of the bill in aceord- 
ance with the custom of that committee and other committees of the 
House. I say therefore there were nine members present; six voted 
for the report, and three against it, being a majority of two-thirds of 
those present in favor of the bill, and such is about the ratio of the 
whole committee upon the questions at issue therein. 

Now, sir, this bill embraces, substantially as we have seen, two, and 
only two propositions. The first is to legalize the sidings of which 
the railroad is already in possession, and the other is to grant addi- 
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tional facilities for the transaction of the business of the road wh 





requi rements of its trade = e business interests of this « yd und 
it. Now, let me contr: ad ict the statement or impression that his ‘ 
sought to be scattered |} TOR l 7 in this city and elsewhe 
that this railroad is in illegal occupation ot } these sidings. 

It istrue they are there tec hnically in illegal oce upatior 1, just asa man 
who HuUYS a piece of land and pays for it is technical] y in ille gal occu- 
pation if there has been some mistake in the filing of the deed for re 


ord or if a witness through inadvertence has failed to put his signature 


thereto. In such a case a grantee would be liable to an action of eject- 
ment for illegal occupation of the land, but he would really be in « wr 


table possession and ownership thereof, and no sane man would regard | 


it otherwise than as rank injustice to seek to deprive him oi his 1 pos- 
session. This railroad company isin the same > position to day. They 
have bought and paid for every single siding and every inch of ground 
that they are occupying for freight purposes. 

Every siding and every bit of ground that they occupy to-day were 
acqui ired under the permission of the District commissioners acting in 
good faith in pursuance of their assumed authority so to act under the 
general powers of municipal government which they Were suppos d 
to possess. Furthermore, the citizens of this Di strict believed that the 

commissioners had a right to confer those privileges; the supre: 
court of the District of Columbia said they had that right, and the 
Supreme Court of the United States has not said that they had not th e 
right to give the railroad permission to construct such sidings, so far as 
they extend into abutting squares, but has only said that the railroad 
car. not cross streets in getting to squares not abutting or adjacent. 

Mr. CASWELL. Have the railroad company any greater facilities 
than they need ? 

Mr. MUDD. No, sir; onthe contrary itisapparent to every gentleman 
familiar with the subject, and no one will arise here and deny it, that 
they not only have not more facilities than they need, but that they 
have not more than one-half of what they need, and unless this bill 
shall pass they have no freight facilities at all, if pending indictments 
against thecompany should besustained. The que stion now is whether 
this bill, granting them these necessary facilities, shall be coupled with 
another proposition, a proposition for the removal of the passenger de 
pot, a proposition which is not germane to this bill, and which, if this 
amendment were adopted, would be subject to the point of order 
ready made. 


Now, as to the reservations over which gentlemen here grow so elo- | 


quent in their fervid and virtuous denunciations of this corporation, I 
undertake to say that there is not one reservation occupied by this 


railroad company to-day other than such as is granted for purposes of 


passenger traffic by specific acts of Congress. It is true that they are 
occupying certain small triangular pieces of ground at the intersection 
of streets and avenues, the title to which is in the United States Gov- 
ernment, just as the title to the streets is in the United States Govern- 
ment. -But they are not ‘‘reservations’’ in any sense at all. 

They are not considered or spoken of or treated as reservations ir 
the original agreements of the President of the United States with the 
proprietors of the soil. No title or fee is conferred as to them, as | 
understand it, but only an easement of occupancy similar to that in 
the case of the streets. They are unused and unusable parcels ot 
ground for any practical purpose of value. And that, sir, is all there 
is in this shrieking tirade and twaddle about the desecrations of the 
parks and “‘ reservations ’’ of this city. 

I further want to say, sir, that in the magnificent créme de la er>me 
of a proposition which is offered as a substitute for this bill they give 
the same rights to the company to occupy these grounds elsewhere, 
which they call ‘‘reservations.’’ Itis found in that section of the bill 
which m* that the company may traverse, cross, or use any street, 
avenue, or “* public space’’ whenever neede d—a more sweeping provis- 
_ than is found in this bil). There is more land for sale, then, sir, 
by gentlemen interested in opposing this bill. 

Why do not you gentlemen eliminate that provision from the bill 
which you favor, if you are so serious and strenuous in your indignant 
protest against the touching of so-called public ‘‘ reservations”’ in this 
city ? 

As to the additional squares which the company propose to acquire 
and occupy, if we are allowed to go ahead and perfect this bill as we 
desire to and as we propose to do we will limit them practically to that 


portion of the city below the Capitol and south of the avenues referred | w 


to, which is embraced in the territory usu: ully designated as Murder 
! 


Bay or Hell’s Bottom, a section of the city nearly all of which is an 


abode of filth and crime and unhealthfulness to such an extent that the | 


city at large would be better off if every foot of it was girded with a 
railroad track. 

The cause of Hell’s Bottom and Murder Bay has been eloquently 
championed upon this floor, and I suppose it will continue to be, by 
gentlemen who do not know and who do not seem to care to know t 
actual provisions of this bill as it now stands, or th 


or 


ie 
e modifications 
which we have persistently announced were conte: nplated, or the true 


interests of this city or the general public as affected by this railroad, 


in conclusion, sir, let me say that this bill contemplates nothing | 
more for this company than such reasonable facilities as are provide: d | a sentiment 
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pivotal point of all the opposition to the railroad company. The op- 
ponen if this measure concede that the railroad company requires | 
further ground for the accommodation of its freight business and that 
it ought to be permitted to acquire such ground on certain conditions, 
but they claim that it shall not be permitted to acquire any ground 
unless it agrees to abandon the occupation of the Mall, and the amend- 


ment provides that the District commissioners shall settle with the 
railroad company the amount of damages resulting from such removal, 
which I understand the company claim will be from $350,000 to $400, 000, 

Therefore the demand of those who favor this amendment is that be- 
fore this railroad company shall be given authority to purchase or con- 
demn property, which it is conceded is necessary for the accommodation 
of its business, you gentlemen shall go down into your pockets and 
into the pockets of your constituents and my constituents and take 
out the money to pay $300,000 or $400,000 to this railroad company 
in order to get them off the Mall, and to thereby increase the park ac- 
commodations of this city; that you shall add this expenditure for park 
purposes to the $1,200,000 already appropriated by this Congress to 
make a park on Rock Creek. In other words, these gentlemen admit 
that the company need this additional ground and that they ask for 
it in the right place, but they say the railroad company shall not have 
the right to acquire it unless we consent to tax our constituents to the 


extent of $300,000 or $400,000 to make more parking for the people of 


this city. 

Now, as to the depression of the tracks, let gentlemen bear in mind 
that this application for the power to acquire property relates to the 
east side of Four-and-a-half street and two blocks over by the river 
on the west side of Twelfth street, while the place where the depres- 
sion of the tracks is demanded is between Four-and-a-half and Twelfth 
streets. Therefore, granting to this company the right to acquire the 
lands which they desire would not interfere in the slightest with the 
depression of the tracks, should that be deemed desirable or necessary 
by the District engineers or by Congress. And as to the depression of the 
tracks, I hold that that is a matter which can not be properly deter- 
mined finally until the question is decided what shall be done with the 
Long Bridge, because until that is settled you can not get the grade to 
which these tracks ought to be depressed. But, at all events, I repeat 
that the place where the depression is asked for is between Four-and- 
a-half and Twelfth streets, and between those streets this railroad com- 
pany does not ask to acquire a single foot of ground. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that it is any use 
to say anything further on this subject after the Solomon of the House 
has told us that no information can be given to the committee on this 
subject except by himself (and I got a pretty homeopathic dose of it 
from him), but I desire that the House shall bear in mind, when we 
come to vote upon this question, the 30,000 people who live south of 
this net-work of railroad tracks, which, from where it leaves the tunnel 
down to the Potomac, cuts the city almost in two and makes life unsafe. 

I hope the House will not forget, either, the second section of this 
bill, which, as I said when I spoke before, allows this railroad to go all 
over this city andtake land. The gentleman { Mr, PAYSON] may sneer 
as he pleases, but I believe to-day, as I stated at first, that the fran- 
chise which you are proposing to grant to this company they would not 
sell after they get it for ten million dollars. I will say further, in con- 
clusion, that I have more respect for the people of this city who are to 
he inconvenienced and even put in danger by what is asked for in this 
bill than I have for the lobbyists who have been standing outside this 
forenoon and claiming, as Iam informed, that they have polled the 
House and know that they can carry it. 

It is a slander upon the Congress of the United States that should be 
not only refuted, but indignantly refuted by the vote of this House. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me ask the gentleman who sent that circular 
here on this floor—the friends or the opponents of this bill? Who sent 
it here in a cowardly manner to attack members on the floor ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will say tothe gentleman that I have no knowl- 
edge on that subject. 

Mr. HEARD. But it has been sent here upon this floor; and the 
opponents of the bill brought it here. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I am not familiar with that matter. If it is 
here, it has a right to be here. 

Mr. HOPKINS, I see no occasion for the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Hearn] to get excited. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, you have not seen the circular. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I yield two minutes to my col- 
league [Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania]. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, where are the 30,- 
000 people to whom the gentleman from Maine has referred as being 
damaged by the operations of this railroad company? I wantthe facts 
thought over, studied out, and investigated, and the number of people 
counted. Are those people who are stated to be damaged eastof Sixth 
street? Are they south of Virginia avenue? Are they in any part of 
the southeastern section of the city where their interests can in any 
possible way be affected injuriously ? On the contrary, I assert it to he 
a fact, because I know it, that for the last eighteen years the interests 
of the people there have been greatly subserved—their landed interests. 

I ask again, who are the business people of the city of Washington 
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who are protesting against the passage of this bill? Where do you find 
them? Are they proprietors of stores on Pennsylvania avenue or on 
Seventh street? Are the people who are protesting against this bill to 
be found among the citizens of Washington who are in the habit of 
using railroad facilities? Why, sir, the idea that in this age of progress 
trunk-line railroads shall not have facilities is most preposterous and 
unreasonable. I say to you that in the city of Chicago railroad facili- 
ties extending over nearly 4,000 acres have been given to the railroad 
companies centeringthere. Inthecity of Philadelphia over 1,500 acres 
of ground have been given to the railroad companies centering there in 
order that passenger trains may reach the central portion of the city 
and freight trains be accommodated. 

Mr. HOPKINS. When the gentleman speaks about the railroads in 
Chicago he should state that the interests of the people are there looked 
after and protected better than they are in this bill. No grant of the 
character contained in this bill is given to any railroad in Chicago. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman must not occupy 
my time ; I can not afford to yield it. There is another matter to which 
I ought to refer, for I know the history of this question; and I know 
the history of the oppcsition to every movement in Washington con- 
nected with the interests of the great Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 
No nobler man ever lived in the city of Washington than Mr. Matthew 
G. Emery; no more enterprising business man than he has ever en- 
gaged in business here; and he and his fellow members of the local 
government of this District, at the time they gave the authority they 
undertook to give to this railroad company, did so for the purpose of 
bringing another line of railroad to this city and giving it such facilities 
as it was entitled to at the hands of this growing community, contain- 
ing now 230,000 people. But for the operations of the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company and the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, 
this city would be to-day almost a village, would be without the pop- 
ulation and the business facilities which it now has. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL obtained the floor and said: Mr, Chairman, how 
much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. Eight minutes. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I desire to reserve my time if possible. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I believe I am entitled to con- 
clude the debate. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Hemp- 
HILL] must occupy his time now. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is not a matter of very great consequence as 
to when the facts of the case are presented to the House. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] stated that he had heard 
nothing said in opposition to this bill that had any pertinence toit. I 
would like to say in the first place that I think the gentleman from 
New Hampshire has stated some very clear propositions in reference 
to this measure. The main question after all is whether or not when 
we have pending in this Housea billin whicha railroad company asks 
for what it wants, it is not a proper time for the Representatives of the 
people to undertake to secure something that the people want. That 
is the real issue here. 

This railroad company has been pushing this bill with all the power 
that a railroad company can exert in such cases; and we know what 
that means. It requires no eloquence to express to gentlemen here 
the amount of pressure that can be brought upon a Representative by 
a great corporation like the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. Mr. 
Chairman, the country will accept it in very bad grace if everything 
that this railroad company asks is to be granted here by a vote of the 
people’s Representatives and not one thing that the people of the Dis- 
trict ask is to be secured to them at the same time. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. O’ NEILL] who has just ad- 
dressed the House asks where are the 30,000 people who are protesting 
against this bil]. Mr, Chairman, has it came to this, that the voice of 
30,000 people can not even be heard on this floor? 

Mr, O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Who are they? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Their protest is here. They are the laboring 
men of this city-—— 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Name some of them. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. They are the poor people of this city; they are 
ministers of the gospel of this city; they are men, women, and chil- 
dren living in the section of the city where this railroad runs and 
where it tramples upon their rights every day of their lives. I have 
here the following petition of 175 of them: 

We, the undersigned citizens of Washington City, D. C., do hereby protest 
against the passage of the bill now pending in Congress known as the Atkin- 
son bill, as it not only legalizes all the illegal tracks and switches, but gives 
them privileges that should never be given to any corporation, and we hereby 
—_ in a request to the honorable Representatives in Congress to defeat the said 

ull. 

I have here the resolution of nineteen Federations of Labor, indorsed 
by the Knights of Labor of this city, representing the entire laboring 
interests of the community; and they protest most earnestly against 
this outrage upon their rights. 

I have here a paper setting forth the fact that since this railroad has 
been occupying these streets, up to 1888, there have been thirty-three 
persons killed outright and one hundred and one mangled by being run 
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over in the streets, which the people have a right to occupy, becau 
no proper safeguards have been taken to protect the grade crossings. 
And yet it is said here that there is no pretense of a protest against 
the continuance of this outrage! And no man is permitted to lift his 
voice in advocacy of the rights of the District, but he must be throttled 
by this great corporation, and this proposition railroaded through the 
House while the bill that does preserve the rights of the people of th 
District lies slumbering in the committee-room, where it was sent by 
the House for consideration. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if we are ever to do anything for the protection 

the people of this District and make the railroad company protect 
ts tracks in the interest of pedestrians and persons driving a 

em, now is the time, and unless we do it now the people of this 
District will be ground down as they have been in the past by this road 
under the wheels of its passing trains. I have no objection to giving 
the road all that itis entitled to and what it needs. I have no abuse 
whatever for the road, nor have I any unkind words for it. I recog- 
nize it as a great public convenience and of great benefit to the city in 
many respects. But I recognize also the fact that the road can have 
all of its rights without depriving the people of the District of theirs. 
I believe that the people can have their rights as well as the road, and 
if gentlemen want to do what is honest and fair by all sides there is no 
difficulty whatever in the way. The plan has been suggested and is a 
very simple one. What are the arguments against it? 

The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. RowELL] says the reason the peo- 
ple want to remove the depot is because of ‘' real-estate speculation.”’ 
I suppose that all the Knights of Labor are real-estate speculators! 


suppose that the ministers of the gospel, who go to worship God on the + 


Sabbath day according to the principles of their faith in their various 
churches, are real-estate speculators! I suppose the men in the Board 
of Trade, representing a large part of the intelligence and the property 
.of the District, are all of them real-estate speculators! In other words, 
it is the old cry of trying to drown the merits of the bill by the bugbear 
of ‘‘ real-estate speculation.’’ 

Now, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] has addressed 
the committee, and whatis hisargument? Why, that if you move the 
depot back off the public Mall here, so that the people can have what 
was bought and paid for by them, the horses to the cars will slip down 
in cold weather and that they will suffer much from heat in warm 
weather! That is his argument; and the whole question is whether 
these things, these miserable pretenses of argument, shall stand in the 
way of the people’s earnest pleas when they are striving for the pro- 
tection of themselves and their property, or whether they shall stand 
in the way of the representatives of the people when we are endeavor- 
ing to protect public property and the jnterests of the people of the 
District as well. 

Now, sir, something has been said about giving $300,000 or $400,000 
foranother park. Whenthe time comes to vote upon it, it will be time 
enough to discuss that question. That is what the railroad asks for 
of course; but I hope the commissioners are going to be more consid- 
erate than some of us on the floor, and will not give the railroad all it 
asks for without compensation. I do not care whether the depot is 
paid for or not. That was put in here at the instance of some gentle- 
men in the District to show a spirit of fairness, and to meet the cry 
that has gone upfrom the mouths of all the railroad men of the country 
that a great corporationis being persecuted by the people of this District. 
The idea of a great railroad corporation being ‘*‘ persecuted ’’ by the 
people when it is running them down, crushing the life out of them 
day after day and night after night, and mangling them to death at 
all times! And yet it is said the corporation is being persecuted by 
the people of the District. 

Mr. Chairman, I[ only want to say that if we are ever to do anything 
for the people of the District in this direction now is the time. Now 
is the time for the Representatives who would serve the’people to stand 
by the pending motion, and those who would serve the railroads to 
stand by this measure which is pressed here so strongly. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recognized 
for three minutes. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I wish, Mr. Chairman, I had 
time to strip this argument of the misrepresentations that have been 
introduced into it. Three minutes will not saflice. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yon have only yourself to blame for limiting 
the debate. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I say that all these gentlemen 
arein error when they say the people of this District are opposed to this 
measure. I introduced a petition on the last day when this was under 
consideration, signed by 110 business men of the city, asking that these 
facilities should be granted to the railroad company which it now seeks 
to acquire; and to-day I have another petition, signed by other busi- 
ness men, 70 in number, which I will also print, praying the !fouse of 
Representatives to pass the bill. It is not only the citizens and-busi- 
ness men of this city who ask its passage, but I have here, and shall 
also print in the Recorp, two petitions, one signed hy 50 shippers of 
perishable freight residing in the city of Charleston, asking that the 
sidings shall be legalized and facilities extended such as the road de- 
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Grand 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
New Hampshire | Mr. Moor 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansa Let that be read. 
rhe Clerk read as follows 
I ove that House bill 8243 be reported to the House with the recommenda 
tion that it be recommitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia with 
instructions to report the following as a substitute for said bill: 
end Hous« il) 8243 bv inserting, immediately after the enacting clause, as 


1 lof the bill, the followmg 
hat the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company shall,on or before the 


sa ‘ 


Ist day of January, 1894, remove its tracks running north and south on Sixth 





treet west, abandon its station and depot now located on the public reserva- 
tion at Sixth and B streets, northwest, in the city of Washington, and in lieu 
thercof the said company shall, under the supervision of the commissioners of 
t istrict of Colun 1, construct and maintain, at the intersection of Virginia 
Maryland avenues, upon land described as squares 464, 434, 410, and 386, or | 
un mart thereof, to be secured by purchase or condemnation, south of said in- 
tersection, a passenger station of such extent, architectural design, and arrange- 
ments as may be found advisable and necessary. | 


hat there shall be paid by the United States to the said Baltimore and Poto- 
mac Railroad Company for the depot building and the bridge on the public | 


res ation su reasonable sum, or the value thereof, as may be agreed upon 
by and between said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company and the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia, and in case of failure of the said com- 
pany and commissioners to agree upon the sum so to be paid, the said commis- 
sioners shall apply v petition. t the supre me court of the District of Columbia, 
sit rin general term, which is hereby given authority and jurisdiction in th« 
pre ses; and the said court shall, upon such petition, provide for proper no- 
tice and hearing of the said company and commissioners in the premises, and 


: ive power to determine in such manner as it may deem proper the price 
paid as aforesaid; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author 





ized and directed to pay to the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company 
wi tsha have vacated its station on Sixth street, out of any m<« ysin the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, su sum as is herein provided for when 
the sa sha ave been ascertained, determined, and adjudged according to 
the provisions hereitr 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move as an amendment to strike out that por- 


? 
tion of the amendment beginning with the second paragraph, ‘‘ that 
there shall be paid by the United States to the said Baltimore and Po- 
tomac Railroad Company,’’ etc.—the section making the appropriation 


oO ey 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Can that be done? 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 
Che Clerk read as follows | 
Amend < t following | 
“That t sha e paid by the United States to the said Baltimore and Poto- | 
mac Railroad Company the depot building and the bridge on the public 


reservation such reasonable sum, or the value thereof, as may be agreed upon 


by and between said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company and the com- | Other business had not intervened. 
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The CHAIRMA)? The ques mis on the am 1 nt of the gen 
tleman from South Carolina | Mr. HEMPHI 
The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the noes 
-emed to have it 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Division. ’ 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 40. 
So the amendment of Mr. HEMPHILL was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon the adoption of th: 


motion of the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Moore] 
amende d. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Ir. HEMPHILL. Divison. 

Che committee divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 46. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Tellers. 

rhe committee again divided, Mr. HEMPHILL and Mr. ATKINSON, 
of Pennsylvania, acting as tellers; and there were—ayes 69, noes 54. 

So the motion of Mr. Moore, of New Hampshire, was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I second that. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly arose; and the Speaker having taken the’ 
chair, Mr. DUNNELI reports d that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the bill (H. 
Rt. 8243) supplementary to an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the con 
struction of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the District of Co- 
lumbia,’’ had instructed him to report back the same with the recom- 


| mendation that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, with certain instructions. 


The motion of Mr. Moore, of New Hampshire, as amended, recom- 
mended to the House by the Committee of the Whole House on the state 


of the Union, was reported by the Clerk, as follows 


I move that House bil! 8243 be reported to the House with the recommenda } 
tion that it be recommitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia, with 
instructions to report the following as a substitute for said bill 

Amend House bill 8243 by inserting immediately after the enacting clause as 
section 1 of the bill the following 

‘That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company shall, on or be 
Ist day of January, 1894, remove its tracks ranning north and seuth on Sixth 
street west, abandon its station and depot now located on the public reserva 
vation at Sixth and B streets, northwest, in the city of Washington, and in lieu 
thereof the said company shall, under the supervision of the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, construct and maintain, at the intersection of Virginia 
and Maryland avenues upon land described as squares 464, 434, 410, and 386, or 
any-part thereof, to be secured by purchase or condemnation south of said in 
tersection, a passenger station of such extent, architectural design, and arrange- 
ments as may be found advisable and necessary.”’ 


fore t 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the reeommenda- 
tion of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in doubt. As many as are in favor 
will rise in their places and be counted. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 52. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the bill was ordered to be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia, with the instruc-- 
tions above reported. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was ordered to be recommitted ; and also move that the motion to re- 
consider be laid upon the table. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. There is objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The question isupon the motion to reconsider and 


to lay that motion upon the table. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Division. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 64, noes 55, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Itseems to me the gentleman’s point of order 


comes too Jate. 
Mr. CONNELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. } 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point of order is too late. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I demand the yeas and nays, 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I understood the Chair to rule that the demaud 
for the yeas and nays was too late. 
Mr. McMILLIN. It is not too late until other business intervenes. 
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ron the table the motion to reconsider the vote by which 

recommitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia 


The question 


Che question was taken, and there were—yeas 90, nays 60, not vot- 
. 178; as follows: 


, Kans, 
Miss 


nderso! 


ler 
iderso! 


ige, Ky. 


okshire 
miner 
mnan, Va. 
te 
die 
‘ wy 
Clarke, Ala 
“at 
omstoc 
( ire 
‘ ’ 
1) , 
1) iver 
Adams 
Aiki 1, Pa 
lianks 
Velkiuag 
Rergen, 
punt 
brewer, 
owne, Va 
iwhanan, N, J 
bynum 
Candle Ga 
‘ aw 
iliam 
yper,O ) 
ad 
Alderson 
Allen, Mich. 
Allen, Mise 
Andrew 
rnold, 
Atkinson, W. Va, 
Laker 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartine, 
Rayne, 
Beckwith, 


Belden, 
Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Boothman, 
toutelle, 
Bowden, 
Breckinridge, Ark, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Brown, J.B 
Browne, T. M. 
Buckale Ww, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Burton 
Butterworth, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Mass. 
Cannon, 


YEAS—9, 
Edmunds, Laws, 
Enloe, Lehlbach, 
Finley, Lester, Va. 
Flick, Lewis, 
Forney, Martin, Ind. 
Gest, Martin, Tex. 


Gifford, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Hemphill, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 
Kelley, 


Kennedy, 


McClellan, 
McCreary, 
McRae, 
Moore, N. H. 
Moore, rex. 
Morey, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Oates, 
O’Neall, Ind, 


Knapp, Owen, Ind, 
Lacey, Parrett, 
La Follette, Paynter, 
Laidlaw, Peel, 
Lane, Penington, 
Lanham, Perkins, 
Lawler, Pickler, 
NAYS—60, 
Culbertson, Pa, MeMillin, 
Cummings, Moffitt, 
Dalzell, Morse, 
Darlington, Mudd, 
Dunnell, Mutchler, 
lliott, Norton, 
Evans, O' Neill, Pa. 


Gibson, 
Harmer, 

Heard, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Houk, 

Kinsey, 
McClammy, 
McDuffie, 


Osborne, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Ray, 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 
Rowell, 
Scranton, 


NOT VOTING—1I78, 


‘arlton, 
aruth, 
‘atchings, 
‘Shipman, 
lark, Wis, 
lements, 
‘lunie, 
‘obb, 
‘ogswell, 
sooper, Ind, 
‘othran, 
overt, 
‘owles, 
‘raig, 
‘ulberson, Tex, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, 
De Haven, 
De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dickerson, 
Dockery, 
Dorsey, 
Dunphy, 
llis, 
Ewart 
Farquhar, 
Featherston, 
Fitch 
Fithian, 
Flood, 
Flower, 
Forman, 


uf i i le fl Bt ile fe fm im 


Fowler, 
Frank, 
Funston, 
Gear, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goodnight, 
Greenhalge, 
Grimes, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 

Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Hare, 

Hatch, 
Haynes, 
Henderson, Il. 
Hienderson, Iowa 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hopkins, 
Kerr, lowa 
Kerr, Pa, 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Lansing, 
Lee, 

Lester, Ga. 
Lind, 

Lodge, 
Magner, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Mason, 
McAdoo, 


Pierce, 

Price, 

Quinn, 
Reilly, 
Rogers, 
Sayers, 
Shively, 
Simonds, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stivers, 
Vandever, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whitthorne, 
Wike, 

Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Williams, ll. 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 


Seull, 

Skinner, 
Smith, Ill, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stump, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, Ill. 
Townsend, Colo, 
‘Townsend, Pa, 
Turner, N, Y. 
Vaux, 
Walker, Mass. 
Wright. 


McCarthy, 
McComas, 
McCord, 
McCormick, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
Miles, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Niedringhaus, 
Nute, 
O'Donnell, 
O’Ferrall, 

O’ Neil, Mass, 
Outhwaite, 
Owens, Ohio 
Perry, 
Peters, 
Phelan, 
Post, 
Pugsley, 
Quackenbush, 
Raines, 
Randall, 
Reed, lowa 
Richardson, 
Robertson, 
Rockwell, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 


Stahinecker, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stewart, Vt. 


Stock bridge, 


The following 
Mr, 
Mr. HENDERS« 
Mr. 
Mr. CALDWELL 
Mr. 


Mr. DoOCKERY 
Mr. 


Mr. BAKER 


and Mr. 


Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 
Swe 

rayl 1D. 
Tay r, Tenn. 
T mas 
Thompson, 
riliman, 
iracey, 


Nn, of lowa, tvith 


JOSEPH D. TAYLOR with Mr, ¢ 


with Mr. ELuis, 


ROCKWELL with Mr. O’ NEIL, of 


Tucker 
Aurner, Ga 
rurner, K 
Van Schai 
Venal 

Wadd 

Wade, 
Walker, Mo. 
Wallace, Mass. 
Wallace, N. Y. 


Washington, 


ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. STONE, of 


Mr. McApoo. 


rHRAN. 


with Mr. BURTON. 


paired on this vote. 


bill. 


with. 


Mr. ALLEN of Michigan, Mr. BAKer, Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. BARTINE, Mr 
MAN, Mr. BcTTERWORTH 


The SPEAKER. 


ALLEN of 


REED, of Iowa, with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 
Mississippi were announced a 


y additional pairs were announced for the re 


Mr. Cureman, Mr. Dickerson, Mr. TUCKER, Mr 


JULY 14, 


its« 
er, M 
ym. Kv 
son. M« 
son, W. \ 


thi 


Kentucky. 


Massachusetts. 


BERT, Mr. MAisu, Mr. McApoo, Mr, MILLIKEN, Mr. QUACKENBUSH. 


DOCKERY. 


from Ohio [Mr. Burton]. 


Mr. McADOO. 
The SPEAKER. 


I also am paired, Mr. Speaker. 
On this question there are yeas 91, 


there is no quorum present. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. 


the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. RowLanp]. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 


House do now adjourn. 


MESSAGE 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 


present and not voting. 
The Clerk read the list, as follows: 
Mr. 


FROM THE PRESIDENT OF 


I move a call of the House. 


THE 


Pending that 


T 
a 


nays 


move that 


UNITED STATES, 


who also announced the approval of acts of the following titles: 


riculture for fiscal year ending June 30, A. D. 1891; 


An act (H. R. 3538) for the relief of Albert H. Emery; and 


An act (H. R. 5381) directing the purchase of silver bullion and the 


issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes, 


The SPEAKER. 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 


ORDER OF 
Pending the motion of the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] for a call of the House, the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] moves that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
me think that possibly a quorum can be obtained, so I withdraw the 


BUSINESS, 


I ask for a division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 52. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. 


the motion to adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 3 o'clock 


and 25 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 


I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Pending that I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. 

order that that is a dilatory motion. 
The SPEAKER. 


were taken. from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


A bill (S. 1037) authorizing the plaging of the name of James M. 
Williams upon the retired-list of the United States Army with the rank 


of captain of cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


A bill (S. 3130) to correct the military record of William Smith, of 
Tennessee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
A bill (S. 3738) to place the American merchant marine engaged in 


= 


Mr. CuipMAN and Mr. ROWLAND were announced as paired on this 


On motion of Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous con. 
sent, the recapitulation of the names of members voting was dispensed 


The Clerk will report the names of members 
BooTtH-: 
HER- 


Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 


9; and 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to say thatI am paired with 


’ 
the 


Mr. Speaker, gentlemen about 


The motion to adjourn is withdrawn, and the ques- 
tion is on the motion of the gentleman from South Carolina for a call 


Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
[ Laughter. ] 
The Chair overrules the point of order made by 


An act (H. R. 9603) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891; 

Anact (H. R. 10716) making appropriation forthe Department of Ag-/ 
motion. 

of the House. 

Mr. HEARD. 

the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WiLLiAms], and the question is on 





PY RAS ss 


= 
ad 
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oreign trac in eg Ly t 
Committee on M a \ H 

A 1 8. 37 vice ea ' 

t d elen sa toy ( 

‘ Oo and t Pe 

4 ~ ~ + » it ‘ 
r ul I (‘o é ( 

Lar 

\ 5 t I to ey i t 
io t Rio I; ( ‘ : 1 t 

] i t 1 St A } ] ~ 

st i Col i i ( ‘ { t i ( | 
b ‘ ‘ t United ( t i 
r Lands. 

\ lis. 405 o e re ott iru of A t ) 

e 1A t Mi ] ‘ ) ) Q LAN 
mittee i Disti of Co ib ‘ 
; 
RESO! INS ; 

Under clause Sof Ku XC XII, th ‘ 


duced aud referred as follows: \ i. R 
By Mr. SIMONDS of fndian 
Resol That Ju , 1 July 2 ter t ie , | in tl errit of Wy 





























uly 22 a 2 t “ < y 

the Speaker's ble s ré llres retere i sha t rtf sid A Dil it. i OVO sé tO } A 

eration of such business the Ho (a y a oan 
Committee on Patents 4} “O11\ to 4 +} ‘ } 

to the Committee on Kules, of an India lustrial scho it State of Me 

By Mr. COLEMAN A bi } to provid { ta { 

Reso'ved. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, a s ‘ juest f | of an Indiar i 0 K 
not incompatible with the publi terests, to furnish sii ea sta 4 hi H. R. 7624) i ) t ! 
of nonevs and funds received and collected from w« iers, OW 2 ex ‘ : ie : : ; 

nts of certain tenements in the city of New Orleans and certain planta vs Malan Baus! = © ietlnaen - 7 
tions in the State of Louisiana, seized by aut ies of e United State s the 
ng the years 1862, 1863, 1564, and 1865 Capt. J Met ss i rte lk. 74 v the 
master, United States Army, or by Ben n F. Flanders 7 a , . 
special agent of the Treasury Departme and t ted to the = Aan d : ! © 
freasury Department at Washington, together with the na f the li of M ota: and 
vals from whom received and ths veral a n ‘ j i an ¢ . 647] 
any, disposition or dis:urse it S is $ t i a allie 4} 
ment: ab ita n GUST i l i 
to the Committee on War Claim re i, as a substitute the al 
rand ¢ { l i { enor Ai 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES pe d | ’ 71] 
i et eee \Whole HT « on the } ( 1 | 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of com: 3 were delivered a a S sad , 
= . =—T T Onl ‘ Lne i i 
to the Clerk and dispose d of as follows "t ; i t ] } f , l 

Mr. GEST, from the Committee on War Claims, reported with amend ! ub the ulol the tou ; t ( \ and 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 10125) for the relief of Abram Jones = ’ = ; 7 
accompanied by a report (No. 2698)—to the Committee of the W! ” ec aa 
Honse.” anne i aT eas 3 A a : 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims 1 st - she 713) en 14 eth fs , accompa 
which was referred a letter from the assistant clerk of the Court ¢ Me CULRERT : ; : 

Claims, transmitting a copy of the tindings of the court in the case « : ; : ae ; 

: a = a Ss 1 {a ; t] { | | { th, 
W. C. M. Travis The United States (Miscellaneous Document N ees B ; 

. . as . - aa f 1 Butle . ( YI ‘T = 
179), reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 1139¢ 1e relief of W. ¢ — HW 
M. Travis; which was read twice, and, with the acco iDvVil iad e of 1 Whole Hou 
No. 2699), referred to the Committee of the Whole House. oes : eT 2 a ; ; ‘ 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, to wv h was : : wera NA * eae Pre Nae Geen 
referred the petition of Mrs. Rosa Vertner Jeffrey, reported in lieu |...” Pe ee ee eee ; a 
thereof the following resolution, accompanied by a report (No. 270( — 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House \] 

Resolved, That the claim of Mrs. Rosa Verin« Trey, of Lexing ‘ of Rale XI ‘ t é 
the use and occupation of lhe rf mn shed reside a { ( 1d Jaid on the table. as { 
premises in Lexington, Ky., and for the injury to said tild s MT STM! , uy 
by the occupation of the Army of the United States during the iat A SN LODE ro t y ) ‘ 
rebellion, be referred to the Secretary of War, with request to estivat bill (H. R. 2763) granting he ( 
loyalty of said claimant and ascertain the period during which said bu ‘ No. 2717 
were occupied and the renta! value of same, and also the injury d to said ai ' : / ‘ 
buildings and the furniture and other contents during said occupation and th \is0, on the b : 2 sOr ce! Nari y. Ore 
amount of loss sustained by claimants, and that |! I tallt fuctsa port ) 71 
dence with his recommendation for the considerat of Congres ‘ 4 ly I 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Pensions. reported with amend fF uson. Report No. 271 
ment the following billsof the House: which wet verally referred to L180 the bul (i. ft Sed rit ( ( 
the Committee of the Whole House: eport No. 272 

A bill (H. R. 3534) to grant a pension to Richard C. Cobeen. Re. By Mr. FLICK, from Committee on I: 1 Pen \ 
port No. 2701. bill (5. 6490) granting an in » of pension to Mary E. ( 

A bill (H. R. 10350) granting a pension to |] eth Patten. Re- Report No. 27 , 
port No. 2702. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions ported favora} 
the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to the ° 
Committee of the Whole House : Under « 

A bill (H. R. 4822) grantinga pension to John Gallachei Report N lowi titles were ) ‘ 

2703. ) lows 

A bill (H. R. 2138) for the relief of Mary Ann Reid Report , y Mr. FEATHE! 115 

2704. : ant ! 


Mr. GEST, from the Committee on War Claims reported favorably | ! nt t e st t t t 1 1t to their se A nties, 

% the bill of the House (H. R. 7940) for the relief of the ov 
cupants of Camp Tyler, in Cook County, Illinois, accompanie: ya) and! 
report (No. 2705)—to the Committee of the Whole House. ; Alsi y requ 

y, He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the fol- | States Treasur 
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es eee 





1, ar thorizing a specie fund for redeeming said notes, and 
m n to fix and regulate the amount of said 
‘ i I I nad ] e¢ y 
( | ‘ { 11392) to aut ize the Continental 
i re ) » (ora i¢ . eT t 
t tee ( i 
i evive upprove 
I Hou 
( 
for f a stat 
t 4 ‘ 
) te 
5 i 
t ‘ it i ' 
f ig chang ferer 
| { l ru it the 
‘ . r Ve ‘ ( littee on Wa 
( i re ( imi on M iry Alfa 
RIVAT 5s, ET 
‘ 1 CX 1 | of t} follo ) Q 
{ wid referred as indicated bels 
i Mir. AK Kk A Dp He RK. 11 1») tor the reiie!l o William 
Gilbe te captain in the Nineteenth United States Infantry—to thx 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. DARLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 11396) for the relief of Fred. 
W hite—to the Committee on Claims 
By KENNEDY \ bill (H. R. 11397) to provide for payment to 
the p : County Agricultural Society for the use and occupancy 
ot the fair grounds by volunteer troops in the war of the rebellion 
tot (Committee on War Claims, 
By Mr. MCKINLEY: A bill (CH. R. 11398) granting an increase of 
pension to Amzi Shoemaker —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
by Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11399) granting a 
pension to Henry B. Greer—to the Committee on Pensions. 
\ a bill (H. R. 11400) granting a pension to Mrs. Lettice Taylor— 
to the Committee on Pensions 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were ud on the Cle lesk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BAYNE: Two petitions of merchant tailors of Allegheny, 
.. relating to House bill 9416—to the Committee on Ways and 


By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of Stirrard & Edwards and 17 others 


rill 116 be amended 





wearing apparel—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
BERGEN: Petition oft the Board of Trade of Camden, N., J.. 
that the limit of Government building be so increased that construction 
lay proceed—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
by Mr. BOUTELLE: Memorial of General Conference of Congrega- 
{ Chu es of the State of Mai in favor of legislation in reyard 
1 sale of commodities in “original packages’’—to the 
‘ tte n the Judiciary 
Mr. IWDEN: Petition of T. L. James and 17 others, of Tipton 
( ty. Tennessee, 1n favor ieep water at Galveston Harbor—to the 
Co ittee on Rivers and Harbors. 
», pet nof Holly Ne Alliance, No. 45, Nansemond County, 


rginia, for same improvement—to the Committee on Riversand Har- | 
; 


Sy petition of Bovkins Alliance, No. 16, of Southampton County, 
Vir : some measure—t 1e Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
petition of W. H. Curtis and 27 others, citizens of Warwick 





ame measure—to the Committee on Rivers and 
i 
Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: Petition, papers, and evidence in 
' rt of ouse bill 1026—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Mr ARTER: Petition of Charles M. Webster and others, citi- 
Cascade County, Montana, praying for the establishment of a 
of ut Great Falls, Mont.—to the Committee on the Public 
“ on of cit 3 Meagher County, Montana, favoring the 
the perpetuation of the national-banking system 
t ) eon Banking and Currency 
M )ALZELL: Copy of resoluti ns of Builders’ Protective As- 
ociati Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, in favor of passage of the 
( | to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, co ty i s of Butchers’ Protective Association of same 
county, for same measure—to the Committee on Agciculture. 


By Mr. DE LANO: Petition numerously signed by citizens of Lake- 
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port, Madison County, New York, urging passage of House bill 5987 
t ie Select Committee on the Alcoholi Ligus r Traffic 

















Mr. FORNEY: Petition of trustees of Galesville Academy and 

thodist Episcopa Cbure of Galesville, A lor reference 
( to the ¢ urt ( i proy ) ot the I ul to 
t Con Lee n War ¢ 7 

4 7 on ol trus Oak Tx ( ero 
( “. t ( tte \ ( : 
By Mr. HOU! Hou to Co 
t n Pen S 
OS | I om citizen N <ico, pra 
( ss to I % > } ) ‘ wes 1] 

I » ¢ : t C4 l 
t the Pu 

Mr. KI i i ( Prac I t 
I n re t ol € ce é py t 

rt e of -ena I ( sur ot Lo on i 
bg and Cu nm 

‘ lutions of naw ne ( t \O Institut in the State ol 

Ka isking Co I to pass t Wilson b yr some w that wil 
en the State of Kansas to ab 1 the original-package saloon and 

counteract the evil intiuence of the recent decision of the Suprem: 

Court—to the Committee on the Judiciar 

By Mr. LAWLER; Memorial of 21 citizens of Chicago, Ill., protest 

iwrainst legislatio y Congress compelling railroads to transport 
eum barrels fre to the Committee on Commerce. 

\I MOREY Petition of citizens of Springborough, Warren 
Connuty, Ohio, for laws prohibiting the transmission of obscene public 
tions in the mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Road 

\ petition of citizens of Franklin, Warren County, Ohio, for same 
relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

| Mr. PEEL: Petition of the trustees of the Presbyterian Church o! 
Mount Comfort, Ark., for reference of claim to Court of Claims unde1 


provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on'War Claims. 

Mr. PETERS: Petition of citizens of Finney County, Kansas, for 
|-package law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
PICKLER: Petition of A. J. Wimple and 41 others, citizens 
of Beresford, 8S. Dak., praying for the passage of a bill ‘* prohibiting the 
transportation of intoxicating liquors from any State or Territory or 
the District of Columbia into any other State or Territory contrary to 
the laws thereof’’—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. A. Carson and 36 others, citizens of Wolsey County, 
South Dakota, praying passage of same bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also. petition of George M. Anderson and 19 others, citizens of 
Brilé County, South Dakota, praying passage of same bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 19 citizens of Kingsbury County, South Dakota, 
praying the passage of same measure—to the Committee on the Ju- 








: 

> diciary. 
merchant tailors, of Syracuse, N. Y., asking that section 754 of House | 
to prohibit the importation duty free of made-up 


By Mr. SIMONDS: Petition of Walter R. Green and 55 others (20 
voters and 36 women), citizensof South Windsor, Conn., praying fo 


| ‘*proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manulact 


ure, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholi 
liquors as a beverage’’—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Edgar G. Pease and 11 others (6 voters and © 
women), citizens of Ellington, Conn., praying for same measure—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of St. 
Paul, Minn., favoring amendment to interstate-commerce law to al 
low rates to be made at competing points regardless of the long and 
short haul clause—to the Committee on Commerce. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, July 15, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 2d instant, a report of the number of pensioners on 
the roll at the various agencies and the amount of money apportioned 
to each agency for clerk-hire; which, on motion of Mr. CocKRELL, was, 
with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of J. A. Kramer and 15 other 
business firms of Pittsburgh, Pa., praying for the prohibition of the 
importation, duty free, of ready-made clothing; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CASEY presented a petition of the board of commissioners of 
Pembina County, North Dakota, and a petition of the board of com- 
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missioners of Dickey County, North Dakota, pr su ent : 
appropriation be made to test the extent of the artesian basin of North Mi i MAN From ( 
Dakota; which were ordered to lie on the table aT t . , 
Mr. MITCHELL presented a memoriai of citizens of Portland, ¢ k 
gon,! mstrating against leg ) ( cot ) 
tot , tr i Sir is ordere t 
fe also } é t 1of Ed iV 3, 0 : 
ron , {! ’ i ma son } 
‘ t : i ] eT I ‘ { ‘ ! ‘ 
t t elt ( imiitt n I i Db dat 3 
M tr} ER p la t ( é ’ 1 ( 
! t ssage of an il Sund L ch vy 
t I Co t ou ! ica man I 
Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of the Mar te 
zens’ Association, praying that an app riation be 
protection of the port of Marquette, Mich.; which was ¢ 
on th table, 
Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memorial very numerously signed 
citizens of Dallas County, Missouri, remonstrating against the passa ' : 
of what is known as the Federa!-election bill. Il move that the mer 
ria! on the table. 


Lhe motion was: greed to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Rev. Eugene 5. Willard. Mr 
Eugene S. Willard, and Miss.Jennie Dunbar, missionaries of Jun 
Alaska, praying for the enactment of Sunday-rest legislation; w} 





was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. I 
Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition of the Exeter Agricultural Indus 
trial and Town Improvement Association of Exeter, N. H., by J. D. cao . . 
Lyman, president, J. G. Gilman, treasurer, and ‘-eorge W. Wiggin + bes , . 
clerk, praying for legislation in the direction of pure food and the pu sociatio ' the sa ha é 
rity of other commodities, to stop the present system of fraud and |, " - na as tes ; cee eat , 
counterieiting by which purchasers are cheated in the articles for whi rv , i 
thev bargain and pay, rejoicing that the farmers take more and mor: tof sucht 5 18 y su 
interest in tariff legislation, and praying that their interests in that ech ge a Aa nde chpallr yaborn gue eye 
direction may be hetter protected by legislation of Congress, approving t ‘ 
the operation of the Butterworth bill prohibiting gambling in fa ' DPT r) _ 
products, the Sherman bill prohibiting trusts and other monopolies, cae es 
and requesting the Senators and Representatives trom New Hampshire | ° , 
to do all they can to secure such legislation. I move that the petition 
lie on the table. Mr. SPOONER re 8 t 
The motion was agreed to. ta i in wineers, | ed St 
Mr. POWER presented a petition of 2,310 citizens of Montana, ear- | pay rece d by 13 ete 
nestly praying that such legislation be enacted as will preserve the min- | which was read t 
eral lands of Montana to the citizens of the United States, and prevent A ppropriations. 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company from acquiring any lands to Mr. POWER introduc 
which it is not clearly entitled under its charter; which was referred | taken in all publi i { 
to the Committee on Public Lands. read twice b 3 t i ‘ 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. Lands or 
r. COCKRELL ) ‘ 
Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were r VW ms: which was read twice 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; and the | ») on Pensions 
bills were postponed indefinitely: Mr. TELLER introduced a 
A bill (S. 2050) granting a pension to Franklin Bannon t vh certain | g t { 
A bill (S. 2053) for the benefit of Richard H. Taylor; and whi was read t 
A bill (S. 2265) granting a pension to James B. Light. a 
Mr. TURPIF, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- M MITCHELI trod d 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, \ f The Dalles. Or , 
and submitted reports thereon: refer the & ( 
A bill (S. 346%) granting a pension to Thomas H. Fifield; and MI AWLE\ ‘ 
A bill (S. 3549) increasing the pension of Mrs. Caroline Hanneman. | | 1] \ i 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom w . 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Dr. Carl Riickert, rep 1 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. TRANSSHIPMEN 
Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, Mr. CULLOM ymitted t 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4129) granting the right of way to ed by una 
the Metropolitan Southern Railroad Company through the property o! That 
the United States in Montgomery County, Maryland, re ported it with nf 1 the 5 ‘ 
amendments ram eras satires 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred | } 
the bill (H. R. 4427) to restore to th pension-roll the name of M1 . 
Mary E. Borke, reported it with amendments 
Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the tollowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports therean: : 
A bill (8. 2574) granting a per sion to Benjaman F. Brown: ; 
A bill (H.R. 2128 granting a pension to Mrs. Zelinda Hill; and 
A bill (S. 3431) granting a pension to Martha N. Hudson. came tion rls 
Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whem were referred tian : law ea 
the following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and | %t sof t 1s 
submitted reports thereon: ; ee 
A bill (S. 3948) granting a pension to Morris Leavy: and a , 
A bill (S. 626) granting a pension to Mary E, Williams. Sta 
Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred Mr. CULLOM 
the bill (S. 3269) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate of | me a litth 
George W. Lawrence, reported it without amendment, and submitted | passed. | tI 
@ report thereon. | nesota [Mr. Wa that Iw 
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without giving him notice, which I failed to do. I therefore ask that 
the resolution be reconsidered and go upon the Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The vote by whi h the Senate agreed 


to the resolution will be reconsidered, if there be no objection, and the 
resolution will lie upon the table until to-morrow; or shall it be placed 
on the Calendar? : 

Mr. CULLOM. Let it lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To Le called to-morrow morning as 
morning business? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sit 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table 
and be printed. 

STATE WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. DANIEL. I submit a resolution of inquiry and ask for its 
present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as foilows 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be. and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate what amounts will be due the States of New York, Pennsy!- 
vania, Delaware, Virginia, and South Carolina, and the city of Baltimore, on ac- 
count of advances and expenditures made by them in the war of 1512, computing 
the interest on said advances and expenditures as set forth inthe amendment 
intended to be proposed by Mr. BurLer, of South Carolina, to bill (H. R. 10726 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for 
the year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, as offered by him June 21, 
1890, 


The Secretary of the Treasury is also requested to inform the Senate what 
debts and obligations are due, if any, from the respective States and the city of 
Baltimore to the United States, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed and lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 
lie over. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 2197) to 
increase the pension of Ziba Yarnell, with an amendment in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6034) 
for the relief of Mary Alice White Ogden. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (H. R. 6034) for the relief of Mary Alice White Ogden; and 

A bill (H. R. 7754) granting right of way to Little Falls, Mille Lacs 
and Lake Superior Railroad across Mille Lacs Indian reservation. 

DISTRICT TAX ARREARAGES, 


Mr. HARRIS, Some days since I introdnced a joint resolution ex- 
tending the time within which certain past-due taxes might be paid at 
the rate of 6 per cent. per annum, remitting all other penalties. I ask 
that it be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. It 
applies to the District. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution (8. R. 108) ex- 
tending the ‘‘Act fixing the rate of interest to be charged on arrearages 
of general and special taxes now due the District of Columbia, if paid 
within a time specified,’’ to September 1, 1890, having been read twice, 
will be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. ~~ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none, that order is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule 
VIII, isin order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the sundry civil appropriation bill, being House bill 10884. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from lowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10884) mak- 
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Iowa has very kindly consented to 
yield for the consideration of Senate bill 3629, which was before the 
Senate at the time of the adjournment yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. ALLISON, At the conclusion of the session yesterday the Sen- 
ator from Washington had under consideration a bill local to that State. 
The Senate was very thin and amendments were offered, and I agreed 
to yield to him this morning, as it would take but a few minutes to 
finish the consideration of the bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 


in Committee of the Whole, and the amendments of the Committee 
on Public Lands have been agreed to. The pending question is on an 
amendment suggested by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 
It will be stated by the Chief Clerk. 

The Cuter CLERK. Itis proposed to add a new section, as follows: 


Sec. —. That no liability, directly or indirectly, on the part of the United 
States for the support of any institution referred to in this act, is contemplated 


| by this bill. 


Mr. VEST. I should like to hear the bill read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘Thebill willbe read with the amend- 
ments agreed to as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and hereby is, granted to the State ot Wash- 


| ington a parcel of the unappropriated public land of the United States in that 


State subject to homestead and pre-emption entry to which there is no adverse 
claim, not to exceed one half-section in legal subdivisions, for the purpose of 
establishingand maintaining thereon a home for honorably discharged Union 


| soldiers, sailors, marines, and members of the State militia of said State, dis- 


| 
| 


of the bill (S. 3629) granting to the State of Washington a section of | 


public land for a soldiers’ home and for the militia of said State, and 
for other purposes. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read at length as 


abled while in the line of duty in the service of the United States: Provided, 
however, That if the said State ceasesto use said land for such purpose the title 
thereto shall revert to the United States. 

That there be, and is hereby, granted to the State of Washington, of the un- 
appropriated public land of the United States in said State subject to homestead 
and pre-emption entry to which there is no adverse claim, two tracts of land not 
exceeding one quarter-section each, in legal subdivisions, for the purpose of 
camp and training grounds for the militia of the said State, and for the estab- 
lishment and maintenance thereon of military academies and training schools, 
and other purposes connected with the militia of said State: Provided, however, 
That if the said State ceases to use said lands for such purposes the title thereto 
shall revert to the United States. 

That the governor and the trustees of the Washington Soldiers’ Home of said 
State shall constitute a board for the selection of said lands, and shal!, within 
six months after the passage of this act, select the lands hereby granted, and 
the selection when so made shall be certified by the governor to the register 
and reeeiver of the proper land office, and the fact of such selection shall there- 
upon be entered upon the plat-books and the certificate of selection shal! be 
forwarded to the Secretary of the Interior for his approval. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the word ‘‘ contemplated,’’ in a statute 
is very inappropriate. I wonld say ‘‘ authorized;’’ so as to read: ‘‘ be 
authorized in this bill.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it read: ‘‘there shall be no liability on the 
part of the United States,’’ instead of using the word ‘‘ authorized.”’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; that is better. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as modified will be 
read, 

The CureF CLERK. It is proposed to add as an additional section: 

Sec. —. That there shall be no liability, directly or indirectly, on the part of 
the United Statesfor the support of any institution referred to in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. ° 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendments 
were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. J 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. TheSecretary will proceed with the 
reading of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, beginning on page 
50, line 21. 

The Committee on Appropriations proposed, under the head of ‘‘ Sur- 
veying the public lands,’’ on page 50, line 22, after the word ‘‘sur- 
veys,’’ to strike out ‘‘and resurveys;’’ and after the word ‘‘lands,”’ 
in the same line, to strike out the following words: 


Including not exceeding $5,000 for survey of land for town-site purposes at 
Port Angelus, Wash.,and not exceeding $300 for surveying a tract of land: in 
township 8 south, range 9 east, Huntsville meridian, Alabama, designated on 
the official plat of survey asa ea bluff from three to five hundred 
feet high and about 800 yards wide, situate and running along either side of 
my River through the township, and further designated and known as May’s 
Gulf, two. 


And in lieu thereof to insert ‘‘six;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For surveys of public lands, $600,000, at rates not exceeding $9 per linear mile 
for standard and meander lines, $7 for township and $5 for section lines: Pro- 
vided, That in expending this appropriation preference shall be given in favor 
of surveying townships occupied, in whole or in part, by actual settlers; and 
the surveys shall be confined to lands adapted to agriculture and lines of reser- 
vations, 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, this bill as it came to the Senate 
contained an appropriation of $200,000 for the survey of the public 


| lands. That is the identical amount that was appropriated in the bill 


of a year ago and expended during the last fiscal year, ending on the 
30th of June. Theestimate of the Departmentof the amount that could 
be properly used this year was $300,000. I repeat that the bill as it 
came before us contained a provision for $200,000, or $100,000 less than 
the estimate of the Department. The amendment recommended by 
the Committee on Appropriations makes the amount $600,000, or $300, - 
000 more than the estimate. 

It is proper to say that in transmitting the estimate as recommended 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office the Treasury Depart- 
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ment attach this note, which is found on page 230 of the Book of Est Mr. GORMAN Certainly. 
mates: Mr. CARLISLI Do I unders lt t 
Notre.—The amount estimated herein sury t j s dments e} ted by tl Lol ( I 
below the needs of the service 
That is, the $300,000 which he estimated. taken out 11 : . 
Mr. GO 
rhe estimates of the different surveyors € the aggrega uN \ . 
over $700,000, but the smaller amount sul ted byt office is really nu ! ; on . 
less than can be advantageously expended, the V s i ipa 
Under existing circumstances, and the meager appropriatio: made by C called, open S ‘ - 4 ] 
gress during the last three or four years, this office is unable to respond to the Mr. GORMAN 1 & 
appeals by settlers and others for such surveysas will admit of the segregations | | -'*** \“f’**" : 7 
of homestead, pre-emption, desert, and other claims now pending vefore me this amendment , 
The public timber is being destroyed and stolen because no lines surveys For topogra a 
have been run to distinguish railsoad from public lands, lf of wh ahe ex 
It is earnestly requested that Congress consider this matter carefully, and | »yeridian: and s ots . 
make the necessary appropriation te enable this office to relieve the wants t ppropriations : l ex : 
contirm and allow the rights of settlers acantileeaee Saat 89. a r other 1 salle ‘ 
The total amount suggested by the surveyors-geneval, as will be seen | ny nade is hereby renealed. Provided. That res 
by this note, was $700,000, and the amendment proposed gives $600, - retofore ated or s¢ isha rin segre 3 
000, which is $400,000 more than was appropriated a year ago and | or settlement until otherwise provided by law 
$400,000 more than was appropriated in the bill as it came to the Mr. CARLISLE. My question, of co l 
Senate, and $100,000, as my friend from Missouri [ Mr. VEST] suggests, | lands not yet surveyed and segregated 
less than the estimates of the surveyors-general Mr. GORMAN. As the Senator will see, the only resery 
Of course the estimates of the surveyors-general, like all the esti- | the reservoirs which have already been located and selected. We 
mates, I think, of subordinate officers in every department of the Gov- | now by this amendment at once the further survey and openi: 
ernment, are largely in excess of the amount that can possibly be appro- | try of the public domain except the half dozen or more reserv: 
priated at any time. If the estimates of subordinates were contained | have been actually selected, and there is only a p 
in the Book of Estimates, instead of containing $450,000,000 it would be | survey made. 
seven or eight hundred millions of dollars, so that in revising the esti- Mr. VEST. Willthe Senator from M land 4 i to 
mate of subordinates we have this Book of Estimates, which suggests | tion? 
for this purpose only $300,000. Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure 
But there is another branch of this subject that ought to be consid Mr. VEST. Recurring to the $600,000, wl 1 iS an Increase 
ered together with the appropriations heretofore made on account of | OVO, for the general surveys of the public lands, | should like toa 
the Geological Survey, which to some extent is a branch of this work, | the Senator trom Maryland if it is not the fact that until these pub 
As the bill came from the House, it will be seen by the report of the | lands are surveyed they are not subject to taxation by the Ter 
Senate Committee on Appropriations, Report No. 1466, the amount | or State authorities, and if the railroad companies which hay 
i i I 
appropriated for the irrigation survey was $777,500; at least the com- | grants in the West are not now pleading that fact 
mittee recommend that that amount be stricken out from the bill; and Mr. STEWART. We can not hear what the Senator is say 
we have added, as it appears now, to the Land Office an increase of the | I for one should like to hear him. 
sularies of registers of $25,000, and to meet the expenses of protect Mr. VEST. I asked ifit is not the fact that until these pul 
ing timber on the public lands the amount is increased from $100,000 | are surveyed they are not subject to taxation for Territorial or Stat 


1 


to $175,000, making in these two items an increase of $100,000 and purposes, and if the railroad corporations which have such large grant 
an increase in this item of surveys of $400,000, making a total increase | from the Government are not pleading that fact that 





of the bill as it came from the House of $500,000 for the land service. | exempts them until the survey is made and filed here in the Genes 
A reduction was made by the voteof the Senate yesterday of $20,000 | Land Office in order to avoid the payment of taxes. I ask if that h: 








A a 
for the purpose of ascertaining what frauds had been perpetrated and | not been the case | 
so on, leaving a net increase for the Land Office of $480,000 Mr. GORMAN. 7 ‘from Missouri states the case } sely 
The necessity for the survey of the public lands, of course, is per- | as it is. ‘There can be no question, I think, of the fact that until the 


. in 
' 
fectly well understood. Ordinarly this increase of $400,000 would be | survey is made tl 


iose Who own the lands pay no taxes whatever, « 














considered excessive. It istrue that we have five or six new States | very small amount, to any of the Territories or States 
which have been admitted or are soon to be admitted into the Union Mr. TELLER. None whatever 
and with their local State governments and the increased activity of Mr. GORMAN. None whatever, the Senator from Colorado 
the people I trust an increase of population; so that the demands of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Sena 
that office will probably largely increase. It is wise to make proper | Maryland a question. I noticed some time ago 
provision for the survey of those lands, but in doing it you necessarily Mr. GORMAN, If the Senator will t pe I ) { 
must consider this appropriation in connection with the reduction of | answs ) the question of the Senator from Missouri I shall yield to 
the appropriation for the Geological Survey. him. 
By the act of 1888 all lands west of the one hundred and first merid- Mr. JONES, of Arkansa Certainly 
ian that were irrigable were directed to be withdrawn irom settlement Mr. GORMAN, That was one of the considerations, and 
until the Department had completed its survey and located the 1 strong one, I vith every member of the Committee on Ap 
voirs and located the lines cf the ditches for irrigation, on the theory | tions in determining to re end this increase J ler 
that the lands which could be irrigated and which were not to be irri- | ordinary cireamstances wo extraordi id it is now y 
gated by the Government, but by private individuals, ought to be re- | of the condition of the Treasu [ alluded to it not be 
served; and when it was established by the survey that they could be | it is an improper appropriation to be made at t but | 
irrigated, then the theory was that they were to be subdivided into | that the country ought t d d perfectly 1 
small lots of 40 or 80 acres, because they would be immensely more | are reve | lopted in 1588 and sav imens 
valuable. of money in the topograph ind oth 
Now, the Senate commiittee’s proposition is to stop that work. The | department of which Major Pow: 3 the ] 
amendment of the committee means that we are to Mr. ALLE} M k thes 
because in making it a vast territory has been t: Mr. GORMA® Cert 
right of pre-emption and homestead and so on, w! M LLED I { : 1 
stated with great force, has resulted in hardships i: y in the cha t t i Com] i 
stuying the progress of all that country. But we | haps in the others, that they shall be 1 yvense of the ey ¢ 
the various committee amendments are adopted, completely and per- | the lands granted to them, t the ¢ 
fectly, and we go back to the old system of permitting anybody to | for the money advanced in making the 1 
take these lands and occupy them without reference to their futu Mr. GORMAN, =I think there Lap t ( 
value by irrigation. lieve there is no question about it. But tl t é 
Mr. President, this is a great question, which affects an immense | the money appropriated and go « ing pay t 1 rs, ee 
part of our country. There can be no excuse, as [ said a moment ago, | and what not, and it is recouped that the appro 
for this large increase at this time of $400,000 to the Commissipner of | priation is n¢ sary to be made] t ‘ i 
the General Land Office for surveys, unless it has been determined,so | Arkansas. 
far as the recommendations can determine it, that all this country Mr. JONES,of Arkansa M lent, the question I wante 
shall be thrown open and anybody shall occupy the lands under the | the Senator from Mary] the « ission of the Tern 
various acts, taking them regardless of their vaiue, and leaving the | bills here ashort timeagoin the Senate I had occasion to look into the 





question of irrigating them hereafter to be determined by local enter- | sources and antecedents of th: 


rritories, Arizona, New M<e 


prise and without the intervention of the General Government. Wyoming, and Idaho, to some extent, and in the course of that « 
Mr. CARLISLE, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- | ination I saw a charge made in the House of Representatives, | nk 
tion? | by the Delegate from Arizona, that there had not been a an 
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ul t } ) land ofA ona in twelve years. The complaint 
V db no deve in Arizona in that length 
‘ th le pn by I ed to a great extent 
‘ the re of the Government « ers to make a survey in that 
i i WwW 1 ny of the tact iLit seemea to me in connec- 
1 vuld be a proper thing,if that 1s true, that 
l be know nd if there has been « er by want of appropr 
othe ea it ISpel mn ol irveys in Arizona, that 
( y i lied I think that would bea reason wby 
the i be an increased appropnation here, and if the Senator 
kn “A t! j Liat ent is true or not, | hould be glad to be 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam sorry to say that I can not give the informa 
1 ore ires, but I have no doubt generally the state- 
m ( is a 1 When this particularitem of surveys was 
und consideration the Committee on Appropriations had before it the | 
C's } er ot theG eral Land Office, whosestatement will be found 
in ite Report 1466, on page 29. The chairman asked these questions 

al re ved these rep] 

CHAIRMA Ne ] (Commissioner, we find that the House has ap- 
ated “ ‘ I é y ot public lands, and that you have estimated 
* 

Commissioner GRoF! That estimate was made on the best judgment of the 
G al Land ¢ en the estimate was made, 

Phe CHAIRMAN. We are iving a good many requests for particular surveys 
in Washington, Mont sand in the Dakotas. If you had this $200,000 only, 
hiat ouany idea how y« would distribute it? 

Commissioner G vr. Mr. Evans, who bas had charge of the work of ap- 
I nt su give vou the exact figures On the basis of $230,000 we have 
riven to Arizona $5,000, to California $10,000, to Colorado $20,000, to Idaho $10.- 
OO) Minnesota $20,000, to Montana $25,000, to New Mexico $10.000, to North 
Dakota $ WK), to Oregon $10,000, to South Dakota $20,000, to Utah $5,000, to 
Washington $60,000, to Wyoming $10,000; which makes in all $230,000 

Senator Hate. And if you went on $200,000, you would have to cut that 
aowr' 

‘ missioner Grorr. Then we would have to cut down our estimate. 

The CHAIRMAN Of course that $230, 00 is based upon an estimate of $300,000, 
the other $70,000 being used for other purposes. 


Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas can see atonce that 
with that distribution on the basis of $200,000 it will be impossible in 
the States and Territories he indicates to do a great deal of work of 
any sort; 1t would drag along, and we should have the same condition 
of aflairs which we have had for a number of years past. But, as I 
said before, with the condition of the Treasury and in view of what 
has been done heretofore, it would not be proper in my judgment to 
make this great increase but for the fact that it has been determined 
by the committee to reduce almost an equal amount from the appro- 
priations made heretofore for the Geological Survey. Soin considering 
this item we must remember that there is a decrease in the amount 
by the Committee on Appropriations in the bill as it 


~~~ 


House on account of the Geological Survey of $777,000. 
The decrease in the Geological Survey has been on account of the sur- 
veys made necessary to locate the reservoirs and the land for ditches 
and the land that would be irrigated by the waters from the ditches, 
Mr. President, with the permission of the Senate I will insert the 
exact proviso contained in the act of 1888. 
it before me at the moment. It providéd in general terms that all 
the land necessary for reservoirs or ditches, or that could be irrigated 
by the water that would flow into the ditches hereafter to be con- 
hdrawn: All such lands were not subject to 
entries for homestead or other purposes. The results of that legisla- 
tion were that after the Director of the Geological Survey made a pre- 
liminary examination nearly all the territory west of the one hundred 


recommended 
came from the 


true ed, should be wit 


and first meridian was withdrawn, and there is unquestionably astag- 
nation in everything looking to the pre-emption or occupation of those 
ands, That has created a great deal of trouble, great complaint, and 
justly, I think, from the representatives of all those great States and 


from their people. I will ask the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] 
to read the entire provision to which I have referred, as he happens to 
have icin his hand, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 


October 2, 1888, is as follows: 


The clause of the appropriation bill of 
For the purpose of investigating the ext 
United States can be redeemed by i 


other hydraul 


snt to which the arid region of the 
rrigation, and for the selection of sites and 
* works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for ir- 
rigation, and the prevention of floods and overflows, and to make the neces- 
sary maps, including the pay of employés in field and in office, the cost of all 
instruments, apparatus, and materials, and all other necessary expenses con- 
nected therewith, the work to be performed by the Geological Survey, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $100,000 or so much 
thereof as may be necessary ; andthe Director of the Geological Survey, under 
the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, shall makea report to Congress 
on the first Monday in December of each year, showing in detail how the said 
money has been e xpe nded, the amount used for actual surveys and engineer 


w the Held, in locatingsites for reservoirs, and an itemized account of the 
expenditure under this appropriation And a'l land which may hereafter be 
designated or selected by the said United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, 
ditches, or canals for irrigation purposes, and all lands made susceptible of ir- 
rigation by such reservoirs, ditehes, or canals,are from this time henceforth re- 
served from sale as the property of the United States, and shal! not be subject, 


after the passage of this act, to entry, settlement, or occupation until further 
provided by law: P i, Thatthe President may at any time in his discre- 
tion, by proclamation, open any portion or all of the lands reserved by this pro- 


1 


vision to settlement under the homestead laws 


I do not happen to have | 
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Powell, to be found on page 49 of Senate Report 1466, is that under the 
ns of the act that the Senator from Arkansas has just re ad, a 
f it area of 1,200,000 square miles has been withdrawn abso! lute ly, 
allentries have been suspended. I think the Senator from Ne vada [ Mr. 
STEWART], who has given bya sare at great attention, will bear out the 
tatement that within th a he expects after having completed the 
surveys for reservoirs sy 1als that 100,000, 000 acres can be irrigated. 
Director Powell says: 

Director Pow | say it is more than a million, or about 890,000,000 acres, of 
which 100,000,000 acres can ultimately be redeemed Phat means the utilization 


of all the water; that all the streams must be stored so that there is no waste. 


Nrovisi 
provisi 






ln o Ww < we take one district at a time, one hydrographic district, a region 

f intry drained by some stream, and this covers the catchmentarea, the site 
for irrigating works, aud the lands that can be irrigated thereunder within the 
district. Of the 100,000,000 acres that can be irrigated 10,000,000 acres are irri- 
gated, and irrigation works are constructed probably for about 2,000,000 acres 
mor 

senator Hate. Constructed by private enterprise? 

Director PowELL. By private enterprise. I estimated some weeks ago, in 
speaking to the H« » Committee on Appropriations, that 30,000,000 acres of 
these irrigable ion 8 bs ad passed from the hands of the General Government, 


But at tt at time I had not gone over the records of the Land Office. I had de- 


rived that impression from the best information I could get inthe field. As we 


gv on with this work in the field we find what lands are under cultivation and 


what lands are inclosed, etc.; but when we come to examine the records, as we 
are doing now, we find that there is a very much larger proportion of the lands 
that have gone out of the hands of the Genera! Government, and that instead of 
there being only 30,000,000 acres there will be about 45,000,000 to 50,000,000 acres 
that have gone out of the hands of the General Government and into the hands 
of individuals and companies. 

So then, according to Major Powell’s statement, if this work which 
was inaugurated by the act of 1888 were to continue, the reservoirs to 
be selected and the lands to be reserved, there would be 50,000.000 
acres of land that could be utilized and divided ifhis plan were adopted 
by selling in tracts of 40 to 80 acres instead of 160 acres, and so on. 
It would require, as I understand, six years for him to complete the 
work in which he is engaged, and as a matter of course during that 
time the greater portion of these 1,200,000 square miles would be tied 
up and settlements would be ‘prevented. That, I think, is unques- 
tionably the fact. 

Now, the question is presented fairly and squarely, whether his plan 
and the theory of the act of 1888 is a proper one in view of the hard- 
ships and delays which will necessarily arise from the enforcement of 
that act. 

He claims with great force—and that is the impression gathered from 
other quarters aside from Major Powell—that this vast territory can not 
be used except by the utilization of the water of the reservoir sites, that 
if they are permitted to pass out of the control of the Government and 
into the hands of organizations and cor mpanies which have been formed 
and are now being formed it is likely that a few persons or a tew cor- 
porations will practically control this immense domain in violation of 
aspiritofourland laws. Surely that presentsa very serious question. 
Looking at it dispassionately, with no local interests surrounding me 

(because we are all more or Jess controlled by the interests of our people 
at home), I affirm here to-day that I think there is great danger that 
that may be so. 

I believe that abuses of that sort have crept in in the past, and I fear 
that they will be multiplied if the provisions of this bill are adopted 
as reported to the Senate. And yet, on the other hand, as a member 


| of the Committee on Appropriations and of the subcommittee which 


| considered this bill, beginning my investigation with the firm belief 


Mr. GORMAN, Now, Mr. President, the statement of Director | 


from what had occurred two years ago that the policy which is now 
being pursued was the proper one, I was compelled from the evidence 
coming from all sources, from the representatives of this great country 
west of us which is embraced within this area, and from information 
which came to the committee from outside, to conclude that the delay, 
the trouble which those people were undergoing, the retarding of set- 
tlement, the paralyzing of all those great communities, were matters 
to be considered, and that probably it would be much better for the 
country and for the Government that the honest individual settler who 
is outside of the control of these corporations should temporarily be 
deprived of the power and right to occupy these lands rather than to 
stay development and prevent the progress of these new States which 
require so much at the hands of this Government. Hence it was that 
I came to the conclusion reluctantly, and with full knowledge of the 
possible abuses which may occur, that under all the circumstances itis 
probabiy wiser and better for all interests that we shall increase the 
appropriation three times for the survey of the public lands, as we have 
proposed, and open up all the lands for settlement under the various 
acts, rather than to take the chances upon the completion of this sur- 


| vey in the way it has been heretofore prosecuted. 


Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland if 
he has any evidence that there is any intention on the part of any cor- 
poration to seize the water in this western country. The Senator is 
quite well aware that they can not seize the land interests. Does he 
know of any movement to appropriate the waters in the arid regions ? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Texas [Mr. ReaGan] I khow 
can answer that question better than I can, and I ask him to do it. 
He has given the matter great consideration. 

Mr. President, I subscribe to and I indorse in the main the general 
propositions submitted by my honorable friend from Texas [Mr. Rra- 
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GAN] I believe that if that general plan cpuld be carried out wit t i ha 
some modifications, it would be a great thing for the country I ‘ 
lieve that the h story of irrigation everywhere will show tha 
only be successtully and economically acco ed by es 
men aiong the iineo!l t strea 1D yin const 
| ing their « 1 works I think it ) 
missioner of the Gene Land Office i : 
when this act shall h vassed, do not ta i 
anil 1 hand and cont: is they can in irg 
, : : 1 oe ; ‘ 
: which wili anquest ably attempt to sel it is \ 
; great section of 1,200,000 square miles, 
Mr. REAGAN. It was -he f that i als wo ‘ t 
; water supply and render the land valueless to settlers except at 1 Now 
pleasure that caused, I take it, the enactment « the act of t 
October, 18%%, setting apart free from location the waters, t ti Larte 
; and the lands also. a fair 
A There can be no doubt, with full knowledge of the great | f that cana v ( ! $ 
; waters in that region, that the moment this act is repealed th 
be seized by the persons who know where they exist. So I take it no | elgn ca 
one who is familiar with the condition of that country dou! t tid ! 
that the water privileges are of such great value that they will ipa 
seized at once. acre for a perpetual w ry ’ done t 
I state further, Mr. President, that I am advised that notwithst i their fa 3s fort t. Ww ‘ I : : 
ing the passage of the act of October 2, L883, very many compan depen 
have been organized and arrangements have been made for gettin Witered b 
possession of the water, the land. and the ditches since the passaze of W het 
that law. The report of the minority of the comm e show ‘ 
there have been thirty-threesuch corporations organized in the Territory | owne 
of New Mexico alone since the passage of thatlaw, and I understand that a 
such organizations extend throughout the other States and Territories e mortga 
in the arid region to a greater or less extent. While I would not un- | oper sof the irrigat ( 
dertake to point out the individuals who are to take possession of t on these mortgages unt \ t 
waters if the act setting them apart from location until they paid t ‘ ire a lic 
to be utilized under the provisions and for the purposes of the act of | gage where they | ‘ ney 
188%, I take it no one can doubt that they will at once be utilized, and ihe Senato ked ttl ! y 
when utilized the lands which might be irrigated trom them b ind y } f 
valueless, in the hands of any one except the owner of the water, or if ‘ } ) 
4 not valueless, at least they can only be utilized by paying such ] S l d 
: as may be required for the use of the water by which they are ‘ Mr IN ES, « 
‘ utilized. ‘a the « u 
§ Mr. TELLER. Mr. President ire a nu 
3 Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If the Senator will yield one moment | to Stat Is tt 
G to me I will read what was presented bythe committee taken from t M Ld ; 
official report of Governor P: . which seems to be a direct answer | since t i 
3 to the question of the Senator from Colorado. Governor Prince. of | and bonds wet 
New Mexico, in his official report made certain statements wh ’ Mr. JONES, of A in 
extracted by the report made by a subcommittee, of which t é half page the t 1 ta ‘ 
tor from Texas, the Senator from Maryland, and I were embet ry the ¢ mittee « rT 
They are as follows: Mr. STEW 
: aT : Mr. TELLER. Certain 
a ; A li t is subjoined of the « por at ms formed for purposes of rrigati« ST JONES fA — teat . \T ) 
, Ing the single year ending Septembe: issv The most portant op ‘ . ‘ A ALTR 
3 now in progress are those of the Pecos Irrigation and Investn t Company i wa cal 1 
i the valley of the Pecos, i iscompany ist ¥ constru ngt ~ ‘ 
3 the first being 4) miles long, 35 feet wide at the bottom, and carrying 7 fe 
io water. and t ther 45 miles below, being no less thar mile 45 fect Mr. TEI \ 
wide at the bottom, and also carrying 7 feet of water I se A ) ' 
by the Pecos, the flow cf which is calculated to “ 
The ening space is to be supplied by imn is “ 
: aré ess of construction; one being 1}! s ree ‘ , the w 
fn w 12 feet deep; one 1? miles long, 1 mile wide, and 18 feet de« i oe ae 
the largest, whicti merits the name o ke, being 7} m slong se wile : 
and 40 feet deep This vast work will cost about $1,000,000, and it is ex ed : = . 
to irrigate between 200 000 and 300,000 acres of land | 
what New Me » will produc hen her in ense acre +5 4 ; 
brought under cultivation thro enterprises of this ‘ 
: Then follows a long list of companies which he names as having ees 
a organized within the twelve months preceding the Ist day of Septem- Tue Cuaseman. sa 
3 ber of the last year. righ 
4 Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me to say a word, I ha oe 
had some experience and some observation connected with tl oa 7 
companies. 
{ New England insurance company expended ia the State of Colo { f ‘ ‘ ila 
rado about $3,000,000 in building irrigating canals he pres t | t} one { 
of the company told me not long since that they would be Li< 
to take 50 cents on the dollar for the mon they had oO 
simply because these Western communities reserve to themsely ate 
right to control the water absolutely, and any company go i the Mr. TI 
Western country to build an irrigating canal goes there subje ) 
control of the communities. In the State of ( rado. where ” 
have been more irrigating canals built than in any other, pro , Cal- i ) 
ifornia not excepted, the constitution of the State pro that t to 
people own the water, and I want to say by way of parenthesis that I | « 


. , 
understand some Senators think the United States t { high fo . t t 


i owns the W r. 


That is a great mistake. The United States has no control over t 


water of the non-navigable streams. That jurisdiction b g ) i di ¢ 1. u! 

States. ull t um yit ) 
The constitution of the State of Colorado provided for its absolute | come under t t ‘ ‘ 

control, and that was the law before the constitution was adopted. Un- | nal su l is dite ‘ I 

der the Territorial legislation the county commissioners of every county | land with the v rights attached at a pretty lar J 
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then they sold to farmers the right to buy water which in some in- | uable to the Government of the United States because it enables it to 
stances was for land lying immediately in the neighborhood of Denver. | sell its land, valuable to the people of the United States because it 

hey paid up to $30 an acre, and in some instances to $50. The | enables them to get homes in a desirable climate, in a desirable valley, 
Legislature passed a law saying that was not to be done hereafter, and | is held up by what I consider a misconstruction of the statute of 1888; 
that no farmer was obliged to buy the right to use water; that if he | and it affects not only that valley but all of the arid region which has 
a nied of this canal company the right to buy water and pay a rea- 


to he 


up ny @ COT 


sonable im fixed by the co inty commissioners each year, the 
the company contending that 
; he paid so much per acre for the priv- 
The canal company conte sted that construction of the 
and the matter went into the courts, and the courts sus 


law ifter that the companies were compelled, as long 


; 4 J 
ip led to sell to him, 


1 , 
Ssnoto rhigee d to sell unl 


ilege of buyiny. 


‘ 


constitution, 
tained the 


oO i 


is they had any water to sel), to sell it to anybody who paid the rate | stream some reservoirs might be built at a good deal of expense, reser- 
fixed by the Legislature. There was some gross abuse under that, no | voirs that will not be built for many years, and the Government has ns 
doubt; and yet Iam told by those who profess to know that the canal | selected one or two sites for reservoirs at the head of the Arkansas ' 


ompany did not after all make any money out of the scheme. 
cheme has entirely broken down, and nobody pretends now that it is 
n existence in the State of Colorado. 

Mr. JONES, of A I thought the statement was made at the 


ime time, if the Senator will excuse me 


rkansas 


passed nevertheless the people had never been able to get water from 
the company unless they made an arrangement satisfactory to the ditch 
company ; 
were spent, nobody got water as the result at last. 

Mr. TELLER. There was a gentleman before that committee when 
e Senator was there whohad carried on that litigation—a Dr. Wheeler, 
who IT understand had suecesstully carried iton. The only way that 
he company could avoid selling the water was upon the theory that 
they had not any water, and of course in a little while they had ex- 
hausted their water, the statute being that those who had first pur- 
chased water might have had a right to purchase the next year, which 
is un equitable provision, as everybody must see, that a man having 
once purchased water of the ditch company should be allowed to pur- 
use again; otherwise, if they could prefer somebody else, he might he 
ft without any water at all. 

These questions of thedistribution of water have been the most diffi- 
cult questions that have been presented to society wherever water has 
heen used for irrigating purposes. 
in A where 
tem grown 


irrigation is extensive, there has for many years a sys- 
up of equities which we have adopted in this Western coun- 
ind itis utterly futile to talk about Congress passing any laws 
upon this subject to meet the case. They can only be met by the men 
on the ground who are familiar with the necessities of the case, and 
this question of the use of water must be left entirely to the States 
and to the neighborhoods that use the water. We have neither the 
experience nor the knowledge of the subject to enable us to legislate 
upon it; and here I want to say a word now about the Pecos Valley. 

\ gentleman whom I happen to know, a capitalist, who was resid- 
ing in Colorado temporarily as I understand, and some gentlemen went 
to work and went down into the Pecos Valley, in New Mexico, a val- 
ley as absolutely barren as any in that country, utterly worthless for 
agricultural purposes except for the water put upon it, and expended, 
and I hold in my hand a dispatch received this morning in which they 

ay they have expended $700,000 and they will have to expend at least 
$300,000 more. When they announced that they were going to irri- 
wate this valley there was no way that they could become the owners 
of the land. It was not in the neighberhood of Mexican grants, it was 
| the neighborhood of Government lands, A great number of people 

ent in there from all sections of the United States (for it is a most 
desirable region in which to live, there is no doubt; it has a good soil, 
t most excellent climate, producing everything that can be produced 


try 


That | 


that although this law was | 


and although they might bring suits and years of litigation | 


In the old countries in Europe and 


been spoken of as 1,200,000 square miles. 

Mr. President, if this is a proper construction and it is contin- 
ued there is not an acre of land in the State of Colorado that can be 
taken by a settler. In the Arkansas Valley, one of the most fertile 
valleys in the West, the people there have probably exhausted all the 
ditches already constructed and in course of construction all the water 
that na‘urally flows into the Arkansas River. On the head of this 


River, reservoirs that if built the water would irrigate probably four 
| or five thousand acres of land at the most. Having so selected the 
sites the Secretary of the Interior thereupon withdraws from the oper- 
ation of the settlement laws all the land within that great valley and 
for 200 miles below this reservoir, which, if built, could not irrigate 
the hundredth part of it; all the land is withdrawn from the opera- 
tions of the settlement laws and the people who have lived, some of 
them six and seven years upon their lands, who only went to make 
their homestead entries a few years ago find themselves met with the 
statement that the whole of that areais withdrawn, and that their en- 
tries are to be canceled. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Senator from Colorado whether that 
withdrawal was under the provisions of the sundry civil bill? 

Mr. TELLER. The withdrawal was under the provision that found 
its way into the sundry civil bill passed in 1888. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no other statute for it? 

Mr. TELLER. There is nootherstatute, and nobody supposed there 
would be any such construction put upon that statute. Ido not want 
to find fault with the construction put upon it by the Department, be- 
cause those are matters of discretion and judgment, but it does seem 
to me that it is a misconstruction, as I have belore stated. 

The statute says that the reservoirs shall be reserved, that the ditch 
| lines shall be reserved, and the land susceptible of irrigation from these 
reservoirs made susceptible of settlement, shall be reserved. I under- 
stood, and everybody understood, and I think the committee under- 
stood at the time, that it meant if a reservoir was big enough to irri- 
gate a thousand acres a ditch line should be run, and the thousand acres 
designated as being capable of being irrigated from that reservoir, and 
only those acres, were to be withdrawn. Nobody anticipated that land 
lying 200 miles below it, irrigated from other streams and from afflu- 
ents flowing into the main stream, could be withdrawn. 

The construction put upon this statute is the most harmful and op- 
pressive of any construction that has ever been put upon any statute 
in the history of this country. It practically has said to the people of 
all that region of Western Kansas and Western Nebraska—and here is 
a map which has been put up in the Senate Chamber showing that it 
| is an area containing more than half of the arable lands of the United 
| States. 
|} Mr. ALLISON. 
square miles, 

Mr. TELLER. One million three hundred and fifty thousand square 
miles, the Senator trom Iowa says, in which the settlement laws are 
suspended. That may seem to some people to mean nothing. Some 
people may think that there is not hardship and suffering and distress 
growing out of that, but nine-tenths of the men who go upon the pub- 
lic lands are poor men. I have seen the settlement of the western 


One million three hundred and fifty thousand 


} in that latitude), and took up under the desert-land act hundreds.of | country myself, with my own eyes, and I know whereof I speak when 
} thousands of acres of land. I say that 99 per cent. of the men who go upon the public lands go 
: These people went on expecting to irrigate their lands from this ditch | there to make honest homes, and go there to toil and labor, and go 
; company, purchasing water from the ditch company. ‘They were al- | there in poverty. 
; lowed to enter their lands, to pay the quarter of a dollar an acre, and Mr. President, itis hard enough to settle a new country. No man 
: to enter into contract with this-ditch company for their water for the | who has not lived in a new country knows what it costs to settle anew 
a purpose of complying with the provisions ofthe statute, which requires | country. Noman knows the deprivations of pioneer settlement who 
; that there should be an absolute watering of the land before they got | has not taken part in it. Nobody knows the tax that is put upon those 
title, and within the last year, and not until within the last year, | people to build school-houses and churches and roads and all the appli- 
; really not until within the last few months, in that section has there | ances of civilization and culture. If there was ever a people on the face 
: heen any suspicion that their titles were not absolutely perfect, that of the earth who needed and deserved the kindly assistance of the Gov- 
: they were not going on in accordance with the statute, and recently | 


they have been notitied that all of their entries have been held for 
cancellation. The ditch company find themselves with an extensive 
ditch which is of great value tothe community, from which they can 
«derive no revenue whatever because the people can get no title to the 
land and consequently have no use for the water. 

The people who have gone in there to make themselves homes in 
that fertile valley find themselves in the condition that they can make 
no title to the lands. It is amost deplorable condition. The Govern- 
ment has never put a surveyor on the Pecos that Iam aware of. No 
reservoir has ever been established, no reservoir has ever been sought 
or looked for, and no reservoir is needed so far as this water is con- 
cerned, They are taking the natural water and not going beyond the 
usual amount of water in the stream, and a legitimate enterprise val- 


ernment it is the people who go out upon the public lands to make 

| themselves homes. They are compelled, in a great majority of cases, 
to borrow the money with which to start their farms. They are com- 

| pelled to borrow the money with which to get their teams, in many 
cases to get their houses built on their land, to pay for their land. 

Not long since I met a gentleman from the West who told me that 
| about two hundred families had gone into the arid region, believing they 
| were within what is called the rain belt. They had builta village, they 

had organized a community, and they had taken up and improved 
more than a hundred farms. Upon many of these farms they had built 
comfortable houses, some of them stone, some of them of wood, painted 
and fixed up in good condition. They putincrops. They spent three 
years there trying to make homes. Unable to get their titles from the 
Government of the United States, they were unable to borrow a single 
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they could get their titles; the whole community last year moved « 
and not asingle human being remained in a village of mere t 


dollar from anybody; men were willing to lend them money provided 


hundred houses and a community that had a hundred farms 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. TELLER. Inaminute. Last fall the rain that Lin tl 
section of country indicated to any man familiar with the country tha 
if those people had continued there another year, owing to the rains 
that have fallen last fall and this year, they ild have made crops 


there this year, and they could have saved their homes. Now | 
listen to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to ask the Senator if the construction put 
by the Interior Department upon that appro] h 
homestead and other land-entry laws are repealed or that they 
merely suspended. 

Mr. TELLER. IlRepealed, as I understand. 

Mr. MORGAN, Entirely repealed 

Mr. TELLER. Entirely repealed. 

Mr. REAGAN. There are no words of repeal, but by the operation 
of the law the entries would be suspended. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no suspension of the law. It is eith 
pealed or it is in force. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was going to ask if there was any limit to the 
suspension. If there is no lim?t to it, of course it is a repeal. 

Mr. TELLER. It is repeal. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CocKRELL in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. The point I want to bring out is this: I understand 
it to be correct that the proposed suspension operates really as a repeal 
for the reason that there is no time fixed within which the suspension 
is to cease. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The language of the act is 

Reserved from sale as the property of the United States 
ect, after the passage of this act, to entry, settlement, or 
ther provided by law. 

Mr. MORGAN. This is a repeal. 

Mr. TELLER. That is, of course, a repeal. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is another proviso that I will read 

Provided, That the President may at any time, in his discretion, by pro 


mation, open any portion or all of the lands reserved by this provision to set- 
tlement under the homestead laws, 


and sha 1i0t be sub 


occupatic untii fur 


Mr. TELLER, That is an absolute repeal, because, as the Senator 
from Alabama says, there is no limit. 

Mr. President, these people, by the thousands and by the tens of 
thousands, have been notified that their entries were held for cancella 
tion. Iam told by a Senator sitting by my side [Mr. CAsEy] that 
there are more than one hundred thousand, but that comes from the 
Land Office. 

Now I call attention to the hardship of the community to which I 
just referred. I believe it this rule had not been applied the bankers 
who are willing to lend money would have taken chances that there 
was only an extraordinary drought in that section of the country and 
that rains would come and beneficent showers would ultimately be 
found there to make it a fertile region, I believe the settlers could 
have borrowed money of the bankers, who were willing to join with 
them in taking the risk, and this year there would have been a profit- 
able and prosperous settlement where now there is desolation alone. 
These people must borrow money on their claims, but they can not do 
it with this held over them. 

Mr. MORGAN. i desire to ask the Senator one question. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the Senator whether this law. which 
appears to have repealed all the iand-entry laws within a very vast 
area of the United States, had ever gone before the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. TELLER. I will say that it not only ever went before the 
Committee on Pablic Lands, but ne committee ever 
would have such a construction put upon it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It wasthe work of a conference committee. 

Mr. TELLER. It was put in, as I understand, in conferen 
body, I think, connected with it on either side dreamed that that con- 
struction could be put upon it. 

I was going on to say, when interrupted by the Senator, that tl 
settlers must borrow money on their homesteads. I think it issafeto 


dreamed that it 


ce, 


say that the great majority of men who go out on the frontier become 


the debtors of somebody in a little while. It is to their advantage. 
If a man can borrow two or three hundred dollars he enters his land 


with it, or, if he has enough to enter his land, he borrows a little 


money with which to start his farm. Prosperity follows these loans. 


They are not loans of which complaint can be made, because they are 


small loans, very little money being loaned on a new piece of land. 
The settler goes on, makes a home, pays off his debt, and either 1 


re- 


mains on it himself or whensomebody comes along who has more money | the plain lan 
than he has, he turns it over and goes on and looks for another piece. | Secretaries of the Interior, the present Secre 
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their homes and render them simply squatters on the public lands and 
liable to be put off or proset uted for tre } ri { b ] 
Mr. GORMAN obtained the floor 
Mr. REAGAN, lIask the Senator from Maryland if h ’ d 
to me to make a response to the Senator from Colorad 
Mr. GORMAN. Iwill doso with pleasure, and take the floor later on. 


Mr. REAGAN, I do not propose, Mr. President, to tax the court- 


he Senate or the Senator from Maryland under such circum- 
his question. That will 
7 


come up later on, when we regularly reach the provisions of the bill 


auces as to go int 


ya general discussion of 


which bring it up. But I do desire to call attention to two points 
made by the Senator from Colorado[ Mr. TELLER]. The first is the fact 
that as to the places of which the Senator speaks, on the Pecos River, 


in New Mexico, by his own statement since the passage of the act of 
October 2, 1888, the people, in the face of that law, and in violation of 
it, have undertaken those large schemes of building extensive ditches 
and taking up the land under the desert-land act. Upon such astate- 
ment is predicated the appeal which the Senator has made in behalfof 
men who, in defiance of law and in the face of law, proceed with these 
large investments and the appropriation of a large amount of land. 
Next to that I desire to call attention to what he 


I 


+} 


speaks of as an ex 
t of 1888, and there seemed to be 


other quarters that that act was of doubtful construc- 


traordinary construction of the 


intimations from 
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we have the opinion of the Attorney-General and of an Assistant At- 


torney-General, and yet it seems that the language of that statute 1s to 
} lds of 


be as of doubttal construction. 

When we see a case of doubt attempted to be built upon such astate- 
ment of fact as this I think it is well to look further than the statement 
ol doubt, ind to see where the doubt springs irom. Bat that I do not 
propose to go into now 

Now, sir, in addition to this, early after the passage of this act the 
land officers throughout that region were notified of the facts of the 


reservation of this land, and instead of its just coming to the knowl- 
edge of the people recently that this notification was made, they have 
long since been officially notified through the various land offices in 
that region of this reservation 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. KEAGAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to read from a dispatch 
received from a gentleman whom I kuow to be entirely reliable’? 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. 

Mr. TELLER. It was received by a gentleman this morning, who 
handed it to me, and one of similar import was also sent tome. Re- 
ferring to the Pecos Valley, the dispatch says: 


I 


No reservoir sites have ever been located. Twohundred thousand acres have 
been entered under the provisions of the desert-land act by thousands of peo- 
le from nearly every State, who have gone there to make permanent homes, 
Until the late ruling of the Attorney-General we never had a suspicion that 
said act would be made to apply to the Pecos Valley, where the Government 
has not expended a dolar or designated a reservoir site. The receiver of the 
loca! land office has never been instructed to refuse entry, and even now is re- 
ceiving money and issning receipts in the usual form. Fully 150,000acres were 
entered, as to which neither Powell nor any one else claimed that the entries 
were illegal. 


Mr. REAGAN. Whenwe are told that a company that has spent 
$700,000 in engaging in an important public work did so in violation of 
law and did not know what the law was, it is ahard draught upon our 
credulity. Is it possible that a company going into a country and in- 
vesting what must be more than a million of dollars, having already 
spent seven hundred thousand and odd dollars on land to which they 
had no title, on land to which they expected to obtain title, did so 


without knowing under what law or under what authority they were | 


to obtain titles to that land ? 

Are we asked to believesuch astatement? I donot know the author 
of that dispatch, and I did not come prepared to show the dates of the 
instructions from the Interior Department with reference to the reser- 
vation of this land, but I will endeavor to have those dates before we 
go much further with the discussion, and I expect to show that, pursu- 


ant to this act, in due and reasonable time the necessary notices were | 


sent to the various land offices. The idea that officers of the Land 
Office in the face of those instructions are now going on to receive en- 
tries is incredible, if it is not impossible to contemplate the idea that 
in violation of law, in violation of instructions, men are going on to 
receive entries. I do not believe one word of it, and I think we may 
soon obtain evidence from the Land Office showing the utter falsity of 
that statement. 

Mr. President, some inconvenience undoubted|y arose from the setting 
apart of this land and its reservation from sale and appropriation un- 
der the various then existing laws. Was it done asa mete piece of idle 
and thoughtless conduct by the two Houses of Congress? When they 
passed the joint resolution of March 20, 188, the act of October 2, 1888, 
and the act of March 2, 1889, have they through mere idle adventure 
and thoughtless conduct passed three several acts of Congresssolemnly 
through the two Houses without reason, without discussion, without 
consideration, and without a purpose except to inflictinjury upon the 
country. for that seems to be assumed? Is that so? Was there a rea- 
son for this action of Congress ? 

Chere was that vast region represented between the red lines on this 
map before us, containing by estimation 1,200,000 square miles, 800,- 
000,000 acres of land and more; and 1,000,900 of acres of that land is 
estimated to be irrigable land by surveys and explorations that are 
more or less to be relied upon, 

Now, at this point we meet the question, the irrigable lands of that 
country without water are substantially valueless; with water they 
become much more valuable than our arable lands in the East, where 
we have rain and do not use irrigation, because of the abundance and 
certainty o! the crops which they produce, and the number of crops 
per annum they produce by having water whenever they want it, es- 
pecially in the southern portions of that region. It was then known, 
and I presume there is not a Senator here who does not know the fact, 
that the water supplies throughout that country were being seized and 
appropriated by individuals, and when so appropriated the land be- 
came value ess except in the hands of the owner of the water supply, 
or if held by others outside of the water supply they were largely at 
the mercy of the men who owned the water supplies. 

Now, then, this vreat fact in relation to a region of 1,200,000 square 
miles of territory, capable under a proper policy of sustaining millions 
of prosperous and happy people, was to have its settlement retarded, 
its occupation by homesteaders and other cultivators of the soil ar- 
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rested, for what? In order to enable a few individuals and corpora- 
tions to seize the water supply, appropriate it to themselves, and ar- 
rest the settlement of that country for the next half of a century at 
least. To prevent this the joint resolution of March 20, 1888, was 
passed by the two Houses of Congress, which I wil! read 


Whereas a large portion of the unoccupied public lands of the United States 
ated within what is known as the arid region and now utilized only for 
grazing purposes, but much of which, by means of irrigation, may be rendered 
as fertile and productive as any land in the world capable of supporting a large 





population, thereby adding to the national wealth and prosperity; 

hereas all the water flowing during the summer months in many of the 
streams of the Rocky Mountains, upon which chiefly the husbandman of the 
plains and the mountain valleys chiefly depends for inoisture for his crops, has 


| been appropriated and is used for the irrigation of lands contiguous thereto, 


whereby a comparatively small area has been reclaimed; and 
Whereas there are many natural depressions near the sources and along the 


| courses of hese streams which may be converted into reservoirs for the storage 





iter which during the winter and spring seasons flows through 
e streams, from which reservoirs the water there stored can be drawn and 


of the surpius w 


} conducted through properly constructed canals at the proper season, thus bring- 


ing large areas of land into cultivation. and making desirable much of the pub- 
lic land for which there is now no demand. 

You see a reason assigned by Congress for what it was doing, which 
was to make land available and desirable for settlement, for which 
there was in its then condition no demand: 

Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior, by means of the Director of 
the Gevlogical Survey, be, and he is hereby, directed to make an examination of 
that portion of the arid regions of the United States where agriculture is car- 
ried on by means of irrigation, as to the natural advantages for the storage of 
water for irrigating purposes with the practicability of constructing reservoirs, 
togei her with the capacity of the streams and the cost of construction and capac- 
ity of reservoirs, and such other facts as bear on the question of storage of water 
for irrigating purposes ; and that he befurther directed to report to Congress as 
soon as practicable the result of such investigation. 

That report was made, and was followed by the act of October 2, 
188, providing for a system which looked to the utilization of that 
water, and which looked to the utilization of the arid land for small 
settlements, to be occupied by families, instead of large quantities of 
it being taken up by single individuals. 

Mr. TELLER. WijJl the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator trom Texas yield ? 

Mr. REAGAN, Fora question, 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say to the Senator from Texas that I 
draughted and introduced the joint resolution passed March 28, 1888, of 
which he speaks, and I certainly did not contemplate any condition 
like that which now exists. 

Mr. REAGAN. That subject being now upI wish the Senator 
would stick to the original idea about it. It might have blessed the 
country if he had. When under that joint resolution and the report 
the question came up before the Senate for action, I believe I offered 
the amendment myself requiring the reservation of the water and the 
jand for the ditches from being taken up by private entry or sale, so 
that the water should be kept uncontrolled for the benefit of the peo- 
ple who might have the land. That was incorporated in the Senate’s 
bill and went to the other House, and there the House of Representa- 
tives added a provision that the land liable to be irrigated under pro- 
visions of the act should also be reserved. 

Mr. President, why was all this? It was in order to make the irri- 
gable lands of that vast region of country available as homes for actual 
settlers, and to keep it out of the hands of speculators, syndicates, and 
corporations. Even without reference to syndicates and corporations, 
an individual under the laws then in force could take up 1,120 acres. 
Under the desert-land act, the homestead act, and the timber-culture 
act, a single individual could take up a large part of that land. Com- 
mon experience has shown, and the select committee of the Senate 
charged with the investigation of that question last summer bad ample 
opportunity to verify that experience by personal inspection and ob- 
servation, that irrigated lands possessed by individuals could only be 
cultivated in small quantities. 

It was demonstrated to us by personal inspection and observation that 
men and families with 10 and 20 acres of irrigated land were making 
comfortable homes and good livings. 1f men owned 320 acres of Jand 
they would have to employ an immens« force to manage the applica- 
tion of water to the soil, for it is a matt r that requires special experi- 
ence and skill to use the water so as to |:ave enough, and not have too 
much, and to avoid waste. Soitis found in practical experience where 
we have an irrigated country that people settle on smal) bodies of land 
and have more like the advantages of villages and towns than ordinary 
country settlement, because they can have school-houses, churches, 
stores, and shops ot all kinds, and all the conveniences of towns and 
villages, and yet live the rural life that belongs to the cultivation of 
irrigated lands. There can be no question that with 20 or 40 acres of 
land well tilled and occupied in that irrigable country a man has a 
larger fortune than he would have with a thousand acres of land in our 
ordinary lands where we depend upon the rains alone. So it will be 
seen how important it is to utilize this land for actual settlers. 

When once provision is ‘made for irrigating these lands they become 
very valuable. Both the majority of the committee in its report and 
the minority of the committee in its report state that these lands are 
worth from $25 to $200 an acre. The Select Committee on Irrigation 
took a great deal of testimony on that subject, and examined the prod- 
uct of the soil, and the character of its product, and the production of 
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the cereals, of vegetables, of fruits, and all the products of thes 
and we found in taking testimony that the lund was valued o!t 
$300 id $ 0 i than ot a ‘ i i >S 
acre and as high as $1 i cre, 0 S wit t relere 
ti ‘ | season series ps raise pon l 
year li itest po t in lee 
5 Mr. P1 3 trespa [ think ) r up 
the Senator irom Maryland. 
Mr. GORMAN. Go ahead. 
3 Mr. REAGAN. The owners of is land can make a most ¢ 5 
Sp ulation by gettir , possess hot it. Lor in ’ ce pal ur ; \ 
possession of the water supply. Ittakes the desert-land law, t} t 
culture law, the homestead law. It takesthe number of perso ) 
¥ are used tor the purpose of getting 1,120 acres each and secur t | 
land. Then, if they do not have one dollar in money, there is } } 3 
of capital ready and anxious to be invested in such things tha 
take one-fourth of that land and make the balance worth $2 a 
* acre. f 
a I can not banish from my mind the belief that in bringing the re- 
2 lentless war upon the policy of distributing that land among actual | t tit ’ 
settlers, the purpose is to seize it, and make vast fortunes for indi- ic OF r ner 
% viduals and companies and corporations and syndicates. \ great reaso ( 
f The act setting apart this land it is said worked a hard So it | of that arid region there a ul 
did; and it seems to me that in its terms it was too sweeping. When | burned up by t sof thou es, W ut 
we come to the point of acting upon it, if we can exclude the latter | tothat country. It was tho 
part of the amendment to the paragraph beginning at line 16, on page | tricts would have 1 
54, and strike out that which follows the word ‘* meridian,’’ in line | destruction than y 4 t 
19, I propose to overcome the real hardship by offering an amend- | ervation they would preserve in that way th it 
ment, which if Senators are anxious to relieve the inconveniences th eral irrigation districts, f } et i 
grew out of this act they shall have full opportunity to relieve; they | nuded of timber the water supply is reduce 
a shall at least have the opportunity of doing it or refusing to doit; and Under the proposed | pro 1 is : { i 
that amendment is to add alter the word ‘* meridian:’’ | Stateor Territory where these districts are situated 
Provided, That in all cases where entries, locations, or settlements of the pub hall be appointed, with an overseer; that tim! — 
. lic lands have been made in conformity with the existing law, prior to the be appointed, and persons appoint l to p le pastura . 
: passage of the act of October 2, 1838, making appr »priations for sundry civil ex- | jptended to make each of the rr ition districts an independent. s 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, which pr RP 1 pe as , ‘ C ; Se I 
vides for investigating the extent to which the arid region of the United States | BOVETHINE body under t " tate and of the t 3 
may be redeemed by irrigation, etc., persons making such entries, locstions, or giving it the contro is ite inder the laws « the | te 3 
settlements are hereby authorized to perfect the titles and obtain patents for ind of the s« ral Sta t j V { 
the same, any law to the contrary notwithstanding ' nehliiew eriths ; ‘ 2 tia ‘ a 
4 | i ipa 
. Mr. ALLISON. That is to say, where the settlement was inaugu- | that these peoy ‘ vu 1 sett yal 
rated or instituted before the actof October 2, 1888. Is that the idea? | I know it, Mr. Presid from per x perien mm havi 
; Mr. REAGAN. I did not hear the Senator’s question. | veyed among hostile ius a large ( 
Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator intend by that proviso to say | ing settled almos | ‘ ‘ 
that all inchoate entries prior to October, 1883, or since that time shall | lived for some years 1 Lr 
be periected ? er country I ow W { ) 
Mr. REAGAN. Prior to that time, is the purpose I have in view. | derstand what their incon ve i 
The act is construed to reserve the entire territory, and it is held, and | pathize with them all throug 
probably correctly, that inchoate titles are under the control of the The view that I have in reterence to th » de 
political authority. If that be trne, which I think it is, then the | for the promotion of the interests « tual settlers, f ‘ em 
parties who had made entries, purchases, and locations at the time ) | 3 irriga everal « 
this act was passed, but had not proceeded so far as to perfect their | steads, where they can surround themselv« th t ‘ ) i 
titles, may be embarrassed in the perfection of their titles. densely populated comm ty id where they can enje . 
The purpose which I have in viewin the amendment which I intend | ings of local se vernmenta rt ‘ 
to offer at the proper time is to provide that all those who so settled, | ot! it rich soil ret the use ¢ ay be 
purchased, or obtained inchoate titles previous to the act of October 2, | plied te 
1882, shall have the right to go on and perfect those titles. M } lt 
With that being done, we have then another view which follows it. pending one dol 1 t e t ‘ 
; The Director of the Geological Survey stated before the committee that | at their own expense ry tion re¢ t ? 
& of the 100,000,000 acres of land supposed to be irrigable in the arid re- I : the Senat 
x gions some forty or fifty million acres had already been appropriated ows I ; 
by private parties. The amount seemed to be estimated at about all } ide pow ( dist 
@ 45,000,000 acres, leaving about 55,000,000 acres subject to the provis- ol e comm itte 1 ar vy 1 
is ions of this legislation. ‘ \ 1 powe i t 
The legislation so far is merely tentative. It contemplates the ne- ow to t ( 
cessity for other legislation unless the surveys shall be made and the | I ) lt a ‘ 
land proclaimed subject to entry by the President of the United States. | common la as the é { 4 
The Director of the Geological Survey informed the committee that | borrowing 1 ey to lt ‘ I 
about 30.000,000 acres of this irrigable land were about ready for the | cor tion to dt t 
Bre President to make his procl imation opening it to *ttlems« nt. Pome t irom creating 
i portion of that, however (and the portion was not ceitainly known, | i t th co 
d because the investigation had net been completed to the extent toshow s i 
exactly what it was), is held by private parties. So there would not done. Soin th va 
CA be 30,000,000 acres liable to be taken up less the amount within that le the wat rt row In | : ! 
‘ area that had been previously appropriated. So very soon the President ve an arrang al 
ean proclaim that 30,000,000 re:dy for settlement. The Director « ain ool a : 
the Survey advised the committee that within this year 15,000,000 acres | tl tent of 
more o! that land might be proclaimed open to a settlement by t to rt i 
President. So there is some relief almost presently, especially if we | to pay for it 
adopt the amendment I propose, enabling parties who had made pur- | ness connected 
chases and entries before the passage of the act to perfect their titles, | in winch they b 
and then others to go on and obtain title as the land is proclaimed open But this t ( 
for entry. : take up #0 a : 
Mr. President, there are before the Senate two bills, one reported by | ply of water n« third of that la 
the majority of the Select Committee on Irrigation and one by the | pa to build t i I i 
j minority of it, each of them having for its purpose to carry out the | supplied with r | inty of the Gove nt and d- 
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vantages which come from the increased value of that land by means 
ofir 0 ( , 

Mr. President, it may be said that inthat large country there are 
places where there is no beginning for this. We felt that such a ques- 
tion might arise, and therefore obtained first from the office of the 
Director of the Geological Survey the various irrigation basins, and 
then from the census of 1880 the number of people living in them, and 

it will be found in the minority report on pages 133 and 134, giving 
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canals, for irrigating purposes, and all lands made susceptible of irrigation by 
such reservoirs, ditches, or canals; and by circular of August 5, 1589, the district 


; land officers were accordingly instructed to cance! all filings made since Octo- 
| ber 2, 1888, on such sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals, for irrigating pur- 


poses, and all lands that may be susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, 
ditches, or canals, whether by individuals or corporations, and that they should 


| thereafter receive no filings upon any such lands, 


a very large number of baxins, where situated, and the amount of pop- | 


ulation in each, It will be found in all that vast arid region there is 
perhaps not a single valley susceptible of cultivation, not occupied by 


Indians or their reservation, which is not now occupied %o a greater or 
le extent by white people already struggling to make their homes 
there, 

So if Senators feel an interest in this thing, seeing how we may 


utilize that country tor the benetit of actual settlers and promote its 
growth, its welfare, its prosperity, they will find, I think, in the bill 
reported by the minority of the committee, the means of doing it. If 
it is the purpose, however, to open it to speculation, to let the few 
eize upon these valuable properties and appropriate them to private 
use instead of for public benefit, you have only to repeal the provisions 
of the act of 1888, which set apart that land, and then those who have 
already gone there in violation of law are in possession occupying the 


| by the Director, but it is general within the tern 


land, and would reap the rich fruits of their lawless conduct. Thus | 


the actual settlers who would like to settle that country, not to make 
fortunes out of it but to have homes for their families, will not get 
there, many of them, for a long time to come, perhaps not for the next 
lifty years, 

So I wish Senators could realize that the question involved here, and 


which is to be passed upon in this bill, is whether that vast region of | 
country shail be utilized with the homes of millions of prosperous | 


people or devoted to the use of corporations and syndicates and a few 
rich men. That is the question we have to dispose of, disguise it as it 
may be disguised; and I have no earthly interest in it except that com- 
mon interest which every man who desires the welfare of his country 
should feel, a desire to see the common people, and especially the home- 


In view of these provisions this office can not approve or suffer to go to patent 
iny entries of lands that may be found within the general terms of the statute 
regarding the arid regions and possibly embracing such sites or such tracts sus- 
ceptible of irrigation. It is to be understood, therefore, that the reservation 
loes not under existing conditions depend upon the designation of the lands 
1s of the statute itself. 

In reference to Mr. STEWART’s questions I would state that in some cases the 
description of the tracts selected for reservoir sites by the Director may be un- 
derstood as indicating the location of the actual site, so as to admit of platting 
the same, but this office is, of course, without information as to the precise locus 
of the contemplated reservoir, or reservoir site, beyond what may be inferred 
from the limits of the described selection within which it is assumed to be. It 
is stated in some cases that more accurate descriptions of the sites will be here- 
after furnished by the Director. The descriptions are mostly given by reference 
to sections, townships, and ranges, which may be platted and are actually plat- 
ted in the general public land surveys. 

A large quantity of land has been designated by the Director as irrigable. 
rhis land is described by sections, townships, and ranges, which refersto plats 
already made in the course of the public land surveys. These selections, of 
course, follow the rectangular Government surveys, and not the line of division 
between the irrigable and other lands, unless where these lines may coincide 
with the lines of surveys, as to which this office has no means of judging. 

Very respectfully, 





LEWIS A. GROFF, Commissioner. 
rhe honorable the SecreTARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

When Major Powell was recently before the Committee on Appro- 
priations several Senators who were interested in the arid section were 
invited to ask him questions, and I among others asked him some with 
regard to the mode of operation under this law. I propose to call at- 
tention to the law to ascertain if he has carried out any of the provis- 
ions of the law. I undertake to say that he has misunderstood or fails 
to comprehend the purpose for which the law was passed. The sim- 
ple object of it was, as stated here in debate, to secure the reservation 
of reservoir sites so that they might all be located, and to avoid the 


| necessity of condemnation of lines of ditches and canals after the acqui- 


less people, provided with comfortable homes on Government land | 
while the Government land lasts, and a desire to prevent the appropri- | 


ation of those lands in private hands and in the hands of corporations 
to arrest and retard the settlement of the country and to hold in sub- 
jection and poverty the masses of the people. 

I am obliged to the Senator from Maryland for allowing me to oc- 
cupy so much of his time. 

Mr. STEWART rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland [ Mr. 
GORMAN | is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GORMAN. I know how much the Senator from Nevada is in- 


terested in this matter, and I give way to him and will submit the | 


remarks I desire to make later on. 


Mr. PIERCE, Will the Senator from Nevada yield to me fora mo- | 


ment? 

Mr. STEWART. I shall not take much time, and I wish to speak 
immediately after the Senator from Texas. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER, The Senator from Nevada will proceed 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I wish to make a suggestion tothe Sen- 
ator from Nevada. Will the Senator takea position that is more cen- 
tral?) We can not hear him on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. STEWART. I will talk so loud that I shall be easy to hear. 
I wager that all will hear what I say. 

Mr. President, the situation in which the West is placed by the 
legislation of 1888, and by the construction given to it, is very distress- 
ing. That act has deprived notonly those who have made entries since 
then upon the public lands, but it prevents all others from obtaining 
title. It has absolutely stopped the settlement and development of 
that section. The construction put upon the act is very sweeping. I 


sition of the land by private parties. That is all that was contem- 
plated. 

1 questioned the Director for some time to ascertain if he had per- 
formed any of this work, and it turned out, as will be found on pages 
72 and 73 of the report of the committee accompanying the appropria- 
tion bill, that he had simply designated reservoir sites on the Land 
Office maps. He had simply designated the reservoir sites and the 
lines of ditches by naming the sections on the Land Office maps, and 
nothing more. The language of the law under which he is called upon 
to act is as follows: 

For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the 
United Stetes can be redeemed by irrigation, and the segregation of irrigable 
lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and other 
hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for irriga- 
tion. 

This is what he was authorized to do. He could make this investi- 
gation, and he was required also to segregate the irrigable lands from 


| other Jands and locate the sites for reservoirs. 


A subsequent clause provides: 


And allland which may hereafter be designated or selected by the said United 
States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irrigation purposes, 


|} and all lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, or 


do not think it was necessary to thus construe it. In order that the | 


exact position of the Interior Department with regard to this matter 
| 


may be understood 
sioner of the General Land Office to the Secretary of the Interior. It 
was drawn out by a letter of mine to the Commissioner, which is 
quoted. It is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT Or THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 7, 1890. 


1 


sin: IT ha ve had the henor to receive a letter from Hon. W.M.STEwarr, of 
the United States Senate, dated the 5th instant, in which he asks the following 


g 
reslions, namely: 
Are the descriptions of the reservoir sites designated for reservation by the 
Director of the Geological Survey sufficient to enable your office to plat such 
eservations on the Land Office maps? 


ilas any irrigible land been segregated by the Director? If so, do the de 
ptions of such segregation furnish sufficient data to enable your office to plat 
the same on the Land Office maps? 

* Do the lines of segregation reported by the Director of the Geological Sur- 
vey follow the rectangular Government surveys, or the line of division between 
irrigible and other lands?” 

In reply, [ have the honor to state that the act of Congress of October 2, 1888 
24 Statutes, 526), as construed by this Department (see Executive Document No. 
136, Fifty-tirst Congress, first session), withdraws, by its own force, and from 
the date of ils passage, all lands which may have been, or which may be, des- 
ignated as selected by the Geological Survey as sites for reservoirs, ditches, or 


I desire to read a recent letter from the Commis- | 


canals, are from this time henceforth reserved from sale as the property of the 
United States and shall not be subject, after the passage of this act, to entry, 
settlement, or occupation until further provided by law. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Had there been any designation or selection of 
sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals at that time? 

Mr. STEWART. None whatever. 

Mr. MORGAN. What was the question? 

Mr. SPOONER. My question was whether at the time of the pas- 
sage of that act there had been any designation or selection of reser- 
voirs, sites, or canals by the Government. 

Mr. STEWART. Now, what was contemplated by thisact? The 


. 


| Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and myself had several conver- 


sations with regard to the reservation of reservoir sites before any ac- 
tion was taken. 
Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I will sayin response 


| to the Senator from Wisconsin, that there was no law and no appropri- 


ation for it, and there could be no sites designated. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly not. -I say the Senator from Colorado 
and myself bad several conversations. I want the Senate to under- 
stand this matter; Ido not want it to be kept in ignorance of what 
was contemplated. Aiterconsultation with the Senator from Colorado 
we determined that there were many places in the mountains and in 
the gorges that were very important for storing water. I had also sev- 


| eral consultations with the Land Department with regard to it. The 
| reservoir sites proposed were to be located high up in the mountains, 


where there could be very little cultivation. There might be some 
grass there and stockmen could go up, but such localities are not fit for 
habitation or ordinarily for raising crops. However, they are indis- 
pensable for reservoir sites when the lands below come to he settled 
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and irrigated. We thought that the: t } I { 
trouble would result. tht : partic \ 
There w i. feeling all throuch the coun that i 
4 ites ought to be surveyed and reserved. The Senator from ( , 3 
I eported a joint resolution from the Committee on Publi Lan is | 
investiyation of this subject. An appropriation of $350,000 followed : , 
to carry it into effect. The clause reserving the land to be irrigated } f ) 1e Land O 
was put on by an amendment in the other Hous If this money had | pla 
been used for the legitimate purpose for which it was appropriated and | mountain 1 s that rl ed. « 
the reservoir sites had been surveyed it would have about accomp! shed | withdrawn, and the se d qua 
4 the whole thing. marked on the Land Offic y 
Mr. SPOONER. Before the Senator from Nevada passes to the ques be used for reservoirs or the 

3 tion of the expenditure of the money, I should liketo have himstate what | plied with water. That n 

; is his construction of thatact. Does he construe it as simply authoriz- | 1 s. There is no« s r tha iteve 
ing the segregation or reservation of these lands after the sites have enthelawr ( it egate tl ! nd 
been actually designated or selected ? could be segregated by tow . 1 

4 Mr. STEWART. The proper construction of the act,.as I under- | Office without 1 i the een is 
stood it at the time—and I believe that would bea iair construction of | there was no ne sitv for t 
it still—was that nothing was actually reserved until the survey was | Office could have do h s not a y e Tu ving 
made; that if a person went upon the public land where the reservoir | the demarkation between irrigable and other lan We stand exaetlv 
site was subsequently designated he went there at his peril, but it was | so far as any information on this subject is concerned, where we di d 
not intended to tie up this whole region. That was my idea of it at | before the appropriations were made. Nothing has been done that 
the time as to the reservation. But I may be wrong in that construc- | was the object of the law lo segregate irriga lands from otber 

* tion. lands, lines of demarkation must be rua showing 1 can be 

3 However, if the $350,000 had been used for its legitimate purpose, | irrigated. 

‘ that is, for surveyiug the reservoir sites, the object of the act would Mr. SPOONER. The Senator willallow me to say that I have been 
have been accomplished by this time, the reservation would have been | of the impression that the complaint, and it may be a just complaint, 
limited to the reservoir sites, and the land made susceptible of irriga- | which the Senator makes of the situation to-day, is ae laint of the 
tion by those reservoir sites and irrigation works. That would not | law rather than of its administration [I want to ask enator if it 

g cover all the land. It would not have taken three years to do that | is not the intention of the law to prevent the pu e, from the time 

* work. All that was necessary could have been completed, and there | of its passage, by an individual or by any corporation, of a reservoir 

xd was nothing to prevent its being done by this time. site or sites, so that they could thereafter control the water necessary 

The Director of the Geological Survey says in order to select these | for irrigation purposes. 
reservoir sites he must have a topographical survey. That is his con- Mr. STEWART. That was the exact intenti« 
struction of it. He must have the complete topography of the country Mr. SPOONER. Very well. Now, no surveys having been made, 
before he can select the reservoir sites. All the engineers tell us that | no reservoir sites having been designated or selected, no selections of 
that is unnecessary. I know myself that it is unnecessary. I know | Jand for ditches or canals for irrigation purposes having been made, 
that the Director can go right along and select the reservoirsites with- | what object could be accomplished without a withdrawal of the lands 
out a topographical survey. They have made no use of any topograph- | in that region from market until the requisite surveys were made and 





ical survey in the selection of any sites that have been selected. What- ! the reservoir sites, ditches, and soon located? I am not talking about 


o | 1 ' 

¥ ever moneys have been spent for these surveys, no use has been made | what the intention of the Senator was who drew the law, but I am 
> > . ° ? . » 

2 of the topographical surveys at all. None of the engineers who have | trying to get at the t 


true interpretation of the la Perhaps it ought 


= . . + . 
4 been selecting these sites have made any use of the topographical sur- | to be repealed. 











€ veys. Mr. STEWART. I think it ought to be pe ] Th is no 
E Mr. ALLISON. How as to Lake Tahoe ; doubt about that. But I undertake to say that with $359,000 there 
‘Ss Mr. STEWART. Lake Tahoe needed no survey and none has been | might have been a good many reservoir sites marked ont and with- 
made. The land around Tahoe was surveyed and mapped long ago. | drawn. It was not intended to withdraw the entire region. I under- 
7 A complete topographic survey of that region was made many years | take to say that there was no authority for withdrawing the mounta 
x ago by Captain Wheeler, of the Engineer Corps. Every mountain, | there was no necessity for doing it. Ifa man went on a reservoir site 
3 every river, every stream, and every ravine has been marked and sur- | he went there at his peril. There was no necessity for withdrawing 
veyed. It wasa topographical survey made by the army engineers. | any of the mountains that could neither be used for reservoir site r 
‘ Major Powell told the Committee on Appropriations that he had spent for agriculture. There was no authority of law for withdrawing that 
: in Nevada from $50,000 to $55,000. He was asked what he had done | class of lands which constitute more than nine-tenths of the whole t 
4s with it. He had located a few lakes. All he had donein locating the | gion, nor is there anything in the law authorizing the reservation of 
_ lakes was to go tothe mouth of the Jake and makea mark to show how | irrigable lands which are now or may hereafter be irrigated from the 
3 high the water could be raised there or how much it could be lowered. | streams without the use of reservoir sites and other hydraulie work 
s That was locating them. He named one or two reservoir sites in ad- | described in the act. 
f dition to these lakes in Nevada which had previously been examined I find no authority in the law for withdr: awing 1,300,000 square 
a and were well known. Hope Valley had, to my knowledge, beensur- | miles, nineteen-twentieths of whi hb is neither to be used for reservoir 
; veyed twenty years ago with a view to making it a reservoir site, and | ditches, and eanals, nor to be irr “d from the reservoirs. ditche 
MS all that was necessary as to Hope Valley was to mark it on the map. | and canals to be located under the a ‘t. ‘The places that were to be desi 
ss The expenditure of $500 would have accomplished everything of value | nated forreservation could have been su carl at least some of t 
that was done by Major Powell atacost of $50,000. But wecomplain | with $350,000. If this had bee n done there would have been no¢ Is¢ 
g of the sweeping reservation of all the public lands in the arid region | forthe sweeping reservation which withdraws from market nearly all t} 
a8 under a law that limited the reservations to reservoir sites and other | publiclands ofthe United States ] the law had been construed in that 
7 hydraulic works and the land to be irrigated by them. What was | way and the money had not been thrown away for ome- 
needed to be done in order to enable the people to carry on irrigation | thing that did not pertain to agriculture—if tl hi 
was to meander these sites and put them on the map. | law, with all its defects, could have been so adn lave 
Now he says he is able to restore 30,000,000 acres. I have been in | heen a benefit, and not a curse. 
the Land Office, and all there is in the way of preparing the land for Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senat e k hima 
restoration by proclamation of the President is marking the sections Mr.STEWART. Certainly. 
‘3 and townships on the map. There is not a single reservoir site r¢ Mr. REAGAN. Is not practically the source iter to sine 
j ported that can be marked by metes and bounds. For the ne a through reservoirs in the mount 
of the $350,000 there is not one designation. He has not selected then Mr -STEWART. Certainly. 
There is not one reservoir site described or one acre of land segregated .REAGAN. Then how could t vater tting 
so that the public can know where the reservoir is to be or where t apart the mountain land as well { valley 
irrigable land is located. “Mr. STEWART. It is not nee n to ge 
Now, a reservoir site is not to be determine d by the rectangular line | the water running off it 
of Government surveys, and it is not intended to reserve anything in Mr. SPOONER. It 
the mountains beyond the site itself. The Director reserves whole | til a proper location for a sine 
7 townships and sections and keeps people off of them. There is no au- Mr. STEWART After t October 2, 1888, an 
thority of law for reserving such lands. Mountain peaks can not be | appropriation was n es, and they were to be 
used for reservoir sites; they can not be irrigated; still you will find | designated. and whe 1 then the w y I 
on the Land Office maps whole townships reserved for reservoir sites, | take place. Thi y t ' plain 
lands that certainly can never be irrigated and land th: ut can not be fe ae tad lh alah cea ; i i 
: used for reservoir sites. States surveys f ont : tion purposes, 
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a and ! ptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, or ca- 
na ’ ! s time enceforth reserved trom sale asthe property of the 
ui t and ali not be subject, after the passage of this act, to entry, set- 
t mut blurther pr led ty WwW 
iit are designated are the lands that are withdrawn. 
) If the enator will perwit me once more, I will 
t him ag Wi 1 not the understanding that any one 
» matter how much he had ex 
: i pro 1 it. would be liable to be dispossessed it 
sted ; L Site ive been as compiete an em 
baryo etth nt of the land its withdrawal from sett 
| 
rh ot a man in all that region 
} { 1 CAD t ike a reservoir on the peak of the 
I | It 1 vould know nothing else about 
t Imon sense Everybody would know where 
t Vv t ited and there would not be a dozen mis- 
tis ey ‘ j 
\l Nn, hould be glad to have it clearly understood what 
I espects this part ar phraseology. As lun 
ders d wre has be no reservation made by the Government. The | 
Attorvey-(reneral has simply delivered an opinion that this law itsel! 
Beyrepate hese reservoir sites and the lines of these canals and the 
lan isceplible of irrigation. He having so decided and the Director 
of the Geological Survey baving furnished that map, consisting of what 
he iis rvoir b n ind so on, the Land Office refuses to allow 
desert land entries to be made because its officers say that the act of 
Octi b 


r 2, In, itself operates to exclude all these lands from the laws 
enacted prior to that time. ' 
Mr. STEWART. That it is contrary to the terms of the act. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. That I understand to be the position 


ofall the Departments of the Government. They simply construe this | 


law so that if Ichoose or the Senator 1rom Nevada chooses to go intoa 
region and select a location for a homestead, or what not, we must do 
80 ut our own peril. That is the trouble with this whole matter. It 
is that, by virtue of this law and the opinion of the Attorney-General, 
which must be the law of the Department, that whole region is held 
up and excluded from the laws relating to homestead, pre-emption, or 
desert-land entries. Is not that the situation ? 

Mr. STEWART. That is the exact situation. 

Mr. ALLISON. And the whole of it. 


Mr. STEWART. The whole of it is reserved. 





Mr. REAGAN, Does the Senator assume that the Director of the | 


Geological Survey has not set apart lands for reservoir sites ? 

Mr. ALLISON. On the contrary, I suppose the Director of the Geo- 
logical Survey has set apart a number of reservoirs. 

Mr. STEWART. I undertake to say that he has not marked one 
that can be exhibited on the map. He can not show it. He says he 
has not. He has not a reservoir site and it is nonsense to talk abouta 
reservoir site being located in that way. He has notselected a single 
one le has not done any good. The object was to have a place to 
put the water 1p set apart and then have the lines run. If the $350,- 
000 had been spent for that purpose, and not for some other scientific 
purposes, there would bave been some land now that would have been 
tree Whatis the use of such asystem? There could be a great many 
streams selected and disposed of tor $350,000, 


3 


that had been done, even under the rule of the Department, some 


land would have been liberated; but now, that not having been done, 
nolmniy can settle in all that region. 

ALLEN. Is it not a tact that in the survey in the country 
known as the arid region there have been certain reservoir sites or cer- 
tain lands susceptible of irrigation selected, but that those lands have 


not been sezregated irom the publie domain; and until that segrega- 
tion takes place it is not considered that a man is prevented from going 
on the lands that are not subject to irrigation? 

STEWART. Certainly a man can not go on lands that are not 


susceptible of irrigation, and he can not go on lands that are suscepti- 


JULY 15, 


Mr. STEWART. Ithink so. Under the construction of the At- 
torney-General and of the Interior Department the whole region 
marked on that map [indicating] was set apart. 


Mr. PIERCE. I understand that there are only certain portions that 
are susceptible of being used for reservoir sites. When these are se- 
lected the land might be opened to settlement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLArrR in the chair). The Sena- 


tor from Nevada and the Senator trom North Dakota will please sus- 
penda moment. It seems desirable that the Reporters should hear a 


part of what is being said, and they are complaining that it is impos- 


sible for them to hear. The Chair therefore interrupts the proceedings 
for the purpose of asking for order. 
Mr. STEWART. It was the original object simply to withdraw the 


reservoir sites. ‘That was all the persons in the arid regions ever con- 
templated. 

Mr. PIERCE. Why can not that be done in this bill ? 

Mr. STEWART. It can not be done under Major Powell because 
he contends that a reservoir site can not be set apart until you get all 
thi- topographie surveying done. ; 

Mr. PIERCE. The reservoir sites themselves should be set aside 
for this purpose, and when they are selected, as I have said, the land 


| might be settled. 


Mr. STEWART.  Ifitinvolves the withdrawing of the whole country 
from settlement, it is not desirable. We had better abandon the whole 
thing. The original design of the law was good, and I join in the de- 
sire to have it repealed with great regret. I think much good might 


| have come from the law if it had been carried out according to the in- 


tention of its framers, but as it now is no good can come trom it. 

I want to say a few words in regard to the objections which have 
been made to repealing this law. My only objection to it is the ab- 
sorption of these reservoir sites which should have been surveyed and 
setaside. I think that wasa good plan. 

As to the alleged monopoly of the land, there has been a great deal 
said and with very little foundation, less indeed than would be sup- 
posed possible. In order to reclaim land, a large amount of money 
must be invested; from $5 to $25 an acre must be expended to make it 
fit for cultivation. Most of the lands that settlers can go upon without 


| the aid of capital have already been occupied and are already taken 


up. Of these 100,000,000 acres that may be irrigated, nearly half is 
already in private proprietorship. There is some remaining where in- 
dividual settlers can make ditches, small reservoirs, and so on, and 
they have been doing it for the last two years; now they find them- 


| selves likely to be turned out of their homes. The men who have gone 


| 





there to get homes upon the public lands find that their entries are can- 
celed and that they are notified that they can not hold the land. 

As to this monopoly, as I said, it requires large investments to re- 
claim lands by irrigation, and it must be done by united action, because 


| where the expenditure would be trom $20,000 to $1,000,000 an indi- 


vidual can not do that, for a single quarter-section at least. That is 


| impossible, and it is out of the question that he can make a home there 


atall. Ithas got to be done bysomebody’s capital, somebody’s money. 
There must be a union of capital in some form, a combination of the 
citizens, which is very common in that country. They makea corpora- 
tion and control it themselves. There must be union of action. 

It is better to have it by a corporation. Nuine-tenths of these ditch 
companies are corporations and the men who own the land own inter- 
ests in the corporation and conyol the same. The only way for them 
to do is to combine to dig these ditches, and the tendency has been 
(and this I want to call particular attention to) to distribute the land 


| and prevent monopoly. Irrigation is the enemy of monopoly. The 


only way that irrigation and monopoly can go together is to have the 


| Government with its unlimited resources undertake irrigation, Then 


you would have a monopoly. Where corporations have undertaken it, 
in every case they have failed to monopolize the land. Irrigation has 
operated to distribute the same. California furnishes the very best il- 
lustration of that. . 

In Southern California there were large Mexican grants, and the 
iand was monopolized while it was held just for pasturage, with a few 
head of cattle on the same. But individuals undertook to reclaim the 
land by ditches, and after they had spent a large amount of money in 


| ditches they found that they could not hold the land in large masses. 
| The people demanded it, and they incorporated a provision in their 


ble of irrigation by other processes. The law only reserves those lands | 
that are made susceptible of irrigation by these reservoir sites when | 
they desiynate \ great part of these lands must be irrigated 
Without th reservoir sites by being irrigated from the streams by 
ditches already constructed for that purpose, Millions of dollars have 
been invested in them hey do not require these reservoir sites that 
Major Powell surveyed, because they have already been surveyed and 


the land located; they have continued to locate ditches under these 
laws ever since the law passed. 


Mr. PIERCE, Permit me to make an inquiry. 

Mr. STEWART. I am told by the Senator from Colorado that a 
large portion of his State has been cultivated for years without irriga- 
taon, and that land has been withdrawn. 

N PIERCE. DoT understand that the Attorney-General has de- 


cided that these lands are withdrawn from settiement for the reason 
that some portions of them may be selected for reservoirs ? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. PIERCE, Then would not the object be secured by providing 
that only the reservoir sites should be reserved and the other portions 
Opened to settl€ment ? 


| constitution giving the board of supervisors in each county the power 


to regulate the priceot water. That is the tendency, and that is what 
they will do in every State. 

They will have a board of supervisors to regulate the price of water 
to be charged by the ditch companies, and compel them, as a matter 


| of self-defense, to sell the land. This policy has discouraged large es- 


| 


tates. There is in California only one large estate belonging to a large 
irrigation company, and they have all their lands for sale. They must 
sellthem. They can not carry their land and ditches, with the power 
on the part of the board of supervisors to regulate the price of the 
water; the only recourse they have is to sell the land. 

The result is the filling up of the valleys in Southern California with 
small land-holderg, It is so in Colorado. Colorado has got the wisest 


| land and irrigation laws of any State in the Union. The State owns 
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the water, and the people make their own regulations for the distribu lerritory showing how ud u 
tion of the water. tio llected will be « \ 
No company in Colorado can continue t » there and m ) oO 
the land and the water. The State controls bot The new Stat ult « ea | 
that have been coming i Montana, Was ton, and the o 
have copied their constitutions trom Colorado, and that ist 
ment which eva throughout the who thatr } ‘ 
TI a ( 3 to ] i 
l e! y tes ¢ itrol the water, and th l 
t t in the ‘ } t na l 
eV tio no t ubie¢ i 
‘ " } i t i ib to t com t i i 
I iK it ] se W rt } ‘ “ : 
i pe mvet wweranda ) l 
lat i t than vo can reg it I i I 
amount of experienc ind if you do not want t md an 
no} ed, do not let the Go ) t \ G ‘ 
mon ypoly i the only mi opol) th wv f¢ ir. It | eS « nstant i = 
tion Irrigated land is the best land in the world. An re « 
gated land, well tilled, will produce from three to tive t l 
4 as land depending upon rainfall in the course of any period of ten years, | t nitie ‘ 
= and it gives a crop ot every kind of grain each year. 
The water that comes from the mountain ferti the land and makes | ment. r 2 
it the most productive in the world if it is hig tivated; bu t b L} bi 
out cultivation it is good for nothing. 4 landlord can not attend to | that were to be ‘ 
that unless he is under a despotic government where the people are | ar ther construct Che 
é practically serfs or a majority of them; but among a free people you ito the lands; that tl £ gt 
a can not have a monopoly of that kind. They will not tolerate it a work hat w a river wa n 
re all. Iam pertectly willing to trust the people with handling the land | should be occup 
and the water, and if they get more land in the first instance than the H were millions o 
law allows they have got to sell it. claimed and the ditehs rete \ t 
No capitalist thinks of going into any of the Territorie } that ; was not thin 
ing in water privileges without an arrangement with the hon vd se provided reserving such lands ‘ f 
: tlers to take the water from the ditch when it gets full. That is the ; tion by the new works and by the ve in 3 
Ps system that has grown up in Colorado. Everywhere the ymmittee rvey y toe Geological S Phe k { ‘ 
a went we found the tendency was ia that direction. i rved tl l } ) { 
A ditch is worth nothing and they would not allow your water-w money of the « is p to that time Vhen 
to monopolize the water. They cut it right off at the roots in ¢ tion was put upon it thei s were | ted, th 10 va 
fornia by a constitutional amendment, and gave the power to the peo- | and the country paralyzed Surv ; had been made, the v a 
ple to regulate the price of the water. Under that system the land is | in progress, and the lands | gy reclaimed when they we told that 
distributed and the water is distributed, and the only way now in that | thes¢ inds were 1 } i : ' 
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timber whip-sawed by hand, and it was only just a short dry season, 
from July to October, when this fluming could be done. There were 
hundreds of American boys there, and they would take a stream as 

rye as the Potomac 50 miles above here and run it into a flume and 
ret it into the bed below it, and abstract the gold from the gravel. This 

3 the result of co-operation. Capital could not have done this. 

I will show you bed-rock tunnels run miles and miles in length 
where there was not a dollar of capital employed except by co-opera- 
tion. I will show you sha{ts that were sunk a thousand feet deep, I 
will show you ditches on the mountains from 10 to 75 miles in length 
for the purpose of hydraulic mining, vastly expensive, done by co-op- 
eration without’any foreign money. Such examples you will find all 


over that country. 


We have that same kind of people there and they will regulate the 


water rights, They have regulated the mining rights. They wentinto 
a country without any law and there was all this talk about monopo- 
lizing. They did not allow any monopoly. They made their rules 


and regulations dividing the mining land into small quantities, and 
their regulations were so just that they were adopted by the Legisla- 
tures of the various States and Territories and by the courts, and finally 
by an act of Congress which I had the honor to advocate twenty-five 
years ago this summer 

Congress recognized the principle of self-government in our mining 
communities and allowed them to settle their disputes in their local 
courts, and that great industry, involving more of complication than 
any other, was worked out by the people themselves. I advocated that 
policy, holding that it was sufficient to let the people attend to it. 

Thecry was that monopolists would get in. I told you the people 
would look out for monopolies, and they have doneit. It has been im- 
possible to monopolize the mines to the injury of anybody, and capital 
has been thoroughly protected and mines have been developed. You 
heard nothing of that here. They wanted to bring that into the Land 
Office and have disputes adjusted there. Everybody here pretended to 
know more about the subject than those who live there. They wanted 
to take hold of it, and if you will go back to the discussion you will see 
that Senatorsand Representatives were contending, as they contend to- 
day, that the people can not be trusted. 

While their interests were at stake, as they are here, they worked 
out that problem without scandal and without fraud or injury to any- 
body. Without monopoly they worked out that problem as to all min- 
eral Jands, and they made their own laws. Now they take hold of these 
water-rights and State after State is regulating.them, and the people 
of these new States, when the committee were passing through them, 
were in their constitutional conventions discussing this identical ques- 
tion, and a more jealous and watchful people does not exist anywhere. 
There will be no monopolies in Montana, or any of these new States 
and Territories, if you leave the question to the people. 

These land laws have been on the statute-book a long time. Show 
me where out of these laws in the arid region monopoly has grown up 
to the injury of anybody. It will be attempted, of course. You can 
not pass any law but what the strong will attempt to take advantage 
of the weak; but the people in those States and Territories are not 
weak. Weak men can not go to those mountain regions. They may 
settle upon the plains and rear their tents there, but they can not endure 
the privations of this region without making calculations to endure 
hardship. ‘They must provide for capital, they must provide for irri- 
gation before they can make homes; and men of intelligence who go 
to that country will look out that the laws are right. 

[ should like to have any philosopher of law read what Colorado has 
done. I have read the laws of every country where irrigation is prac- 
ticed, so far as I could getthem. Ihave examined their laws and their 
usages, and I must say that of all the States in this country or else- 
where there never has been as much wisdom shown as has been shown 
by the people of Colorado in their laws for the distribution of water 
and of land. They have taken hold of the subject strongly, and the 
prosperity of that State is due to it. 

All sorts ot obstacles are thrown in the way, because it is difficult to 
deal with that question. Our ancestors came from a country that did 
not irrigate, where there was rainfall, and they brought with them the 
traditions and laws of that country, and we derived from them what 
we cali the common law in that particular, and we must construe the 
common law. We construe thecommon law, according to Blackstone’s 
definition, to be immemorial usage. 

It is nothing of the kind. It consists of the usages of mankind, both 
past and present, and nine-tenths of the common law has been created 
by usages which have sprung up since we were boys. The rule of the 
common law is that it shall be so construed as to produce the greatest 
good to the greatest number. It was so construed in Great Britain in 
regard to water rights. They thought it was the greatest good to the 
greatest number that the water should not be diminished in quantity 
or adulterated in quality, and they decided that because they did not 
need it for irrigation. 

But when we come toa country like this arid region another rule 
prevails where men can not exist without irrigation. Then the com- 
monlawis properly applied. The principle of the common law requires 
that water shall be taken out and distributed and not kept in the 
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streams, because the greatest good to the greatest number demands 
such construction. So the most enlightened judges have construed it. 
So the people of Colorado hold that by the common law they had a 
right to distribute this water and that it should be distributed so that 
the people can occupy the country. 

The people who occupy that country are getting more and more 
clearly to understand the decisions upon water rights throughout the 
States and Territories. They have a knowledge of the subject which 
can hardly be comprehended by those who have not been surrounded 
by like conditions. But the American people will meet any condi- 
tions. 

I say inasmuch as we have failed to get reservoir sites marked out 
on the maps or to get the land which can be irrigated segregated from 
other lands, and as we have spent $350,000 with no good results, I am 
willing to quit and let the people do the balance. Kepeal these laws, 
restore the statu quo as it was before this law was passed, and in ten 
years from now you will be astonished to see the fertility and pros- 
perity of that country, where now it seems to be utterly uninhabit- 


} able. When water is put upon the land the magical change which it 


will produce will astonish anybody who is not accustomed to it. 

This matter of irrigation is broader than the desert. In France they 
are extending the irrigation where there is rainfall sufficient to raise 
crops for the purpose of fertilizing the land. Formerly irrigation was 
confined to Southern France. They are spreading it from year to year. 

The silt that comes down from the little streams is immensely fer- 
tile; it is just what the land needs; and that system is extending all 
over Europe, and it is extending within the limits of sufficient rainfall 
in ordinary seasons. It saves crops in seasons of drought and fertilizes 
at all times. I suppose the day will come when here in Virginia and 
Maryland the streams will be used for the purpose of fertilizing the 
land and preventing occasional drought. 

When you get more population and become furtheradvanced the sub- 
ject of irrigation will be a great one. The arid region contains 1,200,- 
000 square miles, There irrigation must be practiced. It is larger 
than British India, which sustains over 200,000,000 of people and isa 
country similar to our aNd region in most of its characteristics. This 
arid region, if cultivated and inhabited as British India is, will main- 
tain a population of from one hundred to two hundred millions of peo- 
ple. It is a great question. 

But this work must be done by our own people. What I ask for 
them now isthat they shall be let alone to work out this great problem. 
If the Government will not aid them it certainly ought not to em- 
barrass them by unwise laws and bad administration. I find the help 
which the Government has attempted to extend has been an injury, and 
not a benefit, and, although I regret exceedingly that the attempt has 
been a failure, I am compelled to say, repeal this law and remove the 
obstruction to private enterprise. I regret that it was not put in the 
hands of common-sense engineers and competent officers, but so it is. 
We have got to meet-the conditionsas they are. I am exceedingly anx- 
ious that the trammels shall be taken off and that the people shall 
have the opportunity to develop that country. 

If that is done, it will be a country which every American citizen 
will be proud of. When you strike the mountain region difficulties 
exist that do not exist elsewhere. Why put additional burdens upon 
these people? Why prevent the action of the American people? When 
settlers have gone on those lands, why cancel their entries; why stop 
them from digging their ditches? The more ditch companies are or- 
ganized and the more ditches they dig, the better for the country. 

Every ditch that,is dug which diverts the water and brings it upon 
the land gives a chance for more people to make homes. Encourage 
capital fo go into that country. Why should we discourage it? If 
you lived there you would see and understand that capital is what 
they desire. Youdo not need any foreign capital unless it wishes to 
go there. ‘Let the people alone and they will get the capital and they 
will make homes. Now what we ask for is the liberation of these 
reservations. That is what we ask for and that is what we hope will 
be done. 

This law was passed in an appropriation bill. Nobody supposed that 
it would receive such a construction when it was passed. It is now 
construed by the Department, and the construction can not be avoided. 
We have got to submit to that construction, and the only hope that we 
have now is legislation, and the Committee on Appropriations has re- 
ported legislation which will relieve us and relieve the Treasury as 
well. I hope that it will be adopted. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator from North Dakota to yield to 
me until I ask on behalf of the Committee on Appropriations that a 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury in respect to a matter which is 
pending may be printed and recommitted to that committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PIERCE. I wish to offer an amendment, in line 12, on page 51, 
making a little more certain the lands to be surveyed. I will explain 
that, according to the practice, under some of the language contained 
in this bill, the Commissioner of the General Land Office or some of 
the officers of the department have held that lands could not be sur- 
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veyed unless they were occupied by actual settlers in the towns 
and this would prevent our having the lands granted t of ¢ 
gress under which our State and the other new States were admitted 
urveyed. I ask, therefore, to offer an amendment, and I tr 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations will accept 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will 

TheSecReTary. On page 51, line 12, after the word *‘se 
is proposed to insert ‘‘and of lands grants 1 to th states by t t 
approved February 22, 1889.’’ 

Mr. PIERCE. Now read the language as it w read with t 
proposed amendment. 

The SECRETARY. So as to read 

Provided, That in expending this appropriation prefer s E 
favor of surveying townships occupied, in whole or in part, by actual settlers 
ond of lands granted to the States by the act approved February 22, | i 
the surveys shall be confined to lands adapted to agriculture and lines of rese 


vations. 


Mr. ALLISON. I see no objection to that amendment 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Anotheramendmentis now pending, 
but if there be no objection the Chair will put the question on agree- 
ing to the amendment of the Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. Pierce] 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, the debate upon this ques- 
tion has taken rather a wide range. The pending proposition is, I be- 


lieve, to strike out certain words in the bill and insert ‘‘six’’ on page | ~ 


51, so as to make the appropriation $600,000 for surveys of public land 

by the General Land Office. This of course refers to township and 
y 

sectional surveys. 

On page 54 of the bill there is a proposition which I will read, that 
seems to have been very generally discussed under this he a and as be- 
ing connected with it. The Se nator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] 
gives as one reason why he favors the appropriation of $600, 000 the fact 
that on page 56 there is a proposition tostrike out all of the appropria- 
tion made by the House for the purpose of continuing the irrigation su 
vey under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. lor myself! 
am opposed to striking that out, and that with me would be no reason 
for voting for the amendment putting in $600,000 on page 51. 

The measure which has been most largely discussed in this connec- 
tion is on page 54 and is as follows: 

For topographic surveys in various portions of the United States, $300,000, 
one-half of which sum shall be expended west of yen one hundred and first 
ridian; and so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitled “An act 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1839, and for other purposes,”’ as provides for the selection an 
location of reservoirs and canals upon the public lands, and the reservation 
irrigable lands, is hereby repealed: Provided, ' 
heretofore located or selected shall remain se 
or settlement until otherwise provided by law. 


making ap- 
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When we shall reach that provision of this bill, Mr, President, if no 
other Senator makes the point I shall make the point of order that it 
is in violation of Rule XVI; and I presume there can be no doubt that 
the provision will be stricken out. 

Mr. STEWART. 
that point of order I shall take issue with him that it is no more leg- 
islation than the whole fabric of Geological Survey which has been all 
put in on appropriation bills. So the Senator may prepare himself for 
a controversy upon that point. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am entirely willin 
troversy. 

Mr. ALLISON, Ido not like to interfere with the debate on this 
preliminary question, but I suggest that a great deal of it might b« 
omitted if the point of order which the Senator from Arkansas has now 
——— he will make shall be decided as he wishes it to be. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is no doubt about that, and I have 
simply stated what I have to give, the further reasons why I propose to 


reply to some of the arguments which have been presented here this 
afternoon. 

I had no disposition to participate in this debate. I had no desire 
to raise any of these questions; but as they have been raised by gentle- 
men on the other side of the Chamber I think it is absolutely neces- 
sary to a correct understanding of this subject that some other facts 
shall be presented in this connection; and, to be entirely fair and can- 
did about it, I have simply given notice to the Senate that if no othe: 
Senator makes the point of order I shall, and I believe it will be sus- 
tained when it comes. 

The question is a very wide one. It involves a great deal, and it 
impossible in a few minutes to present the issues in acl 
telligible way. 

We have in the Western part of this country a large amount of wha 
is called desert or arid land. Any man who has ever traveled over it 
knows that that name is not misapplied. If the appearance of the 
country goes for anything, it certainly appears to be as absolutely 
desert, and arid, and waste as anything that could be imagined 
face of the earth. 

This region is embraced between the lines on the map hanging on 
the wall, extending from about the one hundredth me rid an. Thered 
line on the right marks, I suppose, about the meridian of ninety-seven 
degrees. That is estimated to be about the eastern limit of what is 
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Mr. POWER. Most of the water is already claimed by settlers, suf- 


ficient to retard any large ditches being run in thesmall streams. This 
applies to nearly everything except the me andered streams. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Take the Kio Grande River just below 
El Paso. There has been irrigation on both sides of that stream for cen- 
turies. There were magniticent farms there long years before even our 
form of government took shape on this continent. Iremember when I 
was only asmall boy to have listened to the story ofa traveler who had 


been out in that country, who gave anaccount of what was to be seen 
in the Mesilla Valley, which was absolutely a paradise, according to his 
description; and it made such an impression upon my childish mind 
that I have never forgotten the glories that a man must see in that 
valley. 

I have never been there, but I understand that now after there have 
been people living there fora great many years, had their homes there, 
had irrigated the land, and Were prosperous and happy, one-third of 
that land has no water supply, and we all know the complaints which 
are Coming to us trom the Mexican side of the Rio Grande below El 
Paso, that their supply is being cut off above, and the people in New 
Mexico are certainly not to be deprived of the right to water. 

Mr. KEAGAN. Last August the river was dry, and the crops per- 
ished for want of water, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. This is an illustration of the way this 
thing must work if with a limited water supply you open all the land 
in a valiey to settlement. It is an absolute necessity, before the 
Government shall part with the title of its lands to individuals living 
along one of these streams, that the lands to which the water shall be 
devoted shall be first segregated by the Government, and when a man 
goes on 80 acres of land or 160 acres of land, as the case may be, he 
must go there with the full knowledge that he is entitled to a portion 
of the water that may be conserved in that valley or that he goes there 
without any claim whatever upon the water. 

If one-tenth of the valley can be reclaimed and you allow two-tenths 
to he taken up and let individuals go there, ** the first come first served,”’ 
the water is appropriated, and then interminable confusion and law- 
suits result, and the expenditure of bad bluod and the feuds, such as 
have existed for years in California and a number of the Western States, 
must be found everywhere where we sell these lands, 

Mr. President, when the Government parts with a homestead in one 
of these valleys to an individual there is an implied contract on both 
sides: first, that the lands shall be lived upon and cultivated and, sec- 
ond, that the settler shall have what he supposed he was getting from 
the Government. When the Government sells asection of desert lands 
under the desert-land law, a man having a right to buy a 640-acre 
tract buys it and pays for it, and he does it with the contract on his 
part that he is to reclaim that land. You might reclaim it by putting 
water on it. If the Government sells more desert-land sections to in- 
dividuals than there is water in the valley to supply them, somebody 
has been wronged by the Government of the United States. It has no 
right to sell to any individual land where the possibility of getting 
water is known not to exist. 

It seems to me that when thisis the fact, when these conditions are 
well known and well understood, it is the plain and simple duty of the 
Government before it parts with another acre of its land to ascertain 
how much water there is in each irrigation drainage district that can 
be applied tor beneficial uses to the reclamation of the land. 

if when that is done they shall ascertain the amount of land that 
this water will fructify, then some intelligent man should be selected 
who will say what part of that valley can be most economically irri- 
gated and what part shall be used for this purpose. Suppose water is 


found in the upper part of a valley, immediately below the reservoir 
you may find land that will raise cabbages and potatoes, and farther 
down at the foot-hills you will find land very fertile, that will produce 
any sort of acrop, and 200 miles farther down the valley you find other 
land just like that you find in the toot-hills, just as fertile, but when you 
take into consideration the further fact that the carrying of the water 
for 200 miles wastes at least four-fifths of the whole of it, does not pub- 
lic policy, does not common sense require that that water shall not be 
carried tor that great distance to be wasted upon land remote from the 


place of catching it? 


Five hundred acres of land might be irrigated with a certain volume 
of water if it is taken right at the foot-hills upon land just as good as 
the land to be irrigated at the lower end of the valley, whereas the 
same water carried a long distance and taken up by the sand as it goes 
and evaporated by the dry atmosphere of the country will only irrigate 
100 acres. Then does not common sense require that the Government 
of the United States shall take steps to see first that this water shall 
be applied to the land which is tertile and productive, and not wasted 


upon mountain slopes that it will not pay to cultivate? And, second, 


that it shall not be carried away by a long and expensive line of ditches 


to irrigate land remotely situated from the reservoir? 


Mr. i’resident, I never in my life looked ata business proposition 
which seemed to me more absolutely clearthan this. This is as plain 
as the noonday sun, and the necessity for the Government making this 


examination is absolutely clear and plain to my mind. 


The charge has been made by gentlemen who differ with me upon 





this question that some of us are in favor of the Government under- 
taking to enter upon this work and to build and construct these reser- 
voirs and dig these canals, and all that. I never favored anything of 
the kind and I never shall, I do not believe the Government bas any 
right to do it, but I think we have the right to make these surveys 
and find out what it is that we are proposing to give or sell to our citi- 
zens, that we have the right to make the surveys we are providing for 
in this appropriation bill which we are discussing at this hour. We 
run lines around the townships and ranges; and why not find out as 
well, when you find out where the land is located, this other question 


that enters absolutely into dealing in good faith with the people who 
go upon these lands ? 


Mr. TELLER. I shonld like to ask the Senator a question. I ask, 


if the Government is not to build these reservoirs, not to take charge 
of the irrigation, why reserve these lands ? 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I did not understand the Senator’s ques- 


tion. 


Mr. TELLER. If the Government is not to build the reservoirs 


and not to take charge of the practical work of irrigation, why reserve 
the lands? Ido not mean the reservoir sites, but the agricultural 
lands. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will answer the Senator’s question with 


great pleasure. I understood him to take a position a while ago, when 
he was making his argument, that I intended to reply to, and it in- 
volves about the same idea as he has just expressed. When the par- 
ticular location at which these reservoirs can be economically con- 
structed has been found and it has been ascertained that by building 
a dam across the mouth of a cafion a lake ot a certain size can be con- 
structed, and that, the watershed above that having been ascertained, 
it will catch and wiil yield an amount of water necessary to irrigate a 
thousand acres of land, and when it is known there are 10,000 acres of 
land lying down the valley under the reservoir to any one of which 10,000 
this water might be carried, then when you come to consider whether 
it is profitable to take the land close up tothe reservoir, a short distance 


from it, or a long distanceoff, when it is ascertained whereabouts in the 
valley the water can be ‘most economically used, then I would be in 


favor of that land being opened to homestead settlement at once; but 


it ought not to be opened until then. Why? For this good reason: 
If it is ascertained that the Government has reserved the reservoir 


and that it will catch and hold enough water to reclaim 1,000 acres of 


land and there are 10,000 down in the valley, no man can tell to 
which one of those 10,000 acres it will be tound most economical to 


carry that water and where it can be used to the best advantage. 


That must require an examination of the whole field, not only of 


the topography, but of the reservoir site, of the construction of ditches, 
of the fertility of the land, and of the climate where the land is lo- 
cated, and for the purpose of preventing injudicious settlement, and 


for the purpose of having these locations made where they will be best 
for the genera! public, the people, and the Government, it is best that 


the land shal! be reserved from settlement until that selection is made. 


As soon as the surveyor having charge of this work shall make the se- 


lection and shall indicate to the General Land Office that land situated 


in township and range so and so in this valley is land which can be 


economically irrigated from this reservoir, then that land ought to be 


opened to homestead settlement, and the rest of it, if sold at all. ought 
to be sold with full notice to the purchasers that they will not get any 
water rights from the water lying in that watershed. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator another question. 
Does the Senator understand that when the Government sells land it 
sells it with any implied guaranty that water can be or will be fur- 
nished for it? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I undertook to illustrate exactly what I 
thought of this by my reference to the Mexicans. The Government of 
the United States, I think, in selling its land to its citizen, in giving 
a homestead to its citizen, does not act in good faith if it takes such 
steps as will involve that citizen in endless litigation. If the Senator 
from Colorado sitting in his seat knows that the enactment of a par- 
ticular law will result in involving those who have homesteads in the 
West in endless litigation, in trouble that is not to end in their life- 
time, he is acting unwisely, and he is not acting for the best interests 
of the Government or its citizens if he allows that to go on. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator declines to answer my question or he 
does not understand it. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. I thought that I answered it distinctly. 

Mr. TELLER. I made no allusion to the Mexican Government or 
Mexican statutes. I want to know what the Senator means when he 
says that when the Government has been selling land heretofore it has 
been selling with an implied guaranty that there is water for that 
land. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. When the Mexican Government allowed 
its citizens to settle on the bank of the Rio Grande River two centuries 
ago below El Paso, when they found a stream running by their doors, 
the banks brim full, and they appropriated that water to the improve- 
ment of their land, I think they had a right to look to their govern- 
ment to see to it that that water supply was not taken away; and 
when the citizens of New Mexico and the United States higher up, 
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rwasi ir? 

on their own farms and absolutely dried the river up and deprive 
zens lower down the valley of any water at 1 bring up a< 
that the Government ot! >» United States ought r toallow t 
up between its citizens can prevent 301 ] 
made beforehand 

When a citizen takes a homestead on the bank of a river with the 
water going by he has the right tosuppose, and st men, not lo y 
beyond and taking into consideration the whole question, do suppos 
that there will be no end to the water supply hey wake 


to find out that they did not get it, and then there 
about. I say the Government of the United States ought not to 
its citizens in that condition. 

Now, going back to Kansas, the Senator asked me if I thought any 
part of Kansas was desert. I can point to him places on the a 
River in Kansas where great ditches have been taken out for the put 
pose of carrying the water of the Arkansas River for miles down upon 
the beautiiul, level, grassy plains in the eastern part of that State. I 
can show him in some years when you go to the headwaters that the 
Arkansas Kiver is as dry as a bone and that thereis not a teaspooniual 
of water in it. and why? Because those who have been irrigating in 
Colorado higher up have been putting up their works and diverting th 
water to their fields so that it can not go down to the fields below. 

It is not mght that the Government of the United States shall be a 





party to inducing people to make settlements along a river when the 


intelligent men who look into this entire field, who look over the broad 
field and into all the questions, see and know that this sort of result 
must inevitably follow sooner or later, and the time will come when 
they will be involved in interminable litigation or else be deprived of 
water. 





Major Powell was before the Committee on Appropriations some days 
since, and in speaking of this matter he presented the argument ina 
clear and more furcible way than I can possibly do it, and the best way 
for me to make myself distinctly undesstood is to read a short extract 
from his statement to that committee. He said: 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few words in relation to the irrigat 
which I was prevented from saying when before you last by the 
form of the interview. 

Prior to the creation of the irrigation survey bills had been passed in both 
Houses of Congress repealing the desert-land law, the timber-culture laws, and 
the pre-<-mption law, and providing that lands should thereafter be acquired 
from the General Government only under the provisions of the homestead laws. 


ion survey 


nterrogatory 


The amendment which the committee propose here now is to restore | 


these very laws that we all voted in both Houses of Congress to repeal 
only two years ago. The Senator trom Colorado [ Mr. TELLER] argued 
a short time ago, and the Senator from Alabama | Mr. MORGAN | agreed 
with him, that the amendment put onthe sundry civil act of October 
2, 1388, absolutely repealed the desert-land law and the timber-culiure 
law and the pre-emption law. 

Mr. TELLER. I never did. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 

Mr. TELLER. I said the misconstruction put upon it effected the 
repeal. I insist that a fair construction of it dues not repeal them. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. You mean itisa practical repeal of them. 

Mr. TELLER. I mean the construction put upon it by the Depart- 
ment is substantially a repeal, and I[ insist that that is an erroneous 
constraction, but I can not help myself. I must accept it as the law 
of the case. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I did not understand the Senator’s posi- 
tion then. I understood him to say it was a repeal. But the position 
of the Senator does not affect that matter. 

What I want to call attention to now is that if the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee should be adopted and become operative it will 
restore to operation the homestead law, the timber-culture law, the 
pre-emption law, and the desert-land law. 

I have no objection to the homestead law being put in operation, and 
before I get through I will show why it can be easily, rapidly, and 
safely put in operation again; but the restoration of these other laws 
I will never consent to, if I can prevent it, for I believe there has been 
more fraud perpetrated under those three laws than under all the other 
land lawsever enacted by thisGovernment. I think they are iniquitous, 
outrageous, and ought not to be allowed to stand on the statute-book 
for 2h hour. I would vote to repeal them absolutely and wipe tli 


I understood it so. 


li 
out of existence. 

As Major Powell stated: 

The measure, however, ultimately failed to become a law, as it was no 
ported from the conference committee. Thereupona practical repeal of t 
laws for the arid region was accomplished in the sundry civil isa 
strictive clause to the operations of the irrigation survey, but it pr led t 
the irrigable lands might be acquired by homestead settlement after Aina 
tion by the President. 

Now, I will stop the reading of this to comment for one moment on 


thestatement. I am heartily of the belief that the enactinent of Octo- 
ber 2, 1888, was wise, wasstatesmanlike, and humane, and thatthe ef- 
fect of it will be that examinations will be made as to where these wa- 
ters can be stored that as soon as the reservoirs are ascertained then 
examinations will be made as to where the land susceptible of irriga- 
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embracing certain sections, he certifies those lands to the Govern- 
mer 

it not nece y that they should goon the land and run lines 
aron Lj it when i a Secasaueiied examination or otherwise they have | 
ascertained the location of the land and specified the sections and sub- 


divisions of sections which are to be irrigated under these separate 
ditches, It is not necessary that they shall run out and subdivide this 
land on the ground. Nobody expects it will ever be done except by 
the men who locate the land for themselves. 

Mr. STEWART. 
determine the lines if it was not for the purpose of segregating the 
land ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. They have not got anything of that sort 
in the statute. Will the Senator read the language of the statute to 
which he refers? 

Mr. STEWART. If I had it I would. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will send it to the Senator. I have it 
here. I do not hesitate to say in advance that he will not find any 
such words in it. 

Mr. STEWART. It reads: 

For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation, and the segregation of irrigable 
lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and other 


hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for irriga- 
tion, and for ascertaining the cost thereof, etc. 


This is the act of October 2, 1888: 

And all the lands which may hereafter be designated or selected by such 
United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irrigation 
purposes and all the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, 
ditches, or canals are from this time henceforth herely reserved from sale as 
the property of the United States. 

Now I should like to know how you would reserve your Jand and 
designate a ditch line if you did not survey it, and how you would de- 
termine what land was irrigable and what was not unless you draw a line 
between the irrigable land and the other? If ditch lands were not to 
be surveyed why did the law require them to be designated ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I take it the Senator abandons his first 
proposition that there is anything in the law that requires the survey 
of these lands. 

Mr. STEWART. I undertake to say- 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am willing to yield, but I prefer to 
illustrate one point at a time. 

Mr. STEWART. I undertake to say that this law. if it does not 
mean that reservoirsites should be surveyed and the ditch lines should 
be surveyed, does not mean anything; that it isa perversion of the law 
not to do it, and that there has been no good faith in any of the opera- 
tions under it. The designations of townships and sections for the 
purpose of reservoirs is not within the spirit and meaning of the law 
and accomplishes no good purpose. The fact is the money has been 
spent for scientific purposes, and not for this purpose. Talk about mill- 
ions of acres when Major Powell bas not drawn any line! 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I knew the Senator would be unable to 
find anything in the law requiring the survey of these lands which are 
to be selected. 

Mr. STEWART. Howare you going to select if you do not survey? 
Hlow can you segregate without making a description of the lines? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator asks 

Mr. STEWART. Let me ask this question: How can you segregate 

e lands to be irrigated if you do not draw a line of segregation ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am not a witness in a police court, and 
I think I have aright to answer the Senator’s question in my own way. 

Mr. STEWART. What you can not answer you can skip. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will exercise my judgment about that 
and avail myself of the right to skip if I shall so desire. I asked the 
Senator to find the law to which he referred and he has failed to do «o. 
The way to segregate this land from the body of the public land is by 
a topographical survey which shows where any particular body of 
land lies sufficiently below the reservoir to carry the water economic- 
illy to it; and when this has been ascertained, of course he has to pay 
sufficient attention to the proofs of the land surveys that had been 
made on the ground to designate it by land numbers, but there is no 
necessity for hisever putting a compass in the field and running lines 
around any section of land. 

Mr. STEWART. Do you pretend to say the contour of the section 
would indicate the land that was valuable for irrigation and that which 
was not? It might likely include both. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Running a line would not settle it there. 
It takes a different examination. 

Mr. STEWART. But if there is an examination and a survey, the 
line should be drawn. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. But not by running a line around it. 

Mr. STEWART. If this money is appropriated to make marks on 
the Land-Office maps, we do not need any more appropriations of that 
kind, I could make the marks as intelligibly without ever going to 
that country. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, The Senator from Nevada has again and 
again to-day asserted that this money has been misappropriated by 
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Major Powell. I assert most positively that after the best attention I 
have been able to give the case, without any prejudice one way or the 


| other, I believe he has in perfect good faith expended every dollar of 
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this mone y, and there has not been one solitary cent of misappropria- 
tion on his part; and I think this charge made again and again this aft- 
ernoon by the Senator from Nevada is absolutely without foundation, 
and not only without foundation, but that the facts lie easily within 
the reach of the Senator from Nevada which absolutely disprove his own 
charge, and his attention has been called to them. 

Now, I propose to call the attention of the Senate to them, because 
whenever any charge is made in my presence either in the Senate or 
anywhere else which reflects upon the good name of any man whom I 
believe to be an honest man, I will not sit with my mouth closed and 
allow the charge to go without question. 

Mr. STEWART. I say 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I believe I have the floor and I insist on 
my right to proceed. 

Mr. STEWART. I shall reply when you get through. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am willing that the Senator shall reply 
when I have concluded my statement. 

The majority of the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands had made these same charges in its report against Major 
Powell, had charged the misappropriation of funds, had charged that 
he had used this money for scientific purposes, and the minority of the 
committee, consisting of the Senator from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN], the 
Senator from Maryland {[Mr. GoRMAN], and myself made reply in our 
report, in which we used this language: 





The following statement, made in the report of the majority, is incorrect and 
unjust: 


That is practically what the Senator said here to-day. 


It is thus by implication made toappear that the topographic survey for which 
$199,000 was appropriated on October 2, 1888, and for which $200,000 was appro- 
priated on March 2, 1889, was for the irrigation survey, when in fact, as the act 
itself shows, these items were designed to be used in making maps for the Geo- 
logical Survey. The topographic survey made under the appropriation for the 
irrigation survey was a part and parcel of such irrigation survey, made in the 
interest of the irrigation survey and by distinct authority of law. 

Prior to the creation of the irrigation survey the Geological Survey had been 
in progress many years and was making topographic maps in various States 
and Territories, being authorized to make such maps for geological purposes. 
The regions where this work was in progress were scattered about the country 
from the Atlanticto the Pacific, and, as it was a geological survey, mining regions 
were selected for the theater of operations. 

When the irrigation survey was created by the act of Congress, it was not 
proposed to interfere with or change in any manner the operations of the 
Geological Survey and the topographic work connected therewith. The work 
went on in the usual manner, unaffected by the etatute creating the irrigation 
survey. The topographic work still went on in Maine, in Texas, and elsewhere 
throughout the country. One hundred and ninety-nine thousand dollars was 
appropriated by the act of October 2, 1888, for these topographic surveys form- 
ing a part of the Geological Survey, and $200,000 in the following year, and the 
work went on as usual thereunder. 

By some singular oversight, which a glance atthe act would have at once cor- 
rected, the majority of the committee have concluded that this appropriation 
was made for topographic surveys connected with the irrigation survey, a mis- 
take which it is impossible to explain. In the same act, namely, the sundry 
civil appropriation act, there was another paragraph making an appropriation 
for the work of the irrigation survey of $100,000, in the following words. 


That has been read here a time or two, and I will not occupy the 
attention of the Senate by reading that now. 

The minority go on to say: 

When the first appropriation for the irrigation survey was made, the sum was 
$100,000, and it is charged that of this amount more than one-half has been mis- 
applied by the Director, a charge so baseless that it is difficult to understand 
how it could be made with sincerity. The appropriation was made todo a num- 
ber of specified things, and this is one of them, **tomake the necessary maps.”’ 
To make maps a topographic survey is necessary ; topographic surveying is 
map-making. That this is the correct construction of the law is made plain by 
the history of its enactment. The irrigation survey was created by an act ap- 
proved Mareh 20, 1888. On March 27, just seven days after, the following reso- 
lution passed the Senate: 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to report to 
the Senate what appropriation is necessary to enable the United States Geo- 
logical Survey to carry into effect the joint resolution ‘directing the Secretary 
of the Interior by means of the Geological Survey to investigate the practica- 
bility of constructing reservoirs for the storage of water in the arid region of 
the United States and to report to Congress,”’ approved March 20, 1885, and the 
several acts of Congress requiring such Geological Survey, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, to classify the public lands and furnish a map 
or maps showing the various divisions of the public domain suitable for agri- 
cultural, mineral, and other purposes; and particularly to segregate the lands 
susceptible of irrigation where irrigation is required from other lands, and 
designating places for reservoirs, canals, and other hydraulic works.” 


Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. With pleasure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Senator if he is reading this 
long document to defend Major Powell from any imputation of any in- 
tended or negligent wrong conduct. If he is, I want to say for one, 
who for myself pretty critically looked through these proceedings, that 
I think the Senator is occupying time that is not necessary to be oc- 
cupied in any such performance. 

I disagreed with Major Powell in some respects. I think I rather 
overstated the other day the delusion I thought he was under about 
cutting off timber to get water, but I have since read with some care 
his article upon that subject, and, for one, I wish to say—of course, I 
can not speak for anybody else—that the taking up the time of the 


Senate in trying to prove that Major Powell has not been guilty of 
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a any intentional wrong or any violation of law in what he has done, | Q. In other words 

think is a waste of tim ; . ve a R 
; Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am very much obliged to the Senator | 4 
t from Vermont. If nobody was t y any attention to the proceedings By the Cr 

in the Senate to-day except the Senator from Vermont and gentlemen ». OFe 

like the Senator from Vermont, who look carefully into all these ques A. Toy 

tions, I would not have thought it necessary to reply to one of t “t al ~ 

aspersions. But a Senator of the United States, standing in hi ice Q. If yo : 

in this body, has to-day without challenge from a single hu ! ng | $4 00 for topogr 

in the body more than three several times charged that Ma Powell . Sheetal} 

has misappropriated this money; and I was reading these documents ve done . 

to show that the public documents not only prove that that is t the Ry Mr. Ha 

truth, but that the public documents absolutely demonstrate that it Q. In round 

must have come to the knowledge of the Senator from Nevada him- 4. Aboutar ‘ é 


! 
that these charges were not true. t igineers are tra i yet ‘ 
r,. STEWART. I undertake to say—— Now. I will vield to t Sanator from } 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have the floor, I believe. Mr. STEWART. Istated betore. and I state now, that 
Mr. STEWART. That is not—— which has been done with the $360,000 that has been approp 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas declines | j { lit I ise, ik it } eC! 1 
to be interrupted. There have been no reservoi! marked out that 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. When I get through with my stateme1 
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I will yield to the Senator. 
Mr. STEWAKT. I think when the Senator undertakes to state 
what I said I havea right to state what I did say. Idid not state 1 ‘ I 
what he imputes to me. light 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Upon the suggestion of the Senator from V it 1 
Vermont, and to whom I am under obligations for his frank and candid 1 ap iti ) ! 
& statement of this matter, and which relieves me to some extent, I 100 ’ this 
; will omit to read a number of things that I intended to read. I ps W e segregat 
e: pose now only to read one or two paragraphs to show what occurred yea t 
ei before the Appropriations Committee when these appropriations were tone 
pa made, and when the statement was distinctly and plainly and u ind 
2.2 made by Major Powell in the presence of the Senator trom Nevada re r , I 
that this money was to be appropriated in the way it has been appro- ct } ot | i he 
en priated, and there was no concealment about it and no mistake about | nothing on the map to show the boundarie e res 
* it t 3s meant simply » desicnat nships whiere rese ri I 
ee Tt : + ’ 1} ; : . . 1 s } , 
; Mr. STEWART. Ithink I should be allowed to state what I l ted, that e 1 have be« one before, because. the iD 
say. vs where the loeatior : Youcan go to the I id eand take 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If the Senator from Nevada will allow | the Land Office m an them out general t thati ou 
ine to get through with my statement I will listen to him, but I sub tho ron se resé 
mit to his fairness, as he has made a charge here to-day, I ought to be | general map. but nt them 1 f » that they « 
> allowed to reply to it before he makes another. I decline to yield nated. However, that has 1 
: Mr. STEWART. The Senator attributed to me what I have not You may call tl ay [ { 
1 stated. the bill as it was discussed byt . i a ) 
2 Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am going by the record » follow- | and myself whet was hefore 1 ymmitt 
“a ing quotations are from a report made by the Senator fro M We wv ed t ! 
ALLISON ] from the Committee on Appropriations, Fift S le for that purpose t 
lirst session, Report No. 1814, to accompany House bill 10540 : e ha SI lina 1 
chairman asked Major Powell: ernment money, and it has resulted { 
a Q. Are you through with your general statement ore, or nearly that amoun ntl sol tees, 
m A. Yes, sir; but I want to speak something about the cost I Vy 1S necessary or not is ue 
Q. That is what we want to hear you upon. think the tom inl | d t ‘ 
\. To complete the survey as we have been going on, without laying out t ; is 4 3 . ae 
reservoirs, without laying out the sites for headworks and canals and so « ea abraii si ova cu 
ould take about $500,000 We have expended about $1,00 } so that it t} was creat mistake b ido t want to l t! 
. would now take about $4,000,000 to complete that wor Was an appropr n for topogr 4 i 
Q. And what length of time? ; ‘ F = r 
A. Atthe rate we have been going on it would ta betw rty and : , 
of years } eo y it wv en raYp O} ‘ 
; @. With ample means how long would it take? : t oon diverted ta ‘ \ 
‘ A. It could be done in ten years. - ; a 
oy Mr. STEWART. Is it necessary to wait until you work up all eolog , ld MG tu Was a 
4 in order to make the preliminary survey with a view to reser a? tatute. 
a Mr. Powe. No, sir. We felt very 1 h rieved . 
Mr. Stewarr. That only refers to the local topography ? he te , : 
Mr. Powe... To the construction of the maps of this fund devote ” purpe r 
The CHAIRMAN, Major Powell is speaking only of the topograpbical survey then right on the top of all that t W 
Mr. STEWART. No, of the geological ment is stopped it these vreat States a 
Mr. Power Not of the geological, but the topographical survey which we ae a 4 | P ‘ 
are conducting over the country. ariven mn 40 c es ¢ 
Mr. STEWART. Can you not vary your survey so that these reservoirs can b great «distress. en e « 
3 located more rapidly than that? I : 7 { 
Mr. Powe.Li. We can with the necessary appropriations. We could do it in : . a al ' 
in six years if sufficient appropriations were made. ( n there ‘ 
lt Mr. Srewarr. You could Iecate the reservoirs in five or six years? I undertake to say t tt { yt ( t a 
4 Mr. Powe. Yes, sir; we could make the maps, outline the catchment ba- aed sacre + 4 ¢ 
a sins, and lay out upon the ground the headworks, the canals, and the reser ee P F ; 
° voirs in six years with sufficient appropriatio , 
? Mr. STEWART. Do you not regard that as the most urgent work? lips somewhere n t 
x Mr. PowELu. Yes, sir. . a ‘ y ( . 
3 Mr. STEWART. Because then i i the 4 . 2 seis 
part of the work could go on af cme ; . Out 
Mr. PoweLn. Oh, yes. We are 1 “ry far ead [ do not } [ i 
the geology all the time. 1 7 ' f 
Mr.STewAaktT. Then, if you had the requi appr ations you could “aie a4 1 if , ' 
the reservoiis and make the surveys for settlement in five or six years? by the law Aw aie event ; : 
Mr. Powetu. Yes; but it would take about $5,125,000 to do it complain. W het t refle t 
By the CHAIRMAN; tnon | judgment 
Q. At the rate of about $1,000,009 a year? work in charg 
, A. That is my estimate. have had s - ‘ : 
+. Q. That would complete the topography ? : ae eee et aed 
A. It would complete the topography. I have made a second estiimat r | been done ; tha 7 
have been working the last three days on it. Mr. REAGAN Will tl Ar 
Q. It would complete the surveys of the basins and districts The PRESID I ) ( 


A. Yes, the catchments, | ] ¢} ‘ ee 
Q. And locate reservoirs, canals, and so on? ) yi ld to the Sen ee 
A. Yes, sir. | Mr. JONES, of Arkansa With ple 
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Mr. REAGAN. Upon the subject of the misappropriation of the 
funds, charged by the report of the majority of the committee—for 
there is no mistake about the majority of the committee charging a 
misappropriation—I desire to read the response of the Secretary of the 


Interior of June 4, 1390, to the resolution of the Senate on that subject: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, June 4, 1890. 
nr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a resolution adopted by 
the Senate on May 26, 1890, in relation to the use made of the appropriations for 
the irrigation survey In response thereto | transmit herewith a copy of a com 
munication from the Director of the Geological Survey, to whom the resolution 
was subm a tor report 
For a number of years provision has been made in the appropriation acts for 
the construction of topographic maps necessary for and asa part of the work 
of the Geological Survey In the act of October 2, 1888, and again in the act of 
Mars 1489, appropriations were made for the irrigation survey, including 
the necessary maps 


Phe statute directs that the expense of making the topographic maps for the 
Ge gical Survey shal! be defrayed from the appropriations made for the Geo- 
logical Survey, and that the expense of making the topographic maps for the 


irrigation survey shall be defrayed from the appropriations made for the irri- 


matic naurvev 
it appears from the report of the Director of the Geological Survey, in my 
judgment, that the appropriations for the Geological Survey have not been di- 
verted from their purpose, but have been strictly used as contemplated in the 
t, and that the appropriations for the irrigation survey have not been diverted 
rom their purpose, but strictly used for the irrigation survey as required by 


JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary 


Senators are all familiar with the fact that the Auditors are required 
in settling the accounts made by the various Departments to see that 
the money is expended according to law. Every item of these appro- 
priations so far has been acted upon by the Auditors and found correct. 
In addition to the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, the finding 
of the Auditors fixes the fact, as far as they are concerned, that the ap- 
propriations have been expended in strict accordance with law. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have recently been en- 
gaged in undertaking to refute the charge made by the Senator from 
Nevada [ Mr, STEWART] that Major Powell had misappropriated a part 
o! this fund, and [ called attention to the fact that the Senate now un- 
derstands, whether the Senator from Nevada understands it or not, 
that the $199,000 of which he speaks in the appropriation act of 1883 
was made for topographic surveys in connection with the Geological 
Survey; that it wasso distinctly stated before the Appropriations Com- 
mittee by Major Powell. 

When the report was made by the committee recommending the ap- 
propriation of $199,000 for topography in connection with the Geological 
Survey and, as the Senate further knows, when $100,000 was appro- 
priated in the same act for irrigation work, it was understood that the 
larger part of that would be necessary for topography in connection 
with that survey. That is the statement made, and that is what I 
read the paragraph to show. 

Now, in connection with what has just been stated by the Senator, 
that there has been nothing done, that $350,000 was given to Major 
Powell and it has been practically wasted, and that there has been no 
selection of reservoir sites, | desire tosay that there have been one hun- 
dred and nine reservoir sites selected, in Land Office terms, their ex- 
act location specified, and every fact necessary in connection with them 
has been given; that there are four hundred and eighty-six that have 
been ascertained and located and the facts necessary to selecting the 
land in connection with them are in process of being ascertained now; 
that there have been ascertained 30,000,000 acres of irrigable lands, 
which are in the Land Office now being compared with the recore, 
as I said awhile ago, for the purpose of showing which are public lands 
and which belong to private individuals; and that in addition here are 
15,000,000 acres which are in process of selection and will soon be in 
the Land Office for the purpose of being made in the same way. All 
this has been done. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will in a minute. Allow me to get 
through with one statement at a time. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair takes occasion to state 
that when a Senator desires to interrupt another he should address the 
Chair, and not proceed until leave of the Senator on the floor has been 
obtained. The Senator from Arkansas will proceed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I state these facts in reply to the broad 
statement made by the Senator from Nevada that there has been noth- 
ing done, Now, Mr. President, I submit to every candid Senator in 
this body that, taking the plain letter of the law as we enacted it on 
the 2d day of October, 1888, and going carefully over the work that 
has been done by the Geological Survey, it has been honestly, faith- 
fully, and efficiently done, and the law has been carried out, in my 
opinion, exactly in its letter and its meaning. There are gentlemen 
here who do not think so but it seems the executive officers of the 


Government, the Attorney-General, the Secretary of the Interior, and | 


all those who are required by their oaths to construe this law arrive at 
exactly the same conclusion, and it affords me pleasure to bear testi- 
mony toa firm conviction in my own mind that this officer has been 
honest, faithful, diligent, and efficient. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senatorallow me toask him a question? 
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Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, With pleasure. 

Mr. STEWART. What evidence has the Senator that any reservoir 
site has been marked out so that it could be reserved without includ- 
ing lands that they have no authority to reserve under the law ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The statement of Major Powell, towhich 
the Senator himself was a witnegs, which the Senator himself heard 
before the Appropriations Committee. I heard the Senator trom Ne- 
vada cross-question Major Powell in one way and another about his 
method of selecting these sites, and Major Powell again and again told 
him the methods ot selecting them. The Senator trom Nevada wanted 
to know whether auy line had been run all around on the outside where 
the lakes would go when made. Awhile ago the Senator from Nevada 
was complaining in the Senate that there had been no meander of a 
single oneof these lakes. There is nobody, it seems to me, inthe world 
who would expect the meander of any such thing. 

What the Director testified to the committee he had been doing was 
this: When he ascertained an available site for one of these reservoirs 
he made an estimate about how high adam could be put across the 
face of it, and how high he could raise the water, and he put a mark, 
a stone, @ permanent mark on the ground, marking the highest point 
of elevation to which water could be sately carried or to which it was 
intended to undertake to carry the water in that basin. Then there 
would be no difficulty, by running a level of that valley, in determin- 
ing every solitary section and quarter-section of land that would be 
flooded below that level, and all the land that was below that level 
would be reserved, section so and so would be taken ont, a half-section 
at another place, a quarter-section at another,and soon, Al! the land 
that would be flooded when the water was raised to the level at which 
he places a mark is the land reserved. There was no necessity for go- 
ing around and marking the zigzag meanderings. They could be 
marked after the lake should have been made. 

Mr. STEWART. Now, suppose we should take a reservoir site 
where there is no lake, because that is true of the majority of them, 
how would a person who was going to take the adjoining land know 
where it was if it was not meandered? How would he know where 
the reservoir was to bey or in case of the lake, how would you mark it 
on the map unless it was meandered so that by the public surveys they 
could know in the Land Office what were reservoirs and what were not, 
and they could know on the ground what lands were reserved for reser- 
voirs and what were not? How could you do it? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is no difficulty whatever about 
the Senator’s proposition, but there are none so blind as those who will 
not see. The lands that enter into this calculation are reserved in the 
Land Office. Whenever they are opened for settlement those which 
are opened can be taken, those which are not opened can not be taken. 
It makes no difference about whether the meander or line of the lake 
goes up or down the hill, the land can not be taken because it is re- 
served now for public uses, for a lake, and it can not be opened until 
it is opened by the President; and when it is it will be opened by specific 
provisions giving exactly the proportions and subdivisions of lands that 
are subject to homestead entry under the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator pretend that it would not be 
necessary to survey around the reservoir site in order to enable the 
President by proclamation to designate exactly what land may be 
taken? In surveying swamp lands the lines are meandered and the parts 
of sections put on maps. When a reservation of any kind is made it 
hag been the habit all the way through, as those familiar with public 
surveys know, that reservoir sites as much as swamp-land lines must 
be meandered in order that the settler may know what is not swamp 
land, and can locate. There is no good in a reservoir site which is not 
in a rectangular form. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. With pleasure. 

Mr. PIERCE. I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas. Does he understand that this information is filed in the local 
land office, so that if a man goes there he may be informed as to any 
piece of land there that the reservoir site is reserved, and that it can 
not be entered ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. At present I think so. 

Mr. PIERCE. I have not understood that that information was 
filed in the local land office, but of course it ought to be done, or else 
the preliminary papers may be issued to a homesteader or pre-emptor 
for the land covering reservoir sites. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think the Senator is exactly right about 
that. I supposed that that had been done in every instance. I pre- 
sume that that is the practice of the office, though I have never asked 
about it. 

Mr. President, there is one singular circumstance in connection with 
this feature of the appropriation bill. The Senator trom Nevada, from 
the majority of the Select Committee on Irrigation, reported a bill to 
the Senate to be adopted, in which the committee propose to absolutely 
repeal the desert-land law, the timber-cuiture law, and the pre-emption 
law, I believe, and to reduce the size of the homestead to 80 acres. A 
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report was made by the minority of the committee, in which we ad 1-hold in Great ] ‘ l o ) 
yoeated the s»me line of policy. Now both sides of the Committ 1 | United Sta thatthe Marg wee 7 
Irrigation have agreed upon the proposition to reduce the size o! t i l ( 
homestead in irrigable lands and absolutely prevent the poss y of pany made u 
taking these great bodies of land; and yet we have theSenators on the | lon acres in that Sta : 
other sid »w advocating the repeal of the law, which, so far from | acres in Texa and tha i 
car! out the policy that they have put themselves on reco i ind in the United & i h s. 1 
fave y willa utely Open p all these old systems of law under | pb em 
Ww 30 many frauds have been perpetrated Mr. Tl 
Che statement bas been made by Major Powell that according to his | ra } 3 ( : 
estimate abont 40,000,000 ac s of the 100,000,000 acres which are su Ii ON 
ceptible of irrigation have already passed out of the hands of the Ge unraven. 
ernment t i 
Now. there is a striking circamstance in connection with that Phe e who 
stat 1ent made is that there are &,VU0U.0 acres of land under r? v< i know t t 
- tion. How can these lands go out o! the hands of the Gover é ‘ 
honestiy into the hands of individuals when they are unoccupied < to 
According tothe statements which have been made there must be mor t 
than 0,000,000 acres of desert land in the West which are susceptible 
of irrigation, which are susceptible of cultivation, which have gone out | | t \ 
of the hands of the Guvernment and are in the hands of private owners. te 
We bave heard the complaint about what has been accomplish 
dumniy interests in the West. We have seen in the newspaper! Lie ha u 
charges have been made all over the country, that large quant of | of eve . at 
land bave been acquired in bad faith by inducing men to perju n been s¢ i 
selves, to occupy lands and take them up so as to get title from t ‘ rthe as 
ernment. When a man makes an entry under the desert-land law he | tak 
has to make proof belore he can perfect his title; it is the san iv | ing the « 
under the pre emption and timber-culture laws; and yet out of 
five million and odd acres in which the Government has parted w the re 
title in this desert country there are &,000,000 acres in cult tion and | step tu 
more than 50,000,000 uno cupied, | do 
fow could that title ever have gonefrom the Government ex 
1 , ive t lact iring wu 1 t ! i 3 ex i 
mean anything, that stupendous f1 is have been perpet d ‘ 
pa these laws; and yet we are asked by this co » to ¢ ( ) ! 
a law here which will put in foree the very same laws ler \ 
these thines have been going on for years. d he stated i { » I ‘ 
lhe Senator from Texas Mr. hE AGAN | called att tion 4 i 
these things a short time ago, and I think they oughtto comma the who : 
attention of the Senate. There was a bill introduce eH f 
Representatives some time since proposing to prev ill ow - } 
ship of land in this country, and a report was made with it in h Mr. ‘J Al ; Phe Ser \ \ it 
there are some striking facts, It is said: price. I ven if it is so re 
Your co nmittee have ascertal red with reasonable cert tinty that cer t Su ie ¢ rt p ovice ' 
blemen of Europe, principaily Englishmen, have acquired and now ow the | the price. I mean t ‘ 
¥ . te n -~ tl m Olé ) or oO nd in the United S tes We ‘ 
oath eS cditeaciiam toaiaietinn onantinr of ur tle fal ene risiti ol a vw what they Vv F t 
as it is generally held in smaller bodies. © Mr. JONES, of Arkansa la ‘ ' 
I will not detain the Senate by reading from this report at great length | 7° xd a one to } et - P 
at this time, but I wish simply to call attention to the fact, and it i e the select committ 
notorions, that foreigners have large holdings in the West. ‘They not Mr. J RS. There are d it systems a t that 
only tence off land they have got themselves, but they have been tres- Senato NES, After a man pays Sana vho regulate | 5 
passing in years past upon the publicdomain. They have been fencing | P*Y/°) (06 WAeT 
off land they onght not to have, and an immense body of the lands in 
the West is in the hands of a few individuals. That is what the record savy ow, t] t is staring us in th 
Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I desire to put in a | face t European capitalists may send their money here and invest i 
caveat against that statement. nt e great ditches, and w the ditches are built an in who knows 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Arkansas | anything about thissystem knows th “i é ater owns the 
yield? land. A man’s land isabsolutely worthle t wat lhe 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. With pleasure. that is conveyed in tha intry D ) id ge vith ‘ 
Mr. TELLER. That is not a correct statement. The land in t If he has not got a right to hold it he gets nothing. If we open this 
q West is not held in large quantities by aliens. In nearly all if not all | system asit was opened before, if we allow these lands to be 
the new States at least they have prohibited alien land-holding except | and en possession of Europeans, t ‘ e that i 
% in very small quantities. I know something about the holdings inthe | vears, and only a few years, those who é ) 1 i 
e Western country, not only in my own State, but in others, and I know | under the homestead laws and otherwise, even where the land i not 
vs there has been the grossest exaggeration as to the amount of land that | been taken up by the Go iment, will find that th ha f sO 
; is held in that country by foreigners. lutely driven out of their land and the land wi e held | \ 
4 Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is an old adage that where there indlords. Weshall have a system of absentee landlordism just as 








is A gr 


at deal of smoke there must be some fire. they have it in England and Ireland now. who he t 
Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will illustrate what | will live outside of t 


Isay. I have seen published in the public press, I presume one hun- When a man pays a ( ey a y demanded o 
by dred times, that the Earl of Dunraven was the owner of 60,000 acré be allowed to pay i 1 he does not } ‘ be t 
za of land in the State of Colorado. Knowing that whatever he did own | and another poor d« v take | ve 1 it 
= in the State of Colorado was in the county of Laramie, two years ago | thing over ag I 0 


I wrote to the county clerk asking him to give me the amount of the Ir. SPOONER. Will tl tor a ion? 

holding of the Earl of Dunraven. He gave it to me as being less than Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Vith pl 

5,000 acres. I understand, however, that the Earl of Dunraven act- Mr. SPOONER I know n is ti 

ually held nothing himself, but it was held by a corporation of which | that the wat ‘ 

he was a prominent member. : Mr. JONI \ 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I know nothing about these fact I | ferent w 


must accept the statement that I get. I hold in my hand a book } by corporations and I lt the 
Pubhe 


William A. Phillips, a member of the Committee on Lands otf me instances own the and the right 
the Forty-third Congress and on Banking and Currency in the Forty- | land, and when t ( A 
fitth Congress, and on page 354 of the book I find a statement to the | rizht, and that « ) ‘ re. 

effect that the aristocrats of Europe have become land-holders of great Mr. SPOO f h association regu t } 


estates in this Republic; that the Duke of Sutherland is the largest | self? 
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Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In those cases, 

Mr. SPOONER. It is mainly done, I have understood, by corpora- 
tions 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That is my impression. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it not true that in every Western constitution 
(I think it is true; it is certainly true of all that have been adopted in 
the last twenty*syears) there is a power reserved to alter and amend 
charters, under which it is entirely competent for the Legislatures to 
regulate these water companies both as to rates and to correct abuses 
which may grow up in their administration? May it not safely He 
left to the Legislatures of the States in which these farms are located ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. For myself, Mr. President, I would not 
be willing to leave open, with the hope that careful legislation in the 
States would prevent these outrages, any wrong that we can safely and 
easily prevent oursel ve I do not think too many safeguards can be 
thrown around these things. I believe they ought all to be guarded by 
the laws everywhere. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will they not be 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Let me answer just a little further on 
this same question. In further reply to the Senator’s question I will 
say that in many places in the West, when I was West with the com- 
mittee of which the Senator from Nevada is chairman, I heard a num- 
her of people say that while the law was that these parties could not 
be allowed to sell them water except ina certain way, they did it never- 
theless, and it was like the old story of the man who was put in jail 
and his Jawyer told him he could not be put there; but he says, ‘‘ here 
I am.’’ 


Mr. SPOONER. Would not that be equally the case under Federal 


makes it a homestead he takes an inalienable right in the water 
that goes with his land, he will be in a condition then to make terms 
with men who are to lend him money with which he can make his 
improvements; he will have the control of it. He is a borrower, and 
the ditch company being so engaged as to pay this interest ard to pay 





you put him on his homestead and he has to contract with an inter- 
mediate ditch company which absolutely owns the water and sells 
him his right, he is at the mercy of the ditch company, as it seems 
to me. 

Mr. PIERCE. What would be the effect, in the opinion of the Sen- 


ator from Arkansas, of a provision like the following in a State con- 


7 { 
stitution: All flowing streams or natural water courses shall forever 
remain the property of the State for commercial, irrigating, and man- | 


ufacturing pt ses ? 
That 





Phat provision, I understand, is substantially retained in every con- 
stitution that has been adopted by the new States, and by others like 
Nevada and Colorado. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think that that is avery wise provision, 
and those States are gradually taking steps inthatdirection. Asthey 
suffer in experiencing these hardships they are gradually changing their 
laws so as to protect the owners of homesteads. It seems to me it is 
wise and proper and statesmanlike in the Congressof the United States 
to help them, and to enact such laws as will enable them to carry out 


the provisions to protect the owners of these homesteads and the poor | 


people who have no means of protecting themselves. The system of 
laws now in force in Colorado, and so in a number of other States, 
is wise and beneficial; but the fact remains that there have been great 
outrages perpetrated in many of the States. There are a great many 
things yet to be done in the way of remedy, and I believe if we only 
proceed in an intelligent way here we can do very much to help for- 
ward this condition. 

I am in favor of allowing the American people to have all this part 
of the West tor homesteads. I do not believe there is any use in hay- 
ing the homestead of more than 80 acres. I am opposed to putting a 
law in force to allow people to take 160 acres of this irrigated land. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If by wise and judicious provisions made | 
beforehand the law is so framed that when the man goes upon his land | 


thing to say about. I have simply presented what I have said here 
to-day in opposition to the views submitted by the Senator from Nevada 
and to explain some of the opinions I have on this question. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I have been astonished at what I have 
learned since I entered this body as to the obstructions which have been 
placed in the way of persons who sought to obtain title to the public 
Jands under the desert-land law, and the criticisms of thatlaw. A citi- 
zen of the United States qualified to take a homestead may go to any 
portion of the public domain and obtain 160 acres of the very best ag- 
ricultural land belonging to the Government as a gift by living on it 
for five years. He may take an additional 160 acres of the best agri- 


cultural land lying adjoining him if he finds it vacant. If it is not, 





At a number of places we took the testimony of people who live upon | 


these ditches. lasked the question again and again in a number of 


places whether the size of the homestead should be reduced, and in | 


every instance I believe they held that the holding ought to come down 
to 80 acres, and a great many said that 40 acres of irrigated land was 
plenty; that you had better cultivation; that men were more pros- 
perous and thrifty; that they made more crops; that it took more labor 
per acre, but that they got a greater yield; and it was held that these 
homesteads should be reduced in size. I was tempted to believe that 
in many places 40 acres would be abundant size for a homestead, and 
Iam fully persuaded 80 acres is as much land as ought to be embraced 
in a homestead in the irrigated regions. 

For these reasons I am opposed to this proposition. I hope I shall 
live to see the time when this infamous desert-land law will not be op- 
erative for another hour in this country. I donot believe the timber- 
culture law is of any benefit to the country, and I should like to see 
in the irrigated country the size of the homestead reduced to &0 acres. 

There are a number of other things connected with this matter that 
when this subject is properly reached on the bill I may have some- 





he may go elsewhere and select it after he has secured title to his home- 
stead, and obtain it asa pre-emption claim by living upon it six months 
and paying $1.25 an acre. 

Having acquired title to that, he may take up another 160 acres un- 


| der the timber-culture act and acquire title by the cultivation of trees; 


and then, if he desires to obtain an additional quarter-section of the 
public domain, he may go up on the mountain-side and take a timber 
claim of 160 acres at $2.50 per acre. I say all the very best of the pub- 
lic land, and until very recently—until the last Congress—all the pub- 
lic land of the United States, that had been offered at public sale, was 
subject to private entry, and any one citizen of the United States might 
have bought every acre of it at $1.25 an acre cash without ever going 
near it, 

So the whole of the valuable public domain was open to the citizens 
of the United States either as a gift or purchase in the quantities I 
have named at a nominal consideration. But when we come to dis- 
pose of the worthless part of the public domain—and anybody who 
has crossed over this continent upon one of the great transcontinental 
lines knows that the arid tract is worthless, a desert, as much a desert 


| as the great Sahara Desert in Africa—I say when we come to dispose 
| of that we do not give it away, we sell that worthless land at $1.25 


an acre; but do not allow a purchaser to secure title to an unlimited 


| quantity of it at a dollarand a quarter an acre; we limit his entry to 
| one section, the amount he.can take of good agricultural land under 
up iis liabilities he will be in comparatively no danger; whereas if | 


the other laws of the United States. 

We require him to pay 25 centsan acre when he enters his claim and 
within three years to put it under cultivation aud reclaim it and then 
to pay another doliar an acre for it. We require him to pay $1.25 an 
acre for worthless land and convert it into a garden, while we give the 
valuable landsaway, and then we have been constantlycriticising the men 
who undertake to reclaim this desert, and charging them with stealing 
the public domain. 

Sir, every man who reclaims an acre of desert land is a public bene- 
factor. I heard some talk to-day about a company that had under- 
taken to construct a ditch to cost a million dollars. We ought to give 


| such a company as that asubsidy. Instead of selling the land tothem 


at a dollar and a quarter an acre, we ought to give it to any one who 
will convert the desert land of this country into arable land and make 
it productive, subject to taxation, and make it help to supportthe pub- 
lic burdens. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to-day rightfully alluded 
to the fact that these people who have gone out upon this great area of 
the public lands have gone there by invitation of the Government. 
The pioneers of that portion lying north of the boundary line of Cali- 
fornia and west of the Rocky Mountains went there by invitation of 
the Government, many of them tosecure to the United States by actual 


settlement the title to the territory then claimed by the British Govern- 
| ment, and endured all the hardships of the journey across the plains 


and the pioneer life to do that. 

By your ill considered and unwise legislation you have withdrawn 
some of the finest valleys upon the face of theearth. Included in that 
withdrawal of this great region from the operation of the land laws is 
the Grande Ronde Valley, which I first saw nearly thirty years ago, at 
ieast in the summer of 1862, smiling in the sunshine of a perfect Ore- 


| gon day, the grass waist-high all over it, surrounded by hills, a little 


valley, a gem in the mountain 25 by 40 miles. And across the Blue 
Mountains, over the divide, is the greatest wheat-field upon this con- 
tinent, and probably upon the world. You can find places there where 
you can cross one continuous wheat-field for 30 or 40 miles—one con- 


| tinuous field of waving grain to-day, waiting for the sickle. 


Still, as I understand it, under this ill-advised legislation, worked 


| in upon a conference report, never considered by a committee or by the 


Senate, known only to two or three Senators in this body—I say under 
the operation or the construction of that act, I understand that not 
only the desert land but the entire acreage of all this region has been 
withdrawn from settlement, so that the man who has gone upon it in 


| ignorance of the law and made his settlement under any of the land 


laws of the United States since the act was passed on the 2d day of Oc- 
tober, 1888, is cut off and can not perfect his title, and no more settle- 
ments can be made there. Sir, there was never a greater outrage per- 
petrated upon a people than that. 

It is said they should know what the law was, I only accidentally 
discovered it myself six weeks or two months ago in conversation with 
a member of this body. I never imagined for a moment that there 
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had been any such Ik rislation, and I hay been on t r e | i ' i i 
Committee ever since I entered this body. I had the honor the first s iittala amon 
‘ session I was here to have charge of the bill which passed the S Ol Mr. Pr 
for the repeal of the pre-emption law and the amendment of the ; t t mal tion and 
eral land laws, and discussed it in the Senate. 
Mr. RAAGAN. Will the Senator allow m yin pt é 
Mr. DOLPH. I would rather not yield just now t t 
Il reported then an amen t-land la 
of the committee We ] i l é ( j ) 
this body, a bill that has d has yl 6 t to 
this body: and after all tl e f th z \ l 1 
was, I will not say smuggled through, but ena 1 ) 
priation bill, and without the knowledge of the Senate, without ‘ ' { ' . 
knowledge even of many of the members 0 the Public Lands ¢ t ritory north of t Ohio 
mittec ¢ 
_ * Now, sir, what should be done? We sh 11 ‘ ‘ 
: ct and put the laws in force again. The people were doing ver el bd y the Gov t 
underthem. The desert-land act needed a little amendment to make i tot \ it st t t 
it a little more liberal, so that a man might make some arrangement a 
to pledge his land for the cost of securing water upon it; and that wa sit wise? 7 t 
all that was required. Even under its operation, and under the « ent 
: tion of the homestead and other land laws, we are told that ma I ‘ ‘ 
‘2 ion acres of this land have been already reclaimed. r, the condition iyo 
a of settlers upon that vast area of the public land will not { t t! i] i 
7 with the best laws that can be enacted f ‘ to 
We hear that but one-tenth of the dese: and can be 1 ik ‘ | ; ( } 
‘ That means that nine-tenths must always be a desert; that the ‘ side so ody ef 1 ‘ 
, ments must bescattered; the population must bespars« id that this Cinwed ' ; ; : 
parse and scattered population must b bure S ti lb : 
4 more populons community in more favor: gious have to be é 
the common benetit—to maintain roads between their tlem ’ sto} 
maintain schools, to maintain other educational an h a the 
ligious institutions, and maintain a government by taxing enth | ] tion and the t 
ot the area of the municipal government under w i they | } t the ! 
Mr. HISCOCK, Mr. President. as I nderstand tues te - I 
The PRESIDENT pro lem e. Does the Senat 1 ( i t t sr ) 
to the Senator from New York ? t te it: ¢ t isa times ¥ ¥ ’ , 
Mr. DOLPH. I yield. one : ‘ 5 ‘ Aaws ES? by 1 aha 
Mr. HISCOCK. I understand tha ler this ; dmen ( 
law certain lands were withdrawn from homestead entry 1 t 
emption aud timber-culture entry ) : 
Mr. DOLPH. I have not seen the ord \ wa ade t 
derstand that no general order has been made. I will state i- | Oct r. 188 { 
ation as I understand it. eg { ll t t 
; Mr. HISCOCK,. I understand this provision of la to wh the | tionary: it 
“A Senator refers, that large tracts or all the public lands were withd1 n 
me two years ago from pre-emption entry, homestead i e 
timber-culture entry. I it ! ( 
Mr. DOLPH. The lands were withdrawn from the operation ‘ Mr. Preside 
the land laws of the United States. | 1 te 
Mr. STEWART. I just had a letter read showing that. oment t 
Mr. HISCOCK., How much land } there to-day in the United State t madit nt t ) v it } i 
subject to homestead entry, pre-emption entry, and timb« iltus hicl t uke , é | 
eptry ? ft We ; 


Mr. DOLPH. I do not recollect. I } tt yer f t I i 
Mr. HISCOCK. An immense quantity { that talk 


Mr. DOLPH. I do not carry those figur »my head the Si t that t d Sta 
Mr. HISCOCK, An immense quantity ) 80, or 1 
Mr. DOLPH. An immense quantity. 
Mr. STEWART. Not now. condi t e t | ‘ Ly 1 fa 
Mr. DOLPH. Not now, under existing law. man’s descendants. The t ( 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator means excluding these withd 


atodbeibad & 





( ( wo ] ( l i t ] t 
j Mr. STEWART. Excluding these withdrawn. in alien he t to an 
a Mr. DOLPH. It is very limited. as the law al n to l 
3 Mr. STEWART. It takes pretty much all the public land. for a State whic 1 ) 
3 Mr. HISCOCK. It withdraws very nearly all of it? have liked to h 
a Mr. STEWART. It withdraws very near th hol of % 





letter I had read this morning tells the whole story. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Is all this land in the arid regions? { . 
Mr.STEWART. All this land is in the arid region. utter for State 
Mr. HISCOCK. The reason why I ask this question, I state 1 


nee vias: 


frankly, is that I am somewhatinsympathy with the legislation w! t ‘ t ( 
restricts or limits the power to give away, to furnish this land to « cit é 
: one in the world who asks it, with actually no restrictions or limita » Il say,a ( ( 
a tions upon their power to take it. inds 1 
I have been in favor of that legislation for a long time, and ot t tiz of the 
would not be carried away by the appeal of the Senator from ( t 1 t 
to repeal these restrictions, if any have been thrown around the right 
of settlers to take the land, until there is an absolute necessit f the 
until all public lands have been exhausted. That is, I doubt l ate in 
what whether it is good policy to allow settlers to rush on the pu is the Legislat 
land and pick out the best, but rather to clean it up as you goalong. W be w i 
j have passed the period in this country when it is the policy of the G ud bet 
: ernment to give away these lands, to invite settlers simply for the r the ¢ 
: in the price of the land because of the settlers having taken posse n | property d ted to t 
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its use. It is entirely competent for the Territorial or State Legisla- 
ture to provide not only how water shall be distributed, but what rate 
shal pe cn urged and received for it. 

‘To say that the law exists but it is not in force, is to say what you 
may say about a hundred other laws. As was well said by the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin the same condition would exist if it was a Federal! 
law instead of a State law. 

Sir, I regard this whole business of the examination and survey and 
reservation of these desert lands asa humbug. I teil you that private 
enterprise and private capital can not only carry on a great undertaking 
like the reclamation of these desert lands cheaper, but they can do it 
better than any government, either State or national. Do you sup- 
pose that a company of land-owners, residents upon a tract of these 
Jands, or even speculators, who are going to put a million of dollars 
into a water ditch, will not know better the value of that water when 
applied to irrigation, in other words, what lands can be more profit- 
ably irrigated by it, than Major Powell and all his corps? 

Mr. CULLOM. Or anybody else. 

Mr. DOLVH, Or anybody else. Men look after their own interests 
better than the Government can look after it for them; they employ 
the best talent. A company undertaking such an enterprise as that 
would employ the best eugineers. When Senators talk about the land 
being gobbled up and held by syndicates, that is something that in the 
very patare of things can not be prevented. Whenever a man gets title 
to his land he will do as he pleases with it, and Congress can not annex 
any condition to its grant that will follow the land. 

So I hope that the ill advised legislation, I might call it the secret 


legislation, by which this great calamity is threatened to the people re- | nee bade at tasid thek euabl unk eterwion be wand 


siding in one bali of the Territories ot the United States will be re- 
pealed and then if any legislation is proposed concerning desert lands, 
Jet us take it up like other important legislation. 
duceil by some Senator providing for it; let it go to the proper com- 
discussed ; 
erally do, that will be valuable and practicable. 
now, and the only thing, is to cut this iniquity up by the roots, to re- 
peal the provision in the sundry civil act of 1885, to restore the old 
laws and the old existing state of things, and then proceed to legislate 
independently and deliberately upon this question. 

Mr. ALLISON obtained the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. 


ator from Ore I do not want 


on declined to let me make a statement. 
to argue the question, but only to make a statement. 

Mr. ALLISON, I should be glad to yield to the Senator—— 

Mr. REAGAN. ITonly ask the Senator for one moment; I do not 
intend to enter into any discussion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator for a moment. 

Mr. REAGAN, It was in reterence to the statement of the Senator 
from Oregon that he had only in the last five or six weeks learned about 
the existence of this law. I telephoned an hour or so ago to the Com- 
missioner of the Land Office to know when notifications were given to 
the various local land offices in the arid regions, and he advises me that 
it was on the 5th of August, 1889,.and that the notice was sent to all 
of them at that time. I will take occasion hereatter, as the Senator 


from lowa desires to proceed now, to make some further statement in | in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in the debates of the time: of course 


regard to it. . 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Texas that it is a 
matter which appears over and over again in these documents that on 
the 5th of August, 1589, the Acting Commissioner of the General Land 
Office issued a circular to all receivers and registers, all public-land 
ofticials—— 

Mr. REAGAN. It may bein some document, but it had notcome to 
the Senate until now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, it is not my purpose this evening 
to discuss the merits of the amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Appropriations respecting the irrigation surveys, and I only desire now 
to occupy the attention of the Senate for a few moments for the pur- 
pose of alluding historically to the origin of this situation. 

Mr. REAGAN, It is now twenty minutes to 6. Would not the 
Senator allow us to adjourn, and make his remarksin the morning ? 

Mr. ALLISON, I prefer to go on this evening. I thank the Sena- 
tor for his suggestion, but | do not intend to occupy the floor for any 
length of time. 

The sirst allusion, so far as I have been able to discover, respecting 
this question of dealing with the arid lands of the country by legis!a- 
tion, appeared in a public resolution approved on the 20th of March, 
1888, which had its origin in the Committee on Public Lands of this 
body. That joint resolution is as follows: 

[Public resolution—No. 6.] 
Joint resolution directing the Secretary of the Interior by means of the Di- 
rector of the Geological Survey to investigate the practicability of construct- 


ing reservoirs for the storage of water in the arid region ofthe United Sta tes, 
and to report to Congress. 


Whereas a large portion of the unoccupied public lands of the United States 
is located within what is known asthe arid region and now utilized only for 
grazing purposes, but much of which, by means of irrigation, may be rendered 
as fertile and productive as any in the world, capable of supporting a large 
population, thereby adding to the national wealth and prosperity ; 
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Whereas al! the water flowing during the summer months in many of the 
streams of the Rooky Mountains, upon which chiefly the husbandman of the 


| plains and the mountain valleys chiefly depends for moisture for his crops, has 
| been appropriated and is used for the i: rigation of lands contiguous thereto, 


whereby a comparatively small area has been reclaimed; and 
Whereas ther are many natural depressions near the sources and along 
the courses of these streams which may be converted into reservoirs for the 


| storage ofthesurplus water which during the winter and spring seasons flows 


throughthestreams; from which reservoirs the water there stored can be drawn 
and conducted through properly constructed canals, at the proper season, thus 


| bringing large areas of land into cultivation, and making desirable much of 


the public land for which there is now 10 demand: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represe: tatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior by means of the 
Director of the Geological Survey be, and he is hereby, directed to make an ex- 
amination of that portion of the arid regions of the United States where agri- 


| culture is carried on by means of irrigation, a» to the natural! advantages for the 


storage of water for irrigating purposes with the practicability of constructing 
reservoirs, together with the capacity of the streams and the cost of construc- 
tion and capacity of reservoirs, and such other facts as bear on the question of 
storage of water for irrigating purposes; and that he be further directed to re- 
port to Congress as soon as practicable the result of such investigation. 

Approved, March 20, 1888, 

When the sundry civil appropriation act, a bill similar to the one 
now under consideration, was in progress in the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the Senate during that session an amendment was sent to 
that committee through this body coming trom the Committee on the 
Improvement of the Mississippi River, it being claimed by the friends 


| of the project that this method of storing the water and gathering it in 


great reservoirs and letting it out by means of canals would have the 
efiect ultimately to prevent the inundation of the Lower Mississippi, 


| and that we would accomplish two great purposes, namely, the pres- 


Let a bill be intro- | 
re : | Was supposed would be benefited by means of the irrigation. 

mittee; let it be considered, and duly reported to the Senate and there | PI ° g 

d then we shall be very apt to get something, as we gen- | 

The very best thing | 


Will the Senator from Iowa allow me? The Sen- | 


ervation of the waters of the Mississippi and also the irrigation of a 


That amendment was sent to the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate. It was reported, and sustained, I believe, by all the Sen- 
ators who were then upon this floor representing those States which it 
I think 
I do not mistake when I say that both the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. 
STEWART] and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] were present 
at some time when this matter was discussed in the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. The Committee on Appropriations summoned Major 
Powell, the Director of the Geological Survey, and examined him at 
some length. 

I do not’ know but that his statement has been alluded to in this 
debate to-day. The committee asked him to give his method of con- 
ducting this survey, and the committee, atter deliberation, believed 


| that if we entered upon this subject it would ultimately involve this 


Government in enormous expenditure; that unless the Government 


| was not only prepared to make these surveys of reservoirs and canals 
|} and so on, but also ready, if need be, to invest the public funds of 





this country in the erection of the reservoirs and in the building of the 
canals, we should get into trouble in the future. Therefore, after much 
discussion, the Committee on Appropriations, I believe with substan- 
tial unanimity, declined to put the amendment, which had come from 
the legitimate committee of the Senate, upun the appropriation bill, 

After that bill was reported to the Senate the chairman of that com- 
mittee, or a member of it at least, Senator Bowen, then representing 
the State of Colorado, on behalf of that committee offered an amend- 
ment upon this subject in the open Senate. This amendment is ound 


not in the phraseology of the existing law. 
amendment read: 


For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation, and the segregation of the irriga- 
ble lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and 
other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for ir- 


As offered by him the 


| rigation and the prevention of floods and overilows, and to make the necessary 
| maps, including the pay of employés in fieid and in office, the cost of all instru- 


ments, apparatus,and materials, and all other necessary expenses connected 
therewith, the work to be performed by the Geological Survey. under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $250,000. All titles to the public 
lands hereafter acquired shall be subject to the right of the United States to 
make reservations for reservoirs for storing water and for rights of way for 
ditches and canais for the purpose of irrigation. 

That amendment, after considerable debate in the Senate, was incor- 
porated in the sundry civil bill of that date. I believe that the mem- 
bers of the Committeeon Appropriations generally opposed the ainend- 
ment. I know I opposed it in the course of the debate, having charge 
of the bill at that timeas now. The amendment, however, passed the 
Senate after considerable discussion upon the subject and it was put 
upon the bill. The bill then went tot':e House of Representatives with 
a large number of amendments. The bill was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations of the House, and this amendment was reported 
back by the Committee on Appropriations recommending a disagree- 
ment. 

Mr. REAGAN. As the Senator is giving a historical account of 
what occurred at that time, I wish to say that, before the bill went to 
the House, on my motion there was inserted a proposition reserving 
the waters and the land for ditches. 

Mr. ALLISON, I thank the Senator for calling my attention to the 
fact that he is responsible for that reservation and for that part of the 
amendment finally enacted. When ouramendment went to the House 


ot Representatives, it was in different phraseology from its original of- 
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fering in the Senate, and I now submit the amendment as it passed the | retary of the Inter 
Senate. Its closing words were: ¢ al ind to make a1 t to { 
\ a 1 inds w may lesigna ] re rve sand ca Ss : 
ga all be las che propert t 1 States 8 8 
su ‘ to entry r sé ‘pent unt rea ) led for 4 ich e } é 
he Senator from x reminds me that Te i that clause ‘ S 
The whole an it as it< illy passed the Senate w 1} Was the au ‘ ‘ 
t} ea w rds Ww ‘ y ( 1 
I t t se of 1 at the ex to which the ar i ft Ma ls- 
ms T 1 State an be redee ed by irrigation and the seg iv gy ft i i 
a ble sin s » arid reg and for the selection of s r b } ro tio 
ee ot iydr works necessary for the storage and u wate r 
i ri 1 and the prevention of floods ar over lows id , the t 108s “ ! 
Ke sary maps, including the pay of employes tn fle and in office, the cost of ail é ur l 
a ins nents, apparatus, and materials, and all other ne a ian : 
¥ nected therewith, the work to be performed by the Geo , ; 
2 the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of i } ite 
; lands which may be designated for reservoirs and canals for irrigation sha us and the c 
a reserve i asthe property of the Un ted States, and shall not be subjected t necessary for the and 1 ,’ wy os 
< or settlement until hereafter provided for by law. ( aims Taek! les ea a pad oa ai 
: Mr. MORGAN. That is tne amendment the Senate voted upon ‘ 
3 ir. ALLISON. That is the amendment the Senate voted upon and It was under 4 t . 4 : 
4 acreed to, namely, that the reservoirs and canals should be reserved | 1322 wa passé and | t ivh we 3¢ Lure 
oe from entry or settlement. ‘ 1 1 Colo , we t 
\ member of the Committee on Appropriations of the House of Re tims } i | ca ‘ j 
resentatives, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, reported to the Hou o ed to me foras 
a substitute for the latter portion of this an it, namely, str ed, it e} { 
: ing out what was inserted, as stated, upon tl otion of the Sena : rea et ; 
< from Texas, and substituting oth is, which are substantially the 1. from settle 
b words now embodied in the law of October 2, 1888 Mr. MORGAN \ ~ . 
ze hat substitution and the whole question was largely debated int! ea 
~ House, members from every section of our country participating in Mr. ALLISO 
+ that debate, a number of members of the House insisting, as we had Mr. MORGAN I se ( 1 
insisted here, that, if we entered upon this expenditure, in the end it | Senator f 1 Wis 
would be unlimited in amount, and that no man could tell what « ggest , 
ns would be made upon the ry in the future on account t 
O11 s ternt ind ‘ ‘ € 
; It was stated on the floor of the House that this was but preliminary 
to an undertaking on the part of the Government, such as India had ,ot w . i 
undertaken and such as Spain bad undertaken, toirrigate all the lands ‘ do . 
su!ject to irrigation in those countries, and quotations were made show- Now I w t tot 
ing that the Government of Great Britain had expended million of ¢ . S 
millions of dollars in irrigating lands in India and had, for the purpos« i .Y ' ' ' o 
of recouping the cost, gathered trom the occupants of those landsan | Uy 1 States. to; ; ‘ 
interest at the rate of 44 percent. upon its expenditure of « rsand can w { 
the debate went on, and finally—— t that do would it not 
Mr.STEWART. The effect of the House amendment was to change | , . 
the language so as to extend tothe reservation of otherirrigable lands. | rjeht by t} ces ot ( 3 
Mr. ALLISON, It issubstantially the present law. Aiterthis long | canals? 
debate the House adopted the amendment in open session and aft Mr. REAGAN. [ resid ‘ 
the inll debate of which I speak; that is, it was an amendment to the Mr. COCKRELI ‘ ly 2 
amendment which was sent to the House from the Senate. PRESIDENT Che t : 
When that amendment came here, on the motion of the Committee IN ] is entitled to t 0 
on Appropriations—and I must say with the concurrence of the Sen- Mr. ALLISON I x led tot Sanat ' ' 1 
ator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] and the Senator trom Colorado [ Mr. 
Teter !—the Senate disagreed to the amendment in its modilied form MORGA as I den 1 ‘ 
and we asked for a conference upon it with the House. That amend- | 4 : t { : ‘ 
ment then went back and forth between the two Houses for two or ted t ena rom W n {Mr 
three or four conferences, the House constantly insisting that the pro- Mr. | AGAN ‘ Co 
vision for the reservation should remain in the bil! { 
| ought to have stated that the House reduced the appropriation to 
‘ $100,000, we having appropriated originally $250,000. We fina 4 
; agreed after a great number of conferences, the Senate proposing to A ge Irom the } : K : ul Ir. M 
y sert at the end of the amendment what is now a part of the law, | Cle! announced that t { 1 passe - 
; a proviso: | / i i 
hy Phat the President may at any time in his discretion by proclamation o <2 Gare) Nea m, ke act entit a act grant ; 
a any portion or all of the lands reserved by this provision to settlemen fer | Glers and y i 
2 the homestead laws. labor na z ) t 
, The House agreed to this amendment, p : tle 
Mr. GORMAN, I wish to say right there that the Senator from Iowa re : sie , ' : a" ' 
is himself entitled to the entire credit of that proviso looking to t] 7 
poss ble opening of this land by proclamation of the President. 
Mr. ALLISON, I thank the Senator for that suygestion. but I clai Cor I ) 
3 no credit for it, because, for the life of me, I can not see what value it D M 
= will be to a man to get upon a mountain-side holding a homesté ! nt « 
¥ miles from water, with no power of digging a canal for the pu COCKRI 
= bringing water to his homestead. But I do not intend tod ese 
4 question at this time. | PRESIDI . : 
Phat was the situation as respects the sundry civil bi ested, the S« t 
ago. I mention this now rather for the purpose, in the first ] Mr. HISCOCK, ! 
taking my share of whatever responsibility there may b ) on | tior 
= with this amendment, and also in some sense to excuse t! ‘ ) ‘ 
on Appropriations for incorporating or allowing to be incorpx iwn alter it has 
this appropr bill a matter of such trans endent importance to so Mr. ¢ LLOM 
many people in the United States. I do not believe that the Commit Mir. HIS I 
tee on ypropriations would have ever entertained the pr tion or | I wish to move an 
' allowed it fora moment if it were not for the joint resolution of the Che PRESIDEN . The suges n < 
20th of March, 1888, which authorized and, indeed, directed the Sec- | drawn. The Chai t entertain a motion ex } 








the 1 f ha iogested The Secretary will 
| ecret | oceeds TO ¢ +} ’ ll 
Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. KENNA’S name was called I desire 
t my coll Mr. Ki 4] is detained from the Senate by 
] } 7 lla. = 1x ] j 
I ( Was ¢ le nd following Senators answered to | 
rba f 
Hig - I 
} ( His I g 
I Ingalls Sawyer 
i le] S =| 
Mood ste i 
' M eller 
‘ as Purpie 
‘ i Veat 
Hla att Walth 
The PRESIDENT » temp Thirty-six Senators have answered 


heir names, 

Mr. CULLOM. I move tl 

The PRESIDENT pro 
after the 


te do now adjourn. 
Chair thinks that under 
the only thing that can 


it the Sen: 
tempore. the 


want of a quorum is disclosed, 


! is to request the attendance of absent Senators. 
CULLOM Is it not in order to move to adjourn? 
Che PRESIDENT pro temp The Chair thinks not under the rules | 


i the Senate 
Mr. CULLOM. That is a new development to me. 
Mr. ALLISON I hope the roll will be Mr 


called, President. 








Phe PRESIDENT pro tem lhe Chair will first read the rule. 

i > Rule \ provides that— 
el l Ss ‘ . be scerta it 1 ac ? sn 

‘ the Senat pre t Ly e he Sergeant-at-Arms to 
i ‘ to « he att a f the absent Senator 
‘ t { t debat nd pend ts execution 
i ti) the execution o } ( le 
‘ im shall be} » debate ot except to adjour 
‘ 

(he Chair thinks that, under the plain language of the rule, before 

on toa can be made the Senate must request or direct the 

‘ ince ofa it Senators t least, a motion to that effect must 
‘ een abit 

Ir. COCKREL! ly bat the att of the absent Sen- 

he I iv t 
he PRESIDI | . The Senator from Missouri moves 
it 1 I I i l€ ed to atten 

Mr. TELLEI To-morrow at 12 o'clock 

i ‘ | OM Now I m e that the Senate adjourn. 

PI IDENT yt ( lhe motion requesting the attend- 
£ enat having been made, the Senator from Illinois 
es that the Senate do now adjourn. The question 
hat ; 
t WAS Aaoré 1 to: and (at 6 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m. 
‘ rned until to-morrow, Wednesday, July 16, 1890, at 12 
n 
IOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, July 15, 1890. 
yo. , 1 e Chaj . W. 
| D, I 
rt ‘ } f i vas read IDprove 
I ( iH I or ) ril Ni 
Mr. RUSSELI I ask consideration of a resolution from the Com- 
ttee on Print for the printing of additional copies of the report 
lirector the Mint 
KE] rhe gentleman from Connecticut |Mr. RussELL] 
t r the present consideration of a resolution 
( INTERNATIONAL LAW. 

r} EAKER d | re the House the following message of 
President of the United Stat which was read, and, with the ac- | 
| ¥ rete to t Committee on the Judiciary, and 

lered to nrinte 

l t < : Sta sing the recom- 
‘ ‘ \ t re < to the 
l 
BENJ. HARRISON 
( rj ES AND CONSULAR FEES, 

lhe SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message of 

President of United States: which was read, and, with the ac- 
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companying papers, 
ordered to be printed: 


the | 


nes 


the bill may bs 


| mitted, which are referred to in the report. 


| the Pension Office. 


| order to do the adjudicating work of the bureau should be strength- 





JULY 15, 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State 
ndations of the International American Conference, recently in session at 
: 1cerning a uniform system of port dues and consular fees to be 
veral American Republics, to which I invite your attention. 


BENJ. HARRISON 





ng the recom- 








inclosi 
¢ 





y 14, 1890. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. BLAND 
occupy but a moment. 
|Mr. ALLEN] here— 

Mr. ALLEN, ot Michigan. 
| Mr. BLAND. 
| yesterday morning, and which I have read in to-day’s RecorD, that he 
supposed I had cast some reflections upon his conduct while occupying 


I desire to make a personal explanation, which will 
I do not see the gentleman from Michigan 


I am here. 
But it appears from some remarks which he made 


the chair as Speaker pro tempore with reference to the time allotted each 
side of the House in the debate upon the conference report on the sil- 
bill. Some gentlemen had insisted to me that there was an unfair- 
in the apportionment of the time; but on an investigation of the 
natter I found the Speaker was correct in stating that time had been 


vel 


n ng 
taken up by matters not constituting properly any part of the debate. 
I had no intention of reflecting upon the gentleman from Michigan; on 
the contrary, I am satisfied that his as wholly fair—that there 
was no unfairness aboutit. I say thisas a matter of justice; for I have 
a very high respect for him. 





ADDI! 
Mr. CANNON. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the purpose of considering general appropriation 
bills, my object being to take up the bill providing additional force 
ior carrying into effect the pension law lately 
The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. BuRRows in the chair), and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11380) making appropria- 


IONAL FORCE FOR PENSION BUSINI 


passed. 


| tions for additional clerical force and other expenses to carry into effect 
| the act entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who 





are incapacitated for the 
ior pensi 
July 20, 1890, for the balance of the fisea 


Mr. CANNON. I ask 


performance of manual l&bor, and providing 
, minor children, and dependent parents,’’ from 

iscal ding June 30, 1891. 
that the first reading of 


yns to widk 
year € 
unbanimous consent 
dispens 1 with. 

Mr. ROGERS. I object. 

; l was read 


rhe bill as follows: 





} t fed, et That for the purpose of carry to effect the act entitled 
Ar l t granting pensions to soldiers ur sa ors who ar < yorthe 
| performance of manual labor, and } ding fe pensions »ws, minor 














iildren d dependen rents,’’ approved June 27, 18 é 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise rrinte 7 
the employment of additional clerks and others from July 20, or the bal 

the tiscal year ending June 30, 1391, and for other expenses, as foll 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

Pension Office: Fortwenty medical examiners at $1,800 ehch; ten pi ij ex 
aminers at $2,000 each; one hundred clerks of class |: one lred clerks » 
each: two hundred and ht copyists; ten messengers: and fifteen assistant 
messengers: in all, $155,9 

WAR DEPARTMENT 
d and sion division: For sixty clerks of class1; forty clerks at 

000 ear y copyists; four messengers; five assistant messengers: two 

ilchmen:; and two laborers at $660 each; in all, $157, 84.66 

Stationery: For stationery for the office of the Secretary of War, for the use 





- 6 








of ti.e additional force of the record and pension division, $6,500, 

Conting expenses: Fordesksand chairs for the use of the additional force 

fiher rd and p n division, $2,395, 

Rent: For rent of a suitable building for the use of the additional force in the 
re d and pension division, $2,400, 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
second Auditor's Office: For one clerk of class 4; one clerk of class one 
rk of class 2; one clerk of class l,and six clerks at $1,000 each; in $11,- 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, as gentlemen will observe by refer- 
ence to the report, this bill recommends the appropriation in the aggre- 
gate of $636,189.25. The bill is based upon estimates regularly trans- 
It is proper I should state 
that we recommend an increase of force of 463 employésin the Pension 
Office, 163 in the record and pension division of the War Department, 
and 10 in the Second Auditor’s Office. 

In addition, a separate estimate is submitted asking for a force of 
thirty medical examiners at $1,800 each, making in all $625,100 fo1 
We recommend a force, in pursuance of these two 
estimates, at an annual cost of $482,400, recommending twenty instead 


of thirty medical examiners and recommending ten principal examiners; 
| this being a reduction of only ten persons under the number estimated 


for and $142,700 under the amount proposed for their annual compen- 


| sation. 


As to these recommendations, after full inquiry, the committee be- 
lieve that the medical division, and that of the principal examiners, in 


ened, and we are satisfied on inquiry that when this force is given it 


ARES I a 


QE Bary 





ae 


i 

















will be sufficient to strengthen these two divisions to enable them to 
perform the work. Instead of recommending a number of clerks ¢ 
classes 4, 3, and 2, we recommend the increase to | } ks of 
1, one hundred, that is to say, clerks at ? ear; we 
an increase of two hundred clerks at $1,000 a y« ind we re 1 l 
an increase of two hundred and eight copyists at $900, ten messen 
and fifteen assistant messengers 

We believe that this increase of fore ven in this way is sufficient. 
If we gave the higher priced officials we were satisfied it would result in 
a promotion of the present employés, and that the same number of new 


employ¢és would come into the service at about the rate that we recom- 
mend. We thought it best, therefore, in making our recommendations 
for an increase, that we should not provide for promotions of 
ing force, but for an increase of the force d 
pension bill and rendered necessary thereby. 

The same thing is also true in regard to the record and pension divis- 
ion of the War Department. Iam gratified t able to state to the 
committee that the gentleman in charge of the record and pension di- 
vision of the War Department informs us that at the present rate of 
progress of the work there, with this increase of force, | the end 
of three years he will be enabled to complete his work, to answer all 
calls made on that division 


the exi 
a 
t 


st- 
due to the ] 


passace ot 
pa 2 i 
Oo be 


yelore 


and to recommend a decrease of t 
t 


lat 


within the same time there can be a completion of the work growing 


out of the new method in the Pension Office, and that there can be a |} 


decrease of the force in that office of from eight hundred to nine hun- 
dred clerks. 


Your committee is satisfied that the enactment of this legislation | 


makes this increase of force at this time not only proper, but necessary. 

I should be glad, Mr. Chairman, now to have unanimous consent 
that the general debate be considered as closed and that we read the 
bill by paragraphs under the five-minute rule for debate and amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
Mr. CANNON. 
will yield to him ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I prefer to be recognized in my own right. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I would greatly prefer, as I have the floor for 
an hour, if that is as much time as the gentleman want 
him. The gentleman can see at once that he will accomplish the same 
result —— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have no purpose whatever to delay the progress 
of the bill, but I should prefer to be recognized in my own time, al- 
though I have no ides that I willuseitall. 
men on this side who wish to be heard. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time does the gentleman desire ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want an hour. 

Mr. CANNON. Would the gentleman then agree to limit the de- 
bate at the end of two hours, which would give him his hour and gi 
me the remainder of the hour which I have not occupied ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. So far as I am concerned, I am perfectly content. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; I make that request. 

Mr. ROGERS. I object. 

Mr. CANNON. 
purpose of limiting the general debate upon this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BuRROWs reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 11380, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. CANNON. 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the appropriation bill (H. R. 11380) providing 
an additional force for the Pension Bureau, ete.; and pending that 
motion I move that all general debate upon the same be limited to two 
hours. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘To be equally divided. 

Mr. CANNON. To be equally divided, certainly. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 80, noes 
20. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let us have tellers. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 114, nays 60, not vot- 
ing 154; as follows: , 


I object to that, as I desire to be heard 


How much time does the gentleman desire, 


1+) here ar ther tle 
Still, there are other gent! 


YEAS—114 


Adams, Brosius, 


Cooper, Ohio Forman 
Allen, Mich. Buchanan, N. J. Craig Frank, 
Atkinson, Pa. Burrows, Culbertson, Pa Gear, 
Baker, Bynum, Cummings, Gest 
Bartine, Caldwell, Cutcheon, Gifford, 
Barwig, Cannon, Dalzell, Greenhalge, 
Bayne, Carter, Dolliver, Harmer, 
Belknap, Cheadle, Dorsey. Haugen, 
Bergen, Clunie, Dunnell, Henderson, Il. 
Bliss, Cogswell, Evans, Henderson, lowa 
Bowden, Coleman, Farquhar, Hermann, 
Brickner, Comstock, Featherston, Hill, 
Brookshire, Conger, Finley, Hitt 


Then I move that the committee now rise for the 


3, to yield to | 


| 


j 


Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House resolveitself | 
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M ' . ; 
Nine Q \ 
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Mi | 
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Da j 
Miss I { 
i I) 8 Mot ‘ I ‘ 
| ive, Ky. Dockers Mot 3. 
j », Va } ~ Mi rt, Tex 
( ‘ I M Sto ale 
t M K 
( MI as 
ur I ney \ > 
(la ( © Pur 
( I © Vaux 
( < Ind La 4 0 ] \V \ 
Cy Ls ‘ Pe Z VV thor 
Cris Lester, Va P Wike 
‘ ers lex Lew Price W 
NOT VOTI> 
A } ( I ak 
A Mis ( ert le wa ¢ } 
An rson, Keé a ‘ y | 
Al w, Dat I 
Arnold Dar I ! 1 
At son, W. Va J i é M s 
hs head, De Lano NI s v 
i ks Ding Ml Snide 
I - Du Met | \ 
I iwi MI as Sy 
I Vit I ‘ et 
] I vi = wart, ¢ 
I i I * 
j ! i M Ta € 
! i Mi Tay D 
bioun l Ik bat t 
Booth j st Mi i nps 
Routelle, ‘ Mi 
bree e, Ark. Gibs Mi i é 
Brew ( \I I ‘ 
Brower (iros' N | ( 
5b ‘ iB ( N Ve 
Browne, T. M. Hal 0 < Wa 
B Va. Hans O'N I Waike 
Br Hare ON I V ice, Mas 
bt ew, Hate} a) \ \ ice, N 
B ock, Hayes, P t Washing 
I . llaynes Pee W nD 
rt Heard Pe \\ MT 
t vorth, Hemp | be 
‘ ell Ilenders« 4, Pe “ kham 
( r, Mass Herbert, Ph 
‘ Hooke i ( o 
( K ¢ Pu Wils MI 
Cheatham, Kennedy Randa Vilso Wa 
( Kerr, lowa R ards ! 
( \ Ker Pp Lee t } ‘ 
ic} Ketcham Rock we 
( Kilvore Row ! 
So th notion t iit debate isa eed to 
The following pairs until ther notice ¥ I inced 
Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANI fron . 
Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. Harcu 
Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. PAYN’ 
Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, w Mr. AY 
Mr. WALLACE, of New York, wi M PRAC! 
Mr. DE LANO with Mr. DUNPH 
Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. W 
Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CAM I 
Mr. LIND with Mr. OUTHWA 
Mr. BOOTHMAN with Mr. ¢ \ 
Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. J Bb. Brow 
Mr. HALL with Mr. STock! 
Mr. BREWER with Mr. C1 
Mr. McComAs with Mr. DARGAN. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. Fitnyt 
Mr. LopGe with Mr. Tucker, until further noti i ig the 
right to transfer on election cases, each a to | e other pro- 
tected on such cases. 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachuset [r. ( 
Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. G 
Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. M 
Mr. Ti [ M. | ji I f Georgia, 
Mr. Gre th Mr ! 
Mr. SHERMAN with } \ 
Mr. BouTELLI M Hi 
Mr. NuTE with Mr. BARNES. 
Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY 
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M \\ of Ohio, with Mr. HEARD Caldwell, Gest Miles, Stephenson, q 
=e ; . ‘ sno tibso Moore, N. H. Sti 3 7 
with Mr. He El | Carter, ae en H fenaicestdes i 
) LL with Mr | I ch adi Greenhalge, Mudd St e Ky. f 
IX with Mr. L Cheatham sone Ost ( me Stone, Mo 
' : } Clune ayes iwen, Ind, St 
. } 4 | vie : 
wit = , : of Georgia | Cogswell, Henderson, Il. Owens, Ohio Sweney 
Wit! wr. I hil | Comstock, Henderson, lowa Parrett, Tavior,. E.B 
with 1 ) | ( er, Hermann Payne, Tay J 
at ' art. wit Af PINOLA Connell, Hill, Payson, Tay ae 
o5 Se ee ee aioe ; E ° Couper, Ind. Hitt, Penington, 1 as 
\ ('] of Wi n, with Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. Cooper, Ohio Holman, Pickler Townsend, Colo, 
LANSING with Mr. WHITING. Craig Hopkins, Quackenbush, Townsend, Pa. 
| ‘ ith Mr. SPRIN ; Culbertson, Pa, Houk, Kaines, Turner, Kans, 
: shemaumtagnoiet ge “ty ea =e ae |} Cummings, Kinsey, Ray, Van Schaick, 
j tUBLE with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. | Cutcheon, Knapp, Reed, lowa Waddill, 
Mr. WA L with Mr. WASHING? | Dalzell, Lacey, Reilly, Walker, Mass, 
, ah a. cee 7 | Dockery La Follette, Reyburn, Wheeler, Ala, 
, bi ' y with ao OWER. 7 x Dolliver, Laidlaw, Rife, Whitthorne, 
Mr. KENNEDY with Mr. YODER, from Puesday until I riday. Dorsey, Lawler, Rowell, Wike, 
Mr. GrosvENoR with Mr. RICHARDSON, from Monday, 14th, to Sat- | Dunneil, Laws, Russell, Wilkinson, 
, : allie , Evans, Martin, Ind. Saw yer, Willeox, 
urday, inciusive, “arquhar, Mason, Sayers, Williams, IIL 


Mr, DARLINGTON with Mr. BUCKALEW, until the 15th of July. 
M YARDLEY with Mr. KEgRR, of Pennsylvania, for this week, ex- 


I 
Featherston, 
Finley, 


McClellan, 
McCord, 


Scranton, 
Seull, 


Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


cept on the bankruptcy bill cn a a 
Mr. WATSON with Mr. MORGAN, until August 1, 1890. Funston, MeMillin, Smith, W. Va. 
Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLs, until August 1, 1890. Gear, McKae, Spooner, 
Mr. Kerr, of lowa, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri, until July 20, NAYS—37. 
Not transferable. Abbott, Clarke, Ala, Enloe, Norton, 
Mr. HAke with Mr. HANsBROUGH, on all political questions and | And rson, Miss. ee nee. + A mega 
also on Conger lard bill, Butterworth option bill, and original-package eeaieien Gaibereen, Den. Lashane. ‘ Price,’ 


1 


bill, until August 6, 1890. 


ckinridge, Ky. 





B 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
B 
B 


Davidson, 


Lester, Va. 


Stewart, Tex, 


Mr. PuGsiey with Mr. HAyNgs, from July 3, for two weeks. hanan, Va, Lem ous. eet N.Y. 
‘ ‘ 4s FroGce ' enti a seematiaian . be ald jullock, Jickerson, Maish, aux, 
Mr. De HAVEN with Mr, Biaas, onall questions except bankruptcy | Candler. Ga. Edmunds, Martin, Tex. 
and national legislation. | Caruth, Elliott, McClammy, 
Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNeR, for this day. Clancy, Ellis, Moore, Tex. 
, Mr. BROWER with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, until the NOT VOTING—157. 
29th of July. : . Alderson, De Haven, Mansur, Sanford, 
Mr. Morrirr with Mr. Covert, for ten days. Allen. Miss. De Lano. McAdoo, Seney, 
Mr. FLoop with Mr. RowLAND, on this vote, Andrew, Dingley, Met ‘arthy, Sherman, 
ua ee 3 sii oe Arnold, Dunphy, McComas, Simonds 
Mr. ANI anny ol Kan =, with Mr. Ret K, = this vote. Atkinson, W. Va. Ewart, McCormick, Skinner, 
Mr. Josepu D. TAYLOR with Mr. McCartny, on this vote. Bankhead, Fitch, McKenna, Smyser, 
Mr. Morey with Mr. FowLer, for this day. Barnes, Fithian, ey Snider, 
. re an f Wac - . \ Srmewen ff _ , | Beckwith, Flood, Milliken, Spinola, 
Mr. WiLson, of Washington, with Mr. SKINNER, forthe rest of the Belden, Flower, Mills, Springer, 
day Biggs, Fowler, Moffitt, Stahlnecker, 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. McADoo, until 2.30 p. m, | Bingham, went. si outgemery, _— art, Ga, 
h Dee o hh \ * . i . = sanetnte 4 a}. | Blanchard, Seissenhainer, Morey, Stewart, Vt. 
Mr. P! reRs with } Ir. MANSUR, until further notice, except original Bland. Grimes, Morgan, Stockdale, 
pac kage bill. Blount, Grosvenor, Morrill, Struble, 
Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce eae —— wr err, 

‘ SL _aereeem soutelle all, Mutchler. Taylor, Tenn 
that | om paaee d with Mr. KINNEI . . Brewer, Hansbrough, Niedringhaus, rhompson, 
Mr TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, lam paired with the gentleman from | Brickner, Hare, Nute, Tillman, 

Missouri [Mr. FRANK], but he voted under a misapprehension, not ~~ . wen + . eee. 

sa oa ‘ ie as, ete noes in : : ofrainea | Brown, J. B. augen, O’ Donnell, Tucker, 
understanding that the pair was ope rative at this time. I refrained | Browne, T. M. Maynen, O’Neall. Ind. Saenen Gin. 
from voting because I was paired. The pair has not been announced. | Buckalew, Heard, O’ Neil, Mass, Vandever, 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague [Mr. | Bunn, Hemphill, O’ Neill, Pa, Venable, 
SPINOLA] on all political questions. Not considering this a political ee ee a Wade, oa 
question, I voted in the affirmative. Campbell, : Hooker, Peel, Wallace, Mass, 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know whether I am recorded, | Candler, Mass. Kelley, Perkins, Wallace, N.Y, 

Carlton, Kennedy, Perry, Washington, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the affirmative. | 





: . : ; Caswell, Kerr, lowa Peters, Watson, 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the | Catchings, Kerr, Pa. Phelan, Wheeler, Mich. 
gentleman from Maryland {Mr. Rusk], and accordingly did not vote. naseee, potinen, _ depen 
; _— . . ane w aw 99 ry lark, Wis. Cilgore, -ugsley Vickham, 
Had I not been paired, I would have voted “‘ ay. Some i oon” Wiley, 


The Clerk began to recapitulate the names of those voting. 
Mr. BAKER. 


‘ 

( 

( 

( 
Coleman, 
Cotnran, 
( 
( 
( 
I 
I 


Lansing, 
Lee, 


Randall, 
Richardson, 


Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Mo. 


. . | 
i ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reca- i 
Jtnlation ‘overt, Le ilbach, Robertson, Wilson, Wash. 
I a al : so y towles, Lester, Ga. Rockwell, Yardley. 
Mr. BYNUM. IfI may be informed how I am recorded, I will not | Crisp, Lind, Rogers, 
object. | Dargan, Lodge, Rowland, 
; | Darlington, Magner, Rusk, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the affirmative. 
There was no objection to dispensing with the recapitulation, and it | 
was so ordered. 
The result of the roll-call was then announced as above recorded. 
Tne SPEAKER. Debate having been limited to two hours, the 
question now recurs on the motion of the gentleman from I)linois [ Mr. 
CANNON | that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union tor the purpose of further con- 


So the motion to go into Committee of the Whole was agreed to. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Until further notice: 
Mr. FRANK with Mr. TARSNEY, except original-package and bank- 


| ruptcy bills. 


Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. WASHINGTON. 
Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. McCartiry. 








sidering the bill H. R. 11380. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that by the 
sound the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Dhivision, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes &. 

Mr. ROGERS. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused, 
I] demand the yeas and nays. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, am I recorded as voting? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded as votiiig. Did ‘ 
the gentleman answer when his name was called ? 

Mr. MOKRILL. I can not recollect whether I answered cr not. I 
was at my desk. 

On motion of Mr. PETERS, by unanimous consent, the recapitula- 
tion of the vote was dispensed with, p 

Pending the announcement of the vote, 


Mr. ROGERS 


The yeas and nays were ordered. oom cid ‘ . 

The gue m was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 37, not eee ae See 
voting 157: as follows 5 Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Enrolled 

YEAS—134. Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 

Adams Banks, Bergen, Browne, Va. | the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
Sette Knee eae Bae, Brunner, A bill (H. R. 7754) granting right of way to Little Falls, Mille Lacs 
Atlan Pe Darne. Brookshire, Burrows, and Lake Superior Railroad across Mille Lacs Indian reservation; and 
Baker, Belknap, Brosius, Bynum, A bill (H. R. 6034) for the relief of Mary Alice White Ogden. 
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“i ADDITIONAL FORCE FOR PENSION BUSINESS. | to meet all allowances for pension under tl ind under t 
¥ The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded ; and until the 4th day — — ne me 

4 the House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole riated lor pe ms then id 

a House on the state of the Union, Mr. Burrows in the chair. adjudicated under the new law. vext wints 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House | 40¢ ascertain how much Is becessary to be ay 

q on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. | © ubtedly recom! i the appt ition 

i R, 11380) making appropriations for additional clerical force and other |__|“. Di a Kl + Phen I u e stand e 

3 expenses to carry into effect the act entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions | | Mr. - \N 8 a man « mes ot mittee © 

« to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance ot | State Shas it is not his par se to , . . ; Cor . 
2 manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, | *!BSi© Goblar of Approprianion ton the requir é 

a and dependent parents,’’ from July 20, 1890, for the balance of the | 0! the measures to which I have referre 

fiscal year ending June 30, 1891 ; and under the order of the House all | Mr. ¢ ANNON, I hat Is not so at all, . ‘ 

general debate upon this bill is limited to two hours. If there be no | Mr. DOCKERY. Well, isit the intention of the gent i Ili- 


+ 


objection, the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Illinois, chair- | "01S to report an appropriation at this session of Congr 


man of the Committee on Appropriations [ Mr. CANNON ], to control the | the requirements of these two bills ? 
time in support of the bill, and the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. | Mr. ¢ ANNO Ne No, sir but— 
DocKERY] in opposition to the bill. Mr. DOC 1K ERY. I he gentleman has answere d. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] | Mr. CANNON. Ob, the yentleman can have as much time out of 
proceed for a time? | my time as he has requ red me to consume upon the floor, but he can 
Mr. CANNON. No; I will say to my friend I am ready to proceed | 20t chop me off in the middle of a sentence in that way and . 
to the consideration of the bill under the five-minute rule. | Mr. DOCKERY. I have no such desire, as I do not wish to 


Mr. DOCKERY. I prefer to hear the gentleman from Illinois fora the gentleman in the embarrassing position he now seems to occupy 
Mr. CANNON. I state again that the hundred millions now a 





7 CANNON. I have nota word to say. I think it can be ex- | able is far more than sufficient to pay all pension claims under all laws 
3 plained under the five-minute rule. I have, however, already ex- | between now and the 4th day of March next, and we will appropriat 
y plained the bill, having had five minutes, which is all the time I de-.| the remainder that may be required when we ast ertain what it is. jus 
sire. as we appropriated over $26,000,000 of deficiency under the old law for 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, it was my purpose to propound | the last fiscal year where your side had not recommended the regu 
some interroyatories to the gentleman from Ilinois while he was on the | 2ppropriation. 
floor, but I did not get that opportunity. I will do so now. Mr. DOCKERY. The Fiftieth Congress appropriated for pensior 






This bill carries an appropriation amounting to $636,189.25 for 636 | every dollar that was estimated by the Department, and, so far as t 
clerks, to be employed in the Pension Office, in the Interior Depart- | amount of a hundred millions is concerned (the exact amount of the 


ment, in the War Department, and the Treasury Department, the pur- | appropriation being $95,457,461), I state now in the hearing of the 
pose of this increased force, as I understand it, being to execute the re- | gentleman from Illinois that that amount is insufficient to pay the pen 


o” 


quirements of a bill approved June 27, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act granting | sions for the present year under the laws that existed prior to the pas 
pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the perform- | sage of those to which I have just referred. 


Racha eee obs 





* ance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor | Mr. CANNON. Does my friend think it is enough to pay the pen- 
’ children, and dependent parents.”’ | sions until the 4th day of March next? 
The Committee on Appropriations have provided a clerical force | Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman knows very well that the appro 
p which is certainly ample, but I have no criticism to make in that di- | priation bills do not provide for appropriations to terminate on the 4t 
ie rection. I desire, however, to ask the chairman of the Committee on | day of March next, but do provide tor appropriations to terminate on 
i Appropriations what his purpose is in reference to the appropriations | the 30th of June next. The appropriations for the last fiscal year, 
4 to pay pensions called for by this act approved June 27, 1890, the title | under laws passed prior to the two bills to which I have referred 
“3 of which I have just called to the attention of the House. | amounted to $107,080,607.35, while the appropriations for the cur 
: 3 I would like, also, to have him indicate his purpose in reference to | year amount to only $95,457,461. So that, Mr. Chairman, the appro- 
ae the apprSpriations necessary to meet the requirements of the act ap- | priations for the current fiscal year, exclusive of the total disability bill 
proved March 4, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to increase the pensions of cer- | and the dependent pension bill, are too small by $3,623, 146.3 
2 tain soldiers and sailors who are totally helpless from injuries received Now, in addition tothat deficiency we are advised by the chairman of 
2 or diseases contracted while in the service of the United States.’’ I | the Committee on Appropriations that the $36,000,000 called for 
as would be glad to have the gentleman from Illinois explain, as we are | the dependent pension bill for the current fiscal year is not to be ap 


& 
3 


providing the clerical! force, what is the purpose of the committee in | propr ited until after the November election. We are also told by 
respect to the appropriations necessary to pay the pensions under these | the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that the $425,000 








acts. required by the ‘‘ total disability’’ pension bill is not to be a] 
Mr. CANNON. I will state to my friend that he and I sit at oppo- | ated until after the November election. 
site sides of the table in the room of the Committee on Appropriations, Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 
he being one of the most industrious members of that committee, and Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 
I should doubt my capacity to impart to him, and am satisfied that I | Mr. PETERS. How long does the gentleman from Missouri think 
2 have not the knowledge to instruct my friend from Missouri touching | it will take to adjudicate a case under the law of June 27, 1 iat 
a that matter; but as he desires to know my opinion, at least, I presume, | case is filed to-day and goes through its regular course in the | mn 
‘8 touching this matter, I am perfectly willing to state it. My triend is | Department ? 
4 aware that in round numbers--and I do not say that this is exactly | Mr. DOCKERY. I do not know how long it will take. It is not 
2 correct—we have appropriated for the payment of pensions for the fiscal | material to the issue. 
Bes year 1890-'91 $100,000,000. | Mr. PETERS. Does not the gentleman know that it can not 
uy Since that time legislation has been had for which we seek to pro- | done in less than ninety days 
a vide this clerical force to adjudicate the claims. How soon these | Mr. DOCKEKY. This bill provides the clerical force required to 
4 claims will be adjadicated I do not know. It was supposed at the time | make that adjudication, and whatever amount is estimated by the D 
the pension appropriation bill was passed that it would be substantially | partment to be necessary should be appropriated regardless of party 
sufficient to pay the pensions under the then existing law for the then | necessities at the cominy election. 
coming fiscal year. Now, then, the gentleman from Kan-as, whoisin| Mr. PETERS. But why appropriate t money before it can 
charge of this pension legislation, informs us that in round numbers, | used ? 
when these claims are fully adjudicated under the new law, it willcost | Mr. DOCKERY. That argument applies as well to all the app 
us $36,000,000 a year to pay them. | priation bills—to the sundry civil bill, to the Army bill, and to eve 
j How long it will take to adjudicate these claims it is impossible to | other general appropriation bill. Why appropriate ects in 
state. The Commissioner of Pensions hoped to be able to do so within | advance ? 
two years with this clerical force; and when they are adjudicated I Mr. PETERS. Weappropriate for those becau 3 pines Toten : 
q think it safe to say that it will add $36,000,000 per annum to the | sent in by the Departments. There has be: ¢ ibmitted to 
amount paid for pensions under the law prior to the enactment of the | Congressealling for any appropriat inder t ine 27, 1890 
law we are talking about. Now, then—— Mr. DOCKERY. If there has been no est at t has been because 
Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman please answer my question ? | the majority of the Committe A s have not asked for it 
Mr. CANNON. Iam coming to it. and do not now desire the int ! 
Mr. DOCKERY. My time is limited, and several gentlemen desire Mr. PETERS. There can not be und 
to sneak. ninety days, because nm the ty} j ar the new W A Case < i 
Mr. CANNON. Iam now coming toa direct answer to the question | not get through the Depart t ty days, and the ge 


of the gentleman from Missouri, having laid the foundation for thean- | tleman from M ( 
swer. I am satisfied there is far more than enough money appropriated | Mr. DOCKERY. Why do you not have your estimate sent f 
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t is necessary for the fiseal year? ‘The gentleman from Illinois | curacy and the sufficiency of the estimates; and I have shown by the 


Mr. CANNON | has just stated that $36,000,000 is required, Ido not | statements I have submitted that under Commissioner Black’s admin- 
know what is necessary; but if I were to express an opinion I should | tration the expenditures always came within the estimates. 
say that fifty millions would be nearer the amount required forthe | Mr. CHEADLE. Is it not true that during the last fiscal year of 


nt year than thirty-six millions, and that thereafter one hundred 


Commissioner Black’s administration there was expended for pensions 
I ions would be required annually 


i 
| $87,000,000, while he made an estim ate of only $83,000,000 for the suc- 
Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Illinois did not state that | ceeding year? 
thirty-six millions wonld be necessary to pay pensions under the new | Mr. DOCKERY. No, sir; that is not true. His original estimate 
law for the fiscal year 1890-’91, and is not going to so state; but the gen- | was $81,758,700. He then estimated for a deficiency of $8,000,000, 


tleman from Illinois does state that this matter will be provided for | making a total, which was appropriated, of $89,758,700, the total ex- 
ust as fast as the pension certificates are issued. penditure being $87,624,779.11. 
Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Illinois should have added, Mr. CUTCHEON. When was that estimate for a deficiency made? 
And will be paid out of the money heretofore appropriated under Mr. DOCKERY. Referring to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
prior laws,’’ and that the $36,425,000 necessary under these bills will | Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] that Commissioner Black turned over to his 


successor 460,000 unadjudicated pension claims, I desire tosay now that 
according to the testimony of General Raum, the present Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, given before the Committee on Appropriations the 
day before yesterday, there are now pending in the Department not 
460,000 unadjudicated claims, the number left by General Black at 
the end of his administration, but 506,000, 

Mr. CHEADLE. Is it not also trne that since the enactment of the 


or 


not be appropriated until Congress meets at the short session, which 
will be after the November election. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman speaks of the estimates made by 
the Pension Department and seems to reflect in that respect upon the 
late Commissioner. I wish to invite his attention to some figures in 
connection with that matter which will show that the expenditures here- 
tofore made for pensions have been in thorough and entire accord with 
the estimates of the late Commissioner. law of June 27 more than 40,000 claims have been filed under that 

For the fiscal yearending June 30, 1888, the Commissioner estimated | new law ? 
and Congress appropriated $83,152,500. There was expended for that Mr. DOCKERY. The new claims were not taken into account by 
year underCommissioner Black $80,288,508.77, leaving an unexpended | Commissioner Raum when he gave those figures. 
balance at the close of the fiscal year of $2,863,991.23. Thus we find Mr. CUTCHEON. Will my friend from Missouri allow me a single 
that the estimates of Commissioner Black were liberal and in fact inex- | question? Has he any doubt that the amount already appropriated 
cess of the expenditures. | for pensions will be sufficient to pay all claims that may adjudicated 

lor the fiseal year ending June 30, 1889, there was appropriated ex- | before the 4th of March next, or before Congress will meet again, and can 
actly the amount estimated, $89,758,700. There was expended for the makeappropriations for any deficiency ? Has the gentleman any doubt 
same year $87,624,779.11, leaving an unexpended balance of $2,133,- | on that point? 

10.89, thus again showing that the estimate of the Commissioner was Mr. DOCKERY. I am not called upon to pass on that question. 
liberal and in excess of the expenditures. Congress always appropriates for the ensuing year; but what I am in- 

Now, Mr. Chairman, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, the | sisting upon is that the rule which is as old as the Government itself 
estimate was $81,758,700. This amount proved to be insufficient by | shall not be departed from by the gentleman and his party, albeit the 

15,321,907,35. LI will not stop here to locate the responsibility for | appropriations are mounting up to startling proportions. 
that deficiency. The truth of the matter is, I do not know exactly Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, we are always in the habit of bringing in 
where the responsibility lies; but Ido know (and this is a circumstance | deficiency appropriation bills. That is only a time-honored custom 
pointing to the proper location of the responsibility) that when Com- | that you have set us in the years gone by. 
missioner Black had charge of the Pension Office his estimate always Mr. DOCKERY. Iam very glad to have the acknowledgment of the 
iurnished a sufficient amount of money to pay the pensions that were | gentleman from Michigan, as well as the chairman of the committee 
found due to soldiers under existing laws. from Illinois, that it is their purpose to provide the amount made 

Mr, Chairman, I complain, and I think the House and the country | necessary by these two statutes by an enormous deficiency bill at the 
have a right to complain, that the majority of the Committee on Ap- | next session. 
propriations, affrighted by the startling aggregate to be summed up at May I ask how much time I have consuimed ? 
the end of this session, are running away from the requirements of the The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has used twenty-three-minutes 
pension laws in the matter of appropriation, and refusing to appropri- | and fifteen seconds. [ Laughter. ] 
ate the money which ought to be provided. The policy of conceal- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is the Chair using a stop- 
ment and non-appropriation will not avail them, a fact they will fully | watch ? 
realize when the returns of the election come in. Mr. DOCKERY. Iam glad the Chair is so accurate in the time. 

[ yield now to the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. SAYERS], { Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the gentleman from Missouri sits down, I I yield now to the gentleman from Texas so much time as he desires. 
would like to ask him a question. As he has spoken of the vast sums The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee will rise informally to receive 
which have been appropriated during this Congress, will he specify any | a message from the Senate. 
purticalar sum of money that has been improperly appropriated, ap- 
propriated in violation of law, or without regard to the requirements 
ol a proper administration of the Government? The committee informally rose; and Mr. PAyson having taken the 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have not assumed to state any item of ex- | chairas Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, 
travagance in appropriation, although if I had the time I could do so | its Secretary, announced that the Senate agreed to the reports of the 
to the satisfaction of the gentleman. I will discharge this duty later | committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
on. I know this, however, that notwithstanding the diligence of the | the amendments of the Senate to bills of the House of the following 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and this side of the | titles, namely: 
ifouse many measures have received the approval of the other side of | A bill (H. R. 4570) to authorize the Leavenworth and Platte County 
the House that ought net have been enacted into law; I can not now | Bridge Company to substitute a pivot draw-bridge over the Missouri 
stop to enumerate them, but among others I will name a single meas- | River in place of a ponton bridge; and 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


a 


ure which is suggested to me by my friend from Texas—the bill pro- A bill (H. R. 8247) to authorize entry of the public lands by incor- 
viding for a public building at Bar Harbor, Me., a little town of per- porated cities and towns for cemetery and park purposes. 
haps 6,000 inhabitants, It also announced that the Senate had passed, with an amendment in 
Mr. HOPKINS. That bill has not passed. which concurrence was requested, the bill (H. R. 789) opening to set- 
Mr. DOCKERY. It has passed this House. tlement a portion of the Fort Randall military reservation in South 
Mr. CUTCHEON. There is no appropriationdor that. Dakota. 
Mr. DOCKERY. There is, however, a liability; and the appropri- Also, that the Senate had passed bills and a joint resolution of the 
ation must follow, under our rules. following titles; in which concurrence was requested, namely: 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Not yet. 
Mr.CHEADLE. Iask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERY] 
to yield to me foraquestion. I understood him tosay that the estimate | purposes; 
of Commissioner Black for the last fiscal year of his administration ex- A bill (S. 3782) to further suspend the operation of section 5574 of 
ceeded the expenditures of the Pension Department over which he pre- | the Revised Statutes of the United States, Title LX XII, in relation to 
sided. Guano Islands; 
Mr. DOCKERY. For the fiscal years ending June 30, 1888, and A bill (S. 4136) to provide for the disposal of the Pagosa Springs mili- 
June 30, 1889. tary reservation in the State of Colorado to actual settlers under the 
Mr. CHEADLE. Is it not true that Commissioner Black turned | provisions of the homestead laws; 
over to his successor 460,000 pension claims pending and unadjudi- A bill (8, 4225) to amend an act approved August 6, 1888, authoriz- 
cated? ing the construction of bridges by the Houston, Central Arkansas and 
Mr. DOCKERY. I suppose itis. But the criticism of the gentle- | Northern Railway Company; and 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] applied to the question of the ac- Joint resolution (S. R. 111) to permit the Secretary of the Treasury 


A bill (S. 3629) granting to the State of Washington a section of pub- 
lic land for a soldiers’ home for the militia of said State, and for other 
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to sign consent for a cable railroad in front of the New York post-office 
and army building. 


ADDITIONAL FORCE FOR PENSION BUSINESS. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the | 
committee briefly to the bill now under consideration; but before doing | 
so I will venture to express the opinion that this Congress, betore its ad- | 
pon to appro- 
priate not less than $40,000,000 in addition to the appropriation which 
has already been made during the present session for the payment ot 
invalid and other pensions, and which amounts in the aggregate to 
$98, 457,461. 

It is, therefore, a fact which can not be disputed and which the dis- | 
tinguished gentleman from Illinois, the chairmanof the Committee on 
Appropriations, will admit, and in effect has admitted during the prog- 
ress of this debate, that in the next session it will be the duty of this 
Congress to make a very large and an additional appropriation to pro- 
vide for the deficiencies in the matter of pensions during the present 
fiscal year. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the question of extravagance in appropriations 
for unmerited purposes is never answered by the party making such ap- 
propriations alleging that the other party when in power had done like- 
wise. Each party must be responsible for its own individual conduct; 
and if Commissioner Raum is acting unwisely or extravagantly it can | 
be no excuse for him that Commissioner Black acted likewise. 

But let us see what this bill proposes, and you gentlemen who have 
constituents at home who must earn their bread by the sweat of their 
faces and out of whose hard earnings the revenues must come in order 
to meet these increased expenditures should understand thoroughly | 
the condition of the Pension Office at the present time before voting on 
this bill. We are told, sir, by the Commissioner of Pensions that he 
has in his employment in the department at Washington 1,421 officials, 
clerks, and employés. Here we find almost a regiment and a half of 
people employed in one single office in this city, two-thirds of whom 
are paid extravagantly for the work they co. 
proposes to add 463. 

The record and pension division of the War Department has a force 
of 695 employés, and to this number 163 people are tobe added. The 
annual cost of the officials, clerks, and employés in the Pension Oflicc 
in this city amounts to $1,814,150. If this bill should become a law 
this cost will be increased to $2,296,550. The cost per annum of the 
present force in the record and pension division of the War Depart- 
ment is $837,270 per annum, and if the force is increased, as is con- 
templated by the bill, it will be $1,003,990. So, Mr. Chairman, we 
are invited to create an additional force of 626-clerks and employ“s at 
an additional cost of $649,160 per annum. 

If in view of the present condition of the country, if with the present 


° . ° . 7 ; : lel 
prices of raw material and of raw products still declining, and with 


more than four-fifths of the people of the United States clamoring 
against the character of legislation which has been enacted by Con- 
gress during the past twenty-five years, and against the extravagant 
appropriations, which are constantly on the increase, the majority side 
of this House can pass this bill, then it is for them to take the re- | 
sponsibility. Ishall vote against the bill. [or the information of the | 
committee, Mr. Chairman, I desire to have read a dispatch to The New 

York Daily Tribune of July 10, 1890; and, as the Tribune is regarded 

as an administrative organ, I trust the communication will have due | 
weight with our Republican friends. 
marked from the article in question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


lo this number the bill 


I ask the Clerk to read what is 


rHE RUSH OF PENSION CLERKS FOR MONEY—ENJOYING FEDERAL SALARIES, I i 
MORE THAN FAGER IN THEIR ONSLAUGHT ON THE TREASURY 


WASHINGTON, J . 

The attempted onslaught of the enterprising clerk upon the public Treasury, 
under the broad and comprehensive banner of the act of June 27, 1890, “ grant- 
ing pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for performance of 
manual labor,” ete., referred to in these dispatches of July 1, still continues, 
while, with that characteristic modesty which usually distinguishessuch would- 
be beneficiaries of the nation’s gratitude, they are piling Pelion upon Ossa in 
their frantic efforts to ‘‘get there’’ first, with all four feet within the narrow 
but seductive limits of the trough. As a matter of fact, this unseemly race 
has had its humorousas wellas its melancholy aspect, for on Thursday last one 
patriotic gentleman, an employé of the Pension Bureau, in spite of the intense | 
and sultry heat, engaged in a spirited contest for precedence with various | 
frugal-minded patriots, and went ‘across lots on the dead run”’ for the clerk’s 
office to make the oath to his application, utterly oblivious of the 175 pounds 
avoirdupois at which he tips the scales, ; 

The city of Washington contains, for obvious reasons, an unusually large sol- 
dier element in proportion to its size. This accounts for the fact that up to 
noon of Thursday last over seven hundred claims were filed under the new law 
by residents. The crowds waiting to be sworn extended from the City Hall to | 
the Lincoln statue, and a sarcastic looker-on. who is a comrade of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, remarked that it was about as well dressed a gatheri: 
as he had ever seen of the kind, the empty sleeve, the crutch, the sickly counte 
nance, or even the seedy clothing being conspicuously absent. The spruce and 
jaunty applieants were well known to this looker-on, as they had served in the 
same regiment with him. Indeed, he was assured by them that they thought | 
they might as well “catch on” with the rest, although one was an alert and | 
successful drummer for one of the largest shoe concerns in the United States 
and the other occupied a similar post in a different house. 

A gentleman who returned last week from the far West reports that similar 
scenes met his view at the small towns and cities all along his route, the crowds 
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| had been preferred against his predecessor he not 
I I 




















who ere waiting to swear « ta ‘ Ww 
ing and general appearance by no means i sted t ese < . 
care, or penury. Meanwhile the pension at vs 
lle ine ] d to ha l 2 
iw before the signed el sid é . printed 
matter sent out by another—and temy i y held s t ’ ithe pos 
lice at Chicago upon a question of postag ates 
claims in such numbers that the latter 
Weight than by the m tex is } as gz 
Mr. DOCKERY. How much time have | used 1 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has occupied « 
Mr. DOCKERY. ° t leaves me thirty-fe t 
The CHAIRMAN. Thirty-four minutes, 
Mr. DOCKERY. I yield fifteen minutes to t ¢ e n 
Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. 
Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, s bill propo inere 
| clerical force, as has been stated by the gentleman from Texas { M1 
SAYERS], of 636 clerks at an increased cost of $649,120. The present 
cost of the Pension Office force proper is $1,814,150 and the number of 
employés is 1,421. The present cost of the record and pension divis- 
ion of the War Department, which is virtually a branch of the Pension 
OfBce, is $837,270, and the number of employés, 695 Phe total present 
cost of the administration of the Pension Office complete, including 
he Pension Office proper and the record and pension division of the 


YT 


War Department, which is really a part of the pension system 
amounts to $2,651,421. The total cost under this bill of the admin- 


istration of the pension system will be $3,300, 54( According to the 
statement made the other day by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON ] we have appropriated during this session of Congress, in the 


various measures which we have passed relating to pensions and to pay 
ments to soldiers, a sum which he says g 

about $167,000,000 per annum. ‘This is agreatersum, Mr. Chairman, 
than is disbursed by all the other Depoertments otf 


in the aggregate will reach 


the Government 


| combined, except the Treasury Department, and it seems to me that, 


in view ot the very large sums of money which are being appropriated 
and in view of this demand for an increased force, it is a very proper 
subject of inquiry as to how this Pension Office is administered. 

I would like, before this bill is passed by Congress 
increase of force, to know whether or not the charges which have been 
brought against the present Commissioner of Pensions 

It has been alleged through the public 
a resolution calling for an investigation, introduced into this House by 


giving this large 


ire true. 


press, it has been alleged in 


the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cooper], and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, that the present Commissioner of Pensions has 
changed a ruling of the department in the interest of a pension attor 
ney of this city which will result in taking hundreds of thousands ot 
dollars of the people’s money and pay it t worthy claimant 








who are not entitled to anything under la [t is further alleged, 
Mr. Chairman, that the reason for this ch: ruling, which was 
first decided to the contrary by the present C sioner, was thath 
| secured the indorsement of five notes for $5,000 each, aggregating the 
sum of $25,000, and that, in consideration of this favor extended to him 
by an attorney practicing before that department, he changed this 
| ruling, which put more than that sum back into the pocket of thea 
torney and at the same time robbed the people of thi intry of 
very large sum of money. 
Furthermore it is alleged, Mr. Chairman, that this Pension Office in 
its administration is rotten from bottom to top, and I must confess that 
l believe, and have believed throughout this session, that there was 


something wrong there, and I have for that reason insisted upon an in- 
vestigation of this office. I have believed that it is reeking with cor- 
ruption in every feature of its administration, and I have attempted to 
force an investigation. The charges which have been made against the 
present Commissioner of Pensions are of such a character that if they 
only would have. 


¥ wit} } } 
gone ont w h the 1 


gone out as he did, but he would have 
Administration behind him 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
gentleman a question. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will answer your question presently 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yiel 

Mr. ENLOE. I will give the gentleman a chance after awhile 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee declines t 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is further cl 
Commissioner of Pensions has, through one of his sons w! ‘ I 
ployé in the office, through the family relationship, been extend 
favors to another s i 


wot of the 





yn who is practicing as a lawyer before that depart 
1 ' 
l 


| ment, and that son has sent out his advertisements to the country that 
he has opportunities—I do not know that he ha 1 those word 
either and I want to do him justice—he has s ut his circulars in 
viting those who have not been rerated to apply tohim. And what 


inference does that carry to the minds of pensioners who I 
fore been refused a rerating or 73 
to them that +» Commissioner, and his late partner 
in the practice of the law, living under the same roof with } 
has access to all the papers in the department, who h 
the administration, and he can secure for me a rerating and 
crease.”’ 


lave heret« 


the conviction 





‘here is a son of 
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Now I say, Mr. Chairman, if these charges were without foundation 
this Commissioner, it seems to me, would have hastened to this House 
and dewanded an investigation of the charges and his friends upon 
this floor would have hastened to pass a resolution ordering an investi- 


| 
j 
! 


| 


gation; bat, Mr. Chairman, there mast be something beneath this that | 


the majority in this House and the Commissioner of Pensions do not 


want uncovered to the public gaze, and they have determined it shall | | 
| children. and helpless parents. Almos one-half of the revenues of the Govern- 


} 1 


shall not be uncovered if they can prevent it. That resolution is now 


pending belore the Committee on Rules. If this administration is 
honest, if it is pure, if it is upright, why is it that the Committee on 
Rules do not report that resolution back here and order an investigation 
by a cammittee composed of honest membersof this House, and let this 
Commissioner make his defense before them, and, if he can, be vindi- 
cated Mr. Tanner, his predecessor, attempted to carry out in good 


faith the pledges wiich he had made by authority of the President 
upon the stump in Indian On account of that there was such a how! 
mai ed by the press of the country that he was tarred with the stick of 
the Administration and forced incontinently out of office, and another 
man put in his place who has been ten times worse than he w 
he has had the judgment to hold his tongue while he performs the work, 

A MEMBER. Why was it referred to the Committee on Rules ? 

Mr. ENLOE,. The gentleman asks me why thatresolution was sent 
to the Committee on Rules. I would answer that upon general prin- 
ciples by saying that it is the best graveyard in this country for the 
burial beyond resurrection of meritorious propositions. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of or- 
der. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. JOSEPH D, TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, Ido not think any mem- 
ber of this House has the right to make these infamous chargesin a de- 
bate of this kind. Ifa man of courage and honor he will goand make 
them before the courts and have thisman punished. I make the point 
of order that this is not in order. 

Mr. ENLOE 
courage all he has to dois to investigate the matter personally. [Laugh- 
ter and applause}. I say, Mr. Chairman, I am proceeding under the 
rules of this House and am not to be deterred by such interruptions. 

Mr. CANNON. It my friends will allow me, I will play second to 
either one of the parties. 

Mr. ENLOE. If this does not come out of my time, I have no ob- 
jecton. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee will proceed. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, I say, I see in this report that they forced Mr. 
Tanner out on an ex parte investigation, under the direction of a hos- 
tile Secretary of the Interior, and they put into this office another man 
who rests under these charges before the country. If these charges 
are true, then the President should kick him out. I think this House 
should give him aa opportunity to vindicate himself, and he himself 
ought to be here demanding it instead of sending his tools here to get 
up and object to criticism. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I had intended to bring these matters before 
the House on some pertinent occasion. We find that, while the Com- 
missioner of Pensions under the present law has power to grant to every- 
body in this country a pension who, to say the least, ought to have it, 
yet there are a number of cases that are so rotten that even he can not 
stomach them, and when the pension sharks that are behind them can 
not get them through there they are brought to this House to be con- 
sidered at Friday night sessions, when no objection is made to them, 
because no man wants to object to another man’s bill for fear that that 
man would object to his. That is the log-rolling scheme, and I have 
been doing a little missionary work in that matter by putting on the 
brakes. 

About the only way that I have been able to do anything of value 
for my constituents has been the little veto power I have been able to 
exercise upon some of these bills on these Friday nights. Now, I want 
to call attention to another matter. This matter has been carried to 
such an extent that even The New York Tribune, one of the leading 
Republican papers of this country and an acknowledged organ of the 
Administration, has come out in an editorial and called a halt upon this 
business. The Tribune says: 

TIME TO HALT. 


The Tribune has done its fair share for many years in securing justice for the 
veterans of the Union. As long as there was reason to believe thatany of those 
to whom the nation owed its life were in want or suffering, it appealed con- 
stantly and earnestiv to the people on behalf of that body of citizens to whom 
the debt of the nation can never be wholly paid. It has earned the right to say 
now that the surviving Union veterans of thiscountry do notask to be supported 
at public expense when they are able to support themselves by honorable labor, 
and do not want, where they are thusable to support themselves, to have other 
people taxed in order to fill their pockets, It is the fee:ing of a great majority 
of these veterans that it would humiliate them and place them in the attitude 
of mendicants if they were further to countenance any measure urged by pen- 
sion attorneys and lobbyists. 

Mr. Hexpereos, of lowa, who entered the service asa private at the age of 
twenty-one, lost a leg in the service, and still commanded the Forty-sixth lowa 
as colonel at the close of the war, is a stanch Republican and has been four 
times elected to Congress from the same district, This Union veteran, in ad- 
vocating a pensidbn deficiency bill in the House June 12, made the following 
statement as to pensions voted for the current year 

“We have appropriated by our legislation, looteting what is covered in the 
sundry civil bill now pending in the House, the sum of $164,115,894.89. Then 





If the gentleman wants to know if Iam a man of | 





add the amount carried by the pending bill and we have a grand total of $167,- 
$24,733.24. * * * More than one-third of the entire receipts of the Govern- 
ment, as provided for in this Congress, go for the benefit of the soldiers of the 
Union, * * * The estimated revenues for the next year are $450,414,337.84, 
including receipts from the postal service. The amount from the latter service 
for this year is estimated at $65,414,337.34, leaving all our Federal income from 
import duties and internal revenue and miscellaneous items aniounting to $385,- 
000,000, Of this sum,as I have shown, we have appropriated this year, and 
gladly, the sum of $167,824,733.24 for the benefit of old soldiers, their widows, 


ment goes to this sacred use, and it is proper that the soldiers should know 
these facts.”’ 

Mr. HENDERSON does not say, but he seems to have implied a belief that no 
larger share ofthe public revenues should be appropriated for this purpose. The 
number of pensioners on the rolis is about half a million. It will be increased 
to 7,000 by the bills recently passe d If the entire population is 65,00/),000, 
bout one person in 58 of the population receives a pension, and the amount so 
appropriated is about $224 for every person on the rolls this year. Out of all 
the money raised by customs, internal taxes, and miscellaneous receipts for the 
benefitofallthe people,nearly halfis paid over to one-eigh\ y-eighth of the people 
and little more than one-half isexpe.ded for all other national purposes, Yet 
there are further bills proposed, and clamorously urged by pension agents, 


| which would take out of the Treasury about $2 000,000,000 more. 


| 
was, though 
| passed already. 


The Tribune thinks it time to say that this is going too far. The measure of 
proper expenditure for this purpose has been rea hed, if indeed it has not been 
While any part of those who saved the nation from destruc- 
tion were subject to want, or their widows, children, or helpless parents, there 
was an honorable feeling that they should be remembered by a powerful and 
prosperous people, even though in the attempt to do so avenues should una- 
voidably be opened for extensive frauds. But the people will certainly stop 
somewhere, and then, if appropriations for this object seem to them excessive 
or frauds too numerous, there may be a flat refusal to continue the appropria- 
tions already made. He is not the true triend of the soldier, in the deliberate 
panne of the Tribune, who now asks for further appropriations iu his be- 

ialf, 

fhe youngest of those who served in the Union Army must to-day be about 
forty-seven years of age. Only one-eighth of those living at any time exceed 
that age, so that of the 7,000,000 male adults who were living when the war 
closed, not more than 900,000 are living now, and over a third of these are South- 
erners. A voting population of |2,000,000 will not long consent to pay more 
than half the entire revenues of the Government to a twentieth of their num- 


| ber. Further appropriations for pensions can not be asked without imperil- 





eee 


ing the continuance of all grants for that object. 


The Tribune well says it has been carried to such an extreme that 
it endangers the whole system, and it calls on Congress to call a hait 
upon it. Whatever difference there may be between me and the 
Tribune in politics, Dwill undertake to help it carry out that policy. 
I have been able now and then to put a little brake on the wheels in 
that direction. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, to so great an excess is this pension business be- 
ing carried and such are the recklessness and rottenness of this adminis- 
tration of the Pension Office that it has brought forth the condemnation 
of one of the leading divines of thiscountry. Bishop Henry C. Potter, 
bishop of New York, in an address to the Phi Beta Kappa Society of 
Harvard University, delivered himself upon this matter in such a way 
that I think it ought to go upon record, and I ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The honorable provision for those who suffered and were disabled in their 


country’s defense threatens, under the selfish and unscrupulous manipulation 
ot those who seein the degradation of their fellow-citizens a short and easy 
road to political supremacy, to become a pauperizing *ystem, whose least and 
most innocent consequence is the ruinous burden which it is destined, sooner 
or later, to saddle upon the public Treasury. 

Never was there a Phariseeism of philanthropy in which personal aggran- 
dizement more impudently masqueraded in the garment of a grateful patriot- 
ism than our Halls of Congress have lately presented, and the unmanly silence 
with which schemes so grotesque that they should have long ago been laughed 
out of any intelligent public assembly have been received, is one of the most 
amazing factsof our politicalexperience. Indeed, far apart in time as are Rome 
and America, we must needs own that the resemblances of history are at once 
tragic and significant. It was a huge military organization, remember, which 
once put the Roman Empire up at auction and proposed to knock it down to 
the highest bidder. 

To-day it is in the air that it is the party which bids the highest to a precisely 
similar constituency that is to be rewarded with the symbols of national! primacy 
and authority. And out of this it has come to pass that not alone some scarred 
and honorable veteran, not alone some braveand maimed survivor of an heroic 
charge, that not alone the widow and orphan whom death on the field or in the 
hospital have left bereft and penniless, but every skuiking camp-follower and 
deserter, every fraudulent and tainted claimant who has the effrontery to de- 
mand his bribe, can have it, if only bis vote shall thus become a commodity 
within the control of partisan dictation, and he himself a lackey to do his po- 
litical master's bidding. 

I have nothing to say of those who have devised this infamy and baptised it 
with the name of civic gratitude; but for the manhood which it is destined to 
corrupt and degrade, no honorable man can feel, I think, any other than the 
most profound sympathy and sorrow. This surely is a system of government 
that deliberately conspires to degrade men, and no delicacy ought to consent to 
excuse or condone it. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I say, im view of the fact that we are going to 
such extremes, I think it is time that Congress should call a halt upon 
the indiscriminate granting of pensions and this raid upon the public 
pee unless they want to » destroy the whole system. I would ask 

' it is not time to examine into the administration of the Pension Of- 
fice, which handles more money than every other Department of the 
Government. I want to know if there is any reason of delicacy why 
this investigation should not be made and why it should not be done 
as a matter of business the same as it would be with any other bureau. 
If such a charge were made about any other bureau it would be inves- 
tigated at once; but when we get to this there is something sacred about 
it or something rotten about it; and if this investigation is not ordered 
by this House the country will believe it is because the rottenness is 
known to be there under the administration of this officer. 

Personally I know nothing of the truth of these charges, but I do 
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4 insist, Mr. Chairman, that the commissioner owes it to himself, and | which deserve consideration. I know that men who have had 
; that this Heuse owes it to the country, to the tax-payers, to see that and honest claims pending bef re that bureau have died in po 
this office is honestly and economically administered. We should iv- | and want without having those claims adjns und, so far as m 
. vestigate it, and either clear up the atmosphere o! suspicion of rotten- | voice and vote are concerned, I desire to have them both recorded on 
ness and corruption which hangs about it and vindicate this officer trom | the side which favors giving increased tacilities tor ’ on 
4 these charges that are ringing through the press of the country against | of the business of that office. In addition to t 
: him, or we should convict him and torce him to retire from the office. | derstood here that it the duty of this H \ 
a | say if there is any false notion of delicacy prevailing in regard to | not escape, and that it is the purpose of mem 4 - 
4 the sentiment which surrounds a soldier's claim for pension, any | Heuse so far as I know, to have that department a : 
3 of the sentiment which would prompt the giving of a pension to an | estly, and | charg \ 
4 honest disabled soldier, such sentiment should be cast aside and we | this time $3 aD investig 
5 should exercise the same business supervision ovel this appropt tion Mr. ¢ NNON 4 Ww | d 
$ that we do over all other appropriations made for the administration of | by paragraphs for amendn . Th ‘ 
the Government. I yield back the balance of the time to the gentle- ed. for an increase of force t ' ate the elai 
man from Missouri [ Mr. DocKEeRY]. 1 sion legislation. The bill was prepared wit ire, and 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied sixteen minutes. ion. well prepared: and. as I understand 3 
Mr. DOCKERY. What time have I remaining, Mr. Chairman? endation of the Com tee on Approp! ns 
The CHALRMAN. ‘The gentleman has ten minutes remaining. Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Cha an t n will per ‘ 
Mr. DOCKERY. Let the gentleman trom Lllinois [Mr. CANNON] | ruption, he will nember that I specia reserved t ' ° 
occupy the = mainder of the time. ‘ this l upon th ) und sai [ did nut intend to 
Mr. CANNON. I ask to have the bill read. my suy port. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. Mr. CANNON Then I am mistaken in saying \ | { 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. unanimous recommendation of the committe 
Mr. DOCKERY. Do 1 understand that the gentleman from Illinois Mr. SAYERS. Yes: so fa I am concerned. 
i [Mr. C ANNON ] does not desire to proceed? I did not understand the | Mr. CANNON. I understood that it had. but of course the state 
a gentleman as not desiring to occupy the floor, but if he does not I wili | ment of the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. Sayers] that he is 1 i 
4 yield the remainder of my time, ten minutes, to the gentleman from | shows that there is an exception. Now, I am in the habit as a legis 
a Indiana [Mr. Cooper]. lator, as a member of this House, and as an indvidual, ef devoting 
. 4 The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cooper] is | self to the subject in hand. Onething atatimeisa pretty safe p 
4 recoynized tor ten minutes. so | have no reply to make at this time to y colleague on th 
5 Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. ( hairman, can the orderly proceedings of the mittee. from Missouri [ Mr. Doc KRERY |. 
committee be interrupted in that way? The Clerk had begun to read Suffice it to say that, while the party to which I have the honor to 


the bill. | belong has the power to enact legislation and to make appropriations 
Mr. CANNON. I hope that my colleague will not raise that point. | the money will be forthcoming to pay all the debts of the Government, 

a The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from | including this of the greatest equity, the pension debt. 
: Indiana. So far as concerns the remarks and criticisms of the gentleman from 

Mr. DOCKERY. Isay in perfect good faith to the gentleman from | Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] I have no answer to make. I had understood 
Illinois [Mr. HopkKINs } that I did not understand that there was no | {rom a gentleman from his State that it had been demonstrated w thin 
desire on the part ot his colleague [Mr. CANNON] to oceupy the floor. the last few days that his renomination was certain; hence I was sur- 

Mr. HOPKINS. I withdraw my objection. [ Laughter. ] prised at his speech. Laughter, ] 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I wasnotinthe Hall dur-| So far as the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Cooper] is concerned, I 
ing the time occupied by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLork], | have nothing to say beyond this: Iam informed from the records of the 
but I have been told that in the remarks made by him he referred to | House that some time ago he did introduce a resolution calling for an 

7 a resolution introduced by me some time ago for an investigation of the | investigation of the administration of the Pension Office under the pr 
£ management of the Bureau of Pensions. I would not take the floor | ent Commissioner of Pensions and that the re 


solution was referred to 


4 at this time to refer to that matter but for aremark which I overheard | the Committee on Kules, of which I have the honor to be a member. 
made by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. StEWART] to the effect | but I was busy about other matters and I did not even know that such 
th:t the resolution introduced by me was based entirely upon news- | a resolution had been introduced until a few days ago. So far as I 


paper clippings charging mismanagement or misconduct on the part of | know, until Friday morning last no appearance had been made by that 
the Commissioner of Pensions, I will state now, for the benefit of | gentleman before the committee to follow up his resolution 
those who desire to know, that the resolution itself was predicated on Without stating what took 


the fact that rumors were widely circulated throughout the United | had at that time and was not 





pl ace, suflice it to say that a hearin rw 


completed. The gentleman can pursue 
4 States charging mismanagement and corruption on the part of the Com- | his own course touching that matter. If I had introduced such a reso 
missioner of Pensions. | lution and the bearing was in progr I would at least wait until that 
ic I will further state, however, that since the resolution was offered | hearing had ympleted and the report made to the Hou au 
g and referred to the Committee on Rules, {acts have come to my know!l- Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, Will you allow me to interrupt you? 
edge which substantiate the rumors which have been in circulation Mr. CANNON, Certainly. 
a throughout the country. Before the Committee on Rules I laid those Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I will ask you whether I did not state in 
% facts open, and I stated there, as I state here, that I am ready to prove, | answer to a question of the gentleman from Georgia[ M — 
A before any competent investigating committee having power to send Ir. CANNON. lam not stating what took place in the committee 
ie for persons and papers and to take testimony under oath, that the Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Whether I did not state that, so far as | 
eharges made in the newspapers concerning the management of the | was concerned, I had no further statement to make, and whether the 
Pension Bureau are true. lam able to prove, and expect to prove if | committee did not then adjourn to meet again on Monday, and w I 
an opportunity be given, that the Commissioner of Pensions has grossly | you and the other Republican members of that committee did 
anfl outrageously sold out a ruling in behalf of a firm of attorneys in | sent yourselves from that meeting and pr ta meeting 
the city of Washington who are said to represent one-seventh of the | mittee on Monday? 
pension business of the country. Mr. CANNON. Oh, the gentleman now stat { tl not . 
i I do not desire to be misunderstood in regard to the position that I | farther tosay. It is proper I shou tat st t earing was ad 
é assume here with reference to this bill. lam for the appropriation in | journed until Monday, the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. MCKINLs 
# order that the business of the department may proceed and that as | ing absent, and for the first time in eighteen years, | bel rcept 
much power may begiven tothe Commissioner to discharge the business | the case of death requiring my absence or when absent on busines 
of the department as is necessary in order that it may bespeedily done. | the House), I was absent from the sittings of the House on Mon 
I stand for the administration of that department in purity, in honesty, | returning to the city last night 
and incelerity; but I believe that if the Commissioner of Pensions will If the gentleman had served longer in 
devote the time for which the Government pays him to the discharge | kriown that, at least so far as [ am concerned and | iT as 
of his duties in that department, instead of becoming the president or | the majority as well as the minority of 1 t Ru ire 
a the manager of a refrigerating institution based upon no special founda- | concerned, there has been and will be no intention what to do ot 
a tion, and if, instead of devoting his time to the advancement of his | wise than give that case a fair hearing and a fair report Phe gentle- 
* private schemes, he will honestly carry out the administration of that | man’s eagerness to rush in and p efore the House and the co 
a bureau without favoritism and without endeavoring to build up fir | try. whatever this in tigatie how, would seem to satisfy at 
3 himself aprivate fortune, we can get along with a considerably less num- | Jeast my mind that he to ‘‘ thunder in the index ”’ and to 
ber of clerks there than is demanded by the bill now pending before | figure in the papers, whatever may by » of the investigation if on 
this House. is ordered. 
So far as I am concerned, I desire that no step shall be taken which | Now, one word in conclusion. It may be that the administration of 
will thwart the speedy administration of the business of the Pension | this Pension | corrupt; if so, the name of no witness has ever 


Office. 1 know that claims have been pending there for many years | been mentioned to show it. But let that be as it may, I want to say 
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here and now, if that administration be corrupt, let it be shown; and 
in my opinion it will be shown whether it be corrupt or honest. 

I want tostate farthermy own impression about this matter. With- 
out knowing what the facts may prove to be (because I do not adjrdi- 
cate cases until they are presented; I am not swift to prejudge), but 


from an acquaintance of twenty years with Hon. Green B. Raum, from 


a knowledge of his reputation in the State of Illinois, from a knowledge 
of his course during the long years that he held a responsible position 
in connection with the Treasury Department, from a knowledge of his 
uniform good character and good ability —if it be true that in these last 
days he has fallen under temptation, then it is a rare case; because dur- 


ing a long life he has established an enviable reputation as a soldier, as 
a citizen, and asa man, and, for one, I willnotcondemn him until the 
proof be shown. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

I think it perhaps proper and just for me to say this much at the 
present time touching this irrelevant matter that is brought here upon 
a bill which is to be passed in justice to the demands of the public 
service, whoever may be Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. ENLOE, Will the gentleman yield for one question ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly 

Mr. ENLOE, I would like to inquire of the gentleman whether he 
does not think, under the circumstances, Commissioner Raum having 
such a character as the gentleman has described, it is due to himself 
that he ehould join with the gentleman from Indiana in demanding 
this investigation. 

Mr. CANNON. So far as that is concerned this House, when the 
question comes properly before it as it should come, will determine in 
accordance with the usages of the House how far it ought to goin 
making an investigation and what kind of an investigation there should 
be. It is not every accusation; it is not the wild accusation of men 
who may be careless of their words; it is not the barking—I will not 
say that—it is not the disturbing of the air by every individual through- 
out the length and breadth of the country that places an official or 
any one else upon his defense 

Mr. McKINLEY. One moment— 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the getleman., 

Mr. McKINLEY. I rise only for the purpose of answering the sug- 
gestion made by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cooper] that the 

Republican members of the Committee on Rules had remained away 
on last Monday to avoid a further hearing on the resolution introduced 
by him for the investigation of the administration of the Commissioner 
of Pensions. I simply wish to say that I had not been advised, and 
was not aware, of any meeting of the Committee on Rules on last 
Monday. As the records of this House will show, I was called away 
last week by serious illness in my family. I returned Sunday even- 
ing, not having even been present at the hearing to which the gentle- 
man has referred, and, of course, having no knowledge of any meet- 
ing of the committee on Monday, although I was on the floor of the 
House on that day, having come to the Capitol a little after 10 o’clock 
and remained here until the conclusion of the session. 

While on my feet, I wish to say as a member of the Committee on 
ltules that so far as any investigation of General Raum is concerned, 
if any gentleman on this floor, on either side of the House, should rise 
in his place and charge irregularity, unfair dealing, dishonesty, or cor- 
ruption on the part of the Commissioner of Pensions, that would be 
sufficient to induce me to give my vote for the fullest investigation. 
As to any Department of this Government I believe that when any gen- 
tleman here rises in his placeand in his representative capacity charges 
dishonesty or malfeasance in office with respect to such Department, it 
is enough to justify the House in ordering at once an investigation. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will not my friend from Ohio give some reason why, 
if that is his judgment as to what is right and proper in this matter, 
the Committee on Rules have not taken some little time for the inves- 
tigation of the question raised by the resolution submitted in the early 
part of the session as to the ‘‘sooners’’ in Oklahoma and the land office 
in Guthrie? 

Mr. McKINLEY. I will say for the information of my friend from 
Arkansas that I did not know there was such a resolution before the 
committee. I did not know that such a resolution was pending atall, 
nor did I know that this other resolution to which reference has been 
made here by the gentleman from Indiana as to the Pension Office was 
pending until about the middle of last week, when my attention was 
ealled to it. 

Mr. ROGERS. If the gentleman from Ohio will pardon me, early 
in the diseussion of the Oklahoma bill the gentleman from Missouri 
introduced the resolution to investigate the land office at Guthrie. 
That resolution and the condition of affairs existing there have been dis- 
cussed publicly and privately throughout the papers of the country 
and all over the country from the Mississippi River—well, I will say 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Ido not question the statement of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROGERS. And yet the distinguished gentleman from Ohio, 
active and watchful as he is in the affairs of the House, has no informa- 
tion that such a resolution is before his committee. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I say that I donot question the statement of the 
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gentleman, but I had no information on the subject or that any such 
resolution was before the Committee on Rules. I will say to the gen- 
tleman, though, that if such a resolution ‘were brought before me, 
either by the chairman of the committee or otherwise 

Mr. ROGERS. I deem myself happy, then, to make it known to 
the distinguished gentleman from Ohio, if the chairman of his com- 
mittee did not, that there is snch a resolution. I take pleasure in in- 
forming him that it was introduced and referred to the committee. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I was going to say that, if the chairman of the 
committee had called my attention toit or any gentleman had directed 
my attention to the fact that such a resolution was before the commit- 
tee, I should have been glad to call it to the attention of the com- 
mittee for its action. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, a single word and then I will 
ask fora vote. I stand ready as a Representative to do all I can to or- 
der an investigation, a proper and thorough investigation, if any such 
shall be necessary, of any Department of this Government. But I do 
not go as far as my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY]. 
Not every charge made by a member of Congress, who perchance may 
not weigh his words, of maladministration against the executive is 
sufficient to authorize the House to order an investigation. It should 
be a specific charge, made upon the knowledge of the Representative 
or such information as would justify a reasonable man in charging or 
believing that such maladministration exists, and that satisfies the 
House that an investigation ought to be made; and whensuch a charge 
is made by a Representative, for one I am ready to do what I can to 
forward an investigation. 

Mr. ROGERS, Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like the gentleman to yield to me to make 
not only a question, but a very brief statement. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, I would prefer not to take up any outside 
matter now. I want to get on with this bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let me ask the gentleman, then, does the Commit- 
tee on Rules keep a record ? 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, I presumeit keeps a journal. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does not the gentleman know as a matter of fact? 

Mr. CANNON. I have not examined it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does the gentleman from Illinois, as a matter of fact, 
know whether or not——- 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Ido not seek to be cross-examined by the gen- 
tleman. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I will relieve my friend from any embarrass- 
ment whatever. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend from Arkansas sometimes impresses me 
a little in his performance here in such way as to recall a story of Mr. 
Lincoln as to a mule his father owned. He said that his father had a 
mule who was so fond of kicking and braying that he could never for 
the life of him tell whether the mule was brayingat the kicks or kick- 
ing at the brays. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I now ask for a vote. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me for 
a few moments, not exceeding five minutes ? 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the charges madeagainst 
the administration of the Pension Department, as a member of this 
House who has given possibly quite as much attention to that branch 
of the service as any member on this floor who is not a member of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, I desire to say that which no one pres- 
ent on this floor can deny, that the present cdministration of the Pen- 
sion Department is the best that has been had since it was organized, 
The records of acts done for the fiscal year ending the 30th of June 
last show that, in the adjudication both of original claims and increases, 
more and better work has been performed with the same force than 
has ever been performed iv any preceding fiscal year since its organ- 
ization. 

I know this to be true, Mr. Chairman, that the policy of the last 
administration was not in the interest of the pension claimants. I 
know this to be true, that the ratings were made from time of filing 
until within a month or two of the admission of the claim at such a 
sum that the claimant, out of respect to himself, was forced to file a 
claim for an increase. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does not the gentleman think that it is quite as 
much the duty of the Pension Office to protect the Treasury of the 
Government as to serve the claimant? 

Mr. HOUK. But it should do justice at the same time. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Inanswer to the gentleman from TexasI do think 





so, quite as much as he does; but I say also, in the presence of the 
House and country, that the policy of the administration which com- 
pels its medical division to rate at one-fourth or one-fifth of the rate 
fixed by the findings on the part of the physicians who personally ex- 
amine the claimants was not just to the claimant and was equally un- 
just to the Government, because it compelled the claimant to come 
back and have all the work done over again in order that he might be 
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rerated and receive the pension that would be proper according to the 
disability under which he suffered. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It was a good thing for the attorneys, too. 

Mr. CHEADLE. It was not only a good thing for the attorneys 
it was a very good thing for the attorneys, but it was death to th 
claimants. ‘ 

Mr. PETERS t took the most of their pensions for the first year 
to pay the attorneys. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I want to say to the country that both the ad- 
ministration of Mr. Tanner and that of Mr. Raum have ben in strict 
compliance with existing laws; and yet they have been liberal, more lib- 
eral in behalf of the claimant than the preceding ones. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 2 question ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Yes. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to know if the gentleman—I suppose he 
is familiar with matters of that kind—knows of any rule that will per- 
mit an attorney who has had charge of a pensioner’s claim, filed under 
the law before the passage of this late dependent-pension bill, to re- 
ceive a fee for that and then turn round and demand a fee of $25 ad- 
ditional for presenting a claim under the present law. 

Mr. CHEADLE. ‘The reply to the gentleman from Tennessee is in 
the language of the law itself, the act of June 27, which provides spe- 
cifically that an attorney shall not receive a fee in excess of $10. He 
could not claim $25 under that law. 

Mr. ENLOE. Can he not claiman additional amount for filing un 
der the new law after filing under the old law ” 

Mr. CHEADLE. I know nothing at all about that; I only know 
that he could not. claim $25. 

But, whether that be true or not, Mr. Chairman, if Commissioner 
Raum is guilty, I simply want to say, standing here as a Republican, 
the reader of the history of the Republican party, whether he be Dem- 
ocrat or Republican, must know that if any official of the Republican 
party is guilty his guilt is made known. If there are any defalcations 
those defaleations must be made good and will be made good; because 
it is the policy of the Republican party, and ever has been, to enforce 
honesty in the administration of all its public trusts. 

Mr. DocKERY addressed the Chair. 


Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kansas | 


[Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I simply rise to correct what I con- 
sider was a wrong impression ingeniously made by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] in regard to the immediate necessity for 
mouey to pay pensions under the new law. Iam aware that tie in- 
genuity of the gentleman in trying to place the party to which I be- 
long upon the defensive in regard to appropriations created the impres- 
sion, which probably would go out broadcast through the land, that 
after the filing of an application under that law it would be but a very 
short time before the claim would be adjudicated and the pensioner 
given his pension, and that consequently within thirty days there 
would be a demand for a great deal of money to pay these pensions. 

But gentleman familiar with the Pension Department—and I know 


my friend from Missouri is familiar with the Pension Department, be- | 


cause he travels there a great deal in the interest of soldiers in his dis- 
trict—any one familiar with the Pension Department and its rules must 
know that an application filed to-day for a pension under the new law 
can not in all reason be acted upon and a certificate issued in less than 
ninety days. A moment’s examination of the procedure necesssary 
will show this to be the case. For instance, an application is filed to- 


day. That application, provided there was a sufficient force to takeit | 


up and act upon it at once, would first have to go toa clerk who would 
number it and enter it upon the records of the Department as an ap- 
plication for a pension. 

Then a call would have to be made upon the record division of the 
War Department for the military record of the soldier. If it was a 
widow’s claim a call would have to be made upon the Second Aaditor’s 
Office of the Treasury Department for the standing of her former hus- 
band in regard to pay, bounty, arrears, and anything of that kind. 
Then in addition to this, after the claim has been numbered and en- 
tered upon the records of the Department, under the Jaw it becomes 
necessary to have a medical examination. made by the local board of med- 


ical examiners and then notice must be sent out, not only to this board | 


of examiners in the place where the applicant lives, but also a notice 


requiring him to appear before them on a certain date to be examined | 


in order to ascertain whether he has any disability. 


That local board make the examination and return their report to | 
the Pension Department. There it goes to the medical examiners who | 


look over the diagnosis of his disability contained in the report of the 
local examining board, and they determine whether there is a disability 
and what amount he should be allowed. Then, in addition to this, 
after all the information has been obtained from the Secoud Auditor’s 


Office and from the record division of the War Department and the re- | 
port from the local examining board, thecase is prepared for submission | 


to the adjudication division; and when it is filed and adjudicated there 
it goes to the board of review, and after the board of review has passed 
upon it and allowed it, then it is sent to the Commissioner or one of the 
deputy commissioners for his approval. 
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Alter it is approved there then it go ot ‘ tificate divis 
the issuing of the certificate. After that ce s issued and signed 
by the Commissioner of Pensions it 1s sent t on agent; and 
alter it goes to the pension agent, who is to make pay me t the pen 
sion, that pension agent must send a notice and a receipt to igned by 
the applicant himself, which must besigned and returned tothe pension 
{ agent, and all this before any money is needed. So that am 
| familiar with the routine of duty in the Pension Department 1 
that if a case filed there to-day gets through by the Ist of . Lal 
| will require very active work on the part of the clerks in the « 
| ments through which the case must go before it can be completed 
Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to rrupt h 
Mr. PETERS. Yes. 
Mr. SAYERS. Speaking for myself, Mr. Chairman, I we 
I believe the appropriation which has heen made by Congr of $98, 
000,000, in round numbers, is sufficient for the Pension Office up to the 


Ist of January, and probably longe But what I complain of is th 
That it is apparent to all on both sides of the Chamber that $98,000, 
000 will not be sufficient to carry the Pension Office until the 30th day 
of next June. My complaint, therefore, is that the Pension Office has 
not furnished to the Committee on Appropriations an estimate showing 
the amount of the deficiency that will be necessary to be appropriated 
| in order to meet the demands of the Pension Office 

Mr. HOPKINS. That can be better supplied at the next sessic 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Illinois | Mr. HopkKINs] sa 
| it ean be better done next December. Of course that will be after the 
| election, and the people will have no information concerning this ex- 
penditure. Now I want to ask the gentleman another question in con 
nection with this Pension Office. Under the law which exists the 
Commissioner of Pensions has the right to appoint an indefinite num 
ber of surgeons throughout the country. Can the gentleman inform 
the House whether there will be an increase of surgeons in consequence 
of this law for which these clerks are provided ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not necessarily. 

Mr. PICKLER. It will not be necessary at all. 

Mr. PETERS. There will be no necessity for any increase in the 
number of medical examining boards, because it has been the policy of 
| the present Commissioner of Pensions to establish one of these boards 
| in every county where there was such a number of soldiers having ap 
| plications for pension or for increase of pension as would seem to make 
| it necessary. 
| Mr. PICKLER. And that would make no additional cost, because 
| they are only paid for the number of examinations they make. 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. PETERS. And it would make no increase, because they are 
only paid for each examination. 

Mr.SAYERS. It does make an additional cost. 

Mr. PICKLER. \ board of examining surgeons are paid 
for each examination. 

Mr. PETERS. I want to say in answer to the gentleman from 
‘Texas when he ingeniously asks, why does not the Republican party, 
which has control of the House, appropriate $40,000,000 now for the 
payment of an obligation that he himself admits can not possibly | 
come due before the Ist of January next, was there ever any such 
record made by the Democratic administration when it was in power? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Or by any administration? 

Mr. PETERS. Or by any administration ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. By all administrations 

Mr. PETERS. No, sir. Now, the gentleman has alluded to defi 
ciencies. When the Republican Administration came in there was a 
deticiency under Commissioner Black’s administration in 1888 of $8, 000, - 

000, showing that enough had not been originally estimated. Now, 
we are called upon to appropriate $10,000,000 four or five months b 
fore any of it could be needed. I say, ‘‘Suflicient unto the day is the 
evil thereof.’’ 
Mr. SAYERS. Then I would like to ask the gentleman if he 
| it is not the policy of the Re publi an party and every Republican met 


30 much 


il 

| ber of Congress to provide for every demand of the Government. I! 
that not so” 

Mr. PETERS. No, sir; I did not say anything about that 

Mr. HOPKINS Regular order, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. PETERS I will answer the question of the gentlema rom 
Texas, 

Mr. SAYERS. I understood the gentleman to say that the Repub- 


lican party will provide for all the obligations of the Governmer 
Mr. PETERS. Whenthetimecomes. I say that whenthisb 
an obligation of the Government it will be provide 
Mr. SAYERS. But I say there is an obligatio 
| year ends the 30th day of June next 
Mr. PETERS. But my friend from Texas will remember that in 
| the consideration of appropriation bills we never appropriate anything 


1 for 
n 


for aw obligation until it becomes due. 
Mr. SAYERS. Yes, but you have done so. 
| Mr. PETERS. No, sir. 
| Mr. SAYERS. But you have, in the bill that you passed 
| Mr. PETERS. No, sir; not for carrying on the different D 


pat { 
| ments of the Government. 
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Mir AYERS Let me answer the gentleman. Now, there was a 
bil) ch did not come from the Committee on Appropriations, but 
the ntleman from Kansas voted with the majority, looking to ex- 
penditures which are unlimited as to their amount without reference 
to Congress at ail la ide to the Federal elections bill. 

\ PETERS am not discussing a bill of that kind on this occa- 
B10 

CKERY. Will the gentleman allow mea juestion ¢ 
vi i ‘ ill 
VPULUK!I Y. I wish the attention of th pe ith man, as I want 
to i 80m ne to gentlemen on this side 
r. CANNO Is the gentleman going toask to yield tosomebody 


apart oimy 
Mr. DOCK minutes remaining. I 
k the gentleman trom Kansas a question in his time. 
Mr. PETERS. Well, 1 will yield for a question. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask in connection with this appropria- 
tion whether the gentleman is of opinion that under laws existing prior 
to the enactment of the dependent pension bill there will be a require- 
ment for a larger appropriation in the next fiscal year than was appro- 
priated for the present fiscal year. 

Mr. PETEKS. Oh, I think so. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then, if that be true, you not only fail to appro- 
priate the $40,000,000 necessary for the payments under the dependent 
pensions bill, but also the eight million and odd thousand the payment 
of which you anticipated in the last fiscal year. 

Mr. PETERS. Let me state that a portion of the eight millions de- 
ficiency arose trom the amount estimated under the Democratic Ad- 
ministration not being sufficient, and when Commissioner Tanner came 
in he had to reach forward into the next fiscal year and use the eight 
millions. That was a deficiency coming down from the former Admin- 
istration. The question now is, whether in this bill or in a general de- 
ficiency bill, or in any appropriation bill, we should make an appro- 
priation of $40,000,000 to be expended probably in a year from now in 
carrying out the provisions of the dependent pension act. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield the remainder of my time—three minutes-— 
to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGErs]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago I propounded a 
question to my friend from Illinois, thechairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, to which he responded in the stale and somewhat vul- 
gar joke of Mr. Lincoln, which I am willing to concede comports with 
the high character of the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; but by way of rejoinder I only bave to say that I hold in my 
hand Executive Document 204, first session of the Fifty-first Cong 
which contains the correspondence between Secretary Noble and the 
Land Office. It covers the matter, and there are two or three para- 
graphs of it that I will read simply for the purpose of enabling me to 
ascertain whether the gentleman frum Illinois is braying at the kicks 


or kicking at the brays: 


RY Oh, no. I have three 


| 
merely desire to a 


ress, 


The President, as well as myself, also marks with emphasis the fact that your 
former law partner, Mr. Kenner, was one of those for whom a location was 
made in connection with your half-brother, Mr. Dille, and that it appears as if 
you had all left your homes with the preconceived idea that the opportunity 
offered was a favorable one, by whatever means you had at command, to take 
advantage of your fellow-citizens, regardless of the law and the trust reposed 
im you 

Mr. Hobbs also informs me that before you finally went tothe land office, and 
while he was at Arkansas City, you took one trip into the Territory in advance 
of the erect on or opening of the land office; that this you did without consulta- 
tion with him, who was the person, as youclaim, togiveadvice, and who, if you 
had any businessthere, would have been the person you would mostlikely have 
made acquainted with your departure, and the purposes of it. I do not deem 
it necessary to continue this correspondence. You have long ere this arrived 
at the full extent of my views as to your action, and the position which you 
hold in the future towards this office. Iam not authorized by the President to 
request your resignation, but I am directed by him to express to you the views 
herein embodied, 


I wish I had time to read all this correspondence, so that the House 
might know how much the two members of the Committee on Rules, 
associated with the Speaker, are advised of what is being done in that 
It would, I think, have comported better with the dignity 
of that body, composed, as it is, of the Speaker of the House, the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, and the chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, if the gentleman had answered 
the polite and courteous inquiry made of him as to whether or not they 
kept a record of their proceedings. But the gentleman dodged that, 
and, by way of response to his suggestion, I would say I have sometimes 
thought that if he were invited to a gentleman’s house and the front 
door was open and the servant was standing in it with a white apron, 
he would sneak around and knock with his leit hand and crawl in at 
the back door. 


committee, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee rose informally to receive a message from the Presi- 
dent. 

Several messages in writing were communicated to the House by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

ADDITIONAL FORCE FOR PENSION BUSINESS. 
The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I believe the time is now all ex- 
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hausted except a little that belongs to myself, and I hope that the 
Clerk will now read the bill for amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no further general debate, the Clerk 
will proceed to read the bill by paragraphs for debate and amendment 
under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That for the purpose of carrying into effect the act entitled “ An act granting 
pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of 
manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and de- 
pendent parents,’ approved June 27, 189, there is hereby appropriated, out of 


inv money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the employment of 


} 
additional clerks and others from July 20, |890, for the balance of the fiscal! year 


ending June 30, 1891, and for other expenses, as follows. 

Mr. McADOO. I move to strike out the last word. I have no de- 
sire to make any unfair criticism on the present Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, neither do I desire to state anything that is not borne out by the 
facts. But I speak. I know, for many members on this side of the 
House when I say that there is very general complaint as to the dila- 
tory way in which answers are made to Congressional inquiries about 
I think the last batch of answers that I 
received from that office were in reply to letters which, as the inclosed 
slips showed, had been received at the office in February or March last. 

Now, there is no excuse for this. In the face of the fact that the 
last three incumbents of that office, to my own knowledge, used to 
make very prompt replies, it is useless tosay that the delay is solely 
owing to the inefliciency of the force. It is quite natural that the o'd 
soldiers of the country should require their members of Congress to 
make inquiries about the status of their claims, because many of the 


| claimants suppose that the Pension Office, finding itself inquired of 


only by lawyers and professional advocates of claims, might be dila- 
tory in answering, feeling that it was simply aiding somebody in his 
private law business, while the same could not be said of Congressional 
inquiries. These requests are very properly made of us by our con- 
stituents; they have a right to make such requests, and we have a 
right to receive at least ordinarily prompt replies to our inquiries about 
the status of their claims. There can be, I repeat, no excuse for 
these delays. 

The last incumbent of the office, General Black, with the present 
clerical force, used to make very prompt replies; the Commissioner who 
preceded him did the same, and also the one who occupied the office 
before him. This I say from my own personal experience. 

As I have stated, some of the replies that I have lately received are 
in response to inquiries sent to the office as far back as February last, 
and (withholding my remarks with the permission of the House) I 
will have printed in the RECORD one or two of these answers to show 
the fact. 

I mooted this question some time ago, when one of these bills was 
up for consideration, and asked that the chairman of the Committee 
on Pensions or the Commissioner should make some authoritative 
statement on the subject. Nosuch statement has been made, how- 
ever, except that the Commissioner has sent out a printed circular 
based, in many instances, upon false assumptions. For example, it 
says to the applicant, or his Congressional representative, that the 
office has been asked to forward his claimout of its order, in preference 
to others. 

Now, I make it a rule in my correspondence with the Pension Office 
to inquire simply as to the status of the claims. I ask no favors. I 
do not importune the office to take any claim and put it in advance of 
any other honest claim; yet the Commissioner sends me a printed cir- 
cular in which he says that he can not comply with my request to push 
this claim ahead of others. I have never asked that, Soin my case at 
least the Commissioner’s circular is based upon a false assumption. 
Now, I think this official owes it to us and to those whom we repre- 
sent to answer our inquiries promptly and to give us written replies to 
our inquiries. 

I do not think it is courteous on the part of the Commissioner to 
print a great number of these circulars and send them out broadcast 
to members of Congress who have no personal interest in these cases 
and who are simply obeying the voice of their constituents. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the gentleman know how many Congressional 
inquiries are made at the Pension Office per day or per month ? 

Mr. McADOO. I do not, except as from the Commissioner’s state- 
ment, 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is the point that I would like to have the 
gentleman discuss, because in one week there were nine thousand Con- 
gressional inquiries. Now, it would take a detail of five or six hun- 
dred clerks to do what the gentleman suggests ought to be done, and 
then it would be done at the yreat inconvenience of the entire depart- 
ment and the disturbance of the orderly business of the department. 

Mr. McADOO. The number of inquiries from Congressmen has not 
increased so largely, in such proportion as you propose to increase the 
number of clerks, and how did the former Commissioners manage. the 
business, for they always made prompt replies? 

Mr. HOPKINS. During the last administration I made inquiries 


which remained longer unanswered than those which the gentleman 
from New Jersey has just told us about. 
If there are, as my friend states, nine thousand Con- 


Mr. McADOO. 
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! 
gressional inquiries a week, six hundred additional clerks would only 
bave fifteen letters each to answer, and the present !orce wou! i not be 
at work at that branch of the business at all. 1 only know that Co: 
missioners Dudley, Biack, and Tanner made reasonably prompt repli 
to these inquiries. I find that one inquiry of mine, reading \ 
follows, namely, ‘‘ Please give me status of above claim,’ 
at the Pension Office as received there February 11, 1890, has 





answered but very recently. Other inquiries made in Februat 
March, and Apri! of this year have but lately been answered 

I make known these facts with not the slightest personal animosity to 
the present Commissioner, but simply asa matter of justice to our 


selves and our constituents who are very justly complaining of these 
great and apparently unaccountable delays in the correspondence of 
the Pension Office. Ifthe present Commissioner will announce outright 
that no replies to Congressional inquiries will be made at all, it will 
in my opinion be much better than the prevailing system, 

The Executive Departments of Government are every day growing so 
independent o! the legislative that if this absorption of power is not ar- 
rested a Representative direct from the sovereign people will consider 
himself favored to be allowed to humbly petition the subassistant o! 
the fourteenth lieutenant of the tenth assistant chief ot the bureau for 
the sale of wuste paper. This assumed power, with the now fashion- 
able permanent and continuing appropriations, will speedily do the 
work of governmental consolidation in the Executive Departments. 

Mr. HOUK. I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ follows,’’ on page 2, line 13, insert the following 


** Provided, That the said clerks, messengers, assistant messengers, and watch- | 


men shall be apportioned among the Congressional districts of the several 
States and the Territories not now having their quotaof said employés under 
existing law, so that all of said Congressional districts and the Territories may 
have representation in the force of the Government employés.”’ 


Mr. CANNON. 1 make the point of order that this amendment 


changes existing Jaw and is not admissible on a general appropriation 


bill. 
Mr. HOUK. Ido not think that the amendment changes existing 


law. Thereisalready in existence a law requiring that the appointment | 


of all cierks and other employé¢s in the various Departments of the civil 
service shall be distributed pro rata among the different States and 
Territories. This amendment is simply in line with that provision of 
law end is designed to assure that it will be carried out. 

Mr. CANNON. Myfriend willallowmeamoment. Thisisa mere 
question of fact. The law now in force provides that the appointment 
of Government employés shall be apportioned among the several States. 
This amendment provides that such appointments shall be apportioned 
among Congressional districts. Hence, as I understand, the amend- 
ment proposes to change existing law. Besides, I think it would not 
accomplish what the gentleman desires, because already some States 
have more than their complement. This would rub out all that has 
been done and commence anew. I think we had better let the present 
law operate. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The civil service is working well! 

Mr. HOUK. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, this amendment, if 
adopted, would aid in carrying out the law which already exi-ts. I 
appeal to every member on this floor, without regard to the political 
side to which he may belong, whether it is fair or just that three or 
four States should, as they now do, supply almost the entire force in 
the civil service of the Government. My amendment is designed to 
distribute the appointment of the various emplovés of the Government 
among the people of the States and Territories, in accordance with the 
law now existing. At present Maryland, Virginia, and Pennsylvania 
are liberally provided for. 

A MeMBeER. And New York. 

Mr. HOUK. 
ana has not been forgotten. Ohio is also partially supplied. But 
there are large districts of this country where such a thing is not known 
as the appointment of a civil employé of the Government from those 
localities. (n the score merely of loyalty, with the view of bringing 
the people generally in contact with their Government, the present 
policy ought not any longer to prevail. The policy of the Government 


ought to be to give every part of the nation its due share in the admin- | 


istration of the civil service of the country. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I hope we shall have the point of 
order ruled upon. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cura- 
DLE] desire to be heard ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Ido. I trust that my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] will not press the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is the only thing now before 
the Chair. 


Mr. CHEADLE. I hope my friend from I)linois will withhold the | 


point of order in order that I may speak briefly on this question. 

Mr. CANNON. I can not withdraw the point of order. I have no 
objection to my friend being permitted to speak. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, so far as the point of order is con- 
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New York has a very considerable proportion. Indi- | 





cerned, I presume thata ri g tera \ 
oO 1] S Ly i t 1 I 
{ . ) ! Ir 
, x 
‘ t ‘ 
\I : a 
| t ( 
t ! p t i ae 
*h 
that the v 
tat n ere il to \ 
I ] ses W I ea 
| € vy. buts \ ft 
‘ ir appo tr if } 
to asibgie ¢ t ) p il t } 
the various dis t 1 It} t! it t 
hall l t { st } t} s I { » 
Bur 1, where « fourt one-tl loft t i 
1 Dis t of ( ol : ae ‘ ‘ 
country 
I claim that the people of the South, tl eople of the North, the 
people of the } ast ind tl] per eof the West y entit] 
| representation in the cler force of the Departments her rhis 
} amendment of the gentleman from Tennesse 3 direct] 
| tion, and provides that tho sections of the country 1 tl 
| gressional districts which have not now their proper representation in 
the Departments here shall be given that representa :undert 
service law and in comp e with if Thea In i - 
| tice, simple justice, for equ for equality of 1 s at 1 it 
ought not to be opp sed | } ore leman on tl } e 4 HY 
Mr. MORSE Mr. Cl man, I trust thatt ndment dd 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hovk] will be adopted. 
Mr. CANNON, Iam not going to withdraw tl point of orde 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order isthe only thi 
committee at this time 
Mr. MORSE. Well, Mr. Chairman, I ol ve that great latitudeis 
allowed here in discussing points of order and all other points. 
Mr. CANNON. My triend will allow i ment. It se in 
| gracious for a gentleman n charge of a bill here to cut off Representa- 
tives from the opportunity of discussion, even if he has the power to 
| do so under the rules I always desire to get aiong here as an 
|} as possible. Still my friend must see that [ am very desirous of fin- 
ishing the consideration this short bill. 
The CHAIRMAN, TheChair wil] recogn the gentleman late 
he desires to be recognized, b not at present 
Mr. MORSE Possibly my friend from Ili might be persuad 
if he heard the matter discussed, that it was not desirable to: 


point of order. 
Mr. CANNON. No; my mind is made up on that subject 
Mr. MORSE. Well, I wish that there might be some way found by 





which this point of order could be circumvented, for I promise the mem- 
bers of this House and the Government of the United States that if 
they will enactthis amendment, and permit me to do so, I will rnish 
| two men from my district to smployed in th burean with re 
brains 1 ian I have LIScoVve d in ry! ol those who are <¢ lover 
there now I get ans 3 to let sof i ry fro the de tment 
prepared by children who are employed there, employed largely from 
this District, too, which would disgrace the intelligence of a ten-year 
old school-boy of Massachusetts An applicant for a pe on ji rin 
| my district was called on by the department some t me ayo to furnish 


| the testimony of three witnesses (comrades) to 
fact. I forwarded the testimony, and it was all-sufficient, and a littl 
girl wrote back to me on the re 





| the witnesses knew these things tl 
| Chairman, that members of Congress have rht to ] 
larger business than to correspond with these children, and 
telligent replies to their letters to the Comn ner of P on 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask the gentleman a question 
Mr. MORSE. Certainly 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Was that ‘little girl’’ appointed 
service rules? 
Mr. MORSE. I do not know wl ] e ( not, but | 1 
not wonder. I will say turther to my nd iM 
honest civil-service reform Massachuset } y ex- 
isting law needs amending, and a more imy f 
ary examination asa qualification f ) test of 
qualification, we got from China, v e t lepr Che 
| tleman from Illinois has read t iw, and he read 
that the law requires that the ap ‘ » tl lassified list should 
| apportioned among the States according to their population in the last 
census, That the provi n of iw 1s Shamefully violated and t 
| terly ignored is evident from the figures submitted by the ventl: 
from Tennessee; otherwise how comes it that of the employés in tl 
| Departments here the District of Columbia has 4,241 employés, while 
| the great State of Ohio has 524, and the six New England States have 
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B53 Mind you, this 853 includes all that are charged to New 


ouiy 


England, and some of them have not been there for twenty years, | 
Chat the District of Columbia people were in the service at the time | 
the civil-service law went into effect is not a sufficient nor satisfactory 

t pl buaiion 

Che civil-service law needs radical amendment and honest enforce- 

ents of its provisions or else its entire repeal, 

Che literary examination as the main and principal test for many 
positions is entirely fallacious and misleading. Ithas the effectto put 
a lot of school children into positions over persons of mature years and 
judgment, and the literary examination beyond a test of intelligence | 


should be confined to the duties the candidate is asked or expected to 
perform, 

i desire in closing to say I have utterly nosympathy with the attacks 
that have been made upon General Raum, Commissioner of Pensions, 

) this House to-day. As he was a brave soldier, so I believe he is an | 
honest and efficient officer of the Government, and the dissatisfaction 
with the employ¢s and with the service in the Pension Office expressed | 
Ly a number of gentlemen here to-day is largely due to causes at pres- | 
ent beyond his control. The gentleman from Maine has said that he | 
did not wish to bring persons from his district here to enter the Gov- 
crnment employ, because he says the Government service is demoraliz- 

iz and unfits the person for other employment. : | 

Chis in my opinion is largely due to an absence of business methods | 
in the different Departments of the Government. These clerks enter 
the Department at 9 o’clock in the morning and are out at 4 o’clock 
in the afternoon. What reason is there why a Government employé 
hould not work the same number of hours for the Government that he 
would be required to work for a corporation ora private individual ? 

Ihe difference between 9 o'clock a. m. and 4 o’clock in the afternoon, 
with the dinner hour out, leaves seven hours for a day’s work. No 
wonder the gentleman from Maine complains and says the Govern- 
ment service is demoralizing and unfits the person employed for other 
business. The employs in the Pension Office and all other Depart- 





ments of the Government should be required to work at least eight 
hours a day, as required by law, and I so stated to General Raum the 


last time I was in his office. 
the CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order is well | 
taken and sustains it. 

Mr. HOUK. I wanted to be heard, Mr, Chairman, further before 
that decision; and hence I will be compelled to appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair did not know the gentleman desired 
to be heard, and will withhold his decision for a moment, recognizing 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. HOUK. I wanted to call further attention to the fact that the 
amendment simply provides to carry out the law as it exists now on 
the statute-books. It provides that these employés of the Government, 
under the operation of this bill, shall be apportioned among the several 
Congressional districts of the several States not now having their quota. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Does the gentleman meen to divide 
these equally among the parties? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the appeal. 

The qnestion was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 63, 
noes 44, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to have tellers on 
this important matter. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 59, noes 47, 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. ROGERS. I see we have aquorum on this vote. I only called 
for a division because I had a suspicion that the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee was right. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

Pension Office: For twenty medical examiners at $1,800 each; ten principal 
examiners at $2,000 each; ore hundred clerks of class1; one hundred clerks 
at $1,000 each; two hundred and eight copyists; ten messengers; and fifteen 
assistant messengers; in all, $455,967.12. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I do so for the purpose of showing some of the injustice that is done 
in this way by apportioning the clerks in the several Departments of 
the Government. While I voted in this case to sustain the Chair, for 

believed the ruling to be perfectly right, still it is against the inter- 


| ests of my district, for I know that district has not its proper propor- 


tion of employés in the several Departments. I take occasion here, 
then, as I have recently made a close examination and list of the em- 


| ployés from this District as against the employ¢s apportioned to the 


several States, to show the House the inequality in this respect that is 
existing. I find, according to the Blue Book, that there are 2,333 em- 
ploy¢s from the District of Columbia in the several Departments of the 
Government, who are paid by the Governmentan aggregate of $2, 120,- 
076.17 per annum. 

A MEMBER. How many of these are citizens of the United States ? 

Mr. EVANS. Iam not able to answer the question as to how many 
are citizens of the United States. 

In addition, 1,908 persons from the Districtof Columbia are employed 
upon piecework, making a total of 4,241 citizens of the District ot 
Columbia employed in the several Departments of the Government. 
Now, I would compare that, on the population of the District, on the 
basis furnished by the last census, of 177,642 persons, as against, I will 
say, the State of Ohio with its population. 

The great State of Ohio, with 3,198,062 inhabitants, has employed 
in the several Departments of the Government 450 persons on salaries 
against 2,333 in the District of Columbia. She has employed on piece- 
work 74 against 1,908 in the District of Columbia. 


It is simply stepping in and providing for carrying out the provisionof | Mr. LEHLBACH. What is piecework? 


the law as it already exists. Several ofthe States are now far ahead of 


Mr. EVANS. Piecework in the Printing Office or elsewhere is work 


their quota in these appointments, while the majority of the States not | for which employ¢s are paid according to the amount of work they do, 
only have not their quota in many instances, but in some instances | and not by a regular salary. For the State of Tennessee we have em- 
they have scarcely anything at all; and it is simply in pursuance of | ployed 153 on salaries, amounting to $201,000, against 2,333 in the 





the law and toaid in carrying out the law that the amendment is sug- 
vested. 

The objection that it changes existing law is not well taken, for the 
reason that the existing law does provide that these employés shall be 
apportioned among the several States; and as the greater includes the 
less, of course when it provides that they shall be apportioned among 
the States it means that they shall be apportioned among the several 


Congressional districts of the State, and hence no change in the exist- | 


ing law is made by the proposition, because the present law provides 
exactly what the amendment seeks to require the appointing power to 
do in regard to the appointments under this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. HOUK. And with all due respect to the Chair, it does seem di- 
rectly in order and germane to the bill, and does not change existing 
law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would ask if it does not change ex- 
isting law by enactment? 

Mr. HOUK. No, I think not. But it simply spurs up these gen- 
tlemen to do their duty and carry out existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined tosustain the point of order 
and rule the amendment out. 

Mr. HOUK, Then, Mr. Chairman, I am compelled to appeal trom 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope my friend from Tennessee will not embarrass 
the bill. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, in order to do justice to the people of 
this country I do not think a few moments’ time should interfere. I 
want to see who is in favor of carrying out the law. I want to see 
who is in favor of having justice and fair dealing in regard to these 
matters, and who is in favor of keeping these places for a select few who 
are in better position to secure them than a majority of the people 
who seek them. 


District of Columbia, as I have stated. We have a population in the 
State of Tennessee of 1,552,359 against one hundred and seventy-odd 
thousand in the District of Columbia. 

I wish to say in that connection, also, Mr. Chairman, that many of those 
employés who are accredited to Tennessee are people who never have 
been inside of the State of Tennessee, people who livein the District of 
Columbia, who claim the State of Tennessee as their place of residence, 
| but who have never lived there. I have taken occasion to investigate 
this matter, and I believe the same is true of many other States. 
| Mr. DOCKERY. I can state to the gentleman that the same is true 
| of Missouri. 
| Several Mempers. It is also true of our States. 
| Mr. EVANS. New England, with a population of over four millions, 
| has only 765 persons in the Departments on salaries, against 2,333 in 
| the District of Columbia. She only has 88 persons on piece-work, 

against 1,908 in the District of Columbia. I insist, Mr. Chairman, 
that this is a great injustice. And it is growing worse every day 
| through this great national lottery known as the civil service. [Laugh- 
| ter. 

Mr. CASWELL. I will ask the gentleman from Tennessee if this 
is not largely the fault of members of Congress who go to the Depart- 
ments and get residenis of the District of Columbia appointed to posi- 
tions, these employés being then charged to the States represented by 
the members of Congress securing their appointment ? 

Mr. EVANS. Possibly that is true to some extent, but 90 per cent. 
of it is not due to that. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will say to the gentleman, if he will allow me, that 
| I have found the difficulty was that they were not disposed, under the 

last Administration, and I suppose they are not under this, to do very 

much in that direction for members. 

Mr. EVANS. Iam not vouching for the last Administration. 

Mr. ENLOE. You are speaking of this one. 
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Mr. EVANS. I give these figures to show the 
affairs. I willsay that it is growing worse everyday. I suppose every 
member of this House knows that there are men in the city of Washing 
ton whoare coaching applicants, and who have opened schools to enable 
them to pass civil-service examinations, whereas those from a distance 
are unable to come here and get the same advantages. I believe this to 
be true. I have been told that it is true, and there are advertisements 
to that effect in the papers. The newspapers contain advertisements 
of persons who say they will prepare people for civil-service examina- 
tions to enable them to get appointments. Look over the list and you 
will see that the States at a distance get no representation in the De- 
partments. I hope some gentlemen will have the time and the pa 
tience to ascertain, as has been suggested here, how many of these thou- 
sands of employés are aliens, not citizens of the United States. This, I 
say, Mr. Chairman, is a great injustice to the people of the States, who 
live at a distance from the national Capital. It gives them no oppor- 
tunity to come in contact with our form of government. I hope th 
gentleman’s resolution may come in in some different shape, and | 
would be glad to support it, although, being satisfied that the raling 
of the Chair was correct, I supported the ruling of the Chairman in this 
particular case. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman from-Tennessee allow me to 
ask him a question? Does he know the number of employés who ar 
accredited to the District of Columbia who were appointed before the 
civil-service law went into effect and how many have heen appointed 
since? 

Mr. EVANS. I donot; I only know the facts as I have stated them. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the gentleman know that the great ma- 
jority of these persons were appointed under the old spoils system and 
before the operation of the civil-service law? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Does the gentleman from Ilinois 
know that? 

Mr. HOPKINS. And does not the gentleman from Tennessee know 


existing state ol 


that the civil-service law was enacted for the purpose of correcting the | 


very abuses of which he complains? 

Mr. EVANS. You know the evils of the sysiem, then? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do. 

Mr. EVANS. Do you know that they are being corrected now ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. There are a greater number of 
the residents of the District of Columbia who hold appointments now 
than ever before. 

Mr. EVANS. Isubmit, in connection with my remarks, the follow- 
ing tables: 


Table showing the number of employés from each Congressional district of 


Tennessee employed in the Pension Bureau, and the amount of their sal- | 








artes. 
Congressional district. Clerks,,) “™ount of 
Saiaries 
First ..... 6 $8. 000 | 
SeGON....ccccoces ‘a alll a tae 9 10.500 
Se es i  eaied dielbhipiieantin ‘ ! 1. 400 
Fourth iaddidedcisbens wltecueicheeeees Ubicdumasaitianbebabbaiided 3 3, 600 
SP isiteiieiesy i: oemntinn ae sanieieeatiesth oa 2 2,700 
aia simeniiionide o waeeenentieenactuas shia . 1 1 600 
Eighth pil aibenedbinadineeastlhuseees é ; 6 7. 220 
Pe icciiccceinnes Sehdidipaunahebiaieditainssisinabiinrcadkwacineailiins 7 8, 500 
eto manieinisan 53 


SUMMARY. 
[Comparisons include District of Columbia, Tennessee, Ohio, and New F: 




















Clerks, Salarics Popula 
tio 
District of Columbia.................006 iain ducted 2,333 | $2,120,076. 07 177, 624 
yp EY Re ee 1,908 | Unk wn 
‘, 241 
Tennessee niesinaanntiiinineunininibindthdlimesntas 153 201,540.00 | 1,552 
Piecework or per day............. | Ur wn 
164 
ee Ss salacpiantetieataing 450 57 4. (K 3 , 
Piecework or per day...... . 74 Unknow: 
52 
a ES eee a 765 1. 08 { 
Piecework or per day........... . 88 | Unknown 
£53 
District of Columbia. segesendbccbehammeccounees 2, 333 2, 120,076, 07 77,624 
Eight States.................... 1,368 | 1.861.635.00 | 8.760. 960 
Excess, District of Columbia...... ij 965 258, 411.07 
District of Columbia.,.............. Ril aii iene 1, 908 Unknow b 
tha iclai,achib Nnweceecosninaeocpbunckeca.ssskoee 173 | Unknown 
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Interior ¢ § 0 
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W { ”) 
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(; I é ] 
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Mate. 440, i 
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Civil Service mM 
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i 1, SAb 2, 12 ye j 3 201.540. 00 
Ohie New ] 
- Salar \ s Am 
, ' 
Interior 169 $220, 320. 00 } “AE $3.45, 520. 00 
freasury 166 2 144.00 17 25 4, 940, 00 
War . 72 85, O40, 00 l41 191, 340.00 
Navy 2 I 200, 00 14 23.171. 00 
Agriculture ; 4. S80. 00 21 26, 040. 00 
Post-Office ) { 0 46 62, O59, 00 
Government P1 
ing Office 60 
Museum 2 600), OO ) 2, 860. 00 
| Monument 
Tustice = (x ) 9, 200. 00 
Fish Commission 200.00 
Congressional Li- 
brary building 00. 00 
i < verintendent of 
“tate War. and 
Navy lilding 100, 00 ; 2 980 O00 
State ) 700. 00 t » 600. 00 
Labor { ) 4 0. 800. 00 
Ethnolog 2 + 500. 00 
Ci Ser 5 1, 400, 00 
Int 4 I 
nonte 
74 45 4. 76 i, 91.00 
| 529 
Mr. CANNON, I would he ve lad. Mr. ¢ iirm to ma rog 
. . : © 
ress with this bill, and I want to say to my friend from Tennessee 
[Mr. EvANs] that the civil-service law absolutely require 1 the 
requirement is being complied with—that thes ry appe ! t 
shall be apportioned to the States according to 1 r quota 
was an abuse which has been remedied by the Jaw passed at tl ‘ 
sion of Congress. It was enacted in the legislati bill that hereaft 
no applicant can be appointed from any State except upon affidavit 
backed up by the certificate of the county judge. or the county clerk 
upon proof made that he hasbeen ar lent for months of t 4 
from which he purports to hail. 
Mr. HOPKINS. And then he t have 
ibie persons in addition to that 
The Clerk read as follows 
Record id} . ( sion ‘ 
Sin h; fift fou ) 
watchmen; and two laborers at i 
Mr. HOUK. I havean amendmer hich I will offer late 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I move to st: out the la vord, 
The CHAIRMAN. rhe gentle from Maine moves to st 
the word ‘ cents.”’ Laughter 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I do this for the purpose of saying that I do1 
agree with my friend trom New Jersey [Mr. MCApoo] in th: Ci 
which he has made upon the present administration of i 
| . . 7 » : : ; 
| Office. My experience has been different from his. I hav | some 
| applications that have been delayed, but ever since I have h Con- 
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gress my letters have been promptly answered, and never more promptly 


than under the administration of the office by General Raum. The 
gentleman complains that circulars were sent out instead of letters. 
Now, what was that d ne for? As I understand it was for the very 
purpose of saving the time occupied in writing those letters, and using 
the clerks that were doing that tor the purpose of facilitating the work 
in the Pe mn Office, so that pensions might be granted more rapid! 

I do not believe that this Government since its inauguration has had 
a more efficient, a more honest, and a more thorough-going public s 
ant than General Raum in the office of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue and in the oflice that he occupies to-day as Commissioner of 
Pensions If there is any fault in this matter at all it is not with him, 
but it is with e:vil service, of which the gentleman has so much com- 
plained, for that, I do not care particularly about distributing | 
these offices among the districts. I believe I never have put a person 


into the Pension Office. I do not believe that you can make any worse 


developing into manhood, than to bring him down here into Washing- 
ton and put him into the tread-mill of one of these offices. I havea 
boy who I think is a pretty smart boy, and I would rather set him to 
digying clams fora living than to put him into a Department in Wash- 
ington. | Laughter. ] 


Mr. ENLOE. I want to say a word with reference to the matter of | 
With that feature of the administration of the Pen- | 
my experience has been that it is next to impossible to get | 


answering letters 
sion Office 
any information trom the Pension Office under the present adminis- 
tration in regard to the status of the pension cases pending before it. 
I have had numerous inquiries from my district. I have referred them 
on blanks furnished tor that purpose, and in some cases, where the let- 
ters seem to carry with them the reason which would induce the 
Commissioner to answer them, I have referred the letters themselves, 
and asked simply to be informed as to the status of the cases. 

For the last three months I have not been able to get any answer what- 
ever about a case except it was one wherea man had been placed upon 
the pension-roll. 


even the courtesy of a statement of the’status of the cases. Now, it 
sees to me él a member of Congress is to be subjected to inquiries 


from his constituents as to the status of cases, he ought at least be | 


given an opportunity to answer on information supplied from the De- 
partment. 

lam not able to get that from this Commissioner under the present 
administration of the Pension Office. It may be due to the fact that 
the Commissioner has adopted a new rule, that he is devoting all the 
time to the adjudicatian of cases, and that he has not clerical force 
enough to make these responses; but if that is the case, it seems to me 
that some of these six hundred new clerks ought to be placed at work 
on that line so that members of Congress may be able to answer appli- 
cants for pension who are asking about the status of their claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate upon this amendment is 
exhausted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
strike out not only the word ‘‘ cents,”’ 
cents.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, it always has seemed to me that it was a mistake 
that the Pension Office had not been made one of the bureaus of the 
War Derartment instead of the Interior Department. I believe it a 
mistake that ought now to be rectified; and the more I have examined 
into that matter and thought about it, the more decidedly I am of that 
Opi ion. 

I believe that the trouble iu that department has been, is now, and 
under the present administration (and by the ‘‘ present administra- 
tion ’’ I mean the system adopted there) will continue to be, due to the 
detective methods of administration which are applied to the tremen- 
dous amount of business that must be transacted in that bureau. 
There are fourteen hundred and odd employés, and what we are to 
give them now will make it largely over eighteen hundred. There 
never has been a careful investigation of the system employed by that 
bureau since its establishment. In every other department there have 
been investigations as to the working of the department; but this 
seems to be holy ground which every member approaches with his 


Mr. Chairman, I move to 
but the words ‘‘ sixty-seven 


use of a young man who has got anything in him, who is capable of | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 





| which we are responsible. 





JULY 15, 


ability and to have administrative and executive talent. I knownoth- 
ing about the charges or rumors against him. Our intercourse has 
been personally and officially pleasant. Ido not knowanything against 
him, and Iam 1 ot viewing this either in its personal or partisan as- 
pect. But as we are going on to such enormous expenditures in pen- 
sions there should bea careful investigation into the organization, 
methods, and practices of that bureau by a committee of Congress 
that would treat it with the same courage that we would any other 
department, and that if they approached the matter with the same 
intelligence that they treat every other department of the Govern- 
ment they would so utilize the 1,400 persons there as to find them 
ample to do the work that we give them. 

Mr. CASWELL. I will state to the gentleman that there was an 
investigation of that bureau, and the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 


| McMILLIN]| will bear me witness that in the Forty-sixth Congress we 


did give it a caretul examination. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin was in the Forty-sixth Congress, and | was not I had not got- 
ten any report to make myself familiar with the investigation that 
may have been made then. I was informed that it was just such an 
examination as was made by the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations in this matter, where the testimony of General Raum, 
which has been put on the desk of members of this House, was taken. 
I bad no knowledge that my friend from Wisconsin had made any other 
investigation. 

I have no doubt that if a committee composed of such men as the 
gentleman from Wisconsin would take that department up and exam- 
ine it, not as a partisan matter, but for the purpose of securing an 
economic administration of the department, it would doa vast amount 
We will spend during this fiscal year from $140,000,000 to 
$160,000,000 for pensions, perhaps more; and this great sam will an- 
nually increase. The administration needed for that sum ought not to be 
niggardly. We ought to pay for the brain that is necessary for the ad- 


of good. 


| ministration of that sum whatever is fair; but we ought to require of 
There are a number of letters now in the Pension | 
Office that I have reterred there asking about cases. and I can not get | 


it that it should be equal to the dignity and the importance of the 
amount that is thus expended in that bureau. 

I say this not in any spirit of partisanship, but with a desire to call 
the attention of Congress to the necessity which I believe exists to put 
that bureau on the same footing that you do the Public Printing Office, 
that you do the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, that you do every 
other bureau, as under our supervision, as subject to our care, and for 
The money expended jor that bureau is 


| from the taxes of our people, and we ought to see that it is adminis- 


tered honestly, carefully, and intelligently, and that we do not do, 
It is not extravagant to aver that millions have been traudulently re- 
ceived; that millions will be fraudulently paid; that many millions 
can be saved by a more rigorous supervision, a more careful adminis- 
tration, and an honest and fearless chief, sustained by the light of 
Congressional investigation and the knowledge that frauds will be de- 


| tected and punished. 


Mr. CUTCHEON., I have had.considerable experience with the Pen- 
sion Office for the last seven years I have the honor to represent a dis- 
trict in which there is a very large number of old soldiers; a district that 
sasts about 40,000 votes and that has about sixty Grand Army posts. 
I mention these facts simply asan index that there are agood many sol- 
diers there. During my service here I have assisted over 2,000 of these 
old soldiers in the procurement of their pensions. I have had an op- 
portunity to observe the administration of the Pension Office under 
Commissioner Dudley, under Commissioner Black, under Commissioner 
Tanner, and under Commissioner Raum, and I can say that I have 


| never had so large an output of business in a given time as under the 


| mand. 


shoes off—not with his shoes off, for he does not dare to intrade at all. | 


Certainly no officer should be permitted to treat members of Congress 
with disrespect when acting in their representative character, and for 
such action there can be no excuse. I do not mean to say that I have 
not been treated with proper respect there, for I have been treated 
courteously, personally and officially, by every head of that bureau, 
whether it was General Black, General Tanner, or Mr. Raum. 


Everybody knows that there is a supposed public sentiment about | 


this pension business that Congress is afraid to offend, and that the 
chief of that bureau, under the administration of any officer, feels him- 
self above Congressional investigation or supervision. Now, I do not 
mean to subject Mr. Raum to any criticism. No one, so faras I know, 
has been more methodical and able in the administration of that bu- 
reau. 


| 
| 


present Commissioner. I have never known the business to be trans- 
acted so promptly, or letters to be answered with so little delay; I have 
never had so many allowances or so many communications in the same 
period of time as I have received from this administration. 

i do not undertake tosay that the administration of the office is by 
any means perfect, but I think that the present Commissioner, with 
large business capacity, with unquestionable integrity, is administer- 
ing that office to the very best of his ability with the means at his com- 
I noticed that during the administration of Commissioner 
Black—and I speak of Commissioner Black in a friendly spirit, because 


he is a personal friend of mine—there was an extraordinary number of 


$1, $2, and $3 pensions granted. What was the result? The result 
was that very Soon those $1, $2, and $3 cases came back for rerating 
and increase, and in myriads of cases without any evidence of addi- 
tional disability, the rerating was given, because the cases were only 
half rated in the first instance. 

It was the settled policy of the Administration of President Cleve- 
land to rate pensions as Jow as it was possible to rate them. The re- 
sult was, as I have said, a vast number of $2-a-month pension cases, 


| and to-day the Pension Office is crowded with applications for rerat- 


ings and increase in $1, $2, and $3 a month cases. Now, Commissioner 
Raum does not go at the business in that way. He tries to arrive in 
the first place at the correct amount to which the applicant is en- 
titled, then to expedite his case in every possible way, and to get the 


So far as it has come within my knowledge he seems to be a man of | certificate to him at the earliest day possible. 
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Now, as to this matter of additional clerks and the question wh« the i ualified, have themselves placed on t elig i 
; they shall be appointed under the civil-service law or not, I donotcare | Washington and in the surround tate people 1 
; very much about it. mple notice, and the pe 4 amet 
E This bill, if it passes, will provide for 463 additional employes in 1 rt ties to place 1 . WP tien 
a Pension Office. That will give us one and a fraction all arou l eligibles su ent to } 
‘ am sure I do not know what I should do with my fraction, but . ‘ 
¥ ably I could find atractional s tol man who would take th iract al | it t y of th iV ~ ( 
Re place. | Laughter. | I do not believe that the Ninth Congressio ul dis: | very State of 
a trict of Michigan cares very much whether it has an additional cierk | tur t pete 
: in the Pension Office or not. I agree with the gentleman from Maine; = O furthe ] 
[Mr. MILLIKEN] that about the poorest use you can put acapable and | Michigan | Mr. ¢ 
aspiring young man to is to bring him down here and put him u e | the conditi 1 
of the Government Departments. If you want to make hima wooden | o in any of De} nents. ‘ 
man, to repress all the ambition and all the activity and all the cap | to e this thing d 1 a litt 
ity that he has in him, a very good way to do it isto put him into | such a corroding ruy ' on you 
this treadmil!] where he will day alter day and month aiter month go | » here, let us not take them all from one community 
through the same mechanical routine. | 1 that whole co tity. Laughter, Let us < 
I do not know but I would agree also with the gentleman from Ken- | pointments among t ple of the whol ntr »tha 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] that the proper place for the Pension Bu- | intluence of these ay nt ts, which will thus b lated at ) 
reau is the War Office, but we can not now putitthere. It was the war | radic, may be nteracted, Theapy 
that made the necessity for the Pension Office; it was the war that | D loca a wi > me » have a hin Hiks 
made the pensioners; all the records upon which the granting of pen- civil order and org L soci \ Cit t 
sions is based are in the War Department, and if the question were a | borders of Virginia and Maryla I t 
new one I should say that the War Department is the proper place for | commu 3 are D i i \ 1 
‘ the Pension Bureau. is correct in his view as to the bad effects upon persons w ( to 
; Mr. DOCKERY. I understood the gentleman tospeak of the large | Washington to accept office under the Gover nt 
2 number of one and two dollar pensions granted under the administra- Mr. MILLIKEN, Does my triend inte1 iraft per 3 ( 
§ tion of Commissioner Black; can the yventieman state the number of |p iblic service and bring t 1 here by fo 1 commu! thatad 
such pensions granted during the last fiscal year under Commissioner | not want to send them 
Black? Mr. HOUK. Ido not know of any locality where | ev not 
Mr. CUTCHEON. No, I can not. I spoke simply from my per- | be found who want to come here and take these positior La te 
senal observation. All I meant to say was that I had received more Mr. MILLIKEN. Perhaps there is no such place in Tenne 
of those low ratings under his administration than under any other. Mr. HOUK. From all that I have heard there is certainly no such 
Mr. DOCKERY,. Then the gentleman is not able to speak definitely | place in Maine. 
as to the figures ? Some gentleman has said that we do not want to bring about u 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I say frankly that I am not at this time. the civil-servicesystem the bad state of things that existed under the old 
The formal amendment was withdrawn. ‘‘spoils’’ system. Why, sir, if the Civil Service Commission is under- 
Record and pension division: For sixty clerks of class 1; forty clerks at $1,000 | conan, Meare ly to do what the law re juires, to prorate and appor- 
3 each; fifty copyists; four messengers; five assistant messengers; two watch- tion these 4ppointments among the people of the several State W : 
: men; and two laborers at $660 each ; in all, $157,584.66. | it that the appointments trom Washington and ym ti States ad 
x Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, [ offer the amendment which I send to ay re me = increasing, are being piled up to the exclusion 
r the desk. and detriment of other section ; 
5 The amendment was read, as follows: I do not think, Mr. Chairman, that the present amendment is s 
s ‘ ject to the point of order, even conceding that the other amendm« 
2 Provided, That the employés provided for by this act shall be apportioned was properly excluded; for the phraseology of th manu 
4 among the several States not having their quota under existing laws. RR. a : : . 
‘A tirely different. Itis perfectly consistent with the lawas it now star 
Mr. CANNON. Upon that I make the point of order that it is new | For the life of me I ean t see on what the gent in from I! 
r legislation and not in order upon this bill; the law now being, as I un- | bases his point of order 
derstand, that appointments shall be made through the Civil Service | he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois made the point tl] 
Commission from the various States equally, and that if a State has ed that these cle six hun 
not its quota, appointments shal] be made from that State until it has portioned al rt at 
its quota, provided there are eligibles. It may be, for anything the 
Chair may know oranything I may know, that from some States there t t | re 
a are but few eligibles, because, under the civil-service law, there are many Y au ¢ 
x classes of employés requiring peculiar knowledge. There are, for ex- it the law t v stan 
ample, some forthe Coast Survey, some for the Geological Survey, and the « se ‘ ’ 
there are the medical examiners for the Pension Office who, under the 
law and regulations, are very properly required to be physicians hav- does not ap] L the 
ing knowledge and experience in that line. Mr. ( which 
an Again, the law has been amended at this session, as I have stated, | t n t ’ 
4 80 as to require that residence in the various States beshown. But this | 2 ! f quota 
provision would give every one of these appointments to States that | mig t endme 
a have not now their quota, without regard to the question whether this | does not provide that the appointments ‘ 30 apportioned tl 
a would give those States more than their quota. In this respect, there- | each State shall have its ¢ proportion with the ot 
; fore, the proposition changes existing law. but that this entire force be ay tioned ar t the State 
ti Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand the argument of | have not now their quota 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr CANNON ], and Mr. HOUK, I tha t rent 1 from iis for the rey 
I shail not stop now to try tounderstandit. [Laughter.] ButI wish | tion. I will mod my a t so to t o 
to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that the amendment I pro- | (Laughter 
pose changes no existing law, involves no appropriation, and is directly in The CHAIRMA As 
line and consistent with the body of this bill, as well as consistent | to sustain the p 
3 with the laws already existing. | Mr. HOUK. Lask leave to modify the amendment . 
As stated by the gentleman himself, the Civil Service Commission is | it directly within the vis »f the gentlema ] 
bound to apportion these appointments among the several States—— | the objection » as to cover the « like a! 
Mr. CANNON. If there are ‘‘ eligibles.”’ Mr. CANNON When the g 
4 Mr. HOUK. Now, one word on the question of ‘‘ eligibles.’”’ There | we shall see whether it nD ler. 
is no excuse, perhaps, for there not being ‘‘ eligibles ’’ except it be this: The CHAIRMAN, The amend: { present 
That persons living at remote points have no opportunity, or rare op- | to be modified 
portunity,to come forward and have themselves placed on the eligible | Mr. CUTCHEON Mr. ¢ 42D i fora 
list. I believe that the Civil Service Commission sends somebody out | ment, | desi: t t jul ol 
once or twice a year to some prominent localities. But take the case | friend from Missouri | Mr. | : 1 regard to the number of per 
: occurring In ny Own city a few weeks ago, when there were not, so far | sions of $2 a month grant ler the late Administration 
as I have been able to ascertain, fifty people in Eastern Tennessee who | eferring to the remarks made on the 19th of Mareh last on th pen 
had any knowledge of the opportunity for examination. | sion ay propriati ill by my friend from Kansas [Mr. Pete: 
There was, so far as I have been able to ascertain, no advertisement, | member of the Committee on Appropriations, I find that the number 
no publication, no notice given that persons might come forward, and, | of pensions for $2a month granted in 1855 was 26,134; in 1546, 22,359; 
ij 
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to population, until the several States become as nearly equal as may be in the 


| eligibles from such States on the civil-service list. 


in 1887, 30,823; in 1888, 31,722; making in those four years alone 117,- 
035 pensions granted at $2amonth. I find farther that in the first 
year 0! the present Administration the number of such pensions fell off | 


from 31,722 to 26,825, a decrease of about 5,000, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman allow me one question ? 
Mr. CUTCHEON, Certainly 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Do you know whether the policy adopted by 
neral Black was different from that of Colonel Dudley and his pred- 
ecessors in the office in respect to the granting of these small pen- 


ions ? 


Mr. CUTCHEON, Well,we can only judge of the policy by the re- 
sults. The results seem to have been the granting of a very large num- 
ber of very small pensions, and as I say I can only judge of what the 
policy has been from the results. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. But do you not know, as a Representative here, 
that when you went into the Pension Office then you were informed 
that the cause of the great number of smal! pensions given under Gen- 
eral Black’s administration was that he had given to the Department 
otlicials positive orders not to delay completing cases? But when upon 

claim for two, three, or four disabilities there had been a decision in 
regard to any one of them, his orders were that when the one disability 
was proved up not to wait for the proof of the other disabilities but to 
issue the pension at once for whatever that disability might be. And 
hence you find a vast number of two or four-dollar pensions given under 
hisadministration because of the rule of granting pensions in such cases 
and not keeping them back until the other claims for disabilities were 
investigated 

Mr. CUTCHEON, In this connection I will say-—— 

Mr. FARQUHAR. One momentfurther. And notifying the pen- 
sioner at the same time when the pension was granted to him that there 
was such and such a lack of evidence to still further complete his ap- 
plication for the other disability. 

Now, we will not disagree, I am satisfied, as to the fact that $2 a 
month pension is a very small and a very insignificant pension to give 
to a veteran soldier. Yet, at the same time, under the system adopted 
by Commissioner Black it did give to the soldier the benefit of the pen- 
sion from the time the first-claimed disability was proved up; and it 
also furnished an incentive to the soldier, as well as his attorney, to 
prove up the other disabilities. It gave him this advantage while 
drawing his pension, although it was a small one, until the other dis- 
abilities were proved up. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ido not see how it would have benefited him 
in that respect, because it simply had the effect of requiring him to 
pay two cr three attorneys’ fees for the same claim. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Oh, no; not at all. The one application em- 
bodying all the disabilities was paid for, and the attorney’s fee for the 
whole is $25. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is a mistake. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Oh, yes; that is true. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. | He paid an additional fee on the application for 
an increase. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. But 1 am speaking now of an original pension 
claim, having two or three disabilities. The attorney is entitled to 
only $25. He only gets $25 once, and not for each of the two or three 
disabilities. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. But he gets that when the first payment 
is made. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, when the first payment is made he gets his 
$25, out of the first allowance; and the pensioner then must go back 
and file his application, if for an increase, and pay an additional fee. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Itisall proved upin the one application and 
for the one fee. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But the attorney is entitled to his fee for an in- 
crease, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me ask the gentleman from Michigan if it is 
not true that under Commissioner Tanner an order was issued forbid- 
ding the granting of these small pensions, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I believe so. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And is it not true, also, that that order was revoked 
by Secretary Noble? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I think so. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And that will account for the difference in the 
number of these small pensions granted. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. He issued an order forbidding reratings except 
upon new proof. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But he never issued an order forbidding the issu- 
wnce of the two-dollar pensions? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That was the point the gentleman from Missouri 
was making. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I did not understand the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment as 
modified by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the employés provided for by this act shall be apportioned 
among the several States not having their quota under existing law, according 





Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order op 


| that amendment. 


Mr. HOUK. What point of order? 

Mr. CANNON. I think itis subject to a pointof order. 

Mr. HOUK. It is the present law. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman says it is the present law. If so, 
there is no necessity forit. But I say itis notthe lawnow. IfIcan 
have the attention of the Chair I will show it. 

1 hold in my hand the civil-service act, which provides for the classi- 
fied service, and provides that the commission may make a classified 
service; and under the regulations of the commission that has been 
made and applied to clerical appointments. First, then, this changes 
the existing law in this, that it provides that the employés under this 
act shall be apportioned. Now, who are the employés under this act? 
Why, principal examiners at $2,000 a year. 

That is the unclassified service. Next the watchmen, messengers, 
and assistant messengers, and,if I mistake not, the private secretary to 
the Commissioner of Pensions, all of them not under the classified 
service. And yet this amendment provides that as to these employés 
they shall be apportioned amongst the different States not having a 
full quota of appointees in the classified civil service; and thus it 
does change the existing law. 

Now, what is the law? I have it here and will read it: 

Third, Appointments to the public service aforesaid, in the Departments at 
Washington, shall be apportioned among the several States and Territories and 


the District of Columbia upon the basis of population as ascertained at the last 
preceding census, 


Next— 


There shall be a non-competitive examination in all proper cases before the 
commission when competent persons do not compete after notice has been 
given of the existence of a vacancy, under such rules as may be prescribed by 
the commissioners as to the manner of giving notice. 

So that the classified service which is apportioned among the States 
does not include the States alone, but the Territories and the District 
of Columbia also, to be apportioned according to the last census. This 
amendment cuts out the District of Columbia and the Territories. It 
also provides that those not now in the classified service, namely, mes- 
sengers, assistants, and watchmen, shall come under the provisions of 
the law, that they shall be apportioned. Therefore the amendment is 
subject to the point of order. And when the gentleman amends and 
reamends his proposed amendment until he brings it in harmony with 
existing law, he merely provides that the existing law shall be carried 
out. Therefore I make the point of order for the reasons stated, that 
the amendment is not in order upon a general appropriation bill. 

One word in conclusion. Much has been said about the civil service 
and the classified service, and about certain States or the District of 
Columbia having more than their quota. They had more than their 
quota when the civil-service law was adopted and have had ever since, 
because the most of these employés have remained. 

It may or may not be that the civil-service system is correct. I 
will not discuss thatnow. I have my own opinion, and a very decided 
opinion, upon that; and if you propose to correct any abuses, if there 
be any, or if you propose to repeal the measure in toto, I am ready to 
act upon that when it comes up, but I do not want it to come up in 
defiance of the rales of this House, upon an appropriation bill, where 
it does not belong, and where it can not be considered under the rules 
of the House. Therefore, being temporarily in charge of the bill, I 
make the point of order, as I believe it to be my duty. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, I wish the gentleman from Illinois 
would state to us what rule of the House is being invaded. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I supposed everybody knew the rule. 

Mr. HOUK. I call the attention of the Chair and of the House to 
the fact that the rule is as to general appropriation bills. If this was 
a general appropriation bil], then the position of the gentleman from 
Illinois would be correct. 

Mr. CANNON. Why, it is a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOUK. It is not a general appropriation bill; it is a special 
bill providing for the creation of certain offices and making appropria- 
tions for a special purpose. [Langhter.] ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I understand the rule, the objection would 
only be good if this were a general appropriation bill, and I insist that 
I am correct about it, and that it applies nowhere else. But the gentle- 
man need not complain that I have amended and reamended. 

I amended it exactly in accordance with the gentleman’s own sugges- 
tion; and through his superior wisdom and parliamentary skillitseems 
that he has drawn me into this tangle and difficulty. [Laughter. ] 
Now, I propose to amend again. I propose to modify my amendment 
so as to strike out the word ‘‘employés’’ and insert the words ‘‘ clerks 
and copyists,’’ so that it will harmonize with the classified service un- 
der the civil-service law. That is certainly inside the civil-service law 
and not subject to the objection which the gentleman has made. I ask 
leave to modify my amendment to that extent. 

Mr. THOMAS. And include also the Territories and the District of 
Columbia. 
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3 ieeclinaibhins 
Mr. HOUK. And I also modify itsoas to include the several States, | their quota as near as may be Now, what is the: It? The nd 
the Territories, and the District of Columbia. clause that I read a moment ago is to be nullified this legislati 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman had better modify his amend- Suppose that the State of Nevada has ‘ th nedical ex 
ment. iminers and is entitled toone. You appoint n to go 
Mr. HOUK. I will withdraw it for the purpose of modifying it asI | out to the State of Nevada there be an at priation, which the 
have suggested. gent! 1 from Wiscensin said is not sufficient. When 1 have 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to suggest to my friend from Ten- sited ynth or six weeks for that examination « there no man 
nessee that when he has done that he will have simply re-enacted | applies for an examination as a medical exami the res will 
existing law, and he will not get ahead atall. It either changes the be that still he can not be appointed from tant Ne ‘ 
existing law, or it is within the existing law. | Penns 1, Tennessee, or Illinois, that has it iota, because the 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, it appears to me that this is not re- | State of Nevadabasnotherquota. Youthereby repeal the seco use 
enacting existing law; and if it is, it onght to be re-enacted in order | where there is no eligible from Nevada and preven e filling hese 
to emphasize it. Now there is a great deal of tronble which is justly | places. 
chargeable to the law itself. Now, this bill is a general appropriation bill providi: 
I am not in love with this civil-service law, and I doubt whether the | ices of a class of medical and principal examiners 
people of the United States are, but it ought to be justly and equally Che CHAIRMAN (Mr. Burrows). The Chair will be gladif the 
administered. That is not the case to-day. The State of Wisconsin | gentleman from Illinois will read the seventh section again. 
has no show whatever, under the provisions of this law as now admin- Mr. HOPKINS. If this amendment should be adopted and any 


istered. I wish to call the attention of the chairman of the Commit- | State should fail to furnish a medical examiner who passes the civil- 
tee on Appropriations to the fact that the commission has not funds | service examination, what would become of the position to which that 
enough to employ examiners in these Western States so that people | State would be entitled? 


ica 


who desire to be examined may go before the commission and have an Mr. CANNON. It could not be filled at all [ will read the se 
examination. In the State of Wisconsin we have but one examina- | tion again 

tion, and then one day in Milwaukee, and one day in Madison, and | gec.7, There shall be non-competitive examinations in all proper cases before 
people have to travel one, two, and three hundred miles, and be on { the commission when competeyt persons do not compete after notice has been 


time in order to have the privilege of appearing before these exam- | tes ek Mb eetenee of Che Cacmaey, wader euch rules a 
iners. . , DY the commissioners as to the manner of giving notic« 
The whole time from the spring until the fall is wasted, and then| Now, I might, under some circumstances, have sympathy with gen- 
only two places and a day in each place; but here, near the Capital | tlemen who are opposed to the civil-service 
or at the Capital, without traveling very far, a man may go and be | sympathy when their prejudices against that law, which they do not 
examined and get an opportunity to fill these places. There is the | repeal, make them go so far as to attempt to place upon this bill, in- 
great trouble, the want of an appropriation to pay for examiners and | tended to supply a force to adjudicate pensions, an amendment which, 
to locate the examining places in different parts of the States. That I fear, if adopted would defeat the very object for which we make the 
is one of the great difficulties in the administration of this law. In | appropriation, namely, the prompt disposition of the applications of 
my judgment, it is inefficient for many other reasons, but from this | soldiers for pensions. 
cause particularly it is true scarcely any State west of the Alleghany | Mr. CHEADLE. Isitnottrue that the very section of the law which 
Mountains can have a fair representation in the classified service here. the gentleman has read provides that there shall be non-competitive 
{Here the hammer fell. } 


| examinations held by the commissioners wherever there are no competi- 
Mr. HOUK. I will withdraw that amendment and offer the amend- | tors for such places? 


may be prescribed 


law. but I cease to have 


ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk as a modification Mr. CANNON, Precisely, but this law is harmonious in itself, and 
| now if the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee {[ Mr. Hovuk] 


The Clerk read as follows: 


lisad “lj 1) | Ange ‘ 1 § i? y ' ar anv cire 
Provided, That the employés provided for by this act who will come within is adopted it would change it so that no appo smn nts unde r apy cil 
the classified service, shall be apportioned among the several States and Terri- | cumstances could be made to any one of these places unless they were 
tories and the District of Columbia, not having their quota under existing law, apportioned among theStates not having their quotas, no matter whether 
according to population until the several States be as nearly as possible equa ++ tank ai sthie or ais : eal a a ieee toa edad 
ized in civil-service appointments. Iv LOOK SIX MONTHS OF Six years tO Make the appolbtments 


.ANNOW a : ; Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, [ hope that an amendment such 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I still make the point of order, un- | .. that which the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hovuk] has pr 

less the gentleman will so modify hisamendmentas to say, ‘upon the sented will be made to this bill. I think the time has come when it 
basis of population as ascertained by the last preceding censns. 


a would be ve ry wholesome on the part of Congress to suggest tothe 
Mr. HOUK, I accept that amendment. commissioners of the civil service that they should have a reasonable 
Mr. CANNON. I will ask, however, that the amendment be read 


; : z : : regard to the law which they professedly administe: 
with the amendment which I suggest, ‘‘upon the basis of population Mr. CANNON. Why not impeach them if they disregard the law 
as ascertained by the last preceding census.’’ I stillthinkitsubjecttoa) yj; )PUNNELL. Ido not propose to go into that question ‘at this 
point of order, and a very serious one in that shape. If you make it | tip), 5 : 
otherwise you will demoralize the customs service, the postal service, Mr. CANNON. ‘That is the way the Constitution provides 
and the classified service. : Mr. LEHLBACH. Does the gentleman from Minnesota know how 
Mr. HOUK. That does not interfere with the classified service. That | many persons were appointed under the civil-service law from the 
is under the existing law. | Tyistrict of Columbia dasine last vear? 
Mr. CANNON. Letussee. Let it be read. Mr. DUNNELI That Paci is outside of my present snbiect. and 
Mr. CHEADLE. How will it affect the postal service ” , dn mat cone 06 we fake i 
Mr. CANNON. Let us hear the amendment read again Mr. LEHLBACH. There was just one person certified by the Civil 
The Clerk read as follows: . ; ‘ - 


Service Commission from the Districtof Columbia during the last year 
Provided, That the seers provided for by this act who will come within | and the District was entitled to that appointment 

the classified service shall be apportioned among the several States and Terri Mr. PICKLER. You meanthat there was only one that was charged 
tories and the District of Columbia not having their quota under existing law, » to.the District : 
upon the basis of population as ascertained by the last preceding census, until | Up tothe istrict. 






the several States be as nearly as possible equalized in civil-service appoint- | Mr. DUNNELI Mr. Chairman, I believe I have the floor, and I 
ments. desire to proceed , 

Mr. CANNON. [still make the point of order upon that matter. | . The HAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota is entitled to 
I will read the law: the floor. ae 

Aopetpeanie to the public service pursued in the Departments at Washing- mare DUNN ELL. [ was expressing the hope that this amendme 
ton shall be apportioned among the several States and Territories and the Dis- | would be adopted in order that it might be regarded as 


omewhat in 
trict of Columbia upon the basis of population as ascertained by the last 1 


i the nature of an instruction to the civil service co 


: mmissioners as to 
ceding census, es ; . 
. : | the proper administration of the law 
That is one. Now here comes another: I do not rise at this time to find fault with or to condemn the civil 
There shall be non-competitive examinations in all proper cases before the | S€TViCe theory or the civil-service law, but a law becomes unpopular 
commission when competent persons do not compete, after notice has been when it is not justly administered. If we make no h amendment 
given of the existence of the vacancy, under such rules as may be prescribed | to this bill what will be the resuit? The very moment the bill be- 
by the commissioners as to the manner of giving notice. ee eae a ae ; eae a 
e S ; comes a law the Secretary of the Interior will call upon the Civil Serv- 
Now, I make the point of order that that amendment ignores the ice Commission for three or four hundred names. They will be taken 
clause of the civil-service act which I have just read; and if it does not | from the present eligible list. No examination will be held to fill the 
change the other clause of the civil-service act, it can perform no good demand for this large number of clerks, The commissioners will go 


purpose upon this bill, because these appointments are to be appor- 
tioned among the several States and Territories upon the basis of popu- 
lation as ascertained by the last preceding census. This amendment 
does not say among ‘‘the several States,’’ but shall be apportioned 
amongst those States that have not now their quota, until they have 


to their present list, and in two or three hours they will send down 
| names enough to fill the call. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
| from Wisconsin [Mr. THomAs] hit- the point exactly in what he 
said upon this subject. I have been accused sometimes of being op- 
7 
I 


posed to the civil-service law. I have said on this floor that a great 
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deal was claimed for that law which it was not entitled to. I have 
said this session that I did not believe we had any better civil service 
of this Government because of this law than we had before the law 
went into operation. 

I stick to that opinion expressed and proclaimed. I do not believe 
that the civil service of the Government is an iota better than it was 
filteen years ayo. but this system has become unpopular because of 
the very detect which bas been pointed out here. Take Wisconsin or 
take Minnesota, for instance; they have no show. They get one ex- 


amination a ar, or perhaps two. Nobody knows anything about 
them. There isa litle half-inch notice in the newspapers that no- 
body sees, the comm oner comes around and the examination takes 
place, but only a few people find it ont and are examined. On the 
other hand, the commissioners come here and hold examinations every 
fortnight during the entire year. Ido not wonder that Maryland and 
Pennsylvania and New York oppose this amendment. Under this 


amendment possibly Minnesota might have an opportunity to furnish 
a good man, possibly Tennessee might get a good man in, we might 
possibly put in some of the old soldiers. But the people who are to- 
day on the eligible list and will be sent down to the Secretary of the 
Interior are young men and young women who have come bere and 
been examined in the city of Washington. 

They have no sympathy with the soldiers whose pension claims they 
examine; they are not in any way prepared for the kind of work pro- 
vided for by this bill. 

I would like to see the whole of this additional foree made up of 
men who were in the service. I would like to see every one of these 
additional employés old seldiers, among whom we have the men suit- 
able for this work, men of forty-five, forty-eight, fifty, and fifty-five 
years of age, but they can not get in. I would like to see some pro- 
vision adopted in connection with this bill whereby we might get into 
this corps of clerks a good share of the old soldiers, not simply the 
young men who have recently graduated at our high schools, who gen- 
erally succeed in getting these appointments, but who in many cases 
may care nothing for the interests of the soldiers or of the Government 
which they serve. 

Mr. ENLOE. As asubstitute for the amendment of my colleague 
[Mr. HovKk], I offer the provision which I send to the desk. 

rhe Clerk read as follows 

Provided, That the employés provided for by this act who will come within 
the classified service shall be apportioned among the several States, Territories, 
and District of Columbia, not having their quota under existing law, on the basis 
of the population, as shown by the census of 1480, until the several States and 
Territories and the District of Columbia shall be, as nearly as possible, equal- 
ized in civil-service appointments; said appointments to be made from the list 
of eligibles in the several States and Territories, and in case there should not 
be found in any State or Territory eligibles sufficient in number to fillthe quota 
of such State or Territory, the appointments shall be made from the States or 
Territories having eligibles on the list 

Mr. CANNON. Upon this proposition I make the pointof order that 
it changes existing law. Clause 7, which the Chair has before him, is 
the law. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks the point of order is well taken 
against both propositions and sustains the point. 

Mr. HOUK. I appeal from the decision ut the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON, 1 move that the committee now rise and report the 
bill to the House. 

Mr. HOUK. I insist upon my appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
I wish to say that I am willing to accept as a substitute for my prop- 
osition the amendment of my colleague [Mr. ENLOE]. 

Mr. ENLOE. ‘The appeal, as I understand, is now on the substitute 
which my colleague [Mr. HouK] has accepted. 

the CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair ruled that theamendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee was not in order; and from that decision the 
gentleman appeals, 


Mr. HOUK. The Chair decided, as I understood, that the point of 


order was well taken as to my amendment, and also as to the substi- 
tute of my colleague. 

The CHAIRMAN. As to both amendments. 

Mr. HOUK. From that decision I appeal; but in order to simplify 
the matter | desire to withdraw my amendment and accept that of my 
colleague as a subs'itute. I think I can do that. 

Mr. ENLOE. The question will then come on sustaining the appeal 
on the amendment which I submitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. HouK] will be withdrawn. The Chair 
hears no objection. The pending question is upon the appeal taken by 
the gentleman trom Tennessee [Mr. Houk] from the decision of the 
Chair ruling out of order the amendment of the gentleman trom Ten- 
nessee [ Mr. ENLOE]. 

Mr. McMILLIN, 
has ruled out of order. 

The amendment of Mr. ENLOE was again read. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that this amendment is not in 
order on the ground that it changes existing law; and he would call 
attention particularly to the last portion of the amendment. The 
question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the committee? [The question was put.] The ayes seem to have it. 


Mr. HOUK. Icall fora division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 76, noes 33. 

Mr. HOUK. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Houk and Mr. CANNON were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 63, 
noes 39. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that the committee rise and 
report the bill to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. WADDILL. I have an amendment I desire to offer to come in 
at the end of the bill. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. WADDILL, as follows: 

Provided, however, That the examiners and clerks provided for in this bill 
shal! not be subject in the matter of appointment or otherwise to the existing 
civil service law. 

Mr. CANNON. Upon that amendment I make a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. I now move that the committee rise and report the 
bill to the Honse. 

Mr. WADDILL, Iwant to be heard upon the question of the amend- 
ment I have just submitted, or at least upon the point of order. 

Mr. BERGEN addressed the Chair. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WADDILL] 
has certainly a right to be heard. 

Mr. CANNON. Not unless the Chair wants to hear him. 

Mr. WADDILL. But I propose the Chair shall be the judge of 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand that the gentle- 
man from Virginia desired to be heard. The amendment is clearly 
out of order. 

Mr. WADDILL. It is upon that I want to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled the amendment out of 
order. 

Mr. WADDILL. I want to appeal—— 

Mr. CANNON. I wish this side of the House would allow this bill 
to be reported. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Virvinia if he moves to strike out the last word or makes some other 
amendment. 

Mr. WADDILL. Well, sir, I will move tostrike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Vir- 

ginia for five minutes. 
- Mr. WADDILL. I donot want five minutes. I simply wish tosay 
that the amendment I have submitted is in order. The mistake un- 
der which my friend from I)linois [Mr. CANNON] is laboring is that 
this is a general appropriation bill. It is no such thing; it is a bill 
creating a number of new offices. If you strike out the portion of the 
bill creating those new offices you will have no need for any appropria- 
tion. 

The appropriation becomes necessary only as a consequence of the 
establishment of the offices provided for in the bill; and I say, there- 
fore, that if this House has the power to create new offices it has also 
the power to provide the manner in which they shall be filled. I in- 
sist, therefore, that the formal objection, for that is always an objection 
made to every amendment here, namely, that it seeks to change an 
existing law by amendment toa general appropriation bill, does not 
apply, for this is no such bill. This is a bill creating new offices, 
simple and pure, and we have the perfect right to exclude them from 

| the operation of the civil-service law; because we provide for the pay- 
ment of the officers’ salaries can not change this fact. 

The CHAIRMAN, Whether it be so or not, the Chair would be 
compelled to exclade the amendment under another provision of the 
rule, that it was not germane to the subject-matter of the bill. 

Mr. BERGEN. I now offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That in case any State, Territory, or the District of Colambia shall 
now have an excessive share of appointees in the public service under exist- 
ing law, discharges shall be made to equalize the same: And provided fur- 
ther, That there shall be no delay in appointments for the want of eligibles. 

Mr. CANNON. To that I make the point of order that it changes 
| existing law. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. You might add the further point that it changes the 
Constitution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustairs the point of order. 

Mr. BERGEN. Mr. Chairman, I must beg leave to differ with the 





Let us have read the proposition which the Chair | Chair; and would direct the Chair's attention to the fact that there is 


| no provision here to change existing law. It simply asks that the ex- 
isting law shall go into operation. How then can it change existing 
law? 
The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion ison agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois that the committee rise and report the bill te 
the House. 
| Mr. HOUK. Mr, Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 
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The CHAIRMAN. What amendment does the gentleman offer? | companying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
4 Mr. HOUK. 1 move to strike oui the last word, and I dothbis, Mr. | Grounds 
on Chairman, for the purpose of submitting two or three observations | 7» the Senate and House of Representatives 
4 which I think it ig due to myself and to my constituents to make. I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary . 
a First, let me say that the gentleman from Illinois—[Cries of “‘Go | pari tablet inthe di —* —_ ms onforence ere ‘ 
We on.’?]—Well, I was studying for a word with which to express It. | memorate th r of t ’ 
’ [Langhter.] It was a little gratuitous fling on the part of the gen- : 
: tleman when he said that I, ‘‘ the gentleman from Tennessee, and oth- : 
ers’’ supposed that all that this bill meant was to provide more clerks. | EX \DITION 
Z Now, Mr. Chairman, I have heard it said that there were big poli- | The SPRAI a) 
j tics and little politics. Thatis what 1 call little politics. Laughter.| |. a ne , 
¥ Mr. CANNON. Well, the gentleman is a good judge. [Renewed | 4) ein aaa ied , 
4 laughter. | ; s fa eer ae a ' ‘ 
4 Mr. HOUK. Yes; because I had a good example that I have been | ” . 
' iB judging by for some time, and the gentleman from I!lin is fits it ex Ss See has . — — . ; ‘ 
33 actly. [Laaghter and applause on the Democratic side.] What | on . hethe Ent 4 cat 
‘S wanted to say was that while I recognize the tact that the bill is for sint city 
Ce the benefit of the old soldiers of the country, and is to provide cler- | | ‘ Tax ; 1200 
ical assistance to do the work which will enable them to get their rights | , 
under recent pension legislation, I can see no wrong if we shall pro CH 
vide in the same law that some old soldier, perhaps, who will not have | The SPEAKER also ib e the Ho ure 
a pension, may be employed to do at least a part of the work. ee | fy the P Sant of STestioal Studie i : 
One other fact. All of this ado about the Civil Service Commission | 4))¢ accompanying pape referred to the ¢ mi . Indian A 
and the civil-service law is wholly outside of any provocation offered | 1 ial 7 a isles 
by myself or by anybody else. Whatever my opinions may be about I transmit two agreements concluded by the commission appointed ur 
the practical working of the present civil-service policy I have said | tion |4 of the act of March 2, 1889, commonly known as the Cherokee 
nothing, I have done nothing, I have offered no amendment, nor has idaeeiaekiee ania sheatee, Rent den oes pe poe ae a beg a s 
any other gentleman, to warrant this criticism, or to be distorted into | Letters from the Secretary of the Interior, the Commissioner of Indian A ftairs 
an alleged attack on the civil-service law. and the Assistant Attorney-General for the Department of the interior, relating 
But it seems, Mr. Chairman, that it has come to be that certain | tv ‘© 8@me matter, are also submitte l. RENJ. HARRISO? 
gentlemen, assuming some sort of a superiority in the civil-service pa- | icxecurive MANSION, Ji 1890 ; we 
rade, are always ‘‘on parade’’ when they have an opportunity to speak | aaa ia 
of the civil-service law. Thev parade themselves as though they were | HENRY L. POTTER. 
better than everybody else. There has been no avtack on the civil- Mr. MORRILL. I desire to submit a conference report. 
service law or on its administration. We weresimply trying to getan} The Clerk read as follows: 
amendment into the bill whereby some other localities rather than the | The committee of conterence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
District of Columbia and the adjacent States might have some partand | the amendment of the Senate to Senate bill 7263, granting an increase of pension 
arcel] in the civil service of this Government. re topeietitn aon seeon auale taade wennas ion eowenen? ae 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I have said all I want to say; I am pertectly Phat the Senate recede trom its amendment to said bill and acres tothe ay 
content; I am satisfied the majority of this House, if permitted to vote, KE. N. MORRILL, 
will vote with me on this amendment. We are cut off from testing | ; rates ey TT RNER 
the sense of the House bya question of order. But the time will come | Miisiacn an tan gest af tha Ul 
when it will be tested, and it will be tested every time I have an op- Cc. K. DAVIS 
portunity from now on until we get the sense of the House on that DAVID TURPIE, — 
question, Manages om the part of the Sonat 
4 Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a single word: When the question Mr. MORRILL. I move the adoption of the conference report 
ae comes up for the repeal of the civil-service law I will be found voting Mr. ROGERS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
4 one way or the other on that proposition. [Laughter and applause Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask it there is a statement 
4 on the Democratic side.] I am delighted for once to have ‘‘struck | in connection with this report ? 
al oil’’ on the other side. I would goa long way todothat. [Laugh- Mr. MORRILL. I will state that it is simply a change in phras 
3 ter.] My belief about the civil-service law is tolerably wellknown. I | olowy. 
2 never have been a defender of that system, and am not now. The Mr. ROGERS. Let it go over until to-morrow 
ee gentleman from Tennessee and myself differ in one respect—that I am | Che question was taken on the motion of Mr. RoGERS that the House 
‘ ready when the question comes before the House, under its rules, to | do vow adjourn; and the motion was lost. 
4 act and to vote. He is ready to try to act, and to try to vote, not| The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the conference 
e under the rules of the House. | report. 
ae I now move that the committee rise and report the bil! to the House Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky I ask for the reading of the 
=m witha favorable recommendation. statement. I make the point of order that there seems to be ni 
5a The motion was agreed to. ment 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not make that as a point of 
the chair, Mr. BuRRows reported that the Committee of the Whole | order before 
is House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the | Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I tried to do it and tl 
¥ bill (H.R. 11380) making appropriations for additional clerical force Speaker would not listen to me. I asked if there was any statemen 
= and other expenses to carry into effect the act entitled ‘‘An act grant-| The SPEAKER. The Chair has been listening to the gentl 
ee. ing pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the per- | from Kentucky all the time. 
formance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I make the point of order that 
children, and dependent parents,’’ from July 20, 1890, for the balance | there is no statement. I asked if there was a statement. 
of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, had directed him to report the The SPEAKER. The gentleman asked if there was a statement 
same back to the House without amendment and with a favorable | but he made no point of order with regard to i Did the gent ! 
recommendation. | intend to make the point of order? % 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and | Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Lintended to make the point 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. of order. 
The SPEAKER. The question is upon the passage of the bill. | TheSPEAKER. Has the gentleman from Kan , 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that by the | in connection with the conference report? 
sound the ayes seemed to have it. } Mr. MORRILL. I made the statement that it i : 
Mr. ENLOE. I demand the yeas and nays. | in the phraseology of the bill. 
The yeas and nays were refused. | Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That was a verba 
The bill was then passed. | ment. 
Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | The SPEAKER. The gentle n to ¢ technical statement 
sed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. | by the House conferees. 
The latter motion was agreed to. | Mr. CANNON. If there is no written statement, I think under the 
MEMOBIAL TABLET, DIPLOMATIC CHAMBER, STATE DEPARTMENT. | rules there ought to be, and so that there may bea statement b 
| mitted to-morrow, 1 move that the House do now adjourn 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from | The SPEAKER. ‘The pointof the gentleman from Kentucky is well 
d the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- | taken; for the rules of the House require that a statement shall be 
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made by the House conferees. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
| moves that the House do now adjourn 

The motion was agreed to: and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 11 min- 

utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows 
CLAIM OF E. E, CHAPIN. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy ol 
a communication from the Attorney-General, submitting for an appro- 
priation the claim of E. E. Chapin, assistant attorney for the eastern 
and western districts of Wisconsin, amounting to $787.50—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

MAPS OF CHICKAMAUGA BATTLE-FIELD. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
submitted by the Secretary of War for an appropriation of $3,000 for 
maps of Chickamauga battle-field—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


RESOLUTION. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
sy Mr. MILLIKEN (by request) 
Resolved, Thatthe Doorkeeper be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint 


Joseph Reardon a messenger, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House 
of Representatives; 


to the Committee on Accounts. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the Miscellaneous Document No. 177, a letter from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the 
tindings of the court in the case of the executors of John G. Holloway 
against the United States, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 11461) 
for the relief of the executors of John G. Holloway, deceased; which 
was read twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 2721), referred tothe 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported with amendment the following bills of the House; which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

\ bill (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed. Re- 
port No, 2722.) 


\ bill (Hf. R. 7786) granting a pension to Mrs. Rachel Wright. Re- 
port No. 2723.) 

\ bill (H. R, 5812) granting a pension to Alonzo Hix. (Report No. 
2724. ) 


Mr. LAIDLAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S, 312) for the relief of Thomas P. Morgan, jr., 
accompanied by a report (No. 2725)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably the bill 
o! the House (H, R. 1453) forthe relief of Nathan Butler, accompanied 
by a report (No, 2726)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8453) to authorize 
the construction of the Potomac River Railroad in the District of Co- 


lumbia, and to define the route of the same, accompanied by a report 


(No. 2727)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House : 

A bill (I. R. 11243) grantinga pension to Sarah H. Philp. (Report 
No. 2728. ) 

A bill (S. 1640) granting a pensionto Helen A. Beebe. (Report No. 
2729. ) 

Mr. WILLCOX, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R, 7521) for the relief of heirs of Philip 
C. Rowe, reported, asa substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 11404) forthe re- 
lief of heirs of Philip C. Rowe; which was read twice, and, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2730), referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with amend- 
ment the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to 
the House Calendar: 

A bill (HL. R. 9852) to authorize the Lake Charles Road and Bridge 
Company of Lake Charles, La., toconstruct and maintain bridges across 
English Bayou and Caleasieu River. (Report No. 2731.) 


A bill (H. R. 10835) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 


the Savannah River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Com- 
pany. (Report No. 2732.) 





JuLyY 15, 


| Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
| with amendment the bill of the House (H. R.11098) for the relief of 
| Lorenzo 8, Coffin, late chaplain Thirty-second Regiment of Iowa Vol- 
| unteers, accompanied by a report (No. 2733)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
| troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

3y Mr. FRANK: A bill (H. R. 11402) to regulate the register of 
bottles used in the sale of beverages and providing for their disposition 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
Inmbia. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 11403) to amend section 1 of 
“An act to regulate the issue of artificial limbs to disabled soldiers, sea- 
men, and others,’’ approved August 15, 1876—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 11405) to amend sections 11 and 
12 of the shipping act of 1886—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 11406) to confirm certain sales of 
the Kansas trust and diminished-reserve lands in the State of Kansas— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania (by request): A bill (H. R. 
| 11407) to improve car service on Fourteenth street extended—to the 
| Committee on the District of Columbia. 








PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 11408) for the relief of John A 
Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11409) for the relief of 
| Mary Warner—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 11410) granting a pension to Mary 
} 





P. Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: A bill (H. R. 11411) for the relief of John 
J. Govan, of Phillips County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11412) for the relief of Levander Jenkins—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (I. R. 11413) to place Ransom Kestler on 
the pension-ro]l—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 11414) increasing the pension of Sarah 
Gregg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11415) granting a pension to Leo Stauffer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 11416) granting a pension to James 
Curran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11417) granting an increase 

| of pension to Cecilia I. Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 11418) granting a pension to Lucy 
A. Gillespie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: A bill (H.R. 11419) granting a pen- 
sion to Libbie Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R, 11420) granting a pension to 
Jessie Benton Frémont, widow of John C. Frémont, late a major-gen- 
eral in the United States Army—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 11421) granting a pension to Eliza- 
| beth Dodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference was 
made: 

A bill (H. R. 4991) for the relief of the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of Gerard Wood, deceased—Committee on Military Affairs dis- 
| charged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia: Petition of 14 citizens of Cherokee 
County, Georgia, in favor of appropriation for Galveston Harbor—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. W. Hosckabee and 19 others, of Cherokee County, 
Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of J. H. Honea and 34 others, of Cherokee County, 
Georgia, for passage of same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

| By Mr. CRISP: Petition of Levi H. Harrell and 26 others, of Pulaksi 
| County, Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
, on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. CUMMINGS: Memorial of the Harlem Republican Cla! 
urging the improvement of Harlem River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of citizens of Sumter ¢ So 1 
Carolina, in beha f of improvement of Galveston H Com 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Edgetield Suballiance in same 
measure—to the Committee on Rivers : “ Ha Ors 

Also, petition o' of citizens of same county for same measure 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of J. H. Morris and 158 others, of James 
County, Tennessee, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Comm 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition to place Ransom Kestler on the pen 


sion-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition from citizens of 
ing passage of bill limiting to eight hours per day the services of post- 
oftice clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

by Mr. KELLEY: Resolutions passed by the Rufus Gilpatrick Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Garnett, Kans., disapproving of the 
vote of the Kansas delegation in Congress on the Morrill disability 
pension bill and asking the delegation to vote for the Ingal!s-Cheadle 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 162 members of Soldier Township Sunday School, 
Shawnee County, Kansas, asking Congress to pass some law to enable 
the people of Kansas to counteract the evil influence of the recent de 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States in encouraging the 
establishment of saloons in that State—to the Committe: 
diciary. 

Also, resolutions adopted by a mass-meeting at Os: ity, Kans., 
asking Congress to pass the Wilson bill or some other + aw that will en- 
able.the people of Kansas to avoid the evil effects of the recent decision 
of the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Petition of 8. R. Hatcher and 18 others, from 
Duplin County, North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Maria Meloskey, of New a ver County, 
Carolina, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims under 
visions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. MILES: Petition of J. L. R. Wyckoffand 20 others (10 voters 
and 11 women), citizens of Woodbury, Conn., praying for proposal of 
a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importatior 
exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a bever 
age—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. 

Also, petition of C. A. Dartoies and 13 others (1 voterand 13 women), 
citizens of South Norwalk, Conn., tor same measure—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of George V. York and 12 others (5 voters and & 
women), citizens of Norwalk, Conn., for same measure—to the & 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Henry C. Marow and 50 others (26 voters and 25 
women), citizens of Norwalk, Conn., for same measure—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire: Memorial in 
tion against the adulteration of farm products—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. OATES: Petition of citizens of Wisconsin, in favor of the 
enactment of a law to regulate immigration on lines indicated therein— 
to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization 

Also, petition of 60 citizens of Milwaukee and adjacent purts of W 


Salem, Oregon, ask- 


on the Ju 


North 


the pro- 


y y ry ’ 
favor of legisl 


consin, in favor of same measure—to the Select Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. PICKLER: Memorial of Mary Lathrop, president, and 


other officers, representing 10,000 women of the Women’s Christian 
Union, of Michigan, asking the passage of a law prohibiting the trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors into States contr 
such States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Resolutions of hardware merchants of Phila 
del phia, in favor of bounties for American shipping—to t! 
on Commerce, 

By Mr. SMYSER: Petition of churches, etc., 


ry to the laws of 


of Chagrin Falls, Ohio 


asking for legislation preventing the transmission of certain papers 
through the mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 

Also, petition of the churches of Alliance, Starke C y; 
same relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-load 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Memorial of the city coun 
Biloxi, Miss., favoring the removal of the custom-house from Shields 
borough to Biloxi—to the committee on Commerce 

By Mr. STUMP: Petition for passage of the bankruptcy bill 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Petition of Rev. J. Boicourt and 3 
others, of Osborne County, Kansas, urging imn edi ate fb 
prevent importation of liquors into States where sale of same is pro 
hibited—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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as t | od bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mir. TURPTE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 7285) granting a pension to Norman B. Pratt, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 


and ubmitted reports thereon 

\ bill (Hl. R. 6071) granting a pension to O, Herrick Le Fevre; 

\ bill (H. R. 8822) increasing the pension of Samuel D. Pitcher; 
and 

A bill (HT. R. 10902) to grant a pension to Martin Brachall. 

Mr. PAYNE. Senate joint resolution (S. R. 100) to authorize Carl 
Berlin to accept from the King of Sweden and Norway the decoration 
of the ‘‘ Royal Order of the Sword ”’ was reterred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. This claimant is an inspector of the Soldiers’ Home 
at Dayton, Ohio, and in the opinion of the committee it requires the 
assent of Congress for bim to accept the decoration. The committee 
report back the joint resolution with a recommendation that it be in- 
definitely postponed. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, trom the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4174) to authorize the construction of bridges over the Sa- 
vannah, Ocmulgee, and Oconee Rivers, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
4211) to authorize the construction of bridges over the Savannah, Oc- 
mulgee, and Oconee Rivers by the Macon and Atlantic Railway Com- 
pany, reported it adversely; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

J. H. HOLLANDER. 


Mr. PAYNE. The memorial of J. H. Hollander, of New York City, 
N. Y., praying for Congressional action in respect of his claim against 
Guatemala for injuries done him, ete., was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. Iam instructed by the committee to report a 
resolution, and I ask, if there be no objection, that it may be consid- 
ered at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he hereby is, requested (if in his opinion 
it be not incompatible with the public interest) to communicate to the Senate 
all information in his possession concerning the alleged expulsion of Mr. J. H 
Hollander, a citizen of the United States, from the Kepublic of Guatemala, to- 
gether with all documents and papers touching the subject, and including the 
mativr of the claim of Mr. Hollander against the Government of Guatemala, 
and what action, ifany, has been taken in the premises; and that he inform the 
Senate whetherany application has been made to the Government of Guate- 
mala concerning the temporary return of Mr. Hollander to that Republic for 


the purpose of closing up his affairs,and with what result, and all documents 
and correspondence relating thereto. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
JOUN W. JOHNSTON AND JOHN F. LEWIS. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee to Andit 
and Control! the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolation submitted by the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
TELLER] July 10, 1890, to report it with an amendment in the nature 
of asubstitute. I ask for the present consideration of the’ resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Be it reso!ved by the Senate, That the Secretary of the Senate be authorized to 
pay George Benjamin Johnston, administrator of the estate of John W. John- 
ston. and John F,. Lewis, each the sum of $4,439 out of the contingentfund of 
the Senate 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate will now be read. 

The Curer CLERK. Itis proposed to substitute for the resolution 
the following: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay George Benjamin Johnston, administrator of the estate of 
John W. Johnston, late a Senator from the State of Virginia, and to John F. 
Lewis. late a Senator from the State of Virginia, the sum of $4,439, respectively, 
their salary as such Senators from the 4th day of March, 1869, to the 26th day of 
January, 1870, the said payments to be made from the miscellaneous items of 


the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I ask for immediate action upon the reso- 
lution. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Nevada asks unani- 
mous consent that the resolution just reported by him may be now con- 
sidered. Is there objection ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to hear some explanation of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. TELLER. The two gentlemen referred to in the resolution 
were eleccved Senators from Virginia and came here with their creden- 
tials, but were not seated until some timeatter. By their being seated 
it was declared that they were entitled to have been seated earlier. 
They only re-eived pay from the time they were seated. It has been 
the custom of the Senate at all times, and as I understand also of the 
House of Representatives, to pay from the time the Senator or Repre- 
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sentative should have been seated or from the beginning of the term. 
The resolution is strictly in accordance with the precedents. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The question 
recurs on agreeing to the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 4232) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Lieut. Cornelius McLean; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (8. 4253) granting a pension to Jes- 
sie Frémont; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 4234) to establish a limited post 
and telegraph service, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4235) for the 
relief of the owners, or their legal representatives, of the canal-boats 
Swan and Lewis and Butler; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 4236) to regulate the register of bot- 
tles used in the sale of beverages and providing tor their distribution 
in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ACCOUNTS OF POSTMASTERS, 

Mr. TURPIE. I submit a resolution and ask of the Senate the 

courtesy of its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to send to the Senate a 
tabulated statement within the rule of law published and referred to under the 
resolution of the Senate of April! 10 last in the case of the State of Illinois, of all 
the claims from the State of Indiana presented under chapter 119 of the laws of 
1883; said statement to exhibit the gros+ amount of the earnings of the post- 
masters for each term of service thusascertained and the amount of salary paid 
for each of said terms of service thus ascertained and the difference between 
what was paidthem and what they would have received as commissions under 
the act of 1854 by the rule promulgated by Postmaster-General Gresham on the 
16th of February, 1854, 

Mr. CULLOM. I heard the name of my State mentioned in the 
resolution, but I did not quite catch the statement in connection with 
it. I will ask the Senator what it is. 

Mr. TURPIE. It isa copy ot a resolution offered by the Senator 
from Illinois[ Mr. CvLLomM] and passed by the Senate in April last. 
This resolution applies to Indiana. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move thatthe resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, before which I think at least 
half a dozen similar resolutions are now pending. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask the Senator from Illineis whether the resolu- 
tion introduced by him was referred to the committee. 

Mr. CULLOM,. it was not; it was passed by the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the only one that was passed. All the 
others have been referred. 

Mr. CULLOM. No, sir; I think not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, every one of them. 

Mr. CULLOM. One previous to that, introduced by the junior Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], was passed. I would not be certain 
about it, but possibly there were two or three other such resolutions 
passed; Iam not sure, however. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have a number of resolutions of the same kind 
from Missouri, sent to me by attorneys prosecuting these claims here. 
Mr. HOAR. Then why not have it general as to all of them ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The whole matter, as I understand, is before the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and that is the proper piace 
for it to go. Let them treat all alike. 

Mr. CULLOM. 1 have no objection. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, this resolution does not contemplate 
any present legislation. All the resolution does, as did the former res- 
olution passed by the Senate, which was introduced by the Senator 
from Illinois on the 10th of April last, is to require a certain amount 
of clerical labor by the Postmaster-General in preparing a tabulated 
statement of the accounts in controversy in order that there may be 
further consideration and legislation here. If there is to be a reter- 
ence to the committee, it ought to be, not of this resolution, but of the 
bill which may be based upon it or of the accounts aiter they have 
been received from the Postmaster-General. I think that a reference 
of the resolution would be a delay of the claim and a delay of the set- 
tlement of the question. I am perfectly willing, after the resolution 
has been answered and the tabular statements have been turnished by 
the Department, as they undoubtedly will be, to have the question 
then go to a reference, but I think the proper order now is to adopt the 
resolution. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. CUCKRELL. I have moved to refer it to the Committee « 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
referred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then let it lie over. 

The PRESIDEN pro tempore. The resolution will lie over under 
the rule. 


[s there objection to the present con- 


It must be considered in order to 


REV. A. J. DIAZ. 
Mr. PASCO submitted the following resolution; which wa 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed t 


munieate to the Senate such information as he may have in his possess 


iw 
reference to the alleged arrest and loprisonment of Rev. A. J. Diaz. an Ame 
can citizen and a minister of the Gospel, at Havana, in the Island of Cu y 
officers of the Government of that island and province, and, if the statements 
publicly made as to such arrest are true, whether the said A. J. Diaz has been 
relessed from such imprisonment, and what action, if any, has bee 


nm taken by 
the Government through the Department of State with reference theret 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 
Mr. POWER submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby requested and di- 
rected to furnish this body as soon as practicable with 

First. A complete list of all persons employed upon the Geological Survey on 
the 30th day of June, 1890, together with grade and salary, whence appointed 
and where euployed. In case of persons employed by the day, the nature 
duties performed, where performed, and the number of days employed dur 


the fiseal year ended June 30, I8y0, 
Second, The nature of the duties performed by the “executive officer’’ and 
*ceneral assistant’ of the Geological Survey, where performed, and what re 


lation their duties bear to the seientitic work of the Survey. 

Third. By what authority the “Bureau of Ethnology’ was established, by 
whom J. W. Powell was appointed Director thereof, by whom the subordinates 
of said bureau are appointed ,the names of said subordinates, whence appointed, 
and their compensation on the 30th day of June, 190, 

Fourth, What amount has been expended from appropriations under the 
direction of the Direetor of the Geological Survey during the fiscal years I* 
1890 inclusive,for photographs, transparencies, and other objects by photograp! 
process, not including reproduct ons of maps, plats, sketches, ete., required in 
the reduction or elaboration of field work pertaining to geography, 
and topography. 

Fifth. What persons,if any, borne upon the rolls of the Geological Survey 
and receiving compensation thereunder, are employed in any other bran 


geology, 





1 of 
the public service, and, ifso employed the compensation received from « I 
or both employments. 

Also, whe her any persons employed upon the Geological Survey are receiv 
ing compensation from any other branch of the public service, and,if so, their 
compensation thereunder and from the Geological Survey, if any 

Sixth. What contracts or agreements have been entered into for engraving 
the maps of the Geological Survey, whether such contracts or agreements 
if any, were made after competitive offers to perform the work, and in pursu- 


: 
ance of section 3709 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


Mr. POWER. [I ask for the present consideration of the resolution: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present « 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. HOAR. In the first line of it the words ‘‘ requested and’’ should 
be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Those words will be stricken out in 
accordance with the precedent of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Montana that a good 
deal of the information asked for in the resolution is already found in 
the annual Blue Book. I think every employé of the Geological Sur- 
vey will be found in that volume now in print. It has just been pub- 
lished. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. HOAR. Let the words ‘‘ requested and ’’ be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been done, in accordance 


m- 


with the usage of the Senate. The Chair hears no objection to the | 


present consideration of the resolution, and the question is on agreeing 
to the same. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
TRANSSHIPMENT OF GOODS THROUGH CANADA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], coming 
over from a previous day. 

Mr. CULLOM., I will introduce a resolution changing the phrase- 
ology a Jittle. The resolution which I introduced yesterday is some- 
what assumptive in its character, and I have written another resolu- 
tion, leaving ont of it all of those words, and making it a mere resolution 
of inquiry, so that there can be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be substituted for and take 
the place of the other resolution ? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution now submitted will 
be read, the other being withdrawn. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to | 


inform the Senate whether merchandise in bond, appraised or unappraised 
and goods of domestic origin, are permitted to be forwarded between Atlantic 
and Pacific ports of the United States over the Canadian Pacific Railway. and 
whether said merchandise on arrival at Vancouver, British Columbia, is there 


tT 
transshipped to vessels or cars, as the case may be, and whether or not such 


transportation and transshipment on foreign territory is consistent with the j War on some 
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Mr. HOAR. I have no objection to this resolution of inquir I 


suppose that if there be any abuse it ought to be disclosed to the S 


ate; and, if there be no abuse, but there be a 


uspicion or feeling that 
one exists to any extent, such an inquiry enables the facts to be laid 
before the public to the acquittal of any person charged. But I would 
suygest tomy honorable friend from I|linois whether it would not be well 
to strike out or modily the last clause in the resolution betore the 
amendment was proposed which instructs the Secretary of the Tre 
ury to give his opinion to the Senate upon a question of law. [under 
stand there is no such obligation on the part of that officer, and itstril 
me that it should not be required of him. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the senator refer to the clause ingu 


whether it ‘‘ can be done withs 


ifety to the revenue in¢ 
gard to American interest 
Ir. HOAR No. 
Mr. CULLOM Or does he refer to the interstate 
Mr. HOAR. If the Secretary will send me the resolution from tl 
desk, I will indicate the clause to which I refer. 
Mr. CULLOM., Here is a« ypy of the res | 
Mr. HOAR. ‘The clause to which I refer reads 


commerce part ? 


Whether in his nuigment loa g < ling, #@a i a 
with law and the provis 3 of sections 4006 an R d 8 of 
the United States 

It must be his judgment of course. I think all the langua x } 
requires the Secretary of the Treasury to vi opiniou whether a 

| certain practice is or is not lawtul should vo I bhere is ar t. | 
believe, to make such a demand of the Att General by eit] 
Hi use of Congress. 

Mr. HISCOCK it seems to me it is extreme Ww that the S« 

tary of the Treasury should advise us in his report as to th 


tion he puts upon the statute. 
Mr. HOAR lo that I do not object. 
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Mr. HOAR. I think the Secretary n 
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not taining to my action in connection with this resolution that 
loo! eyond getting the facts tosee what they are. I think, asthe 
et t of the lrea ry has entire control of the revennes ol the 
country and the collection of them, if th inything in the law that 
Wigment ought to be changed in connection with our interest 

in Canada, et it is entirely proper that he should say it. As to the 
part ot the 1 ution that the Senator from M achusetts criticises, 
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There 1 i dispute as to exactly what the law is 


Mr. HOAR. Strike out the latter part and leave the inquiry whether 
that can be done with safety That is all 
Mr.CULLOM 


it, | will agree to strike it out 

Mr. WASHBURN. I should like to know—— 

Mr. ALISON It is impossible for us to know what is going on in 
the way of conversation between Senators respecting this matter. 

Mr.CULLOM. What does the Senator from lowa desire ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Wedo rot } 
het ween Senators 

Mr. WASHBURN. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois 
if he supposes the Secretary of the Treasury would allow this thing to 
be done as it has been for years and years, loading, bonding, sealing, and 
manifesting, if it was not in his opinion in accordance with law. 

Mr. CULLOM. Itis in aecordance with law, but his opinion may 
be that the law ought to be changed in the interest of the revenues ot 
the country and the proper enforcement of their collection. 

Mr. WASHBURN 
whether the law should not be changed, not to impute tothe Secretary 
of the Treasury a violation of the law in the very language of the res- 
olution 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam willing myself to strike out the last portion 
of the resolution entirely if that will satisfy the Senator. I think that 
most of the information which Iam anxious to get is involved in the 
inquiries in the first part of the resolution. So I will strike out the 
last part of the resolution, and I have no objection whatever to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN ]. 
I am willing to consent that that shall be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As part of the Senator’s resolution ? 

Mr. CULLOM. I am not particular about that or whether it be 
agreed to as an amendment 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As an additional paragraph ? 

Mr. CULLOM. As an addition to the first part of the resolution I 
offered, striking out the portion beginning ‘‘and also that the Secre- 
tary be, and he is hereby.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Striking out the last paragraph and 
substituting therefor the two paragraphs offered by the Senator from 
Minnesota? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir 

Mr. WASHBURN. To be, as I understand, an addition to the reso- 
lution*of the Senator from Illinois 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To substitute the paragraphs pro- 
posed by the Senator from Minnesota for the parts stricken out by the 
Senator from I)linois ? 

Mr.CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution as modified will now 
be read as one entire proposition to be voted upon by the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


ear the conversation that is going on 


Resolved, That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 


inform the Senate whether merchandise in bond, appraised or unappraised, and 
yoods of domestic origin are permitted to be forwarded between Atlantic and 
Pacific ports of the United States over the Canadian Pacific Railway, and 
whether said merchandise on arrival at Vancouver, British Columbia, is there 
transshipped to vessels or cars, as the case may be, and whether or not such 
transportation and transshipment on foreign territory is consistent with the 
safety of the revenue and the laws governing the coasting trade of the United 
states 

Also, that the Secretary be, and he is hereby, instructed to report whether 
merchandise other than the products of contiguous countries is permitted to 
enter the United States under consular seal and proceed to destination without 
entry or examination atthe portof first arrival. 

Also, that said Secretary be, and he is hereby, instructed to report whether he 
has official knowledge that the Grand Trunk Railway has willfully or otherwise 
violated any ofthe revenue or coasting laws of the United States in carrying mer- 


chandise in bond between places in the United States. Also, whether the en- 


tering into the United States under consular seal and forwarding to destination 


without entry or examination atthe port of first arrival of merchandise or other 


than the products of contiguous countries is being done, and, if so, whether it is | 


permissible under our revenue laws; also, whether he has official knowledge of 
any complaints by any American producer, shipper, or consumer against the 


transportation in bond of any merchandise as hereinbefore set forth, and, if so, 
that he report the same to the Senate. 


rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution as modified 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 
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ought to go out of the resolution, if it does not destroy the purpose of | 


‘Then it seems to me the inquiry should be made | 
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STATE WAR CLAIMS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
coming over from a previous day. ‘The resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. DANIEL July 
| 15, 1890, as follows 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 


nform the Senate what amounts will be due the States of New York, Pennsy! 
} 


van Delaware, Virginia, and South Carolina, and the city of Baltimore, on ac- 
count of advances and expenditures made by them in the war of 1812, computing 
the interest on said advances and expenditures as set forth in the amendment 


intended to be proposed by Mr. Bur_er, of South Carolina, to bill (H. R. 10726) 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department ana for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for 
| the year « nding June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, as offered by him June 21, 
LAA 
The Secretary of the Treasury is also requested to inform the Senate what 


debts and obligations are due, if any, from the respective States and the city of 
Baltimore to the United States. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The word ‘‘ requested ’’ where it 
occurs in the resolution will be changed to ‘‘ directed.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] is neces- 
sarily absent this morning. He asked me to see that this resolution 
was adopted by the Senate. I propose to amend it to carry out the 
design of the Senator the more effectually than the resolution does as 
at present worded. I move to strike out all after the word ‘‘ expendi- 
tures,’’ as follows: ‘‘as set forth in the amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by Mr. BuTLER, of South Carolina, to bill (H. R. 10726),’’ and 
all the remainder of that paragraph, and insert what I send to the 
Chair in brackets. That carries out the idea in a little better form. 
I also move to strike out of the next paragraph the word “‘ requested ”’ 
and insert the word ‘‘ directed.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has already been done. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Afterthe word ‘‘expenditures’’it is proposed 
to strike out: 

As set forth in the amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Brrier, of 
South Carolina, to bill (H. R. 10726) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
lations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 189], and for 
other purposes, as offered by him June 21, 1890. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

And in computing the interest on said advances the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury shall comply with the rule asapplied by act of Congress to the account of 
the State of Maryland. 


| 
| Mr. DAWES. That is what is proposed in the amendment oflered 
| by the Senator from South Carolina. So the object will be attained 


The question is on agreeing to the | 


in that way; but if reference is made in the resolution to a proposed 
amendment here it is difficult to see how the Secretary of the Treasury 
will understand what he has got to do. 

I wish to say further in reference to the whole resolution that largely 
if not entirely all that information is already in public documents, but 
not in precisely the same shape that would enable the Committee on 
Appropriations to avail themselves of it if they saw fit to embody it 
in an amendment; and it is the desire of the Senator from Virginia 
that it should be in such shape that the Committee on Appropriations 
will know exactly in dollars and cents what it will cost to the Treasury 
of the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand the Senator that this is for the 
purpose of getting an estimate from the Treasury Department to bé sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Appropriations for an appropriation in this 
matter that has been pending now for nearly a century ? 

Mr. DAWES. An amendment to an appropriation bill has been pro- 
posed by the Senator from South Carolina which the Committee on Ap- 
propriations—I suppose it will be no impropriety in me in saying so— 
deemed so indefinite that they did not care to act upon it and they de- 
clined to act upon it. I do not know that it is proper for me to state 
| that. 

It was suggested to the Senator from Virginia that he could obtain, 
through a resolution asking the Secretary of the Treasury to make a 


| statement,a more definite statement of what this claim is upon the 
United States. It is not what the Committee on Appropriations or the 
| Committee on Indian Affairs are seeking. I am merely doing for the 
Senator from Virginia in his absence what he wants to have done, which 
is to get a statement or paper so that hereafter he can present to Con- 
gress a distinct proposition. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I understand the resolution of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is only asking for information. No action is required, 
but it is only calling for information and that a computation shall be 
made upon the same rule as was applied in the case of Maryland, that 
being a similar case. The Senator from Massachusetts makes the mo- 
tion at the instance of my colleague [Mr. DANIEL], who is absent from 
the city. ‘ 

Mr. DAWES. I owe an apology to the Senator from Virginia [ Mr. 
BARBOUR]. I was not aware that he was in his seat or I should have 
consulted him in relation to the matter. 

Mr. BARBOUR. No apology is required. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The reason I called attention to the fact is that 
| the Senator from Massachusetts intimated that this was a question 
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simply for the Approprié — Commi ittee and that this was a kind o 
estimate to be laid before the I understand there have been private 
bills pending here for the last seventy-five years in Congress in regard 
to these claims. There isa bill now before the Committee on Claims 
if 1 am not mistaken, in regard to the matter. I ask the chairman of 
that committee to say whether there is not such a bill pending there. 
ver SPOONER. In reply to the question of the Senator from Mis- 
uri I have to say that at the last session of the last Congress a bill 
was reported by the Committee on Claims in favor of reimbursing the 
city of Baltimore and certain States for expenditures made for the " 
f 1812, the interest being calculated upon the same principle as that 
which obtained in the settlement with Massachusetts and one other 
state 

Prior to that a resolution had been adopted by either the House or 
the Senate, calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury to report to 
Congress the amount which would be due to the various States and to 
the city of Baltimore upon the basis of interest correctly calculated. 
That report was made, and I believe the amount was set forth in the 
report which I had the honor to make to the Senate in favor of the 
bill. The bill did not pass the last Congress, but I think the bill! 
passed the Senate at this session of Congress, so that it is not now pend 
ing before the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I mean that it has been acted upon formerly and 
is essentially a claim, and the matter was pending here. I have no 
objection to the information being called for, but Ido not want the im 
pression to go out that the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate 
is going to take up a claim as old as this and stick it on an appropr 
tion bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I donot differ with the Senator from Missouri. W* 
re aware of all these facts. I am, as [hs avest ated, simply doing what 
th e Senator from Virginia [ Mr. DANIEL] desires to have done, who is 
necessarily absent — can not do it himself. He wants to get this in- 
formation from the Treasury Department. What he wants to do witl 


it after he gets itis a matter for him to judge himself as a Senator, and 
it is not for usto say beforehand that he shall not do so and so with it. 
It is not as a member of the Committee on Appropriations that I am 
sing to getanything upon an appropriation bill or to revel 

1 an appropriation bill. 


Che Senator from Virginia encountered the fact that 1 ob uy could 









tell what this would lead to, and it was suggested to him thatit would 
be wise for him to get exactly in dollars and cents aad the effect 
would be upon the Treasury before he made any further advances, and 
the Senator is doing it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that this is a matter which ought to bi 
done with some leisureand care by the Secretary of the Treasury, l 
therefore I moveto add tothe resolution, ‘‘and that he report by tl 

fonday of December next or as soon thereafter as may be.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One amendment is pending now 

Mr. BUTLER. It seems to me that the information can be 
cured earlier than that, 


Mr. ALLISON. It may be, but we should give the Secretary of the 
lreasury ample time. It is too late to do it at this session, of cout 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is-on the aaah nt 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Iowa prop 
an amendment to the resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON. I propose to amend by instructing the Secretary o 
the Treasury to report on the first Monday of December next or as soon 
thereafter as may be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated 

The CHleF CLERK. If is proposed to add to the resolution 


And that he report by the first Monday of December next or as « 


on 
after as may be. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs 
to the resolution as amended. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


upon agree ing 


"RESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O 


PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on | 


the 15th instant approved and signed the act (S. 1064) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret E. Adamson. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT BALTIMORE, MD. 
‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business ? 

Mr. SP OONER. Str. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator rise 
business ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I rise tomake a request for unanimous consent 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there farther morning business ? 
If there be none, that order is closed. The Senator trom Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Calendar No. 1735, Senate bill 2249. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


to morning 
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Mr. STEWART. There will be no debate. 
all the mining men are agreed to it, 

Mr. ALLISON, Is ita long bill? 

Mr. STEWART. Not very long. It is the bill (S. 165) to amend 
< pter 6 of ‘litle XX XII of the Kevised Statutes, relating to mineral 
lands and mining resource 


It isa mining bill, and 


The PRESIDENT pro tempor The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent that the pending business may be informally laid | 
aside 

Mr. ALLISON, I reserve the right to object at any moment if de- 
bate should apring up on this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo The reading of the bill of the Sena- 


tor irom Nevada will proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I observe that that is a long bill with a number of 
amendments, and though I should be very glad to accommodate the Sen- 
ator trom Nevada I teel constrained to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa objects. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

rhe motion was ayvreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive busing \iter twenty-five minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the coors were reopened. 

MARY E, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
tion of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 1 ask the Senator from Iowa to yield to 
me a moment to allow me tocall up Calendar number 1537, being Sen- 
ate bill 3730, which will occupy the attention of the Senate but a mo- 
ment, 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield to hear what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Srcrerary. A bill (8S. 3730) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Greening, widow of Orlando A. Greening, who served in the Indian war. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator trom Arkansas asks 
1imous consent that the pending business may be iniormally laid 
in order to consider this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill not object to the consideration of this case if 
it does not lead to debate, but I reserve the right to object it it does. 

The bill was read. 

It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary E. Green- 
ing, of Camden, Ark., the widow of Orlando A. Greening, wl o served 
in Capt. John A. Elmore’s company from the State of AJabama, in the 
Creek Indian war, in 1836, and to pay her the same pension as is allowed 
by law to the widows of the soldiers of the war of 1812. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think that may lead to some debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will resume its place on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Is there any intimation on the part of 
anybody of a desire to debate the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON, It seems to be a very old case, and I think it had 
better be called up at some other time. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is not an old case at all. It has been 
reported by the Committee on Pensions and has been on the Calendar 
like a number ot other cases. The applicant is a very old woman, and 
the service was rendered the Government a long time ago. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it a Senate bill? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, It is a Senate bill reported by the Sen- 
ate Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. ALLISON, I will yield if it occasions no debate. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHICKAMAUGA NATIONAL MILITARY PARK, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have been negotiating with our obliging friend, 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, to yield in one more 
case for the consideration of House bill 6454, Order of Business 1586, a 
bill well known, and I think it will lead to nothing more than the or- 
dinary explanation, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CutgF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 6454) to establish a national mil- 
itary park at the battle-field of Chickamauga. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis rather an ungracious thing to object to the 
consideration of these bills. 
Senator trom Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], and I will yield for the con- 
sideration of this bill this morning if it will lead to no debate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It will not lead to debate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There will be no debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I yield. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 


GREENING. 
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The Senate resumes the considera- | 


I have been very strongly pressed by the | 
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| Mr. HAWLEY. I would not think of occupying the time of the 
Senate with the bill which is now under consideration by unanimous 
consent, but I beg leave to say just a word or two. 

| The Senate Committee on Military Affairs adopted in this case the 
report made by the House committee, and I commend it to those who 
wish to study this question as an exceedingly able report and one his- 
toricaliy very valuable. 

Just a word now in regard tothe battle itself. There are seven Sena- 
tors in this Chamber who participated in that battle. It was one of the 
bloodiest fights known in history, and one, so tar as military skill and 
sublime courage were concerned,among the most remarkable in history. 
The regular Army had nine regiments and seven batteries in the field 
and eighteen States had troops in the Union Army engaged in the move- 
ment. The average loss on each side was 33 per cent., and in many 
portions of each line the loss reached 50 per cent. and as high as 75 per 
cent, 

The bill is well drawn. All the relations between those on either 
side have been established in the most triendly manner, and there has 
been a strong pressure on me constantly to urge the passage of this bill. 
‘There are two or three minor amendments which the committee report 
that should be made. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 3, line 41, after the 
words ‘‘Chickamauga River,’’ to insert: 

Eighth, the road from the crossing of Lookout Creek across the northern slope 


of Lookout Mountain and thence to the old Summerville Road and tothe valley 
on the east slope of the said mountain. 


The next amendment was, in section 5, line 4, after the word ‘‘com- 
missioners,’’ to insert ‘‘each of whom shall have actively participated 
in the battle of Chickamauga or any of the battles about Chattanooga;”’ 
so as to read: 


Sec. 5. That the affairs of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park 
shall, subject to the supervision and direction of the Secretary of War, be in 
charge of three commissioners, each of whom shall have a tively participated 
in the battle of Chickamauga or anv of the battles about Chattanooga, two to 
be appointed from civil life by the Secretary of War, and a third, who shall be 
detailed by the Secretary of War from among those officers of the Army best ac- 
quainted with the details of the battles of Chickamauga and Chat.anooga, who 
shall act as secretary of the commission. 


The amendment was areed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 14, after the words ‘‘ de- 
tails of the,’’ to strike out ‘* battle ’’ and insert ‘‘ battles,’’ and in line 
15, after the word ‘‘ Chattanooga,’’ toinsert ‘‘and who shall have act- 
ively participated in any of those battles;’’ so as to read: 


The Secretary of War shall have authority to employ. at such compensatiog 
as he may deem reasonable and just, to be paid out of the appropriation made 
by this act, some person recognized as wel! informed in regard to the details of 
the battles of Chickamauga and Chattanvoga and who shall have actively par- 
ticipated in any of those battles,and it shall be the duty of the Secretary of 
War, from and after the passage or this act,through the commissioners and 
their assistant in historical work,and under the act approved August |, 1888, 
regulating the condemnation of land for public uses, to proceed with the pre- 
liminary work of establishing the park and its approaches as the same are de- 
fined in this act, and the expenses thus incurred shall be paid out of the appro- 
priation provided by this act. 


| The amendment was agreed to. 
i 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A verbal amendment is required in 
line 17 of the same section. The word ‘‘or’’ should be changed to the 
word ‘‘ of;’’ so as to read: ‘* after the passage of thisact.’’? That amend- 
ment will be made, in the absence of objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. GIBSON. I think it may be proper as one of the soldiers on the 
Confederate side in that battle that I should rise and say that for one 
I cordially indorse the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It isimportant that possession should be obtained 
of some of the ground, especially the forest, which may be cut off now, 
in anticipation of tke bill becoming a law, by the present owners, and 
I beg that the Senate insist upon its amendments and ask for a con- 
ference with the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Connecticut moves 
| that the Senate insist upon its amendments to this bill and ask for a 

conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 
The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
| appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. 
| COCKRELL, and Mr. WALTHALL were appointed. 

ALBERT C, ANDREWS. 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask the Sen- 
ate to pass a pension bill? It isa bill which one of my colleagues in 
| the other House has been requesting me for some time to have acted 
upon. It is a private pension bill, and will not take half a minute. 


The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
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Mr. ALLISON. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. Task unanimous consent to call up Order of Business 
1600, House bill 6074. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks upanimous consent that the unfinished business may be infor 
ally laid aside to enable him to have considered a bill the title of which 
will be stated. 

CHier CLERK. 
Andrews, 

! nanimons consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Albert C. Andrews, 
late of Company H, Thirty-second Regiment Massachusetts Intantry 
Volunteers, a pension of $15 per month in lien of the one he is now 
receiving. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker et the House had signed the 
enrolled bill (H. R. 4570) to authorize the Leavenworth and Platte 
County Bridge Company to substitute a pivot draw-bridge over the 
Missouri River in place of a ponton-bridge; and it was thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A bill (H. R. 6074) for the relief of Albert C. 


Mr. DAWES. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropriati 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10726) making appropriations tor 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and jor 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year 
ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, to report it with sundry 
amendments, accompanied by a written report. 

| desire to state that immediately after the conclusion of the consid 
eration of the pending appropriation bill I shall ask the Senate to con 
sider the Indian appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
endar. 


The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


CTRANSSHIPMENT OF 


Mr. CULLOM. 
at this time, 
fhe resolution was read, as follows: 


GOooDs 


THROUGH CANADA, 


I submit a resolution, and ask that it be acted upon 





Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, instr: d 
to report to the Senate whether, in his judgment, londing, bonding, sealing. and 
manifesting cars or vehicles in Canadian territory for transit through Canadian 
territory in bond to American ports can be done with saiety to the revenue and 


with a proper regard to American interests, capital, and labor, and with the 
proper enforcement of the interstate-commerce law upon al! transportation 
alike, whether partly in transit through foreign territory or wholly within the 
United States, and where and to what extent such loading, bonding, sealing, 
and manifesting cars or vehicles in Canada is done,and under what law, stat- 
ute, or treaty. 

Mr. CULLOM. Partof that resolution was before the Senate this 
morning, but was subject to criticism, I think probably rightly. I 
have seen the Senator who made the criticism, and also the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], and I think there is no objection 
to this resolution, and I ask for its immediate adoption. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


MACON AND ATLANTIC RAILWAY BRIDGES, 


Mr. VEST. I desire to make a motion to reconsider the action of 
the Senate by which Senate bill 4201, which L reported a while ago 
from the Committee on Commerce, was indefinitely postponed. I want 
to reconsider that action and simply put the bill on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With the adverse report ? 

Mr. VEST. With the adverse report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote by 
which the bill (8S. 4201) to authorize the construction of bridges over the 
Savannah, Ocmulgee, and Oconee Rivers by the Macon and Atlantic 
Railway Company was indefinitely post; oned will be reconsidered, and 
the bill, with the adverse report, will be placed on the Calengar. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL JS 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1891, and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations, on page 50, line 22, alter 
the word ‘‘surveys,’’ to strike out ‘‘and resurveys,’’ and after the 
word ‘‘lands,’’ in the same line, to strike out ‘including not exceed 
ing $5,000 for survey of land for town-site purposes at Port Angeles, 
Washington, and not exceeding $300 for surveying a tract of land in 
township 8 south, range 9 east, Huntsville meridian, Alabama, des 
nated on the official plat of survey as a perpendicular bluff trom thre 
to five hundred feet high and about 800 yards wide, situate and rt 
ning along either side of Little Kiver through the township, and further 
designated and known as May’s Gulf, two”’ and insert “' six;’’ 
make the clause read: 





For surveys of public lands $,600,000, at rates not exceeding 
for standard and meander lines, $7 for township, and $ for se 


$9 per linear mile 
tion lines, etc, 
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running along either side of Lit River through the township, and further 
designated and known as May Gulf, $ 


Mr. MORGAN. I should hke to ask the chairman of the committee 
what tract of land that isabout Huntsville, Ala., thatis to be surveyed. 
How does that happen ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand from those familiar with the subject 
that there 1s a little strip of land along a bluff which is described here 


about S00 yards wide and perhaps two or three miles long, that has never 
been surveyed. It wassupposed to be absolutely valueless, but I believe 
recently there has been some application either for entry or purchase 
of it, and it can not be disposed of until it is surveyed. I will say to 
the Senator that his colleague in the other House, Colonel ForRNEY, is 
quite familiar with this matter, and stated to me personally that it 
was all right. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
tract there. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the tract comprises about 2,000 acres 

Mr. GORMAN. The provision in the bill as it came trom the House 
is that the expense is to come out of the general fund. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; we made a separate paragraph of it, because it 
seems to have no cornection with the general survey of th 
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ands. 


I was just surprised to find that there was any such 
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lhe amendment was agreed to. 
Che reading of the bill was resumed. 
| The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ United States Geolog- 
ical Survey,’’ on page 54, line 17, after ‘‘ United States,’’ 
‘“*two’’ and insert 
For topogr 


to strike out 


*three;’’ so as to read 


whic surveys in various portions of the United States, $ 000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, after the wv 1 ‘‘ dollars,’’ in 
line 17, to insert 
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4nd so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitled, “An act making appropria- 
lions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,” as provides for the selection and location 
of reservoirs and canals upon the public lands, and the reservation of irriga- 
ble lands, is hereby repealed: Provided, That reservoir and canal sites hereto- 
fore located or selected shall remain segregated and reserve dfrom entry or set 
tlement until otherwise provided by la\ 


Mr. VEST. I should like to make an inquiry for information. Why 
is the limitation put there that one-half of the $300,000 shall be ex- 
pended west of a certain meridian ” 

Mr. ALLISON. The object the committee had in view in suggest- 
ing this amendment was to require the Director of the Geological Sur- 
vey Lo ¢ xtend his topographic work largely into the regi n deac ribe d 
by the map which the Senator will see suspended to the wall. It be- 
ing stated by the Director of the Geological Survey that topography is 
the first ste p in ascertaining the proper places for the location of reser- 
voirs, ete., it was thought that in this way he would be able to use a 
considerable portion of the fund in establishing reservoirs under his 
regular appropriation for the Geological Survey. Therefore we in- 
creased the appropriation $100,000, and provided that one-half of it 
should be expended in the region which is described and which is well 
known to the Senator. That is in brief the object of the limitation. I 
hope it will be satisfactory to the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. 
to hear authoritatively upon the subject from the chairman of the com 
mittee, 


question of great importance before the Senate about which I have 
been insomuch doubt. I must confess that with what time I have been 
able to give to the examination of this question, and with my personal 
observation in the West, Iam not inclined to go into the irrigation busi- 
ness to the extent that has been proposed by its adherents. I have 
very grave doubt from my knowledge as a Western man whether the 
system ispracticable. Ihave much greater doubt whether the amount 
of money that will be required for it will ever bring back sufficient re- 
sults for the outlay. 

As I have understood the position of the majority of the Committee 


~~ 
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I desire to add now, however, that the topographic survey which is 
made as the basis of the geological investigation answers also for the 
irrigation survey, goes on for the irrigation survey also; that no odds 


| whether the topographic survey is made on account of the geological 
survey or the irrigation survey, it answers both purposes. 


[ supposed that that was the object, though I wanted | 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Missouri to yield to me for 
a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 
y ield ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator from Texas is mistaken as to 
the result and effect of this appropriation. As I understand the Di- 
rector of the Geological Survey, his idea is that in making an irrigation 
survey it is necessary, first, to have a topographic survey; that that is 
the initial point and the beginning of all this plan for irrigation; that 
the first step is topography. After the topography is accomplished, 
then the Director suggests that it is necessary to have a hydrographic 
survey, which means, as I understand, the taking of the topography 
and delineating upon the map already made the waters, which isa very 
small thing to do. 

Mr. REAGAN. He estimates the volume and quantity of the water. 

Mr. ALLISON. That includes, of course, as stated by the Senator 
from Texas, the measurement of waters ‘as well as their delineation 


| upon the maps. But this measurement of waters goes pari passu with 
I must confess, sir, that with every disposition in the world to do | 
what is right about this irrigation matter, I do not think there is any | 


| 


the topography. The people who are engaged in topography can, as 
they go along, measure the rainfall or the depth and volume of the 
waters and the watersheds, if you please. So hydrography is an in- 
finitesimal part of the cost of this survey. 

After that is done it is said that some engineering is necessary for 
the purpose of delineating the canals also upon the map; but accord- 
ing to the views of the Director of the Survey it is not necessary to 
survey the canals upon the ground. In his topographic map he estab- 
lishes contour lines which show the declivities ranning through these 
valleys; and therefore it\is not a part of his purpose, as 1 understand, 


| in this irrigation survey to go upon the ground and mark out the 


on Appropriations, it has been against this appropriation of $777,500 | 


for irrigation purposes, that is, the aggregate amount, and they have 


reported in favor of striking that out. Now, I see that $150,000 under | 


the appropriation here for the Geological Survey is to be expended west 
of the one hundred and first meridian for irrigation purposes. So we 
find ourselves in just this condition, that those of us who do not be- 
lieve in the irrigation system are asked to give $150,000 towards it in- 
stead of $777,500, and it is a question simply of amount, whilst those 
who are in favor of the irrigation system find themselves substantially 
defeated in the striking out of the large appropriation of $777,500, and 


instead that system is given in the bill only $150,000. Now, we ought | 


to do one thing or the other. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to make 
an explanation to the Senator from Iowa? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Texas ? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 

Mr. REAGAN. I call the Senator’s attention to the portion of that 
map of the United States here marked in blue. Each of those por- 
tions of country marked in blue covers geological surveys made under 
the present regulations for surveys. ‘The other colored portions of the 
western part of the map are the portions of geological surveys made 
by Wheeler and others who have been sent to that country. 


Now, this bill appropriates $300,000 for geological surveys, requir- | 


ing one-half of it, $150,000, to be expended west of the one hundred 
and first meridian. As suggested by the Senator from Iowa, that 
may be utilized for the purpose of ascertaining the places for reser- 
voirs and ditches, but, while the authority will be in the law, that in- 
ducement will be done away with if the purpose of the committee is 
effected. 

Mr. ALLISON 
stand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to call the attention 
of the Senator froin Texas to the fact that the Reporters do not heara 
word that he says with his back turned towards them. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator from Iowa will allow me, 1 will 
state, 80 that the Reporter may hear me, that I called the attention of 
the Senator from Missouri to the fact that all that is marked in blue 
on the map of the United States hung upon the wall was the portion 
of the geological survey which had been executed under the direction 
of Major Powell; that the part of the map of the United States col- 
ored in other colors was the portion of the geological survey that had 
been made by Professor Wheeler and others, and that the appropria- 
tion of $300,000 for the geological survey as proposed by the com- 
mittee requires the use of $150,000 of that amount west of the one 
hundred and first meridian of longitude. I also stated that as I under- 
stood the effect of the recommendation of the committee it was to re- 
peal the law providing for an irrigation survey, and if that be true, then 
the whole of it must go necessarily for the geological survey. 


I will state to the Senator that I do not so under- 





canals as an engineer would mark out if he was attempting to build 
acanal. So substantially all the work that is necessary for informa- 
tion respecting irrigation, such as the location of reservoirs and the 
selection of canals, is involved in this topographic work. 

We believe that if we allow him an additional sum for topography 
and in making topographic surveys in this region he will furnish those 
people with the information necessary for them to have in order to lo- 
cate the irrigating canals. It is true that he does not do it under this 
appropriation with the accuracy and with the care that the Govern- 
ment ought to exercise if it enters upon this work; but at the same 
time by this topographic survey he substantially furnishes all the in- 
formation that will be needed for private parties to go upon the mount- 
ain sides or in the mountains to find places for reservoirs and ‘to run 
canals along the mountain sides orin the valleys. So, according to the 


| theory of the Director of the Geological Survey, we give him an oppor- 


tunity of furnishing this information in the only way that he says he 
can do it. ' 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the Senator from Missouri to allow me a mo- 
ment to respond to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to respond to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. REAGAN. Inasmuch as there is a colloquy, I hope the Senator 
from Nevada will allow me to complete my statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has the 
loor. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not want a false impression to go ont about 
the use of the topographic survey. 

Mr. ALLISON. I express no opinion myself. I only express the 
opinion of the Director of the Geological Survey, that in making this 
irrigation survey topography is the initial, the beginning, and the end 
practically of irrigation. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to say that there is not an experienced 
engineer in America I have met with who agrees with the Director 
of the Geological Survey that a topographic survey is any material 
aid to irrigation, but in order to locate reservoirs and ditch lines 
there must be a particular survey of the ditch lines and there must be 
an examination of the ground to see where reservoirs can be made. A 
general topography of the country’is but a general map to direct you 
where the rivers are. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, am I recognized as entitled to the 
floor by permission of the Senator from Missouri ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri claim 
to hold the floor? 

Mr. VEST. I yield to either of the Senators. 

Mr. STEWART. If Iam to be taken off the floor—— 

Mr. REAGAN. The floor was yielded to me and the Senator seems 
determined to take it notwithstanding that fact. 

Mr. STEWART. ThenI will go on afterwards. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘To whom does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield ? 


eile toes 





’ 
‘ 


ta Mia 


Bae na er eee eae 


\g 


= 











k 


4 








1890. 


Mr. VEST. I yield to either of the Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will recognize either of 
the Senators. 

Mr. STEWART (toMr. REAGAN). Goahead, then, if you are recog- 
nized. 

Mr. REAGAN. The point I suggested, that under the proposi- 
tion of the committee there was no irrigation survey to be made, Is 
met by the Senator from Iowa saying that a topographic survey may 
answer for irrigation; but on the next page to the one we are at, and 
the succeeding page, is a full repeal of the law authorizing an irriga- 
tion survey. 

Now, then, what is to be understood? Is it understood that we re 
peal the law authorizing an irrigation survey and still that we insert 


in the bil] a provision to carry iton? Is it that that landis to be open | 
to settlement and the money appropriated is to be used to pointout to | m 


speculators where they can secure the water and the land of that coun- 
try? It seems to me like a sort of a Jack-in-a-box case, in which now 
you see it and now you do not; now you have got a survey and now 
you have not got it. 

I do not understand that way of doing. There is either to be an irri- 
gation survey or there is not to be an irrigation survey. The commit- 
tee propose to repeal the Jaw authorizing an irrigation survey. ‘hat 
is what I said; and I said therefore that the $300,000 could only be 
for a geological survey, because the authority for an irrigation survey 
was abolished. That is all the explanation I desire to make at this 
point. 


Mr. STEWART. I wish to correct an impression that might obtain 


from the remarks of the Senator from Iowa that a topographic surve; 
has anything to do with irrigation. Iam not going to fight any money 
that is given to Major Powell for any other purpose, whether the money 
is wasted or not, I simply want to get the Western country liberated, 
so that settlers can go there. I am so highly pleased with what the 
committee have done in bringing in this amendment repealing that res- 
ervation that I will not criticise the appropriation of any amount of 
money that they want to make for topographic surveys; but I simply 


want to state as a man of some experience in the business myself, hav- 








ing had something to do with engineering, having examined and con- | 


versed with a large number of engineers, that no practical use can be 


made of a topographic survey for irrigation purposes except to give you | 


a map showing where the rivers are. 

For illustration, here is a reservoir the water in which is to be 25 
feet deep, which would be pretty deep. It will cover 500 or 200 or 100 
acres of land. You must level that particular spot to ascertain whethe 
it will hold water and how deep it will be. Your topographic survey 
has its levels run by boys, and they do not fit very well. I will not 
go into any detail of that, but the lines are from 50 to 100 feet apart. 
It would not determine with sufficient accuracy to be any guide what- 
ever where a particular reservoir could be located, and, besides, it wou!d 
not indicate whether there was a good place for a dam; whether you 
could put a dam across. The engineers say it would be of very little 
use, except as a general guide to the country. 

Then, as to its segregating the irrigable lands from the other lands, 
the topographic survey will determine the altitude, but it will not 
determine the quality at all; and in order to have an irrigation survey 
you must go with the level and see with the eye the level places, and 
put instraments on them, and determine them. Then when you get 
on a stream you follow it without a tepographic survey. 

We have taken a large amount of testimony; I have had experien 
myself; and my objection to the whole thing is that it is spending 
money pretending to be for irrigation when it does not benefit irriga 
tion. 

Take the western part of Nevada, which has been thoroughly sur- 





veyed. It hasa thorough topographic survey. I have the map here. 
Nobody would think of referring to that map except as a general map 
of the country. No one would think of referring to it if he was going 
to locate a reservoir. The Director has already spent for some purpose 
there, it is said, over $50,000. For what purpose he has spent it I do 
not know. I venture to say that all that has been done that could be 
of any use to irrigation could have been done for $500 or $1,000. If 
he has gone in and made a topographic survey there, it has been a 


waste of money. These maps are very particular. There is not 
stream that is not marked on them. 
I am not going to object to this appropriation, but I simply say as 


the result of my experience of many years connected with irrigation 
vorks, to some extent running di'ches, having had some engineering 
experience myself, and having examined others, that very little, it an 
use can be made of any topographic survey for irrigation pu : 
That is the general opinion of the people of our country 

When yon tilk about a hydrographic survey that is of any use t 
would have to determine how much water would come down a @ 
stream. That must be learned by experience. Let the inhabitsnts 
ascertain that, and how much land can be inundated. That depends 
on the character of the land. Let the experienced men in the local- 
ity do that. Nobody out there wants information on that subject. 
Chere are plenty of experienced men in the country who will find out 
what schemes are useful and what are not. : 
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rat n ¢ ection with the amendment proposed by the commit- | receiver's duplicate receipt, the land having been previously deeded to the said 
Ps ~ d 5 ¥ ! sa of t leed oe ; . - hy ix « > ’ 
tes what be its effect upon this vast area of the soil of thel nited yndicate manager. with the dates of the deeds lettin | ank, which were now 
; i filled up with the dates of the register’s receipt, and the land conveyed by the 
ta Willi it b in the interest of one man, or a jew men, or even | manager to the syndicate. To these statements Solomon Coops rec ver at 
‘ ve th ind men, or will it promote the settlement and culti- | the t OC en this fraud, has openly testified before the present register and re 
' t | ceiver. Thus this Scottish syndicate traudulentiy obtained 64,000 acres of the 
Oo! 1 count in sma i j rs DY ne eople of the Unite a ‘ ; 
. I , . . . the peo} _* 7 7 l } Most valuabie as well as the mnost wonderful nber belt Known to exist in this 
tates? it eflect olf this ame nept 1s to restore this land, a hun ora other country 
dred m on o! acres, stated by the Senator from lowa yesterday to be | _Itis safe to estimate that this entire tract wi!! cut 100,090 feet per acre,w! ly 
one-third of the eaof the U1 i States. to the operation of the land | ®t * *t™™Pace of $1 per 1,000 feet—only a reasonable price for stumpage—gives 
a : ’ I : . — the value of the land thus fraudulently secured by this foreign Scottish syndi- 
laws of the United States to timber entry and entry under the desert- | cate in this one county of Humboldt at the enormous sum of $5,4 
land law ! It is possible that this grab is « van at compared with what they may 
. 1 -yy | have procured by similar methods in other tesand Territories : 
‘ in d t t may whe ‘ror not this amendment will | ~ : : : , 7 om ; 

. g As to the commuted homestead, homest« and pre-emption entries made in 
thro to e hands oO! capitalists, whether they be non-resident or | this said t wnship, with the exception of t ; ing and bordering upon the 
resident people, whether directly or through third persons, the owner- | coast, some ten or twelve in number, all weis made on re! wood-timber lands, 

' ‘ ; 1 which are w ly fit f ultis o an al fiv for the timber 

\ip of the title of this vast area of the Republic, or whether it will | 5 S wneny SeAt for emtivetion and ve ae 

; 7 ra . r thereon rhe improvements are makeshifisonly, with every appearance of bad 

promote the | holdings of the people of the United States for cul- | faith on the part of the entrymen. in the ten or twelve entries above referred 

tivation of the soil, we must consider what are the land laws of the | to, lying along the coast, the entrymen from app ances have complied with 

} . r the law reas biv | he ost of em li . nan itivat ra smal 

er d States and what has been their effect in the past. We are | ed a A are “th U, the most of tl i living u and cultivating a small 
: r ; ac age ol « and, 

brought directly to the question whether this action will promote the | Phe agent calls “attention to a matter whic: he thinks worthy of the con- 


iterest of the capitalistic non-resident owners of the soil of the United 
tates or that of the citizen who is a farmer and who lives by the cul- 


tivation of the land 

Mr. President, tor many years past the authorities of this Govern 
mene have called the attention of Congress to the fact that the land 
laws of the ited States were being used to prevent the ownership of 





iis country in small quantities by the people of 
the United States as actual settlers; that the land laws of the United 


States, under the construction put upon them, in their practical opera- 
tion were used to transfer the ownership of vast areas of the public do- 
m into the hands of non-resident owners, capitalists, and specula- 
tor und to prevent the people of the United States from the privilege 
ol owning and occupying them, 


Such was the statement of Mr. McFarland undera previous Admin- | 


istration. I ask the attention of the Senate to some of the cases that 
have been reported to sustain the averment that the repeal of the law 
providing for the reservation of this area of the public domain until 








the President of the United States shall be satisfied that it is in a con 
dit to be vwened to actual settlement—the repeal of this reservation 
o! the public domain from the operation of those land laws will trans- 
ler it vast don to corporations and to non-resident owners, to 
apit to a landed aristocracy which will prevent its occupation 
and ownership by the people who are cultivators of the soil, and who 


live by farming, except under terms of purchase at prices which are 


onerous and oppressive to them; in brief, that this repeal will remove | 


100,000,000 of acres of land from the operations of the law which makes 


land free homes for the people on the sole condition that they will 
oO y and cultivate it, 

et us see what are the laws and what have been their effect 
a ated by both Administrations, Republican and Democratic, and 
by all the Administrations of the last twelve years. I find in the re- 


port made by the Secretary of the Interior at the first session of the 


Fiftieth Congress the following statement of one of the cases, which 
will furnish proof of the statements that have been made by the Sec- 
retaries of all Administrations as to the great body of the public lands 
nd the effect of the land laws: 


Special Agent B. F. Bergen, as the result of a thorough examination of the 
ve township 


Humboldt, Cal., township 10 north, range 1 east— 

Reports 

After a careful investigation, I find that with the exception of a narrow strip 
lyi upon the west side of said township and bordering immediately upon the 
Pacific Ocean the entire township is rough, broken, and mountainous, the whole 
of which is covered with a den-e forest of redwood, fir, and spruce—the redwood 
species, however, largely predominating, and of a monstrous growth. * * * 

Out of the one hundred and eighteen entries made in al! in said township, 
ninety-five of them, involving 16,000 acres of this mammoth red-wood timber 
land, which ata very low estimate will cut 100,000 feet of lumber per acre, and 


at the low stumpage price of $1 per 1,000 feet, we have, as the present value of | 


this block of land, the sum of $1,600,000, all of which was entered for and in the 
interest of the members of asemi-foreign Scotch syndicate, which was organized 


1883, at Edinburgh, Seotland, and known as the “California Redwood 

Con Any mited - = ° 
I members and stockholders of this company did not only secure from the 
Government yutrary to and in violation of the laws governing the acquisi- 
tion of the } c domain, the 16,000 acres above referred to, but they also se- 
oured, in addition, 48,000 acres, equally valuable, in townships adjacent to this 


township. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Is that an official report? 
Mr. CALL. Oh, yes. The report proceeds: 


] es D. Walker, president, and David Evansand Charles H. King, the busi- 
nes : igers of this foreign syndicate, were the prime California manipula- 
tors of this enormous timber-land grab. Their methods were first to securethe 
ser s of Charles E. Reach, an old, experienced land sharp, and long time 
‘ f ¢ King. Harry A. Marks, brother-in-law of David Evans, and M. P. 
Roberts, brot of t then register of the land office. These had their head- 
quart t h the vear 1883 (the yearin which these lands were acquired) in 
a ' of the notorious saloon of one Gorham Barnum, located three 
I k t the local land office, and they secured four hundred men, or,as 
Catifor ans style them dummies,’’ who were willing to sell the use of their 
names to a timber-lind entry for the paltry sum of $50 

Through the agency of these “ dumnfies" these valuable lands were fraudu- 
lentiy entered at the Land Office, final proofs were effected by paid and stand- 
ir tnesses, always in readiness to swear to what was required of them, the 


manager of the syndicate paid the receiver for the land, and appropriated the 








sideration not only of the Commissioner, but also of Congress, which is that 
in this county alone (dating from November, 18* three hundred and nine 
| aliens filed with the clerk of the county court their sworn declarations of in- 
j tention to become citizens of the United States. Notwithstanding nearly five 
|} years have elapsed, only thirty-seven of these aliens, up to thts date, have 
|} complied with their sworn declarations by taking up their citizenship papers 
and becoming citizens in fact And, notwithstanding this neg ect on the part 
of these would-be citizens, each and every one of them, save the thirty-seven 
was thoughtful enough to take advantage of his false d iration by ving 
his name to be used in entering 160 acres of this valuable timber lar e en- 
tries being made by aliens in fact, and fora is—this Sco 1 syndicate 
lo make the fraud more aggravating is the fa that many of them have 
taken advantage of their rights under the pre-emptic and homestead acts \ 





noticeable feature is the furt r fact thatin nearly every instance thetrapp!ica 
tions to enter these lands were made upon the same day upon which they filed 
their declarations of intention to become citizens 
Prue, many of them were sailors and g men, who were s! 
for the sole purpose of using them in the y of these lands, and w 
not have declared their intentions of becoming cit:zens had it not be« I 
tory on their part in order to be qualified under the law to enter la Many 
of these were, immediately after making their applications to enter this land, 
shipped away, but not unti) each had executed a blank deed conveying t 
| land applied for to David Evans and received his $50 in coin for the services 
rendered, 











Under the existing laws governing the « ica wofana 1 to enter 160 
acres or more of the public domain he is on!y required to file his de cration 
of intention to become a citizen. That the Guvernment is imposed up under 
this law the above illustrations, I think, fully and clearly demonstra 

‘Is it strange, then, that the people siiould be cr; g out, ‘ What has 





> 


of our public domain ? 
These examinations, so far as received in time to be included in this report 
cover thirty-six townships in nine States 





d Terr tories, s« cted by pecial 


a 
agents and in<pectors as fairly representing the average condition o i 

| land entry and occupation in the respective districts in which the inspectors 
and special agents were employed Made without concert, and by int igent 
and reliable officers, they disclose a condition of affairs in respect to public-land 
appropriation that can not fail to be astounding to those who have discredited 


or may not have fully appreciated previous official reports 

In several townships, timber and grazing, there were absolutely no settle- 
ments whatever, and no improv ments, although the land had been taken up 
chiefly under settlement and improvement laws In others the number t 
tiers is painfully disproportionate to the number of settlement entries 

Out of 1,416 agricultural entries, embracing over 225,000 acres of land, taken 
up under the homestead and pre-emption laws, it was found that these laws 
had been complied with in 268 instances only, and not complied within 1,148 
instances. Nine hundred and ninety-seven of the entered tracts had been trans- 
ferred or mortgaged by instruments of record Mortgages were generally fore- 
| closed and the title of entered lands passed to other parties. Inasmal! portion 
| only of entries made under existing laws do the entries result in homes for the 
entrymen. They result simply in speculation and monopoly 

Out of 732 timber-culture entries 600 had been relinquished and canceled, a 
| relinqguishment always importing a sale of the claim, and proving pr t facie 
the speculative character of the entry. 


Mr. President, this is not the report only of Mr. Sparks, whom I re- 
gard as an officer of great integrity and of great ability. His action 
may have been in some instances oppressive, but it was in the interest 
of the settler, the cultivator, the citizen of the United States, in giv- 
ing him ahome. It was tor the repression of this vast system of abuse 
of the law tor the creating of a landed and a moneyed aristocracy in the 
United States. 

Are these facts? Is it true that a large proportion of the entries 
made under the land laws of the United States, which are proposed by 
the committee to be extended over this Jand, have the effect of accu- 
mulating the titles to the greater part of the soil of the United States 
in the hands of capitalists and speculators? I affirm that the evidence 
is that it is true; that it is the report of every Republican and every 
Democratic Commissioner of Public ].ands and Secretary of the Inte- 
rior for the last ten or twelve years; «nd that the law has been and is, 
and the pledge of both political parties of this country is, that this land 
should be held and such policies estab! ished as would preserve the land 
to be free homes for the people of the l nited States who shall be actual 
cultivators of the soil. 

Now, there can be no question in regard to this, All Administra- 
tions have concurred in it. Thespecitic statements, names, dates, and 
witnesses are contained in this book. Here isone instance of the most 
beautiful and valuable timber property in the world, which under these 
land laws and these timber-entry laws, which this amendment pro- 
poses to make operative over one-third or perhaps two-fifths of the area 
of the United States, was transferred to foreigners and the people of the 
| United States deprived of the benefit of it. 

Mr. President, this is not a small question. The progress of this 
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country in the direction of aristocracy, of the subversion of republican 
institutions. of the creation of a great privileged class of enormous : s 9 
wealth, living by the levying of tribute, uncompensated tribute, upon e ot 
the laborof the people of this country, has been rapid. We haveaclass 
of millionaires, ten-millionaires, hundred-millionaires. We have two . ; a * . 
billions of mouey, for which the peopleare taxed from two to four bundred . — 
millions a year, which represents nothing but unlawitul constructions | / est a 
of the laws of the different States; and now we have disclosed he r. Pres t \ 
vast monopoly, a series of corporations acquiring the ownership of interests of this awe 
soil of the United States, and by the use of foreign capital; for mone; erson W { 5 y j 
is a unit; it goes wherever it can fix itself in the domination of the soil; | « existed, wh , avyre . 
and there is nothing so valuable, there is nothing so poweriul as the unds o t and va 
ownership of the soil of a country. disappea i ent took 

Mr. President, do we need any evidence upon this subject? Canwe | the condi 1of o ‘ by it sta 
add anything to the reports for yearsof the different Secretaries of the | this repeal of t t r 0 
Interior? It will not be den-ed that every Secretary of the Interior | tion of the laws w é t lect o 
has called attention to the en»rmous misappropriation of the public | shipof the soil fr \ \ ) i 
Jands in the interest of capital and to the exclusion of the homestead | laboring men the co ao 4 aioe 
policy of this country. I undertake to affirm that the repeal proposed d preventing erat " g e tree homes 
by this committee is not in the interest of the homesteaders of this the | I \ we C4 ‘ a 
country; it isin the interest of capital and of speculation. ment ? 

Let us look a little at the condition of things, for the question is a Mr. |] t, I ate 
serious one. It is enough, if this policy is pursued, to give such force yy reading from this be er the en 
and power to the great organization of the farmers of the country w h | we consider that to t ger pa area of t 
has been made as to revolutionize even the very form of our political | United States is removed tf: t reach of the actual cultiva i 
institutions. You can not have the land of this country absorbed in | is in the hands ¢ yn-re ent slistic owners, and that 
the hands of corporations and syndicates. I do not believe that the | ple of the country are taxed aun transport Ou0, - 
frée spirit of the American people will tolerate it, nor can they be d 000,000 and upwards o titious ca é L, 
ceived or misled by any specious appearances. What are the facts in | and that the effect of the land laws, the t é t 
regard to this matter? I read from the book of Mr. Phillips the fol try land !aws of t ed S | ) cre 
lowing: ition of title to the lended property in th intry in ; ofa 

The elder Adams, in his defense of the American Government, says: “ P Ww persons, is it not time that we sha hesita elore ! i 
perty in the soil is the natural foundation of power and authority.’ : ndment of this des tion 

. er ; ° oe r 7 ; : E 

How does that contrast with the reports I have read? The prop I ; le at cle 1 tl 
in our soil, transferred, under the operations of the laws which this ructive - 
amendment makes operative, to foreign or non-resident syndicates, and ALI ) ( er | yn? 
the proof here recorded, not by one, but by all Administrations of all Ir. CAI é t lent - 
political parties, tion. Ido ) ‘ ‘ t the 

Three cases of soil ownership are supposable. First, if the pr e own thie senator ! i ero ’ { 
land he witl be absolute. All who cultivate the soil, holding at his pleasur tious as ‘ i » do enate u ) 
must be subject to his will. Second, where the landed property is held by a how t] ‘ ‘ ‘ alates a ‘ 14 ‘ : 
few men the real power of the government will! be in the hands of an aristoe- } © a ae aes @ Se eee Seer eee ae oe 
racy or nobility, whatever they are named. Third, if the lands are he!d and | WIth irrigation. it h nothing io With that. 
owned by the people, and prevented from drifting into one or a few hands. the | It repeals the ] WW i ts this land from fraudule1 
true power will rest with the people, and that government will, essentially, be “ic gn ie ff te ee a : 

a democracy, whatever it may be called. Under sucha constitution the people priation uncer t _ [Ol aS Vie a =. oe 
will constitute the state.”’ revision, and we had much | er rev nem, m ) e eu 

Now, that is the law of this country. Thomas Jefferson and the | force—I mean to cast no reflection upon the oflicers who | 
elder Adams concurred in establishing a policy which would prevent, | the public lands o! the United States in the Interior Depas woe 
in the language of Mr. Adams, the drifting of the soil in large bodies into | had better strengthen their hand r here } roof, | s true 

+ 1 2 llawvea } nmr rytet f 4} r 

the hands o: afew men; and yet we have here published in our own | }5 ! Halse save these representa of the Go ent and | 6 

: - Sone . Rial ] +} . > <a thea S bh ao ‘ 
reports instances of millions and tens of millions and hundreds of | 0! the Umited States fulsitied the record Did the Scotch syndicate ac- 
millions of acres of the publie domain of this country not prevented | quire this vast amount of valuable propert eC ce propert t 

2 ‘ on td ta? = ‘ ‘ } } 7 , +} 
from drifting into a few hands, but actually concentrated in a very { ed States, under the operation of these laws if SO, that fa 
small number of persons, and those, in a considerablé number of cases, | O08 0! great signibcance 
foreigners and men representing foreign money loaned in thiscountry. | +45 1t true that everywhere in this country, either dire or i 
The objection is not the foreign or non-resident ownership of real estate rectly, either capitalistic owners or foreign syndicates have control? for 
. . . en? . . . } t r ort ‘ > ther i > t ' t LT? 
in limited quantities, such as occurs in the ordinary course of trade and | it does not matter a great deal whether it be a citizen of the United 

z < > : | . hn } —_— . } h ‘ nil l P 

comity between states, but to itsownership in such quantities as will | States who has accumulated in bis own! is the control of a vast por- 
affect un avorably the business and profits of our people and the char- | tion of the soil of this country or whether it is a foreig ndicate; in 
acter of our republican institutions. both cases the people are deprived of the use of the soil at fair and just 

Savs this book: rates of compensation; in both cases they are not the owners of the 

m M a 7 1 eqil nt are en)tir ore ¢ ha l of others anc enender n > 

Of the 4,008,907 farms in the United States, we find, in the same table, that 2,- nl, but are cultivators at the will oO! others an depender on the 
984,306 are returned as being held by cultivating owners; and this is stated, | will of those who own the soil. So, as a matter of pu c pt the 
somewhat triumphantly, as an evidence that the actual cultivators are largely | effect is the same Are these things true or are they t? 
the owners of the soil. In the first place, there is confessedly 1,024,601 f i. DOLPI Th te ie gen aee : ‘ 
held by renters, or upwards of one-fourth of the whole. Fora nation no ~t | Ir LPH, : i have under ’ e Senator irom florida hereto- 
out of the squatting era, with some public lands still left to take, the fact that | fore to state to the Senate that a very large prop 1 of ory 
more than one-fourth of the farms in the whole country have already drifted { his State | rid bye f j ntly wrar { ' now hal 
. . J : 2 of his tate of Fiorda i en lrauduientliy vwranted, and | i0w held 
into the condition of landlord and tenant would in itself be sufficiently alarm- ; 
ing. : by corporations to the detriment of the honest settler of t tate Is 

Nor are these all small tracts, the record showing that 291,703 of these rented | that so? 
farms contain from one hundred to several thousand acres of tillable land, the Mr. CALI [I do not use the word frandulently.’’ I have said 
small rented farms under l0acres only numbering 51,181. These figures,how- | 20) 7 ae a areca pi ote Sa 
ever, do not by any means tel! usthe whole story. Besidesthe farmers who by | and say now, that more than half of 25,000,000 acres, or, as state in 
themselves and families cultivate the soil, there is a large number of farms cui- | th: report ol the mmittee of 1 Ho of Rey entative jude D 
tivated by capitalist owners, who do a supervising or wholesale business by the | Mr. PAYSON. the chairmal —_ e ex ination « o ; 
labor of wage-workers, styled “agricn|tural laborers.” By the have | o-~ my OOO, if I ar tee 7 _ $ 
given, while there are 2,984,206 cultivating land owners, there are 3,323,876 farm =), VOU, O00, 1 & not mistaken, © v ¢,000, 000 . : 
laborers, men who do not even rent land, very large amount of the area of the State of I rida " | | 

The census gives the average acreage of improved land to each farm at 71 | hy improper and. in r vir W ( yf y the 
acres, but of the farms of and under 160 acres of land the average improved a ti cpanel a ee re oy ‘ : 
land falis under 49 acres. That may be accepted as the average size of farms Interior Department av I : é is 
actually cultivated by the occupants and their families with but occasio t of the country and chie! t 
side help. There are 92.212 farms not rented,of from five hundred to se Mr. DOLPH Ar 
thousand acres, owned, we may say, by capitalist owners. Of farms | 4“ a i. “7 
cultivation from 100 to 500 acres, there are 1,416,618, nearly a million and Vf Mr. CALL. Itha e« f 
of faris that we can certainly consider are largely owned by capit sand | Senator is doubtl 4 é er the 
are chiefly cultivated by laborers. We can thus see where the 3,3 ” Commissioner of Pu ve wr of the ‘ 
cultural laborers” are employed. The single item of capitalist farmersincludes | -y. 4).., ces ; 
one-half of the “ cultivating owners.” ida that bas been p , 

Above the standard of (arms that are actually cultivated by the owners, say Mr. DOLPH not ; with tl nat to 
farms of from fifty to a hundred acres of tilled land, there are 804,522. Of the | those matters n: ‘ that pu ( t i 
labor performed on these it is probable that 50 per cent. of it is done by hired | . ] k — . wit rr } all ; } f ; 
laborers or wage-workers. Of farms containing of cultivated land 50 acres and | #0T 11ke now to hav wa oF aS the pu - 
less, there are, all told, 670,954. These latter farms, it may be assumed, are | United States from the operation of all the land la ext led to 











llorida, so that a man could not get a homestead or pre-emption claim 
or @ timber-culture entry in the State of Florida? 
CAI If it is arid Jand and needs irrigation, and there are 


lyval 
and corporations seek ng to acquire it, | would not only like 


0 have it, but I would urge it 
Mr. DOLPH. But I mean would he like to have a law that has 
hdrawn or which is construed to have withdrawn the arid land and 
land altogether, without distinction, without segregation ? 

Mr. CALI I think that th nsible thing to do, and I think the 
committee and the Senate are quite adequate to it, if there is any ara 
ind that does not need any artificial means to makesuitable homes 

the people, itought to be opened to them immediately and all fraud- 


t entries ought to be prevented That is very easy to do. 





Ir. DOLPH. Then the Seriator would leave all the valuable lands 
to he disposed of according to the fraudulent methods he has referred 
to, and would simply withdraw trom market that which is worthless. 

Mr. CALI Notatall. There is no such proposition as that. The 
Op] tion you make to this amendment—lI do not mean you intend 


in the in 
t of the he 
Mr. DOLPH 


do not think 


erest of corporations and syndicates, and not in the in- 
mesteader. 
That statement has been repeated here so often that 


frightens me or anybody whatever. 





Mr. CALL. Ido not mean to apply it tothe Senator’s intention. I 
_am applying it to this repeal, and its nec-ssary effect in that direction 
How can you deny it when the proof is presented here that owing to 


the inefficient operations of the land laws of the country and the con- 
truction put upon them, here is a single instance in California 
Scotch syn owning the most valuable property in the United 
tates; how can you deny the force and effect of that fact? 
Mr. DOLPH. Because there bas been fraud (and I 
undertake to discuss the question as to the truthfulness or the authority 
o! the statement or as to the cffect)—because there has been some fraud 
under a law that is no reason why the law itself should be repealed if 
sa necessary, useful, and proper law. There has not been a Jaw 
the United States by which the public domain has been disposed of 
or by which money has been taken out of the Treasury where there 
3 not been fraud ; and in the early days after the war of 1812 an act 
the payment of horses and property lost during the war and upon 
the battle-field was taken advantage of by speculators and by persons 
who made fraudulent claims for property, and I quoted in a report I 
n the claim of the State of New York facts showing a worse state 
of fraud and a use made of an honest law than has ever been 
fany law passed by Congress before or since. You can not hav: 
acquired, by which public 
domain is to be conveyed or mon: y to be paid ont of the Treasury, that 


dicate 


some do not 





made « 
Worse 
made 


law of Congress by which property is to be 


there will not be some fraud connected with it. But I undertake to 
y that the fraudulent disposition of the public lands has been con- 
antly diminishing from the time we began to dispose of the publi 
lands to the present day. 
Mr. CALL. That is no kind of argument. The question is not as 
» the amount of fraud. A speck of fraud in the execution of a law 


ints to nothing 
amount of 


. The law cares nothing for small things: but a 
fraud, habitual fraud, fraud as alleged in this report 
which the larger portion of the great public domain in this country 
in some way or other, passed into the hands of a few capitalists 

species of operation, whether it be fraud or the effect of the law, 
does demand that a suspension of the laws shall be made until protec- 
tion can be provided for the small holdings and the actual cultivators 
of the soil of the people of the United States, and that is the proper 
policy on the part of this Government. The Commissioners of Public 
Lands, whether under the Democratic or the Republican party, and the 
cretaries of the Interior of both political parties have aflirmed that 
islation was necessary to preserve these lands to the actual settlers 
and cultivators of the soil. 

Now, does the Senator from Oregon undertake to say, in the pres- 
nee of this constant and habitual declaration of al! the political par- 
ties and of all the public officers connected with the public lands of 
this country, and the specific cases given, that there is no necessity for 
ti Why, Mr. President, that will notdo. We 


caution, for reservation? 
know the fact to be so, and we know that the greatest temptation and 


inducement that has existed in every country in the world has been to | 


acquire the ownership of the soil by the capitalistic and money classes of 
the country. Nobody denies that. 
No public man has ever ventured to acknowled 





hand 
iin 


of a few persons, and neither has it been in England. But I 
desire to call attention to the fact that this is not a new question. It 
an interesting fact to notice in connection with this statement, which 
has attracted the attention of authors, of journalists, of philosophers 
of every kind in this country,that we have not been without prece- 
dent in this respect in other countries. I find in this book quite a 


curious and interesting quotation. ‘ 


rhis author says: 

The aristocracy, as Livy informs us, had invaded the little homesteads which 
had given place to vast estates cultivated by slaves, That writer, deploring the 
eondition of the Roman country, said: ** Vast numbers of freedmen used to live 
in these regions, which now remain a nursery for scarce a handful of soldiers, 
and are only saved from actual solitude by the Roman slave gangs.”’ In one ot 
the oft-quoted speeches of Gracchus, he is reported as saying: “* The wild beasts 
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| 
| of Italy have their lairs to which they can retreat, the brave men who shed 
| their blood in her cause have nothing left but light and the air they breathe; 
} without house, without any fixed abode, they wander from place to place with 
their wivesand children. They fight and die to advance the wealth and luxury of 
the great. They are called masters of the world, and have not afoot of ground 
n their possession.’ 


Mr. President, what shall we say in view of the fact that the larger 
portion of the soil of this country is held by a few capitalist owners? 
What shall we say in view of the fact that interest in the shape of taxes 
upon $2,000,000,000 of fictitious capital is annually levied upon the 
people of this country? And now we have a proposition to do what? 
To subject an area equal to one-third of this Republic to the operation 
of laws which are reported to us as being susceptible of concentrating 
this vast area of land in the hands of a small number of persons. 

The Senator from Oregon and the Senator from Nevada yesterday 

of private enterprises occupying these arid lands and making 
these irrigating canals. What was the object of withdrawing from the 
operation of those laws that area of land and vesting in the President 
of the United States the discretion of saying when and what portion of 
them should be open to entry and under what conditions and circum- 
stances? What was the object of that? Why, Mr. President, it was 
entirely consistent with private enterprise doing that work that such 
regulations should be made, that such conditions should be prescribed 
that the private enterprise of the owners of the soil would be enabled 
to combine without being subjected to the arbitrary control of capital- 
ists in establishing such regulations as would make their combination 
effective. 

I am told that 46,000,000 acres of that land have already been fraudu- 
lently entered by capitalists, not by homesteaders. Thatis the report, 
that is the allegation. Why can not this Senate stop and investigate 
it? In the presence of such a vast and important question of public 
policy, are we in favor of depriving the people of the right to free 
homes upon this land in the presence of this asserted fact, corroborated 
by the statements of every official of all parties connected with the ad- 
ministration of the public lands for many years past? Why, in the 
presence of the allegation that the larger part of that area is utterly 
useless as homesteads incapable of being settled upon and cultivated 
until artificial irrigation has been established there, do we hasten here 
by a provision upon this appropriation bill to repeal the law and the 
reservation which secure the land as homesteads for the people? ‘That 
is the question. 

Can you not trust the President? Can you not trust him to declare 
such of this land as can be safely and properly and wisely opened to 
entry to open and subject it to the land laws of the United Siate 
Why must you compel it to be done without reference to the frandu- 
lent entries that may have been or may be made upon it? 

In reference tothe question of the geological survey, I undertake to say 
that this question of practicable irrigation can not be determined by any 
other agency in thisGovernment but that. I undertake to say that it 
is to be done by the principles of applied science; and the Senator from 
Nevada might as well argue that there is no truth in mathematics, that 
two and two do not make four, as to undertake to assert that anything 
but the application of the principles ot geological science to the de- 
termination of the practicability of irrigation, and the places for irri- 


gation, and the course of streams, and the quantity of water that may 


be held in the different geologic formations, and the nature of the dif- 
ferent strata wherestreams may be found, by any other means than by 
the application of geological science and topographicaland engineering 
surveys. 

Phese are not newthings. I have here a minute furnished me by 
an eminently scientific man, a practical man, a man who has acquaint 
ance with this country and with its public lands, with its scientific 
associations, and who is worthy of credit, but his modesty prevents 
him from desiring or allowing me to mention his name; but I will read 
from his notes. He says: 





Every civilized nation long since organized a geological survey, and the 
strength and effectiveness of that survey isatestofitsenlightenment. Inevery 
om of Europe the geological survey is the center and rendezvous of all the 
physical sciences and the chief promoter and director of original research in all 
matters connected with the earth and with its engineering problems or of that 
which seems to be a universal and accepted proposition. 

In every land the incredulousand the uninformed stil) persistently ask ,‘* What 


hati 


is the good of it?”’ But wherever the domain of exact knowledge is being en- 
larged, wherever culture is superseding ignorance, the tap of the investigating 
hammer is heard more and more. When Franklin caughtthe thunderboltand 


identified it as electricity a horrified o!d lady who lived next door asked him, 
We sir, what is it good for, even if itis as yousuppose?” His reply was 
“ What is a new baby good for, madam?” 
But the question asked concerning the United States Geological Survey is not 
liMicult to answer. This institution includes pure science, or the search for 
knowledge without regard to its utility and applied science, or the use of this 
knowledge for the promotion of the welfare of the human race. Of the rela- 
| tion which these two branches of science bear to each other i hope to give some 
| indication in the course of my remarks. 

Vhen a need is felt and the means of satisfying it are not known, search for 
the means may be at random or it may be by aid of general facts previously 
known. In the main random search is unprofitable, and needs are not satisfied 
until the necessary general facts are discovered. It is economically advanta- 
geous to mankind to expend a considerable portion of its energies in the dis 
covery of general facis of nature, in order that these may become available for 
| application as needsarise. The work of discovery of general facts is called “‘ sci- 
| entific research.’’ The recognition of the function of research in human econ- 

omy marks the change from the slow progress of barbarism to the rapid prog- 
ress of civilization, 
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topographic atlas. From the cadastral surveys of France five diff t k e re 
of topographical maps have been made ranging from a scali st 
mile down to that of an inch to 10 miles. Topography in France iss ng | ti - 
pushed forward for the purpose of revising the general map, and a plete re- | pr ale ‘ 
: vision of itis attempted every ten years. J th t 








4326 





the c e ul Sur f nation that was readily ob- 
1 1 “4 rts 
’ i e rey are rewarded w 1 or, over 5 copies t ng 

t I an min ~ t - lany fa ble sof 
the > “ ave be« ide bs ‘ ré t at | ne and abroa Phe 
} ‘ 8 has fa the I ted States by such j i 
t es . Year BL i i eA A de G 

' rt these “ st be « t g@ the ~ porta I - 

I read th notes because they are from apractical and scientif 
man and pertinent to this question as to the necessity of topography 
nd engineering work in the nature of topography for the ascertain- 
ment of the pr wticability of reclaiming for the uses of civilization this 
vast area of country which in violation of the law foreign and domestic 
capital has already appropriated in the name of homesteaders claiming 


to occupy a region of country where it is impossible to sustain human 
surveys and discoveries of water shall be made, and 
without reservoirs and irrigating canals, and because this fact is an 
evidence of the eagerness with which money anticipates every possible 
opportunity of controlling the soil of the country, and conclusively 
proves the public injury that will result irom the adoption of this 
amendment. 

Mr. President, there is no question about these facts. If it be true 
that any portion of that arid region is now ready for occupation and 
that there are honest homesteaders and cultivators of the soil seeking 
to go there, you can trust the President, who has no interest in keep- 
ing them out, and who will certainly open the lands to them as he has 
authority under the existing law todo. Why, then, repeal the law ? 
No reason can be given for it. 
dent, why not institute an inquiry from the Interior Department or 
througha commission which you can readily appoint to segregate from 
that vast mass of arid land the portions of it which are now fit for en- 
try and ready for occupation of the American citizen, and open it to 
him, or with authority in the Secretary of the Interior to open it to him? 

Why repeal the law and subject the whole of it to entry under the 
desert entry laws when you know the fact that 40,000,000 acres of it 
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If it be a non-resident corporation that levies this tribute perpetually 
upon him, he pays his labor to the detriment and deprival of his wife 
and his children to some city in the East or in the West or in foreign 
lands, and subtracts from the immediate local resources and expendi- 
ture of the country whatever he is required to pays In my own State 
the amountot land is large which has been acquired by rai.road corpora- 
tions, and some corresponding benefits have accrued to the people; but 
upon the whole the injury to the corporation has been as great as to 
the people. Land agents have obtained or will obtain the profits and 
taxes have absorbed or will absorb much of the land, and the settle- 
ment of the country has been and will be delayed. Taken altogether, 
the policy has been, in my judgment, an injury to the people, to the 
corporations, and to the country at large. 

In this case we are confronted with a great problem. We can not 
escape it. It is powerful enough to revolutionize this Government as 
it has revolutionized every other. Read this book upon land tenures. 
Look at the condition of countries in the East, once immensely pros- 
perous, countries existing by irrigation, not by irrigation in the hands 
of corporations, but irrigation established by public authority, with an 


| annual levy fixed by law of from one-sixth to one-tenth of the produce 


of the land as the price of irrigating canals. Look at those countries, 
with their land tenures concentrated in the hands of a few persons, 
once nnder republican government, but now despotisms and in a state 


|ofruin! 


| tory of the world to quote from. 
If you are not willing to trust the Presi- | 


have already been claimed without authority of law and not for the | 


purposes of homestead settlement, but for the purpose of some fictitious | 


or pretended compliance with the law, and for holding it in large bodies 
until the increasing population shall be found to find homes upon it, 
not as tree homes under the law, but under such conditions and exac- 
tions as the claimants under these entries shall demand of them. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think the Senator is somewhat mistaken as to the 
character of the occupancy of this land. The Director of the Geolog- 
ical Survey stated to us, after examination, that 10,000,000 acres of 
this 100,000,000 were already under irrigation, and that in the neigh- 
borhood of 45,006,000 acres in all had been taken up under the land 
laws of the United States prior to the act of October 2, 1828. So the 
45,000,000 acres to which the Senator alludes have been taken up un- 
der the land laws. 

Mr. CALL. I had supposed that those 45,000,000 acres had been 

taken up, from the statement of the Senator from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN }, 
either by corporations traudulently making use of the desert-land law, 
or that they had been taken up in violation of the resolution of Con- 
ss reserving this land from entry. 
Now, I understood from the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN ] 
that Major Powell stated that in one tract there were a million and 
some odd hundred v-housand acres taken. The argument I have made 
is equally true if there be 50,000,000 acres or if there be only 25,000, - 
COL acr 6 

Mr. REAGAN. There was another tract of 48,000 acres. 

Mr. CALL. There is another tract, I am told, of 48,000 acres. It 
does not matter. If there is any considerable quantity out of that 
vast area there must be not only 100,000,000 acres, but more than that. 

Admitting that there are 45,000,000 or 50,000,000 acres that are taken 
up aud under process of irrigation, it is not the spirit of the law nor the 
policy of the American Government, or any free government, and it is 
utterly impossible to have a republic and to have a free people and 
have a great privileged moneyed class owning the soil of the country. 
It isthe policy of the people of this country, at whatever expense, and 
it is economy, however great a sum it may cost, to everv State and 
every man in the United States, that the unoccupied soil should by 
every method o! restriction known to the law and known to any sys- 
tem of wise public policy be prevented from going into the hands o1 
corporations or from being owned by a small number of non-resident 
owners, whether these owners be foreigners or citizens. 

What is the effect? A poor man in the United States can go upon 
land which the Government gives him free, the unsubdued land of the 
West or the South, the forest land, and with his hands he can make a 
subsistence for himself and his family; he can build his house, but he 
He has no money and he can not afford to buy land, 
mprove and in the course of afew years his improvements, 


gre 


can do no more 


but he can 


if he chooses to sell, will be of value to him. Butif he goes there sub- 

ject to a corporation, whether it be a non-resident or a domestic one, 

or to some private owner of the land, they will levy tribute upon him 
} 


by requiring 
dition of 


1im to pay what the owner sees fit to take as the con- 
s occupation of the land; there is that much of oppression 
to him, and in most cases he never recovers from it. 


We need not instance a single case, because we have the whole his- 
We have the declarations which I 
have mentioned of two great statesmen of this country, one of Massa- 
chusetts and the other of Virginia, both of them concurring, both of 
them inheriting from the traditions of the past prepossessions in favor 
of a landed aristocracy, both growing up under that condition of in- 
stitutions, and yet arriving at the conclusion that the ownership of 
the soil by the cultivating owner was the necessary and the absolute 
condition of republican government. 

Now we are contronted with that great problem in thiscountry. You 
will not deny the statistics. You will not deny that a very large part, 
if not the larger portion, of the public domain in this country is to-day 
held by non-resident owners, capitalistic persons, and foreign syndi- 


| cates. That has been done largely while the homestead law was in 


existence, and it has been done under the swamp-land law of 1850, 
which was a grant on condition of reclamation, and under railroad land 
grants and under the desert and timber-entry laws. Each and all of 
these laws have been made the convenient means of vesting the title 
of the soil in a comparatively very small number of persons. 

Why, Mr. President, what shall be said of this Government if these 
propositions are true? You propose now to repeal the law of 1888 
You will not trast the President of the United States, and all this land 
must be subject to this method of entry: it must all be subject to this 
method of fraud; it must all be subject to the caprice of the land offi- 
cers of the Land Department here, and the agents who may be sent 
out, and I care not whether it be under a Republican or a Democratic 
Administration, the result will probably be the same. 

Mr. President, I desire to say that so far as the Geological Survey is 
concerned I have some reason to know something about it. I have 
read the reports of the foreign scientific institutions of the world. I 
have the pleasure of knowing Major Powell. I do not know anything 
about the executive administration of his bureau. I am confident that 
he is a man of great integrity of character. I do know that he is one 
of the most eminent of scholars, that he is one of the most faithful, 
laborious students of original research. I do know that all the ap- 
plied science, that ali of the wonderful invention in the economies of 
the day, that are making the hours of labor lighter and the toils of 
the poor man less, that are bringing light and comfort and happiness 


| to the humble homes of our people, came from the success of original 


research, which alone enables applied science to make use of the facts 
which it discovers, 

I therefore desire to contend that it is impossible to assail this dis- 
tinguished and eminent scientist, for he has contributed as much to 
the happiness and the practical welfare of the people of this country as 
any otherinfluence. What there may be in the executive administra- 
tion of his bureau I know not; but I do know that whatever there 
is there which may or may not be wrong has not emanated from him 
and casts no blame or censure upon him. 

It is not reasonable to expect that a country comprising more than 
109,000,000 acres can be converted from an arid desert into land capa- 
ble of sustaining a great population without time and without great 


| expense; but the land can easily pay this expense and leave the people 


without a tax of a single dollar for effecting it. The cultivators of the 
reclaimed land can properly be taxed for it and can easily pay it. 
This I understand to be the scheme which the amendment proposes to 
repeal and prevent. 

I turther know that you can not have, either by private or by public 
enterprise,any system of irrigation in the arid lands of the West which 
is not based upon accurate topographical knowledge and such methods 
of investigation as are being made by that bureau under the direction 
of Major Powell. 

In my judgment the most unfortunate thing that could occur for 
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this country would be the passage of this amendment and the repeal 


ot the law which temporarily reserves at the discretion of the Presi- 





dent this land from entry and removes it beyond the reach of these 
fraudulent uses of the desert-land law, the homestead law, and tl 
timber-entry law of the United States until such time as Congress may 


see fit to open the land without reservation to the actual 


cultivators of the soil under such restrictions as will secure it to them. 
I undertake to say that, without our knowing anything about it ex- 
cept a statement ot Major Powell in a conversation the full purport 
and extent of which we do not know, that there are so many ac! 
under irrigation that the cost to the settler and cultivator will be op- 


settlers and 


pressive and even ruinous. Is it, as was stated by the Senator 11 m 
Texas, where a crushing weight is imposed upon the cultivator, which 
renders it iapossible for the poor man to own the land? Is it, as 
stated by him, $30 an acre for the privilege of buying water’? It that 


be the kind of irrigation, then this Government should provide a bet 
ter system, if it has authority as the owner of the land to do so, an 
prevent it : 

It may prescribe conditions running with the land by virtue of its 
proprietorship of the soil, and if necessary by the concurrence of the 
legislation of the States where this land is, for I assume that the pub- 
lic opinion in each one of the new States would readily provide any 
needed legislation, and I venture to affirm it with a certain confidence 
that the people of the country think alike everywhere in regard to the 
policy of free homes and the ownership of their own homes upon th: 
public domain by the people. I venture to say that in no part oi the 
United States can any man oppose that doctrine and that idea before 
this free American people. I venture to say, therefore, that the peo- 
ple of these new States in their legislative and executive authority will 
concur in any well-devised system of legislation by this Government 
which looks to such combinations of the actual freeholders and culti 
vators of the soil as will enable them to obtain upon the basis of these 
topographical surveys and of the policies which will be indicated by 
them, the needed water for the cultivation of their land. 

What is the objection to voting this amendment down and to devis- 
ing a system by which this land shall go only into the hands of the 
man who shall cultivate it and which shall be forteited if he does not, 
and then devise such a system of combination amongst them, even 
without cost to the United States, as will enable them to utilize the 
discoveries which may be made by this bureau ? 

I teel an interest in this matter, because I believe, with the elder 
Adams and Thomas Jefferson, that the policy of small holdings of land 
will be the preservation of American liberty and republican institu- 
tions and the tailure and defeat of it will be their destruction. I do 
not believe that you can have a republic and a great class of million- 
aires with hundreds of millions of dollars resting upon taxes levied 
upon the people by artificial and fictitious capitalization, and not the 
ownership of the soil of the country. Ido not believe the American 
people will submit to it, and when you permit or adopt (for the one 
is just as bad in its effects as the other) a public policy which agyre- 
gates the public lands of this country in the hands of a few great land- 
lords, my opinion is that the people of this country will not submit to 
such a government. Therefore, Mr. President, I desire to see this 
amendment voted down. 

Mr.SPOONER. Mr. President, there are two amendments proposed 
by the Committee on Appropriations having relation to this subject of 
irrigation which ought to be considered together. One is the amend- 
ment which is immediately under consideration, providing for the re 
peal of the act of 1888, and the other, which is cognate, is the amend- 
ment striking out all of the appropriations, amounting to $775,000, 
made by the House of Representatives for a continuation of the irriga- 
tion survey. 

I shell vote with great pleasure for both of the amendments proposed 
by the committee. I believe it is true that Congress never makes an 
appropriation for any work which is to continue which does not im- 
mensely and exorbitantly grow from yearto year. The irrigation item 
in tie House bill well illustrates this. Two years ago $100,000 was 
appropriated for irrigating investigation under circumstances stated 
so clearly by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ] last evening, and 
the work has gone on somewhat, and to-day the appropriation de- 
manded for the continuance of it is $775,000. 

I believe it was estimated in some testimony given before the com- 
mittee—either at this session or the last—by the Director of the Geo- 
logical Survey that the cost of obtaining information, and of making 
these irrigation surveys and topographical surveys, and locating these 
reservoir sites and routes for ditches and canals, would be about $7, 

000. 1 incline to think that it will be before we get through with it, 
with what it may involve and lead to, $70,000,000. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me to inté 
him? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN, If the Senator will allow me for a moment, I wish 
to state one fact. Major Powell testified before the committee that 
about $5,000,000 would complete the whole work. 

‘Mr. SPOONER. Then I will say that perhaps we could get through 
With $50,000,000 instead of $70,000, 00. 
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For It k Congress made a mistake when it embarked one dol- 
ar in th rrigation irvey, and that the mer we retrace that step 
bet t i be for the peop! 
é utter! unable, with the aid the reflection I have be 
ble to give t bject, to disco reas resting in sound pub 
lic policy why the Govern t the United States should expend 
mone iro { ire ry in ne tl t rveys in the States or in 
the Territori : 
Mr. CULLOM Irrig 
Mr. SPOO> RR. Irrigating irveys iarking out and selecting res- 
ervoir sites, ditche ind canals, and indicating the boundary of lands 
which are thereby to become susceptible of cultivaticn. It would have 
been an analogou proposition soni what, although not so gross, if be- 
fore Congress appropriate 1 by grant to the various States the swamp 
and overilowed lands a proposition had been made that money in vast 
sums be expended from the Treasury of the United States to survey 


them, to locate ditches and drains, and to afford all the information | 


necessary to enable their reclamation. 


Congress did not see fit to engage the Government in that expend- | 


iture; but believing that the lands ought to be reclaimed, and that 
the States with better facilities conld more speedily and with greater 
wisdom reclaim them, granted the lands to the States upon condition 


that so much of the proceeds as the Legislature might deem necessary 


should be used for reclamation, and the remainder of the proceeds | 


should go to the school fund 


Mr. President, what is the object of this great expenditure of the 
public money for the selection of reservoir sites, for canal and ditch 
surveys? Is it torender salable the lands of the United States? Why 
would it not be as logical and as much in harmony with good public 
policy, if that is the legitimate province of government and 4 proper 
expenditure of the people’s money, when the Government has a vast 
tract of timber land to sell, thatat should first take money out of the 
Treasury to locate thereon good mill sites and dam sites, and tosurvey 
and plan improvements of logging streams, in order that those who pur- 
chase the land and are to carry on the logging operations may know in 
advance what opportunities they will have for getting their timber to 
market? Why not, in order to render more available and marketable 
mineral lands, sink, at the public cost, holes in the public land where 
mineral is supposed to be, and make extensive explorations in order 
that those who are invited under the land laws of the United States to 
invest may know something of what they are buying? 

I have been unable to learn from any Senator who has argued in favor 
of this proposition any reason, resting in wise public policy applicable 
to the whole country, why the Government should make any such ex- 
penditure of its money. : 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator distinguish between the Geological 
Survey and this survey in this matter? Why is it not as proper to make 
this survey as to make a geological survey within the States ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not absolutely certain that the argument is 
overwhelming in favorof the Geological Survey. The Geological Survey; 
however, started a good many years ago, and is an established insti- 


tution. I helieve the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], when a | 


member of the other House, is to be credited with helping to obtain 
the appropriation which started it on its way. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator aquestion. Has the 
Senator ever heard of any one who located a mining claim or obtained 
any benefit out of it or made a dollar out of it except the men who 
were employed under the bureau ? 

Mr. SPOONER, You mean in connection with the Government? 

Mr. DOLPH. I mean to say any citizen of the United States—any- 
body. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know any instances where it has pointed 


out mines to the public, but there may be such 


Mr. DOLPH. Any discoverer of any mineral’ 

Mr. SPOONER. I do notcare to be drawn into a debate concerning 
he utility of the Geological Survey. I think as an original proposition 
i distinction may well be drawn between expenditures to lay before 
the people the geological formations of the whole country and this 

scheme to select sites for reservoirs and canals and ditches in a section. 


But one is well under way and the other is just begun. We may there- 
fore wisely finish the one and wisely determine not to go on with the 
other. 


Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will allow me to make one remark, as 


t 
"\ iel 
have had with it, except to vote for the appropriations generally, was in 
the early inception of tl 
I had something to do with securing a small appropriatiou for him in 
the House of Representatives when I was a member of that body, and 
I think the chairman of this committee had something to do with it. 


Mr. SPOONER. That was the first appropriation. 
Mr. CULLOM. That was the first appropriation. 
Mr. SPOONER. I think that was an appropriation of about $12,- 


000. It has grown now to several handred thousand dollars a year. 
But itis rot necessary to my argument that I allow myself to be 


lie 


drawn into any discussion of the utility of the Geological Survey, and 
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| 


he has referred to me as having had something to do with this work | 
i has been going on. I desire to say that the only connection I | 


this work of e,ploration by Major Powell, when | 





JULY 16, 


| I will not, but I will say here that my opposition to continuing the ir- 
rigation survey is not based in any sense upon prejudice against the 
Director of the Geological Survey or upon impeachment of his good 
faith or wisdom in the expenditure of the money heretofore appropri- 
ated for irrigation. 

I have looked through the law under which he made the expendi- 
ture for topographical maps and topographical work, and I do not 
agree with the strictures put upon him by the Senator from Nevada 
[Mz. SreEwART] or by the majority of the Committee on Irrigation. 
I think, reading the two appropriations together, that under a fair 
construction, and especially in view of the information given by the 
Director to Congress as to what his plans were before the appropria- 
tion was made, it was clearly legal for him to make the application of 
, the money which he has made, so that my opposition to the continu- 
| ance of this appropriation does not involve in the slightest degree any 
reflection upon Major Powell either in respect of his integrity, the va- 
| lidity of his expenditures, or the ability with which he has done the 
work. 

There is no man who reads much of exploration and geological re- 
| search but has had occasion many times to be grateful that the genius 
and enthusiasm of Major Powell have been employed in the service of 

the Government. I am certainly not disposed to vote against the con- 
tinuance of the Geological Survey, but | am opposed to embarking in 
| the vast work of attempting now to reclaim at the public expense the 
vast empire known as the ‘‘arid region.”’ 

Mr. President, under this appropriation as it has been made and as 
it is to be continued, if continued at all, this survey has not been and 
is not to be confined to Government lands, nor in its effect to facilitat- 
ing the sale of Government lands. Under it, Major Powell may go 
into the State of Texas, a large portion of which is marked on that map 
as within the arid region, and he may spend several hundred thousand 
of the people’s money each year in that State in locating reservoir sites 
and in surveying routes for drains, ditches, and canals, and marking 
the boundaries of irrigable lands, and notan acre of the public land of 
the United States is in the State of Texas. In the application of the 
appropriation to Texas, it is not for the purpose of facilitating the sales 
of publiclands, therefore. Itisan attempt by the expenditure of money 
| out ot the Treasury of the United States to make valuable land which 
| belongs to a State and to citizens and not an acre of which ever belonged 
| to the Government of the United States. 

If the Government may properly expend vast sums of money in irri- 
gating surveys, in selecting reservoir sites, and segregating lands which 
are susceptible of cultivation by this irrigation, I can see no logical rea- 
son why, under the same principle of public policy, the Government 
ought not to go furtherand engage in the construction of these works. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. I ask what difference would it make in the practical 
| benefits of the survey and the discovery of secret and unrevealed sources 

of supply of water resulting from the topographical survey whether 
the Government owned the land or not? 
Mr. SPOONER. It would make no difference in the ‘* practical ben- 
efits’’ of the survey; but I am discussing principles. There is just as 
| much ground in principle for taking money out of the public Treasury to 
| dig ditches or sink holes to find ‘‘secret and unrevealed’’ beds of gold 


and silver, or wells of natural gas, as the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 


SHERMAN] suggests, as to find ‘‘secret and unrevealed’’ bodies of 


| water. 
My reference to the State of Texas in this connection is only for the 
purpose of showing the unlimited extent of this scheme, which we are 
| either now to abandon or to go on with. 

As to the land which the Government owns, the argument might be 
made that in expending this money from the Treasury for irrigation 
surveys, etc., we are only rendering salable our own lands (although 
I think there is nothing of weight in the suggestion), but certainly 
that argument is wanting as to the application of this money for the 
purpose of reclaiming the vast Staked Plains of Texas, not an acre of 
which the United States owns or ever owned. Itisa clear case of 
paternalism in legislation, pure and simple. 

No, Mr. President, let the States take care of this matter of irriga- 
tion within their borders. They have done it in some instances, and 
they candoitinall. The majority of the Select Committee on Irriga- 
tion in their report bear testimony to what associations have accom- 
| plished in the way of irrigation in the State of California under the 
laws of that State: 
| California is one of the most remarkable States in agricultural resources, 
variety of climate, and productsin the United States, and probably is unsur- 
passed by any country in the world. It also commenced its career as a mining 
State, and for twenty-five years after the discovery of the gold mines little at- 
tention was paidtoagriculture. It is noteworthy that the great valleys of Cali- 
fornia, now so productive, were regarded a few years ago as deserts, and were 
occupied only by roaming herds of Mexican cattle. 
| What a change in a short time! They are now the finest and most 
| highly cultivated lands, perhaps, in this country. 

Irrigation in this State is being developed on a grand scale and with wonder- 
| fulsuecess. Land that remained subject to private entry at $1.25 per acre for 

twenty-five or thirty years now commands $100 to $1,500 per acre, and a family 
| can secure all the comforts of life upon 20 acres of this land. The work of irri- 





2 Whats Saisie tar a a 


{ 

3 

| 

e 
z 


™~ 


é 
3 


CA Han Fi 170 





1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 7329 
































gationin this State has only just be Enough has been ace 1, how Mr. TONES 
ever, to demonstr ite the fact that the possibilitt s of the growth 1a de : ‘ 
ment of this country must continue lefinitely ( es es} ’ 
~ the last ten years in its allegwed hi 
3 pre sperous centers f the Atlant { 
What is trueof California is true of Colorado, of New M 
Montana, and other States and Territories. Alla lished 4 
out the expenditure of a dollar from the pu! rrea 
policy of all the States having arid lands within their limits toe A : 
courage the investment of money in irrigation 1 te by a sf 
legislation against monopoly in the water supply and aga 
ibuses in respect of prices and distribution. os 
If we continue this appr ypriat tion—if, instead of leaving t t t 
of reclamation to come naturally as the population of these than ¢ a 
Territories increases and through the investment of privat ‘ ai 
ways alert for opportunity of profitable investi we are to e th rongiy ¢ ’ M 
United States Government a great water company—where is it to end? | V p ‘ 
This appropriation has in two years increased from 3100, ( » $77 ) | P yO i t i 
3 Next year would it! ye less than $2,000,000, and the next 5 34 000,000, | >! ould ert wit! 
We all know that when once we commence a work which is to be car- | ™ EAllo S to Dy ot l thu 
‘ ried on with public money specious reasons for its continuance and e1 een f { that t ata bed 
largement are not wanting. The further we go the furtber we mu ASSISTANCE 
% go. We must expend added millions to save what has been expended. thes _ rio 
3 I should like to hear some Senator who favors a continuation of this | © TeStored to market, an t t 
4 policy give a reason why, if the Government should engage in these | Pt to the Senator a question as to the | hand 1 State 
4 rigation surveys, pointing out to men in Texas and all through what | W*'!'e4 he did hot answer. No Senatol 41 bin to 1 
} is called the arid region farms which can be made available by the ™ uf _— a body Of lana si ! wh from the ¢ \ 
; location of reservoirs and so on, we should not also experimentally, at | 0? OUF AUG Jaws Who Is not \ oe nee eis 
: least, and in order to show the vast benefit of Government irrigation,.|.O%te hould be i kev > v vn. itt rt te es 
4 build a few reservoirs and dig a few drains and ditchesand canals, In | Florida and some other States that this great empire should be wit 
a principle, to my mind, there is no distinction. It was a wrong de- | (fw) from market ana that e ol immigration should no ionger 
‘ parture, and the sooner we retrace our steps the better. so westward but should be stopped by that barrier and turned sout 
; Mr. President, almost every one of the new States has reserved, ina | Ward. But it would not bx ', Mr. President, to these new States 
: constitution which Congress has accepted by admitting her into the . would _ be just to the pe ip: m th lerritorie 2 it vet admitted 
3 Union, the flowing streams and rivers within the borders of the State | ?™' on I nope = be Ht for statehood, that the lands within thei 
3 for irrigation and other purposes. Almost all the new St: ites (I noticed | borders alone of all the publ lds in the United stat ho be it 
“ tin the Wyoming constitution, and it is in all of them, I believe) have | *" idetinite period, desert land and arable land ce, With 1 trom 
‘ provided that the power of eminent domain may be exercised by the State | M@rket ana taken out fry eae operat r the 1 laws oF to 
for the purpose of condemning reservoir sites and routes for canals and | ‘! ited States 
ditches and such works as are necessary in order to utiliz: the wate: Bat Mr. President, 1 " wise pllb policy to hy 
forirrigation purposes. Are they to have one ystem and the Govern- | WOr* 0} the irrigation ITVe)S egregating arable nd land that 
ment of the United States, upon the same cables to have another may be made arabie irom the great body « ind thatcan bot be made 
One gentleman, who has written with great intelligence, incidentally, | #'@ble, of continuing this y penditure of m or of engaging ll 
upon this subject, says—and I commend this to Senators pa" work of erecting reservoirs and y and maintaining canals 
Before any considerable additions can be mad > vied lands i ind ultimately peddling out to t seagiron ol t t region or of thos 
sive surveys must be made States water for irrigation purposes, in the condition of our ¢ ilture 
That is admitted. — y I should be opposed to ¢ ag On with it now 
Existing claims, water rates, and titles, inchoate and pmipiet exting shed rhe > presente vironment of tit a re are ; = ae 
national and State laws formulated and enacted that wil! harmonize or ex ent of the other considerati t i I ! I 
tinguish the conflicting national, State, municipal, corporate, and ind lua polic y of unwisdom. 
interests. It has been m iny time i Chan { sion began 
: Isnotthattrue? The Senator from Florida and I believe the Senator | that there is throughout the country great agri 
" from Arkansas seem to be in great fear that if the Government does not | have thought that it was overstated sometimes, perhaps for partisan 
; takecharge of this matter of irrigation (and I believe one of the bills re- | purpeses. Men have sought to account for it in rious wa Some 
3 ported by the select committee provides for the cataiiiiiianaed here at | bave attributed it to the demonetization of silver I am inclined to 
¢ Washington of an irri gation commissioner, who is to regulate the mat- | think that has had something to do with We have, I think, af 
2 ter of water supply for thisgreat arid region, greater than British India), | forded a genuine remedy tor th Some have attributed it to the 
4 that if it is left to the States, if these Jandsare again restored to market | tavif!. I do not intend to « I on thegfarif 
and made subject to the operation ot the land laws of the UnitedStat: but L remark in passing that farmers h i pros} is in th 
corporations will obtain them and in that way wrong will! lx perpe- country during many years of tarifl, and it is my own judgment that 
¥ trated in the way of partiality and abuse and overch [ have | but for the tariff and the market caused b; t : A 
, no fear, Mr. President, of that, whatever. very one of those States have had for their products in their own | hie condition w ! 
3 may preclude, if she chooses, any foreign corporation from owning irri have been infinitely worse to-day than it i 
% gating ditches or reservoirs or operating them within the limits of her Whatever may be said or thought upon tl t, I thi will be 
3 sovereignty. That is in the power of the State. She may therefore | seuerally ec needed that one cause for it is t apid increase of th 
g prescribe the conditions upon which they may exist and operate within | Cultivablearea in the United States within t ist few years, the va 
her borders. multiplication of farms, and therefore the vast in e of farm prod 
All the new States, as I remarked yesterday, have reserved the power | ucts, espe ially in view ot the changed « lition of the markets in 
‘ to alter and repeal charters. Noone questions now that under that | the v rid consequent upon the expenditure of England in India and p 
power, which is the power of life and death, the Legislature of a State | for other reason Yo Senators realize it? J x attention to a table 
may at any time it chooses fix the rates or change them, fix maximum | 8!owing the rate of increase during a period of thirty-nine years end 
5 rates, and otherwise regulate the use of water required for irrigation. ing in 1889 of the population, farms, and production of the more 
; There i is nodanger. How would it be under Congressional legislation? | portant staples. I take this table from a very able article, and 
The citizens of the States had far better trust themselves to th: legis- | one of three published in the Forum by C. Wood Da wh Iv 
a lation of their State, to the care of their own | egislatures upon this | CVeTy one rea c é 
subject, than to be left in the hands of Congress, in my ju lgment, for | Prospero ay 
4 many reasons. During a period of t 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Wis vets o ep tion of the 
, does not intend to do me any injustice. Diaieeateid 
Mr. SPOONER. | Certainly not at all. ee ara, ° 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator said a few minutes ago that | Catth 
he understood me and the Senator from Florida to insist that the Gov Salen off onaa 
ernment should undertake this work. I believe that the Government | p 1s of cor 
can more economically and more comprehensively make these ir ti- | I sof wh 
gations than private individuals can, but I am not in { of. and |! els of oats 
have not favored, the Government entering upon this work. | ae the result of ee ee 
Mr. SPOONER. I did not say that. pete eT ty cy , vicke Sp cieninatedl Yen 
XXI—-459 
aa 
al 








— es 


7330 





Ww aul itton and by the fact that the number of swine has not kept 
I ny} at i it does not follow that there is a de 
f f swine rthe nu r of both swine and cattle was greatly in 
‘ 5} 
resident Vhat is this propo nin its re ation to the press t 
wri ire in the country ? {ere is this arid region, two- 
d, of urea 1 i States, 1,300,000 square 
Wa Ma Powell reports that 100,- 
i RUS tible cu i 
1 t i 4 “ gated fa 4 
( ¢ lw » OW 1 larm in wa 
( I : to ch es i ) 
I ‘ ‘ i ‘ oO} ‘ V ‘ 
er t “ f a for of t 
! ) 1e V r e wa ~ 10 to ¢ t 
i f 1 ind 4 nh crops gro i ed 
I orcde ‘ ow it 1S propos to n K ¢ { 
} ‘ rve 100.000. 000 acres of it ral in 
land w 1 Vv i igation be made susceptible of the highest de- 
itio ind which can be used to grow in a single I 
I p, a he In ) ns of India. 

H irms will tua a It means 625,000 farms of 160 
acres eat t means 1,°50,.000 tarms of “O acres each In 1889 the 
cuit Bible ind in the United States in tapie crops W as about 211, 000, - 
OOU acre | 4a proposition to add tot existing farms, not to-day, 
I know, but by means of this expenditure to locate reservoir sites, make 


plans for ditches, drains and canals, to segregate lands that can be made 
arable trom the lands that can not, and invite from over the world their 
occupancy, and toadd as speedily as may be 109,000,000 acres of highly 
cultivable land to the farm acreage of the present. 

Mr. President, at a time when farm products are none too high, at 
atime when the market for farm products is none too large, I do not 
believe the farmers of the United States will value the statesman 


ship or the patriotism which proposes to tax them by the million to 
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hasten by artificial means the creation of new farms and to add illimi- | 


tably tothe mass of farm products. I donot mean tosay that the time 


will not come when this land will be improved, and when all land that 
can be made arable by irrigation will be cultivated. I believe the 
No man dares to set a limit to the growth of this country, 
to its increase in population, and in wealth, to the development of its 
resources; and | believe the time will come (it will come soon enough 
when it comes naturally), when from ocean to ocean there will not bea 
h can reasonably be made cultivable which will not 
be occupied and cultivated. hat is the hope of every patriotic man. 
But let time and the gr We need not 

When it comes naturally our people 
and our markets will be ready for it 


contrary. 


tract of land whi 


wth of population bring it. 
force it by Federal expenditure 


I would therefore, Mr. President, restore these lands to the oper- 
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these other States? The withdrawal simply amounts to this, that 
pending the investigation being made by this Survey, by which it can 





be ascertained what lands can be most economically irrigated, the laws 
shall be suspended, But while that is a fact, for the purpose of guard- 
iv inst any possible hardships that might result from that, the law 
» contains this proviso 
Phat ¢ President of the United States may at any t e his discretion 
} im open any portion ora f the lands reserved by this provis- 
to settlement under the homestead laws 
nder the appropriations that have been made already the Director 
( he Geological Survey has selected and reported to the General Land 
Oflice 30,000,000 acres of the 100,000,000 which are irrigable, and, as 
I stated yesterday, as soon as the comparisons are made by which it 
in be certained which of those lands are public and which are pri 
ite, the President’s proclamation will doubtless be issued opening all 
t lands to settlement; and there are 15,000,000 acres more in th 
Same condition. All this has been done in Jess than two years’ time 


0 I take exception to the statement that these lands are absolutely 
thdrawn from the operation of the land laws. 

Mr. SPOONER, They are withdrawn for the time being. I did 
not argue that the lands were under the law to be withdrawn forever. 
I conceive that the position which the Senator takes, that as a matter 
of law this act operates only as a suspension of the land laws, is a 
correct one, and that was the position taken by the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER]. I donotconstrue it to be an absolute repeal, but 
I can not discover any reason why public land which a homesteader 
would take or which any one would buy should be open to sale in Ar- 
kansas and not open to sale in Montana. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The conditions being the same, there 
could be no reason for it. 

Mr. SPOONER. If a man wants to buy public Jand in Arkansas, 
he presumably wants to buy it because he needs it; if he wants to buy 
it in Montana, he wants it presumably for the same reason. I see no 
reason why there should be one law to enable a man to accomplish his 
purpose as to public lands in Arkansas and one denying him that privi- 
lege in the State of Montana. 

Mr, REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. However, I am about through. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iinquire if the Senator does not realize the great 


| elemental difference between the condition of public lands in the coun- 


ation of the land laws. If they are not what they should be it is our 
province and duty to modify them. I would stop this appropriation | 
for irrigation surveys and would leave it to the States and to private | 


capital and to the certain factors of our future growth to conquer in 
God's own time the arid region. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I understand the Senator to advocate 
now the adoption of the amendment offered by the committee, which 
is to open all this land immediately to occupation or settlement, to be 
taken up under any of the land laws. Is that his position? 

M@® SPOONER, It is. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. And still his argument for half an hour 
has been that there is too much land and the people ought not to have 
it. Itseems to me his positions are absolutely antagonistic. 

Mr. SPOON! No, sir; there are two propositions which I have 


been dise sin One is the irrigation surve y, the project to spend year 
aiter year, without limit, except ip the generosity or profligacy of Con- 
gress, money tosurvey, to select reservoirs, and locate canals and ditches 


and point out the lands which can be made available by irrigation 


The other is the repeal of this withdrawal act of 188”, 


It was against 

this expenditure of the money of the people that I was directing the 
nent to which the Senator refers. 

r proposition, we might put an end, ladmit, to this ex- 

enditure for irrigation purposes and still leave these lands reserved 

and as they are to-day, subject only to homestead under the 

imation. But I can not support that proposition, be- 


18 to the ot 


‘resident's prox 


try where they are supplied by rain and the condition where they 
are in a rainless country ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course generally there is; but I am told—l 
know nothing of it—that in what is called the arid region, while there 
is a vast amount of land that can only be made valuable for agricult- 
ural purposes by irrigation, there is a large quantity which is valuable 
for agricultural purposes without irrigation, and that land, as well as 
the land properly called ‘‘desert’’ land, is withdrawn from the opera- 
tions of the land laws of the United States under the law of October 2, 
1888. 

Mr. REAGAN. I traveled through the arid region generally Jast 
year and I heard of no such country. I know that high up in the 
mountains the rain does fallin large quantities, larger probably than 


| on the plains here; but that is where there is either absolutely no 


cultivation or in the lower plateaus where they can raise nothing but 
perhaps potatoes and cabbages. 

Mr. SPOONER. If a man can find enough to support his little 
family by raising only cabbage and potatoes,and so on, he ought to have 
the privilege of doing it in Montana, if under the law he may do it in 
lexas. 


Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Wisconsin will allow me, I 


| should like to eall the attention of the Senator from Texas to the fact 


that in Kansas and Nebraska alone there are more than fifty counties 
included within this reservation, upon which people are living and cul- 
tivating the land without irrigation, and where practically there never 


| can be any irrigation. 


cause | want to see the land laws of the United States uniform in their | 


operation. I do not see any good reason for leaving the public lands 
) Arkansas, in Wisconsin, in Michigan, in Florida, in Alabama, and ir 
Missouri, subject to the land laws of the United States, to pre-emption, 


to homestead, etc., and at the same time to withdraw absolutely trom 
I et the lands in Washington, and in California, and in Montana, 
and other States. Our land laws ought to be made right if they are 


not right 
such rapid increase in tillable acreage as will bring an exaggeration of 
the depression now existing in the country. 
nature it will bring changed conditions of many kinds, as I suggested 
a lew moments ago. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senator permit me to suggest 
that there is no absolute withdrawal of lands in Washington and in 


If it comes in course of 


Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow mean inter- 
ruption by way of explanation ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. Does the Senator from Colorado mean to say that 
it is arable land ? 

Mr. TELLER. I mean to say that there is such a country included 
in what is now reserved, upon which people are raising corn and wheat 
and all the crops of that section of country without irrigation, where 


| they never have irrigated the land and never expect to do it. 


I have no fear if these lands are restored to market of any | 








Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Wisconsin yields to me to make a 
statementandasuggestion. Of the portionsof Washington and Oregon 
which are withdrawn according to the lines upon this map, not less 
than three-fifths is arable land and not more than two-fifths desert 
land. I have made a stronger statement perhaps than the facts will 
warrant; and that is the case in regard to many other portions of that 
area, But that is not what I rose particularly to say. 

I wish to illustrate what has been done in this case by taking the 
State of Arkansas. My recollection is that there are something like 
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9,000,000 acres of swamp land which have been granted to the State 
of Arkansas. That grant was made by the act of 1550 or th 








sequent act that extended the operations of the act of 1850. It wi : 

grant in presenti, 80 thi: at the swamp lands were absolutely withdrawn 

from the operation of all the other laws of the United States. 
Suppose, instead of permitting ind lawst pnt ve in ope! 

so that there iould be any conflict between the State and the (ie 

Government, or between thé settlers and the State, in regard 


were swamp Janas a 1 in the saie of swamp i vt ire ‘ 


ernment—which was a iact; lands were sold and the State wa 


the land laws ol the nited Stat until J ave made such su 
segregation.’’ That would have been a case s ilar to what 
done in this instance 


Mr. JONES, ot Ari 





me to m il e gestion? 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is a suggestion I was ro 
make when the Senator from Oregon rose, and it applies directly 
suggestion. If there has been any reservation of land such as the S« 
ator trom Wisconsin mentioned just now as being tillable, it does 
come under the provision of this law, tor the words are: 





Aud all the Jands which may hereafter be designated or selected by 
United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irr 
purposes and all the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reser, 


ditches, or canals are from this time henceforth hereby reserved from 
the property of the United States. 

They must be irrigable lands that are reserved; and arable lan 
lands that can be tilled without irrigation, certainly do not com 
within the meaning of the act; and if the executive officer, or if the 
Attorney-General in construing the act has embraced within it lands 
that are arable, it seems to me that he has exceeded his authority, and 
that neither the law nor Congress is responsible for his action in that 
matter. 

Mr. PLUMB. Who is to help the settler in an event of that kind, 
I ask the Senator? Who is to help the settler in that case if the At 
torney-General misconstrues the law? But, Mr. President, it is not 
a law alone, it is a compound o! facts and law, and the Attorney-Gen- 
eral is no more competent to determine the facts than you or 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have not heard anybody propose to 
repeal a law simply because an Attorney-General has misconstrued it. 
If the fact is that any given tract of land is not irrigable land, there is 
no question in my mind that if the fact were shown to the Comm 


sioner of the General Land Officea man would be allowed to enter the 
Jand under any of the land laws, because this law is not operative ex 
cept as to irrigable lands. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am anxio nish; and while 
T aw always quite willing to be interrupted, be permitted 





to pro eed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I only wanted 
to make a correction. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator had permission to interrupt me and 
owes me noapology. The Senator is arguing for an interpretation of 
the law which isthe one contended for by the Senator from Nevada, 
and which is one I understood the Senator yesterday to controvert. 
I am treating the law as it is construed by the Attorney-General! and 


by the Department of the Interior. They have withdrawn, as 1 under- 
stand, under its provisions, al] of the land within what is called t] 
arid regions, arable land, as well as land that is not ara int 
these surveys it can be determined what is tillable without i: ition 
and what is not. But whether the con-truction suggested by the Sen 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] is the correct one or that which is in 
operation under my — the Attorney-General, the fact remains, 
as I understand it, that this withdrawal includes a vast number « res 
of land which is, eee the aid of irrigation, absolutely tillable. 


JONES, of Arkansas. Then the withdrawal is clearly outside 
of the law ? 


Mr. SPOONER. I do not say that, nor do I think it is. But, Mr. 
President, 1 did not intend further to discuss the aniendment to which 
the Senator refers. I shall vote to repeal the act of 1882. I can find 
no justification if the irrigation survey, on account of which the inds 
were taken out of the market, is to cease, why the land shou! 
restored to the operation of the general land law of the country 

From the standpoint of selfishness, and selfishness alone, it mig 
be the interest of tne people whom I represent, and the pe  repre- 
sented by the Senators from Minnesota and a part of the Dakotas, 


the Senator from Arkansas, and by some other Senators on this floor 

this land should remain segregated and reserved, that which is tilla 
and that which is not, for the next forty years until every tract of un- 
appropriated land in all our States should be taken up by settlers I 
have not thought it would be worthy, from any such motive as that, 
that I should vote to apply a rule or law to these new States and to 
the Territories which I would not be willing should be applied to the 
State which I in part represent here. 
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é i ird is tob paid to this offi 
t t G it, t facts coming from a judicial 
la t ed ind laws are being used fo: 
the purpose of preventing the settlement of the people, the farmers, i1 
ree homes over vast tracts of this id gion; but on what groun 
loes this re | to accept this statement as true rest? The statement 
is many times r ted by different persons in official station: particu 
rity of time, place, and person is stated, and corroboration is to be 
ound in the public-records of the country 
Of what use are sentimental declarations and protestations here of 
favoring the interest of the farmer, of the settler Unquestionably the 
prosperity ol th country d |» nds upon its ettlement and the cultiva 
tion of the soil by farm Unquestionably they have subdued the 
vildernes ud yo in noti 1pos upon the people of this country 
ich burdens as wiil prevent them from going upon the unoccupied | 
lands and into the regions beyond our boundaries. For a thousand 


years no power has been able to1 


train these people coming from the 
peo} x 
(ng!o-Saxon and Scandinavian stock from overcoming all obstacles and 
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| that it is not done? 


JULY 16, 


How does that re- 
ible or fit for cultivation from 
d why is it with this plain propo- 
fact prominent and undeniable, 
pplication to the Secretary of the In- 


What better protection do you want than that? 
serve a single acre of land that is habit: 
the use of the American citizen; ar 

tion, why is it with this lawand 
that it needs anything but ana 


5 


1s 























terior with evidence of the fact that a piece of land or region of country 
is fit for human habitation and is not arid to open it to settlement and 
allow the American citizen to acquire his home there ? 

But thatis notall. If that were not so it would be easy to amend 
the law so that the American citizen who desired to go upon this arid 
region, and take 20, 30, 40, 50, or 160 acres in anticipation of its being 
placed in the market, should have his right of prior location and prior 
entry respected if he chose to remain there. 


Phere is no trouble in securing homes, and free homes, to the people 
upon the public f this country everywhere. Why is it, then, 
Why is it that millions and tens of millions and 
hundreds of millions of acres of the public land have passed and are 
passing every day into the ownership of monopolies, of speculators, of 


lands o 


| non-residents ? 


taking possession of the soil of every country adjacent to them unde: 
yme conditions. The soil willbe occupied and cultivated, the human 
ice will increase and multiply, however severe the conditions of iife 
nay be,and the more oppressive they are the more will the people seek 
the wilderne where tree homes can be had on the unoccupied wild | 
land i 
But the question is what is the best condition for a republican gov 
ernment Is it free he or not ii isit giving the land for free 
omes when upon your own official reports you are informed from | 
every source and in ¢ y way, that the larger part of this domain 
inder these desert-land laws is being prevented from settlement by the | 
\merican farmer, and that his free home is being taken away from him 
by operation of these Jaws and their administration and by land monop 
oly and speculative and capitalistic enterprises 
It is not a matter of argument what Texas or what Florida has done. 
) not bound in my opinions nor my judgment as a Senator as to 
hat is best for the Republic in respect to its public land in the arid 
egions of the United States by the policy that may be pursued by the 
te in which I live, and which I have the honor in part to represent 
1 Senator here, as to the arable lands of the State. For myself Iam ' 
pposed to concentrating both the ownership of the soil of the country 


vhts 


nd tran portation ri 


maki ig corporat ons 


I 


people’s power, and [ believe it 


in an incorporated company 


: : 
: ‘ hy 
ubject to the 


am in favor } 


s for their interest, and if we are to give private franchises, as I think 
t is best to give them for transportation companies, they must be regu- | 


ited by law, or the people will go far beyond that and rezulate them in 


nore summary method 
of Florida opposed to the ownership of th 
ho wish to live upon it and make their support from it. 

But unqaestiona ombine the ownership of the soil in corpo- 
rations and transportation co 3, With the exclusive right of trans- 
portation, is a power which will control the courts, control the Legis- 
latures, and will control the public and the people will re- 
olt at it, and for that reason I am opposed to it. 


public land by the farmers 






servants, 


lam not advised of any policy of the peopie | 


But that is not all. Here isa list of the quantities of this land. 
Will not the Congress of the United States pay some attention to the 
requests of the people of this country? Here is the presentation of the 
grand jury of the first judicial district of New Mexico to Chief-.J ustice 
Long. I will ask the Secretary to read it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask unanimous consent that the extract may be 
printed in the REcorD without reading. It is trom the report of the 
“ecretary of the Interior, as I understand. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent that the extract from the report of the Secretary of 
the Interior may be inserted in the RecorpD without reading. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that will be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Che Chair hears no objection 

The extract is as follows 


WwW. WEBB 
rRicl 


rt 


FOREMAN 
NEW MEXICO, 1 


rHE GRAND JI 
» CHIEF- 


TUSTICI 


FIRST 
LONG 


IUDI AL, Dis- 


Oo! 


The United States grand jury, first judicial district, Territory of New Mexico, 
June term, 1886, have the honor to submit the following report 
It was with reluctance that we assumed the responsibilities and duties of 
grand jurors at this term of court, not more from the gravity and labor inci- 
dent to such tasks generally than to the peculiar circumstances surrounding 
the United States grand jury at this particular time. 
During the past few years the air has been laden with the cry of land frauds 
and other enormities against the Government, especially in the northern dis 
rict of New Mexico; but as each grand jury met, deliberated,and adjourned 
without in any manner giving tangible form to these divers rumors, people be- 
gan to look upon the reported land frauds and other irregularities with skep- 
ticaleyes,and gradually drifted to the conclusion that great wrong, though by 
implication, had been done certain officials and prominent citizens, and this 
y,to no small extent,shared these conclusions. However, after a laborious 





session of five weeks, we have returned two hundred and two indictments. 
mostly comprising violations of the land laws, all sustained by the strongest 
evidence 


In making these presentments and this report we do not wish to be under- 
tood as in the least criticising the actions of former grand juries in this district, 
disparage their exertions, or impugn their motives, as we presume our facilities 
for the procuring of witnesses and documentary evidence have been much bet- 
r than were accorded our several predecessors; although in no few instances 
have we been able to procure needed witnesses, who have either voluntarily 
quit the Territory or became conspicuously absent for some good and sufficient 
reason best known to parties most interested. 

Notwithstan: ‘ing the investigations made by this grand jury have compassed 
five weeks of diligent research, we are sincere in the statement that the work 
of ferreting out and exposing these illegal absorptions of the public domain has 
but commenced, and we emphatically assert that the fragmentary facts before 
us, not now sufficient upon which to base indictments, warrant a continuance 
of these investigations for several weeks. Theextent of these land frauds in 
this district is startling, and they have been perfected only by the most glaring 
acts of forgery, perjury, subornation of perjury, bribery, and the deliberate 

beiting land-office officials. So reckless had these thriving speculators 
grown, and so easy of passage were their fraudulent statements through the 
Santa Fé land office during the incumbency of Max Frost, late register, and of 
the Interior Department under the late Secretary, H. M. Teller, that papers in 
ne set show signatures of principal and witnesses, both by mark and 
written name, of the same person, 

In several cases witnesses in final proofs swear to one character of interroga- 





of 


the sa 


| tories, while the principal makes aflidavit to entirely different statements cov- 


Now, Mr. President, what is proposed here? The objections made | 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [| Mr. Spooner], who analyzes and dis- | 
cusses the subject, and the object 3 made by the Senator from Kan- 


show how utterly 


i matter of 


us [Mr. PLUM 


vond defense 
to repeal tl 
why? 


Let us look 


‘ without reason, how entirely be 
f und argu nt, is this proposition 
[t is indefensible as a reasonable proposition, and 





$ reason 


iis law 
at it fora moment. What is the law as it stands? It 
is simply a withdrawal temporarily of such portions of the public do- 
main as are arid. Whatisarid? Unfit for cultivation, incapable of 
cultivation, not susceptible of affording support to the farmer. 
n the first place that the Secretary of the Interior shall decide whether 
the land is or is not arid, and if he errs that the President of the 
United States is charged with the duty of hearing the complaint ofany 
American citizen and farmer, and according to him the right of enter- 
ing any portion of this domain which is not arid and unfit for cultiva- 
tion, or, if he chooses to do so, of the whole of it, whether arid or not 


It says | 


ering the same entry, and in some instances the principai’s name is differently 
spelled in the same papers. Several parties represented as having made first 
papers and taken ont final papers, and who were at the time well known to the 
late register, Max Frost, appeared before the body, and under oath say they 
never made such application or final proof, nor ever appeared at the Santa Fé 
land office in such capacity. In the great number of perjury indictments pre- 
sented we are free to acknowledge that but a comparatively small number are 
guilty as to interest. The majority of the accused were not aware of their acts. 
They are ignorant as to the land laws, do not understand the English language, 
are confiding, and were mere tools in the hands of designing men as well as the 
betrayed of official corruption. Thoy swear that they knew not what they were 
subseribing to; their oath was not read to themor the contents of the same ex- 
plained, as required by law; also that they were deliberately deceived as to the 
requirements of the law concerning residence upon or cultivation of the land 
soentered. Mythical names have likewise been freely used in taking up and 
perfecting these entries. 

Another flagrant violation of the land laws heretofore largely indulged in 
was the filing upon land either under the homestead, pre-emption, or timber- 


| culture acts, never perfecting the entry, and, through an understanding with 


the register, allowing the same to remain upon the books of his office indefl- 
nitely after the limit prescribed for cancellation had expired. By this means 
large tracts have been filed upon and used for years as grazing lands without 


| the least intention on the part of claimants of eventually complying with the 


laws. This evil is being cured as rapidly as possible under the present manage- 
ment of the Santa Fé land office, and, it is to be hoped, will soon cease. Some 
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few indictments have been returned against individuals and corporat - CONFIRMATION 
fencing the public lands, but the jury learns with pleasure that where this evil : 5 
was so prevalent a few years ugo in this district it is now being rapidly abated. | ¢ rations firm ( I Le 
Another serious violation of the statutes, which has claimed no little of our | 
attention, was the receiving of illegal and excessive fees by the late land register GENERAL APPRAISERS 
Max Frost. The several indictments returned for this class of felony but fain 4 Jewel]. of New York. to be: 7 
indicate the extent to which this profitable tranic was indulged in; however , ee ee sil 
conclusive evidence could be obtained at this term in only the cases presented dist 
Land grants have received little attention at our hands, from the fact that Ch s H. Ham, of Illinois, to be general appraise ‘ 
this session comprised too short‘a period wherein to successfully cope with ( ae Oe ie eee ie 2 he aaa 
these, as a rule, gigantic frauds; besides, we consider New Mexico's present reorge H. Sharpe, of New York, to be general a 7 
surveyor-general sufficiently competent for the work of restoring unconfirmed disé 
legal grants, while as to those notoriously fraudulent already granted we rec- George C. Tichenor, of the Dist t of Columbia. to ! ‘ er 
ommend, upon a proper showing, that suits be instituted by the United State Sees ast : dice 
to set aside said patents. Ali Federal officials and public-spirited citizens ge: pass _ a a ban nae ; 
erally should earnestly unite in the work of speedily removing thes mii- Joseph Bb. Wilkinson, jr., of Louisiana, to e 
dable barriers to a healthy increase in our populatior merchandise. 
* ‘* ® 
In concluding this report we feel assured that the most : ved at oura | OSTMASTER 
tions in making the presentments we have wil! do us the j » to say or be nas K. I; to be ‘ he t ¢ ‘ . in tl 
lieve we have acted impartially—not influenced by political bias, neither by AHOMAS A. IFWiD, LO ie POSSMASVEE a _—— , : 
hatred, friendship, northetiesof blood. Democrats and Republicans have been Jaspet and State of Missouri. 
indicted alike where the evidence was sufficient; friends have voted inst 
friends and kindred against kindred; while a brother, ignoring in the face of 
astern but imperative duty the endearing ties of so close a relation, cast his 
ballot to indict a brother TOT . . saw AITPINT THe 
: , sa HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mr. GORMAN. [ask the Senator from Florida to yield to me now. 
_Mr. ALLISON. I hope an opportunity will be given to the Senator WEDNESDAY, July 16, 1890. 
from Florida to finish his observations this evening. _ > ntalanl , ! 
Mr. GORMAN. We have been here, some of us, as the Senator | _The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rey. J. I. 
knows, since 9 o’clock this morning, attending to business of commit- | ©! Washington, D. ¢ 
tees and the session of the Senate, and it is now 6 o'clock, and I think | APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAI 
after such confinement in this atmosphere we ought to adjourn. | The rnal he proceedings of vesterday is re 
The Senator from | imine ts e tes ea Ailend: Shale tis tae | The Journal of th proceedings of yeste day Was 1 id ; 
: he Senator Irom Lowa Knows periectly we sae us 18 the most rhe SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be approved 
important question which has come before the Senate during the en- 1s read 
tire session. Its decision will affect thousands of people and hundreds Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object to the appro £ 
of millions of dollars, and the Senator from Iowa knows as I do that it | ¢,. Journal 
=); ato ; : — at oive wy ila ace yin sienehit Gi, Seciuniinis - ~ . 
has not had the slightest consideration except that given it by the — | The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky makes objection 
mittee, which sat two or three days listening to the statements which | .nq the question is on the approval of the Journal. ' 
were made, and it can not be disposed of by this hody without proper Che question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ‘‘ayes”’ 
time being given for its consideration. | seemed to have it 
. r . ° - seemed to have it. 
Mr. ALLISON. I had no expectation of taking the vote to-night, | Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Division, Mr. Speake 
but I hoped the Senator from Florida would be able to close his state- | Mr. BURROWS. I call for the yeas and nay 
ment ry ; a eal 
ae : : Che yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. CALL. Ido not think I shall occupy a great deal of time to- | {jhe question was taken ; and it was decided in the aflirmative— 
morrow. I desire to submit a few statements in connection with the | yeas 157. nays 9. not voting 162: as follow 
report which has been made. ‘ a 
Mr. ALLISON. I should be very glad if we could have some under- | aes 
standing now about a vote on this proposition at some fixed time to- | (4) "\y;.., oe — enema 
morrow. I suppose there is not much more debate to be had upon it. | Anderson, Kans. Cummings: Lec Sayers, 
We have spent now two days absolutely upon this one question. I Anderson Miss Cutcheon Lehibach Seull 
2 . cinson lzel) este ' ivels 
agree that it is an important one. en ee: ee an ews 
7 ‘ 7 . >t er ibbie, is, Simonds 
Mr. REAGAN. I do not think we can have an agreement to close | Ranks. Dockery Maish Skinner, 
this question to-morrow, and I do not think the Senator from Iowa | Bartine Dolliver Martin, Ind Smith, Tl 
ought to ask us to close the debate on the greatest question that will | [8's ee, spn jcena 
be before the Senate affecting the general rights of the American peo- | | : Elliott MeClellar Sloulienu 
ple without time for proper consideration. i Ellis McCord Stewart, T 
Mr. ALLISON. That was not my proposition, I submit to the Sen- | > low J ; cons ey . Stivers. + 
; Rig dg Ky WMeDutflic Stivers 
ator. | Brickner. 1 MoRae Stock bridge 
Mr.REAGAN. Ithought the Senator suggested that the vote should | Brooksh I Miles Stockdale, 
: : BRB « oore, N.H stone * 
be taken on this subject to-morrow. | oes M oF li Stone, K 
’ x . ° . ‘ « > moO hil, weney, 
Mr. ALLISON. That would not be taking it without an opportunity | Browne, Va ! Morrow aylor, E. 1 
for debate. Certainly I did not propose to cnt off debate. I move that |} i : Morse faylor, Ter 
the Senate do now adjourn. : aes rth pr renia ee 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Iowa moves that | Cannon Gest. O'Ferra Penmand. ? 
the Senate do now adjourn. Carter, Gifford O’Neall. Ind a 
i > a? y rt ire Neil. Mass eae 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock p. m.) the Senate ad- | (2° he ae a ; —~ : eee 
: . + ~ e i is , nier ‘ ve i i nieve 
journed until to-morrow, Thursday, July 17, 1890, at 12 o’clock m | Catehings Hauger Owe Ohio Vans 
ee | Cheadle Hemph Parrett Vaux, 
Chipmat Henderson, lowa Payne Waddill 
NOMINATIONS. | Clancy Herbert, Paysor Valker, Ma 
~ . . . . ‘ . 4 . : Clarke, Ala Hermann Perkins Whee! 4 
Executive nominalions re eived by the Senate the 16th day of Ju ¥, 1890, Clunie Holman Pickle Wilke 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. Sei — foe Lo pg 
Samuel Kimberly, of Virginia, to be secretary of legation in Central | Coleman. Kelley Raine W KK 
American States and consul-general of the United States at Guatemala, | [0'"~ “1. Kn " ; av Rita Wiles Ve 
vice James R. Hosmer, resigned. i « : Lacey, be : 
UNITED STATES CONSUI | Co Ohio pee i 
; = © : , i ‘ eT ; ' i aA * 
Ossian Bedell, of New York, to be consul of the United States at | ae 
Fort Erie, vice James Whelan, recalled. reer Diakors oi 
Johnson Nickeus, of North Dakota, to be consul of the United States | Crisp, ' Haves Ma I 
at Barranquilla, to fill a vacancy. | Davidson 
NOT VOTING —l 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. Ald i i \ I 
} Alce 1, aha rtirin ‘ 
Charles T. Stanton, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for the | Alien, Miss Blount Burt 
° e orm ° ° . nm ° i rdre foatne r, ern Y 
district of Stonington, in the State of Connecticut, to succeed Hadlai a oe 7 Buttes ct 
A. Hull, whose term of office expired by limitation July 11, 1890. | Atkinson, Pa. Boutelle ‘ Darlinek 
ip 1 7 + Ss 
ee fankhead, Breckinridge, Ark. Cand fs De Flave 
| Barnes, Brewer Candler, Mass De Lan« 
WITHDRAWAL. | Bayne, Brower Carltor Dingle 
a : : . 4 ‘ Beckwith, Browne, 1 Cheatham Dorsey, 
Exceutive nomination withdrawn by the President July 16, 1890. Relden. Brunne: Clark, Wis Duanhy 
. ress . ron ® | Bigg Suchanan, N.J Clements art 
James J. Peterson, of West Virginia, to be consul of the United | Sarai sate eae’ Wi jee” te es 
States at Merida, Mexico. | eenemard, Buckalew Covert, ' tel 
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So the Journal was approved. 

Mr. HILI Mr. Speaker, I would like to vote. 

The SPEAKI The Chair sympathizes with the gentleman’s feel- 
ing, but can not entertain the request. 

Che following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice 

Mr. Grout with Mr. Frrcn. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. EWART with Mr. BuNN. 

Mr. NuTE with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, with Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. Hooker. 

Mr. O'DONNELL with Mr. TILLMAN. 


Mr. BurRTON with Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. 
Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 
Mr. BLAND with Mr. DINGLEY. 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA,. 
( 


Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. 
Mr. LANSING with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. B ERWORTH with Mr, SPRINGER. 

Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. WASHINGTON, 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. McCartruy. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. CLEMENTs. 

\ DARLINGTON with Mr. BUCKALEW. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. FIrHIANn, 

Mr. HALL with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Ir. Morey with Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. THoMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 
Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. WIcKHAM with Mr. GrRIMEs., 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 
Mr. BooTHMAN with Mr. COWLEs., : 
Mr. LIND with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. KercHamM with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. WADE 

Mr. De LANno with Mr. DuNpHy. 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. PAYNTER, 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HatcH, 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENRYy. Not transferable. 

Mr. WheeLrer, of Michigan. with Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 
\NK with Mr. TARSNEY, except original-package and bank- 





Mr. Perers with Mr. MANSUR, except on original-package bill. 
Mr. Lopes with Mr. TucKeER, until further notice, reserving the 
right to transter on clection cases, each agreeing to keep the other pro- 


} 
tected on suc h cases 


(on this vote 

M ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. ALDERSON. 
Mr. FLoop with Mr. Perry. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. PENNINGTON. 


lor this day 
Mr. SNIDER with Mr. Moore, of Texas 
Mr. WaLtace, of New York, with Mr. Rusk. 
Mr. M ) with Mr. Grsson, Wednesday and Thursday, July 16 
Mr. BeLpEN with Mr. FLOweERr, from July 3 for two weeks-or until | 
further notice, ' 
Mr. Kennepy with Mr. Yoprr, from Tuesday until Friday. 
Mr. GRosVENOR with Mr. RicHARDSON, from Monday, the 14th, 
until Saturday, inclusive. 
Mr, YARDLEY with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania, for this week, ex- 
cept the bankruptcy bill. 
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Mr. WATSON with Mr. MorGAN, until August 1, 1890. 

Mr. McKINLey with Mr. MILLS, until August 1, 1290. 

Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, with Mr. WiLson, of Missouri, from July 4 
until July 20. (Not transferable. 

Mr. HARE with Mr. HANSBROUGH, also on Conger lard bill, Butter- 


| worth option bill, and original-package bill, from July 3 to August 6, 


1890. Non-transferable. 
Mr. PuGSLEY with Mr. HAYNgs, from July 3, for two weeks. 
Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Biaas, except bankruptcy and national- 


| bank legislation. 


Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER, from Thursday, for ten days. 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, until the 
29th of July. 

Mr. Morritt with Mr. Covert, for ten days. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of Senate bill 2781, the land-forfeiture bill. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Does notthe gentleman’s inquiry relate tothe mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson ] ? 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. It relates to the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 


| from Dlinois. 


Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know what time I 
can be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can be heard after the present busi- 
ness is disposed of. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. What is the question now to be disposed of ? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Payson] that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I desire to call attention to a mistake in the 
RecorD, and I understand that to be a privileged matter. ' 

The SPEAKER, It is privileged it it relates to an individual. 
The correction of every mistake which may happen in the RECORD is 
not necessarily a matter of privilege, because errors can be corrected 
by calling the attention of the Reporters to them as wel! as by bringing 
them to the attention of the House. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Well, my inquiry now is as to when I can be 
heard upon this subject. The error does not relate to me, but it re- 
lates to the truthfulness of the REcoRD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can correct it by bringing it to the 
attention of the Reporters—— 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I desire to be heard on the question before 
doing that. 

The SPEAKER. Or the gentleman can correct it now. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I desire to call attention to the fact that the 
colloquy between two Republicans, the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON] and the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. HoUK] on yesterday, 
in which in their anger they told some truths that the public ought to 
know, is entirely left out of the Recorp, and I desire further to in- 
quire, on behaif of myself and this side of the House, whether that is 
regular and whether we can do the same sort of thing; that is, change 
the Recorp to suit the gentlemen who take part in the debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to respond. [Laughter. | 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from I)linois [ Mr. 
PAYSON ] that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of further considering the 
land-forfeiture bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. PErers in the chair. 

FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANTS. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is nowin Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the turther consideration of Senate bill 2781, 
known as the land-forieiture bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, when the committee was last in session 
upon this bill the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] was en- 
titled to the floor, but I understand that, by an agreement between 
him and the gentleman from Mississippi | Mr. StocKDALE], the latter 
gentleman is to take the floor at this time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that arrangement, Mr. Chair- 
man, provided I can be recognized when the gentleman from Mississippi 
is through. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Srock- 
DALE] is recognized. 

[Mr. STOCKDALE addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 

[Mr. HOLMAN addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 
Mr. PAYSON. Iunderstand thereare several members who desire 


to print some remarks upon this subject, and I ask for general leave to 
print. 





me 
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There was no objection, and general leave was given. 
Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from Oregon desires reco 
which I hope may be given. 


MESSAGE FROM I NA 
The Committee of the Whole informally rose; and the Speaker hav- 
ing taken the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Mt its Ne 


retary, announced that the Senate had passed without amen nt the 


bill (H. R. 6074) for the relief of Albert C. Andrews, 


It also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in which concurrence was requested 

A bill (S. 2249) to provide for the acquisition of certa lin th 
city of Baltimore tor Government uses and for the preparation of pla 
for a building to be erected thereon; 

A bill (S. 3730) granting a pension to Mary E. Greening, widow 


Orlando A. Greening, who served in the Indian war; and 

A bill (S. 4207) extending the time of payment to purchasers of lar 
of the Omaha tribe of Indians in Nebraska, and for other purposes. 

It farther announced that the Senate had passed with amendment 
the bill (H. R. 6454) to establish a national military park at the battle 
field of Chickamauga, asked for a conterence with the House on th 
disagreeing votes ot the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on 
the part of the Senate Messrs. HAWLEY, COCKRELL, and WALTHALL, 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 





The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session. 


[Mr. HERMANN withholds his remarks for revision. See Appen- 
dix. | 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped to be able to secure a 
vote upon this bill in committee this evening. I understand that the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] desires to be heard, and I de- 
sire to see if an arrangement can not be made to limit general debate 
upon the bill. To that end I ask unanimons consent that general de- 
bate upon this bill be limited to this legislative day. 

Mr. McRAE. I object tothat. I think it is unfair to ask me to go 
on now. I was told this morning that the gentlemen who desired to 
speak ahead of me would occupy, one about ten minutes, another fil 
teen, and another an hour or less, but they have occupied the whole 
day. I wish to speak about the pending amendment, the ¢ nly point 
as to which there is any difference of opinion. 

I do not eare to discuss the political teatures of this question, but I 
do want to be heard upon the amendments which the gentleman from 
Missouri and myself have presented to the House. It is a new propo 
sition, a proposition which has never been discussed or considered either 
in the Senate or in the House, and I hope that before we come to a vote 
upon it gentlemen wil! understand the proposition which we offer, for 
it is evident from the discussion that so far they do not understand it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not desire to press Inv proposition, Mr. Chair- 
man, if it meets the earnest opposition of the gentleman from Arkansas, 
because I desire to show him that I have no disposition to restrict de- 
bate upon this bill. 

Mr. McRAE. I do not wish to occupy 
I do not know of anybody else who wis 

Mr. COBB. Having been drawn into the discussion, I desire to make 
a few remarks upon this bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. How much time does the gentleman from Arkansas 
require? 

Mr. McRAE. I can get through in half an hour. 

Mr. PAYSON. And the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. COBB. I should like about twenty minutes, 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, Mr. Chairman, I make the suggestion that 
general debate be limited to sixty minutes, of which the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] shall have thirty, the gentleman from 
Alabama [ Mr. Cops] twenty, and I will content myself with ten. If 
that proposition meets unanimous consent, I will move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition of the g 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. ROGERS I do not think that arrangement ought to be mad: 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman trom Arkansas object 

Mr. ROGERS. Ido. Idonot want to be understood as intendingan) 
sort of dilatory tactics in regard to this bill, but it is a bill which ought 
to be fully debated and I think ought to takeits regular course. An 
amendment has been offered on behalf of the minority, and there 
ought to be a full opportunity for everybody to discuss it whe desires 
to do so, 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam offering the minority precisely what they ask 
I understand that the arrangement I am proposing is satisfactory to the 
gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. McRAt] and the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [ Mr. (ons), and they are the only gentlemen, so far as I am ad- 
vised, who desire to speak upon the question. 

Mr. ROGERS. But they are not the whole minority. The trouble 
is that other gentlemen who may desire to be heard are away this after- 
noon. I think there ought to be reasonable and fair debate on a prop- 
osition of this character. 


y great length of time, and 


} 
8 to speak. 
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of th to carry out an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief and 
tion of the Chippewa Indians of the State of Minnesota.’’ 
' i gth 
ee recommend the adoption of an amendment, to strike 








erin with e 11, down to and including line 
i t ) I sent consideration of 
Hy) 
Mr. ROGERS. I object to the nsideration of this measure. 
Mr. COMSTOCK I hope the gentleman will withdraw the objec 
i KEI l ylut Ir. Speaker, which I wish to 
BRIDGES ACROSS THE IOWA RIVER 
Mr. SWENEY Mr. Speaker, se to submit for present considera- 
tion a conference report 
Che SPEAKEK The report will be id 
Che Clerk read as follows 
fhe committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
‘ endment th Senate to the bill (fH. R.8295) to allow the erection of 
wre across the lowa River at Wapello, lowa, having met, after full and free 
ference have a eed to ommend and do recommend t their respectiv« 
il ses as follows 
lo amend the same by adding to section 2 the following 
Or the owners of said bridge 
il that as so amended the bill do pass, and that the House recede from its 
agreement to the Senate amendment 
J. H. SWENEY 
JOHN LIND, 
MV yers the part of the H 
8. M. CULLOM 
H. L. DAWES 
Vu oe on the part of the Senate 
e SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference re 
] { 
Mr. ROGERS I make the point of order that there is nostatement 


ch as the rule prov ides 

Mr. SWENEY. There is a statement accompanying the report. 
lhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement; and the Chair 
the point of order. 


rrnle 
‘ eTruie 


he statement of the House conferees was read, as follows 


~ ement to accompany report of the committee of conference of the two 
llouses on the amendment 6f the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8296) to allow the 
rection of bridges across the lowa River at Wapello, lowa. 
Che committee have added the words r the owners of said bridge” to sec- 
tion 2,in order thatthe Secretary of War may require the removal of the bridges 
it the expense of the owners, whether the same shall be the board of super 


yrs of the county or other persons 
JOHN LIND, 
J. H. SWENEY, 
t on the part of the House 
The SPEAKER. The question 1 agreeing to the report of the 
mference committec 
lhe question was taken and the Speaker decided that the ayes seemed 


0 prevail, 


a ROGERS. I demand a division. 
Che House divided; and there were 
Mr. ROGERS. No quorum. 

Mr. GEAR. I moveacallof the House. I would ask the Speaker 
rst to count the House 

Che SPEAKER (having counted the House). 
wenty-five members are present—not a quorum. 

Che question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from 

»wa for a call of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN Pending that | move that the House do now ad- 


ayes 61, no 1 


One hundred and 


The SPEAKER, Che House is now dividing on the other motion. 
Che question was taken: and on a division there were ayes 71, 
oes 35 


So a call of the House was orderes 
Che Clerk proceeded to call the roll: when the 


failed to answer to their names 


following members 


\lderson, Brower (overt For 

Allen, Miss Brown, J.B Cowles Fowler, 
\nderson, Miss Brow P.M Cra (eissenhainer, 
Andrew Browne, Va Dal ze Gest, 
Arnold, Buchanan, N..! Darga Gibson, 
Atkinson, W. Va Buckalew Darlingtor Greenhalge 
Bankhea Bunt De Haver Grimes, 
Ranks Burrows De Lane (irosvenor 
Barnes Burton Dibble (jrout, 
Bartine, Butterworth Dingleys Hall, 

i e, ‘aldwell Dollive Hansbrough, 
Beckwith ‘ampbell, Dorsey, Hare, 
Nelden, andler, Mass Dunphy Harmer, 
Biggs arlton, Edmunds Hatch, 
Bingham, aruths Elliott, Haugen, 
Blanchard atchings Ellis, Hayes, 
Bland, heatham, Enloe, Haynes, 
Blount, hipman, Ewart, Heard, 


Farquhar, 
Finley, 


Henderson, Il. 


Henderson, N.C. 


( 
( 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
( 
( 
( 
Boatner Clancy, 
Boothman Clark, Wis 
( 
‘ 
‘ 
( 


Bowden Nements, Fitch, Hermann, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Cogswell, Fithian, Hitt, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Cooper, Ind Flood, Hooker, 
Brosius, ‘othran, Flower, Kelley, 


Kennedy, 
Kerr, lowa 
Kerr, Pa 


d 
odge, 
Magne 
Mais! 
Mansur, 
Mason, 
McAdoo 
McCarthy, 
MeCord, 


| McCreary 


McKenna 


Mc Rac 


Mills 


During the roll-call, the following members appeared and rec 


Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, N. H. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morey, 
Morgan, 
Mudd, 
Mutchler, 
Niedringhaus, 
Norton, 
Nute, 

Vates, 
O'Donnell, 
0’ Ferrall, 
O' Neall, Ind. 
O’ Neil, Mass 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, Ind 
Perkins, 
Perry, 
Phelan 
Pierce 
Price, 
Pugsley, 


Quackenbush, 


Quinn, 


their names under the rule 


Bayne, 
Boatner, 
Boothman 
Breckinridg 


Breckinridge, Ky 


Brosius 


Browne, Va 


Buchanan, N 


Sunn, 


irrows 


The following members were announced as absent 


Andrew 
Arnold 
Barnes 
Belden 
Biggs 
Brown, J. B 
Browne, T 
Chipman, 
Clark, Wis 
Covert, 
Cowles 
Dargan, 


Mr. McKINLEY. 


M 


Caruth 
Cooper, Ind 
Dingley 
Dollive: 
Kiliott, 
Farquhar, 
Finley, 
Greenhalge, 
Henderson, Ill 
La Follette 


De Haven 
De Lano, 
Fithian, 
Flower 
Geissenhainet 
Grout, 

Hall 
Hansbrough 
Hare, 
Hatch, 
Kerr, lowa 
Kilgore, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar 


of the House such of its members as are 


| Hous« 


Mr. CRISP. 
| [Mr. CARLTON] be granted leave of absence. 


Randall 
Ray, 
Richardson 
Robertson, 
Rock well, 
Rowell, 
Rowland 
Rusk, 
seney, 
Shermay 
Shively 
inner 


“nider, 





spinola 
Springer, 
Stahlnecker 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stivers 
Stockdale 
Stone, Mo 
Struble, 
Stump, 
Vareney, 
Taylor, 1Ul. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 


Lawler 
Lehibach 
McRae, 
Outhwaite 
Owen, Ind. 
Quinn, 
Raines, 
Randall, 
Robertson 
Shively, 


Lansing 
Mansur, 
Mills, 
Montgomery 
Morgan, 
Nute, 

©’ Donne}! 
Perry, 
Rowiand, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Spinola, 


Thompson 
Tillman, 
fucker, 
furner, Ga 
furner, N. \ 
W 





de 


16, 


Walker, Mass. 


Waiker, Mo 
Wallace, Mas 
Wallace, N.Y 
Washingt 
Watson, 
Wheeler, Mix 
Whiting 
Wickhan 
Wike, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Il}. 
Williams, Oh 
Wilson, Ky 
Wilson, Mo 
Yardley 
Yoder 


Skinner, 
Stockdale, 
Taylor, E. B. 
faylor, J. D. 


-orded 


Walker, Mas«, 


Wike, 
Wilson, K+ 


Yoder. 


with leave 
Springer, 
Struble, 
rhompson 
Turner, Ga, 
Walker, Mo. 


Wallace, Mass. 


Watson, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, Mo. 


I offer the following resolution. 


now absent without the leave 


of the 


Before the vote is taken I would like that my colleague 


couple of hours ago, stating that his wife was sick 


Mr. GEAR. 


In that event I make no objection. 


There being no objection, Mr. CARLTON was excused. 


The SPEAKER 


read. 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 78 


noes 34. 


Mr. ROGERS. 


So the resolution was adopted. 
Mr. McMILLIN. 


Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 
Tellers were ordered. 
Mr. RoGers and Mr. MCKINLEY were appointed tellers 
‘Lhe House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 75, noes 33. 


Mr. Speaker, my colleague, General 


He left the House a 


Tr . * . 
Che question 1s on agreeing to the resolution just 


’ 


W Htr- 


(HORNE, is now present, and I ask that he be excused from further at- 
tendance on account of recent illness 
There was no objection. 


The SPEAKER. 


; exctses. 


Che name of Mr. BANKHEAD was called 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 


abse nce, 


Mr. GEAR. 


Mr. WILKINSON, 
sick at last account out 

Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. WILKINSON. 


informed. 


Mr. BLANCHARD was excuse 
Mr. CRISP. 


The SPEAKER. 


The Clerk 


ill now call the 


I think my colle 


I ask that he be excused. 
I object, unless he is sick. 
The name of Mr. BLANCHARD was called. 


Iask that my colleague be excused. { 
at Forest Glen in this vicinity. 


Do you know him to be sick? 


Mr. Speaker, is it necessary to ca 
gentlemen who have leaves of absence? 


It is not. 


The name of Mr. J. B. BROWN was called. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


The SPEAKER. 


sence. 


The name of Mr. EDMUNDS was called. 


ll of absent 


‘ague has le 


es 101 


uve of 


re Was 
Not from my personal knowledge, but I am so 


attention to those 


My colleague [Mr. Brown] is in very poor health 
and has not been here for the last week or ten days 
The Chair is informed that he has leave of ab- 
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Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. Mr. EpM Ss left al half-past | ! 


i vi cit about ha pas mt t 
three o’clock, saying that he was quite unwell and could not remain | ; a itera bs 3 
longer. J ask that he be excused. Knap ( 
There was no objection. Laidia O' Nea 
. . . row 1 rhs ) 3 
For the remrining members no excuse was offered. a > 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky I move that the H e do | Geiss \ : . 
now adjourn. (Ges Leste 1 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the n Gint oat . 
seemed to have it. ( g Mag \ 
Mr. COLEMAN. Division. ‘ a “ 
r . ‘ ! \ \ 
The House divided: and there were—ayes 29, noes 52 a pap ; ; 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask for tellers. | Ha Mos 
Tellers were refused. 8 . Ca 
. . > . . . tr hia rot 
So the motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, to adjourn was | ; MeCord \\ 
rejected. M 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move that the House dis- | !! ‘ = ix \V 
: - : laves \ \ 
pense with sll further proceedings under the call. : a be 
Mr. BUCHANA N, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, a ir] mentary Heat Mofl ~ \ 
inquiry. Is that motion debatable ? Hender Mont ‘ si M i 
(r “DD >rD rr . : . H Moore x She \ ama. ¢ > 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not ~ . ni 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes | i M i Wilson, W.Va 
seemed to have it. ss roke Morr 9 s Vard 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Division. Kelles Mute Stewart. ¢ 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 6%. Ke dy Nic wus \ 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask for tellers. Kerr, lowa N s 
Tellers were refused. So the House refused to adjourn. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask for the yeas and navs Mr. BYNUM Mr. Speaker, evidently quite nu er ¢ ers 
Mr. CONNELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. have departed from the Hall since the call of the House I that 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the | we have a call of those who answered on that call, to see who have 
demand for the yeas and nays. left the House since then 
So the motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, to dispense with The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is not in order the pre 
further proceedings under the call was rejected. sumption is that every member is present who Ltoh ime 
Mr. CONNELL. I move that the House do now adjourn on the eall. 
Several MEMBERS. That is a dilatory motion. Mr. BYNUM. It was the practice in er | re >» 
Mr. CONNELL. Ido notsee how it can be dilatory when the House | know whether it is in order now or not 
is not doing any business, The SPEAKER. The Chair nev w it t ( 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes Mr. McMILLIN Mr. Speak« think that it 1 matier there 
seemed to have it. should be no mistake about, asto the parliamentary practice. I recol- 
Several members demanded a division. lect that a case of the nd arose when Mr. Speaker CARMI was in 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 43, noes 6t the chair and it was decided that the House might have another eal] 
Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I demand the yeas and nays of the roll to determine who had left pending the proceeding to get 
The yeas and nays were ordered. others present. The point of order was made that it could not be done 
e - t i 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 54; nays 85; not vot- | and the Speaker overruled the point of order. 
ing 189; as follows: The SPEAKER We seem to have plenty of time Lt the enile- 
YEAS—5i. man will furnish the Chair with the precedent, the Chair w be glad 
Abbott, Caswell, Lester, Va sayers, to list Bem manwnt Be fron ‘on neases 
Anderson, Miss Clunie, Lewis, Shively ro a a os ee _—s oe 2 ad — 
Barwig, Cobb, Martin, Ind Skinner Ir, MCMILLIN I will take pleasure in doing i 
Bliss, Connell, Martin, Tex Stewart, Tex. fhe SPEAKER. ‘The Chair does not personally recollect ything 
Boatner, Cooper, Ind McClammy, Stockdale, of that kind 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dockery, McClellan Stone, Ky uN : \ ' \ 1] IN 4} ; thet kegel Lit 
Breckinridge, Ky. Enloe, MeMillin races Ir. Me IL! | es, there was « decision of that kind, and i 
Brewer, Forney, MeRae, Vauy came Up again on appe ] I remembet the more distinctly as I was 
Brickner, Hemphill, Owens, Ohio Venable -. 63 ; : Tt « 7 . » durin the dead-loc] n the last Congress 
Brookshire, Herbert Parrett Wheeler, Ala a te o ites le i yr. Se ee aa th W + oa : 
Brunner, Hill, Peel. Wilkinson and it was again ruled on, and the ra stain 1 by the fiouse on 
Buchanan, Va Lane, Peningto Willeox the precedent of the 1 ng made by Mr. Speaker CARLISLI I will 
Bynum, Lanham, Reilly, take great pleasure in furnishiny the ¢ © with the authorits 
Candler, Ga Lawlet Rogers “The Py \ KI R hag C} ara - ori ay sa 
NAYS—S5 uf PREY IN'DT] c 1 i. a ae } 
\ DRECKINRIDGE, of Kent lade th on, and | was 
Adams, Cutcheon, Miles Simith, | ie npression that the pre ‘ » ethen of order 
Anderson, Kans. Dingley, Moore, N. H Smith, W. Va, Se a ne ode a : I a ae eae 
Atkinson, Pa. Dolliver Morril! Smyser and that the Cha lied against it nit itv ou ) eK In 
Atkinson, W. Va Dunnell Morse, Spooner, the morning. 
Baker, Evans, O'Neill, Pa Stephensor I} QpT | | 1 ( ost ; ‘ . ; 
; ' ; The SVEAKEI PheChair doe ecoll Lhe} 
Banks, Farquhar, Osborne Stock bridg« s : ; a} < 4 , _ 
Bayne, Featherston, Outhwatte Sweney that no membe I rig { ‘ a5 e alter thi Hl 
Beiknap, Finley, Owen, Ind, Taylor, E. B taken place. and é es it ] es it tod le 
Bergen, Flick, Payne, faylor, J. D the charoe « f the Doc _ 
Boutelle, Funston Payson faylor, Tenn \ RE ] . = NPID | er ' 
Brosius, (iear, Pickler Townsend, Colo, Ir, BRECKINRIDG or, nen bil, 
Buchanan, N. J. Greenhalge, Post, Townsend, Pa, shows that there are¢ sonu / erson ' th 
Burrows, Henderson, I) Raines furner, Kans, th SOs a that 
‘ > ; than tLnere were on bal ne 
Cannon, Henderson, lowa Randal! Van Schaick, 1 a > ; 
Carter, Hopkins, Reed, lowa Waddill, The SPEAKER , someti ‘ 
Cheadle, Kinsey, Reyburn Walker, Mass present do not vote Laughter 
Coleman, Lacey, Rife, Wilson, Ky Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. o entuck — t 
Comstock, La Follett Russell Wilson, Wash. ; — KI] D tu, of x nt u a ly ; 
Conger, Laws, Sanford Wrizht Hfouse to 1 ke the leaves of absent membh u 
Cooper, Ohio McCormick, Sawyer return 
Craig, McDuffie, Seull rhe SPEAKER hat is in orde 
Culbertson, Pa. McKinley, Simonds Mi BRI Ck i ETE. 4 mK 
r. DNBRURLNLIIMrh, oF Kent i } 
NOT VOTING—I189 bie os See 2 bsg wy ; 
lereLlolore granted be revoke , 10 take Sat i i i 
Alderson, Boothman, Caruth, Cumming will cive time for the al ad Cherise eeen dent © i os 
Allen, Mich. Bowden, Catchings, Dalzel uh give tim ee See nee eee es . , ae 
Allen, Miss. Brower, Cheatham, Dargan | The SPEAKER. That motion, it seems to ( would not be 
Andrew, Brown, J. B Chipman, Darlingto in order. In revoking leaves it see t that they would 
Arnold, Browne, T. M. Clancy, - Davidson, a _ : a 
Bankhead, Browne, Va Clark, Wis De Haven | have to be re voked at the stated time ‘ : 
Barnes, Buckalew, Clarke, Ala. De Lano Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kent (hen | will modify the mo 
ete —— y smaimamces “eae tion so that it will be that all leav ere ore grants d are h é 
eck with, unn, ogswell, ickerson, ce hee < Camsavitet Aven: the cbineiedl: tm sks 
Belden, Burton, Cothran Dors« y, voked, ind that the an t-.\ i ed to n 
Biggs, Butterworth, Covert, Dunphy, | members of the revocation of their leaves. 
—. ee patra a | Mr. SIMONDS. I make the point of order that that is not in or 
anchard, Jampbell, Crain, slliott, The @PPAKERP ' ane af tha , le the Honxe t r} 
Bland, Candler, Mass. Crisp, Ellis, | Phe SPEAKER. : oO f the methods tl a 
Blount, Carlton, Culberson, Tex. Ewart, to take to secure a i m 
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h l $ 1 suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky | Hall, Lodge O'Neil, Mass. Stewart, Ga. 
t} ' o al 7 ; ie nt of sicknes Hansbrough, Magner, Osborne, Stewart, Vt. 
na € | ho \ »are absent on a count ol! sickn " | Hare, Maish. Parner. iene 
LHURINNAI Kk, of Ker ICK I have no objection to that. Harmer, Mansur, Pee Stone, Mo. 
But if the gentleman will remember w ) the direct-tax bill was up, —— - — n Perkins Struble 
see ob | 1 memory he present H se saugen McAdoo, Perry Stump, 
\ 1 seems to ha pas ed out of the memory of the present Hou | Hayes, McCarthy, Peters. Tarsney, 
out of any conte ition of its consideration by the present Con- | Haynes, McComas P Ln, \Thomas. 
a great mar members were and the health of the House | Heard McCord, — Piers Thompson, 
tori ieee } a I} 2 biection to the | Hemphill, McCormick, Pr I man, 
urned out to be ex: riy unlortunate, nave hO OV On tHe | Henderson, Il. McCreary, Pugsiey, rracey, 
exception mentione the gentleman trom Kansas. 1H erson, N.C, McKenna, Quackenbush, Tucker, 
Mr. BAKER I s ose where irgeon’s certificate is sent, it is | Hermann, Milliken, Ray Purner, Ga, 
i rd I c pacing . H Mills Richardson, Vandever, 
in order to be excused. , Hit Moftitt, Robertson, Wade. 
Mr. BRECKINKIDGE, of Kentuck My desire simply is to h Pp | Holman, Montgomery, Rock well, Walker, Mo. 

} , note P voker ore . > ovement allace. Mass 
the majority to get a rum here to transact the business of the | Hooker, Moore, Tex Rowell Wallace, Mass, 
: _— s 6 — nelley Morey, Rowland, Walluce, N.Y. 

WRU. Kennedy, Morgan, Rusk, Washington, 
lhe SPEAKEI [he gentleman from Kentucky moves that all | Kerr, lowa Morrow, Scranton, Watson, 
leaves be revoked, except in cases of sickness. | Kerr, Pa Mudd Seu Wheeler, Mich. 
my : : ad thot ere ed that the “‘ay sy | Ketcham, Mutchler, Seney, Whiting, 
4 he question was put, and the Speaker announce a —e Kilgore, Niedringhaus, Sherman, Whitthorne, 
seemed to have It. Knapp Norton, Skinner, Wickham, 
Several MEMBERS Division. Laidlaw, Nute, Smyser, Wiley, 
The H ! led 1 +} ies res 44 a3 42 Lansing Oates, Snider, Williams, D1. 
; he ouse divided, and there were ayes , noes 42. Le« O'Donnell, Spinola, Williams, Ohio 


Ir, DOCKERY lellers. 

‘The question was taken on ordering tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. DocKERy and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 
of Kentucky, were appointed, 





The House ayai 


Mr. ANDEKS¢ 


} i } 
nalividcea; 


IN, of Kansas 


and the tellers reported 
Yeas and nays. 


aves ol, noes 58. 


‘The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKEI 
tleman have arise 

Mr. ANDEKS« 

Phe SPEAKI 


t (alter counting the aflirmative vote). 


n—— 
IN, of ‘Kansas. 


The other side. 


R (atter counting 


the other side). 


number, and the yeas and nays are refused. 


Mr. BLISS 


ihe question was put 


seemed to have it 


Mr. COLEMAN and others. 


The House divi 


Mr. CHEADLE 
The veas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the 


and others. 


Division, 
ded; and there were 
Yeas and nays. 


77, nays 63, not voting 188; as follows 


Abbu tt, 

Adains, 
Anderson, Miss 
Banks, 

Barwig, 

Bliss 

Boatner, 
Boothman, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brewer, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bullock, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 

Candler, Ga, 
Caswell, 


Anderson, Kans. 
Baker, 

Bayne, 
Belknap, 
Beryen, 
Boutelle, 
Brosius, 
Browne, Va 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Cannon, 
Carter, 
Cheadle 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 
Conger, 
Cooper, Ohio 


Alderson, 
Allen, Mich 
Allen, Miss 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartine, 

Beck with, 
Belden, 
Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Bowden, 


YEAS—77 


Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, 
Connell, 
Cooper, Ind. 
“Cummings, 
Davidson, 
Dickerson, 
Dockery, 


Elliott, 
Flick, 
} orney, 


Funston, 
Goodnight, 
Greenhalge, 
Herbert, 
Lane, 
Lanham, 
Law ler, 
Laws 
Leh)lbach, 


Lester, Va. 
Lewis, 
Martin, Ind. 
Martin, Tex, 
MecClammy, 
McClellan, 
MeMillin, 


McRae, 
Miles, 
Moore, N. H. 
Morrill, 


Outhwaite, 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Penington 
Quinn, 
Raines, 
Randall, 
Reilly, 
Rovers, 


NAYS—463. 


Culbertson, Pa. 
Cutcheon, 
Dolliver, 
Dunnell, 
Evans 
Farquhar, 
Featherston 
I ey 
Gear 
Henderson, lowa 
Hoy 8, 

He 

Kinsey, 

Lacey, 

La Fo iette, 
McDuffie 


’ 


McKinley, 
Morse, 

O'Neill, Pa, 
Owen, Ind. 


Pay ne 
Payson, 
Pickler, 
Post 


Reed, lowa 
Reyburn, 
Rife 

Russel 
Sanford, 
Sawyer, 
Simonds, 
Smith, D1. 


NOT VOTING 85. 


Brower, 
Brown, J.B. 
Browne, T. M, 
Buckalew, 
Bunn, 
Burton, 
Butterworth, 
Caliwell, 

‘tam pbell, 
andler, Mass. 
‘ariten, 
‘aruth, 
JXatchings, 
Cheatham, 
Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Wis. 
Clements, 


~ 


~ ane 


Clunie, 
oxswell, 
othran, 
‘overt, 

‘ow les, 
Craig, 
Crain, 
Crisp, 
Culberson, Tex, 
Dalzell, 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
De Haven, 
De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dingiey, 
Dorsey, 
Dunphy, 


an ae 


ayes 59, noe 


Twelve gen- 


Not a suflicient 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 
-and the Chair announced that the ‘‘noes”’ 


3 56. 


affirmative—yeas 


Sayers, 
Shively, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Taylor, Ll. 
Taylor. J. D. 
Turner, Kans, 
Turner, N. Y. 
Vaux 
Venable, 
Wheeler, Ala, 
Wike, 
Wilkinson, 
Willeox, 
Wilson, Ww. Va. 
Yoder. 


Smith, W. Va, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stockbridge, 
Sweney, 
Tayior, EK. B. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Townsend, Colo, 
Townsend, Pa. 
Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 
Walker, Mass. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash, 
Wright. 


Edmunds, 
Ellis, 
Enloe, 
Ewart, 
Fitch, 
Fithian, 
Flood, 
Flower, 
Forman, 
Fowler, 
Frank, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gest, 
Gibson, 
Gifford, 
Grimes, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 


Lester, Ga, 
Lind, 


So the motion was agreed to, 


O’ Ferrall, 
O'Neall, Ind, 


Springer, 
Stahinecker, 


Wilson, Mo. 
Yardley. 


On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, by unanimous consent, the re- 
capitulation of the names was dispensed with. 

rhe result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Accordingly (at 7 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 





RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 


By Mr. VAUX: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be requested to report to 
the House of Representatives replies and statements to the following ques- 
tions 

First. The total amounts now appropriated foreach and all the several D« 
partments, offices, and agencies of the Federal Government for the fiscal year 
ening July 1, 1891 
Second. The estimated amour 
ir ending, July 1, 1591 


ts to be appropriated as aforesaid for the fisca 
These sums of money so appropriated and estimated 
» cover every expenditure to be made in the appro ation for said appro 
riuted and estimated appropriations, including the amounts appropriated by 
1e bill passed by the House and now pending in the Senate 

Third. The cost of administering and disbursing and paying said sums of 
money, including salaries and pay for any and all services to employés and 
officers, rendered in the disbursement and payment of these appropriated sums 
of money: 


Vv 
t 
Pp 
t 


to the Committee on Appropriations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 3627) for the relief of 
Joseph W. Parish, accompanied by a report (No. 2734)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

He also, trom the same committee, reported favorably the bill of the 
House (H. R. 4165) for the relief of Jacob A. Henry, accompanied by a 
report (No, 2735)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported tavorably the bill of the 
House (H. R, 1896) for the relief of M. 5. Hellman, accompanied by a 
report (No, 2738)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committce on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the toilowing bills of the Senate; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 

A bill (S. 1689) for the relief of George M. Wheeler. 


2736. ) 


(Report No. 


A bill (8. 2095) to place Henry Zell on the retired-list of the Army. 
(Report No. 2737.) 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. Rk. 6150) tor the relief of Mrs. 
Louisa Harrington, widow of Thomas Harrington, deceased, accom- 


panied by a report (No. 2739)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 11422) for the retirement of the cir- 
culation of national banks, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 11423) to purchase and reclaim cer- 
tain lands in the city of Prairie du Chien, Wis., used as a soldiers’ 
cemetery, and to authorize the improvement and use of the same as a 
soldiers’ memorial park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, I favor : of H 





is ii 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles . 
were presented and referred as indicated below: Mr. I OTT: Petition of S 
By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11424) for the payment 
relief of the owners, or their leval representatives, of the canal-boats | t 1 WarC " 
Swan and Lewis and Butler—to the Committee on War Claims. y Mr. FORNEY: Petition \ 
By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 11425) tor the relief of John Breit I ( ) N na 
ling—to the Committee on War Claims the Committee on Ways and M 
By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 11426) for the relief of James Wy- By Mr. LEW] Vetition of Chick v 
rick—to the Committee on War Claims. dustrial Union, Mississippi, for pas 
By Mr. KINSEY: A bill (H. R. 11427) for the relief of Capt. John | mittee on Ways and Means. 
Schwab's provisional company of Missouri—to the Committee on Mili- By Mr. McCLAMMY: Petit 
tary Affairs. ng for a first-class harbor on t ( ! 
By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 11428) for the relief of William F. | BR ers and Harbors 
Dummer—to the Committee on War Claims By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Resolu soft Fort Way l 
By Mr. O’FERRALL: A bill (H. R. 11429) for the reliefof Jacob H No. 8, of the Nat al Butchers’ Protectiv in ott 
Lindsey, of Rockingham County, Virginia—to the Committee on War | States, respectfully, but most urgently mn ¢ 
Claims. 7 mportance to the bu s, legitimate packers, and produc 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11430) for the relief of George W. Skelton, of Rock- | hog lard, and to « SIXty ! of consu rs t 
ing!iam County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims age of the Conge ara y t i “ uflord gr ‘ { 
By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 11431) to remove the charge of de- | to the but rs and lers of t ( { ( \g 
sertion from the military record of Larkin T. Robinson—to the Com- | ! ture, 
mittee on Military Affairs. Also, resolutions the Fort Way Bra of 1 ‘ 1 
By Mr. REED, of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 11432) for the relief of Mrs Butchers’ Protective Ass ation « ates 
Harriet N. Campbell—to the Committee on War Claims. which they earnestly request the immediate pa ‘ W 
By Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R. 11433) to cor- | a8 the option bill, that this country may have speedy relic 
rect the military record of Jonathan H. Samson—to the Committee on | of the most destructive an 1 debasing causes of the pre | 
Military Affairs. condition, and to the end that our farmers shall no longer be { 
By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11434) for the re- | traduced, and robbed of their hard earnings by th \ i 
lief of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South at Sum- | millionaires—to the ( mittee on Agricu ( 
mit Point, W. Va., successors of the trustees of the Methodist Episco- By Mr. McCORMI Petition of George W. Hall and 
pal Church at White House—to the Committee on War Claims. citizens of Mill Hail, P pr ig passage ot Ho 
iting sale ol 1LOKIC ly rs to the Lo tte on i 
aaitenvins = aii By Mr. O°. FERRALI elition of Geo YS Kelte 
PETITIONS, ETC, on claim tor property t ( the L nite l ad the i 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | to the Committee on War Claim 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows » We yn cob H. Line 


By Mr. ADAMS: Memorial of 36 citizens of Chicago, IL, protest 





against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to transport petro by Mr. O'NEII , yusviy t M 
leum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. others, of the Se ( eSsiO 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi: Petition of A. H. Armstrong perpetuation of the national-bar ys ‘ » t ( Litt 
and 18 others, citizens of Newton County, Mississippi, in favorof House | Banking and Currency 
bill S648—to the Committee on Agriculture. By Mr. PETERS: Petition of . ’ ; \ 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of J. T. Andrus and 23 others, citizens | of original-packag: slation—to the Co on t 
of Clinton County, Michigan, for passage of House bill 283—to the By Mr. POS é 1 of ( gh ly an rt 
Committee on Agriculture. Peoria County, Illinois, favoring passage of House b 43—t 

Also, petition of H. D. McCabe and 25 others, of same county, for | mittee on Agriculture 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. Also, petition of Henry S. Apple and 15 othe 

Also, petition of H. D. McCabe and 25 others, of same county, for | county, for same measure—to the Committee on A 
passage of House bill 8648—to the Committee on Agriculture. \lso, petition of Thomas J. Edwards a 14 oth cit 1 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: Two petitions from Moores- | county, for same purpose—to the Committee on Agricult 
town and Burlington, N. J., for pure lard and pure food—to the Com- (Also, petition of Frank L. Miller, secretary of G i 
mittee on Agriculture. ton County, Illinois, for same measur to the Committee on Agricult 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petitionof Jesse Shaw and others, ofShelby County, | ure 
Indiana, in favor of passage of House bill 8648—to the Committee on | Also, petition of sar rrange, for passage of House bill 864 to t 
Agricultare. Committee on Agriculture 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of J. B. Ford and 23 others, citizens of Also, petition of Thomas J. Edwards and 14 ¢ ( sof Peoria 
Boone County, Indiana, for passage of House bill 283—to the Commit- | County, Illinois, fo e measur ( ( t on A \ 
tee on Agriculture. \ petition of HH y S. Ap | { ‘ 

lso, petition of Andrew Stinson and 21 others, citizens of Clinton | county, tor same measu to the Committee on Agricultur 
County, Indiana, for same bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of 12% t is of Wvyominse ¢ ty 

Also, petition of Andrew Stinson and 21 others, of Clinton County, | New York, for passage of House bill . » the ¢ ! 
Indiana, for passage of House bill 8248—to the Committee on Agri- | Judiciary. 
culture. By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of Norton M i 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of R. W. Housell and 201 others (160 | Burnett County, Texas, for passage of ILouse ( 
voters and 42 women), citizens of Nettleton, Mich., praying for pro- | mittee on Agriculture 
posal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, im- Also, petition o LD. Coo] 1 ( rs, ( n { 
portation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors | Office, Tex., for same measu to the Committee on A 
as a beverage—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. \!so, petition of J. W. Bowden and 30 otl t 

By Mr. CLUNIE: Petition of the California Single Tax Society, | County, Texas, for same measure—to t Committ { 
against the passage of whatis known as the McKinley bill—to the Com- Also, petition of FE. W. Farmer and 43 
mittee on Ways and Means. County, Texa same measure—to t Committee o 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of Dwight Arnold and 72 others, of (lsv, petition ot W. Bowd 
Antrim County, Michigan, in favor of House bill 233—to the Commit- | County, Texas, for passage of Hou ) 
tee on Agriculture. \griculture. 

Also, petition of William Barry and 45 others, of Ocean County, \Iso, petition of Norton Moses and 43 « t 
Michigan, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. | County, Texas, for same me to ( 

Also, petition of Dwight Arnold and 72 others, of Antrim County, \lso, petition of E. W. Farm 
Michigan, favoring passage of House bill 8648—to the Committee on | County, Texas, for same measure—to t Comm eon Avriculture 
Agriculture. By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petit fW. 1. Ca i citizen of | 

Also, petition of A. A. Barry and 47 others, of Ocean County, Michi- | man County, Tennessee, a r ition for property ta 
gan, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Ayriculturs used by the United States Army during the late rebellion—to the ( 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of R. I. Abney and 9 others, of Gads- | mittee on War Claims 
den County, Florida, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Com- By Mr. WILSON, of West Vir 1: Petition of John } 
mittee on Ways and Means. others, for payment of war claim of Baptist Church of Ka 


3y Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of Armstrong Alliance, No. 1542, of | House, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Clai 
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Mr. QUAY presented a memo 
Commercial kx: 
ine 
bushel « 


Vir 
at 


interest 


1 in the malting bus- 


imposition of a duty of 25 cents a 


hange at 3 men 
mstrating against tl 
n barley; which was ordered lie on the table. 
RAY ia petition of Thatford Post 


No. 3, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department ot New York, and a petition of Naval Post, 
Army of th 


remit ic 
to 
presente 


No. 400, Grand e Republic, Department of Pe nnsylvania, of 
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| F. Bowers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 


the Philadelphia | 


| ing paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


to provide for the sale of the 


Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 4239) 
which was read 


old custom-house building in the city of Erie, Pa.; 


| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 


Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the bill to transfer the 
revenue-marine service from the Treasury to the Navy Department; 
which were ordered to lie on the table 

Mr. DAVIS presented a res ion adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of St. Paul, Minn., favoring an amendment to section 4 of the 
uterstate-commerce law hich was referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 

ferred the bill (H. R. 5099) for the relief of Mrs. Angeline Green, re- | 


ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon 
KATE, trom the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
bill 3600) for the relief of Henry L. Mulvin, submitted 


Mr 
referred the =. 
an 
poned indefinitely 

Mr. COCKRELL, fromthe Conimittee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, 


which wereagreed to: and the bills were postponed indefinitely ‘the 
lief prayed for in each ease having already been granted) 
A bill (S. 3100) to remove the charge of desertion against Peter J. 
\ bill (S. 357) for the relief of William Millican; and 
A bill (S. 1010) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 


James Boyle. 


adverse report thereon, which was agreed to: and the bill was post- | i ; 
| masters for each term of service thus ascertained, and the amount of salary paid 


and Grounds. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 4240) for the relief of certain 
officers of the Signal Service; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill 1241) for the relief of the estate 
of Dr. Jehu Perkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims 


~ 


ACCOUNTS OF POSTMASTERS 

Mr. GRAY. Ifthe morning business is concluded, I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6944) to transfer 
the revenue-cutter service from the Treasury Department to the naval 
establishment. 

The PRESIDENT pro ‘cmpore. Is there further routine morning 
business? It there be none, the Chair lays before the Senate the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Indiana {Mr. TuRPIE], coming over 
from a previous day. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. TURPIE was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to send to the Senate a 
tabulated statement within the rule of law published and referred to under the 
resolution of the Senate of April 10 last in the case of the State of Illinois, of all 
the claims from the State of Indiana presented under chapter 119 of the laws of 
said statement to exhibit the gross amount of the earnings of the post- 


1883; 


| for each of said terms of service thus ascertained, and the difference between 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom | 


was referred the petition of Isaac S. Kase, of Allentown, Pa., praying 
to be allowed an honorable discharge, moved that the committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the petition (the relief 
prayed for having been already granted); which was agreed to. 

Mr. WALTHALL, trom the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8 for the relief of Lewis G. La Tour, re- 
ported it adversely, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire that that bill may go upon the Calendar 

The PRESIDENT pre tempor: The bill will be placed npon the 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9783) granting a pension to Mary Ferguson, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the petition of H. H. Bellas, retired first lieutenant, Fourth 
Regiment United States Cavalry, praying that he may be retired with 
the rank of captain, submitted a report thereon, which was agreed to; 
and the committee were discharged from the further consideration of 
the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of George W. Kingsbury, retired first lieutenant, of the Twelfth 
United States Infantry, praying that he may be retired with the rank 
of captain, submitted a report thereon, which was agreed to; and the 
committee were discharged from the further consideration of the peti- 
Lion. 

He also, from t ommittee, to whom was referred the bill 
5. 2890) to grant remuster and pay to John A. Spielman, submitted 


ir 
it 


3263 


ne same ¢ 


what was paid then and what they would bave received as commissions under 
the act of 1854 by the rule promulgated by Postmaster-General Gresham on the 
16th of February, 1884, 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. We have several such resolu- 
tions before us, and have bad considerable investigation of the matter, 
and I think this resolution should go to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the resolution be committed to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. TURPIE. I trust that reference will not be made. It will 
cause a delay in the examination of the claims. There has already 
been great delay in these cases, and arrangements should be made as 
soon as possible to have all the information from the Department so 
that Congress may judge and the Senate may judge whether wrong or 
justice shall be done in these cases. The matter will not be promoted 
or advanced at all by a reference. A1l I desire is the information from 
the Department on this subject. 

The resolution is a copy of a resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CuLLOM], which was adopted on the 10th of April 


| last, and one submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 


| these claims for their salaries. 


| 
| 


an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- | 


poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1695) for the relief of Lorenzo Thomas, jr., submitted an adverse 
report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed in- 
detinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3001) for the relief of James 8. Jouett, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely 

Hie also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
H. R. 4272) for the relief of Robert McFarland, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4237) granting leave of absence, 
without charge, to members of the Grand Army of the Republic to 
attend annual encampment; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 4238) for the relief of Charles 


which was adopted before that time, with reference to this class of 
posimasters in the State of Illinois and the State of Kansas making 
I think that the three States, at least, 
whose postmasters ask for this settlement, ought to be placed on the 
same footing, and the same information should be furnished in the case 
of Indiana as has been furnished or denied, if to be denied, by the 
Department in the case of Illinois and Kansas. 

Mr. SAWYER. Several resolutions of a similar character have been 
sent to the committee, and we have sent them to the Postmaster- 
General for reply as fast as we have received them. ‘They are now in 
the hands of the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. WItson] as a subcom- 
mittee for report, and I think he will be able to make an early report 
which will cover themall. Therefore I think this resolution had better 
go to the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it go there. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam in receipt, I will not say almost daily, but very 
frequently, of letters from former postmasters in Connecticut, who ask 
that I should introduce a resolution similar to that which has been in- 
troduced by the Senator from Indiana, calling for information relative 
to the accounts of the postmastersin Connecticut. These letters some- 
times inclose with them a communication from Harvey Spalding, who 
writes to the former postmasters requesting them to get me to intro- 
duce such a resolution. I have not done so, but I have been told that 
similar resolutions have been introduced, one relating to the accounts 
in Illinois, which has passed the Senate; and that relating to accounts 
in some other States resolutions have passed the Senate calling ‘or this 
information. 

All that I desire in the matter is that if there is any information to 
be furnished it may be furnished with reference to my own State as 
well as to the States for which resolutions have been introduced. I 
have not introduced any resolution myself. All that I desire is that 
Connecticut shall not be left out if there is anything to be done about it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to make a remark? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 








ache 


1890. 


Mr. CULLOM. 























I did procure the passage of a resolution 1asi f the Senate, and « y ‘ 
now before the Senate, and that was a good while ag So far I 1 Io ho port 
have any information, the State of Connecticut and also the State of | at b but I t perh: 
Indiana are just as w off as the State of Illinois, for there ha 1 1 | 
no answer to it and I have had no indication that th W l 
Mr. TURPIE. Is t to the S om W hat he is t t 
mistaken in saying that all these resolutions have been referred to th \ 
Committee on L’ost-O ‘3 and Post-Roads toany « mittee L € 
amined the REcorD yesterday, when [ made a copy of the resolution | after t! 1 
which was passed on the 10th of April last, intré the Senat 
from Illinois, and the Reconrp says “‘agreed to 
were ¢ ffered. ~ \ 4 LLISO \I . 
_Mr, CULLOM. I resolution | i wa ate ai i t be as hal ile : 
the Senator. nin ppg age desea nt Ser ee 
Mr. TURPIE. ‘he resolution was agreed , the | ,. [he PRESIDING OFFICER (Afr. 1 
case of the resolution relating to the accounts of postmasters z ea a . 
sas. I donot know whether resolutions were agreed to in resp to eee s 
other States, but I think that any State asking it is entitled to thi F ' 
formation on the demand of a lepresentat or Senat from that 
State. M L\LLISON I \ 
I have no objection that the words *‘ and Connecticut shall be in tion of House bill 1084 
serted in the resolution after ‘‘ Indiana That would accomplish the The motion was agr to 
purpose of the Senator from Connecticut. Whole, resumed the consideration 
As far as the attorney whose name has been mentioned in connection | appropriations Iry ci' x per 
with these claims is concerned, this resolution was not introduced at cal year ending Jun ), 189 I 
his instance. So far as my own action is concerned, it was introduced The PRESIDEN’ f r 
at the instance of a member of the House of Representatives from a read. 
trict in Indiana where two of these postmasters live. Che Chief ¢ < rei pe ram 
The PRESIDENT pro tempoi Che question ison the mot t] Appropriations, which on | i 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAwyer] to commit the reso! n to | line 17, to insert 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads One-half ot wh 
The motion was agreed to. meridian 1 so mucl e act of Octobe 
ippropriations fors irs \ exp ses of t 
MADER OF BUSINI ding June 30, 1889, and for other pur; 3 
wat i St 3 id cana ipon 
Mr. ALLISON and Mr. GRAY addressed the Chair. rigable Jands, is hereby ealed : 7 
The PRESIDENT pro tempo If there be no { er morning } eee — secpectonanle se sea 
iness, that order is closed. ‘diiees de eaie ag 
Mr. GRAY. I took the floor a moment ago supposing the morning RS Se RSNA SES CLaae eRe 
business had concluded, and was about to move that the Senate pro- | | te Bie oe tearmniatha Se ae ; 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (IH. R. 6944) to trausfer tl eve~ | and ao much of t On , ; 
nue-cutter service from the Treasury Denartment to the naval! « tions for 's ry ens the ( r 
lishment. We have an hour and thirty-five minutes left for TRIE SO, DESO, Sees Sot ot Peete ae 
o’clock. The bill to which I refer has been on the Calendar now f cies, ta ens epe le ' 
three or four months. I have made several efforts to bring it to th { located or selected sha 
attention of the Senate and procure for it the consideration which I | “C™e™ WNE em P , 
think it deserves. There has been some debate upon it on both sides fr. CAL M esid h 
it has already had arguments, pro and con, fairly and fully presented | SrooNER] yesterda t 
to the Senate, and I can not conceive that a great deal of further time | amendment referred to the pow the 
will be occupied fairly and properly in the discussion of this measure. | tion that the power « e States was am 
It is a measure of considerable public importance and concerns what | it was properly referable to them and t! 
is supposed to be an administrative reform in the conduct of the Navy {the waters for iri 0 Chat 
and the revenue-marine service. I believe that if we may have con- | kind irisdiction, the political jur 
sideration of it this morning, before the hour set apart for the Caie rty, which appertain to a subject, and 
dar is closed, we can dispose of this measure intelligently and thereby ip of the soil t the United Stat \ 
promote the public interests and the public service. [ am anxious | to locate the irrigat nals, t eht 
that the duty I owe to the bill which was placed in my hands shall be | v » be, quite as muc! th 
discharged. I have not been unduly iusistent upon the Senate in this | have if he was the propriet f this gr 
matter. I have only desired that there should be some init e authority conferred upon the G 
for a fair consideration and a disposition, whatever that di sition | respect interfe1 h the political jut 
may be, of the bill. I can appeal to the Senate, I think in enti: { ultogether for purpose of o 
fidence, to bear me out in the assertion that I have not been luly yr the purpos legislation, knowled 
or out of season urgent about this matt legitimately belonging to the lede 
I therefore submit to the Senate that we might well and pro; vuthority for this sur 
take up the bill in the morning hour and dispose of it. But the remarkable pa his pro 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— which involves no kind of taxation upot 
The PRESIDENT pro tempo The Chair will suggest that the mo- | at large. All this ar itin referen 
tion to proceed to the consideration of a bill at this time is not open to | priation has no pl: 1a proper co 
debate except by unanimous consent. The Chair hears no objection. rhe land ought to 1 1 properly we 
Mr. ALLISON. So I understood, but inasmuch as theSenator from | of whatever survey, ite ve cation 
Delaware occupied some moments, I desire to say a word respecting this | construction, even if that were contemp! 
bill. Idonot wish to interfere with the Senator from Delaware, but a | has proposed that the Gover t of tl 
bill of this character will lead to some debaie. It is very important | thesereservoirs; but he ré i 
that the sundry civil bill should be disposed of and [ hope the Senator | are the proprietors, com} ny tl t 
from Delaware will not press his motion this morning. If hed [| taining hundreds of millions of | 
shall feel compelled to antagonize the motion so that I ma ve f reclamation of that vast ritory, of it 
consideration of the sundry civil bill. of civilization, is of t importance to 
Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator from Delaware had bet not | a proprietor, but as rnment 
undertake to press that bill this morning. I think this sid the This is perfec | yl 
Senate is very anxious to go on with the sundry civil bill and get it | can be made to tl l 
out of the way to-day or to-morrow, if possible. Iam inclined tos) prictor of any large ar ( 
pathize with the Senator’s desire to pass the bill in his ch [ | to what proper and le 
think a motion to proceed with its consideration to-day will b ted | for those uses 1 i 
down. Government of 


Mr. GRAY. IfI may have consent to say a single word, I have no | inure to the hap] 
lisposition now, nor have I at any time previously had the disposition, | which under our 


’ 


to press the consideration of this measure against the expressed wishes | hereafter cre 
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e adopted fo nation of that soi] and its passing into 
the | t people and not into monopolies, not into classes, not 
l »thew the } p vi » shall apply 
' gp ere ap \ 
i expen 

i ina Oo th ) 
0 t \ ‘ ' ¢ 3 actua 

( there m 
i tot ‘ e¢ 
wh i 
id it 3 i 
‘ meets V aeu l 
i ler w 1 it is ) 
yy é } to settle 3s nota law < ning this 
( t a vy under which large bodies 
‘ lals id by associations of in- 
‘ lat ‘ we say is the proposition upon which this 
repeal is ] yposed to be advocated of « xpense to the Government of 
the United Stat ex tures out of the Treasury, when there 
t vhen the amount of cost may be 
‘ ‘ é vhen t e are Col tural amounts even as to the 

c 

What has been proposed, as I understand, by those who originated 


What has been proposed in obedience to it by Major 


U 

P and t Geological Department was simply to trace the course 
o treams, ascertain the supply of water, and designate the points 
at which thes servoirs might be placed so as to obtain the advantage | 


whether upon the surface or beneath the surface, 
! h legislation as Congress, in its 
dom, may see fit to adopt, whereby the people of the United States, 
> upon that soil and cultivate it, may obtain it from the 
subject to no other charge than that 
the actual and reasonable cost of 





matter to suc wis 


homes, 
imay necessary to reimburse 
> surveys, 


the 


w, all that is entirely consistent with the policy which shall allow 








an ciation of these individuals for the construction of this work; 
all that is entirely consistent with an entire exemption of the Govern- | 
me} ithe people of the United States from any taxation for that 
purpose; ail that is consistent with every object of wise policy and 
v the trad nal policy this country. Is it true, may it not 
iy the lea ‘ if this repeal is made, that that which I have 
s! ha een th aracteristic of the administration of the land 
laws will happen in regard to that territory ? 
not true that now there are great corporations seeking to con- 
trol the v e of that vast area, and what a moneyed interest would 
i e what | been accomplished in Utah by irrigation by a 
ce D 1 of the people. See whatimmense values have been added 
t soil ther Chere is a belief that there are such associations, 
that is foreign capital at the back of them and that the re 
tl action will be immediately that that vast country, that 
great amount of soil of the United States, will pass beyond the reach 
ot the actu tivators and farmers of this country except at specu- 
prices, and the payment of such tribute as may be exacted 
from them by these combinations of capitalists. I have no idea that 
an motive actuate any member of this body or would 
{ eir lation, but it is a reasonable consequence for us 
to « emplate it 1D ble effect that may result from our action. 
I do that the 3 thing that I can say upon this sub 
uly been said, or that it is necessary for me to 
a t ate for any gre nygth » further exposition 
< \ lop ms t s ( 
ion of t Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], which 
v ted up yester s being somewhat of a communal one, 
] place in all the systems of irrigation which have been 
to t world ey are properly founded upon the labor and 
t ons of tl eo vho live upon the soil benefited by the 
i atic i whor » the products of its increased ferti There 
isnor why pm who are tin imi liate contact with them 
] taxed to bear the bu n of the iu vement and the ferti- 
] } ) r benefit 
c of ir t re, have been predicated upon the 
{ st hem should be paid by the people mediately 
Lye 1 the first or in the last instance All the schemes 
of i which have been snecessful have been predicated upon a 
po visi vy the Government of the country Now the United 
States, i said, are the proprietors of this soil. They are the owners } 
of it rhey exercise the rights of proprietorship. 
What possible reason can be given why they should not, they hav- 


ing dedicated this land by law to be a free home upon conditions of 
actual occupation and settlement of every American citizen who shall 
comply with these conditions, who is the head of a family, having dedi- 
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cated this property to them and having established a system of surveys, 
having established a system or location of its mineral properties and 
its geological formation for the benetfitof those people and for the whole 
country, what conceivable objection can there be tothe United States, 


further ascertaining for the benefit of these very peo- 


3 nroprietor 
a proprietor, 


ple to whom they have given this land the course of the streams, the 
pr tv ol tion, and b joint le slation or by conditions 





Irriga 
} 
i 


panying the land which it is competent for them to prescribe, and 


{ cost of the people who si! ull } veupon the land, to pre vide asys- 
inic this knowledge may b made practi able and efficient? 
ce it that there can be no kind of answer to that propositio It 
} ‘ n ext se of political power on 
t of t { S oO | l whatever. It may be done 
t l letorship of t soil in the | ed States as it 
mig lone by any individual v o was the wher of the soil 

i question of the ct ntrol ot iter aS a matte! poi cal I 
is unquestionably vested in the local government to a certain 
extent Che local government can not deprive the proprietor of the 
soil of the use of the water. The local government may legislate so 


as to fix and define the relative rights of different persons to the use of 
the water, but that as no place where a government owns the entire 





country and is the proprietor of the entire soil, and where there are no 
relative rights between individuals to be ascertained and to be fixed. 
The right of eminent domain can notaffect thissubject. The right 

| of eminent domain is the right to condemn private property to public 


uses. That is the beginning and the endofit. Thisis not a question 
of the condemning of private property to public uses. It might be 


necessary soto do. It is a simple question of the exercise of the rights 

of proprietorship by the owner of the soil, there being no conflicting 

rights and no differences on the part of any other owner towards this 
vereign owner and proprietor of the country. 

Why all this objection to the Government of the United States ob- 
| taining in regard to this land accurate knowledge of its capabilities 
|and the practicability of its reclamation? That is the proposition. 
Why all this objection to it? We see that an entire continent has 
passed away from the policy established by the fathers of the Repub- 
lic, the policy that the farmers of the country should own their own 
homes, the policy that the public soil should be for free homes for the 
people, the policy that land monopoly should be discouraged by the 
public policy of the States of the United States and of the National 
| Government. 

We see that a vast aristocracy has been created in this country as in 
every other country. Wesee thata debt of two billions of money rests 
upon the people of this country upon fictitious capitalization. I am 
not here to make an outcry against those through whom this has oc- 
1. It occurred as a natura] sequence of the power exercised by 
Still it is a great public evil; it is an evil which threatens 
to produce serious trouble in this country. It is an evil which legis- 
lation sooner or later must consider in some form orother. It imposes 
a vast tax upon the already oppressed and impoverished agricultural 
interests of this country and the farmers. We see that these things 
have occurred and thaf they may occur again as to this vast area of the 
continent of the United States. We see that this repeal may have the 
effect of leading to associations of a land monopoly and of interests ad- 
verse to our system and the principles of our republican government 

Mr. President, I have here a table in the report of the Secretary of 
| the Interior made to the Forty-ninth Congress, ond session, but I 

will not detain the Senate to read it. I will, however, refer to a ‘ew 
of the instances to be foundinit. Thisisastatement showing the con- 
dition of cases of unlawiul inclosures of the public lands of the United 
States, and it is a very instructive I find here amouuts of 
osures of public lands claimed to be in violation of law, in one case 
unting to 1,075,000 acres, 


| curre 
thes 


tates. 


ser 


document. 


eran aggregation of cases in Idaho, am 
lation of law, as is claimed in this report, I find in another case, in 
r State, in Comanche County, the Comanche Cattle Pool with 192, - 
10,000 





motive 
acres, in one body; in another case 64,000 acres, in another, 


acres; inanother, 601,000 acres; in another case 592,000 acres of the pub- 





lic domain appropriated unlaw/ully; in another case 85,000 acres; and 
so they run, 50,000, 35,000, and so on. 
I do not believe there is any aggregate amount stated; the table 


is not added up; but the items amount toa great many millions of 


acres of public lands of the United States which by law and by the 
pledges of both political parties have been dedicated to the use of the 


i+ 
iL 


for free homes upon the condition of actual cultivation and oe- 
and the point of this observation is that this amendment 
propose t this vast amount of land to the desert and timber 
entry laws, under which laws it yle, and it has 
actually occurred, that a vast portion of the public domain has been 
appropriated to the individual uses of great landlords and of foreign 
syndicates, and to the deprivation of the people of the country of the use 
and occupation of that land as free homes under the homestead laws. 
Mr. Moopy and Mr. MorGAN addressed the Chair. 
Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from South Dakota wish to take 
| the floor on this bill ? 
| Mr. MOODY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MORGAN. I desire to take the floor also. 


peop! 
cup ition; 


s to subje 


has been found possil 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY Cha yenizes | Se from Wisconsin | Mr. St 
the Senator trom South Dakota. t that presumption I do assume; | tak 
Mr. MOODY. I will yield to the Senator from Alabama and post- | nou it, and I do say that in 
pone my remarks until he is through. t his const tion of that act. 
Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no; goon, sir. t is the true ru I é 
Mr. MOUDY. Mr. Pre-ident, t ranscendent importance of the pr law I x11 Ze 
Vis sO this } w! i oV ‘ 5 i n » t] ‘ Ww v t \ 
my> t i ok es eta gt eiora eit 
ey ( ( iv i i i Lia € é € sta 
a ‘ 1 a, Mena r ne in the se . ) » } ] ve ¢ ) 
( i y not ! e } i r ai mat 
r % ‘ t or to t ea | 3 
po rue le « rte t so 3 
( l nba ion ‘ 
I - t, t i ‘ ‘ t { 
o! iB} ul iseve | rv l \ ( 
amendments to this | hos restions, ho ( ‘ ) LDY 
each to the othe i W 1 to Lin 5 
disci i t 
i st pro} tion that l presente is one Wi l i 3 Ww 3 ( ) 
is known as the Ge werical irvey l > Seco! 1} nositi propose t t 
to sweep away the barrier to settlement of that grea Western « i i 
which has been spoken of, growing out of the illy considered enactment | publie lands 
of October 2, 1888. The third proposition is, Shall the Government ot It was intended by that act has be 
the United States further proceed in the execution of a plan adopted | by the members of the committee who co ed to 
years ago to seek some mode of reclaiming the arid lands of the coun- | those who were especially interested in the a : i 
try? Each of these questions, as I have said, bears a relation to the | and I say it is my construction—it seems to me to 
others, somewhat remotely, as I shall contend, as between what is | disputed—that whenever the reservoir site, whenever a 
known as the geological survey and that which is known as the irri which supplied the reservoir or took the wat ert 
gation survey. tained and definitely loe 1 and the | \ wou 
Che honorable Committee on Appropriations of the Senate has pro- | the water from this reservoir were found out L | 
posed to increase by $100,000 the appropriation proposed in the House | or survey, and that reservoir site, line of canal, o 
bill for the purposes of the Geological Survey fortopography. It also} irrigable lands to be supplied certified to t Land Dx 
proposes that one-half of the tot mount appropriated for topography, | were to be reserved from That was itent { 
to wit, one-half of $300,000, shall be expended west of the one hun- | that was the only law for the Department to ite | 
dred and first meridian. The honorable chairman of the Appropria- roper to take any oth iew of it. 
tions Committee having this bill in charge tells us that the object o! I do not understand that that proposition 
that amendment and the object of the provision which requires the | ] tment, but I understand another \ rT 
expenditure of this one-half of the appropriation west of a certain the Department, n 
meridian is that the irrigation surveys may be continued so faras the | the law. I understand that the Departr ( ‘ 
selection of sites for reservoirs are concerned, which itis contended can | per t these surveys, in order to permit these d mati 
be made under the topographic survey. order to permit this law to be executed, i 
Now, Mr. President, I have had the honor to be amember of the S« wit draw that count ym tlement so that 
lect Committee on the Reclamation of the Arid Lands since I hay land laws may not in adva f4 veys tak 
been a member of the Senate. I have had occasion to examine the reservoir sites, the ditch es it ora 
propositions as a member of that committee. I also reside in that por 1a spirit of magnanimity to the er, so that 1 
tion of country which is pronounced by the Geological Survey to i, so that h il tile 
in the arid region. It is true I do live some hundred miles west of | upon reserved lands, they will r y 
the Missouri River. Iam somewhat familiar with a large por ‘ m afterward 
the Western country, and with the intormation that I obtains h esident, the D et 
member of the committee, supplemented by the information wl ) ights of the settle nt l i 
possess as an inhabitant of that region, I make this statement, t ! ) ( 
if theintention of that amendment adding $100,000 to that appropria- | in ully conce 1, ver it 
tion for topography is to have the survey carried on in the mannerin | ment. What ants is to be let z 0 
which it has been heretofore prosecuted, to wit, topographic irveys | 1 \ his o alla to ’ 
for the purpose of ascertaining the sites for reservoirs, I am opposed | } 
decidedly to the increase in that appropriation because it is a mere waste l ble to do 
of the public funds, and I think I can demonstrate it to the satisfaction Depart t had 
of any Senator who will listen to the statement of competent witnesses. ‘ tit wv u ss to 
But if the intention is to have, as the clear reading of the law w ild go upon t 
be, that additional $100,000 expended for the Geological Survey, | t th l y thie 
should interpose no objection to its increase. I do not depr e tl particul und and th tt 
importance of information upon all subjects, including the st ( I vay to 
geology throughout this country, Itis amystic one, Ia itis + Dare 
that rests largely in theory; but, nevertheless, anything wl } ‘ w he 
tributes te thesum of human knowledge J certainly should not object to. | 1 een fo ! | 
Again, with my un erstanding of what will be the proper construc- i ou | : 
tion of that appropriation, to wit, that the whole of it is to be ex- \ erve t i 
pended for geologic researches, the amendment which requires t laws ¢ vy sixteénth a { v he 
expenditure of one-half of it west of the one hundred and first meridian l 
is a proper and satisiactory amendment. Why? Because the one hun- | me the white 1 fe ma 
dred and first meridian is very near the centerline between the Atlar He i 
tic and the Pacific Oceans. This great Government « re 1 j t ind tens of t 1ds 
existence upon the eastern shore. It has grown until it spans 1 ou eys, witl 
tinent and now communities are found throughout its enti re tions will fa und 
from ocean to ocean. ‘ ; 
rhe frontier has disappeared and disappeared for , N ints ou , 
mon country; but, unt rtunately for those who live in t ‘ Vie » the law 
power to which the West is entitled and which will be ipplying pre 
ext census is not always accorded to that country, and a i \ low and 1 
upon the expenditure, so that this geological survey shall tb i t] e m u 
fined to the East, is perfectly equitable, right, just, and proper. irid that areas su ( 


Mr. President, I have my views with reference to the proper con- | claim as any lands in t t i © 


struction of the reservation act of October 2, 1888. I am perhaps pre- | other of the public-land Stat inds that do 
sumptuous in differing with the distinguished lawyer, the honorable | the designation of the act of InS8. They neverthel 





3 
‘ 





Peat tel, As 
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} set t upon the pretense that they are lands 
rrigable The t r reservoirs and ditches to 

I mited ext 
nent ** Ty with mar tails,’ who is the super- 
f t t if country and partially « 
‘ t there ar ( ; of land in that area, 
000,000 of ¥ bh are eptil ration, or irrigable lands as 
1 ! i t to the 1888 He knows as much 
t e ¢ ‘ in the moon, and not one 
Ww { who iting over the country 
‘ road les « ther ner can, over an area of country 

nef { ny ; , x Amoun i} 

ands he nos t ny ular c'a 
ihe } t ete tt pt t igation under the provisions 
of t] ict by the reservoil tem uniess you utilize the lakes and 
call them Government e! rs, to select the spot where a few acres 
comparatis vy « he 1 f nning nto es n the tens of thou 

n Is ve } 

of attempting to gue it the number of acres, so as to have 
this great (;overnment inaugurate a policy that is either so beneficial 


or so disastrous to such a vast number of people, is the veriest moon 
shine humbug that was ever perpetrated upon a law-making power. 
rhe region where I reside, the extreme western part of that great State, 
which is about 400 miles in length east and west, is put down upon 
this map as irrigable land, and under the meaning of that act arid and 
desert land, and it is mapped out on the map into irrigating districts, 
the different colors upon that map exhibiting an imaginable irrigating 
district formed by this Geological Survey. 





Why, sir, that district of country, tomy own knowledge, and for 200 
miles west of the western border of the State, is as fine an agricult- 
ural country as the sun ever shone upon. There is not one acre of 
desert land anywhere ther It is not subject in the Land Office to 


the desert-land laws of the country. An attempt at an early day was 
made to grab some of the public lands there under a pretense that they 
were subject to the desert-land laws, and the Department, from the 
report of the land surveyors, declared and so entered the order that the 
lands were not subject to the desert-land laws, that they did not come 


the exercise of their judgment and right supplement the rains of heaven 


| by using the flowing waters. 


Now, I do not undertake to say that the Department has withdrawn 


; the lands in my State from settlement. Iam not advised that any 


lands in the State of South Dakota are withdrawn under the operation of 


the law. My impression is that I should hear from it and that very 
briskly if such an order had been issned to the one land office which 


| exists within this assumed arid region of our State as mapped upon 


this chart before us. 

Sir, it would create such indignation that this Capitol would be 
flooded with prayers and petitions to wipe out of existence any such 
scheme as would permit so oppressive an act as that to be done by the 
General Government under the pretense or color of law. ‘Take the 
rerritory, or rather the State, of Wyoming—I beg pardon of the Chair— 
take the grand State of Wyoming, situated immediately west of our 
State in part, and I say that for nearly 200 miles, and my personal ob- 
servation extends most of the way, it is just as liable to be classed 
among the character of lands to be provided for in the law of 1888 as 
the lands of my own State, and no more. 

Mr. President, in that State, and extending into South Dakota, there 
are vast beds of coal, of iron, of copper, of lead, and of other useful 
metals; but above them all there exists one of the finest agricultural 
countries in the West, Now, it did so occur that that middle country 
between the Northern and the Union Pacific Railroad was not early 
explored. It was long in being opened to settlement. The coun- 
try along the Union Pacific Railroad was a level country; that along 
the Northern Pacific was comparatively so; the great Indian nations 
which oceupied that vast country were willing to give up the lands 
along the Northern Pacific and along the Union Pacific, while those 
which lay along that central route they were unwilling to yield for 
many years. That wasthcir grand game preserve. There flocked the 
buffalo, the deer, the elk, the moose, and other game animals, and 





| there the Indians went in their savage state before they became mere 
| coffee-coolers, wards of the Government, to procure their supplies. It 


under that designation, and that they could not be taken by reason of | 


those laws 
r. President, what 1 want to 





put to Senators is the absolutely 
ludicrous aspect of this question rhis imaginary Government Geo- 
’ 


logical Survey tells us that all west of the one hundredth meridian in 


that State are all arid lands, and they are to be irrigated under the 
provisions of that system that was inaugurated, thank heaven, before 


is 2 country watered and wooded, a country where they could find 
shelter. Those great plains along the Pacific Railroad were a dread to 
them, but they could go into this midland country and find a home. 

There they could find shelter and protection. Those great Indian 
tribes, nations they are well called, fought among themselves the fiercest 
battles for that ground that they desired to preserve, and the latest In- 


dian battle of any consequence that this country has witnessed was 


[ came into the Senate, because I would have been ashamed to have | 


consented to any such proposition. It is well known that a small por- 
tion of our State had a partial failure of crops last year and the year 
efor Che places where there were failures of crops were every one 
of them lying east of the one hundredth meridian; west of the one 
hundredth meridian the crops were never better. No more plentiful 
ield has been had in the history of agriculture than was there in that 
issumed arid belt. 
Che western part of South Dakota is as well watered as any portion 
New York Stateorany partof New England. The numerous springs 
water, amounting to thousands, brought from the rocks in the up- 
reaval on the western edge, go flowing, increasing as they flow, down 
to and over the fertile prairies at the foot of the hills. They fructify 
he soil. The rainfall is as great there as it is anywhere in the coun- 
try. Youcan not travel a distance of more than 5 to 7 miles across 
the drainage without passing as beautiful running brooks as you would 
tind among the hills of New England or elsewhere. Still, we are told 


} 


I pronounce it again, that that country lies in the arid belt and is sub- 
ect to the law relating to the withdrawal of irrigable lands. 

[t is true, Mr. President, that there is in that country a considerable 
amount of irrigation. I will state what it has resulted from. The 
early farmers, the men who came in there when the gold excitement 
wus at its height, when the country was first opened to settlement, and 


1 


even before, came from the West. They had come from the eastern 


foot-hillsof the Rocky Mountains. They hadcome from where they had 


used the system of it 





tigation. Knowing its advantages, knowing that 
the effect of water supplied artificially when man’s judgment calls for 
? 


fought in that middle country for its possession between the Crows and 
the Sioux. ‘The Indian refused to yield possession to the Government; 
the railroads did not penetrate it; and, as Senators know, it is only 
within the last year that a barrier 150 miles in extent has been re- 
moved for the passage of railways on that middle route. 

Now, what I object to is that a Director or anybody else shall under- 
take to sit here in Washington, never go into the country, never send 


anybody there from his bureau, knowing nothing about it on the face 
| of God’s green earth, no more, I say, than he knows of the mountains 
| in the moon, and undertake to classify a whole region of country with 


such a character that under color of law the Land Department of this 
Government can withdraw it from settlement and prevent the honest 


| settler from acquiring title to his home 


Mr. President, during this debate I have heard over and over again, 
it has been reiterated over and over by Senators, that they feared if 
this law was repealed huge monopolies would be gained by corporations 
and aliens. Do these Senators know anything about the operation of 
the general land laws? Have they ever lived in a public-land State? 
Do they know of any chance to acquire such monopolies? What are 


| the land laws, the pre-emption, the homestead, the timber-culture 
by this map, and by this imaginary survey, by this absolute humbug, | 


laws, and, where they are properly classed, the desert-land laws? How 
can a title by pre-emption be acquired? Not to exceed 160 acres con- 
stitutes the amount which can thus be acquired, and that only by act- 


| ual residence upon the land, by cultivation, by building his home, by 


| taking his wife and children there, if he have them, living there for a 


it was of vastly greater advantage than the natural rainfall, they ex- 


ercised their rights as American citizens; they took their water rights; 
they built dams across some of these streams; they took the water out 
in ditches, and utilized those waters when they were needed. 

Year after year goes by; they use the watersometimes but for a month 
sometimes for two or three days, sometimes more, and sometimes not 
atall. With my observation of their mode of conducting a farm, if I 
were going to the State of New York or to the State of Iowa, intending 


, 






to enter into the business of farming, I would endeavor to secure a place 
which could rrigated, or at least a portion of it, and where water 
could be brought uy t for that purpose. That would prove that por 





tion of Iowa or New Yor 


: to be in the arid belt as completely ag it 
proves the fact that t} 


zion is there because some of our people in 


period of not less than six months, then paying to the Government the 
sum of $1.25 per acre, $200 for his 160 acres. 

He may remove from there, if he can find the opportunity, and en- 
ter a homestead; then by living upon it five years, making it his actual 
home and residence, with his wife and his little ones, with his posses- 
sions, he may obtain the Government title. Or, if he chooses, after a 
certain time he may pay $1.25 an acre and commuteit. Under the 
timber-culture act he may take another 160 acres, and he must, if he 
perfects the title, cultivate not less than 10 acres for a period of eight 


| years, and must show upon the 160 acres, to acquire his title, 10 acres 


of thrifty growing timber trees not more than 12 feet apart. 

Men who live East as well as West may take advantage of the tim- 
ber-culture act without actual residence. I would, however, invite 
nobody tomake the venture. The Western Representatives have asked 
this Congress, and a bill has passed one House at their request, to re- 
peal the timber-culture law, because it is of no earthly value; it costs 
more to perfect the title than the land is worth. 

The desert-land laws I am not familiar with, but I understand that 
a person who will advance the Government the sum of 25 cents an acre 


ry 


~ 


1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 145 


and will expend sufficient money upon it in bringing water there 
. t é 




















th wn In iation. Wha 
its use may take to the extent of 640 acr g ire « All good 

hat is a vast domain, taking them al There is danger of great | pographers are not always engine { \ 
monopolies. The practical result is that it is impossible in the West | sketch artist Lon e a to] ay 
to acquire in any of those new States more than about three or four | and a sketch artist makes maps ju : 
quarter-sections in a body, and it is a rare thing that you can do that | a ips tha ade b 
except where the wasteful prodigality of Congress has given, years ago, | vey, so far as the purposes of irriga ‘ 
to railroads and other corporations the public lands which they may How is a topographic map t 
sell. Survey i t 0 al rhe t i i S 

Chere is no body of men on the face of this continent who will sooner | certain district intry or 4, « 
frown upon any attempt or upon any license to a corporation or other | other form. He $a pol ‘ 
person to monopolize a large body of the public lands and there by triangulation to fix other poin l 
no man who is more zealous in the execution of the public-land laws | reference to the first fixed } \ 
than the settler actually residing upon the lands. Mr. President, | with the most care el n, witht 
what does it mean ror him to connive at or consent to fraud in t initiatory } | practical purposes except £ 
obtaining of title to those lands? He has gone there, perchan can ude vy accurate; | t ’ 
rectly from his country’s service in the late war, with all his posses- | map do except to furnish us the geography of the count \ 
sions. He emerged from that war and was discharged, poor, as we | gray nap for t use of an ar 1 the ne 
know the average soldier was. His business was absolutely ruined by | ble; but of what value is it to the intry 
his absence. His attachments to his home were greatly loosened. He Chose lines that I have described are eal! nto es 
did not want to enter into competition in that old field with those who | district of country is selected by the le of A or 
had remained and prospered at home while he was enduring the hard- | that vicinity, and the same process gone t VW , 
ships and sacrifices of that service. maps which are made in the field are brought into the « 

So he pulled up his honsehold stakes, he took his all and went to | together not one in twenty, not one in fifty of thos nto 
the West to secure him a home upon the public iands and to start anew | register one with anothe: Chey have t them and | { 
in the race of life. And what does he want? He wants the school- her 
house built near him, he wants the public-school teacher employed, he (hat is precisely the process which they vnd 
wants the church erected that he may attend divine service. Ile wants | take to tell that that is sufficiently » estal 
the society of a community about him. If these Senators, these dis- | reservoir and a diteh line. A reservoir holding a spe 
tinguished men historically,as they are, would only go to that Western | water and a ditch line carry the water to that reservoi 
country, go there not merely upon a jaunt across some pleasant fields | planted on the stream ist have ( all 
in some palace car on some extra train with all the paraphernalia that | continuous from one end of the ditch line to the other 
every one enjoys, but would go there among the homesteaders, would Che ditch leading from the reservoir must also have a « 
visit the cabins that they have built, would see the happiness beam- | nation continuous in all its course, or else the t iS ¢ 
ing even from those who live in the dug-out where they were too poor | who has operated ditches know, that the ditches will be ed 
to purchase lumber or other material to make their home: if they | You can not manage or pres a ditch not almost el 
could know how they are supporting schools, how they are supporting | perfect unless you put the water int | ito 
and erecting churches, universities, colleges, public buildings, all ac- | that will not disintegrate 
complished within the briefest period, no one of them would ever sus Now, Iam in fa of striking ont the prop 1 to cont 
pect that there was any possibility of any danger from any attempt at | survey under the Geological Bureat 3 eha 
monopolizing the lands of the country. iiready expended, and I wish some Senator would point n 

Itis where this unbounded and inexcusable prodigality was had and | cents in value that s resulted therefrom. Where is tl 
where the States are themselves the owners of vast bodies of land that | site that is liable to be used? Point me to a le diteh 
monopolies in land can exist. But are those conditions different trom ; water can be carried to that reservoir « va ym it 
what they were years and years ago, soon after the foundation of this Mr. President, | may say that 3 0 broad 
Government? Among my earliest recollections, in the State of New | the engineer in charge of the irrigation survey proj he ¢ 
York, where I was born and reared, the statement was made to me | mean; I do not mean a topographer—— Major Dutton,and th rps t 
that in the beantiful Susquehanna Valley, where the lands years ago | Was under him no doubt did accomplish 1e Spex t 
were worth $150 per acre, they were sold to the early settlers coming | ™ay prove of value; but I speak of the last sam of $250,000 t 
in there from New England for the price of 25 cents an acre by the | 4ppropriat d 0,000 of which was taken for topography i 
hundreds and thousands of acres. It resulted in no monopoly. 000 leit for the purpose of making something like an engine ( 

Mr. President, monopoly of the public lands in the West or any- | of the facts that they were arter. Out of that $110,000, d Z 
where in America for any considerable time in my judgment is abso- | ollice expenses and all, these parties testilied before th 
Iutely impossible, except of those lands which are devoted and devot- | they hadexpended for engineering about $70,000. But even ¢ ‘ 
able only to the raising of cattle in large herds. Why? The experi- | not been able to point out any good results therefrom, because they 
ence of the West, at least that portion of it surrounding my place ot | Were constantly hampered by this imaginary idea that 
residence, shows why. If non-residents acquire title the residents tax | fastened to the brain of this *‘geologer’’ in the Geol 
them until they are glad tosell theirlands. It is the history of North Mr. ALLISON. ‘They are called ** geologer 
western Iowa, where Congress permitted the lands to be sold at privat Mr. MOODY. Yes; where metallurgy inderstood 
sale without any necessity of residence or cultivation, that lands were | Some good comes out of inspecting rocks, they are ¢ 
owned in large ownership, and the owners were compelled to sell be- | that is the usual term. Mr. President, I do not want to sa tI 
cause the few residents taxed the lands so high that it was unprofitable | not appreciate all that any man can do if he st to his t d 
to hold them. tinues engaged in the business which he understand 

I will dwell no more, Mr. President, upon that subject. I have al the rocks of the coun ry to see what their texture ' t 
ready dwelt too long upon it. I ought to have dismissed it long ago, | Were made. Of course they do not any of them pretend t 
‘That is no reason for not removing this cloud upon the title of all the | were there when these rocks were made, but they ¢ t 
West. Theorder is not issued, so far as I know, with reference to my | date, and that is valuable information Though these ] n 
own State; but it may be issued to-day or to-morrow under this chi- | settlers can not make any special use of that ormatio 
merical scheme of the Geological Survey. s valuable, as it is printed in books al with picture 

Mr. President, in connection with this proposition is the third one l Mr. President, I want to read the opinion of one of t 
have spoken of. It is proposed to wipe out all that provision of this | gimeers of the United > Ar 1 this sutye \ 
appropriation bill put in by the other House which provides foran ir- | character 1s above reproa is no est whate 
rigation survey to be conducted under the Director of the Geological | ¢riticising Major Powel f 
Bureau. In the first place, that bureau ought never to have been in- | sense of the term ‘ 
trusted with any such scheme or proposition. The proposition was of | he has rendered or is capable of r¢ 
itself well enough, perfectly proper and perfectly practicable, but the | 1 must say he is tolerably well 1 
surveys for irrigation purposes are engineering surveys and nothing ; Me, and I take t iberty of read t the ¥ 
else. Itis an engineering problem to store waters and to carry them iy know, if they choose to kno hy we ft the West, from tl 
upon the lands for effect upon the crops which the land bears. You | country about which Major Powell has 1 to expr 
can not carry water up hill any more by a geological survey than you | 4gimary views and thereby induce the action ¢ NS great G 
ean by any otherprocess. I repeat, the problem is an engineering prob- | inso important and critical a fer, oppose further appt 
lem, and the topography which is necessary is the topography of the | be expended under the direction of the Geological Bure 
engineer and not the topography of the mere geographer or map-maker. Phe position tak the D r, that a topographi 

Now, what is this geological irrigation survey? I know itabsolutely. | Wy Ghiouswolee cf allexperioneed engineers. 

I speak from the text. I do not hesitate to state precisely what it is | The maps of the survey in the arid regio 
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Mr. COCKRELL. ¥V the Senator please repeat what the en 
gincer sa there I understand he reading the statement of an 
é t] t I did not catch it 
ar aATOONMYS Hy ar 
Pe 
| ow 
Mr. COCK RELI I Director of the Geological Survey? 
I MO ry Ye . I 
and ea t rapher is expectedto survey fr 1) to 1,000 square miles per 
eve ‘ eer and ex enced surveyor knows what that means. 
It me map < standard in which guess-work or the eve estimates of 
a i iT a »ta t | e of instrumental precision This map 
Ss] posed to carry over the entire count from the mountain tops to the 
‘ tto 1 ess ‘ the and is of any use for agricult ) 
tora p Oses if the Director had bee content to represent his may ts 
trie rlue and ality it wht have tted that it was as good as could 
be made at that price bu as urged it as a necessary part of a work in 
rade of map h is of real utility would be cheap at $300 per 
1 é 
ma the Director says, is necessary for an irrigation survey. He has re- 
px vil sted that it is necessary in order to discover reservoir sites, routes 
4 ible la ] says , in not commence atthe wrong 
in ba wards We can not plan areservoir and then afterwards dis- 
COV ssite: we must know its site first Report Senate Special Committee on 
j atic volume iv, page 85 The answer tothis is plain enor Three things 
asary t onstitute a pr t al, use il reservoir site , & Water sup 
} 1 dat vhich can b onstr ted ata practical cost and with saf. tv 
thir ivable land to whi “N rean be conducted at a practicable 
a Un these three facts are ascertained no practicable reservoir site has 
i ar vere 
' the Dire rhimself who proposes to begin atthe wrong end. He pro 
poses to dis ver reserv< sites first that 18, t&« etermine that water is to be 
had safe dams ¢ e constructed at practicable cost, and that irrigable 
lar ‘ » which t \ le al ¢ taken, and then these sites are to be 
vey the same And w s to determine these 
= “ stance ers I n of us he calls 
the a es mie are boys, nineteen to twenty-tou 
‘ fr = ool, who have o y toenter the topographic corps 
of 1 ‘ S v to become at o endowed with the transcendent 
quality f me a deer s, able to settle at a rate of a thousand square miles 
n t ques s « < structior ost, and pplicability involved 
t te lio A great syst of irrigating works 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair The hour 
of 2 o'clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay betore the 
enate the unfinished business, which is the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce 
the revenue and equalize a ities ON IMports, and ‘or other purposes. 

Ir. ALLISON, I ask that the unfinished business may be inform- 


ally laid aside in order that we may go on with the work we have in 


he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks that the 
u hed business be temporarily laid aside in order that the pending 
bill may be turther considered. The Chair hears no objection, and that 
is the order of the Senate. The Senator from South Dakota will pro- 
ceed, 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. President, I understand that one of the projects 
which are now in the bureau and approved by the Director is to build 
a dam across a mountain gorge some 2 miles in extent and 156 feet in 
he t, and that otherdams are mapped—mapped, Mr. President, and 
l< hasize it—mapped, that are over 100 teet in height. It takes 
ut the most common observation, it does not require a man of genius, 
it does not require an engineer educated in the precision of that tech- 
nical profession, to understand that if any such thing as that was at- 


tempted and carried to a comp! 


etion it would cost millions of money, 
and that when such a dam was constructed it would forever be a men- 
ace to every one who would be under the effect of the water which 
would come from a disaster 

Why, you could not get a man wi 


vy irrigable lands that would besubject to irrigation under such con 


had his eyes and senses to take 





st ctions as those 

Mr. REAGAN Mr. President, will the Senator from South Dakota 
allow me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South Dakota 


yield to the Senator from Texas 
" Mr. MOODY. Certainly. 
Mr. REAGAN, Last summer, when traveling through 1 arid 
region, among the places of interest which our committee visited was 
he Sweetwater Dam, some 20 or 25 miles east of San Diego, a dam 
90 feet high, with farms under irrigation and cultivation below it, and 


every body seemed to feel very comfortable. We were told of another 
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that was 120 feet he southern part of California. I did not visit 
tha however. rht of the dam is not a matter of so much im- 
portance as the its construction. Now, there wasadam that 
roke | } ny i Ariz iat it caused a great <¢ al of destruction 
ihe cause was ¢ ective ¢ tr Li 14 Irom the lactthatt se who 
( tri ‘ t did not est late the danwger of co truct vada that 
was supplied by a hill country and precipitating the water sucdenly 
upon it. The mere fact of height is not import 








MOODY, If it is not the height of the dam that tant, 
I take it that in the construction of the dam its height an { gth, 
and the foundation of it, and the water which it is calculated to store 


1 all be taken into consideration. 1 think those four things 


mui 
would be taken into consideration by an engineer. 1 will proceed tur- 
ther with this statement from the engineer: 











Possibly the Director means that by a topographic survey a map « be con- 
cted from the study of which all these things will become clear S prop- 
sition, if such is his meaning, wil! beara brief examinatior These maps are 


published on ascale of 2 miles to the inch, and the contour lines, which indi- 
of the ground, represent vertical intervals which are 25 feet apart 
on the plains, 5) feet apart in the foot-bills.and 100 feet apart in the mountains. 
4 reservoir having a square mile of surfaceand an average depth of 25 feet would 
amply irrigate 10,000 acres of land. It is doubtful if any reservoir of that size 
exists to-day in all the arid region of the West 

A square mile on Powell's map would be represented by a space just half an 

j With a depth of feet 
tours of the map and no sign of it 
would appear. In no event could it possibly be crossed by more than one con- 
ur The Director has testified over and over again that such a map, con- 
structed in such a rude and hasty manner wil! enable any person to determine 
the existence of a site on which a great reservoir can be constructed at a prac- 
tical cost. Such a statement can only excite the ridicule and contempt of any 
experienced engineer. 

Phe Di nning looked upon this large appropriation for 
irrigation as the means of carrying out his persona) am! ition to construct a map 
of the country which will bear his nameand be his monument Po justify him- 
self in applying the funds appropriated for a specific object to another object 
only remotely connected with it he has been obliged to assert a necessity which 
is denied by all experts, and which is seen t)» have no foundation whatever as 
soon as the subject is candidly examined. The questicns which are to be in- 
vestigated and settled by an ir 


engineering questions, and en 





cate the shape 








are, or one-fourth of a square inch on paper 






the whole of it might just lie between two co 





ctor has from the beg 





ation survey such as the law contem) lated are 
+! hr 


-ers sk ed 1 






: n anch of engineering are 
the proper persons to investigate them. They declare with one voice that they 
require no such topographical maps and could make no use of them beyond the 
general inf »rmation which any map of the roughest kind furnishes 

In accordance with this falsely 
work of the Survey, w! 


verted necessity he has devolved the main 








h requires the highest engineering intelligence, skill, 
and experience the Gover: ment can command, upon topographers who make 


no pretenses to any su f 


i gualificationsand not one of whomever had a month's 
xperience in the work of an engineer. The Director seems to think that these 
sare the proper persons to solve all the great and difficult questions which 
arise in such a survey, and that a skilled engineer has no other use thin to ac- 








cept the solutions given by these young “men of genius” and w rk out the de- 
tails of the plans which the topogr 8 have provided for them 








rhe Director has pretended that without the topographic survey the cost of 
the irrigation survey wo 1ld be several times greater rhis statement has no 
foundation. The engineers of the Survey have declared that the map is simply 
an additional expense, and its creation would not diminish in any degree the 
expense of the other work. Nor is there the least reason to suppose that it 
would, No unprofessional person isabie to perceive why such a map should be 
made for this purpose, and the engineers are equally at a loss to suggest any 
reason The Director has stated that hydrographic work which ascertainsthe 


water supply would cost $10,000,000 to $16,000,000 without the map, while it can 
be done for about one-tenth of those sums if the map is made 

The engineers are of the opinion that fora few hundred thousand dollars, 
spread over four or five years, every stream of any importance can be gauged, 
its capacity fully ascertained, and asystem of observations by self-recording 
instruments kept up by which the farmers can knowevery day in the year how 
much water is fowing in their streams, and the whole work can thereafter be 
turned over to the States or irrigating districts to manage for themselves. 
They declare that the Director's proposition to compute water supply from in- 
formation obtained from a map is wholly impracticable and would amount to 
nothing but guess-work. 


Cc 












The Senator from Nevada [Mr. SteEwART] hands me a communica- 


tion from one of the engineers, addressed to the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. CAsEy], which gives the size of some of the dams pro- 
posed by Major Powell’s topographers. The writer says: 

The dams referred to in your note of yesterday are situated on the Greenhorn 
River, in Southern Colorado. The topographer who selected the so-called reser- 
voir sites proposed 

First. A diverting dam across the main river, 160 feet high and one-fourth of 
amilein length. This would back the water soasto make it overflow intoa 
neighboring basin on a small lateral or tributary. 





to be closed by another dam 


Second. This second basin was 


Now, this is the Geological Survey topographer’s survey for irriga- 
tion purposes— 


This second basin was to be closed by another dam about 400 feet long and 
225 feet high. 

Third. This reservoir, when full, was expected to discharce surplus water into 
a third basin beyond, closed by adam one-half mile long and 200 feet high. 
The three are to form a system 

he highest dam ever projected by engineers of high repute is the proposed 
Quaker Bridge Dam, asa part of the New York City water-works, It is pro- 

cted 260 feet high above d-rock after excavating 100 feet for foundations, to 

e builtof uncoursed rubble or masonry in Portiand cement, surfaced by rough 
ashlar in courses Its length is 1.300 teet, and the estimated cost of the dam is 

ttle over $1,000,000. The estimate does not include waste-weir or diversion 
works—nothing but the dam itself without accessories 














it would be little less than a crime to build a dam of very great height, say 

eet or more, of anything but masonry rhose contemplated on the Green- 

born would have to be so built r cubical contents could not well be esti- 

mated until more is kr 1. of the cross-sections of the gorges in which they are 
pre cted 

a * * - - * + 
In estimating the cost of varying heights of masonry dams it is safe to say 
that for similar forms the cost will increase in a somewhat higher ratio than the 


urth power” of the height; many engineers would say about the fifth 








power In f. ynne ofthe eng ra. whor ethe r a < 
Bria dam. has w na eek shown ‘ a ‘ avor 
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Mr. REAGAN, What is the name of the w r h paper 

M MOODY, It is not given here I presume gM ! 
Ip me it is, though I do not »W 

: Mr. President, with $350,000 exper 1] 
isa ‘ up ished Hecanse such Visi iry schemes S D 
expecting them to be worked out by the settlers in that y ( 
what value is such ‘‘scientifie’’? research practically? W 
that country, be he monopolist, corporation, or private ow Ww 
undertake to carry out such a scheme as has been proje ted u l t 
effort to make the business of map-making and geography swer for 





that which requires the utmost techn 
found only in that profession in 
neering protession ? 
Mr. REAGAN, 
Mr. MOODY. Certainly. 
Mr. REAGAN, Does the Senator wish to be understood that Ma 
Powell, the Director of the Geological Survey, is in any sense, d 


skill and large 


the highest 


yy be chy 





my judgment 


May I ask the Senator a question? 


or indirectly, responsible for such a statement as that ? 
Mr. MOODY. 1 that he is responsible for t 
me and the plan, because I undertake to say that I understand t 
scheme was approved by him as one of the results wh 
from the expenditure of this appropriation. I 


undertake to say 
scene 
h had come 


lo not say that he is r 


sponsible for this statement. I say he is responsible for the fact, if 
such fact exists,as I understand it does, that this plan was prepared 












under his supervision by some of the employés in that bureau, and 
that he, as the Director and head of it, approved of the plan, and it 
upon the records of that bureau. 

] repeat, so far as we are concerne d [ Speak ior constit 
we want no such visionary schemes, It is true that on this map hav 
been marked as existing in my State irrigating districts, places for res 
ervoirs, and all that sert of thing, and not a single engineer or topog 
rapher in all that bureau has ever been in that country or bas ever had 


his eyes upon it or his foot within that part of it which is marked ar 
It is true that Major Powell did testify or state before the 
on Appropriations that at one time, morethan ten years ago, he starte 
from about the North Platte, in Nebraska, and went 
Niobrara River and then up through Southern 
Cheyenne River. 

When I came to test his knowledge of that country I discovered that 
if he was in that country he was not exercising his skill as: 
or as a topoyrapher, for he could not 


Com ttee 


over across Ut! 


Dakota as far as the 


designate one single p 





any accuracy at all which existed over the route which he pretended 
to have traveled. He may have gone there; I do no y that lid 
not; but if he did he made a very speedy exit, because he could not 
have zone through the region of country he undertook to sav he d 

go through without a guard to protect him from the Indians, for they 
would have taken his scalp every 20 miles unless he had had a cuard 


or had gone through in the night. 

Mr. HOAR. If he had scalps enough to have lasted. 

Mr. MOODY. I see that Senatorstrom the extreme East do not 
derstand practically whatit is to be scalped by an Indian, excey 
tradition and the history which they read. We who have wit 
people who have been scalped by the Indians understand that h 
is somewhat at fault on that subject 

There is another subject that I desire to speak about, and that is in- 
volved in a proposition that the Select Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands proposes py way of amendment to this: 
propriation bill in lieu of the provisions that have been stricken out. 
That committee, as you are aware, Mr. President, contains in its mem- 
bership one Senator from North Dakota, one trom Montana, one from 
South Dakota, the older Senator from the West being the Senator from 
Nevada, The only member of that committee belonging to the ma 
jority who is directly interested in the proposition contained 
propriation heretofore made is the Senator from Nevada. 


iat 








The failure of this scheme that was enacted some years ago, 1 
into the law of 1888, renewed in the law of 18%9, and propos« n th 
House bill as it was sent to the Senate—I say the failure of that 
was occasioned by the fact that practical men were not put in ( 
of it, men who could have carried ont that plan successfully and not 
been subject to the criticism of anybody, and the scheme would hav 
met with the approval of the whole country. It is a grand object 
and a worthy one for the General Government to assist in the reclama 


tion of an arid region of country which, when it is once rec 
when it is once made subject to settlement, if it could be d 
out irrigation, will be among the richest portions of this gr 

Sir, the hills of New England, of New York 








and Ohio, the whole 
Eastern country, at leastthat portion of the East which you reach from 
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all enough. he only ce of pply where mort 
I led must come from the vels of the earth, and this little 
. 
( yn as 31 um to but a trifle, requiring an 
‘ ‘ halt cr 
i reg or « take Dalila iliieti 
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propria ] ther age 
to help the ‘ 
In our State and North Dakota the report of the gentleman 
vho examined the question there shows, there are something like two 
1dred impo lantart in ¢ We de not expect that the J m River 
ountr ill be exp i by the Go ment Our people have spent 
thousand ind thou nds of dollars 1 1ts ¢€ xp! oration. That is a set- | 
tled count: ettled but recently it is true. che acters knew noth- 
about ir cat til é vere t iug! t 1} y thes iggestions of the com- 
1 } } +, , w hit ] } ¥ 
inittee who we! nt there and by the publications which the com- 
nittee made; they ca from the East. and not from the West where 
irrigation is practiced. But they have now entered upon it, and will 


develop irrigation in that grand region known as the Jim River Val- 


ley. I speak of itasa valley. It } plain 100 miles in width and 
early 500 miles in length in our two States, 250 miles in each. 
Thr roug rho it that eutire valley « tsan artesian basin. These gen- 
tlemen « ngaged under that small appropriation who have had experi- 
ence, some of them ye irs Of experience, in the investigation of artesian 


basin water supply, pronounce it to be the largest and the most wonder- 
ful artesian basin extant 








Now, we ask a small appropr i to continue that investigation in 
the States of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, Wyoming, Ne- 
braska, Kansas, and Texas, between the ninety-seventh meridian of 
longitude west from Greenwich and the (vot-hills of the Rocky Mount 
ains. Itis possible that that same basin extends, and we have creat 
reason to believe thatit extends, from near theninety-seventh meridian 
clear to the foot-hills of the Rocky Mountains 

These gentlemen, in their report made to the Secretary of Agricult 

re, under whose direction they have been acting, deciare that thei 

idgment the sands which forn artesian basin, wherein the waters 
are accumulated and rise, outcrop near the foot of the Rocky Mount- 
ains, < ind that the great Missouri River runs over the edge of that out 
crop, al d keeps constantly filled this basin for the supply of any who 
choose is ion it What we want i further and more complete in- 
vestigation, taking the whole year for it. If this thing is as we be 
lieve it to be, an existing fact; if it should be found that that water 
is as the ge lare in their opinion it is, inexhaustible, it will 
be the easie and the best mode of supplying additional 
water, as it that regi { country, that could possibly 
be found. It is vastly better than any surface wate suy ply. Wt vr 

For one reason, that it can be handled with very little cost, it comes 
with such force from the basin where } lies that it throws at the 
Woonsocket well, as I am advised by the men who gunk it, a 6-inch 
tream 21 feet in the air bodily from the pipe; reduced to a 4-inch 
stream, it throws it 62 feet into the air, and reduced toa 2-ine hstream, 
it throws the water 150 feet into the ai 

It can be handled, as the term yoes, controlled perfectly and it is 
not necessary, in order to utilize the water, that there should be any- 
thing like a route upon which to construct a ditch or canal which shall 
be comparatively level with a « descending grade, because 
with the force with which it mes it can be confined in pipes and 

} , ae } 


sent anywhere upon a man’s farm, and it can be taken throngh hy- 
drants at any point and spread over the land 


I have information froma gentleman w 0 care fully examined another 


well at Mellette, in South Dakota, a well which has been in operation 
oa} 4 ‘ > nths Tet lle 4} 4% + w= 1) feore } 

oniy a ew month fe Leus ni Lat tna ( iurnisnes cnough to 
irrigate 640 acres of land. 

At Aberdeen, at Redfield, at Huron, at Yankton, they are running 
machinery with the water from those wells with direct pressure, the 
pressure coming so steadily and being so great. 

In the city of Huron, on the 4th of last July, where I bad the ex- 


ceeding pleasure, sorrowful as it is now to speak of it, of meeting on 
the soil of my own State that great man, that warm friend of the new 
West, Mr. Cox, we witnessed an { 


ion of the power of that artesian 
water that was a surprise to him as it was to me. 





The pressure is such that they use the water for fire purposes. They 
swept the fire from a building with a speed I never saw exhibited by | 
wey | sort of mach ners because th pressure 1s greater than will be 
permitted by machinists to be put pen the ordinary fire engines. 
I io lthey are obliged in those wells to turn off the power because it 
woukl break the fire appliances. At Mit heock they are running a 
flouring mill with the power, and there is more or less machinery run 
everywhere with it. 

So, then, I say it is so easily controlled, so easily ha dled, that when 


once it is in operation it is better than any surface wahen for the pur- 
pose of irrigation. Wells — been running for five or six years. 
The mayor of Redfield told me last fall that the well in that city had 
been in operation for years; that he had the entire charge of it, and 
the entire cost of kee ‘ping it in repair was $5, that was the whole ex- 
pense. It was operated for fire purposes and to run machinery. 
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But Senators say, why do not your people proceed to take advantage 
of the existence of what you regard as this wonderful agency—for it 


wonderful—in behalf of agriculture, the main object with your peo- 


ple? I can answer that query very readily. Our people are poor. 
They have in some portions of the State missed their crops. They 
have built school-houses and churches, court-houses and jails, peniten- 
tiaries and colleges, insane asylums and universities of allkinds. They 
have paid over $2,000,000 a year for the purposes of education when 
here at the C apit 1 they were denied the privileges of statehood to 
which everybody conceded they were entitled, and thereby deprived 
of the use of the lands which were reserved to the State for the use of 
the schools, and they cheerfully taxed themselves without limit to 
maintain schools. The Government of the United States owns in our 
State 18,000,000 acres of public lands, 11,000,000 acres of which have 
just been ceded by the Sioux. 

Our people do not feel able to make the experiment to determine the 
limit of this artesian basin. They do not expect the Government to 
irrigate any private lands or any public lands, but they ask you to take 
this matter, through the proper officer, in hand, and assist them in the 
development of this great aid tothis great interest, the greatest of all— 
the interest of agriculture, the interest of the farmer. 

Why, Mr. President, I remember that in former bills we have voted, 
I was going to say, untold millions for the benefit ot the East and the 
Middle States. What does it mean when $23,000,000 are expended for 
new cruisers? It means that the mechanics, the laborers, upon the 
eastern and western shores will reap the benefit from the expenditure 
of that money, as well as the United States, by reason of their con- 
—— When you vote millions for coast defenses and building new 

eans of constructing armaments of war, what doesit mean? It means 
the prosperity of the communities in which that business is carried on. 

Mr. President, the Senate does not hesitate—for there is not a word 
said scarcely on the subject—to expend a million and a half for thé pur- 
pose of establishing a zoo park, a monkey show in this city. You do 
not hesitate to expend $40,000 in this appropriation bill, for what? To 
trace the traditional facts regarding a race of Indians that have been 
dead for over three hundred years. You do not hesitate to expend by 
this Geological Burean thousands of dollars in the search for fossils. 
You allow this Geol ogical Survey toexpend how much? Atone place 
in the bill it amounts to $548, 000 for geology. 

Is that all? Let us examine the bill further. For engraving the 
veological maps of the United States, $45,000"’ is appropriated. Is 
that all? Under the head of “ Public printing and binding ’’ I find, 
under the ‘‘ Geological Survey: ”’ 

For engraving the illustrations necessary for the report of the Director, $8,000. 


For engraving the illustrations necessary for the monographs and bulletins, 
$35,000, 


Phat is besides the cost provided for making the maps and doing all 
that work. Then, 


+ ‘ 


For printing an 1 binding the monographs and bulletins, $25,000 


For engraving $43,000, printing and binding $25,000, and for en- 
graving maps $45,000. Is there hesitation about theseexpenses? I 


have heard of none. 

I am not at liberty to criticise either the House of Representatives 
or any of its members or committees, and I do not propose to do so, 
but I have a right to compare the provisions in this bill one with an- 
other as it came from the House, and, as what I believe to be a mi- 
nority of the Senate propose to retain here, disagreeing to the Appro- 
priation Committee’s amendments, 

The House of Representatives sent to us a proposition by which, 
addition to this $448,000 and $68,000 for geological expenses, they ce 
pose that we shall expend the sum of $777,500 in the pursuit of this 
chimerical scheme, which anybody who knows any thing about it will 
agree with me in saying it emphatically is. But what would they do 
in reference to the Western settler, the man who lives upon his home- 
stead, the man who wants to acquire alittle piece of land upon which 
he can live? They putin the magnificent sum of $200,000 for the sur- 
vey of the public lands ofall that Western country. This would give to 
our State about $12,000 

Why, Mr. President. in our State now, as shown by the petitions 
which have been forwarded to me and which I have filed in the De- 
partment, there are thousands of people upon the unsurveyed public 
lands, some of whom have been there for seven years without their be- 
ing surveyed, praying over and over again that their lands be sur- 
| veyed, so that they may get the homes upon which they have settled 
and initiate their titles. You call it a little thing. Let one of these 
distinguished Senators or any dis tinguishe <1 member of the other 
House go out upon those broad prairies, and let him undertake to make 
a home,and Tet him wait and wait and wait for governmental action in 
making the survey, so that he may know where to put his dwelling, 
where to put his other improvements, and when to prepare to make 
him a home. 

Let him live there for four, five, or seven long years, summer and 
winter, thus waiting for the Government to act, knowing that he hag 
got to pay the cost of itin theend, and all it needs is that Congress shall 

make an appropriation out of its Treasury so that the governmental 
officers may do this act, and enable him to initiate his homestead title. 
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I say, let one of these distinguished Sen lt put 1 appropr ‘ 
istence in that way, and he will be ready Cor | ted 
people all that is necessary in order to e v it entire] ry 
for a title from the Government to lands ¢ rt erat S 
Mr. President, I glad to say that t} ) cog t n t 
erality, and t! t good judgment rom | ject. I c oe al 
Maryland [Mr. Gorm An]. on the « 8 t S ( r ‘ 
wrong which was attempted to be 1X pet { l every 
b remedied | thea lopt 1 of this ar ¢ rte { | 
t} il list neal he 1 Senator that h d r 1d s W ] € { ‘ cl l ma i 
thanks of ma that vast d t r the erous % lie s the 
which he ] esident of the East, of th essit f | the disposal of tl mil j 
those people nd the ire id tog } lit t We had ‘ 1 to ‘ 
man for aid which he may furnish them in his publi pacity, no mat Mr. President, whe we | é \ ‘ 
’ ter what may be the color of his vote or his polities. r been shed t 
Mr. President, I have o upied more of the time of the Senate t eadth of t] nited St e | \ 
| I oncht, and I am as well aware of thata ny one can be, it I felt t law. a desert nil v and ‘ for olt t bye 
this to be a matter of absolute nece : on t } 
stated what I will restate, that the} largely est 
farmers. It is trne we hive seatter S i ft e hi: een subiect . 
cities, not of large dimensions, not with any ab] regation ei operat ~ ‘ ' 
of population, enterprising, growing : i that s them + V 
tothe Western city of enterprising people; but the majority of our pe the pre-emptionlaw. Others iT ded that t 
ple are located upon their homesteads, upon their farm It is tot . 1 be disp wit { t \ 
elass that we have to look for the prosperity of our State They a ensed w h ther H ‘ 4 
the very foundation of all the public interests of tl Governt t. and | awav either of these systems o : t z 
more especially are they the foundation of the Western States. [ have be ed all the time st t t 
You are asking us to vote a revenue derived from a tariff uy 1 of our land offi ind on the pa ‘ rd } 
ufaectured articles when we are si lv the purchasers of t!] bar Congress to p! ed t it I 
factured articles and have no of manufacturing ther \ wn of th stablis lw d t { 
| charge us such transportation rates upon your railroads from the West | posal of the pu | y 
to the sea that we can not send our products there and realize t t ys ns ook t yn tl 
of their production and the lis ng ot t} family. You are no ' t lesert-land act r the pre pt K l } 
lating for the farmer in this bill in one single item. except in so xd thing ta in W 160 omest 
he is a citizen generally of the United States, and therefore interested 1 for five year g with 
in its welfare in all its parts and for all its peeple. Her 1 Oppor- : nts of the statute . a 


tunity. Here is a demand to legislate for their benefit. tract at | particu { 





























It is but an insignificant sum we ask Itisam ! it | l 
great appropriati ot plained of ra 1 do nd ‘ 
tions, but we de en from those State iw t ‘ t ke { 
with all the earnestness in our power, that you shall give t for homes 
tered communities, as they are, the opportunity of knowing et I do not } 
tainty how they may subsist by getting upon their farms the 1 te | » great ze c] ! ted { } 
waters to supplement the rainfall when it is too light the 
Now, Mr. President, I have said all that I cere to npon t end 
ect, unless something shall occur that seems some further | t W eof tha eat We 
statement la 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Pre-ident, every Senator vw ] nt t he ‘ 
on this bill or on this part of it has announced tha f that he 
itha ‘great subject, and none of t! 1} ' ‘ 
myx 1e ntry at 1d mo v th } ) 
ich is included in the t | D of 
civil law of 1883 nt t ! ( ) 
we made a total departur rt} respect the law ) 
irrigation and the laws relating tothed thepu e | ent g 
made radical and apparently thoug d 
and now we are cnjoving the luxury of repenting at é t 
The laws tor the disposal of the pub inds const te t e 
has heen growing up now s nee the foundation of our Government! | ‘ d ‘ 
butin a more important th fift a ( ’ 
that there is notanysu t with the welfare of the ' t t t 
the United States that has received more consideration and close that ‘ » ) ( 
tion than the framing of lawsand theimprovement of laws forthe pur] A ppropriatior rund t 
of getting our great public domain into private ownershi There has | rid of the en t { t 
been no lack of wisdom in the enactment of these laws; in the vari t] cor ] 
ous amendments that have been made from year to year lanting them Pre t 
selves frequently and necessarily to the changed condition of popula i 
tion. It seems that at one breath in the act of 1888 we have discarded | dry civi | 1888 that it 1 1 ¢ 
: the whole of them and have thrown onrselves into a nev stem 1 } 1 ‘ ‘ 
: is entirely immature, and out of which w ind growing ver erions , veare of ¢ 4 nd as 
. and widespread evils. ( t of i iit 
If I had nothing else to gnide me inm* t} é f t see w t!} Att 
sides the cousensus of opinion amongst those Set rs I reside l 1 
country thatis called the arid region of the United State rit that 
them in their judgment as to the best method of disp 1g l its 1 
in the States that they represent and in the Territories a { Ve have ( t at 
i would feel disposed even to go over well established and territor t i ite 
ered systems of laws and of administration in order tot t that b ste t 
opinion of those Senators in respect of the best met ! el 
the public lands in that count: 
But when we come to consider that all the experi of t t 
both as to irrigation and the disp lot the publie Ia: ’ . elet ( ! : 
away ina single act, and that that act was not the result of t ite a ‘ | ¢ { { 
tions either of the Senate or of the Hou Representativ el 
result of an understanding and agreement by a conferen tt m t t t 3 | é 
: 
1 

















j 
1 ; en an I do tt Ore » read it again in tull I 
) par oO words o! the Jast part oO 
sD ‘ s 
. 4 ed by the said Ur i 
“ 5 bn } ad 
‘ t € “A t 
LW 
the what ‘ ‘ 5 
p é 1 < the 0 mat l ii 4 es 
3 ‘ I ( Oto ana it ma 
} oa i ‘ aiso 1s to « Oive n 
@ ts e] i i j e duty of des iz wi S$ 
iit I or t t i e jiands wi are to be e- 
SE ) entr re vy the lands Iwh ithe 
ait ‘ i's i tua re which tl 
may 1p } t th oh W bb the mayrun, wut all lands 
I aes tot l t y ich res \ ( a is that y 
i . eo itio sit nia rat er itible 
‘ I } Li ) 1 ¢ " wbich is un ribe 
been ré ke rv « : ) the senator Ir 1 4 )- 
r il it t i i actu om irred 1H1is ex pe- 
rik { i ) I Le i wo or three h uired 1 3 
( I rol i ( \ on bas € roved to 
i t it se is ) Tt secretary oO 
0 int i irve i ere vu é 
i Isi¢ ( i itlo rt any i was not 
ne oO i il wi vwi ‘ vil 1 oO or two o 
t ) i ei 1 ‘ ( » ( ne I ery to - 
t a ‘ is Luat ‘ 
‘ { 
ce ) } es and reserv« be any 
Was pla ) the i i et y. topoyra wal or othe 
W IS¢€ was ] r vitha \ i 1 tiny scient cally i 
the nd whit « t Y sce e ol irr ation from t 
ot v er supp me « l } i l e anvtiing it 
i i « y t i part of the law 3 
Lin ent t 11 iY ed any prociamation to the con 
t t i ‘ ‘ ‘ I m t i’ 1 ot t 
> ry ( | \ ) t dto jud ina 
i é ~ est itiscapabieo SUSCE 
ut a the ‘ s and reservoirs, I n t ac 
upon ‘ rt | nd inasmuch as I can hav ) 
ni¢ » the ‘ t all, | will have to ma l 
i f @ V i region otf th nited tates wit } 
the rders that i mouste« iro the right of private entry, 
eonly construc he could give to it Hecould notdo more. 
he « i not do less Hie could not execute the law in any other way 
than y ad , at 3 ICIple So l think he decided it correctly 
\ it { i nad o ig ns ulrignts of entry 
‘ i und clo lthem until ie President ot the United 
Stat he had the power, should relieve some portions of this area 
I ‘ estriction o! th sI ute, That was the situat on. 
had added to his ru y that » human being should be per 
tted to “"occupy any of the 1,200,000 square miles of the arid 
re mm 1 the irrigati rvey was finished he would have been 
witht t Lier Mi spirit « Lie t of 1358 
I i terrible break tor us to make upon the law here. and I 
thin ver that we get out of that category and get the laws of 
the | ted State i the shape they were before, the sooner we 
shall have periormed our duty and the sooner we shal! have responded 
to the ex] en all t years in the administration of our land 
] it here, } Pre ent, 1 wish to say that I see no outcome from 
{ proposition as made by the Director of the Geological Sur- 
ves Lae testimony or the statements which he gave before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, as t ersiand them, amounted to this 
That it would: e $700,000 or thereaboutsannually of appropriations 
to carry on the we yon the 1 that he had already adopted and 
In partlexer ‘ n that it wo i take seven or eight vears to accom- 
plish this purpose. Well, there is $500,000 or $600,000, as the ca 
may be, that has to go out of t lreasury of the United States for the 
se of gett the prelil iry hvdrographie and topographi 


surveys and designations of those areas which are to be included in the 


land taken up for the purpose of reservoirs. dams. and ditches 

irge expense is to be made annually, and during all this long 
period »} iestead is to be entered upon, or claimed, and the cou 
try brought within this fatal restrict ‘ 1 not even be occupied 





but eCOMe 1 waste, a howling 


int thing involved in this scheme is the fact 





that we have got to seven or eight years hefore the matter is com- 


ple ted, 


it is said here that the Presiden 


t of the United States can go on and 
exempt areas from the operation of this law as fast as the Director of | 


oO 
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Geological Survey shall make his reports upon the respective parts 
‘ ce try It occurs to n that this would be a very difficult 
1 g to do. The President o the Un ted States would excess vely 

arrassed, I should think, in his efforts by proclamation to desig- 
! the particular boundsot the reported aud thus made 
su ect to tl land laws of the U1 ted States, 


Che difficulty, instead of disappearing in the event supposed, in- 


creases and multiplies and becomes more and more entangled, and in 





t t respect there is, itseems to me, a barrier that can not be overcome 
by human ingenuity in the execution of the law as it stands upon the 
statute-books to-day so as to relieve these lands from the incumbrance 


of this statute and to allow the people to go torward and take them up. 


I can see nothing but difficulty in the way of the execution of this 


ia . 
Now, the Director of the Geological Survey hasreported that he has 
already located, I think, about two hundred reservoirs, which he has 


reported to the Interior Department tor their action. We will take 
0 of them. He has got a certain area of land in a certain township 


aad range for a certain reservoir, which we will call No. 1, with the 
ls that flow from that and the lands that are made irrigable, ac- 


cording to the language of this statute, by that particular reservoir No, 
] The President of the United States, as I understand this law, can 

t offer these particular lands upon which the reservoir is or upon 
vi h the ditches are to homestead entry 

Ve have no provision of law that indicates anything of that kind; but 
] can throw open the area in that vicinity we donot know bow much— 
] ose the area which would be marked by the dividing line between 
reservoirs numbered 1 and 2, and 3 and 4 and 5, observing a mean dis- 


tance through aud between them, and he could put those lands into 








t ma é open to what io ome é utry, to desert « itry, to 
t er-cl ure entry ¢ ow, W li yy en under this law, sup- 
D oO ) ne it to the é ent ne homesteader entitled 
xo and take his homestead upon that part of the land on which the 
I y is iocated 
rhat is public land now, liable to entry, and after it is covered with 
water or after it is covered with lines upon which water may be put 
1 i gy Ol Gans, etc., is I any Jess right to locate bis home- 
st yon that piece of land than he has upon land that is notcovered 
bv tl vatelr Where will the Presideut fix the lines in his proclama- 
tion that will divide one irrigation district from another? 
lhe provision of this law, as its friends read it, is not that that land 
sh be reserved absolutely and vays from sale, but that the Presi- 
dent of the United States by his proclamation may undo all that has 
be dor s to the sequest ) these lan and, in his discretion, 
may take them out of the influe of this statue; he may undo it all 


and open ») homestead entry. I will read that to seeif I am correct 


mm ; 


about it, first, however, stating again that the President would have 


a task that he could never perform without the guidance of the actual 


a | 
] } ; y iert +, 
survey that is to de < the boundary-lines between the irrigation 
] , ‘ 4 : 

districts Those lines must be first ascertained 

P ied, That the President may at any time in his diser yn, by proclama- 
t pen any portio r of the ids reserved by this provision to settle- 

; ‘ vs 


Now, the lands which are reserved by this provision are the lands 
which he may open, and he may open any or he may open all ‘‘ to set- 
tiement under the homestead laws. Of course, he would not open a 
part without opening the whole of them included in the same district, 
and then it would result in this, that after we had gone and expended 
this money for the survey © go no further than that just now—and 
got the ditches all located, any homesteader could go there and take 
the entire survey, including the reservoirs, if they did not amount to 
more than 160 acres of land, under the homestead law. 

So the operation of this law would be to give to those. favored per- 
sons who might occupy these sites in the first place, who might first 
get a location upon them, the water supply, the water fountains of the 
country, to the exclusion of other persons, and would transfer them 
necessarily into private ownership, tor there is no provision in this stat- 
ute that looks even in the direction of keeping the possession and own- 
ership of these lands in the Government. Under the lawsof the United 
States as they are to-day the first appropriator would take with his 
homestead both the land and the water into his exclusive ownership, 
Atter that we should have to look to him for the privilege of using the 
water tor the benefit of any othel person, 

W henever the survey is accomplished and the President chooses by 
proclamation to put the lands in reach o the present system so far as 
homesteads are concerned, the homesteader has nothing to do but to 
go there and acquire these lands and the water in private ownership. 
n, and the impossibility of its 
execution shows that the statute in effect defeats itself. 

should like to know what we are going to do with the two hun- 
dred selections which have already been made and are marked on the 
map? We have got no provision of law for that. The House of Repre- 
sentatives sent us no provision of law for the disposal of those lands on 
his sundry civil appropriation bill. The effect of the enactment pro- 
posed by the House is simply to supply money to carry on the system 
of 1888 without change, for no change is proposed to be made by this 











That shows the immaturity of the pl 
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present bill in the law of 1888, and the only thing that is requir t ‘ ed ina 
be done is tos pply money to carry it into effect. | ‘ » | ted 
it isasystem to maintain the ar evion asareal des iun 
Geoloyvica irvey $3 surveyed ‘ ‘ cally { lrovra } i 
ally 1 ln LO dispose OT 1b ast S33 ‘ al ‘ ° i 
ibg rovided or ev 1 Si ‘ as » th d Sposition that 1 ‘ 
alter tu be made Oo! any ol t e lianas, on to 
So, then, in the absence of any proposed change in the la d with- that ‘ t 
out having a statute on the book with p ons for t 1S] of | sha y ( 
these selected areas set apart for purposes, l can ask the Sen ) 
ate the question, What are we goi i these two ire ation t \ ! 
that we have already set apat ind the indred in ition \ 3 sno i t é e ¢ 
the bhirector of the Geoioy' murve he L it to ‘ ( ( St < 
Suppose we go on jor eight years, and in that time we hav yt open to timbe t é it 
or tour thousand of these reservoir locations, w shall ‘ h | ite 
them ? Shall we declare them then to be t permanent proj; fi] t to « { 
the Government of the United States or shall we go on as the law is llaw; and 4 ita ivs thatt ela : ’ 
now and say they shall be opene: stead entry é é 1 \ ed 
a t by his proc lamation shall so declare? What i we do with | « ed l tis W t } ‘ i 


them ? Now Mr. Presi rt, if t DY ’ | i 























Il should that question by ‘ 10 \ | 
law he Un 1 be wholly unabie to 1 
i resi idly constructinga wh 

der this sys can peither feed nor 
Government ¢ > rettiny itvell 1 | l 
dition by these surveys and by starting, as [ thin 
at the wrong end of the law upon this question. It is going t L se 
tremely embarrassing to us hereafte 

It will be a situation in which we shall be compelled to ) ‘ ' 
hundred millions or perhaps two hundred millions of d f »| oul 3 are to 
pa se of building these dams and res rs for the 
located in that pintr retain { tit nti [ t : OI 
after we have expended these $=,000,000 in surveys, « ) N 
lands , eh oO private o ers, SO tua t i I Aly 
in which they are located uuld have to resort ‘ 
‘ l ‘ the purp [co em them te elo 
they re professed to be set apart under this actot ¢ vress, t \ 
lic use 

i can see no good that can possibly come from an increase in the 
ber of these rese: voir locations and canal locations undet \ sit rt inds 
exists now. Weshould have to take this s em u ind t ier t 
amplify it, with an enormous expenditure of moneyand with a Mr. MOR . 1 
many different laws for the disposition not merelvo the pr yperty it f wenty 
upon which we locate the reservoirs, but the rights of water that i MM i D 
belong to those who may be in the immediate neighborhood or may be | the Sena t t 
within the distance where the lands are susceptible of irrigation from Mr. MO L thi 
these fountains ; otherwise it would accomplish no publie good, tanch and spier i after a 

So I think if we continve this appropriation it would be a wild and | satisty him that the } | 
reckless and hazardous act, one extremely unnec ssary, one for which | Senator has 
we are not prepared, one that gets harder and harder to hat é ry | powe iy 1 vd t 
year that we make any progress in the direction that we are now going. | ered the interstate- ( 
Ditticulties will increase every year; every appropriation that we mak I think I ill be able to | 
will only entangle the subject the more and make it more trou fair pro f reason two dey 
to get rid of. Government, executive and itive, h ‘ It is ng 

But before leaving this particular statute, I d e to inquire whethe to take a gy id ‘ urd to { knot ept , 
the President of the United States has not acted with reasonable and | repealing this law [hat is the only w to get us out ¢ { 
proper caution before he undertook to execute his part of this statute. Now, what are we t ta retio \ ret , Mi 
What is that? V1 dent, 1n the meaning ot the law 

Thatthe President may at any time, in hisdiscretion, by proclamati« open ! ince than 1 | wit 1 the pu ‘ ot a t 
any portion or all of the lands reserved by this provision to settlement fer | man may rightiully and lav exercise rsa \ to 
the homestead laws. 

m a discret as to tit or ma ier ¢ exe ‘ 

I have shown a practical physical difficulty, and one which I think | some cases have a discret is ta wheth« exe! 
no report from the Director of the Geological Survey will ever remove, | not upou a give cr and you might vel] 
that lies in the way of the President issuing any proclamation at all | Court of the United States that t} would have a retie 
upon this subject. But I think there is a worse difficulty than that | tain an appeal from the « iit t th 
in the case. The Presidentof the United States has not got the power | the right of appea { Ly totl ent t Li ‘ ‘ 
to do it under that statute. That saving of authority and power to | heshould ha the « t 
the President of the United States in that statute is repngnant to the or in its ogation, or in its a lent, ¢ 
main act and it will fall, Whenever the question is tried this proviso et é that he Co 
will be broken down by a decision of the Supreme Court of the United ny t ex te the 
States. ‘ roviut ‘ 

Now, why do I say that the President of the United States 1] \ t On 1 
got power to do what the provisocontemplates? Be ise thet to tak t t lint ‘ 
provisions of this law which precede the proviso under w utterly 
is supposed to exist are conclusive of the legislative int t 
lan s shall be— < i Lo 
henceforth reserved from sale as the property of the I ‘ ‘ irat i t 
not be subject, after t massage of this to « r S i 
tic til further provided by law . 

What is the meaning of those words ‘‘ until farther pi ed 
They do rot mean that the President of the United Sta ‘ e| When i 
exercise of what you might call a lawful discretion, « ndo t ct only in the discret 
abroyate or obliterate it. or can relieve against its effect 7 itever | any existe 
relief is to be given against that part of this law must be provided by Mr. DOLPH. W tor from Alabama y ito 


legis!ation. a single sugyest 


Those expressions in this country are just as well understoodas any | Mr. MORGAN. Certainly 
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ali ady de 
for homeste 


him to do 











‘retion of the President 


ent within the meanin 
ion between laws which 


s discretion to execute them or 

















execute them, and to put them in force or destroy them, and those laws 
which depend upon the happening of some future contingency, some 
fact which may be ascertained by a President or by any other agent 
that you choose to adopt. 
We have a variety of laws in the United States and in the different 
States in this country which depend upon acts to be performed by 
t] , for instance, where there is a private or a public corporation 
i we amend the charter of that corporation or we provide that a char- 
ter shall go into effect upon an organization. That is a law that is 
valid when the act is performed which is referred to in the body of the 





u the condition upon which it is to take effect, and when that fact 
curs then the law becomes operative. 

But such laws do not become operative, and can not, upon the mere 

lefined, discretionary action of a person, 1 care not who he may be 


or what the dignities of his official eharacter may be, and such laws 
have never been upheld unless in those cases where they were to take 
effect upon a state of facts described in the law and hereafter to exist 
and to be ascertained in a particular way. They can not take effect 
in the discretion of somebody, but must rest upon a condition which 
is described in the law itself as being the condition upon which the act 
: to take effect. ; 

When the law thus fixes and defines the conditions of fact on which 
it is to become operative, any agent may be named in the law to ascer- 
in and declare that the facts do exist 


‘ 
i 4 


’ 


‘hen when the act takes effect its power relates back to the original 
enactment, and the power of the law is not derived in that instance 
n the mere fact of the acceptance of the offer that is made in a law, 
‘ 1 the case of the amendment of acharter or something of that kind. 
While we are on that subject I desire to call attention to some of 
e elementary law on such questions to see whether [ am right about 
n Sedgwick on Statutory and Constitutional Construc- 
tion, on page 150 After citing a number of cases in various States 
and Territories which bear upon the conclusions which he reaches, he 


states them as follows 








We may, however, perhaps, deduce as rect isions fre the decided 
cases wh 208 far examined 
First. ‘I nust receive its final sar nand ens 1 the Leg- 
re and st the trust of the popular repr ntatives h be re- 
ed to ther nor de gated to ert ve 
Ss i t i disy ses,i avorofs urt ri lual 
the ge { 11es8 £ € ng simar cases, does not come witdin gut 
\ isles of leg u } i iis} tot garded asa law 


And so a statute that conferred upon the President of the United 

























; ‘ ; . . “ay } . > »+ ) 7 
states the ry to put a party in that exceptional condition wo ld de- 
tirealy fr ] shal ] . f y ] ‘ i+ } nn 
pa entirely trom the whole basis ol jeg ive authority in this coun- 
t A law that would permit the Presi to put any person he 
might select on the pension-rolls or to bestow the money of the Gov- 
ernment on any person h ight, in his discretion, select, would be 
1 , ’ } ‘ . 
D and void. 1 will furt te from the same autho 
‘ are these merely speculative or abstract questions. We shall find them 
present themselves ina large class of cases which | am abc to ne 
i i ] ippears to have arise f i want of « r ep- 
sto the true nature of a law; o1 1 other words, a wantof a ate n 
1 sas to the boundary lines which, under our system, divide the lecisiative 
dl i vers. I now turn toa more detailed « leration of the cases 
in this country where these questions have been considered, and w h, so far 
s they go, tend to give a practical definit i to the ter aw and to define the 
ine s which separate the | slative from the judicial power. 
nd, first, of cases wheretl ire has sought livest itself of its real 
powers, Efforts have been ma several cases by the State Legislatures to 
re ve themselves of the responsibility of their functions by submitting tutes 





will of the people, in their primary capacity. But these proceedings have 








ld, and very rightly, to be ent tutions n 1. The 
duties of legislation are not to be exerc people r The major- 
ty governs, but only in the prescribed introduction of practices of 
this kind w l remove all checks on hasty and improvident legislation and 

uly diminish the benefits of representative ernment So where an act 





1 to be submitted to the elect- 
yme a law only in case a majority of the votes were 
held in New York that the whole proceeding was en- 
ature,”’ said the urt of appeals, “ have no power to 
or had the people the power to bind each other by act- 
dered that power when they adopted the 
3 State is democrati but it isa represent- 
laws the peopl eact only through their 
ives in this Legis And in Pennsylvania, in the case of an 
he samestern and salutary doctrine has been applied. Insomeof 

the more recent State constitutions this rule has been made a partof the funda- 


ls was. by its terme. d 








constitution, ihe governmer 


lemocracy,and in pass 








il law. Soin Indiana the princip! now framed into a constitutional 
sion which vests the legislative authority in the senate and house of 
representatives and declares that ‘‘ no law shall be passed the taking effect of 





which shall be made to depend upon any authority except as provided in the 

constitution And under these provisions it has been he!d that somuch of an 

‘ ] to its sult yn to the popular vote was null and void 

For the same reason that a Legislature can not return or throw back upon the 
| gx laws, for the same reason it 








ts powers can not be del- 








< ited by it nvyvi t r authority It w not be Oo 1ded,”’ say Mar 
s ] ! c s the Supreme ( { the United States, ‘‘that Congress 
! » the irts, or to any other tribunals, powers which are strictly 
at 
I will not read any further from this author, although he goes on 
to discuss this same subject with large citations of adjudged cases from 


the various State courts to show that an act of a Legislature, whether 
must be complete in itself as to 

all the conditions at the time it becomes an enactment, and that no 

subsequent event which is not expressly designated to take place in 

| future in the act itself can become the occasion on which that act is 


it is Congress or a State Legislature, 





eee a ne ne 


a 
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to become operative. Wherever anything is left not to depend upon west of the Arkansas River in t] » Ter ] ‘ 
the realization or the development of any fact in the future, but is leit | t ymmunal syste They hold \ 
to depend upon the exerc by anybody of a discretion, even thou ) ipancy free from 
that discretion might be named in the act itself, the act would be in- I ding him the quarter « 
valid, because the legislative power had not exhausted itself, had not | | Lent pon: and the title of t 
con i ork, but had attempted by abdication and delegation Imitating that sy 1 W h we have been t 
to an t} wer in the hands and in the discretionar t Indians for the |! twenty ent 
co hit } n tl é nd get t r to 
Now, wh l een d e here? l | » to tl td ¢ et { I 
that 1 t ‘ ! 
Pp t t lis | \ l 
is res ec this x vis tos € nt : te 
homestead laws. 1 N00 sien Seanad anid 
Yet the homestead laws had been repealed in the preced part of lim thought wed forth the \ 
’ the clause. That is to say, we have not enacted that wh rt] \ the amendme ! y 
j surveys have been made thereupon the homestead laws shal! lx ange en ly the wh hase of 
operative as to the land included in them. That is not what w on Indian law, or |] ! 
enacted, but we have transferred to the President of the United State t bt alonant 1 rehabilitat ’ 
the discretionary power by the issue of his proclamation to bring t 6 l 1 think that the people l ra ( 
lands into market although they may not have been surveyed or desiv- | to the British Gov f thi 
nated upon any map or set apart in the Land Oftice. He may “‘openany epart 1 the usages and customs ' 
portionor all of the lands reserved by this provision to sett!ement unde of the United States i tt 
the homestead laws.’’ At any time before the surveyis made or atter | this kind where every particular 
| the survey is made, whenever in his discretion he sees proper to do it ree its own syste ws in reg to ] 
| he can repeal that statute or set it aside, and thereupon the proviso | irrigation and aral and all that 
makes it an operative law, and a homestead law at that, simp]y b Ido not think, | repeat it, Mr. P i 
} the ukase or the ipse dizit of the President of the United States. | ever done in the sh of legislation as to strike « "\ 
| Mr. President, a proviso in a law that depends upon an act that i ne blow and with nothingin prospect ex t tl 
purely discretionary, that is not connected with any stateof facts to exis dy might be able herea i : 
i} in the future, except merely the exercise of the discretion of an offi - system based on the experi of 
ii can not be avalid part of that law. The saving clause is void, and the | \ : Phat is all thatisin sight. 1 ‘ 
President of the United States has consulted both sound judgment : fi lete, unsatis y t 
his oath of office when he has declined thus far to make any proclamatio1 ! vie é re snd 
i on this subject. The law is incapable of execution; andif we go along mdemned. 
i inder this system of appropriations we will go for eight years or as ve dea, Mr. I lent, that ‘ 
| many more as it may be necessary to complete this entire surve er le ( in’ eve ( 
i throughout the whole length and breadth of 1.200.000 s are mile ¢ ple in , 
j before we can secure homesteads to the people otherwise than by (\ ‘ n l 
gressional action. Congressional action is all that can relieve thes Mr. REAGA? } Pre t 
people. The President of the United States has not got the power to The PRESIDENT f D 
doit. The authority that we attempted to confer upon him is: - | to the Senator 
tory, and he can not constitutionally and in accordance with his oat Mr. MORGA 


of office exercise it, even if he had the skill, or if any human being Mr. REAGAN, Iv to ask t] 
could have the skill, to determine the instances in w ry ‘ ro © the 
ought to be exercised and the particular areas over which it ought to | President by p ition to open this land { t 





: I d procla y opel 

extend. stead settle t e! ant to | 
I say we can not afford to go along with the lawin this crippled 1 ng but a law can do No 

shambling condition in the disposal of this arid area. Weshall de- | the pul nd that has gone into 


stroy all effort at homesteading there. What right has a man now, in | mation of the President. 
) 


the absence of this proclamation—or with it either—to go to the land r. MOI AN ela f l Mf 
office in all that area of arid land and make his filing so as to secure to a P t t 
himself his homestead right? This act forbids him even to oceupy the t or the right of homestead . 





country. How many years must he live thereand cultivate it now | offered. So we 





fore the homestead law shall go into eff count a ) | é vf t 
the five years’ time that he must ocenp) it in order t 1 the Exe é yin »| 
ure his homestead ? n the reach of 
What can a homesteader do? What can any pre-emp >? He 1 he ' ( 


cannot doanything. This act of 1888 paralyzesthe whole ofthat great | 1 i law | ! 
ountry, puts it back into a waste, howling wilderness. There is noth- | then they became t ibject of 


ing standing in favor of a settlement there, not even the customary in- | pre-emption ent: he « tof tha 
vitation of the Government of the United States that these people shall Is in a certa sory in the Department of t 











y i 
go out and occupy the wild lands or public domain of the United States. | private iman tht come, through sor { ! 
Why, sir, that is a most desperate condition in which to leave the | law which entitled them to take tl 
people. You will get no immigration to that country. You can not | the case cited by tl I" 
have it; you forbid it. A man who wants to buy his homestead by | am speaking of. 
the labor of his hands and the sacrifices that his family must make will If these lp t t i 
find some other country to go to rather than that area in which he does | ; that a : en ould t ¢ 
not know and no man can tell when the time of relief is to come, | o! the United Stat discretion by proclat 
whether the President has the power to give it or whether Congress | ; 1 exist, then he would have ’ 
has the power to give it. ( e " , 
Take this scheme as it is, take the adjuncts to it, take the plan thatis | this, because this tute in its ¥ t 
proposed to be worked out of it, and we find that homestead entry is en- | { hat these lav 1 not be it 
tirely swept by the board and will never be restored. Why dol say | Cong: nd vet the President vent 
so? Because here comes in a proposition from the Committee on Ir1 the pro » tot to bring a par 
gation for the establishment of a system that is entirely new to us, the | thereby giving su ‘ t to t} 
communal system in the disposal of the pasture lands and the tim no less than mig heen t 
lands and the arable and irrigable lands within a certain communit ate or House. if it ] ed i 
a Russian system, an occidental system, a system where the law of the | t President is ¢ { 
commune prevails—entirely different from that system of the separate | question, ia granting power to a 
ownership of the soil itself which has been in the history of the Ameri- | to abuse it o1 not é 
ean people the greatest stimulus to our enterprise and development. | delegate our aut ) t 
You change the system root and branch, and that is the purpose of it. | body of this coum ) 
This law has made tabula rasa of all the statutes on that subject, a1 ‘ iwwprove of our bill 
has swept them out of the way in order to make room for the int elieve Ih zaid h on 
duction of this new communal system. The Indians in that country | because I have drawn the mind the Senate to t 
as far as they have had any control of tribal lands, just as they have | are Senators here ) can argue it much bettertha 











the ) t that this act of Congress can not be exec ited by the 
I { tates ti y 118 lamation; and there is 
) ist that there is bp 1 homesteader or one who 18 Cialm- 
‘ { “ iny o.ne.®r } son, W > 
j WI ot mandamus 
) Ke ion ¥ teve } t 
I de ‘ ré . powel plac e whole public lands 
Oo! the a i yrasp the President for lim to dole 
out I I I Lier as is he] 3 
I . ih , t the ¢ ( Lo ess, can D iid 
uy t ‘ A ) i ig st at ist wh Con 
pre } doe dauty Ww nD} gree on receiving 
t ist J e trea st gh treaty with thei ich, 
Lie } I aii Ut tre . a otherwise,that these lands sho d 
} ev} he Ll mite States Congress has no 
} o s y « mor right Cong! s bas no moral 
\ e eptl irea of the public land tromsecttlementand 
or I it it has accepted every acre « the 
rol of, in subordination to a trust 
{ ‘ 0 agreed and the Government of the United 
e y ayreed ft it this trust should be executed. 
>t attention, Mr. Preside to another matt 
I 0 east of Missouri River, I will say, the larger part otf 
j say east of the Mississ ppi River—is a country that is 
yth and breadth by reason of the fact 
client to ippiy the crops w th ne 
wa co y west of the Missouri River and out to the 
cI e ir la M itains, if ) arth out even than that 
occupied between the red lineson that map 
( e counLUry east oI th M 
‘ iSahara ailerent m Siberia, in respect ol the mat- 
i } | res o! the means and 
t me ‘ » resort to there for making aliving out of agricult 
1 w \ a ‘ of absolute necessity to 
ena t tio the people of the United States to conquer 
‘ the different sections of country. 
that country lying to the east of the Mississippi River accepted 
Li iw cdoct ie, wh 1 came om England, about riparian 
' ind about the interest in and owner 
persons who might live upon stream There is al- 
! ‘ ry « f the Mississippi River of any 
I ‘ i ure ral agricu ire, and 80, naturally here 
0 r State vove u nd in our acts of Congress in the disposal 
of t 1 nds, v adopted the common-law system of England 
as to t ) of the waters. Everything went along smoothly 


enough unt ve began to settle up the desert area in the West. Then 
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ppi River and that prevailing to the west of that river, or west of 
na 


the Missouri River, but also to see upon what different foundations these 


systems rest. I will read what the court say in the case of Atchison 


. Peterson; but in the case of Basey . Gallagher, 20 Wallace, in 
the same volume of Supreme Court reports, the court go on to say, 
when the point was made, that the words ‘* cu-toms, laws, and decis- 


ions of courts ’’ mean all or either, and not that all three must concur 





in r to establish the right, but that if either of them exists the right 
of opri exists and the right of appropriation is the original 








v, whatis this actof Congress based 1pon? What doesitrecognize‘ 
First, a custom, a local custom, notan i:mmemorial usage, pot a custom 
that runs back and has the sanction o! tine without objection in a com- 


munity, like a custom of trade in England, but a custom, it makes no 


difference how recently it may have been established; if it can claim 
to be a common usage among the people concerned that is all that is 


necessary. 

Congress sustains the prior appropriation of water when it finds that 
the decisions of the courts, Territorial or State, orthe laws of a State 
or Territory, or the Jocal customs in an arid country sustain the right 
to the wate! by pnmority of possession, 

The next step in the inguiry is, WhO Muay exer ise this right of prior 


appropriation What sort of a person is he to be and what sort of an 
interest must he have in the land before he can exe! e the right of prior 
appropriation of the water in that region of country in the West? 
W hat interest must he have ? T t olf a mere squatter apon the land. 

It is not necessary that the land should be surveyed, or that he 


should have made a homestead filing upon it, or that he should have 





done anything else than mere ly to have accepted the invitation of the 
Government of the United States to go there and occupy it in peace. 
{ll he is required to do is to be in possession of t e land, and his right 
is protected by the Congress of the United States in all respects to the 
same extent as if be had the patent of the U ted States and the priv- 
ilege was expressly given him that by right of pi appropriation he 





was entitled to the water there. 
Now, that is the length we have gone in putting a vested right in 


the possession of a man who has gone upon the public land and set- 
: r ‘ 


tled. What does that vested right include? The water appropri- 
ated—utterly different and distinct in that system of laws from the 


land: not connected with the land except by the mere tact that it is 
t 


of appropriation is given and con- 


found flowing across it. The ri 
firmed by this act of Congress toa mere squatter upen the land. You 
may take away from him his rightof timber-culture entry, aud desert- 
land entry, and homestead ¢ ntry and private entry, and pre-« nption 
entry—you may take away from him every one of these privileges, and 
yet there stands the unrepealed actof Congress giving tohim the water, 
because he is asquatteron the land and has made 

Now, what condition are we in here? Somebody, I believe it was 


+ 


the tirst appropriation, 


the Senator from Texas, made a complaint that the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER] had been bold enough to state that in the teeth of 
the law a company out there, organized perhaps with a million dollars 
of capital, had since the enactment of the act of 1888 gone on and act- 
ually cut ditches across the public land and appropriated the water, 
and it was considered to be almost acrime. Yet here stands the stat- 
ute unrepealed and untouched, a statute dating back as far as 1866, 


| and giving the people aright to the water by the first act of appropria- 


t | that an ent y different system must prevail; that the 
con } w of Envland would work nothing but disaster and ruin 
n to those people, whether they were miners or whether 

they were agricultarists, if we adopted that system and undertook to 

upply it to the arid lands of the West. 

Well, what did we do First of all the miners went in there and 

1) ession, and they established certain customs amongst them- 
selves about the use of water. The fundamental law ot the miners’ 
‘ ms was that the man who first got hold of the water had the | 
ght to appropriate it for his own purposes. That was the law of cus- 
to not one ot those customs sanctioned by a usage to the contrary of 


which the memory of man does not run, not a custom established in 
immemorial usage, ‘or we had no such thing as that in this country; it 
was a custom that the miners themselves adopted under the law of ne- 
cessity. By the way, when we come to speak of the organization of 
communities, and States, and Territories, and the like, and of the laws 
that should be applicable to them, the first law that we always have 


to consult is the law of ‘necessity. It is that upon which the riyht of 


eminent domain is based No man can find a foundation for the right 
of eminent do nexcept in the law of necessity. It goes there for 
its foundation, and does not go anywhere else nor stop short ot it. 


So the miners in the exercise of this necessary law of eminent domain 


established amonyst themselves in the arid region of the West that law 
which gives to the first taker the right to the water. They had extab- 
lis} it: they hade« reed it in their mining courts; they had enforced 
ita e muzzle of their guns; they had enforced it in their Territorial 
a n their State courts, and built up a system that is just as distinct 


+ 


ym the system that pervades the eastern part of our country, east of 
| ystems can be, founded upon different 
I ciples, different ideas, leading to different results, giving to men 


a difierent character of ownership in water, 





‘ 1e the Congress of the United States and co-operating w th 
tl 8 ade provision in favor of the miners as well as the agri- 
cl an act of 1866, which act I will now read 

Phat whe tity of possession, rights to the use of wat for min- 
‘ ct ng, or other purposes have vested and accrued 
and e sume a ree red and acknowledged by the local customs, laws, and 
t ecisions of « the possessors and owners of such vested rights shall be 
! ained and } t« linthe same 
s } i , . 
Vow, let us make a very brief analysis of that act to see not only the 


difference between the common-law system prevailing east of the Mis- 


tion, and just as good a right as | have to the clothes on my back. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator that the people 
who were so foolish as to put their money into it had not heard of this 
later statute. 

Mr. MORGAN. And if they had heard of it it would not have 
shocked them, I reckon, because they wou!d have known that they had 
escaped. 

No, sir; there is not one pailful of water in all the arid West which 
has been actually appropriated under this act of Congress that is taken 
away by the act of 1588 or that can be taken away by an act of Con- 
gress ‘It is a vested right. When the Congress of the United States 


says toa man, ‘‘Go and dig your ditch and take the water out of this 


stream,’’ just as long as he chooses to hold it there is not power enough 


| in this Government, and I thank God for it, to take it away from him, 


because it is a vested right. Here we are engineering, topographing, 
; 


doing what not, I do not know all that we are doing, with a view of 


securipg fountain sources of water to whom? I suppose to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and yet the Government has given it 
away by positive statute in favor of anybody who goes and takes it, 
and is thankful to him for doing it. 

Now, can we doubt that as to the water rights of this country the 


i; nd 


law is in a shockingly bad fix and that we have a law with two wings 


to it, that can not be made to work in harmony at all if the act of 


1888 is to stay on the statute-book We have to get rid of one or the 

other. We can not repeal the act of 1866 as far as it has conferred 

upon the people vested rights; they are there for good and al! against 

our power to take them away. What, then, must we do? Why, get 
| rid of the folly of the act of 1888. Thatisall wecando. Move it 
| out of the way, and let the country go back to that happy condition in 
| which it has had such prosperity. 
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Some of my friends are afraid that if we do that the lands v a ; 
stolen. If there is any water inthatcountry, or any land « er, \ fa ‘ , 
is worth st aling, it has been stolen long ago. Wem rely upon t t , . 
it has gone long ago. But the men who went th und took it « \ : . 
these streams and carried it th vh canals did not steal it. Ws 
vited them to doit. We said they should have the first right and that ; ‘ ‘ 
nobody should afterwards interieré th them. That is that : t ‘ , f ' 

Congress. such det : 3 ‘ stow 

[ wish to call attention to a decision 1e Supreme t a. MO ' er , 

Mr. REAGAN, Will the Senator give me the refere: to the de-| ,,°, tURGAN. ha ore es ee 
thalen ? that wer ynf l ur ( ’ 5 

Mr. MORGAN. It is the case of Atchison rs. Pete Oe , Ss" 

Wallace. The Secretary will read from page 510 to page 514. ey aia ee ee 

The PRESIDENT pre ter pore. The Secre tary Will I la ndicat 1. went 

The Secretary read as follows: ch ae pet: tamara dey rs . . 

Mr. Justice Field delivered the opinion of the Court : s 

: By the custom which h ained ng t sin I 8 
Territories, where mining the pre is metals is had on t ‘ { . ; . . 
| the United States, the first appropriator of mines, whether ! a, v 
} lodes, or of waters in the streams on such lands for mining purposes, is held 
i have a better rightthan others to work the mineso s e waters 3 to i 
ropriator who subjects e property to s or takes the n sSaa 4 a i l 
that purpose, is regarded, except as agi overnment, as the 1 . ' 
title in all controversies relating to the pr As respects the use vat " : , , . 
for mit g purposes, the doctrines of the con yn law declaratory the its } 
of ry inowners were, at an eariy day, aft ils v z i , ‘ } t 
be inapplicable or applicable only in a very limited extent to the necess - ; ‘ 
miners, and inadequate to their protection - 

By the common law the riparian owner on a stream not naviga tak the = tes \ 3 i auy 
land to the center of the stream, and such ow r has th ht to the richt t ’ | } f 
water flowing over the land as an incident to his estate And asalis ‘ : 
on the same stream have an equality of right to the use of the water a aN i OE 
urally flows, in quality, and without diminution in quantity ex tso N 
such diminution may be created by a re ble use of the w } 
mestic, agricultural, or manufacturing purposes, t re « ild not y : om 
to that law, any such diversion or use of the water by one owr is W iw c . oo Ves: 2 
n erial detriment to any other owner below h J or ¢ e wale ‘ ( é 
owner be so retarded in its flow as to be t < t ‘ 
owner above him ‘ 

It is wholly immaterial says Mr. Justice Story = a 
“*whether the party be a } et ) r belov the « se of t ‘ i t ! 
t} ght being common to all the proprieto t \ t 
to diminish the quantity wh w ‘ rding to the nat 
the proprietor below, or to throw it back upon a prupric f 
necessary result of the perfect equality of r A 
that which is common to t 

Every proprietor of lands on : s rive Ke is ‘ 
rally an equal right to the use of water which f vain tl , 
to his lands, as it was wont to run é Ww t wu ‘ ‘ 
ation No proprietor ‘as a right to use the water to the p i ot t t 1 I 
prietors above or below him, unless he has a prior right to dive it ‘ ‘ 1.9 $e 
to some exclusive enjoyment He has no property in the wat tse L tates ; : ; =" 
simple usufruct while it passes along {qua et debet t a@ mere squa ‘ 
solebat, Though he may use the water while it runs over his land as nd con I ‘ 
to the land, he can not unreasonably detain it or give it another dire ‘ i eo . 5 ’ 
he must return it to its ordinary channel! when it leaves his estat \ oe ae 
the consent of the adjoining proprietors he can not divert ‘ inis t t t 
tity of the water which would otherwise descend to the proprietors } t ‘ 
throw the water back npon the proprietors above without a grant or <7 eo s 
terrupted enjoyment of twenty years, which is evidence of it Phis ist oe yet = Ss , | . 
and settled doctrine on this subject, and ali the difliculty wh iris 5 i w J ve . | 
in the application.” y 2 wets ot at « . , 

Chis equality of right among all the proprietors on the same str ’ ‘ ' ‘ 
have been incompatible with any extended diversion of the wat i ae ssheehes naee 3 : . : 
prietorand its conveyance for mining } to po s i i i is 
not be restored to the stream But the Gover ent being t 1 t ; t t 
of all the public lands, whether bordering on streams or ot vis , : ‘ ‘ : , 
no occasion for the application of the common-law doctrine of 1 riw , ae : een . 
torship with respect to the waters of se streams Phe G ent "| t te t t »t at { ‘ 
silent acquiescence, assented tothe general occupatio the 7 reserved t ew I t t ‘ i the ' 
mining, and to encourage their free and unlimited u for that 1 a ; : , 
served such lands as were mineral from sale and the acquisition of title ! 7 =a ; . : _— ae 
tlement. And he who first connects his own labor with property t . 1 itu er t uv tt t t t ‘ ‘ 
and open to genera! exploration does, in natural justice, acquire ett ict 138 
to its use and enjoyment than others who have not given such la + 34 ha 5 : . 4 4 4 

So the miners on the public lands throughout the Pacific States a = rao : , : 
ries, by their customs, usages, and regulations. everywhere recog now e ext t ) it i } ‘ . 
herent justice of this principle; aud the principle itself was at an « »f va va i have a t M tana. \ 
recognized by legi<lation and enforced by the courts in those Stat and ' uN . a Sa ae ‘ ‘ ii 
tories. In Irwin vs, Phillips, a case decided by the supreme court of Califo has oe) Sere — 7 
in January, 1855, this subject was considered After stating that a syst stat WD ne ; tates they } 
rules had been permitted to grow up with resp to mining on the pub nentd wha i 1 t 
by the voluntary action and assent of the population, whose free and i s sas : ; : nf : ( oe ‘ 
strained occupation of the mineral region had been tacitly assented to by t = -spaleihcens amine ° — - 
Federal Government and heartily encouraged by the expressed leg \ I ttotl ter to rst t t ‘ 
policy of the State, the court said when t ' t 

“Ifthere are, as must be admitted, many things connected w this svstem ‘ a 
which are crude and undigestive, and subject to (uctuatio | t . 
are still some wiich a universal sense of necessity 1 | ety ha i i i 
firmly fixed as that they have come to be ked upon as i t 
effect of res adjudicata, Among these, n timportanta 3 ; 
to be protected in their selected localities, and t! rightso i v 2 ; , 
appropriation, have taken the waters from their nat 1 beds and \ pur uy \ tlt 
artificial works have conducted them f s overt 1 i t I { 
supply the necessities of gold-diggers, and with t which the mo 
interests of the mineral region would remain without develoy I . ' e wen 
recognized have become these rights that, without any spe f ‘ . iD 
ferrinz or confirming them, they arealluded toand spoken I ' 
the Legislature in the same manner asif th -y wer« c 
by the most distinct expression of the will of tue | : e 

This doctrine of right by r appr iation was r : 
tion of Congress in 1856 The act gran rthe right of way ‘ 
owners over the public lands, and for other purposes, passed on t Le 1 
of that year. in its ninth section declares: ‘‘ That whenever, by p rity of 8 “ . . } 
session, rights to the use of water for mining, agriculture anuf and ‘Ow, W 5 a td x” 
for other purposes have vested and accrued, and the same a t ze and When am ‘ 1 ght for private ‘ 
acknowledged by the local customs, laws, and decisions o 3, the possess for ren r to be ted. v e Idaho ler 
ors and owners of such vested rights shall be maintained and prot 1 the | ° 7 ; ‘ : . 
same.”’ act of Congress of 1566, hen that State came into the | 
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gress had admitted her with this constitution, his water-right became | dent of the land, the fact, accidental or otherwise, natural or arti- 
subject to the right of eminent domain of this new sovereignty, whereby | ficial, that there is water running or likely to run upon acertain piece 
the use of all waters, of every kind and description, is declared to be a | of Government land in the Great West; and, for the purpose of preserv- 
public use and subject to the regulation and control of the State in the | ing that incident against existing laws which we do not repeal, which 
| we do not tonch in our legislation, but leave to stand upon the statute- 


manner preseribed by law. 


Now, if Idaho in virtue of her sovereignty can take property that the 
Government of the United States, while it was sovereign over the coun- 
try, had vested the right to in a particular man, the first proprietor— 
if Idaho ean take that property and declare in her constitution that it 
is the subject of a public use, it can do something that Congress could 


not have done, because Congress was estopped by its act from declaring | 


that it had vested. It can do something that Congress could not pos- | 
| in that country, that if we got hold of these lands and withdrew them 


| from market we naturally and necessarily would control the water just 


ily have done; and yet Idaho has a perfect right to do it. Why? 
Because she has risen to the dignity and power of a sovereign State, 





book, and in order to give force and efficacy to that incident, thus situ- 
ated, we withdraw the lands entirely from market; and yet, every acre of 
land in that country to which a patent is hereafter to be granted would 
be subject by the express terms of the statute of 1866, to the condi- 
tions to be written in the body of the patent, that it is subject to any 
water right previously acquired there by the first proprietor. 

It was supposed, in ignorance, I presume, of the real state of the law 


connected with which the right of eminent domain on all the property | as if the system of lands in the West had been left ander the common 
real and personal and property appurtenant to the real property in that | law of England. So we have commenced at the wrong end to preserve 
State belongs. | the water. The title to land bas not got anything to do with it and 
Mr. DAWES. Could not Congress condemn it for public uses? keeping the laud out of the market does not change the water rights. 

| 


Mr. REAGAN. I hope the Senator will not regard me as intruding 
| too often. 
Mr. MORGAN. Not at all. 
Mr. REAGAN. The act of 1888, to which he has referred, reserves 
Mr. DAWES. Congress can condemn vested rights for public use. | the land and the water and the ground for ditches from location. No 
Mr. MORGAN. Congress can condemn vested rights for public use | one understood that it reserved the appropriated land. Noone under- 
where it has jurisdiction, unless it has yielded it; but Congress can | stood or supposed that it referred to the appropriated water. No one 
waive tha@ right as it can any other of the Government of the United | has ever controverted or ever will controvert that proposition. Yet the 
Senator argues that it will. 
Mr. MORGAN. I was very much afraid until that last expression 


Mr. MORGAN, No, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. When it is a part of the public domain? 

Mr. MORGAN, Congress has yielded its right and estopped itself 
by putting a vested right in this property in the first taker. 


° 


States except its sovereignty. 
Mr. DAWES. The argument of the Senator, then, is that Congress 
has given away the right? | from the Senator from Texas that he was the author of this law, but 
Mr. MORGAN, Congress has given it to private ownership not sub- I see now that he is not, for he does not understand it. He would cer- 
ect to publie use under a law that takes the whole subject ont of the tainly understand it if he had been the author of it. He says that this 





actreserves the water, and it does not say a word about the water; the 

of a new citizenship he acquired then not so much right as he had | water is not reserved at all. It is the land that is reserved, and who- 

when Congress got through with him. ever concocted the law of 1888, or framed it, I will say, had a misun- 
Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? | derstanding of the situation. 


reach of publicuse. Then when the citizen of Idahocame into the glory 





Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. Now, what is the use of reserving the Jand from sale, entry, home- 

Mr. REAGAN, Ihave not had access to the act of Congress of 1866 | stead, or anything of that sort when that reservation does not control 
to which the Senator refers. I desire to inquire of him if he is not | the right to the water? ‘The right to the water is disposed of under 
reading an act intended for a local purpose and for a local use, with ref- | another act of Congress, of 1866, but is not touched in the act of 1888, 
erence to mining exclusively, and not a general principle applicable So this act is futile; it does not accomplish the purpose for which it 
every where in all circumstances ? was designed. Then when it comes in conflict with the exercise of 

Mr. MORGAN. It is notin reference to mining exclusively, because these sovereign powers which we have consented to in the new States 
it expressly refers to agriculture as well as to mining. In the case I | out here, as to half of the territory, the field of its operations is gone. 
cited last, the Supreme Court decided that it applied equally every- | It comes in contact there with local constitutional law, and the sov- 
where, to agriculture as well as to mining, and put them exactly on ereign rights of States are there to prohibit Major Powell from tak- 
the same ground ing the land of that country and exercising its right of eminent do- 

Mr. REAGAN, I know the Supreme Court asserts the general doc- | main so as to mark out and segregate in one way and another sites for 
trines that prevail in reference to irrigation, but the assertion of those | reservoirs which hereafter are to become—I do not know what. I do 
general doctrines in reference to irrigation I do not understand confers not know what these are to grow into. All is dark in frontof usin re- 
a vested right beyond what existed by virtue of the antecedent fact. spect of what is to become of these reservoir sites reserved that have 








Mr. MORGAN. The statute itself says, as I have read it to the | been delineated and marked on the maps of the country. 
ator As I said in the outset of my remarks, whether we are going to take 
| patents granted, or pre-emption or homesteads allowed, shall be subject | these sites and pay for them, whether we are going to keep them as 


Oe CR ERT SONOS SENOS SENOS, OP ONS DOSED See eee eae public property, whether we are going to yield them up to the States 


connection with such water rights, as may have been acquired under or rec- 


ognized by the preceding section. 


So, if the Senator will go there and enter a tract of land under any 
vy gf the United States his title would -be subjected to the vested 


out there, or what we are going to do with them, is more than I am ' 


able to conjecture. 
I do not understand that the State of Idaho, having made these dis- 
tinct reservations in her own constitution, to which we have consented, 


water rights, and he could not claim, because he was located down 


| 
. ; 7 A a | tines wstas ‘ senate he vere » within h wade 
on the run of a stream below where a man had made an appropri- would be willing to abdicate her sovereignty within her own lines and 


ation of the water. that. therefore. he had a right to a share of the | t© permit Major Powell to go in there and to build dams and fence up 
7 | the water standing upon the lands of private citizens. I do not un- 


water. Hecould not doit. That was a vested right. Now, says sec- ; ; : ‘ : 
tion 3 of the fifteenth article of the constitution of Idaho: | derstand that the State of Idaho would submit to anything of that 


ls: 
Che right to divert and appropriate the unappropriated waters of any natural kind. : “ : : 
am to beneficial uses shall never be denied. Priority ofappropriation shall | Now, my remedy for all this, Mr. President, would be, first of all, 


e the better right as between those using the water; but when the waters | to spread the sovereignty of statehood over every acre of land in the 
of any natural stream are not sufi ient for the service of all those desiring the United States il - tisfied th: hes eam do th } iat 
of the same, those using the water for domestic purposes shall (subject to | United States, and I am satisfied that the sooner we do that the sooner 
limitations as may be prescribed by law) have the preference over those | we will beout of trouble. I would feel rejoiced this day if the Congress 
1iming for any other purpose | of the United States would give its consent to give to every State and 
Going on to modify under the laws and constitution of the State the | Territory in this Union the lands within its borders, accompanied with 
power that the man had over his own property when he went into that | a trust that those lands should be applied to the purposes of education 
ew jurisdiction and beneath the power of its sovereignty | and irrigation. I should be glad to see it done, especially in reference 
So, Mr. President, in regard to those States over which the act of | to those lands in the far West. 
1888 operates and is made to operate by these segregating lines called | The objection to that is, I suppose, that we are going to lose some- 
the arid line of demarkation, that law of Congress has no effect any | thing outof the Treasury. Yet we get nothing into the Treasury from 
nger in Washington, in Idaho, in either of the Dakotas, or in Mon- | this source thatis worth counting. The theory on which we are act- 
tava, or in Wyoming. This act has no operation it that great area. | ing in regard to these lands is that we want to give them away to act- 
It can not have, because the act of Congress by which these States | ual settlers and keep them out of the hands of speculators. 
were admitted into the Union repealed the act of 1888 in so far as it An objection to a plan of that kind, or any plan we might atiempt 
undertakes to retain within the United States Government jurisdiction | to resort to, is that it is feared the Legislatures of the different States 
over the water upon the lands that belong to the Government. are not to be trusted; that they would take the lands and squander 
Now, the laws of the United States have made a distinction, and | them. Well, Mr. President, we represent the same constituencies. 
have made a division, too, in their powers of control and in their pow- The Legislatures elected us. We get our commissions from acts of these 
ers of disposal as between water and land in that Western country. | same Legislatures that, we fear are going to squander the lands. What 
We have seen that when a patent conveys a tract of land out there | did they do for the country when they elected us to our seats here ? 
now it conveys it subject to the prior vested water rights which have | My judgment is that the nearer you get to the people the nearer you 
been acquired under the laws of the United States. We take an inci- | get to the honesty of this country. 
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I would trust the States in this Union, every one of them, and 
know I would trust the | 
best possible use that conld be made of the little part of the pu! 
land remaining within her borders 

So I would gladly give up the lands of the United States th 
the States and Territories in which they are found 
trouble that is of no service to the people of the 
as a source of finance, and which gives us infin 


gislature of my State to make the 





ite perplex tie 


I said in the outset of my remarks that 1 wanted to yield my 
ment to these gentlemen in the West. Why do I say that Becau 
the disposal of the public land is a proper subject for local government 
and local disposition and influence; and if I felt that I was violating 
some previous conviction of a strenuons character in getting to the 
ground that I take now, I would march across it, in order to place my- 
self in harmony with the united opinion of these gentiemen in the 


West who represent this great are jands. There is no di 
ion of sentiment there. 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes,thereis. Iliveina State whjch bas arid land. 

Mr. MORGAN. If we were all as well off as the State of Texas, it 
every State in this Union had its own land and could control it by its 
own laws, we should be in a very happy condition. 

The Senator says he represents a State in the arid belt, a large part 
of it. What does that signify to him? We can not go into the State 
of Texas and compel it to submit to our setting apart reservoirs and 
canals and the like, in the face of her sovereignty and her right of 
eminent domain. 

I should expect to have to meet at least a battalion of cowboys—and 
I know that would be enough to whip a full regiment of other people 
on the first effort I would make of that kind. TheSenator from Texas 
relying upon the fact that his State owns the Jand and has got the sov- 
ereign power and right to dispose of it, this right of eminent domain 
this glorious attribute of sovereignty, feels quite safe in legislatin 
regard to the rest of the country. 

Something has been said about the possibility of there being selfish 
motives concerned in locking up this great area in the West. It will 
be seen, of course, that I have notany desire to try to drive immigration 
in the direction of Alabama by locking up that country, and if I con'd 
do it I would not doit. But I attribute no such motives to anybody. 
Every part of the United States has the right to the enjoyment of the 
blessings and benefactions that Providence has bestowed upon it, and 
the people of the United States will find a way to enjoy those benefits 
and blessings if you will let them alone and not hamper them too much 
and they will bring prosperity to every part of this land. 

I fee] just as much interested in that part of the country as I do in 
the success of that part which lies east of the Mississippi River, 


a of publi 


yin 





ind I 
resent, and I can not help but resent, the idea that a conference com- 
mitiee would take this vast subject into a committee-room and dispose 
of it so that 1,200,000 square miles of territory in the United States 
were locked up that we all desire to see open to the freest access of « 
people. 

That is the most interesting country to me that lever saw. The 
probabilities and the possibilities of that country, to my mind, are richer 
and greater than those of any country I have ever seen. I think the 
time will come when these sage deserts, as we call them, in the West 
will prove to be as fertile as the delta of the Missi 
easily controlled by agriculture. 

It will be the granary of this country probably fifty years from nov 
and the way to make it so is to turn private enterprise loose upon it. | 
I were going out there to-morrow and had my choice betweena delegation 
of Mr. Powell’s educated young gentlemen from the universities and an 
equal number selected from one of the border settlements out in the 


gulches of the mountains to assist mein the selection of a place where I 


IT 
it 


sippl and mors 


could get waterand dig an irrigating ditch, I would be certain to select | 
those pioneers who have been there so long and have had so much expe- 


rience, justas we learned, in the Army, the boys, with their tin-cups and 
bayonets, would get down on their hands and knees at night and would 
dig intrenchments meandering around through a hilly country that 
would protect them against the best skill of theengineers. That kind 
of knowledge is often better imparted by experience than it is out of 
books. The mining enterprises of the West defy the geological and min- 
eralogical and metallurgical interpretations of Germany and England 
and France and Spain and their systems. 

Our people pick up skill by experience, and if you will only admit 
these people to permanent settlement where they can count upon what 
they have got to do, where they know what the result of their labors is 
to be, there can be no difficulty in their getting out of that coun 
that is valuable in the way of irrigation. 

There is no use of talking, it seems to me, about anybody goin; 
that country and taking away from these pioneer people 
and followers and friends the first right of appropri 
that country is universal law and will stay so until the 
We shall never change that law; we can not do it. 

Mr. President, I have said more abont this than I expected it J 





have not undertaken to talk upon the merits of the case as to the be 


means of irrigation. I wanted to see what the state of the law was and 
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M EAGAN. Mr. Pi \ D 
; lt ¥ v x é ¢ 
tn on d deal : ‘ 
( d t it I neve ‘ t 
hing the « ‘ 
to t up { Lit ‘SOL 
y try to ea t wo ind 
‘ yt] r that looks ean ay » pa 110 ‘ t 
fore | take up the discuss of the su ! 
plated, I feel that ropriate t I she i ‘ me pre 
onse to what e Se tor { 1A ima/| Mr. M iN ] wille 
! I fee ike de ut s the I ira iment wl h he ha id 
In starting « with tl scussi t t jnestion he congratulated 
| himself upon the fact that Senators from the arid region wereall one way 
yf t] ing and that he agrees with tl! Mr. President, I can nof 
ovugratulate myself that w l y 1 this di on 
closes, and when the vote of this Senate is taken, to feel that I have 
discharged my duty conscient rding to the best of y 
n advising the Senate what it ought to do with this great quest 
The first vice of the Senator's argument is the assumption he made 
hat the land in the arid region should be disposed of just as it is in 
the other portions of the United Stat ignoring the great ele ul 
lifference in the condition of the two partsof the country, utterly ignor 


} 


| 
| 
| 


iutiful plains as the eye of man ever looked ups with arich, fertil« 
soil, but unfortunately, notwithstanding all that has been said about that 
country having plenty of rain,we passed over hundreds of miles where 
the wheat was not 6 hes high and was r pening, an 1 the harve 
( I the reap n I 5 i cr st for want of 
n the « ntry wher I f 1in to-day 
Duri yrsome year I know, ther 1 Of€ bile f 
| ple to make « yt her \ th i last In the ¥ tern 
part of Texa but while there may neortwo g 1 p ye t é 
may perhaps be t e or five in which ( pisa l ire, OF »> neal 
a failure that the habitants are compelled al st to move ofl You 
will find in the reports submitted the Committee on Irrigation the 
fact stated that some portions of th ntry, in what is called the 
subarid region, h ive b n ttled two ree time Pes ple, encour 
| aged by a year in which they have rain, go there and makeacrop, but 
after two or three failures they find themselves unable to pay for their 
land and unable to furnish bread for t families. That has been the 
experience in some portions of that country 
From Bismarck we went westward through Montana, along the great 
valley of the Yellowsto 000,000 es of h land, a large 
part of which can be re vation by irrigation. We passed 
| through the various val! 1 Mont {1 Northern Idaho 
| and: Eastern Washingtor plains« { im ust 
of the Sierra Nevada, whi we werea 1 the 
falls 60 miles above where we crossed the ‘ nt 
to irrigate 2,000,0 im now asterile 
de t he Senate ey M n the tday 
of t d n t les l 
ye erda Sap 
t we pa ) ( rough 
Oregon t Colu tand | gh Idaho, anoth 
y t f 6,000, 000 ( d the Bo le 
d ot ! of Idaho, t ti eys that t f 
man could ¢ ) ' ed t ) tion ) 





ing it. In that portion of the United States where the count 
with rains, 


blessed where the crops are made from the rains ai 


id dews 
of heaven without the aid of irrigation, the Government chose, in ordei 
that the country might be settled in an orderly and proper way and 
with the best advantage to the people and the greatest convenience to 


the Government, lands and to designate them by 


proper numbers so that each citizen when he occupied land knew h 


to survey the public 





boundaries, and the Government archives recognized the boundaries 
that he hac But he did not go re by himself 5 hout the agency 
of the Government in providing by an elaborate survey of the public 
inds how he should get upon ther Chat is in reference to country 
blessed by rains w h enable tl ] t \ crops 
Now we come to I aer aco try ( I t nity ol e are 

( the t ted States n tt greate portion yt h ec ps can n >t 
be made without irrigation, in the greater portion of which the rain 
fall is too small to be relied on by the people to make crop Itis an 
immense territory. It is difficult to realize its tent unless persons 
do as the committee with which I was associated did last summer, and 
travel all over it. It is a territory capable of a development and of 
ustaining a population in my judgment equal to that of any 


country beneath the sun 
We started to that country from Sioux Fal n South 
sed up the Jim River, described 
Dakota [Mr. Moopy], through 


Dakota, and 
to-day by the Senator from Sout! 


North Dakota to Bismarck, over as 
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From that we passed into Utah,through Cache Valley and Utah Val- | yet in their pueblos, cultivating the soil around them, a primitive peo- 


ley, where the people found them a desert waste, and when the question | 
j I i 


was asked by the Senator from Alabama to-day how acitizen going there 
can make a living without somebody to go before him and furnish 
water for him, I would say that those people went there into that wild 
desert and byt r¢ rts, by the union of their labor, by co-operation, 
they have supplied both the Cache Valley, with its 40,000 population, 
and t Utah Valley, with a splendid city of eighteen or twenty thou- 
sand population, with irrigation, cultivation, thrift, an! prosperity. 


Anil, Mr. Presiaent, when I looked upon what that people had done, I 
could not but regret that a people capable of such achievements should 
be weighed down by theocracy and polygamy, tor the people there have 
made the 
tome to be unexampled in the history of civilization. 

From there we passed through the great valley of the Humboldt, 
not so large, not so extensive, as that of Snake River or of the Yeilow- 
stone, but a vast valley more difficult perhaps of irrigation than the 
others, but yet capable of sustaining teeming thousands of population 
with the proper application of water to its soil. From there we passed 
to Carson Valley, another beautiful valley in which the capital ot Nevada 
is sttuated, already partially irrigated, and which may, by the waters 
of the great Lake Tahoe, on the boundary between that State and Cali- 
fornia, be amply irrigated by the expenditure of a few millions of dol- 
lars by cutting a tunnel trom the lake into that valley. That may be 
the work of aitertimes, Mr. President, tor one or two or three millions 
of dollars is a large amount of money, and yet the improved value of 
that land by the making of that tunnel would three times over pay tor 
making the tunnel. 

From there we passed on to the great plains of the Sacramento and the 
San Joaquin and the other valleys in California, and we saw there 
fields spread out as far as the eye could reach on the level plains,a coun- 
try which requires, that part of it at least, irrigation for its support. 

We visited in Southern California a locality called Riverside, which 
to me was the most attractive and beautiful rural scene that I re- 
member to bave witnessed anywhere. I was told that the avenue 
through the orange groves was 9 miles long. We traveled it for 7 
miles and it is broader than Pennsylvania avenue, with two rows of 
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ple, but industrious, honest, sober, and respected by the Americans and 
Mexicans amongst whom they live. 

From that we passed out through the plains of the Pecos and the 
western part of Texas, where there are millions of acres of lands in the 
semi-arid region which would be greatly benefited by irrigation, where 
the State authorities are doing all they can now by State aid and State 
action to promote irrigation; a country capabie of producing in greatest 
abundance the semi-tropical fruits and grapes found in such great per- 
fection in Southern California, as well as the ordinary cereals, root crops, 
and vegetables. 

When I looked over this vast field of country, containing millions of 
acres of land that might be fructified and enriched and made the homes 
of millions of prosperous and happy people by the application of water, 
I naturally felta great interestin inquiring what possible method there 


| was to utilize this country for the benefit of the American people, for 


the benefit of the actual settlers upon the soil. 

l intend before I get through to present what the minority of the 
committee regard as proper legislation to utilize and develop that 
country. The Senator from Alabama devoted much of his discussion 
to criticising the act of 1888. If he had devoted the same amount of 
ability and research to seeking a mode for immediate relief of the peo- 
ple and rendering valuable that country he would have been render- 
ing a real service to the American people. So far as I am concerned I 
might concede all his criticisms upon that subject, for they do not have 
anything to do with the view I take of this great question. 

I said, Mr. President, that the Senator’s first great error was that he 
compared the country where they have rain with the rainless country, 
and I pointed out that in order to settle the country where they have 
rains the Government had to go to the expense of making an elaborate 
system of surveys for its own convenience and fur the benefit of the 
people who would occupy the soil. But when we come to the arid 
region more than an ordinary survey is necessary, in my judgment, to 


| enable the people to utilize thatland. We must first have the ordinary 


trees in the middle, with wide walks between them and a row of trees | 


on each side ot that avenue, and a bold, strongditch of water flowing 
free along each side of the avenue—orange farms of 5 to 20 acres the 
whole distance of that avenue, the ground clean and smooth, with the 


dark toliage of the orange trees presenting evidence of thrift, prosper- | 


ity, energy, and enterprise that would gladden the heart of any man 
who loves his country. 

It was while there that we visited the irrigation works at Sweet- 
water, some 15 or 20 miles east of San Diego, where a dam of masonry 
90 teet high, 40 feet wide at the base, and 12 feet wide at the top, tur- 
nishes water that will irrigate 2,000,000 acres of land below it, and 
that land will be worth from three hundred to twelve hundred or fif- 
teen hundred dollars an acre when the iruit trees and grape vines are 
put upon it, 

From there we went to Arizona, and when we passed the Colorado of 
the West, at Fort Yuma, we were furnished with specimens of the fruits 
o! that country, the peach, the grape, the orange, the lime, the lemon, 
and dates growing upon the trees. Another thing was illustrated while 
we were passing through that country, showing us that as we passed 
from farther north to farther south the oranges were thinner skinned 
and more juicy, and the grapes and peaches were more saccharine 
where the hot sun, the water, and the soil give them these healthtul 
aspects. 

From there we passed over the great valley of the Colorado of the 
West, the Gila and Salt Rivers, where there are millions of acres of 
land which with water applied would be as rich as a crow ever flew 
over or the sun ever shone on to the beautiful vity of Phoenix, the cap- 
ital of Arizona, and there we found in the midst of that great desert— 
for we had traveled about 100 miles on it, and perhaps more than 
that, from Fort Yuma before we reached it—in the midst of that 
great desert was a country about 15 miles wide and 20 miles long, 
areal oasis in the desert, with green trees and fruits in abundance of 
the finest quality, vegetables of the finest quality, wheat, oats, and 
alfalta for hay, and all the evidence of thrift and energy and activity 
and civilization. The only drawback upon them was that the outlet 
tor their preducts was over the Southern Pacific Railroad and the branch 
that went to it, and the people could not avail themselves of this line 
of transportation on account of the high charges, which took from 
them the profit of their labor. So they are held chained down in com- 
parative inaction in the midst of such a scene as that, because they 
have but one way to get their products out and that is controlled by a 
monopoly. 

We passed from there to New Mexico. We traveled over the broad 
plains between Phoenix and El Paso and up the Rio Grande for some 
two hundred miles to the city of Santa Fé, through the Mesilla Val- 
ley and the valley of the Rio Grande, &@ great, grand valley, a valley 
which hus been partially settled for two or three hundred years, in 
which there are villages of Pueblo Indians who lived there before the 


‘Spaniards went there three hundred years ago, and are living there 
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survey, and then, in my judgment, the topographical survey, and the 
hvdrographical survey is necessary in order to see what portion of the 
land can be utilized by the application of water to it; so that the people 
may go there knowing there is a chance for them te make homes, and 
may not go there blinifold and helpless. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] made a very fair argu- 
ment yesterday from his standpoint, but, like the Senator from Ala- 
bama, ignored utterly the difference in the conditions of that country 
and the country east of it, and inquired, as the Senator from Alabama 
has inquired, why it was that we did not survey it as we surveyed the 
country east of it, so that settlers could go and occupy it. 

Mr. President, the invitation to people to go there would be of but 
little service, as I shall show after awhile. I do not propose to take 
that up now. I propose toshow before I conclude my remarks that the 
day you repeal the act of October 2, 1888, the valuable land and the 
valuable water of that country will be seized upon by a few individuals 
and corporations, and when you invite the people to go there and take 
possession of the country you will invite them to go there as the tenants 
or slaves of some landlord who can impose his own terms for the value of 
the land and his own terms for the supply of the water. 

But, sir, if that country is to be settled it needs topographic surveys 
and it needs hydrographic surveys. That is all that the minority of 
this committee asks, and, as I believe, as far as the majority of the 
Committee on Irrigation propose to go, to furnish topographic and hy- 
drographic surveys. There was some difference of opinion among the 
members of the committee about this, but, as I shall show further on, 
the very men who are now seeking to repeal this act of 1888 and who 
participated in securing its passage have reported bills to the Senate 
at this session urging irrigation surveys in that eountry. 

Unless such surveys are made and connected as they are made with 
the surveys of townships, ranges, and sections, and reported to the land 
offices, so that they can be designated on the map, they will be useless, 
The object of making the hydrographic surveys is to ascertain the vari- 
ous irrigation basins, the amount of water which the streams will fur- 
nish, the amount of rain{all so far as ean be determined which falls upon 
it, whether the water is brought to the center by precipitate action or 
by slow declivity, so as to determine the effect upon the works made to 
hold that water. 

This irrigation survey, if made properly, and the Director of that sur- 
vey has told us how it is made, so as to show actually the irrigation 
basins and to show where reservoirs can be made and to show the 
land liab'e to be irrigated trom such reservoirs by showing the depres- 
sion below the reservoirs, the altitude of the country above the reser- 
voirs, will furnish necessary information. 

Of course, Mr. President, I do not mean to state that this is to con- 
clude the work with reference to preparation for irrigation, for such a 
survey is with reference to irrigation just what a preliminary survey 
ot a railroad track is to the final survey that follows it and locates the 
track upon it. That is the difference. I+ furnishes the prelimivary 
survey, and the engineer goes upon it and constructs, in view of this 
survey, his dam and his ditches. 

I was a little surprised to hear the Senator from Alabama say that 
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this might cost the Government fifty or one handred million doll 

We [ have heard it said if the sky should fall the larks would 
caught. Who las ever proposed to involve usin any such expense 
who now proposes it? Why present such an argument to the Senat 
T) inority of t e ma ovisions, which I wil W 
hereaiter, for an elaborate sysiem, a system intended for the pre 

and for all the futare y which the land can be obtained by 
settlers and no others, that is not already appropriated, and 

can ed by them. under arrangements that shall be in conformity 





with the laws of the State and under the laws of the Unit 
Mr. MORGAN. Of what committee is the Senator speaking? 
Mr. REAGAN. The minority of the Committee on I:rigation. 
Mr. MORGAN. Not the Committee on Appropriations ? 
Mr. REAGAN. No, sir. The Senator from Alabama treats the 


of 1333 as if it intended to furnisi: a land system in substitutior 
the system which was suspended by it. I suggest to that Senator 
it was not intended for any such purpose. What it was intended tor 
was to arrest the fraud then going on in many quarters by individuals 
and corporations and syndicates, untila land system could be provided 
which would protect the rights of the people and secure them against 


the grasping avarice of those more fortunate in the way of money. 
That is what I understand its purpose to have been, and it could have 
had no other purpose, for it does not attempt to go into the details or 
to furnish a land system. 

As to that, I will keep my promise that before I am done, notwith 
staniling all the sneers about the danger of corporations and syndicates 
and land-grabbers, I will show what they are, so that Senators will 
understand that matter and reserve these affected indifferences for them. 

The Senator also suggested that we might spend great sums of money 
in building reservoirs and ditches. To thatagain I say, who proposes 
that the United States shall do that? Who ever proposed it? 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow metoask him what they 


y 


do propose to do with these lands after they have been segregated ? 
Mr. REAGAN. I will answer the Senator’s question, though I did 


not intend to do it at this time. I may premise what I wish tosay by 
stating that, as all understand, the act of 1484 was a merely tentative 


‘ + 


act, « merely preliminary act contemplating future legislation to ect 


pix 
the people on the public lands, and now at the first session of Congress 
aiter the Senate authorized the investigation of the subject by its Co 
mittee on Irrigation it comes before the Senate with two measures, o 
by one part of it and one by another, proposing legisiatiou which sha 
carry out the original design, and about that 1 shall have something to 
say directly. 

I will call attention to the eighth section of the act proposed by th« 
ninority of the Committee on Irrigation toshow that we wish to protect 
the rights of those who have titles or claims. 

Mec. 8. That the owner of any tract of land designated as irrigable land, ac- 
quired by home-tead settlement, with title inch ate or perfected, or the owner 
of any tract of laud designated as irrigable land acquired in any other man- 
ner, shall have the right to use any waters for irrigation belonging to t 
irrigation district in which his tract of land is situate not otherwise used an 
appropriated, and shall have the right to be served from any irrigating canal 
properly located for that purpose by the payment of the proper part of the cost 
struct on of the irri ating Works upon which nis § ppliyo Ww ter is 
1 , such amount to be determined by the comnissi rs of the irriga- 
tion district who are hereinafter provided for, in compliance with the st 





of the State or Territory to which such irrigation district belongs: Provi 
That such payment may be extended over a term of years at the discretion of 
said commissioners, or under the provisions of State or Territorial law. 


Mr. MORGAN. Is that what the Senator wants us to wait for? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihave more. I gave notice, in order to remove the 
doubt, that I would offer an amendment to the bill under considera 
tion if the proposition of the committee shall be disagreed to which 
proposes to repeal that legislation, that I would offer an amendment 
tor the protection of the rights of all persons who may have been pur- 
chasers or made entries on that land or had any kind of inchoate title 
under the Government at the time the act of 1888 was passed. 
pose that out of abundance of caution. 

Che only reference to inchoate titles in this bill is that the persons 
holding these inchoate titles shall be entitled to water just as the new 
settlers and just as those holding perfect titles, so that it is probable, 
or it is possible at least, that no amendment is necessary to protect the 
rights of persons who had incipient claims there at the time the act of 
18858 was passed; but, understanding that the political authority ha 
the control ‘of inchoate titles and may dispose of them up to the time 
of the periection of the grant, I have thought it was safer to protect the 
rights of these classes of people by special legal provision, and [ eall at- 
tention to this simply because it shows how a! are to get water, and 
that it preserves the right to those who have inchoate titles. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator kindly indulge me for a qu 
tion ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. What I want to get at is this: To whom will these 
lands belong that have been set apart for irrigation purposes? Tak 
that irrigating community and the irrigating district which the Sen 
ator has spoken of and that his bill mentions. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not know that I can give the full answer to 
that without reading more of the bill than the Senate may want to 
hear, but I state that this bill goes on to make provision that when the 


J pro- 
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other purposes and relating to the use and protection of the timber and fire- | 
wood of the « trict and relating to the use and protec tion of the common past- 
nrage of the district, subject to and in compliance with the statutes of the State | 
or Territory in which such irrigation district is situate and in conformity with | 
the laws of the United States 

second, For an irrigation court to adjudicate questions that may arise under 
t iws and rules of the irrigat ) district relating to the use and distribution | 
of tl ite of the district, the ect | use of the timber and fire-wood | 
of the irrigation district nd the use and pro tection of the past irage of the irri- | 
gation district, and to provide for appeals from such irrigation court to higher | 
courts of the ate or Territory 

Phird, Fora superintendent of irrigation, and for the necessary assistants, aa 
engineersand water-masters 

ourt For a superintendent of forestry, and for the necessary assistants, as 
for ters 

! Fora super endent of pasturage, and for the necessary assistants, as 
herders, should they be deemed necessary | 

ec. LL. That it shall be lawful for the commissioners of each irrigation dis- | 
trict to provide laws and rules for parposes, to wit | 

First. For the use of all the waters falling within the catchment area of the | 


irrigation district, for the irrigation of the lands of the irrigation district, and 
for other useful and beneficial purposes, and for the recovery, by drainage and 
other hydraulic methods, of all the waters used in irrigation and for other pub- 
lic purposes, and for determining how and where they may be reused within 
the irrigation district on the lands designated as irrigable by the United States 
Irrigation Survey: Provided, Thatsuch regulationsshall bein conformity with 
the general statutes of the State or Territory in which the irrigation district is 
situate and in conformity with the laws of the United States. 

Second. For the use and protection of the timber and fire-woed of the irriga- 
tion district, in conformity with the general statutes of the State or Territory in 
which it is situate and in conformity with the laws of the United States. 

rhird, For the use and protection of the pasturage of the irrigation district, 
in conformity with the general statutes of the State or Territory in which it is 
situate and in conformity with the laws of the United States 

See. 12. That it shall be lawful for any State or Territory in which are situate 
any of the irrigation districts authorized in this act to provide by general statue 
for the purposes herein named, to wit 

l'irst. For the use of the waters of such irrigation districts for service on the 
land selected and segregated as irrigable lands by the United States and for 
other useful and beneficial purposes; and, further, for the construction of irrigat- 
ing works under authority of the commissioners of the several irrigation dis- 
triets by any of the methods, to wit 





And here is the method for getting the ditches made: 
First, by the co-operation of the people interested therein 
As in Utah— 


second, by taxes levied on the lands irrigated ; third, by the issuance of irriga- 
tion-district bonds, the interest and principal to be paid by taxes levied on the 
land irrigated ; fourth, by granting to persons or corporations the right and 
imposing on them the duty of supplying water for irrigation and other bene- 
ticial purposes, through the agency of irrigation works, for a term of twenty- 
seven years, and by providing that the services of such persons or corporations 
shall be paid for by the users of the water at justand reasonable rates for meas- 
ured quantities of water, and not at rates per acre or quantity of land irrigated, 
and by further providing that at the expiration of twenty-seven years from 
the beginning of the first service of water, the rights and duties of such persons 
or corporations shall terminate, and all such irrigation works shall thereupon 
become the property of the irrigation districts to which they pertain. 

Second, For the use of the timber and fire-wood of such irrigation districts for 
domestic, mining, and other purposes, and that the users of timber and wood 
for such purposes shall pay to the commissioners of any irrigation district from 
which timber or fire-wood is taken an amount suflicient to cover the expense of 
the maintenance of the forestry organization in such irrigation district, and not 
more than 20 per cent. of the same added thereto; and all revenue derived from 
the sale of timber and fire-wood by the commissioners of any irrigation district 
shall be used, first, for the maintenance of the forestry organization of the irri- 
gation district; and, second, for the construction and maintenance of irrigation 
works. And the forest areas from which such timber and fire-wood are taken 
shall be designated by the commissioners of the irrigation districts in such 
inanner as they may deem wise for the protection and advantage of the sources 
of the water supply for irrigation, and for the protection and permanence of res- 
ervoirs and other works of irrigation: Provided, That the administration of 
such statutes shall be relegated to the irrigation districts. 

Third. For the use and protection of the pasturage of such irrigation districts : 
Provided, That the administration of such statutes shall be relegated to the ir- 
rigation districts. 

Sec, 13. Thatit shall be lawful for any State or Territory in which are situate 
any of the irrigation districts provided for in this actto provide by statutes for 
the organization of a State or Territorial board of irrigation commissioners, to 
consist of not less than five persons, for the purpose of supervising and approv- 
ing all contracts made by the irrigation-district commissioners for the construc- 
tion and maintenance of irrigation works, when provision is made to pay for 
such works by the issue of irrigation-district bonds, or when contracts are made 
with persons or corporations for the construction and maintenance of irriga- 
tion works for a term of years, and such contracts or bonds shall not be valid 
without the approval of the State or Territorial board ; and it shall be the duty 
of said State or Territorial board to disapprove said contracts or bonds when- 
ever it shall appear that the amount stipulated to be paid by the irrigation dis- 
trict for the construction of irrigation works is excessive and more than suffi- 
cient for the economic construction of such irrigation works, or when such 
works are not properly planned to serve the purpose for which they are in- 
tended, or when proper provision is not made for the prompt and complete 
payment of the interest and principal on bonds or other obligations of the irri- 
gation district 


Mr. COCKRELL rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. 
to the Senator from Missouri ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Allow me to ask a question. I want to know 
whether all these laws of taxation, all these laws relating to irriga- 
tion, fire-wood, and pasturage, are to be enacted by the States. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘The States are to adopt them. 

Mr. MORGAN. They are to be enacted here first, and then the 
States adopt them? 
Mr. REAGAN 

proper. 
Mr. MORGAN. That, I understand, is the minority report. 
Mr. REAGAN. That is the minority report. 
Mr. ALLISON. Task the Senator from Texas to yield to me, as I 


Does the Senator from Texas yield 


And such other regulations as they may deem 
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understand the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKREeLL] desires the 
Senator from Texas to yield the floor to him. 
Mr. REAGAN. Ifthe Senator will allow me to read the thirteenth 


| section I shall be glad to yield, for I feel almost unable tohold up the 


book which is in my hand. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill to which the Senator from Texas alludes 
is a very important bill and has been draughted with great care by the 
minority of the Irrigation Committee. It shows a plan or scheme for 
the utilization of these lands. Why not allow that to be printed in 


| the Record? Most of it has been read by the Senator. 


Mr. MORGAN. I should like to ask before that is doneif thisisa 


| scheme that we must wait for. 


Mr. REAGAN. Of course we recognize that the legislation of 1888 
required prompt action, and hence the Committee on Irrigation met 
early alter Congress met and went forward to prepare and present bills 
to the Senate with a view that if possible they should be passed during 
this session of Congress in order that a system might be furnished to 
the people for the utilization of that land. 


DEBATE ON APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I should like to offer a resolution in order that it 
may be printed; I may call it up at some future day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read if there 
be no objection, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That during the remainder of the present session of Congress it 
shall be in order to move at any time that debate on any amendment or all 
amendments to any appropriation bill then before the Senate be limited to five 
minutes for each Senator, and that no Senator shall speak more than once on 
the same amendment in form or substance. The question on such motion shall 
be determined without debate. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over and be 
printed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does anybody object to that? 
Mr. ALLISON. Ido not ask for the consideration of it now, and 
may not ask for it at all. 


ROAD TO SOLDIERS’ HOME. 

Mr. GIBSON. I offer a resolution, which I ask may be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be,and he is hereby, directed to report 
upon the practicability and the probable cost of laying out and constructing an 
avenue for the accommodation separately of persons on foot, on horseback, and 
in carriages, along the Potomac River as far as Rock Creek, thence along Rock 
Creek, and as near toitas may be convenient,tothe Columbian Park, and thence 
to the Soldiers’ Home, connecting the reservation in front of Washington Mon- 
ument, the Columbian Park, and the Soldiers’ Home. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire present ac- 
tion upon the resolution? 

Mr.GIBSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over and be 
printed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unless some Senator desires an executive session 
I will move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator to give way for a motion for an 
executive session. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I yield for that. 

Mr. SAWYER. I movethattheSenate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 10 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, July 18, 1890, at 
11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 17th day of July, 1890. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARIES OF THE TREASURY. 

Allured B. Nettleton, of Minnesota, to be an Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury, under the provisions of the actof Congress approved July 
11, 1890. 

Oliver L. Spaulding, of Michigan, to be Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury, to succeed George C. Tichenor, resigned. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

James Russell Soley, of Massachusetts, to be Assistant Secretary of 
the Navy, under the provisions of the act of Congress approved July 
11, 1890. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT, NEW MEXICO. 

Edward P. Seeds, of Iowa, to be associate justice of the supreme 
court ot the Territory of New Mexico, vice William H. Whiteman, who 


was appointed during recess and whose nomination to the position is 
hereby withdrawn, he having resigned. 
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REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE 

John Anderson, of Missoula, Mont., to be register of the land oflice 
at Missoula, Mont. A newly established office. 

Charles A. Burg, of Livingston, Mont., to be register of the land 
office at Lewiston, Mont. A newly established office. 

Eugene 8. Neal, of Bismarck, N. Dak., to be register of the land of- 
fice at Bismarck, N. Dak., vice Oscar E. Rea, to be removed. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS 

John B. Catlin, of Stevensville, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Missoula, Mont. A newly established office. 

George W. Cook, of Lewiston, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Lewiston, Mont. A newly established office 

Jacob R. Welty, of Chehalis, Wasb., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Olympia, Wash., vice William H. Bush, declined. 

Asa Fisher, of Bismarck, N. Dak., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Bismarck, N. Dak., vice David W. Hutchinson, whose term of office 
will expire July 25, 1890. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARM) 


Subsistence Department. 


Lieut. Co). Michael R. Morgan, assistant commissary-general of sub- 
sistence, to be assistant commissary-general of subsistence with the 
rank of colonel, July 14, 1890, vice Du Barry, appointed Commissary- 
General ot Subsisteace. 
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Gottlob C. Christ, to be postmaster at Tonawanda, in the county of 
Erie and State of New York, in the place of G¢ G. Schwin 

ved, 

mes H. Flagler, to be postmaster at May the county of 

Chautauqua and State of New York, in the pla N. ¥.] W 
commission expires July 26, 1890 

Lasuvious H. King, to be postmaster at Port Byron, in t ty 
of Cayuga and State of New York, in the place of Augustus Ke 2 
moved 

Nathan J. Milliken, to be postmaster at Canan ia, in the « t 
of Ontario and State of New York, in the place of William M 
whose commission expires July 26, 1890 

Jonas M. Preston, to be postmaster at Delhi, in the county of Dela 
ware and State of New York, in the place of Henry Da re 


James Thornton, to be postmaster at Wellsville, in the county of Al 
legany and State of New York, in the place of Thom 


eugene Vreeland, to be postmaster at Dundee, in the county of Yates 
and State of New York, in the place of Robert Robson, whos 


} sion expires July 26, 1890. 


Maj. Thomas C. Sullivan, commissary of subsistence, to be assist- 
ant commissary-general of subsistence with the rank of lieutenant- | 


colonel, July 14, 1890, vice Morgan, promoted. 

Capt. William H. Nash, commissary of subsistence, to be commissary 
of subsistence with the rank of major, July 14, 1890, vice Sullivan, pro 
moted. 

Fourth Regia ent of In fantry. 

First Lieut. Rufus P. Brown, regimental quartermaster, to be cap- 

tain, July 14, 1890, vice Coates, promoted to the Nineteenth Infantry. 
Fifth Regiment of Infant 

Maj. William L. Kellogg, Nineteenth Intantry, to be lieutenant- 

colonel, July 14, 1890, vice Cochran, promoted to the Sixth Infantry. 
Sixth Regiment of Infantry. 

Lieut. Col. Melville A. Cochran, Fifth Infantry, to be colonel, July 

14, 1890, vice McCook, appointed brigadier-general. 
Nineteenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Capt. Edwin M. Coates, Fourth Infantry, to be major, July 14, 1890, 
vice Kellogg, promoted to the Filth Inifautry. 

GENERAL APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 

Ferdinand N. Shurtleff, of Oregon, to be general appraiser of mer- 
chandise, under the provisions of the act approved June 10, 1890 

J. Lewis Stackpole. of Massachusetts, to be general appraiser of mer- 
chandise, under the provisions of the act approved June 10, 1890. 

Henderson M. Samerville, of Alabama, to be general appraiser ot 
merchandise, under the provisions of the act approved June 10, 1890 

ASSISTANT SURGEON MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 


| whose commission expires August 2, 1890 


Harrington H. Young, to be postmaster at East Palestine, in the 
county of Columbiana and State of Ohio; the appointment of a post 


master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 


dent on and after Juiy 1, 1890 
Joseph Moorhead, to be postmaster at Blairsville, in the county of 
Indiana and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Isabella Campbell, 


Leander L. Shattuck, to be postmaster at Titusville, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Marinus N. 
Allen, whose commission expired March 1, 1890. 

Barney Cannon, jr., to be postmaster at Bellows Falls, in the county 


| of Windham and State of Vermont, in the place of George O. Guild, 
| whose commission expires August 2, 1890. 


| Lake and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Deville L. 


Granville S. Derby, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county of 
Windsor and State of Vermont, in the place of Jerome W. Pierce, whose 
commission expired June 24, 1890 

Arthur J. Shaw, to be postmaster at Spokane Falls 
Spokane and State of Washington, in the place of Tho 
removed. 


in the county of 
nas B. Warren, 


Alfred L. Tucker, to be postmaster at Berlin, in the county of Green 


Harkness, 


| whose commission expires July 26, 1890. 


} 


Arthur L. Benedict, of New York, to be assistant surgeon in the | 


Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, to succeed Asst. Surg. | 


Frederick C. Heath, resigned. 
POSTMASTERS. 
John Satterfield, to be postmaster at Dover, in the county of Kent 


and State of Delaware, in the place of John C. Pennewill, whose com- | 


mission expired May 21, 1890. 

James F. Boughton, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county of 
Morgan and State of Georgia, in the place of William I’. Martin, 
whose commission expires August 2, 1890. 

James A. Provoost, to be postmaster at Pecatonica, in the county of 
Winnebago and State of Illinois, in the place of Charles E. Hallock, 
removed. 

Lawrence F. Tromly, to be postmaster at Shawneetown, in the county 
of Gallatin and State of Illinois, in the place of William H. Loomis, 
whose commission expires August 2, 1890. 

Thomas J. Lucas, to be postmaster at Lawrenceburgh, in the county 
of Dearborn and State of Indiana, in the place of William Huber, whose 
commission expires July 26, 1890. 

Augustus B. Farnham, to be postmaster at Bangor, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine, in the place of Fred A. Cummings, re- 
moved. 


William Buttrick, to be postmaster at Concord, in the county of 


Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, whose commission expired May 
21, 1890. 


Christopher G. Gaston, to be postmaster at Odessa, in the county of 


La Fayette and State of Missouri; the appointment of a postmaster for 


the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after July 1, 1890. 


John T. Andrews, 2d, to be postmaster at Penn Yan, in the county 


of Yates and State of New York, in the place of Darius A, Ogden, jr., | 


whose commission expires July 26, 1890. 


XXI——461 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


iominations confirmed by the Senate, Ji 


Evecutive ly 17. 1890. 


POSTMASTERS., 
Augustus B. Farnham, to be postmaster at Bangor, Me. 
William Buttrick, to be postmaster at Concord, Mass. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July 17, 1890. 


Y 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curmperrt, D. 
D., of Washington, D. C, 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS, 

Mr. PAYSON. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tce of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of Senate bill No. 2781 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 


the Whole 
Mr. PETERS in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
(S. 2781) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of railroads, and tor other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. By an order adopted ye 


terday general debat¢ 
is limited to one hour and thirty minutes. 


Mr. PAYSON. The understanding was that the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. MchtAr] should proceed with the discussion to-day and 
should occupy not exceeding forty-five minutes. 

[Mr. MCRAE addressed the committee. See Apps 
Mr. PAYSON. I vield now tothe gent! an from New Jersey { Mr. 


BUCHANAN ] 





Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey Mr. Chairman the tariff is aque 
tion of economics, and not of partisan politics W hat rate of duty shall 
} 
be imposed upon a given article w t 


nen it enters our ports from abro 
should be determined by industrial conditions and commer: 


A ial con 1é@] 


ations, and not by the effect upon the fortunes of a political party [t is 


the bane of legislation to-day that it is so often the product of partisar 
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ship, and not of broad-minded statesmanship. We need go back less 
than six years ago to find that party lines were not drawn strictly upon 
thi iestion. That sterling statesman of Pennsylvania, Samuel J. 


' 


| net surplus in the Treasury at that date. 


hanpdall, bad a following of h owl pari ular politic al faith who al- 
V oted with him in the interest of home industries. But two 
years ago t Presidential fiat went forth, and when that pure patriot 
i y state nd ed deserted by his party assoc iates 
uy this question Var names and partisan associations change 
by newd ed ) es, and even the fickle 
mn Lhe vebnel taste, 1n j t ns may change in aday, ar d 
at rate before adju l y to the situation may prove to be 
el e Li¢ With the tariff made a par 
tisa ti » change a rate in any case necessitates involving the 
t ej I ry of one party, and there inevitably 

fo 1 bitter and often unscrupulous opposition of the | 

‘ } i pa i 

lr: iin ce Che pearl-button makers of Newark, N. J., have 
rec y been driven a it siness by the importation of pearl 
buttons made in Austrian prisons. Yet, when in the Committee of the 
Whole the chairman o! the Committee on Ways and Means | Mr. Mc- 
KINLEY] moved an amendment affording the needed protection, one 
pariy voted solidly for the amendment and the other just as solidly 
agai tit Take another instance, rhe present rates upon wool have 
not eu found actual operation, sufficiently protective of the inter- 
ests of the American farmers. The McKinley bill proposed a higher 
rate \ motion to reduce the rate received practically unanimous 
Democratic support and almost solid Republican opposition. Had not 
the irty slogan been sounded, who believes that gentlemen who in 


their hearts believe it to be for the best interests of our country to have 
our agricultural interests as diversified as possible would have voted 
against the new and really protective rate? 

Congress has before it for final disposition a new tariff bill, which is 
popularly known as the ‘‘ McKinley bill.’’ It has passed this House 
and is now under consideration in the Senate. It may be modified in 
some of its details, perhaps wisely, perchance unwisely, but that in its 
present general form it will become a law seems to be conceded. To 
understand the wisdom or unwisdom of the enactment of such a meas- 
ure we must first take a comprehensive view of the situation of the 
Government's finances as they stand to-day, their probable future, aud 
the effect upon them of this bill. 

THE FINANCIAL CONDITION—THE SURPLUS, 

I have here thestatement ofthe assets and liabilities of the Treasury of 
the United States, made May 31, 1890, by Hon. J. N. Huston, Treasurer, 
showing theexactaccount as itstoodonthatday. By thisI find theactual 
surplus in the Treasury on that date (including minor coin and frac- 
tional silver coin to the amount of $36,901,791.85) was $60,011, 122.57. 

The political history of this country contains but few examples of a 





|} into money by being coined. 


| paid in interest and principal. 


Of this amount $61,231,- 
647.36 was, as has been stated, not actually in the Treasury, but was 
out on loan to the national banks. True, it was an asset, and, as it 
was within call, it 1s only fair to count it as an available asset. 

But of these assets $121, 167,828.39 was gold bullion, $375,953.09 was 
silver bullioa, and $6,649,022.82 was trade-dollar bullion. These ag- 
gregate $131,192,804.30, or a sum of $866,045.76 in excess of the actual 
surplus. This bullion was not, one dollar of it, currentfunds. It was 
not money and had never been used as such, so that the then loudly 
proclaimed locking up of the currency of the country in the Treasury 
was false in fact, the truth being that the money loaned to the banks 
and the bullion far exceeded the urplus.”’ 

SILVER DOLLARS ALE NOT IDLE. 

But some one says, ‘‘ Why, I thought there were silver dollars by 
the hundred million bursting the vaults of the Treasury; how about 
that?’’ Yes, they were there; they were reckoned in the statement 
at $232,037,274, but they did not all belong to the Government. 
Against them the Government had issued $191,526,445 of silver cer- 
tilicates and had paid these out to its creditors, or to the persons from 
whom it had purchased the silver, and $191,526,445 of these silver 
dollars must be held to pay off or redeem these certificates. 

These certificates are out in the world performing all the functions 
of money, and thus the great body of these silver dollars, while ia fact 


+ lying in the Treasury vaults, have their paper representatives passing 


trom hand to hand as a circulating medium. These silver dollars thus 
in reality perform their function as money justas truly as if they were 
out in actual circulation and the certificates had never been issued for 
them andin their stead. No, there was no locking up in the Treasury of 
the money ofthe country, and no man who reads thestatements of the 
Treasurer of the United States carefully and intelligently can be ex- 
cused for alleging the existence of such a locking up. 

Mind, it is not claimed that there was nosurplus; one of $130,326,- 
758.64 is admitted. But the bullion composing it was not current 
money, and, with the exception of the item of $6,649,022.82 of trade- 
dollar bullion, it never had been money. Butit is freely conceded that, 
while it was not money, it had value and could have been converted 
At the time this surplus existed the 
Government owed over $1,000,000,000 of bonds, some of which could 
be purchased in the market at a price less than would ultimately be 
I speak now of interest-bearing debt 


|only. I claimed then that this bullion should be put in the shape of 


stronger attempt to deceive the people by incorrect statements, mis- | 


g , and a withholding of a part of the truth than took 
place two years ago in connection with this whole question of surplus. 
Wild statements as to its amount were made even upon this floor by 
gentlemen who sbould have known the facts ere they spoke. Still 
wilder assertions were spread before the public by a partisan press, and 
every effort was put forth to lead the people to believe that hundreds 
of millions of current money had been withdrawn from its legitimate 
use in business and locked up in the Treasury vaults. I sought then 
to place the real facts before the House and the country. In some 
remarks I had the honor to make in this House April 26, 1888, 1 took 
tl onthly statement of the then Treasurer of the United States of the 
assets and liabilities of the national Treasury as they existed March 31, 
1888, and, reducing that statement to a plain, every-day balance sheet, 
iowed the true condition of the Treasury and the amount and char- 
acter of the surplusas it then existed. Itis not improper here and now 


leading figure 


14 


say th; ither u his floor nor i > public prints w: ere | 
to say that ne rupon this floor nor in the public prints was there | any attempt made to refute them, even by a partisan press. 


ever any attempt to impugn the literal exactness of the methods used 
nor the entire accuracy of the result reached. 

rhat statement showed that the assets of the Treasury at the close 
I h 31, 1888, actually in the Treasury, and in- 
lauding gold and silver bullion, trade-dollar bullion, minor coin, and 


} 


yusiness hours, Mar: 


| 


money and used toward the extinguishment of so much of the public 
debt. 

It did seem to me that a Government with such a debt should not 
hesitate long in applying to its payment every dollar which could be 
made available. The surplus was, in fact, no surplus when the na- 
tional debt was taken into consideration, and it became but an asset 
to be applied toward the extinguishment of that debt. 

To recapitulate: The surplus March 31, 1888, was $130,326,758.54. 


But to make this surplus $131,192,804.30 of bullion (never current 


money) was counted in. The further item of $61,831,647.36 was 
counted in, but this was loaned to the banks and was in use in the 
channels of business. The gold and silver dollars were in the Treasury 
vaults, but the silver dollars largely, and the gold dollars almost en- 
tirely, belonged, in reality, to the holders of the silver and the gold 
certificates, and not to the Government. In addition, we owed bonds 
exceeding $1,000,000,000 (to be exact, $950,522,500 of 3, 4, and 44 per- 
cents and $64,625,512 Pacific railroads), $1,015,148,012 in all. Sir, 


| the succeeding autumn I went before the people who have repeatedly 


| honored me with a seat here and gave them these facts. 


| hands. 


( 
fractional silver coin, as well as gold and silver coin, United States | 
notes, and national-bank notes, and other assets, reached an aggregate | 


~ ~ as 


‘ 

of $517,062,307.17. Tothis was added the funds taken out of the 
‘reasury by the Secretary of the Treasury and loaned to some favored 
national banks, reaching the further sum of $61,231,647.76, makinga 
grand total of Treasury assets of $678,293,954.53. Against this sum 
were charged the actual liabilities, consisting of gold and silver certifi- 
cates outstanding, interest due and unpaid, and other items, aggre- 
55,355.12, leaving an apparent balance of assets amount- 

ing to $371,83%,599.41. 
sut this balance had to be further reduced by deducting the reserve 
held for redemption of Unitea States notes under the acts of 1875 and 
1882, the fund held for redemption of ‘‘failed’’ or liquidating banks, 
disbursing officers’ balances, undistributed assets of national banks, 
treasurers’ transfer checks and drafts outstanding, and other items, 
aggregating $241,511,840.87, which deducted from the apparent ba- 
ance of $371,838,599.41 left the sum of $130,326,758.54 as the actual 


gating $306,4 


I carried these 
official reports with me and read them to the people and invited them 
to inspect them for themselves. I challenged the fullest scrutiny and 
defied contradiction. Not once were the statements contradicted or 


SURPLUS HAS BEEN USED TO PAY DEBT. 


March 4, 1889, the management of the Treasury passed into other 
Under the previous Administration for over a year after it first 
came into power not one bond had been redeemed, and redemyftion was 
only resumed when the balance in the Treasury had become so large 
that, without distinction of party, the business community demanded 
the resumption of redemption. But under the present Administration 
the policy of large balances has been abandoned and the policy of ap- 
plying these large balances in reduction of the public debt as rapidly 
as possible, consistent with guarding the interest of the Government 
in the purchase price of bonds, has been fixedly pursued. 

The statement of the assets and liabilities of the Treasury on the 31st 
of May, 1890, to which I first alluded, shows that the surplus bas been 
reduced from $130,326,758.54, March 31, 1888, to, asI have said, $60,- 
011,122.57, May 31, 1890. I find that the $61,231,647.36 loaned the 
national banks in 1888 has been reduced in 1890 to $31,225,998.49 by 
a gradual but steady reduction, thus giving the Government its own 
without unduly disturbing the business of the country by sudden trans- 
fers of currency. These sums thus obtained by these reductions, to- 
gether with the annual surplus during that period, have all gone in 
extinguishment of the public debt. It ought also to be mentioned in 





* 





1890. 





this connection that the premium paid for the bonds redeemed aggre- 
gates less than the interest the Government would have been compelled 
to pay had the bonds not been paid until maturity. 


MUCH REMAINS TO BE PAID. 
] 


But, while these payments have been made upon the publ 
much remains to be paid. The maimed men we see upon our stre 


green mounds over yonder at Arlington, arenotalit 





1e 
at 





of the rebellion. Year by year the pension-roll lengthens and 
vear the obligations issued to sustain the Government in that px us 
tin falldue. Ihave herethe statement of the public debt of t I ted 
States for the month of May, 1890. By this it appears t at t 
date the bonds outstanding aggregated $777,909, 112 Che ret 
have been paid, as I have stated, trom the annual surplus 

Of this amount, the 4} per cent. bonds, aggregating $110,323 
fall due September 1, 1891. The 4 per cent. bonds, aggregating 
060,150, fall due July 1, 1907, while what are known as the P 
railroads,’’ aggregating $64,625,512, fall due at different dates ru 


from January 16, 1885, to January 1, 1899. 
RESOURCES AND NEEDS OF THE 


To pay the $110,323,450 of 45 percents September 1, 1891, will ex- 





haust the $60,011,122.57 of present surplus and leave $50,314,3 13 
to be paid from any surplus accruing meantime, 

To pay the $603,060,150 of 4 percents July 1, 1907, will require 
after September 1, 1891, a period of fifteen and five-sixths years, an an- 


nual surplus of about $3%,000,000, to say nothing of payment of in- 
terest in either case. With this interest and the ‘‘ Pacifics’’ added, 
it is evident a sinking fund of at least $40,000,000 per annum for 
some years subsequent to 1891 will be required. 

The last report of the Secretary of the Treasury, dated December 2, 
1889, shows that the ordinary revenues of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30,1889, were $387,050,058.84 and the ordinary ex- 
penditures were $281,996,615.60, leaving a surplus of $105, 053,445.24, 
of which there was used during that year in the redemption of notes and 
fractional currency and in the purchase of bonds for the sinking fund 
the sum of $47,583,313.65, leaving a net surplus for the year of $57,- 

70,129.59. It will be noticed these are the ordinary receipts and dis- 
bursements. The totals upon both sides would | 
larger were the whole revenues and expenses of the Post-Office Depart 
ment reckoned in, instead of the annual deficiency, but in either case 
the net surplus would remain the same. 

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, the same official gives the 
first quarter’s actual receipts and expenditures and upon that basis 
estimates the ordinary receipts for the present fiscal year (ending June 
30, 1890) at $385,000,000, and the ordinary expenditures at $293,000- 
000, leaving a surplus of $92,000,000, from which he deducts for sink- 
ing fund $48,321,116.99, leaving an estimated net surplus for the cur- 
rent year of $43,678,883.01. In this estimate also the gross receipts 
and expenditures of the Post-Office Department are excluded, and the 
net deficiency only reckoned in. Were these added the totals upon 
each side would be about $66,600,000 larger, but of course the net sur- 
plus would remain the same. 

From these figures it is apparent that an annual sinking fund of $40,- 
000,000 can be, after September, 1891, set aside for the redemption ot 
the 4 percents and the Pacifics and leave still a net surplus under « 
isting conditions of about fifty-two millions per annum over and above 
all expenditures. 

With a sinking fund requiring hereafter only forty milli 
surplus would mount up correspondingly and reach the estim i 
of fifty-two millions. Of course, as to the futureit is only estimate, and 
estimate based upon existing conditions. Butitis estimate, too, based 
upon the experience of the past and with a reasonable degree o! 
tainty as tooutcome. It looks safe to say that we can pay our bon 
by maturity and still have a surplus of from fifty to fifty-five mil 
per year, unless by legislation expenditures are increased. 

The ever-lengthening pension-roll demands now over one hundred 
millions per annum; in fact, by June 30, 1890, the payments for th 
year had exceeded one hundred and eight millions. The old sol- 
diers are beginning to feel, as age creeps on, the disastrous effects of 
former exposure to storms and swamps; and also, year by year, more 
widows are added tothe roll. Recent legislation wiil make this charge 
a still greater one. How much greater can not yet be accurately stated, 
but it will be a large increase. We must also bear in mind that 
by year, as the country develops and governmental functions multi; 
and enlarge, added expenditures are called for. But to be entirely fair 
we must keep in mind two considerations, to wit: First, it is the his 
tory of the past that revenue gradually increases with the growth 
the country and, second, that while the bonds mature and are rede: 
able at the dates mentioned their payment at those dates is optiona 
with the Government, and if it be thought good policy to let them run 
longer it can be done and the annual surplus thus arising be cut off by 
legislation. 

It may be good policy not to pay the debt as it falls due, but I hav 
grave doubts of it. I never believed a national debt was in any sense 
& national blessing. To let the bonds run means an annual interest 
charge to be met by the people. True, these bonds now afford a safe 





ve about $50,000,000 
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| seem to be too late; but as it 
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and effect have been widely misrepresented, and as it will in all prob- 
ability be back here for action, I am justified in seizing the present oc- 
casion to discuss more fully its provisions than I was enabled to do in 
the limited time allowed under the ‘‘five-minnte’’ rule. 

It professes to be a revision of the entire tariff schedule. It also 
deals with the national revenue taxes upon tobacco, and includes some 
safeguards against frauds. and some new administrative features. 


FREE-LIST, 

rhe first thing which attracts attention is the fact that twenty-four 
out of the one hundred and thirty pages of the bill devoted to the 
tariff schedule are devoted entirely to an enumeration of articles 
upon the free-list. So much wild and inaccurate (I will not say dis- 
honest) talk has been indulged in about the wide range of the tarift 
schedules that the fact that there is a {ree-list will be news to many; 
but there is such a free-list now. ‘There never was a time when all 
our imports were dutiable. Before 1820, however, the proportion of 
goods on the free-list was very small. 

Gradually it bas been added to. During the late war, when every 
possible object of revenue was sought after, it was almost 18 per cent. 
of the articles of our imports. Since then every revision of the tariff 
laws has added to it until to-day one-third in value of all the imports 
come ip without paying one cent of duty. With all the talk set afloat 
by ignorant orators and a partisan press about ‘‘Chinese walls’’ and 
‘* robber tariff barons,’’ I can conceive how difficult it may be for some 
to credit this. But the official statistics show it to betrue. I have 
here Executive Document No. 6. first session, Fifty-first Congress, be- 
ing the annual report and statement ot the Chiefof the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics on commerce and navigation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
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1889, and on page 215 of that document I find the total of imports | 


into this country from abroad for that year to be $745,131,652, of 
which $488,644,574 was dutiable and $256,487,078, more than one- 
third, was free. 

I have here also Document No. 1302, Bureau of Statistics, United 
States Treasury Department, being a summary statement of the im- 
ports of the United States for the eleven months ending May 31, 1890, 
By it I find that the imports for these eleven months were $713,876,- 
426, of which $469,898,214 were dutiable and $243,978,212 were free. 
Continued at the same rate for the remainder of the fiscal year, that is, 
up to June 30, 1890 (one month), the total imports will be for this year 
$773,366, 128, of which $509,056, 398.50 will be dutiable and $264,309, - 
729.50, or about 33 per cent., will be entirely free of payment of duty 
of any kind. 

THIS FPREE-LIST PMBRACES RAW MATERIALS, 

But, sir, an examination of this present free-list disposes of another 
misconception. We hear much said in favor of ‘free raw mate- 
rial,’’ and, to listen to the frantic appeals by the free-trader in behalf 
of free raw materials for our domestic manufactures, we would think 
that we had nothing of the kind now. For the eleven months ending 
the last of last May, there came into this country on the free-list ot 
‘articles in a crude condition which enter into the various processes 
of domestic industry,’’ $112,880,156 in value, and of *‘articles wholly 
or partially manufactured for use as materials in the manufactures and 
mechanic arts $9,423,825 in value, a total of $122,303,981 of * free 
materials,’’ or more than one-half of the whole free-list, The balance 
is composed of articles of food, live animals, articles ready for con- 
sumption, etc. 

The free imports are nearly $8,462,686 in excess of the corresponding 
eleven months of the preceding year and about $30,000,000 in excess 
of the average of the preceding jive like periods. I have given these 
figures at some length because they are official, and they show how 
easy it is for assertions to be made and their truthfulness insisted 
upon when reliable statistics show them to be unfounded. 

PRESENT FREE-LIST, ALREADY COMPRISING ONE-THIRD OUR TOTAL IMPORTS, IS 
FURTHER EXTENDED BY THE BILL. 

This bill further extends this free-list. While it takes from the free- 
list and puts upon the dutiable-list eighteen separate articles, it takes 
from the dutiable-list and puts upon the free-list forty-four articles, 
making a net addition to the free-list of twenty-six different articles. 
The main articles thus put upon the free-list are jute and jute butts, 
sisal grass, molasses and sugars up to No. 16 grade, covering all but 
the white. These jute, sisal, and other grasses are the strong-fibered 
plants, used for bagging, coarse twine, etc., and their importation for 
the eleven months ending May 31, 1890, aggregated $9,580,398. Mo- 
jasses during the same period was imported to the extent of 27,272,691 
gallons, valued at $4,577,931. The figures for the importation of sugar 
above No. 13 and below No. 16 are not attainable, but not above No. 
13 the importations for these eleven months amounted to 2,410, 226,963 
pounds, valued at $76,408,743. 

The honorable gentleman trom Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY], in anarticle 
over his signature published in the North American Review for june, 
1890, calculates the total additions to the free-list. made by his bill, 


at $109,232,089 in value of imports, based upon the importations of 


the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889. These articles thus transferred 
to the free-list vielded last yeara revenue of $60,936,536.35. Ejight- 
een articles are taken from the free-list, which, at the rates put in the 
bill, would have yielded $2,456,030. 14. 
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If we add this increase, $109,232,089, to the free-list for the year 
ending June 30, 1889, $256,487.078, we will have a total free-list of 
$65,719,153, less the articles yielding the $2,456,000 of duties, if the 
**McKinley bill’’ should become a law in its present shape. Deduct 
this $109,232,089 from the dutiable-list of that year, $488,644,575, and 
we have imports to the value of $379,412,486 left dutiable, and a free- 
list to the value of $365,719,158. In other words, if the McKinley 
bill becomes a law as it now stands, nearly 50 per cent. of all the im- 
poits into this country wil! come in free. 

But, while this free-list is so large now and it is proposed to make 
it still larger, it has been carefully constructed upon the principle of 
making free those articles we can not produce at all, or except in lim- 
ited quantities, in this country, and excluding from such iree-list those 
articles which we can produce. 

Thus, we can not grow tea; it is on the free-list. We can raise wool; 
it is on the dutiable-list. We can make iron rails; they pay a duty. 
We can not grow rubber; it is free. 

This addition to the free-list is very largely, as already shown, in 
the item of sugar below No. 16 grade. Ido not now discuss the pro- 
priety of this step; I only state the fact. Inconnection with this it ought 
also to be stated that the bill proposesa bounty to the growers of sugar 
in the United States, to compensate them for the loss of the protection 
arising from the removal of duty. 

The reason given for the removal of the duty is that from the nature 
of the soil and climate in our country we produce only a very small 
proportion of the sugar used here, and can never hope, even with the 
aid of any amount of protection, to produce more than such propor- 
tion. The reason stated for the giving of the bounty is that thereby 
our sugar-producers will receive the same benefit they receive now, 
while the other large proportion of our sugar, about nine-tenths in all, 
coming in fromabroad, will be free, and consequently cheaper. 

The further provision is made that, if other countries levy an export 
duty on the sugar coming here, then by the terms of this bill duty 
will be collected on such sugar on its arrival at our ports. We took 
the duty off of coffee some yearsago. Atonce Brazil put on an export 
duty, equal in amount, apon the coffee she sent us. Coffee was no 
lower. We lost the revenue and Brazil calmly puts it into her pocket. 
The provision in this bill will prevent Cuba and Brazil from playing us 
the same trick with sugar. We took the duty some years ago off of 
logs; Canada thereupon put an export duty on. We lost the revenue; 
Canada takes it. 

Of these eighteen articles taken from the free-list and made dutiable, 
sixteen are directly or indirectly the products of agriculture. They 
are macaroni and vermicelli, sugar of milk, broom-corn, eggs, plants, 
trees, shrubs, straw, teasels; apples, green, ripe or dried; Cayenne pep- 
per, flax, hemp, ete., crin végétal or vegetable fiber, woolens, and camel’s 
hair. The camel's hair referred to is that which is imported to be 
used in competition with wool. 

DUTY REFUNDED ON IMPORTED MATERIALS USED HERE AND RE-EX PORTED, 

Another feature to be observed in the bill is that it is so constructed 
as to aid, so far as domestic legislation can, our manui/acturers to reach 
out to other markets for the disposal of their goods. I have never taken 
mucli stock myself in the cry of ‘‘overproduction,’’ as applied to the 
products of our mills and our workshops. 

When I find that in the eleven months ending May 31 last there came 
into this country, manufactured abroad, $2,824,007 of buttons (exclu- 
sive of brass, gilt, orsilk); $1,930,631 of clocks, watches, and movements; 
$3,390,081 of cotton cloths; $27,628,887 of cotton clothing, knit goods, 
thread, etc. ; $6,366,387 of earthernware; $24,950.254 of manufactures 
of flax and hemp; $6,594,160 of glassware; $37,274, 196 of manufactures 
of iron and steel, and $49,346,244 of manufactures of wool, besides other 
manufactures in equal proportion, I can not conceive of overproduc- 
tion here. It looks much more like underproduction or overimporta- 
tion than overproduction. 

But, undoubtedly, in some lines of manufacture our people have be- 
gun to look to other countries for an additional market. Thus, during 
the eleven months ending May 31, 1890 (and I take this statement as 
the very latest attainable, always asking that it be borne in mind that 
the figures are for but eleven months of the year), we sent $3,501,473 
worth of agricultural implements to other countries; we sent $5,795,- 
376 of chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines; we sent $23,531,588 
in manufactures of iron and steel, $11,303,220 in leather and its manu- 
factures, and $26,074,295 in lamber and manufactures of wood. Other 
items could be given did time permit. 

We have heard much, as I have already said, of ‘‘ free raw material ’’ 
as a help to our manufactures. We have been told over and over on 
this floor that if our manufacturers could only get free raw material they 
could go into the markets of the world with their products. In dis- 
cussing the free-list I have shown that a large part of our material is 


| now free. But this bill goes still further toward aiding us to reach the 


| 
i 


foreign market. We have had for years a law upon our statute-book 
which gives a rebate of 90 per cent. of the duty paid upon imported 
materials upon their being manufactured and exported. This bill goes 
still further, and gives 99 per cent., retaining the 1 per cent. for cost of 
collection and disbursement. 

It makes all materials practically free when used and exported. If 
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under the operation of this bill our manufacturers can not secure astill 
greater hold upon te trade of other countries, then “free raw mate- 
rials’’ can not aid them. 
THE BILL I8 FRAMED TO GIVE THE FARMER HIS SHARI 
Another feature of the bill, and one which merits especial considera- | 
tion, is the care taken to give to the farmer his share of protection. 
This feature of the bill has been the subject of some derision upon this | 
fioor. It has been called an effort to ‘‘fool the farmers.’’? Gentlemen | 
who have thus spoken, I can only suppose in charity, have never read 
the provisions of the bill relating to tobacco and manufactures of ; agri- 
cultural products and provisions; flax, hemp, and jute, and manufactures 
of: wool and manufactures of wool; nor the proposed additions to the 
free-list and the subtractions therefrom. Early in the session the legis- 
lative committees of both the National Grange and the Farmers’ Al- 
liance submitted their schedules of desired rates upon these articles, 
and almost without exception the rates as desired by these bodies were 
placed in the bill. The secretary and treasurer of the New Jersey State | 
board of agricultare also appeared, in accordance with my suggestion, | 
before the committee, and submitted aschedule on farm products differ- | 
ing but little from that of the National Grange and but little from the | 
ratesin thebill. So well satisfiedare the Grange and Alliance with the | 
| 
| 
} 
i 
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result thattheirlegislative committees have published addresses to their 
constituent bodies congratulating them on the good work done and ask- 
ing them to petition their members of Congress to support the schedule. 
I have received many of these requests from granges in the district 
I have the honor to represent. We will examine these schedules and 
ascertain whether these legislative committees and these granges have | 
been fooled or not. Probably it will be found that these farmers | 
understand their own interests quite as well as do gentlemen who never | 
held a plow, planted a potato, or handled an ear of corn in their lives. | 

Of the eighteen articles taken from the free-list and put upon the du- | 
tiable-list, the greater part, as I have stated, are the products of agri- | 
culture. The articles are, as stated, sugar of milk, broom-corn, eggs, 
plants, trees and shrubs, straw, teasels, apples, etc.. Sugar of milk is 
now free. In the upper part of New Jersey some persons started the 
industry of its production. This gave the farmers a home market for 
their milk, avoiding the high freights upon the railroads, the grasping 
avarice of the New York dealer, and the uncertainty in price in the 
city. Forthwith the foreign makers flooded this country with a prod- 
uct greatly lowered in price, an! attempted to freeze the new enterprise 
out, sending here in the last year 382,303 pounds. This bill imposes 
a rate of Scents per pound, and it is thought this will preserve this new 
use here of a product of the farm. 

Broom-corn is largely grown in various sections of this country. Of 
late years but little has been grownin Central New Jersey. It isnow | 
upon the free-list. This bill imposes a duty of $8 per ton, and it cer- 
tainly behooves our farmers to consider the advisability of again going 
into its culture. 

Eggs are now upon the free-list. Some mirth has been excited upon 
this subject, but it has been no laughing matter for the farmer in the 
East. During the past year 15,920,650 dozens of eggs, valued at 
$2,419,004.37, were imported into thiscountry. Willany one seriously 
contend that our farmers could not have tully supplied the market had 
any encouragement been afforded to them to increase their stock of 
poultry? This bill places upon eggs a duty of 5 cents per dozen. 

Plants, trees, and shrubs, or nursery stock, came into this country 
free last year to the extent of $323,762.82 in value. This bill gives a 
duty of 20 per cent. Straw, mainly long rye straw from Canada, came 
in free last year to the extent of $29,921. The gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. MILLs] waxed merry over this provision. Of course, to him and 
his constituents, 1,500 miles from the seaboard, itisa light matter, but 
to the farmers up toward the Canadian line and along the seaboard it 
is a matter of some moment that the 30 per cent. proposed by the com- 
mittee should be retained in the bill. 
imposed upon them by this bill of 25 cents per bushel. 


In addition to this an inspection of the dutiable schedule relating to | 
‘agricultural products and provisions’’ shows many changes made in | 


the interest of the agriculturists of the country. 

The imports of cattle, hogs, and sheep into this country for the 
seven months ending May 31, 1890, were: Free, $3,331,382; datiable, 
$2,995,672; a total of $6,327,054. This bill largely increases the duty. 


Last year (ending June 30, 1889) there were imported 11,306,925 | 
| last year were 8,194,813.11 pounds, 
Of barley malt we imported 150,191.95 | 


bushels of barley. It now bears a duty of 10 cents per bushel. The 
bill makes this duty 30 cents. 
bushels, at a duty of 20 cents per bushel. This bill makes it 45 cents. 
We brought in last year 10,414,002 pounds of macaroni and vermi- 
celli, It couldall have been made here quite as well as not by American 
hands and with American flour. It is now free. This bill fixes a rate 
of 2 cents per pound, and under the operation of the bill soon it will all 
be made in thiscountry. Rice is a field product of limited extent. It 
requires a warm, alluvial soil and a situation easily flooded with water. 
We have not the natural facilities for a much larger product than is 
now raised. It now bears an average duty of over 120 per cent. The 
committee have reduced this to about 90per cent. This is still a far 
higher rate than is left to almost any other agricultural product. 
he bill places rye at 10 cents per bushel. Last year but little was 
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Apples, now free, have a duty | 


but I allude to it here, to giv example of the 
mild] y—carelessness of gentlemen opp lto their hand 
. Che gentleman from Texas | M I vyho opened the de 
ate in opposition to this bill, said in debat s 
low much rye— 
I give h 3 exact | nevuage, as! ed | 
ORD, see page 4551, of the current RECOR!I 
How much rye did we impo ast year Six 
applause on the De > at sid It I 
paten, [Renewed la 
it came, $1.50 per bushel, while the rve that we exported f 
57 cents pe r bushe and we exported 2s7.2 } ahels 
The Republican party thinks that whe r fa 
and buys some improved wheat and rye to bett a 
=t gated by the devil tighter a 


nd applause and he is ) i 3 
temerity in the Capitol of the natiox gt 


r renewed la i 
The gentlemen who gathered around him and gave utterance to this 


laughter no doubt did not Know, and probably the 
Texas himself did not know, that, while but a few bushels were im- 


ported the past year, yet importations have increased lately at such a 








rate that for the past eleven months ot ( t year the imports 
| of rye have been 195,443 bushels, at a valuation of $114,364, a little 
over 58 cents a bushel. 

Two other facts these gentlem in all probability inot know, but 
which the gentleman from Texas, as an expert in ta matte ‘ i 

| have known: First. 10 cents per bushel is the present rate and 
ond, it is also the rate which he himself fixed in his fam 
bill.”’ 

Wheat now bears a rate of 20 cents per bush: J rill es th 
to 25 cents. This again excites the ridi e and sarcasm of the gentle 
man from Texas. He says ’ 

We exported last year &),000,009 bushels in wheat and flo In 1 ind [S81 
we exported 150,000,000 bushels, but since then our imy at 
it off, and that has caused a reduction in our exportations, and last year we 
mported the inconsiderable amount of 1,946 bushels of wheat [laughter and ap- 
plause and that duty has been put on to protect American farmers against the 
damaging foreign competition from India and Russia 

What did that 1.946 bushels of wheat cost? 


Our wheat was at an average ex 
port price of 89 cents per bushe!, an« ithe average price of the 1,916 bushels which 
imported was $2.65. Seven hundred bushels cost in Ge nany 33.20a bushel, 
The figures given by Mr. MILs do not at all agree with the figures 
given in Executive Document No. 6. By that document I find (see 
page 227) that for the year ending June 30, 1889, we imported 130,649 
bushels of wheat, valued at $119,017. Sy Treasury Department Doeu- 
ment 1302, Bureau of Statistics, it appears that tor the eleven months 
ending May 31, 1890, we imported 157,046 bushels of wheat of the 


value of $112,290, an average of a little over 70 cents per bushel. To 


account for our falling off in exports of wheat and to sustain his favor- 
ite theory of ‘‘no imports, no exports,’’ he tells us that since 1880 and 
1881 our importations have fallen off. But the oflicial figures do not 
show this falling off. I append a table of our imports from 1881 to 
1889 taken from Executive Document No. 6 


Year ending June 30- Value 
1881 . 
1882 
1883 

1sS4 

1885 

1486 

1887 

18-8 


1889 





These figures would seem to absolutely disprove his assertion that 
‘our importations have fallen off. And when we take into considera- 
tion the decrease in valuation it will be seen that there has been a 


| greater increase in volume, even, than in value. These figures would 


further seem to prove the reverse of his maxim, and I can just as con- 
fidently claim for them that they prove that the more goods we buy of 


foreign peoples the less wheat they buy of us 


Oats now bear a duty of 10 cents per bushel. The bill fixes it at 15. 
The importations for the year ending June 30, 1889, were 22,524.37 
bushels. Oatmeal is now dutiable at one-half cent per poand le 

| bill makes this 1 cent. Last year 1,914,639 pounds came in from 
| abroad. Tor the current year the importations have been much larger 
| making for the eleven months 2,316,016 pounds. Butter is raised trom 
4 cents to 6cents per pound; theimports for the past fiscal yea 
256.75 pounds. Cheese is raised from 4 cents to 6 cents: 1 


Beans now bear a rate of 19 per cent. i 


| 660,781 bushels; for the past eleven months t een 1,140,148 
| bushels. This bill imposes a duty of 40 cent é lent 

to 34.80 per cent. Cabbages are raised cent. tos cents 
| each; being classed with other veget 1 can not be 
| given, but along the Atlantic sea rd ‘ irge. Hay 
| now pays a duty of $2 per ton: thi o$4. The importa- 
| tion last year reached 105,372 to 1 at $1,082,685.50; the im 
| portation this year at present rat ich 123,592 ton Ifopsnow 
| pay 8 cents per pound; the impo mwas 4,180,580 pounds, valued 
| at $1,100,450 rhe bill raises the rate to 15 cents per po nd (onion 
| now pay 10 per cent; the bil! fixes the rateat 40 cents per bushel; they 
are largely imported. 





















Ve ‘ ed from 10 per cent. to 40 cents per bushel, and split 
pea ) per t. te ts per bushel, an increase of about one- 
t) j I r mp t 64 17.90 bushels of the latter. Caster- 
} i at raiseu irom i | i CcenLs pel pushHel, La t year W 
i a ) i now dutiable at 2U cents per 
} 74 ) bushels, valued at $3,969, - 
64 t ‘ ‘cents per bushel. There is nor on 

‘ ed here by our own farmers 
‘ cent per po ind; the imports last year 
) ; e bill makes the rate 2 cents. Poultry is 
ra i er ¢ to 3 cents per pound for live and 5 cents for 
di imports last year were valued at $154,866.26. 

Phe rate on t-class wool is raised from 10 cents per pound to 11 
cel pou Yhile wool is to the spinner and weaver raw mate- 
ria t to 1 far rit is afinished product. The expense of the 
sheep, of its care and pasturage, are all matters of cost to him. Time 
and x n I have 1 indignant as I have listened to the sneers on 
this floor against the neep-raisers of this country. They may not 
dwell in palatial halls nor tarry long over the terrapin and champagne, 
yet ry one of them who tries by his efforts to diversify the products 
of Amencan agriculture is a publie benefactor. 

We t »w something besides wheat and corn in our Northern 
and Middle States. It is said that there are varieties of wools we can 
not he but we have every variety of soil, climate, and pastur 
age d I never believed the statement Last year we imported 22,- 
973,087.50 is of first-class wool, valued at $4,765,014.94 

Potatoes now have a rate of 15 cents per bushel Che imports of re- 
cent vears have been very large For 1889 they were 883,380 bushel 
valued at $321,106. For the eleven months ending May 31, 1890, the 


imports have been 3,332,300 bushels, valued at $1,325,566 


raises the rate to 25 cents per bushel. 


The bill 


The culture of flax was formerly quite an item for the farmers in 
the East. I have when a boy pulled, broken, and dressed many a pound. 
The seed was taken to the oil mill and gave us funds earlier than did 
rops, while the country stores took the fiber we ‘dressed’ 


in the bracing air of winter and exchanged it for groceries and cloth- 
i] in those days we knew nothing about the new-fangled free-trade 
not i that yon can notraise seed and fiber both from the same « rop.”’ 
The seed made the best of linseed-oil, and from that same fiber our 
grandmothers and mothers spun and wove linen suits that would wear 
un we ’ outgrew them. 

eis mv ison why land which is now devoted in the West to 
the production of corn that will not pay for transportation should not 
ye Cevoted to the raising of the 11,947,949 pounds of flax, about one 
half undres and one-half dressed, which last year were imported into 
this country from abroad. Che bill almost doubles the rate, but even 
then only imposes a duty of from 15 te 20 per cent. 

The Agricultural Department has been experimenting in the pro- 
duction of 1 . We imported last vear $19,333,229. The pro- 
duction of silk would n up another branch of industry here and aid 
in the attainment of that desirable object, the further diversification 
oi ¢ pric tnre, » far the labor required to reel the cocoons has 
ee 0 l but that Department now feels hopeful of over- 
coming thi culty, and this bill, to eneourage the silk-producing 
industry, offers a bounty of $1 per pound f the production of raw 


cocoons, 
So, too, with ws while it was felt that for years to come, even 


favorable circumstances, the preduction of sugar in 


yuntry must fall tar below the consumption, yet to secure acon- 
forts to supply our demands by the production in the 


colder parts o r country (embracing an area much Jarger than that 


| 
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1 which cane i thrive) ¢ ugar-beet, a bounty of 2 cents per 
pound on le from b , Sorghum, or cane is provided. 
rhe production of sugar-beets is a subject which should engage the | 
ittention of our farmers. In Germany a bounty upon the production 


of beet-sugar has been in operation for some years, and it has become 
an agricultural product of much importance. ClausSpreckels, of Cali- 





I testified before the Committee on Manufactures in the last Con- 
gress, during an investigation I had the honor of assisting in making, 
that the production of sugar-beets in this country was no longer an ex- 
periment; that we have a large belt of country adapted admirably by 
climate and soil to the production of sugar-beets, and that American- | 
grown beets are ri l ivar ol an ex llent quality, in fact excee ling 


in percentage of saccharine matter the Enropean. 


I clip from a recent issue of the San Francisco Bulletin an article 
stating that the California beet-sugar experiment is a success. The 
article goes on to say 

vcres Were planted and yielded 15,500 tons of sugar-beets, from 
icted 1,650 tons of sugar. This was doneatthe Watsonville fac- 
t seven days The beets brought an average of % a ton, 
un ners satistied that they can raise them at a profit rhey have 
ruarantied t thy ease the acreage this ycar, and the output will proba- 
bly ! : t double 

\t the present session of Congress gentlemen from Nebraskaappeared 


before the Ways and Means Committee and stated that in that State 
yielded abundantly, rich in saccharine matter. I append 
mm the Chicago Journal of Commerce: 
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BEET-= AR ENTERPRISES IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Che steam-ship Nymphza arrived at New Orleans, La, a few days ago, from 
Hamburg, Germany, loaded with the elaborate machinery for the beet-sugar 
factory now under construction at Grand Island, Nebr. She also brought about 
VU tons of beet seeds. Several tons of these seeds go forward to the Agricult- 
ural Department at Washington, as that Department has had applications for 
seed, up to the present time, from over two thousand farmers throughout the 
United States, and further applications are constautly coming in. The plantat 
srand Island, Nebr., when completed, will cost considerably over $500,000 and 
ill have a daily capacity to work upwards of 400 tons of beets, whi er 

1 that of the average European plart 
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This shows the wide range of latitude and climate within which the 
production of sugar-beets in this country has been demonstrated to be 

uccess. So far as the acres in the West now devoted to corn and 
wheat can be utilized for the production of sugar-beets, the eaualiza- 
tion of our food product will be promoted and the interests of all sub- 
served. It behooves our Eastern farmers, also, to experiment in this 
direction, and ascertain whether some of their lands can not profitably 
be devoted to this product. The Agricultural Department stands ready 
to supply seed for experimental purposes, and to test the saccharine 
qualities of the beet. 

The internal-revenue taxes and regulations have borne with very 
great hardship upon the grower of tobacco. This bill removes all re- 
strictions upon the sale by him of his product, and lessens some of the 
special taxes, which have heretofore helped to keep down the price of 
his product. The American farmer has had sharp competition with 
other countries in the growing of his leaf-tobacco suitable for cigar 
wrappers, and it has been nearly driven out of the market by the 
more cheaply grown Sumatra article. Upon this the duty is more 
than doubled, while other leaf-tobacco is left at the old rates, 

To compensate for the increase of duty on wool, an allowance in the 
rate on manufactures of wool is given, graded according to value and 
with the least increase upon the coarser cloths; thus the cheapest cloth, 
valued at not more than 50 cents per pound, is put at twice the duty 
per pound imposed upon a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, 
and 40 per cent. ad vajJorem additional, while upon the cloth valued at 
above 40 cents per pound the duty is put at four times the duty put on 
a pound of unwashed wool and 50 per cent. additional. 

It will be noticed that the rate is based upon a pound of unwashed 
wool. The finer the goods, the more pounds of unwashed wool are 
needed to supply the requisite amount of fine wool fiber for a poand 
of cloth. When it is remembered that unwashed wool means wool as 
it comes from the sheep, with all the grease, dirt, and waste still in 
the fleece, it will not be thought that these rates are out of propor- 
tion. 

Much has been said about the ‘‘poor man’s blanket.’’ In point of 
fact only 3,371 pounds of the cheapest grade of blankets, woolen hats, 
and flannels valued at $1,916 were imported last year. They now 
have a rate of 10 cents per pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem. This 
bill puts them.at 11 cents per pound and 30 percent. ad valorem, mak- 
ing a reduction instead of an increase, the present rate being the equiv- 
alent of 73.47 per cent. and the proposed rate the equivalent of 72.2 
per cent., but this is compensated for in the schedule by increases upon 
the higher grades, the greatest increase being upon the very finest. In 
fact, a-careful study of the whole woolen schedule will show clearly an 
intelligent purpose in the bill to promote the production of wool in this 
country and at the same time to impose the lighter rates upon the 
cheaper cloths, blankets, and woolen hats, and compensate by increases 
upon the finest and most expensive goods. 

In the flax, hemp, and jute schedule, yarn made of jute, sisal, or 
manila is reduced from 55 per cent, to 30; binding twine is reduced 
one-half, from 2} cents per pound to 1} cents; if made wholly of jute, 
sisal, or sisal grass, it is 1} cents; bags for grain are left at an equiva- 
lent specific duty; on .cordage there is a decrease; on brown and 
bleached linens, duck, canvas, handkerchiefs, and all the fine linen 
fabrics the rate is left as it now stands until January 1, 1894, when, 
it being supposed that by that time the increased rate given upon flax 
will have stimulated its production here, the rate is to be thereafte1 
50 per cent. 

lo ercourage the production of raw silk in this country the bill pro- 
vides a bounty for ten years of $1 per pound on silk as reeled from the 
cocoon. Heretofore many efforts have been made to produce silk here, 
but we have had so much new and fertile land to be added to the cul- 
tivated area that it has been cheaper to take up new land than to di- 
versify the products of the old. The Department of Agriculture has 
not despaired of making the production of silk cocoons here a success, 
By experiment it is constantly discovering methods of cheapening the 
process and arriving nearer to success. 

it has recently been discovered that the silk-worm feeds with avidity 
upon the leaves of the Osage orange, the plant most frequently used 
for hedges, and especially upon the Western prairies. It is thought 
that the hedges can be made to dodouble duty, as fences and as afford- 
ing food for the silk-worm. The rank and luxuriant growth of the 
Osage orange on prairie soil affords a large amount of clippings each 
year. 


Heretofore this clipping, which is necessary for the preservation of 


the closeness of the hedge has been entirely at a loss of time and labor. 
If the clippings can be utilized in this way the space occupied by the 
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hedge will be no longer waste ground and the time occupied in trim- 
ming the hedge will be no longer wasted. Al!l through the Easter 
States are to be found pieces of ground now yielding nothing but bushes 
or briers, which can be utilized tor the growth of the leaves needed tor 
the silk-worm’s food. 

Weimported last year of cocoons, raw silk,and waste 6,640, 1: 
valued at $19,531,910. This all came in entirely free of duty. 
problem which presented itself to the coumittee w is,shall the 
tion of this raw silk be encouraged in this country by the imposition of 
a duty upon the imported article, by paying a bounty for a limited 
period upon the production of the domestic article? The latter policy 
was chosen. If the experiment does not provea success it need not b 
continued. 

If this bounty does not stimulate production, bnt little money l 
be paid out under this provision. If it does stimulate and it is shown 
that the raw silk can be produced here in considerable quantities, then 
the bounty can be exchanged for a duty, and our domestic agriculture 
will have received another substantial addition to its products. 

We imported last yearsilk partly manufactured, and silk goods, in- | 
cluding dress goods, ribbons, velvets, plushes, embroideries, and the | 
like to the value of $34,956,728.77. Upon the articles of ribbons, vel- 
vets, plushes, laces, and embroideries (silk) there is a slight advance 
upon the articles of ordinary use. such as webbings, gorings, suspend- 
ers, bindings, braids, buttons, ete. (silk), the rate remains the same. 

It will be seen that not only in dealing with the free-list, but also 
with the schedule of dutiable articles, the bill aims to give the agri 
culturists of the country their share of protection. And this is no idle 
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attempt. The farmersof the country, irrespective of party, have taken | | 


the position, and justly so, that if the protective policy is to prevail | 
they must have their share of it. The legislative committee of the 
National Grange in their address to Congress say: 

The Grange is an organization representing in ite membership all political | 
parties and differing as other classes on questions of public policy. While es 
sentially united in one thing, to wit, as an organization, we do not s 

ree trade or protection, but when either policy has been adopted 
f i protect but wl her | yt k lopt 
ernment we respectfully ask that the benefits and burdens be 
tributed as is possible among all industries. We therefore ask th 
posed revision of the tariff the interests of agriculture receive careful attent 





And subsequently the committee presented the following list of du- 
ties they desired imposed in the list. I give the letter entire 
V ASHINGTON, D. C., January 24, 18 


Sir: In accor lance with promise we herewith submita list 














$ su] \ 
to our remarks of yesterday before your committee, asking ities 
crease of duties upon agricultural and horticultural products imported 
Amount of duty asked. 

Cattle...... GQ «sssee-eeeseeses POF head... $5.00 | Beans -. per ’ 
ET ~ . 20.00 | Pease ‘ do 2 
Sheep and hogs.................. lo . 90 | Potatoes _ lo 
Bristles......... ...per pound .20 | Green fruit eecese Per cent 
BBUBtOr... .nccconessn-ccccsevessreeeeesAO...0. «05 | Preserved fruit oa do 
Cheese une Senipineceasn 05 | Dried fruit............... do 
FEES .....ccccorevcess-sseeeee per dozen... .05 | Canned fruit.............. do 
Eee eee ea 
I aaa. .15 | Hops achat ..per pound 
Barley ......... 25 | Pickles and sauces. per cwt 
Bariey malt.. » | Sumac, double present duty. 

Wool, same as asked for by the Wool-Growers’ Association 

This list does not include all articles produced by farmers which should 


protected, but those only to which we desire to call especial attention 
Very respectfully, 
I. BRIGHAM 
iN TRIMBLI 
Git 


J.T 
JO} 
ec, National G 


Of Legislatir ( ti 
Hon. WILirAM McKINLEY, 
Chairman Committee on Ways and Mea 


It will be seen that almost all of the rates were granted as 
quested. But to bring the rates more closely together I insert 
following table: 














Products. Present duties Proposed duties, 
I. Cattle over one year old ......... 20 per cent “ $16 per head 
Cattle under one year old......| Free $2 per head, 
int MINI oo iccispsicupenias seereeeeeees) LO Contes per bushel, wr « ts per |! 1e 
TEI. Potatees...........+-- . 15 cents per bushel, 25 cents per bushe 
Onions sonuileddntathansestedniancial. Gat ee Gane : 10 cents per | 
Cabbage ......0c.00.0000000+cereeeeeesee| 20 DEF Cent $3 per 100 
Hay...... $2 per ton .... ; M per tc 
Hops .. ; 8 cents per pound « ts pe i 
See csessescsesesess| LO per Cent .. - 40 cents per 
a pcoctanieissicesss| ae Gane .. ..| 40 cents per bushel, 
Poultry.........0000-.<0. scecesccesess| LO per cent nina scent I 
Vegetables, n. o. p eeundia 10 per cent. 2) per cent. 
IV. Flax, not dressed........ essseeene) $20 per ton..... $30 pet 
Plax, dressed ....................-.-...| $40 per ton . . 26U per to 
Duties on linen and hemp 
goods are also advaneed, 
V. Sugar, average of all duties...| 79} per cent ..............., 35 per cent. 

VI. Tobacco, leaf, stemmed............ $1 per pound..............| $2.75 per pound. 
Tobacco, leaf, unstemmed ...... 75 cents per pound.. ..| $2 per pound. 
VII. Wool, first class 10 cents per pound.. ll cents per pound 
Wool, second class svesveeeee| L2 Conts per pound.....| 12 cents per p« 1. 
Wool, third class, under 12 | 2} cents per pound.....| 3} cents per px l 

cents. 
Wool, third class, over 12  5cents per pound § cents per pound. 
cents, 
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the rat We also imported $1,546,079.64 of manufactures of metal 
I | at the ime rats 
I | sawed timber there is a reduction of one-balf. Lumber 
remains the same Lous are eady free, but with but little advantage 
tou eco , 48 already stated, ¢ ida imposes an export duty upon 
tha nd the duty goes not to us, but to the Canadian treasury. The 
bill provides that as long as this export duty is retained its equivalent 
shall be levied upon the sawed lumber coming from the country levy- 
ing such export dutv. Manalactures of wood, except as to one item, 
of which we i wrted last year $599,000, remain the same. As stated, 
war, except the white above No. 16, is made free: above No. 16 it 
is put at two-fifths cent per pound, instead of 3 cents, where it now 
In short, the yellow sugars, even the very light yellow, are all made 
free, and the white ones reduced from a rate of 108.69 per cent. and of 
-71.30 per cent., respectively, to one of 10.14 per cent. for the finest loaf. 


Spirits, wines, and other beverages suffer practically nochange. The 
rates on these are in some instances over 400 per cent. This is com- 
pensatory, however, of the internal-revenue tax paid by the domestic 
article. There is, however, an increase on mineral waters. 

Upon manufactures of cotton there is, upon the whole, a decrease. 
On cotton wearing-apparel, the rate is raised from 40 per cent. to 50. 
There is also an increase in hosiery and underwear. ‘Thus, stockings 
now pay 40 percent. By the bill those worth less than 60 cents per 
dozen pair, pay 20 cents per dozen and 20 per cent., while those between 
$2 and $4 per dozen pay 75 cents per dozen and 40 percent. This rate 
makes the cheaper pay an increase of 8 cents per dozen and the finer 
of 75 cents per dozen (20 per cent on 60 cents is 12 cents, which added 
to 20 cents makes 32 cents, being 8 cents more than 24 cents, 40 per, 
cent, of 60 cents 

The manufacture of wood pulp has become a great industry in our 
country. By the old method of grinding or wearing away blocks of 
wood, held tightly against rapidly revolving grindstones, a pulp was 
obtained that was useful in giving thickness and filling to the coarser 
board papers, but the pulp gave the paper little or no strength, as the 
fiber of the wood was totally destroyed in grinding. By the new 
**chemical’’ process, the fiber is preserved, and a much stronger paper 
can be made from the pulp. 

The pines which fringe our New Jersey coast and, in fact, extend 
along the seaboard almost without interruption to Florida are found 
to be well adapted to the manufacture of this pulp. This pine has been 
fully tested at Weymouth, in Atlantic County, in my own State, and 
found excellent for this purpose. Wood pulp now bears a duty of 10 
percent. The bill gives a rate on ground pulp of $2.50 per ton; on 
chemical pulp, unbleached, of $6, and on bleached $7 per ton, about 
equal at present prices of pulp'to 19 per cent. We imported last year 
$1,511,134.85 of wood pulp. We can make every pound we need, and 
we should do so. 

Sheathing and printing papers are left at the old rate; we now make 
nearly all we use. Envelopes are changed from 25 per cent. to 25 cents 
per thousand. The balance of the paper schedule remains on the 
average about the same. 

Brushes and brooms, now rated at 30 and 35, are put in the bill at 
the uniform rate of 40 per cent. Cloth button-forms remain the same. 
Pearl buttons, formerly largely made at Newark in my State, but now 
nearly driven out by the buttons made in Austrian prisons,are given a 
considerable increase. 

Soft coal remains the same. Hard coal is on the free-list and has 
been for many years. 

As we run on down the list of sundries we find few changes to note 
except a rise from a 30 per cent. rate to a 50 per cent. rate in hats 
made of fur, including fur hat bodies. Jewelry now bears 25 per cent. ; 
the bill makes this 50. Pearls and precious stones are left at the old 
figures. These have been criticised as being low, but it must be re- 
membered that there is no article so easily concealed from the customs 
officers, and soemivent an antbority as Senator SHERMAN has expressed 
the opinion that if a higher rate were imposed a less amount in duties 
would reach the Treasury. We imported last year $10,720,504.16 of 
precious stones that paid duty. How many were smuggled in, con- 
cealed about the person or in packages of other goods, will never be 
known. A bar of pig-iron does not escape the eye of the customs in- 
spector, a diamond is easily secreted. 

Leather and its manufactures are left at present rates, with the ex- 
ception of gloves, which are given a compound rate, and I have not the 
data to ascertain whether itisa rise ornot. Ot gloves (kid and leather) 
we imported last year $4,476,091.08. 

Upon the whole the ‘‘sundries’’ schedule now bears an average of 
26.44 per cent. The bill makes it 27.46 per cent. 

I have thus gone over this bill with a particularity which may have 
been somewhat tedious, but which I deemed necessary to a fair and 
impartial understanding of its provisions. A few of the rates in the 
bill as originally reported to the House were amended, but I think 
none of these amendments have escaped my attention, although some 
of the percentages given may be slightly inaccurate, as many rates now 
2d valorem are changed by the bill tospecific. 

An article now paying a certain per cent. upon its value is said to 
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bear an ad valorem rate; when this is supplanted by a rate of so many 
cents on each pound or yard or bushel, the rate is said to be specific. 
Of course in the latter case the specific rate may be a higher or lower 
equivalent per cent., as the value per yard, pound, or bushel rises or 
falls. For example, if wheat bore a rate of 50 per cent. and sold at 50 
cents per bushel, the duty would yield 50 per cent. on 50 cents, equal- 
ing 25cents. If it sold for $1 per bushel the same rate of duty would 
yield 50 cents; if for $2 per bushel, the duty would be $1. If, on the 
other hand, the rate were a specific one of 50 cents on each bushel, 
the duty yielded would be the same in amount, let the price rise or 
fall as it might. 

Thus a rate of 50 cents per bushel, if wheat sold at 50 cents, would 
be the equivalent of 100 percent. If it sold at $1, it would be the 
equivalent of 50 per cent.; if at $2, the equivalent would be 25 per 
cent. The specific rate equals a higher or lower equivalent per cent. 
as the price of the article falls or rises. I say ‘‘fulls or rises’’ because 
this example shows us that the lower in price the article falls the higher 
percentage of protection is given by a specific rate. This explains and 
justifies from the protectionist standpoint the changes made by the bill 
from the old ad valorem rates to the new specific rates wherever prac- 
ticable. 

Of course, as shown, witha considerable rise or fallin present prices, 
the new specific rates would be a lower or higher equivalent per cent. 


CHANGE FROM AD VALOREM TO SPECIFIC RATES, 


Attention has been called tothe fact that a specific rate protects as 
highly when prices are low as when they are high. It is when the 
prices fall, by reason of cheaper foreign production, that protection is 
needed the most. When prices go up the specific rate, unlike the ad 
valorem rate, yields no more duty, and the consumer soon gets the 
benefit of the competition which inevitably results. I remember to 
have once heard Hon. 8. J. Randall say in a private conversation that 
an ad valorem rate protected the most when it was least needed and 
the least when most needed, while a specific rate gave the most pro- 
tection when the most needed. 

Specific rates also make frauds upon the revenue, by way of under- 
valuations, more difficult. The extent to which the Government is 
now defrauded by the underbilling of goods is simply appalling. The 
old days of honest importing seem to be past. Once the importer was 
a bona fide resident of this country and a citizen here. He sent his 
order abroad, and honestly purchased his goods at the market price 
and had them so invoiced to him. In those days a hundred-dollar in- 
voice represented a hundred dollars’ worth of goods and no more. 

To-day it is different. The foreign manufacturer sends his clerk 
here, who acts as a resident agent, and the manufacturer, in effect, bills 
his goods from himself to himself. No actual sale takes place, and he 
puts the values in the invoices as low as his conscience will permit 
and a consul entirely ignorant of the value of the goods will certify. 
A few years since an investigation made by the United States Senate 
showed this whole matter up in an alarming light. Senator Beck, of 
Kentucky, was on the committee and expressed his indignation at these 
frauds in strong terms. 

At a recent hearing before the Senate Committee on Finance, given 
to the importers of New York upon this very tariff bill, one of the im- 
porters present and protesting was a manufacturer who has his works 
located in Europe, and the goods his firm makes there he sends on to 
his firm here, invoicing his goods from his firm there to his firm here. 
During the past year, it may be well to remark, many of these in- 
voices of this firm have been greatly advanced at the custom-house, 
and the duty on the advance paid without protest, an acknowledgment 
that they were made out originally below the real value. Unfortu- 
nately many articles are of such a nature that a specific rate can not 
be imposed. Perhaps more should be imposed than are changed by 
this bill, but so far as the changes go they are in the right direction. 


EXEMPTED WEARING APPAREL REDUCED IN AMOUNT. 


Wearing apparel of persons arriving in the United States is now 
free. Under this exemption wealthy tamilies spending their summers 
abroad have made it a custom to buy all their clothing for the year 
abroad, and on theirarrival here with it it pays noduty. The exemp- 
tion has been outrageously abused, in some instances the articles thus 
exempted amounting for each person in the family to thousands of 
dollars. 

This bill limits the amount to $500. A great outery has been made 
against this limitation, but if it errs at allit errs in yet being too lib- 
eral. Because one man has money and leisure suflicient to permit him 
to pass his summers in Europe and another has not, it does not at all 
follow that the more fortunate one should be favored in having his for- 
eign-made and foreign-bought clothing exempted, It is true the fur- 
ther restriction that the articles must be ‘‘ actually in use and necessary 
and appropriate’’ isin the bill, but a broadcloth coat, silk dress, or seal- 
skin cloak worn but once would come within the termsof the act. The 
how! against this provision by people who fleece the rest of the country 
in Wall street during the winter to spend the proceeds in vulgar dis- 
play in Europeduring the summer would be amusing were it not given 
utterance through Anglomaniac journals whose solemn gravity forbids 
even a smile. 
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COUNTERFEITING OF AMI 

As the superior excellence of American-made goods has become so 
well established, some unscrupulous foreign makers have found it prof- 
itable to counterfeit our trade-marks and brands. I have seen foreign- 
made cutlery marked with a Connecticut maker’s brand. The Amer- 
ican-made watch movement has been counterfeited. At the Anvil 
Works of Clark Fisher, in Trenton, N. J., can be seen a German-made 
anvil of inferior make, marked ‘‘Trenton.’’ This counterfeiting of 
our brands has become very extensive. The bill contains a provision 
that such goods shall be denied admission here. 


RICAN BRANDS PROHIBITED. 


REE MATERIALS FOR SHIPS. 

To encourage the construction of vessels for sale abroad, or for use in 
the foreign trade, or between the Atlantic and Pacific ports, materials 
for their construction may be admitted in bond, and upon proof of being 
so used the duty is to be remitted. This gives ‘‘ free raw materials 
for such ships; our coastwise vessels do not need this, as by law these 
already have the whole control of the coasting trade, no foreign vessel 
being allowed to clear from one port in the United States to another. 


rHE TOBACCO-RAISER AND SMALL 


MANUFACTURER RELEASED FROM BURDENS. 

The internal-revenue features of the bill are limited to the taxes on 
tobacco and the manutacturers thereof and dealers therein. Tobacco, 
as is well known, is largely grown in many sections of the country. 
The necessities of the war compelled the imposition of a heavy inter- 
nal-revenue tax upon it. To secure the collection of this tax many 
regulations were madenecessary. These have borne with especial hard- | 
ship upon the farmer who raises the leaf. He has been eompelled to 
keep books of account of his sales, to register and report to the col- 
lector of internal revenue each and every sale of leaf-tobaeco, and to | 
pay a tax upon each sale. 

By this bill all this is repealed. The taxes on manufacturers and | 
dealers is also repealed. As the law now stands a maker of cigars is 
compelled to take out aspecial license, and to keep books of accounts | 
of his purchases of leaf and his sales of goods. He must purchase and | 
place upon each box a revenue-stamp, and at every step in his busi- | 
ness he is under the constant supervision of the Government officials. | 
The bonds that are required to be given, the money that has to be ad- 
vanced for license, stamps, etc., preclude a man without means from | 
entering into the business. These taxes and regulations are all dis- | 
pensed with by the bill. The tobacco-raisers and smaller manufact- | 
urers have long asked for this legislation. 

Such in general, and, it must be said, somewhat in detail, are the 
provisions of the bill. It will be seen that it is constructed upon the | 
lines adapted to give relief where relief is needed, to encourage home | 
interests, and to promote the prosperity of the country. Where 
strengthening of such interests is needed it is applied; where reduc- 
tions can safely be made they appear. Some items may not meet with 
our approbation, but in general the whole tendency and general effect 
: of the bill must be to promote the general interests of the country. 

REDUCTION IN REVENUE BY THE BILL. 


What net reduction in the revenue will it accomplish if enacted into 
alaw? That is a question which many have assumed to answer read- 
ily and with the greatest confidence, but it really is a question which 
can not positively be answered entirely with any degree of accuracy 
short of an actual test by operation under the bill. 

So far as the reduction is effected by transfer to the free-list we can 
be certain. Whether the importations of articles placed by the bill on 
the free-list rise or fal] hereafter, no effect by such rise or fall can be had 
upon the revenue. The duty upon those articles being entirely relin- | 
quished, the reductionisabsolute. This reduction is $60,000,000. So | 
far as the reduction is effected by repealing internal-revenue taxes, the 
reduction is also certain, ornearly so. The tax to-day is an actual, cer- 
tain amount; if repealed, the whole of it goes and makes just so much | 
reduction. This reduction is $10,000,000 additioaal. But the reduc- 
tion or increase to be made by a reduction or increase in rates of duty 
can not be at all accurately determined in advance. 

True, we can tell the effect upon the public revenue of such redue- 
tion or increase, provided always that the volume of importations re- 
mains the same. But will the volume of importations remain the 
same? The auswer is uncertain, and this uncertainty makes all cal- 
culations largely valueless. . If a duty be lowered upon any article, the 
resultant effect generally is to so stimulate importations as to yield a 
total of duty larger than was yielded under the higher figure, unless 
the rate be very greatly lowered. Instance after instance of this could 
be given. On the other hand an increase of rate, by lessening importa- | 
tions, lessens the resultant revenue. 
tervene to augment or lessen the volume of imports, even where rates | 
are unchanged. These facts show how valueless any computation as to 
the effect on the revenue of a change in rates must necessarily be. In 
fact the Treasury experts who compiled the tables which accompany 
this bill feel constrained to add this: 

Nore.—These tables are prepared upon the plan and theory usually followed. 
The estimates are largely conjectured, and more or leas unreliable and mislead- 
ing. They are based upon the assumption that if the bill should become a law 
merchandise of like quantities and values would be imported as was imported 
daring the fiscal year 1889. This basis can only be accepted as reliable when 


changes in rates are not of such a character as to necessarily cause an increase 
in or diminish importations. 
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It will te noticed that this re 
of the probable effect of the 1 
at all to the tables of actual imp 1 which 
I have so often quoted here re 
ulated results of actual in' es 
tom-houses. 
Taking all these uncertaint 
that the net reduction in rm t ‘ 
rates as contained in the bil I iw th 3 
sume for their calculation) amo to $30,988,8 
duction,’’ for while it is true that a large 
free-list, and some reduction in l » true 
that in the schedules of tobacco d ro 
visions, flax and hemp, and woo e ha en 
large increases. | ve t lu elded $11,194,458 ~ 
If the rate named in . posed and tl tio Lain 
the same the new dat yuld 1 $20,948,556. 27 
But who believes that } 3 W n in thei rmel 
volume? Again, last year ag products and provisions yielded 
a duty aggregating $11,319,797.384 If t ‘ ybtain, and the 
volume remains the same, the duty resulting would be $19,873,308, 40; 
but, as in the other case, who beli t] vol ould be matnta a 
| at the higher rates? My own judgment, and I tis conj 
but nevertheless conjecture based ipon me of the s ut 
is that the bill in actual operation would sult in 1et red mn co 
siderably above $31,000,000, r« r po lv to $45.000.000. 
LOW PERCENTA‘ ‘ AAT 
Much has been said about the high rates impose: upon our imports. 
The matter of percentages is one in which persons can be e: nisled. 
The free-trade organs and orators when tkey 5] the a age pe 
cent. of dutyspeak only of the per cent. upon the dutiable list. They 
leaveoutof accountentirely the free-list. They speak notof the average 


rates applied to all our imports, but 
which are dutiable. This i 
tobacco, and that had a rate of 200 | 
rates would be 200 per cent. 

True, tobacco might be but a t we 
figuring the average rate would 
to take the whole body of our imports and the 
see what per cent. of the value of the whol the 
of the duty yielded is. Last year our imports of merchandise were in 
value $745,131,652, yielding an aggregate of duty of $220,576,929 (see 
Executive Document No Fifty-first first 


only as applied to the two-thirds 
If all our imports were free but 
ut., upon their basis our tariff 


snot! 


er oO 


utieth part of our imports, yet by their 
De LU nt. ayis 


1, and 


imports the whole 


ner | nix 1 
er CK The only fair w 


1} ‘ 
duties collecte 


Ol 


6, Congress, re 


pag 


Session, 


Ixxxi). This aggregate duty is 29.6 per cent. of the aggregate im 
ports. In other words, our present tariff rates,denounced so severely, 


average only 29.6 per cent. 

If a corresponding volume of imports—$745, 131,652—were to come 
in under the rates fixed in this bill as it was reported to the House the 
yield of duty would be $200,909,179.16, an average rate of 26.96, (It 
must be remembered that a part of the $31,000,000 of reduction comes 
from the internal-revenue sections, But some changes 
it during its passage through the Honse, and the rates fixed in it as 
it passed would yield upon the same basis an aggregate duty of $206,- 
344,977.77; this would be an average rate of 27.69 per cent. In other 
words, the ‘‘ McKinley monster,’’ as was called at the time of its 
passage in the House, imposes an ave! l .69 per cent., as 
against the present rate of 29.60, 

This percentage is not subject tothe 


> 
) 


were madein 


i 
I 


t 


i+ 
s ‘ 
re infty "” 
age duty o ~é 


c 


uncertainties heretofore spoken 


of, because as the volume of imports increased or diminished, so in 
corresponding ratio would the resultant volume of duties increase o1 
diminish, the ratio or per cent, remaining the same. I know these 
figures will surprise many, but they are irretutab! I have been care 
ful to figure out these percentages separately to show the correctn¢ 
of theresult. Tabulated they are as follows 
rtat DD 

Present,....ccccosesesse.0 5 f $ } 29. ¢ 
AS re ported. ‘5 & 4 
As passed i 1.652 if 

So carefully have the rates been adjusted in this bill iti t 
sults a reduction of revenue, an addition of su 
the free-list, and a substantial increase in prote: t al 
products, together with a reduction in the ft in¢ 
of imports taken as a whole. 

CHANGES IN TH 

This bill has gone to the Senate ! tionthereon. The Finan 
Committee have seen fit, in their w to make some changes, s 
of them important. Thus they | the limit of free sugar belo 
No. 13 in grade. They lower the protection afforded to flax, hemp, 
barley, flaxseed, cabbages, and some other farm products. They low 
the rates on steel rails, crockery, and glassware. They retain th 


onerous taxes and exactions upon the producers of leat-tobacco. 
may not be parliamentary here to discuss these changes 


It 


else- 


made 
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where, but it certainly is parliamentary to state the fact that within 
the limit between No. 13 and No. 16 grades of sugar are included the 
light-brown sugars which are sufficiently pure for many household 
uses, and yet have not been through the refinery. 
Chey must first be re- 
fined. To piace the limit of fre var ata grade below No. 13 is to 
give the refineries free raw sugar, and practically to deny free sugar to 
the people. True, the refineries may give to the people in turn the 
benefit they receive, but the experiment of sugar directly free to the 
people is made this change. Iam not now discussing 
the advisability or non-advisability of these changes or of free sugar, 
but am simply pointing out the effect which will result from this change 
if it is made 

Riailway bars now bear a rate of $17. 
this to $13.44. The Senat« 


sugars below No. 13 are not fit for tabls 


Impossible DY 


2 per ton. This bill lowers 
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committee will further lower it to $11.20 | 


per ton. Under the present rate we imported last year only $2,474 in | 


We have the steel and the labor, the mills and the ability to 
We have demonstratedit. Last year 
we built over 5,000 miles of new railway, and many of the old roads 
entirely replaced their rails. The wearand tear upon the others, with 
the enormous freight traffic of the past year, has been very great. Yet 
we supplied all this demand with importing less than 102 tons of rails. 
Why any reduction in the rate; is it to reduce price? A reduction in 
the rate can only do this by allowing foreign competition. 

Home competition among our iron mills has already sent the price of 
steel rails down below 14 cents per pound. In the days before the war, 
when a boy, I used to get a cent a pound from the junk dealers for the 
old iron Iyathered up. The price can not be sent lower by areduction 
in duty unless such reduction operates to bring in a large quantity of 
rails from abroad in competition with the home product. Every rail 
so brought in deprives some man here of employment to just the ex- 
tent labor has entered into the production of that rail. 
price is lowered by the introduction here of these foreign-made rails. 
who will be. benefited by this onslanght on American labor? Only the 
users of rails, and who are they? ‘The railroads of the country, and 
they alone. Who believes that fares will be lowered or freight rates 
lessened by such reduction? He who does has faith too colossal for 
realization. True, the committee append a foot-note (see Senate Mis. 
Doe. No. 178, page 28): “‘It is believed that the proposed rate will be 
sufficient to protect domestic manufactures, But that we are already 
near the danger-line is apparent from the fact that punched flat rails, 
bearing a duty of $17 per ton, only 92 cents per ton less than bars, 
were imported last year to the value of $628,571.47. But it was not 
my intention to drift into a discussion of these proposed changes. It 
is difficult to state the facts pertinent thereto without appearing to 
question their propriety, and I certainly have no desire, pending the 
discussion of these changes elsewhere, to discuss them here. 


value. 
make all the steel rails we need. 


EFFECT OF THE BILL UPON THE COUNTRY. 

What effect will this bill, if it becomes a law, have upon the pros- 
perity of the country? Will it advance or retard such prosperity ? 
Many gentlemen have assumed, with great confidence, to give full and 
positive answers to this question. But when we find that these an- 
swers differ as widely as ‘“‘ yes’’ and ‘‘no’’ our confidence in the proof 
All can not be correct. 

My own judgment, whatever that may be worth, is that the effect 
upon the country of any enactment upon any financial, commercial, or 
industrial subject can never be accurately foretold. Somany conditions 
to the problem exist,so many contingencies are liable to arise, such 
unforeseen changes in circumstances may occur, that results nicely cal- 
culated and confidently predicted may utterly fail to materialize. We 
can only have a general judgment based upon the experience of the 
past,the wantssuch experience has demonstrated to exist, and the ap- 
parent adaptability of the bill to supply these wants. As I have said, 
the bill is constructed upon protective lines. 


is shaken. 


NATIONAL GROWTH IN THE PAST. 

Under that policy in the past we have had, as a nation, a wonderful 
prosperity. 

I have here the Statistical Abstract of the United States for the year 
18k). It is compiled by the Bureau of Statistics, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and its figures are official and ac- 
curate. From it I gather these figures: 

In 1867 our national debt, less cash in the Treasury and exclusive 
of accrued interest, was $2,508,151,211.69, being $69.26 of principal 
and $3.84 of annual interest charge toeach person. In 1889 it was (on 
the same basis) $975,939,750.22, or $15.12 of principal and 52 cents 
annual interest charge per person. 

In 1885-84 our savings-banks had 3,015,955 depositors, and $1,073,- 
294,955 of deposits. in 1888-89 the depositors were 4,021,523, and 
the deposits $1, 425,230,349, 

In 1880 we mined 70,481,426 tons of coal; in 1888 we mined 142, 037,- 
735 tons. In 1870 we made.1,665,179 tons of pig-iron; in 1888 we 
made 6,489,738 tons. Our productionof minerals, ranging all the way 
from gold to building-stone, was in 1884, $413,901,748; and in 1888 
it was $591,672,795, 

{u 1860 our exports of domestic merchandise were $316, 242,423. In 
1889 they had risen to $730,282,60& In 1870 we made 553,570 tons 


Suppose the 


| raised 260,146,900 bushels of wheat. 


| American. 
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In 1888 we made 1,403,699 tons. In 1869 we 
In 1888 we raised 415,868,000 
bushels. In 1869 we produced 874,320,000 bushels of corn; in 1888, 
1,987,790,090 bushels. The total tonnage entering our ports (sail and 
steam) was 5,003,487 tons in 1866, and 15,952,119 in 1888. Of this 
1,891,453 tons in 1866 was American, and in 1889, 3,724,325 tons was 
In 1860 we had 28,498 post-offices, yielding a revenue of 
$8,518,067. In 1889 we had 58,999, yielding a revenue of $56,175,611. 

In 1860 we had 30,635 miles of railway in the United States. In 
1889 we had 161,255 miles, and have been building at the rate of about 
6,000 miles each year for several years past. These roads represent a 
total investment of nearly $9,500,000,000, and their gross earnings ex- 
ceed $950,000,000. In 1871-’72 the public schools of the country cost 
$70,891,374. In 1887-78 the cost was $122,455,252. Thetotal number 
of acres devoted to the production of grain was 65,636,444 in 1867, 
and 146,281,000 in 1888, and the total product had risen from 1,329,- 
729,400 bushels in 1867 to 3,209,742,000 bushels in 1888. The total 
number of farm animals in 1867 and in 1890 were: 


of iron and steel rails. 


Year Horses. Mules. Cows. Oxen. | Sheep. Swine. 
| 
| 
1867 .....000., 5,401, 263 822, 386 8, 348,773 | 11,730,952 | 39, 385.386 | 24, 693, 834 
BEG ccsceres 14, 213, 837 | 2,331,027 | 15, 952, 883 


36, 849, 024 44, 336, 072 | 51, 602,780 

And the value has increased from $1,344,572,679 in 1867 to $2,418, - 
766,028 in 1890. 

But, to make the statement complete, one other fact must be added: 
While development of our mining, manufacturing, railroad,and com- 
mercial enterprises has been great, in fact marvelous, the fact remains 
that one interest, and that one as important to the welfare of the coun- 
try as any,and more important than many, is not now in a prosperous 
condition. 

I need not say I allude to the interest of agriculture. The growth 
of this interest has been rapid and steady. The figures I have given 
as to the additional acreage devoted to the raising of crops, the increase 
in the total product,and the increase in the total number of farm ani- 
mals all show this. But with this growth in production has come a 
lowering in prices which has made, and is now making, the lot of the 
farmer a very hard one indeed. It is a trite saying that agriculture is 
at the base of all our prosperity, and that when that industry is not 
prosperous, prosperity for other occupations can not long continue, 

Much has been said here and in the public prints upon this subject, 
and much has been loosely said. Guesses, in the course of time, have 
been changed into estimates, and these estimates have eventually hard- 
ened into positive statement. During the early partof this session we 
heard the subject of ‘‘ farm mortgages’’ discussed upon tariff bill, pen- 
sion bill, appropriation bill, and in fact any bill served as a text for 
a deliverance upon this subject. Table after table of alleged indebted- 
ness has been gravely published in the REcorD as fact, even after the 
figures had been obtained from official sources showing their entire un- 
trustworthiness. No doubt many of the Western States will show, 
when the returns from the special inquiry we have ordered are all in, 
a large increase in mortgage indebtedness. 

In 1866 I had the pleasure of an extended tour through Illinois and 
Missouri. Even in the former State miles upon miles of fertile prairie 
lay waiting for the keen plowshare. Twenty yearsafter I passed over 
the same ground. The prairie had been broken, green fields of corn 
stood where I had ridden over the primitive sod, neat farm-houses stood 
where I had seen nothing but solitude, fences stretched in every direc- 
tion barred my path where before I had passed unchecked. All this 
had taken not only labor, but money as well. The pioneer had strong 
muscle, but a weak purse. With a faith in his future that was well 
placed, he borrowed the money to pay for his land and outfit, and then 
set bravely to work to conquer a home; and so it comes that in all de- 
veloping countries mortgages will exist. 

The men who have the means do not care to be pioneers. The 
pioneers do not have the means, and so one becomes a lender to the 
other. Were all new countries to wait for the men of wealth to erect 
the cabins, clear away the brush, break the sod, and harvest their crops 
with their own hands, development would come to a stand-still. Per- 
haps about as sensible an article upon this subject as has been written 
is the following, which I clip from the New York World of June 27, 
1890, under the heading of— 

A TEMPEST IN A TEA-POT—WESTERN MORTGAGES NOT SO BAD AFTER ALL, 


The free-traders are anxious to make the condition of things as bad as possi- 
ble, a multitude of brokers are anxious to restrict the investment of money to 
securities other than farm mortgages, and between them they have stirred up 
an agitation. When it is remembered that ten times as much money was lost 
in the Atehison Railroad in eighteen months as has been lost in Western farm 
mortgages in ten years,the recent agitation looks like a temptest in a tea-pot 
from the standpoint of an investor. 

It is, comparatively speaking, but a few years since you could ride over the 
State ef Lilinois for miles and miles through an unbroken prairie, but the pub- 
lie, cqprening the fertility of the soil, eccupied the Jand, railroads were built, 
and the State developed into a very rich agricultural country. Even during 
the recollection of the writer onecould travel for pamepeee across the prairie in 
parts of Illinois without finding a house or  ornfield, while to-day it is impos- 
sible to find a tract of 160acresof prairie land in the State which has not been at 
some time under cultivation. 
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When Illinois had become densely populated the e began to mo to ¥ ‘ € n intenser \ \ sent 
Iowa,and the same progress and developme: \ made in that Stat vast t 1 x : 
roads were built, the virgin so) ofthe prairie ¥ er.andtownss ¢ t st ea ew . 
up as if by ma In the mean t e Kansas vd e pretty w k1 ‘ ) to shels to the act 1% ‘ : 
and then cam the greatest rush of ir nig i i ba er t A ef s . 
5 in the hist fthe United States Che ra ls ‘ i i vever. t 
: they have formed a network thro rhout the S > t . t a he ‘ 
With the building of the railroads c: rants with small means 1s betwees Sere ana Se 
wished to make homes for themselves i came necessary rt 1 to a % . ea emote : ; i 
row money to pre-empt and prove the new lands eM ‘ 3b ‘ 4 ha ‘ ‘ I 
familiar with the State of K sas from LS7L upto present Inthe Os t y t ‘ na vw 
4 diminished reserve, which was opened for July ‘ t ’ ! 
4 loaned at from 3) to 60 per cent. per annum on res at ‘ S71 t 
Asv4 m 1874 to 1876 the rate averaged 2o per nt. per im i t ‘ WH : 
j from 1876 to 1878 it averaged 15 per cent. pera 1, and \ - 
3 est prevailing the demand was greater than the supply we can ha rea the eapness with which w : 
x CAUSES OF AGRICUL ZAnL D RESSIO* ( n the > ri vest rawarda At 1 ft 
. . ‘ ur 1 ' 1 ) } . t o wiht ‘ 
} However it may be in the West, the truth remains that t sah a weap ae 
. farmer is in a serious situation. Is this due tothe tariff? 17 ee- m of some e great bonanza leat farmers Da \ 
& Aer haaten eenre him that it holly se Some ficures. whicl a ee , or vation of one 1 5 
3 tracer hastens to assure him that 1t 1s wholl oO. ym res, W reset ‘ = ; . 
d = . . ey 1 ‘ 4} : 7 vs : y ‘ i An} 
4 I quoted awhile ago, I think will reveal the true reason of this depres so far as prod on of t iin of wheat i 
sion in agriculture. They are from page 290 of the Statistical Ab- |! enews iS Tons pers ‘ h for a bar 
stract. I will repeat them. In 1867, : ready stated, the acreage : 
devoted to the raising of grain in this count: vas 65,636,444 acres One thou ib t flo tan \ to ) 3 
: In 1888 it was 146,281,000, or more than double the acreage in 1867 ( t 
: As a result, the gross production of all the grains was 1,329,729, 400 ’ ; 
3 bushels in 1867, and 3,209,742,000 bushels 1888. Our production | ! l ening up i ! 1 
aye ; His Ta ( OF} i Fup ot ta y in la owered |} ) 
7 as increased two and one-half times ; but the most striking fact is yet | ; a : 
4 vt aa . ee" ae . “< because rst, th } were ply purehased;: much was ited 
: to appear. The 1,329,729,400 bushels ot 1867 had a value of $1,284, en North Pas t 25 : : 
pata ‘ = & na 7 Orul ( I i 3 Oo ) t 3 acre seq \ ( 
037,200, or about 90 cents per bushel, while the 3,209,724,000 raised . ably ac 1 to : is ane 2 ‘ 
= : a > : aoe ak 4 : ad i auaprleda Li i t ‘ ind, tol el ; ( 
in 1888 had a value of but $1,320,255,398, or only abqut 41 cents per | ,, ud rates has so ed rans} utior Y that 
° . 1 . Tat . - . Pehiil Mil IAS SOT ill (i insportation ea x } it. the 
bushel ; in other words, the crop of 1838, although about 250 per cent. | farmer 100 miles from the se ‘ 
aoe e - 7 ‘ ili Abbi ik ! S i oO pa quite i 
larger than that of 1867, only realized to its producers buta litt 10re | farmer 1.000 1 ) Ave :, 
. : ao e me ner ,U re 1urT eT lia 
than did that of 1867. I ee Bi lie , . ‘ 
: = . . , , oe heiiel upon the latter score Was ¢ <pected from the oper ti ( the 
In these figures lie the whole pith and substance of agricultural « ‘ , a ae . ; 
k s I 2 ¢ . a ‘ . a ; interstate-commerce law, but not with good reason. Phat law onl. pro- 
pression, to wit, low prices for farm products. With farms purchased | hibits eharging more for a rt than for a long haul T denon nat 
{ at the higher rates of a few years ago, it stands to reason thata farmer | oom yel charge : wt than fora lane hack It affamis.1 , 
. ° = 1 ’ : CO el yi €s5 10F « ( nan [or a long 0 i, ta ras reil 
5 must find it hard to pay his way when he only realizes less than on ae: i flee it 1 nts railroads from receuvine on th 4 
, : ras reve ts ral wis fron ( ng oO! he oO! haul 
‘ half of former prices for his products. re , : — 
‘ e€ Loss l read on l expectation that ould or 
(a AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION HAS IN REASED MOK} RAPIDLY THAN PO do more arose from an ig s the provisions of the 7 
a But we must go a step further, and, find the reasons for the exi 1 Che oy rees of cheaper sup ' ed 
: here of these low prices. One is apparent from the increased acrea 1 an increase o vl 1 the increase in « ty 
4 in cultivation and the increased amount of production. We have | for consumption. Mr. Atkinson tells u iat in 1869 t prod , 
3 been in great haste to wrest riches from our virgin soils. We have not | of gt of all kind here was about bushels to each person, w 
: waited for the steady, even advance of a permanent settlement, carry 1884 it had risen to re t] yus nerves , ae 
é A A : bie A ii i ~ A i i al ‘ } 
ing with it: villages, towns, cities, each a center of consumption of ; 
2 products, but along the fertile banks of the Red River of the North, 
¢ and elsewhere, great wheat farms have been taken up, seeing n )pu- S uted by Mr. | \ rproduct ha Lupe Y 
2 lation save at seed-time and harvest, and yielding a bountifu irn | t vorid over. Itga rg rplus for export, and resu 
for but little outlay of money or labor. was inevitable. But other causes have contributed to lower the pric¢ 
; In other words, we have extended our area of cultivation more rap- | 0! farm products abroad New competitors | e entered t market 
« idly than we have our area of population, and the inevitab) : d oid prices of supply have be larged. Wea t 
, overdoing has followed. This must eventually end Rapidly the of wheat. In 1388 w ed 415,868.00 h 
head of the pioneer is pushing to the very fron many 3 ip 
will elapse before the population will have caught its advan 000 bu ; l 1 > 
‘ agents. True a gigantic scheme to reclaim and make fertile the ari Iss Great britain drev ) it. of | ‘ om R a 
3 lands of the far West is being urged, but the realization of this dream 111.01 per cent. from India ytal of 1.23 per « . of her total 
\ is evidently not in n e article by C. Wood gainst 36.69 per cent. s drew from the | 1 States. In 
Davis, in the June F ‘ on 0 ve n the manufacture .o trath 
oh . . . r t} t } y , ' ] } y ) ' 
Investigations undertaken solely with the view as ing whi the rime ‘ At tha ne mos AO) j Au 3 pry se the price or 
is not prosperous led irresistibly to the conclusion that th ‘ i eas t e product If htussian wh Ww it can b iid at low , 
q the cultivated area in the United States was the principal « of t ‘ a wn : tha ‘ ‘ f . 
prosperity among the farmers of Canada and Europe as we isof t { ‘ ; _ ' _ ; _ ’ : 
States. V i that fgu 
: rite th te tard 1f x 
And he further says: as one * reta 1 10r aw d 
; Further investigations have developed the fact that the arab in : : 7 
‘ occupied at a rate which insures their complete exhaustion at a ; iy be w 10ur ¥ | erefore. to inquire il iditior 
date than has heretofore been deemed possible, with rapid red ) ting elsewhere under which t wheat that main ymes into « 
3 volume of exportable breadstuffs. pe hei . . ; “a , ‘4 
Perhaps as accurate a review of these probabilities as can be had is | !@?! : iatehing thes rit 3 1 thu l to co 
that given recentlyin the Homestead, an agricultural paper published | t8ese lower prices in the markets of the wor 
at Des Moines Iowa: = - 
Me WHEAT CONS I i Pi rio® e 1 1 itled “A H 
i : i UU eli 1 ) il 4 £ 
val Whether farmers think of it or not, dealers and sp 3 vat H ¢ i 1 
very closely the statistics of production and sam 1 . rt i ; ; - Wa ° be : . , 
selves accordingly. The Milling World, of Buffalo, has ; o on t ‘ AnaiavaApols JOUTDA rle made an extended tou t 
wheat situation in the sum r of 1887 in nas ¢ mbodied the re lts of 
** British consumers of American wheat are evidently convin ithatthet ‘ tions in one < t ’ t re sand * uable t ‘ 
will soon arrive when the United States will need all her wheat to su oa . I i } vou) D jOOKS UY 
home demand. Canadian economists are holding the s »pinic j HAS OF 1ave ¥y ( vrittent ‘ 
nearly correct. As things are now going, the population of the \ited S es | ceived purpose and to bolster 1 » particular ft , is 
: is increasing at the rate of 1,500,000a year. That increase in population mea ene nt the taduatrial ; ; ; ' , 
‘ an increase in consumption of at least 6,000,000 bushels of wheat a : t : j Se ; 
available surplus of wheat is now 100,000,000 bushels a vear. it will r« ' a, | Prejudice, ihe ioliowing a 
j than twenty years for consumption to catch up to demand, and d ng each he » Was origina 
year, even with full crops, the surplus for export will grow smaller i sma but is now worth but 4 
while an occasional short crop will make it impossible to « r irs La . receive but ‘ . nah we 
amount in some years, This is the Canadian and British view For ordinary labo t the 4 Wor 
But there are certain things to be looked at which do not appear - bles Domes it this 
eralizing view. The most important is the change that will take place th ' red to that 1 Ap . ainn A 
methods of wheat culture in the United States as the population grows dens s r,and tl 
and as demand overtakes supply. The acreage sown to wheat will ) paid es in the Am A 
siderably increased. It is not true that all available wheat land in t! ted I eis lus : s rin f I places 
J States is under culture, as is a-serted by foreign writers. There are still mill ot cx ned to the ‘ vork o ‘ 4 
fons upon millions of acres of fine wheat land untouched. The increase in out f using the pick it g teams, and they labor eve! la t 


ing 
put from enlarged acreage alone will be very large, but the more important in- | week. 
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This at St. Petersburg, where the very highest wages obtain. Re- 
duced to American money it means 46 cents per day for ordinary labor, 
while thousands work for $2.76 per month. Domestics receive less 
than 92 cents per month. A private soldier gets $1.84 per year (and 
of course his uniform and rations). Having thus obtained an idea of 
the rates paid for wages (and we have taken the highest rates in the 
Empire), 
observes its agricultural features. He says (referring to the country 
as he reached it from the south) 

The face of this portion of Russia is similar to that of Wisconsin, less the lakes 
and beautiful streams; Northern Michigan, without her largest pine trees; and 
New Mexico, with the absence of warmth. 

Che pineries are stunted, the fields covered with wheat—in harvest during 
August or September—and the villages are of small, wooden buildings, covered 
withstraw. Nowhere isthere architecture, taste, or cleanliness displayed; while 
every where may be seen barbarians, traces of ignorance. and downright brutal- 
ity. The advancement of the country may be illustrated in the statement that 
though Russia is one of the greatest in wheat producing, the cereal is sown 
broadcast, harvested with the sickle, thrashed with the flail, and three-fourths 
of the work is done by women. 

A more desolate scene can not be imagined than a Russian village in January. 
The little straw-covered huts belch forth strands of smoke, and the tops can 
just be seen above the snow—orrather not the tops, but curvatures representing 
them, The horses, cows, sheep, and family sometimes live under the same 
roof—no floor but the ground; a poor, smoking, cold fire in the center of the 
hut, and men, women, children, dogs, and all the farm animals huddling and 
shivering around to keep life and body together. 

A peasant’s house is a very rude structure and contains none of the elements 
of comfort, healthfulness, or cleanliness. His allowance of furniture, food, 
and clothing being fixed by the landlord, he lives scantily. The building is 
usually of pine or cedar logs about 10 inches in diameter, barked and set neatly 
together. It is one story in height, with one room, generally has three or four 
windows, with one sash in each, and they are protected from the outside by 
rude board shutters, whi h, when closed at night, make complete darkness 
within and ventilation miserable. The floors are of logs or earth, and the 
beds are on the floor. 

There are no stoves in a peasant’s house, A stick-and-clay chimney fireplace 
suffices. Here warmth is secured, and the food is cooked in kettles. The fam- 
ily meal is spread on the floor and the repast eaten while sitting on folded legs, 
tailor style. In front of many of these houses, which are covered with hay and 
poles-—a rough sort of thatch—the traveler frequently sees a drosky from the 
city, the vebicle of the landlord who pays daily visits. The peasant has very 
crude agricultural implements. He generally makes them at his own furnace 
and gives them finish and polish on his own grindstone. Axcs, plowshares, 
wagon-tires, portions of harness, horseshoes, and everything used about a farm 
or stable, are finished on the grindstone. 

A crude little furnace heated with peat or pine chipsand the grindstone com- 
prise the manufacturing appliances of the peasant, His plow is a simple pole 
with handles ona dead love! with the tongue, which hasan offshoot downward, 
on which the share is nailed or tied. 


- * * A * * * 


A plowing scene in Russia, with the rough. old frame, the crude triangular 
or diamond-shaped share, and the tiny little furrow made, would be disgusting 
as wellas pitiable tothe American farmer's eyes. The draught or weight ofthe 
p'ow comes directly from the high-bowed hames, which extend two feet above 
the horse’s peck and are fastened to the collar. Instead of traces, the tongue 
or shafts do the pulling. The Russian in no walk in life has yet learned the 
pamaccehy of direct draught froin the collarofthehorse. All vehiclesare drawn 

xy the shafts or tongues, and these are fastened to the high hames or bow, 
which in turn are fastened to the collar. There are no such things as trace 
straps or chains. Even carriages are drawn without them. 

” * : * a: . 


The women in Russia do two-thirds of the work in the country. There are 
immense wheat, oat, and hay fields everywhere, and in August there is great 
activity in the country. The large majority of persons at work are women. 

A Russian harvesting rendezvous is quite lively, and is the scene of a motley 
crowd. Theold men and young boys and girls, with their mothers, grand- 
mothers, and otheraged women, assemble atdaybreak—about 2 o'clock. There 
are a number of horses, on which are carried water, food, and extra implements. 
The horses the boys and men ride, while the old women walk. Thev always 
carry the seythes, forks, and rakes back and forth every day, and work as long 
as there is daylight; and since it is daybreak at between 2and 3in the morning 
and not dark i 10 o’clock at night, the hours of labor are long. 


We have been assured that Russian wheat was not of a quality to 
compete with ours, hut Mr. Heath says: 


The heads of Russian wheat are longand slender, and the grain small and red. 
It would be graded at Duluth or Chicago as No. 2, The straw is rank and slen- 
der, and the yield a little more prolific than in America. 


As to the physical and mental condition of the peasants who raise 
this wheat, our author continues: 


Only about 2 per cent. of the peasants can read and write, and few have 
the ty instincts of manor woman, They are superstitious, ignorant, and 
stupid, 

Noschools were provided for the peasants during thetime of slavery; none 
are provided now, and then, as at the present time, the design of the Czar, in- 
fluenced by the nobles, was to keep them in the most dense condition of servi- 
tude and ignorance. Their earnings on the farms are judged by the landlords, 
so they have just enough on which to live. 

The natives are slovenly and ignorant, live on black bread and a vegetable 
soup that is awful, and drink strong tea and vodka like water. The soup is a 
curiosity. It has a large proportion of cabbage and meat, beet-root, sausage, 
and vinegar; sometimes varenookla, corn brandy boiled with fruit and spice, 
and costia, boiled rice and plums. 

Il asked a landlord why he did not introduce modern implements on his farms, 
and was informed that labor was too cheap; besides, it was found advantageous 
to give as many people work in the country as possible, because if they go to 
the towns or citlesthey become troublesome. It will not be till the serfs leave 
the farms that Russia will bave modern improvements, and not till then will 
she compete to any great extent with the United States in supplying the wheat 
markets of Europe. 


In this last remark the statistics show Mr. Perry to be in error in 
his prediction as to the future. He wrote in 1887. 


Executive Document No. 6 of ths session shows, as I have stated, 
that in 1888 Great Britain took 29.22 per cent. of her whole import 


we are ready to follow Mr. Heath as he enters Russia and | 


of wheat from Russia. I append a statement showing the comparative 
production in this country and in Russia: 





Cereals, United States, Russia. 
| 
III cach ahincaialelaldasieiadibieabinie bushels 458,200,000 | 214,600,000 
Rye... do } 2,494,000 | 649,600,000 
|} Oats a 649, 690, 000 516, 200, 000 
Barley nnn } 6, 032, 000 130, 500, 000 





Maize 1, 711, WOO, 000 | 17, 400, 000 


And also another showing the comparative exports of the two coun- 


tries for the aggregate period 1883-18s7, as tollows: 


Cereals. United States. | Russia. 


Wheat 3, 437, 679 | 2, 102,143 
Rye Sea R ans 57, 857 1, 206, 964 
tl csnsctpcssidinunuimninnins 43, 393 824, 464 
Barley 14, 464 | 697, 500 
Maize 369, 821 





| 300, 000 } 

It must be observed that the numbers given are in tons, not pounds 
or bushels, 

WHY INDIA CAN SELL WHEAT CHEAPLY. 

We turn now to India. She produced 266,882,112 bushels in 1888, 
and supplied Great Britain in that year with 11 per cent. of her im- 
ported supply. In 187i she supplied but one-half of 1 per cent. The 
reason is apparent to every one who studies the facts. Some years ago 
large tracts of fertile lands in India lay waste. 

The British Government, with that keen foresight and business sa- 
gacity which is so characteristic of its action wherever British interests 
are concerned, aided liberally in the construction of railways from the 
seaports to these tracts. To-day these tracts are covered with vast fields 
of wheat, and these subsidized railways are bringing the wheat—grown 
by ryot labor-at from 4 to 10 cents per day—to the port of Kurrachee. 
From thence it is carried in steamers aided by the British treasury to 
Liverpool. 

INDIA RAILWAYS BUILT BY PUBLIC MONEY. 

At Calcutta recently, Sir Charles Elliott, the public works minister, 
discussing the ‘‘ budget,’’ spoke of the manner in which it was pro- 
posed to expend 37,500,000 rupees, or about $18,000,000, the coming 
fiscal year in irrigation work and railroads. Burdett’s Official Intelli- 
gencer gives the number of miles of railway in operation in India 
March 31, 1889, at 15,245, with 2,261 miles additional under construc- 
tion. The ownership of these roads and.capital is given as follows: 










Ownership. Capital. 
TIED nviieisiesninseiinginasiindae ieimibiainnmanineiiencaghgnatnomnees mpetemnestanenta £122, 664, 484 
Guarantied companies ...............++« oe 7, 741, 332 
Assisted and subsidized companies. 3, 869, 347 
Private companies ......... 0005 -<ss0ses+ 16, 362, 370 
ETD IEEIIED: seccneindennin Goderebemnedinieeneenneerentdimunnemens 6, 236, 574 


j 196, 874, 108 
| 


Only about 8 per cent. built by private capital. 
CONDITION OF THE INDIA FARMER, 


As to the cost of labor in India and the condition of the laborers, we 
are not without witnesses. Buckle, in his History of Civilization, says: 

From the earliest period in which our knowledge of India extends, an im- 
mense majority of the people, pinched by the most galling poverty and just 
living from hand to mouth, always have remained in a state of stupid debase- 
ment, 

Sir Thomas Brassey, in his Work and Wages, speaking of laborers 
employed by his father in railroad building in India, says: 

Their food consists of 2 pounds of rice a day.mixed with a little cun'y,and 
the cost of living on this, their usual diet, is only a shilling (24 cents) a week. 

He further says: 

- India wages ranged from four pence to four pence half penny (9 to 10 cents) 
a cay. 

An article on Indian Agriculture, published in the Journal of the 
Asiatic Society (volume 111, page 100), tells us that the diet of rice of 
the Indian cooly can be purchased at the rate of 1 cent for two meals. 
In fact, but little change seems to be apparent since the close of the last 
century, when Turner, writing of the cost of living among the common 
people of India, suid (see Embassy to the Court of Thibet): ‘‘The value 
of this can seldom amount to more than a penny (2 cents) a day.’’ 

And when Buchanan, in his Journey through the Countries of My- 
sore, Canara, and Malabar, speaking of wages in India, gives them as 
ranging from 6 to 9 cents a day in gold, and from 50 to 60 cents a 
month when the laborer gets one meal a day from the employer, it will 
be seen that this competition has in it three elements against which our 
farmers have to contend: First, the cheapest of cooly or ryot labor; 
second, transportation over railroads built by Government money; third, 
sea-carriage in British steamers aided by the Government treasury. 
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INDIA WHEAT CARRIED IN SUBSIDIZED VESSELS. 

It has been here and elsewhere denied that Great Britain subsidizes 
her steamers. 

She does it in three ways: 

First, by an allowance for carrying the mail far in excess of a fair 
compensation; 

Second, by an allowance given in money to vessels so constructed as | 
to he available in case of need for naval purposes, and known as a 
‘*naval reserve;’’ and 

Third, by a subvention or grant outright of money. 

By the report of the British postmaster-general for the year 1885 it 
appears that at that date the British Government bad contracts with its 
East Indian lines to carry the mail, not for the ‘‘ sea postage ’’ as we pay, 
but for a gross aggregate sum of $1,800,000, being more than one-half 
of all her expenditures for sea mails. How this policy obtained its 
origin appears from the following extract from a report of a Parliament- | 


ary committee on contract packets: 
The object which appears to have ledto the formation of these contracts 
The report is speaking of mail contracts 
and to the larger expenditure involved, was to afford us rapid, frequent, and 
punctual communication with those distant ports which feed the main arteries 
of British commerce, and with the mostimportant of our foreign possessions ,to 
foster maritime enterprise, and to encourage the production of a superior class 
of vessels which would promote the convenience and wealth of the country in 
time of peace and assist in defending its shores against foreign aggression 
Repeatedly have the British ministry stated in Parliament that these 
mail contracts were for the purpose of fostering these lines. In 1888-—'89 
the British post-office paid $3,184,435 for transportation of its sea mail, 
(See report of Consul Reed.) In 1888 the United States Government | 
paid for its sea mail, to vessels of all lines and all countries, $481,058.55. 
There are three steamers on the (British) Peninsular and Oriental 
line alone to which, classed as naval reserve, the British Government 
makes an additional payment or donation of $17,033 each per annum. 
On the 15th of July, 1889, the British Government made a contract 
with the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for the transportation of | 
mail, troops, and stores between Halifax and Hong-Kong for the gross 
sum of $300,000. I have a copy of the contract, obtained by me per- | 
sonally fromthe Navy Department, in my possession at the present time. 





In the last forty years Great Britain has paid $275,000,000 to her | 


ocean-going vessels. It will not do to call this simply compensation 
for carrying the mail. Our Government gets its mail carried for the 
sea postage. Ina letter of H. Heaton, M. P., tothe British postmaster- 
general, it is stated that England’s annual payment is $1,781,200 in 
excess of the postage. 

SOUTH AMERICAN WHEAT 


Recently the pampas of South America have been broken up and 


seeded down to wheat. But a few years ago the Argentine Republic 
did not raise wheat enough to supply the wants of her own people. 
This year it is calculated that her export will exceed 17,000,000 bushels. 


The method adopted by her of disposing of her lands must lead to a | 


large increase in production and a larger ratio of exportation. In- 
stead of disposing of her lands in small tracts, which would make 
homes for small farmers, she sells by auction in large tracts, upon which 
wheat-growing can be carried on in the same wholesale way in which 
it has been carried on heretofore on the ‘big farms’”’ along the Red 
River of the North, and with the same absence of any considerable 
amount of resident consuming population. Frank Vincent, in his re- 
cent work on South America, describes the wheat-growing possibilities 


of the Argentine Republicin such a way as to demonstrate clearly that | 


her competition in the wheat market to-day is but a slight foretaste of 
the future. 


AGRICULTURAL DEPRESSION DUE TO CAUSES OTHER THAN THE TARIF! 


These facts make clear the causes lying at the foundation of agri- 


cultural depression in this country. They show that it isin no sense 
due to the operation of our tariff laws, but is due to the operation of 
causes with which these laws have nothing whatever to do. These 
causes are operating quietly, but surely, independently of our legisla- 
tion and will continue to operate whatever our action here as a law- 
making body may be. 

Does any ove pretend that if it were possible for us to strike every im- 
port duty from the list and we opened our ports to the world Russia 
would not go right on breaking up and seeding down her vast area of 
bread-producing soil? Will anyone pretend that England would pause 
in her work of developing the vast agricultural resources of India? 
Will it be claimed for a moment that the flood of wheat from the pam- 
pas of South America would cease? Such claims would be idle. Our 
ports are to-day open to nearly all the products of the Argentine Con- 
federation. We take her hides free, but she goes calmly on, adding to 
her competition in food products with us. 

WHEREIN LEGISLATION MAY AID. 

These causes are the main ones, and, as I have said, they are beyond 

the reach of our legislation. There are other minor causes operating 


to produce lower prices to our farmers which are within the reach of | 
laws we can make. These are but minor, but so far as they affect the 


interests of the agricultural classes it is our duty as legislators to pro- 
vide, so faras possible, a remedy. We have seen that so far as the 
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| agricultural interest is concerned the lowering in price has come from 
the great increase in sapply as well as the lessened cost of production. 


Chis increase of supply has been further enlarged beyond the n 


ural volume by frandulent and immoral means. 


FOOD ADULTERATI 


There is to-day hardly any article of food which is not adulterated. 
To so great an extent has this infamous practice been carried that care- 
ful statisticians compute that the apparent volume of food products 
has thus been enlarged fully 2 per cent. 

Whenitis remembered that of all our food products, taking in wheat, 
corp, vegetables, meats, etc., we consume at home about 95 per cent. 
and have but about 5 per cent. of surplus to export, it will be seen 
that this enlargement of ourostensible supply by adulteration is a mat- 
ter of some moment. Some national legislation under the internal- 
revenue taxing power has been had. More should bespeedily enacted, 
and the whole of the limited power under the Constitution of the 
Federal Government for this purpose should be used. ‘This should be 
supplemented by full and effective State legislation 


PROPORTION OF FOOD PRODUCTS EXPORTED. 


Some surprise may be expressed at my statement that we export but 
about 5 per cent. of our food products. The statement has been repeat- 
edly made upon this floor that we export at least 30 per cent. This 
arises from acareless handling of statistics. Our wheatexport varies from 
20 to 30 per cent., but wheat is not our only food product. Butter is 
incontestably a food product, but we export only 1 percent. I have 
here a table of our agricultural productions, and of the proportion ex- 
ported for the fiscal year 1886-’87, prepared by Mr. Norman J. Col- 
man, Commissioner of Agriculture under President Cleveland. 














Value of products of American agriculture in 1886, and of the proportion 
exported in the fiscal year 1886-87. 
roduels Production | Expertation, Per 
Produets e. I 
farm Value farm value). cent, 
} Breadstuffs | | 
Corn $610, 311, 000 $11,790,046 | 1.9 
Wheat aa ; 314, 226, 020 87, 668, 833 |.27.9 
Oats pucasaieoaeluent i 186, 137, 930 343, 659 2 
Barley 31, 840,510 691,-09 | 2.2 
Rye : , 13, 181, 330 197, 687 1.5 
Buckwheat ......... ccccccrs 6, 465, 120 | 
Rice : 5, 000, 000 5 
Totels 1, 167, 161,910 8.6 
Meats .... mae a 748, 000, 000 8.4 
Poultry products 186, 000, 000 
Hides, hair, ete. 93, 000, 000 9 
Dairy products 
Butter 192, 000, 000 1, 487, 77 .8 
Cheese i . 32, 000, 000 6, 455, 4238 | 20.2 
Milk we beneiauns ¥ 156, 000, 000 181, 279 on 
Potals —— o 380, 000, 000 8, 124, 490 2.1 
Textile fibers 
Cotton sheet . $257, 295,327 | $177, 895,501 | 69.1 
Wei asensins seh shomineh sdupeees 77, 000, 000 70, 202 l 
Hemp, flax, ete jccgenmes 9, 000, 000 
rotals 343, 295, 327 177, 965, 703 | 51.8 
| Vegetables 
[rish potatoes ‘i J 78, 441, 940 | 2358 O94 
Sweet potatoes ........ : ‘ 20, 000, 000 ‘ 
Peas and beans ..... lenene 13, 800, 000 150, 291 
ee Sc vancatnsmricnsscencctornes 68, 000, 000 256, 518 é 
Fresh fruits......... ‘ ; 175, 000, 000 | 1,1, 979 
. Sshibcneiniedscuantoncananaes 353. 437, 699 | 130, 804 


Tobacco ‘ deeasasencensonse 39, 082, 118 
Hops oda aS os 3, 500, 000 46, 725 
Sugar and sirup, including honey a 33, 500, 000 
Clover and grass seed snendlats 15, 000, 000 638, 329 4 
Wines ‘ ; ! 10, 000, 000 


Grand totals 3, 727, 218, 994 74, 23 


Mr. Colman adds: 

It appears that the proportion of all agricuitural products ¢ 
10 per cent.,or, exclusive of cotton and tobacco, 5 p 

The exact figures would be these: 
Percentage exported to total amount 19.1 
Percentage exclusive of cotton ......... 0.7 
Percentage exclusive of cotton and toba ) 


As cotton and tobacco are not food products, it l be seen that my 
statement is substantially correct 


WIND 4 
INI i 


Another fraudulent, I might say fictitious, inflation of the a; 

ent volume of food products comes from the buying and selling 
futures’’ in the boards of trade. Millions of bushels of wheat and n 

millions of pounds of meats and provisions, are sold day by day in th 


| Chicago, Cincinnati, New York, and other exchanges, which t eller 
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never owned, which the buyer never receives, and which never had an 
existence, 
‘Wind wheat'’ is to-day a recognized word in the American vocab- 


ular Prices here are no longer governed entirely by the old law of 
supply and demand, but by the exigencies of some clique of ** brok- 
ers caught hort and making franti efforts to avoida *" squeeze ’ 


This evil is almost beyond the reach of Federal legislation, but so far 


as we can reach it we should do so, and that speedily 
‘a> em exes 

Another cause, one which i } lental in its operation a d 
which i Speak with less posit veness, is the lack of an a equal ipy 
of currency in the country. I say with less positiveness, because while 
it i : that our national-bank notes are being retired, it is also true 
that the issue of certificates representing coined silver dollars there 
is an addition of $24,000,000 per annum to our currency. 

There is also an increase in the issue of gold certificates. I have here 


astatement prepared by the Treasury Department, showing the amount 


of currency in circulation on the lst of April, 1889, and the correspond- 
ing date in 1890 It does not include the money in the Treasury, but 
is li 1 exe ely to the moneys actually outside the Treasury, and 
in actual circulation 
Des ‘ A \pr ag ( nges 

Gold co seve $373, 624, 488 $378, 072,380 | 134,447, 892 
Standard silver dollars...... canna 57, 989, 656 6, 810 ) *], 179 7 
Subsidiary silver “eon 53, 984, 972 51,707,112 *2, 277, 860 
Gold certificates Satie 134,938,079 | 128,826,517 | *6, 111,562 
Silver certificates........¢.. 290, 605, 562 251, 263,679 | *39, 341, 883 
United States notes 339.761. 359 21. 629.786 | *18.131.574 
National-bank notes 186, 589, 936 218, 171, 864 | 731,581, 928 
Pota : ° 1, 437, 494,052 | 1,406,481,676 *31,012,376 
* Increase + Decrease, j 

This shows a net increase in money in actual circulation of over 


$31,000,000 during the past year. 

Yet it is claimed, and with much show of truth, that the magnitude | 
of our commercial and financial transactions has so increased that a | 
ratio of circulation adequate to the business needs of the country ten 
years ago is entirely inadequate now. 

The volume of business has increased largely. Since 1885 population | 
has increased about 8,000,000, the corn crop has increased about one- 
tenth, the wheat crop has increased about one-third, the cotton cropa 
seventh; we have doubled our output of pig-iron, and our production 
of boots and shoes has increased one-half. ‘The figures further show 
the increase in volume of business to be very largely in the interior of | 
the country. 

We have produced from our silver mines, since 1885, an annual prod- 
uct of about $55,000,000 per annum of silver. Silver is a precious 
metal; and I see no objection to utilizing this wealth, by coining it in 
its proper proportion of weight and fineness to gold, and sending it | 
out to perform its function as money, either by itself or by its repre- 
sentative, the silver certificate. A nation can not have too much 
money, provided it be good money. Silver is wealth; itis value. We 
should utilize it as a money. Certificates based upon it have real | 
substantial value back of them. They are not fiat money. They are 


h 


as truly representatives of value as a mortgage upon land is a repre- | 


sentative of value. 

If we utilize our product of silver in this way we will add to our 
currency notes, based upon and sustained by actual, existing, substan- 
tial value. But each $1 of these notes should represent $1 in actual | 


value of silver. Any other arrangement impairs their value. The 


trouble about this legislation heretofore has been that the owners of | 
the silver have insisted on being allowed to take to the Treasury 80 | 
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cents’ worth of silver and to receive a one-dollar certificate therefor. 
Lut this discussion of the causes which depress agriculture must 
cle To my mind they are plainly to be understood. The minor 
and incidental ones are the only ones within our reach. The main 
and most powerful are entirely beyond our control. As the outlook 
now 18, thes itter will continue to exist for some years at least in 
full force. A iull survey of this situation does not leave much hope 


for the American farmer along the Atlantic coast, at least where land 
has been purchased at from $30 to $150 per acre, being able to com- 
pete either with the fertile and lower priced lands of the West or the 
cheaper labor of Europe and Asia in the production of wheat and corn, 

What is the remedy? It is notin free trade. Itisa favorite theory 
with. the free-trader that if we buy largely of a nation that nation will 
in turn buy largely of us. Butitisonlyatheory. Experienceshows 


its utter fal yr as a fact. 





RECIPROCITY OFFERS NO REMEDY. 

We have for years let in the coffees, hides, and rubber of Brazil en- 
tirely free of duty, yet last year while we bought of her $60,400,000 
we sold to her but$9, 280,000. Even as this bill is being considered, and 
every prospect exists for free sugar, below No. 13 at least, Ramon O, 
Williams, censul-general at Havana, Cuba, sends the following dis- 
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patch to the State Department, under date of July 3, 1890, as to the 
increase in Cuba of the duty on American flour. 


Up to the 30th of June American flour paid $4.69} import duty, from which 


amount 5 per cent. was deducted, leaving the total net duty at $4.46; but from 
July 1 it w be $4.69) plus 20 per cent., making the duty $5.63} on each barrel 
of flour from the United States. Spanish flour from the Ist of July enters free 
of import duty Both American and Spanish flour will continue to pay dis- 
charging dues of land harbor improvement dues of 25 cents per each thousand 
kilos : 

rhis is Cuba’s answer to our offer of free sugar 

Mr. ] t of 


e of the American delegates to the ‘‘ Pan-American 

Congress,’’ has compiled from the revenue statistics of 1889 the fol- 

ving table of our imports from South American countries, showing 
mounts dutiable in each case: 


Tinp re red in the { | States. 


( untr » ; Total 


orts 











H 
Ni: aragua. 
Peru 

} Guatemaia 

ir a 836, 094 
Colombia . 37, 600 
Argentine Republic 1, 320. 212 
Costa Rica 519 
lirazil 1, 935, 328 
Honduras | 4, 958 
Mexico | 7,428,359 
Bolivia | 23 
Venezuela } 6, 800 
Chili. } 78, 864 

|; Saivador. os — — . } 26, 696 
Eeuador : , ; wueeearendibin ene oi one 695, 005 917 

rotal on pap even 120, 560, 325 14, 738, 187 


We bought of them ever $120,500,000, and let in 87{ per cent. of it 
free of duty. During the same period the South and Central Ameri- 
can States bought of us $50,623,941, and imposed their duties upon 90 
per cent. of what we sent them, letting in only 10 per cent. of our 
products free, less than $5,000,000, as against the $105,500,000 of their 
products we let in free to our ports. 

Well might Mr. N. J. Colman, President Cleveland’s Commissoner 
of Agriculture, say in his report for 1887: 

No amount of advertising, no proffers of reciprocal trade, no change of fiscal 
policy ean force upon Europe another peck of wheat per capita, scarcely an- 
other quart, for many years to come, unless unexpected disaster shall befall her 


crops. 


Our consul at Buenos Ayres, Mr. E. L. Baker, in No. 115 of Consu- 


| lar Reports, analyzes the trade of Great Britain with the Argentine 


Republic, and finds— 


That while the United Kingdom furnishes over one-third of its imports, it 
does not buy Argentine wool! in order to assist in the expansion of this trade, 
In 1888 Great Britain furnished $44,044,110 of the Argentine Republic's $128,412,- 
110 of imports, and the latter country exported 296,422,512 pounds of unwashed 
wool, but only 7,179,698 pounds of this wool, or hardly one-fortieth, went to 


| Great Britain. 


The fact is that nations are but aggregations of individuals, and ana- 
tion’s trade is but the aggregate of individual buying and selling, and 
individuals will buy where they can buy to the best advantage irre- 
spective of sentiment or supposed moral obligation. 

WE MUST DIVERSIFY OUR PRODUCTS, 

Are we then without a remedy? One thingisevident. There must 
be a greater diversity in our agricultural productions. The wheat 
market, the corn market have been overcrowded, while we have been 
bringing in wool and bariey and eggs and vegetables from abroad. We 
must raise less wheat and more wool; we mast raise more barley and 
less corn. I speak now of the country as a whole. 

As regards the farmer of the seaboard, it is folly for him to attempt 
longer to compete with the superior advantages of the West in the rais- 
ing of wheat and corn. He must turn his attention to the production 
of such things as will not bear long transportation. He is only thus 
secured against this cheap Western product. He must produce the 
things the West can not ship to him in competition. Already many 
of the seaboard States consume more breadstuffs than they produce. 
With their rapidly increasing centers of population, and with all their 
available acres already under cultivation, this must become yearly more 
and more the case. 

The Eastern farmer can not raise wheat and corn for the European 
market in competition with the West or with other countries. He must 
raise those things which must be consumed nearhim. Philadelphiaand 
New York, and not Liverpool or London, must be his market. To se- 
cure this home market to him the McKinley bill, as I have shown, im- 

new or higher duties upon the products which compete at the 
seaboard with his. It further so rearranges the tariff schedules as to 
lessen the rates upon imports, taken as a whole, and yet to afford that 
protection needed to build up the towns and cities which furnish him 
with a market. 
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AGRICULTURAL DEPRESSION IN GREAT BRITAIN, Weare situated differently We fall about $750,000, 000 to 
There is no theory of political economy equally adapted to the wants | producing each year the goods we cons \ end t unds 
and circumstances of each nation. England had a protective policy | miles for these goods, and thensend our s . 
until her manu/actures were established and her foreign trade a fixed | away in search of a market. The true 1 o 
fact. Nowshe advocates free trade. She has not acres enough to sup- ve, in our case, to make these good 
port her people and she must m ke goods t » Sell to other people to st D- i en wa > 
port her population. She must trade with others, decrease in popula- 
tion, or starve. She mus have ne worid s irket. She | mye so 
supplied her own. ' 
have that market she must produce « iply; cheap production | of 4 
che p ubor; « reap labor means ) < i 
returns to the farmers. Great Britain has developed her ma 
at the expense of her agriculture. The } of this ib 
dant She had her ‘‘ corn laws,’’ which ! la duty up n bre stuls 3 : 
imported into the Kingdom. These protected herfarmers. 1 
cheap ood for her cheap labor ne, u er t leadership ¢ I 
Cobden, repealed those laws. For forty yea 3; this h t n her po 2 
What has been the result? Let us summon the witnesses 
Sir Edward Sullivan, writing sir 1887, says (s { Forbidden Sub- . 
jec i, No. xX 
There is a great and rapidly increasing abandonment tillage; we are 
idly relinquishing the power to sup] r ‘ is t 1and w are r ; 
idly increasing our dependence on foreign nations for | € r t : ‘ 
land is going out of tillage, being laid down in grass or bei ymned alto ALSO i 
gether. During the last ten years 1,000,000 acres, one-fourti of ourw whe \ ( 
area, has gone out of wheat cultivation During th ust few years t pr 
has been going on at a rapidly accelerated spect On . 
= ‘ i 
And again, in the same article: ir. PAYSOD ae ar. | : 
. a ‘ 
In the mean time agriculture in all its bran is depre idis As ire ré 1 ‘ d : . 
It is looked upon as a ruined industry, and any on ts e} ) 5 : ’ : : 
isconsidered a lunatic. A large portion of the capital 1 in agriculture | the committee to I its iti 0 purpo 
has been lost. yolitical questions in anv way on th I il biec I 
] ' : i 
And again: to follow the gentleman from India Mr. H ' 
The number of farming bankruptcies has increased six times in ten years upon the committee, In what was sai yesterday with rete t 
Bills of sale have multiplied ten times in five years ceneral subject o rv of und-grant les ‘ 
. ° . . _ ° . nso m: vy irs { » nor de I to nter une 
But it may be objected that Sir Edward is a protectionist and his tes- | © » ma AZO, » 1 care enter up 
. of : . 1) 1 ‘ ected with , riety 1d 
timony may be colored by his personal views. Well, here is another | ©” ted pro} ; 
witness, the great free-trade statistician Mulhall. He has recently , CODER? nye Ow war airman th say 











published a book entitled Fifty Years National P 1837 ae me ion to ad 
I have a copy before me, published in London. It it how | ? : : vo in 
the progress of Great Britain under fifty years of free trade, and he | GUES*ONS jike ' me History ol t entire subject will si 
. _ } ‘ uestion t it ethe ir not ¢t cy we } a mnroved 
marshals statistics to prove her advance in population, wealth, trad: beyond question w her or } policy would pproved 
; . } . t e au mm IT ‘ ( t , 
etc.. during those fifty years, yet he writes less than two page eee i nted a aos, * 
introduction to his work before he makes this admission: ae ne ; sative halls © a eo Pak CI pases ts " 
. ’ I t n the passag i 3 of Congres il 
The only item which shows a positive decline is agriculture, which is 6 per " - or ~. = : 
cent. lower than it was fifty years ago, and in reference to populatio er | Clans Men upon bo ) A mbe ( i é 
cent. lower. approved on one ide and d l Tr I he othe T 0 
° —" » ° on ne rlted + g 2 \ler x » +} 
And again, speaking of agriculture, he says, (see pages i — -_ _— - ; 0 ‘ 
: : us hal sw l ry 
2 This industry has declined so considerably during the present t ; ‘ 
withstanding the reclamation of 4,000,000 acres of waste !and, that odu t ui ena 0 ih t SK t 
¥ tion of grain is now only 8 bushels per inhabitant, against 13 inthe year f " t nd g ont 
1 ing the Queen’s accession, stionof 1 ¢ } P ‘ . ‘ { 
5 - ua aa iu , i t 
. Further on he says: : wnner. Mr. ¢ i : ce 4 , ‘ 
Capital having an irresistible tendency to run out of losing trades and se« the r at to the pul 
those which are profitable, it is not surprising to see that grain owing i 0 h nds as ¢ ’ t to 
a idly diminishing in the United Kingdom. , . 
i ’ lest 


And then he gives a tableof the production of grain in the Kingdor 
which shows that during the period from 1841 to 1850 the annual yield 
of wheat averaged 115,000,000 bushels, while for the period from 18:1 








































to 1385 the annual yield only averaged 76,000,000 bushels. The an- | ¢ al tt , ’ 
nual value of the grain crops for the first period was £74, 300,000, wl ‘ ( eng tha ) t} i 
for the last period the annual value had fallen to £51,700,000, vy hand. t t Tr } rty-« Co 
cline of 33 per cent. ( littee o1 i e | 
Although he finds that the supply of horned cattle has increased (a | resentative ia t 
natural result of land going out of tillage into grass), yet even this does | dolph Th I } : ‘ 
not bring up the deficiency, and he says (see page 80 couid not be ad to ( t r 
The combined value of grain and meat produced yearly is less now than it | which the Judiciary Co et two ¢ 
was forty years ago, but rent and taxes have increased 36 per cent., thus caus- | , stion { ) ) } 
ing the margin in ftayor oi the farmers to diminish in an alarming degree I oad ¥ con lo , 
And after giving a table sustaining this statement— ying ad nt t et ie to forfeit 
Thus the farmers’ margin is now only half what it was in the earlier vears of | U! i i ! i ft te of | 
‘ the present reign, being reduced to 11 shillings an acre, against 25 s} ings in | Congress had no such power 
’ 1837-40. Mr. Chairman. t ry + 4 ; D : 
In the face of this concurrent testimony, coming from two widely | question is whether si ich of t l 
divergent points of view, can we doubt that Great Britain’s attempt | dispute, either é 
to secure cheaply fed labor that she might make cheap goods has 1 domain or not 
sulted in disaster to her agricultural interests ? Mr. Chairman, I hope I have t é 
And may we not be justified when the American free-trader points | New Jerse Mr. McA to what I 
to a depressed agriculture here as a result of the tariff in pointing him | I want to nt nect t 
to this state of depression in British agriculture, and asking him this body 1 nine t t l 
finds it any better in a free-trade country ? word deba ym an I 
In all this there is no intention on my part to discuss the wisdom or utter if I guest oO 
unwisdom of this policy of Great Britain. I simply give the facts, and Il indulge in no tit t 1 the integrit ent 
leave others to argue therefrom. It became a question there of free | 0 en be ( te and | I 
trade or protection to her agriculture, and free trade triumphed. Chairman, an t i rit of the utmost ki » t 
With her limited area for crops and herdense population, her manu- | gentleman ft sure he knows, t t 
factures and commerce have now become of more importance to her | man from New J¢ ir, MCA in debate upon th est W 


than is her agriculture. 


\ fit to use, in tones which were taken up by gentlemen rep 
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press and sent all over this country, that the bill which I hold in my 
hand andwhich I support here upon this floor was misleading in its title 
and that it should have been entitled ‘‘A bill to compound a felony.’’ 
I regret that the gentleman from New Jersey saw fit to utter that ex- 
pression, and I say to the gentleman from New Jersey now and here 
that if he will sit down with me he will say to me that there is no 
single line in that bill that he does not personally indorse, so far as the 
bill goes. 


Such statements illustrate the fervor of language not always war- 
ranted. The Supreme Court is denounced by gentlemen. It is the 
easiest thing in the world to overturn a decision of that great tribunal 
by asserting that it is bribed. 

That course is not satisiactory to me. 

I say to the gentleman from New Jersey that the bill which I hold 
in my hand comes before this body with the unanimous approval of 
the Committee on Pablic Lands. I sayit to the House here generally 
that, having had a somewhat intimate connection with this class of 
legislation for the past eight years, I have never heard a voice, I have 
never heard a syllable uttered in this Hall or the other, I have never 
seen a word in the public press of the country, that was not in favor of 
every line and every word that is contained in this bill so far as the 
bill goes. More than that, Mr. Chairman, upon this question in both 
Houses of Congress there have been honest differences of opinion as to 
the extent to which Congress could go in this line. 

I do not design to discuss this question now, for it is not presented, 
but it is enough for me to eay that the men who have a reputation for 
ability in the law, men who havé occupied the highest judicial posi- 
tions in this land, men who had those reputations long before we were 
born, bave asserted that no act of Congress can legitimately and prop- 
erly pass that goes further than this bill proposes to go. There have 
been honest differences of opinion. Moreover, there has been evinced at 
the other end of this Capitol, session after session, for the last six years 
a settled policy with reference to this question. What is it? The 
position taken there is that a bill which will restore to the public do- 
main all lands lying opposite roads not now constructed is as far as the 
Congress of the United States can-go, and therefore is as far as the 
Senate of the United States ever will go. 

If any line of policy has been developed, defined, and settled in legis- 
lation, if any conclusion has been arrived at, it is clearly and unmis- 
takably the point that has been reached in reference to this matter, and 
the Senate of the United States has so announced timeand time again. 
Effort after effort has been made to induce the Senate to take another 
view, how earnestly or how diligently it is not, perhaps, for me to say, 
because I have been an actor in them, but I refer with a great deal of 
pleasure to the remarks made by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Hor.- 
MAN] on yesterday, who has likewise been a participator in conference 
committees on this subject for the last six years, and I indorse what he 
has said, pamely, that the settled policy at the other end of the Capitol 
has been what I have stated. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, the question is presented to the committee 
to-day whether or not this bill upon which we all agree, as to which 
there is not a shadow of dispute, as against which there has not been 
a question raised, whether or not we shall pass this bill and let it be- 
come effective and have the six or seven or eight million acres of land, 
whatever the acreage may be, whatever the value may be, whatever 
the quality may be, restored to the public domain, leaving out of ac- 
count for the present that other body of land the title to which is at 
least embarrassed if it is not entirely lost. That is all there is of this 
bill. Gentlemen may spend hours and hours in discussing the polit- 
ical questions connected with it; gentlemen may spend hours and 
hours in sawing the air here as against the railroad corporations, but 
the question finally comes to this: Shall we take what we may, when 
we know we can get nothing more? Thatisthe practical question. I 
speak now of the general question apart from certain amendments which 
are proposed to be offered with reference to details of the bill. Ido 
not discuss with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] the ques- 
tion whether the three or four million of acres in the Columbia River 
Valley the title to which is now in the Northern Pacific Railroad are 
worth reclaiming. 

I know nothing about that body of land except from a casual ride 
across it seven or eight years ago, looking at it from the windows of 
the Oregon Navigation Company's train, but I put against the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana the statement of the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] tbat the lands affected by this bill and 
which will be restored if it becomes a law are lands that rival in fer- 
tility any that are to be found in that great State in the extreme North- 
west. I assume that the gentleman from Oregon, as a Representative 
of that State, has knowledge of those lands and that his statement 
about them is worth more than any vague statements which may be 
made here by myself or by the gentleman from Indiana. But, as I 
have already said, whether the lands to be affected by this bill are valu- 
able or not, they are all that we can get, and we propose to take them. 

I say the same thing concerning the lands in Michigan; I say the 
same thing concerning the lands in Florida; I say the same thing 
concerning the lands which are connected directly with the sixteen 
roads which are affected by this bill. I hope this bill will pass. It 
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is the only bill of this character which in my judgment can pass, I 
look back upon the experience of the last four or five years and I re- 
member how I, with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]}, have 
stood for what we regarded as principle, and how the railroad com- 
panies, because of our determined action, under what we regarded as 
instructions from the House, have earned millions of acres additional 
by the construction of their roads, so that, repeating an expression I 
used a moment ago, the title of the Government to these vast bodies of 
land has become at least embarassed, if it is not entirely gone. And, 
Mr. Chairman, it may not be improper to call attention at this point to 
a conspicuons example of the result of standing for principle in this 
matter. The distinguished gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Cobb, was 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands in the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, when we stood for the position which isembraced in the amend- 
ment now proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

The Cascade branch of the Northern Pacific Railroad was not then 
constructed, and thelands connected with that branch might have been 
forfeited under a measure which the Senate was willing to agree to, 
but, under what we regarded as instructions from the House, we stood 
for the House bill. In the meantime the railroad company went on 
constructing its road. It built the branch across from its main line to 
Tacoma upon Puget Sound, and about 3,000,000 acres of public land 
that could have been then saved by the passage of a bill such as this, 
which the Senate oftered to us, but which we rejected, were earned by 
the railroad. I agree that I took part in that action with the other 
gentlemen I have named, under what we regarded as the instruction 
of the House. The result is that that body of land has gone, and, 
without stopping to discuss now whether or not the decision of Mr, 
Justice Field in the case of Denny vs. Dobson,to which the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Cops] has referred, shall ultimately be held to be 
law by the Supreme Court of the United States; if that shall be so, 
then I do say in this presence and in the presence of the country, so 
far as the country cares to pay attention to my utterances, that all this 
great body of land is lost forever. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask my friend whether he did not stand 
out against the position of the Senate until after the Cascade branch 
of the Northern Pacific Railroad was completed. 

Mr. PAYSON. I did. That is just what I am explaining, under 
what we all regarded as instructions from the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How many millions of acres does the gentleman 
say have been earned since that time? 

Mr. PAYSON. Icannotsay. I am not able to speak as to the 
acreage. I know that the Plant system of roads in Florida has been 
prosecuted; I know that they have been building roads in Michigan; 
I know —— 

Mr. HOLMAN. There was a forfeiture of the Michigan land-grant 
in the last Congress. . 

Mr. PAYSON. The road to which the gentleman refers is the On- 
tonagon and Brilé River road, the grant to which was forfeited in the 
last Congress, and only 20 miles of that road were ever constructed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Can my friend name, from his own knowledge or 
from reports of the Land Office, any land-grant railroad that has been 
constructed, or a part of any one which has been constructed, since the 
construction of the Cascade branch of the Northern Pacific? 

Mr. PAYSON. Undoubtedly I can. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What road? 

Mr. PAYSON. It isa part of the current history of the country 
that the Southern Pacific is building its road-—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much does the gentleman say they have con- 
structed? Twenty miles? 

Mr. PAYSON. Twenty-odd miles, I am told; and the construction 
is still going on; how rapidly I am not advised. I call the attention 
of the gentleman from Indiana also to the completion of the line of 
the California and Oregon, something like 180 or 200 miles having 
been constructed. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] will 
correct me if I am in error. 

Mr. HERMANN. One hundred and forty-five miles. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When was that completed? 

Mr. PAYSON. Last year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When was it commenced? 

Mr. PAYSON. It was commenced years and years ago. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like the gentleman from Oregon. to state 
how much of that line of road has been constructed since the construc- 
tion of the Cascade branch of the Northern Pacific. 

Mr. HERMANN. I can not state the exact length of road that has 
been completed since that time, or whether the whole road was not 
completed before that time. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not care to have this colloquy occupy further 
my brieftime. In conclusion, I only wish to say that the House, if it 
shall pass this bill, which comes unanimously reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, will do everything that can be done that is 
not disputable. There are some amendments—especially one of the 
gentleman from Arkansas—which gentlemen desire to offer and to 
which I shall not object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman say that this substitute which 
he reports was unanimously agreed to by the Public Lands Committee? 
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Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir; I so recollect; but I was about to say in | amendment is so simple and plain that it « : onl 
the same connection that by the action of the committee the gentleman | the approval o! the ent committee as w t t mo id 
from Missouri [Mr. STONE] had authority to report for the action of | ment of the House without any furthe It will ob 
the House, as an amendment, the proposition which he has submitted. | served that it merely requires a forfeiture of | wh there 
I desire to be exactly accurate. has not been a full compliance with all of t unt. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Have not the gentleman from Missouri and my | It amends the bill to read 
humble self, and all the other minority members of the committee, op That tl a - Aenba 
posed the principle embodied in the first paragraph of your bill? ne oe port f an} 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from Indiana will bear me out in ae en : _ 
the statement that the only criticism that he makes as against this bill Mr. HOLMAN. You mean tl of tl f tl 
is that it does not go farenough. So tar as it goes the gentleman from | road is not completed in time 
Indiana as well as everybody else is in favor of it. But the gentleman Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I mean the ¢ re forte 
thinks there ought to be an amendment to enlarge the scope of the bill, | event of the failure of the road to comply with all the condit 
which amendment, when adopted, as the gentleman will agree with me, | granting act. 
will embody a proposition which has een refused concurrence at the rhe first difference, Mr. Chairman, e rve tw 
other end of the Capitol every time it has been presented there. the amendment and the language ot s that whereas the bill 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend should not allow it to go on record that | sets up but one standard of forieiture, the lands conterm 
the bill which he holds in his hand and which he has proposed to the | with that portion of the road which is not now completed nd thatis 
House has been acquiesced in, except as to details in regard to the | all which the bill now proposes—the amendment proposes that the 
first section, by all the members of the committee. lands shall be forfeited as to which the road has not been completed, 

Mr. PAYSON. No: I say that so far as it goes the gentleman from | or as to which the road has not complied with all of the conditions of 
Indiana agrees to it. the granting act. I do not see how such a provision can well be ob- 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it does not go far enuugh. jected to. It will then leave with the proper powers to determine, 

Mr. PAYSON. I¢ goes just as far as it can goto meet what we know | first, what the conditions of the grantingact were. Inthe second place, 
are the views at the other end of the Capitol. it would leave to be determined whether or not the road had complied 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that this bill may be passed in such a shape | with all of the conditions of the granting act. If so, ne forfeiture 
that every acre of these lands that is free from dispute may be restored | would follow under this bill if the amendment were adopted. If it 
to the public domain. Then if these other propositions should be pre- | was not completed, or if the road has not complied with all of t! yn- 
sented separately and this House should desire to put gentlemen at | ditions of the granting act, the forfeiture would follow asa of 
the other end of the Capitol, or anybody else, on record, opportunity | course. 
may be given for the House to act according to its pleasure in that Chere were several conditions that it is not necessary to specify, among 
matter; and with that action I for one will be satisfied. them being that the road should be first class in its character, that it 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate has now expired. | should be maintained and operated; and among other provisions wa 
The bill will be read. the provision as to the time of the completion of the road. Now, you 


Mr. HOLMAN. It is hardly necessary to read the bill. I ask that | are here proposing the enactment of a bill which sets up only one con- 
only the substitute or the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois |.dition, namely, as to whether or not the roads are now complet 





be read. Upon the general subject let me say, Mr.Chairman, in this connec 
Mr. PAYSON. As the substitute has already been read three times, | tion, that if this bill were the initial proceeding in the forfeiture ques 
I ask that the formal reading be now omitted and that it be read by | tion, I would heartily agree with the centleman who has just taken 
paragraphs for amendment. his seat, the chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands | Mr. Pay 
The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the formal | son], in his suggestion that no gentleman would be found upon the floor 
reading of the substitute be dispensed with. Is there objection? of the House opposed to the bill. Butthisis not the initial proceeding, 
Mr. McMILLIN. It is not long,is it? though we are all ready to vote for the bill to the extent that we do 
Mr. PAYSON. It makes seven printed pages. get something by it. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest the propriety of its being read. It is not, however, the first link inthechain. There have been sevy- 
Mr. PAYSON. Well, my only object was to save time. eral other links in the chain in advance of it welded in previous years. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to dispensing with the formal | I was with the gentleman from Illinois on the Committee on Public 
reading of the substitute ? Lands in the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses, when the whole 
: Mr. McMILLIN. I think it ought to be read. forfeiture question was taken up and thoroughly considered, aud when 
4 Mr. PAYSON. As a parliamentary question, although I do not | the House took the position which my amendment and that of the gen- 
: want to be captious, I would inquire whether the rules require that | tleman from Indiana takes, namely, that where the roads had not com- 
this substitute be read again now ? plied with all the conditions then torfeiture should follow. What wa 
" The CHAIRMAN. This amendment was read when the considera- | the result of that action on the part of the Heuss Why, as has been 
tion of the bill was entered upon, and it is not required by the rules | repeatedly stated in the course of this discussion, the Senate stopped 
that it should now be read again. the proceedings; and itis alleged that the Senate will do soagain; that 
; Mr. PAYSON. ThenI hope gentlemen will not insist on the formal | it stands as a stone wall, and because it so stands that the House must 
/ . reading, but will allow it to be read by paragraphs. We shall thus | be content with this proposition and can not goa step beyond. That 
7 save fifteen minutes. is the condition that confronts 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the first section. I think it would be entirely improper and unparliamentary to speak 
The Clerk read as follows: of the present Senate and of its probable action in regard to this mat- 
That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United Siates | ter, and I donot. Butitisentirely parliamentary and proper to speak 
hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore granted to any State or | of the Senate which sat in the Forty-eighth, Fortv-ninth, and Filtieth 


to any corporation to aid inthe construction of a railroad opposite to and con- . . on } lr ot lt ed ates anal a 

terminous with the portion of any such railroad not now compl ted, for the Congresses ; and that the railroads had on that floor men who wert 
construction or benefit of which lands have heretofore been granted; and all | elected by them for the express purpose of defeating just such legisla 
such lands are declared to be a part of the public domain: Provided, That this 
act shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of way or depot grounds of aeta hi as ht 
any railroad company beretofore granted, or lands included in any city, town Jacts has the remotest doubt 


} 


tion no man familiar at all with the history of the country and the 






or village site. Mr. OUTHWAITE. Are they not stronyer now 
J Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, rose. Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am not speal r of the present. 
: The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that there are several | [0 other words, Mr. Chairman, that *‘stone wall,’’ to which 1 
amendments, of which notice has been given, to perfect the text of the | ence was made, was the identical one erected by the Northern la 
first section, and gentlemen having them will be recognized prior to |,‘ entral Pacific, and other Pacitic roads when sending their 1 
the gentleman from Indiana, whose motion is to strike out and insert, | the guise of Senators into the United States Senate to stand 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to offer the following amend- | i the path of such legislation withthe view todeteating th 
ment, which the Clerk will find on page 7532 of the Recorp: forfeitures. | Applause. 
The Clerk read as follows: ° Phe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gent 
Amend section 1, line 7, by striking out the word “now,” and by inserting, Mr. CUTCHEON was recognized 
after the word “completed,” the words ‘‘in compliance with all the conditions Mr. ANDERSON, of 1 e 
of the granting act.” longer 
Mr. McRAE. That is the amendment of the gentleman from In- Mr. PAYSON. Before the g in | ‘ 
diana. unanimous consent t] t 
Mr. HOLMAN. No. Ido not think my friend from Kansas goes | in addition. 
quite far enough, however, in his amendnent. There was no objection 
Mr. MCRAE. Is not this the amendment that the gentleman from Mr. ANDERSON, of |} Mr. 
Indiana has himself suggested ? state of the case, that ter ar ‘ 
Mr. HOLMAN. It is not quite the same as of steel—spel le 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, the language of the | gone before the | ft cf 
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condition that does confront us, it may be, and doubtless is, a wise 
measure to accept the present bill and torfeit these lands as far as we | 
can And yet, from one point of view, the roads having stolen the en- 


tire cow, it does not seem to be a matter of much difference whether 
they now take the tail or not till, from the other point, when we 


consider whether we shall save four, or five, or six, or seven million | 
acres of land, undoubtedly in the execution of the legislative trust im- 
posed upon us by the people, it is our duty to save all that we can, and 
] | vote for the bill, but I want the country to understand what in 
previous Congresses constituted the ‘‘stone wall.’ 


nd I want to enter my protest as one man against the existence at 
that time of such a wall, and against the act of this House respecting 
that wall. I want to batter that wall, and sooner or later the people 
will batter it. Now, Ido not see how anybody on this floor or any- | 
where else can object to the forfeiture of land where the company has | 
not complied with all the conditions of the granting act. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me a question? Does his 
proposition go to this extent, of declaring a forfeiture of the whole 
grant if the conditions have failed in the carrying out of any portion? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That would be for the determining 
power to decide. If I were the determining power, I would say yes, 
and I believe I was the only man on the Public Land Committee in the 
Forty-eighth Congress that voted to forfeit every acre of the Northern 
Pacific grant, for the reason that, in my judgment, they never had 
earned a solitary acre of it. And if I were the deciding power under 


would be finally determined. . 

But it is claimed that we can only raise the question of time. Well, 
as I said, if we can not get any more we will take what we can get; 
but I do not propose to restrain my constitutional right to think about 
the past or to denounce it, and I hope that the time will come soon 
when the railroad companies nowhere will be able to throttle justice 
and rob the people of that which belongs to them under all law and all 
right, or to evade that just punishment that the decades at least will 
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mete out to the robbers. 


well-known good sense, acting as a trustee for the people, while not 
doing as to these roads anything unjust, will simply see that justice be 
done to them, and that the proper legal authority shall decide the whole 


Now, I trust very much that the committee, in the exercise of its | 
| 
i 
} 


question, upon the basis that if a road has complied with all the con- | 
ditiong, then, of course, it shall go scot-free of this bill; but if it has | 


failed to comply with any of tne conditions, then just to the extent of 
that failure the forfeiture shall be made. 

Mr. CUTCHEON,. Mr. Chairman, I shal] vote for this bill, but I 
shall vote against the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas; and 
I avail myself of the five minutes accorded under the rule to give my | 
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land-forfeiture question has been discussed I have contented myself 
with voting, without stating my reasons tor my vote. I have generally 
followed the lead of the present chairman of the committee, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], believing him to be a very com- 
petent judge and a very conscientious gentleman, and much better able 
to judge than myself, with the comparatively slight attention that I 
have been able to give toit. I would have been glad if in the Forty- 
eighth Congress, atter we passed what was known as the Holman reso- 
lution, for which I voted, the resolution which was read from the desk 
yesterday, such a bill as this had been passed, and if we could have 


| saved the many millions of acres to the public domain that since that 


time have passed into the hands of railroads, and into the hands of rail- 
roads that would have been built just the same whether they had these 
grants or not. But we did not doit. We passed a bill in the Forty- 
eighth Congress and it went to the Senate, and it was deadlocked there. 

We passed another one in the Forty-ninth Congress with the same 
result, and again in the Fiftieth Congress and with the same result, 
except the forfeiture of the little Ontonagon and Brilé River road in 


| my State, that we did succeed, on the last night of the session, in pass- 


ing, to use a common expression, by the ‘“‘skin of the teeth.’? Wegot 
that through and iorfeited that land, but that was about all. I have 
been standing here in favor of land forfeiture. I would have been 
glad in the Forty-eighth Congress to have taken every acre of the land 
that was not then earned in good faith. I would have been glad to 


| have done the same in the Forty-ninth Congress. But we did not suc- 
that amendment of mine, the whole question would be raised and it | 


ceed, because the House alone can not legislate. But meanwhile the 
procession has been moving on, it has been going past, and now we are 


| at the tail of the procession, and the gentleman from Kansas says he 
| does not care whether the railroads take the rest of itor not. Well, 


now, Ido, I think that 7,000,000 acres of land are worth saving, and 
more than 3,000,000 of the 7,000,000 are along the line of the North- 
ern Pacific. 

Taking the word of my friend from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], who 
knows a great deal more about it than I do, a large portion of it is fer- 
tile, arable farming land. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoL- 
MAN] said yesterday that there would not be an additional home 
made if we pass this bill: With all deference to my excellent friend 
from Indiana, I do not believe it. I believe that there will be thou- 
sands upon thousands of new homes that will be made upon the land 
we shall thus reclaim. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think my friend will find this land substantially 


| all taken up. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I have here a statement made by the commit- 


| tee in their report showing the amount and location of the lands which 


this bill will forfeit. 
The following table shows the number of acres forfeited by the 























reasons for my vote. Heretofore in the various Congresses since this | passage of this bill as nearly as the committee can ascertain: 
Unbuilt 
No Name of road. Legh, | a? (ee ee ae ee Remarks. 
grant, 
1 | Florida, Atlantic and Gulf Central 189 181 18i None. 
2) Atlantic, Gulf and West India Transit s5 152. 65 32. 65 20 76, 800 acres. 
lennessee and Coosa Sidhe inatiliig nasuahinmedinineditipaubiaatiiienncinianistiets uiteiiiaiiatiaitmnditiaiidiedibdl None. 36.5 None 36.5 140, 160 acres. 
4 Coosa and Chattooga ............ ‘ sisal’ aiepiitabiatinieideaiiaasiiaiaiainiitae aiid None 37.5 | None. 37.5 144, 000 acres. 
} Mobile and Girard i ae | 169.6 30 139.6 536, 064 acres. 
6 Alabama and Tennessee River 100 | 67.35 43.93 23.42 | 89,932 acres. 
7} Marquetie and Ontonagon §3 46 None 16 294, 400 acres. 
8 Ontonagon and Bralé River Se sniniaen : a ’ None 75 20 55 Forfeited, Fiftieth Congress. 
9 | Jackson, Lansing and Saginaw, and Amboy, Lansing and Traverse 
Bay . so naan davai 341.37 | 188.10 | 153. 27 133. 27 20 *300, 000 acres. 
10 Port Huron and Milwaukee...... 90.5 | 30.5 60 oo None. 
ll La Crosse and Milwaukee.................. - ances 39 None. 39 39 None. 
12 St. Croix and Lake Superior naqeneepnapvebiouneeensanennsi a“ 243.9 None. 243.9 243.9 None. 
13 | Vicksburg, Shreveport and Texas pechecavan ‘gneseupotsoussepeveeshs a 190 oft 96 96 None 
I ali naiaaellnniele - ptiiasiieatiiiabaniinaiinibiniatisittatae 170 None. | 170 None 170 *600,000 acres. 
15 Minnesota and Pacifix : 445.8 208.19 | 237. 61 232. 24 5. 37 
lf Southern Minnesota and Minnesota Valley............ 215 190 } 25 None 2% tranch, in limits of main line. 
17 | Southern Minnesota (act March 3, 1875 ialinsiines 76.5 18 ' 58.5 None. 58.5 | Built by other companies. 
i8 | Portage »nd Winnebazo shiniiniinsiniboneusirtiitinin neil pocesanbenets scenembebsienacens 341 248 | 93 9 84 | 406, 880 acres. 
19 Sioux City and St, Paul ‘ . — ieneueietinadiiios 83. 16 56. 25 | 26. 91 None. 26.91 | 171,200 acres 
20 Northern Pacific poe emits aadaabaliaidail ne fF 530.5 | 1,732.81 1,507.31 235 | 3,425, 280 acres. 
21 | Southern Minnesota (act July 4, 1866 eee 279 51 149. 35 130. 02 130.02 | None. 
22 Hastings, Minnesota and Red River of the North................... palin 202.1 74 128.1 128.1 None. 
23 Oregon and California . i satan is 380 197 163 163 None. 
24‘ alifornia and Oregon lea en 304 152 152 152 None. 
2} | Southern Pacific of California il widesaidaeni 556 232 } 324 240 s4 1, 075, 200 acres, 
A a aaa ieclias te discnaetidasleesillibielihtaie 7,445.61 | 2,847.89 | 4,598.22 | 3,541.42 1,056.8. | 7,259, 916 acres, 


*Estimated. 


If settlers are already on these lands they will go to the settlers who 
are there and their titles will be confirmed and protected. I assume 
that all these 7,000,000 acres are not taken up. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
I do not care to say very much about the body at the other end of the 
Capitol. 1am willing to assume that everybody acts as I claim to act, 
conscieatiously. I would have been glad if they had accepted our bill 
in the Forty-eighth Congress or in any one of the subsequent Congresses. 
They have not done so. They have acted upon the well known prin- 


ciple of law that the law abhors a forfeiture, that a forfeiture can only 
be declared upon the claim of the party who is entitled to have the 
forfeiture and to whose benefit it inures, and that so long as that per- 
son allows the forfeiture to go unclaimed no forfeiture can be made; 
and so the United States of America, to whose benefit this forfeiture 
should have inured, not having thus far claimed it, the element of time, 
it is claimed, has been waived in the condition of the grant, and we 


| can not now go back at this date and claim lands heretofore earned, on 
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the ground that they were not earned at the date required in the grant 
ing act. Itissaid that we have waived that condition. 


cuss that. 


Rut I do not intend, Mr. Chairman, to see the procession go any fut 


ther before attempting at leastto stop it. ‘* Stone 
wal),’’ as the gentler 





going to do all that I can to stop it here; to see that all 
been earned up to this time shall go back to the public domain for the 
benefit of all the people of the United States. In the light of expe- 
rience I regret that we did not pass such an act years ago. 
so we would be richer in public domain than we are to-day. 


I will not dis 


nan from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON ] says, 
that has not 


Had we done 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I hope we may have a vote upon |} 


this amendment so that progress may be made. Oth: 


amendments to offer. 


Mr. MCRAE. I have an amendment which I do not care to discuss 
but which I want to offer. It is in the nature of a substitute to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all of section 1 down to the word ‘‘ Provided,” 


sert the following 


“That all lands heretofore granted to any State or corporation to aid inthe con 
struction of any railroad which was not completed within the periods fixed by 
the granting act or amendments thereof be, and the same are hereby, declared 
forfeited and restored to the public domain, for the failure to perform t 


ditions on which the grant was made.”’ 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, While I might vote for the amend- 
ment, I make the point of order that it is not a substitute for my 
amendment, but that it is a substitute for the main body of the sec- 





tion 
Mr. MCRAE. Oh, no. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Except the proviso; and under the | 
rule of the House it is competent for a committee first to perfect the 
text of its bill. This amendment is endeavoring to do that; 
the gentleman’s amendment comes in as a substitute for the first part 


of the section prior to periecting it at all. 


Mr. McRAE. It is what the gentleman and I are both striking at. 


gentlemen have 





‘ ' . sof said 
M HOLMAN ] re the gent 
ttol 1 that that w 1co 
i 1 to t s 
f I 3, t ch in t 
] Lal 
tl n iar 
bama would come in as a ira 
| Mr. OATES. I hav objection as t 
Mr. PAYSON. Then, if the nt 1a 
mendment proposed by the gentlem 
ien he may offer it 
Mr. OATES. Iam perfect willing to do tl 
The CHAIRMAN The Clerk will t 
gentleman from Indiana 
| Mr. HERBERT. [ask the gentleman from In 
| to offer an amendment to rrect that section, | 
| ment to which I thiuk there is no objection what 
Mr. HOLMAN. Ithink that ought to come in 
} The CHAIRMAN. The Cl will read the an 
| the gentleman from Alaban Mr. Het 
Che Clerk read as follows 
Provided further, Thatall cash entries heretofore px 
jt limits of the grant to i th ymstruction of 
| Railroad or of the Mobile a i Girard Railroad, w 
} said Alabama and Florida Ra ud Company) th 
‘ dated, an@ patent shall issue tothe pur sers t 
|} ernment still retains the purchase nh e) 


I think I have got little better phraseology than the gentleman has in | 


his amendment. This is the very amendment that you and I 


been working for for the last six years. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Very well; why not let mine go? 
Mr. MCRAE. Because you have not got it distinct. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It is as distinct as langua 


it 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amendment 
The question is upon the substitute of the gentleman from Arkansas 
for the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas. 


The substitute was rejected. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs upon the original amen 


ment as offered by the gentlemau from Kansas. 


The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the ‘‘ noes ’’ 


seemed to have it. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Division. 


The committee divided; and there were —ayes 37, noes 48. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


TheCHAIRMAN. TheClerk will read the next amendment offered 


by the gentleman from Kansas. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Also, amend section | by striking out the proviso beginning in line 10 


The CHAIRMAN. Thisis the second amendment, of which notice 


was given by the gentleman from Kansas. 


The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. There is still another amendment 
section, notice of which was given by the gentlemen from Minnesota 


[Mr. Linp], which the Clerk will now read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting, after the word “ completed,” in line 7,on page 9, the fol 
lowing: “* Andall lands granted to the State of Minnesota for the benefit of anv 
railroad corporation chartered by said State, and the charter of which has been 
forfeited by the laws of said State, and such forfeiture declared by the supreme 


court thereof prior to the passage ofthis act.” 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. OATES. I offer the following amendment to the section. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to have my amendment pending. 

Mr. OATES. This is an amendment to the first section 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is an amendment that you offer now. 
wish my substitute in the nature of an amendment to be considered as 


pending. 


The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will consider it as pending. l 
tleman from Alabama offers an amendment, which the Clerk will rea: 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the first section, beginning immediately after the word “ site 


13, of page 9, the following: 


“ And provided, That the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company of Alabama 
shall be entitled to the quantity of land earned by the construction of its road 
from Girard to Troy, a distance of 84 miles; and the Secretary of the Interior, 
in making settlement and assigning to the said company the land earned 
thereby, shall include therein all the lands sold, conveyed, or otherwise dis- 
posed of by said company, including such as have been sold for taxes, not to 
exceed the total amount earned by said company as aforesaid; and the titles of | 


1 
ye Can Make 


is in order. 





(* Mr. HERBERT. There is no objection to tha 


Chairman. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The only possible objection | 


to that would |! the fact, first, that it is cover 
wrt of the bill and that is a sort of detail. 
Mr. PAYSON. That is hardly the situation. 
Mr. HOLMAN. In the next place, it seems t 
to bea Separate section. 
Mr. PAYSON, Idonot think there is an 
I may be permitted to get the attention of the 


he grant of land to which this amendmen 


I 
The time within which the road was to be built 


language of the act was presu ned to he 


the expiration oft the ten years the Interior Department 


as if it had 


} 


nda 
¢ 





in some instances to make entry upon this land upon the theory 

the railroad not having been built and the land havi rte 

( roment, it was subject to eash entry Le ’ ¢ 

lands were entered in the usual way at $1.25 an acre, and the reason 
the title can not pass is that until Congress acts t | 1 
technically in the State of Alabama [ have made inquiry at the Gen- 
eT Land Office with reference to this matter th ind 

that there 1s very iitti nd in t lit i y 

re es only to lands sold ma i iv 1 that t ve 

got the money and still retains it, I think t e is oO 


amendment. 
Mr. HOLMAN, I take it f{ ranted that th 


to be adopted if the bill do 





ight to go further. All these grants were treate: 
periods prescribed in the acts had expired. But 
know of any other instance « pt in Alabama 
has sold the lands? 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not. There was some 
several years ago, but Michigan and Alabama 
occur to me now. 

Mr. HOLMAN, But this amendment would 

Mr. PAYSON. No; but we declared a forfei 

| lands granted to the Ontonagon and Brfilé Ri 
forfeiture that whole matter was cleared up. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I remember 
Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman from Illine 
that there are very few cases of this kind, but ] 
to the ground upon which the entries were 





1 
They were permitted to be made owing toa 
officer of the land office at Greenville, Ala., of t 
ington. 

Mr. PAYSON. I gave the in on 
Office. 

The CHAIRMAN, The 
tleman from Alabama. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Let hear the 

The amendmeut was ag 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Cha in, I still suggest t 
Alabama that that would come in better as a sey 


is a general provision operating in all instances, whi 
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relates to an exceptional matier, and I think it would be better to make 
it a se parate section, 

Mr. HERBERT. Ido not see any objection toit here. It simply 
makes an exception to the general provision of the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Itis all right. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will now report the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Now, Mr. Chairman, one of the embarrassments 
which I strove to guard against occurs at this point. Instead of strik- 
ing out the whole of the first section, let the Clerk read it soas tostrike 
out, not the whole of the first section, but only down to the last pro- 
viso, the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama just adopted 

he Clerk read as follows 

“trike out the tollo. ig 

Phat there are hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States 
here I lands heretofore granted toany State or to 
any corporation to aid in the consviruction of a railroad opposite to and conter- 
minous with the port of any such railroad not now completed, for the con- 
struction or benefit of which lands have heretofore been granted; and all such 
ands are declared to be a part of the public domain: Provided, That this act 
shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of way or depot grounds of any 
railroad company heretofore granted, or lands included in any city, town, or 

bimgre 
And insert in lieu thercof the following 
Phat all lands heretotore granted by Congress to any State or to any corpora- 


mes the title thereto, all 





tion to aid in the construction of arailroad ora railroadand telegraph line op- 
posite to and conterminous with the portion of any such railroad not constructed 
and completed within the time speci‘ie tin the act making the grant for the con- 


struction and completion of the whole of such railroad are hereby declared for- 
feited to the United States, and the United States resumes title thereto; and all 
such lands so granted lying opposite to and conterminous with theportion of any 
such railroad not constructed and completed within the time prescribed by the 
actof Congress making such grant for the construction and completion of the 
whole railroadas provided for by such act are hereby restored to the public dog 
main and declared to bea portion thereof: Provided, however, That the forfeiture 
hereby declared shall not extend tothe right of way ofany such railroad through 
the remainder of the route, including the necessary grounds tor depots, or to 
jands included in any village, town, orcity within the limits of the lands hereby 
declared forfeited 

Ail such lands restored to the public domain shall be disposed of under the 
provisions of the homestead law only. But all bona fide settlers on any such 
lands shall be entitled to priority of right in entering the lands occupied by 
them and shall be allowed a credit for the time of such bona fide occupation : 
Provided further, That the titles of bona fide purchasers of any such lands whose 
titles were acquired prior to the Ist day of January, A. D. 1888, from any such 
State or corporation to whom any such grant of lands was made lying contermi- 
nous with a completed portion of any such railroad shall not be impaired by 
this declaration of forfeiture.”’ 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word as to the 
effect of this amendment. The effect of the paragraph as it stands in 


the bill reported by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] is of 


course well understood. It declares forfeiture of lands conterminous 
with portions of road not now completed. There has been some vague- 
ness of statement in regard to the effect of it. According to the re- 
port of the General Land Office the effect of it would be to forfeit 
about 5,100,000 acres of land, supposing that no additional road had 
been constructed by the Southern Pacific, but if any further lands 
have been earned by the Southern Pacific within the last two years 
those lands would have to be deducted from the 5,100,000 acres. The 
effect of my proposition—and it is one which the House has enacted here- 
tofore—is this: It declares forfeiture of all the lands lying contermi- 
nous with the portions of roads not completed in conformity with the 
law. It provides, as an exception, that the track of the roads shall 
not be forfeited, nor the lands necessary for depots and things like 
that. 

It providesthat the sales made of lands conterminous with the com- 
pleted road shall not be interfered with and that the persons in bona 
fide occupation of such land shall ha ve it under the operation of the 
homestead law. That is, in substance, the effect of the amendment. 
It presents a naked question of forfeiture between the United States 
and the railroad corporations, disembarrassing the matter entirely of 
any complication with the rights of third persons, because the rights of 
such persons are all secured. So that the naked question is presented: 
Shall we, as proposed by the bill, forfeit this mere fragment of lands 
which the railroad corporations do not want or shall we declare for 
feiture of the lands not earned in conformity with the law making the 


grant? The proposition of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDER- | 


SON ] went too far, I think, according to his construction, although I 
believe that according to its real meaning it did not go as far as he in- 
tended it. I have never believed that the forfeiture should apply to 
the entire grants, although that view has been expressed upon this 
floor and was advocated this morning by the gentleman from Alabama 
| Mr. Cops]; but the right and the duty, as it seems to me, of Congress 
to declare forfeiture of all lands not earned in conformity with the law 
is perfectly clear. 

I submit that this House, as a body of equal authority with the Sen- 
ate and deriving its power more directly from the people, should not 
yield its judgment on a question like this to the demands of the Sen- 
ate. And how can gentlemen say that the Senate will not yield the 
point?’ The subject has not been before them since the last Congress. 


How can gentlemen say that the tone of publicsentiment which comes to | 


us from the whole agricultural portion of the United States demand- 
ing this sort of a forfeiture will not have its effect upon the other branch 
of the legislative department as it has upon this? Why not, at least, 
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seek once more to secure this reasonable and just forfeiture instead of 
the partial and meager forfeiture proposed by the amendment of my 
friend from Illinois ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I must correct an error into which my friend from 
Indiana innocently and inadverteutly falls when he says that this mat- 
ter has not been considered in the Senate since the last Congress. He 


| forgets that the bill we are now considering is a Senate bill—— 


Mr. HOLMAN. I mean it has not been considered by the joint 
action of the two Houses—by conferees. 

Mr. PAYSON, But thesubject has been before the Senate, the mat- 
ter has been discussed there, and the Senate, by a practically unani- 
mous vote at this session, has reasserted its adherence to its jormer 
views. This bill which I hold in my hand passed the Senate, if 1 rec- 
ollect aright, with only two votes against it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It passed nem. con. 

Mr. PAYSON. After full debate there were ouly two votes against 
it—one, that of Senator CALL, of Florida, and the other I do not re- 
member. 

But, waiving that matter, the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
nan from Indiana presents the same complications that we have been 
laboring uncerduringall these years. It proposes toload this bill down 
with something that we know we can not get. We have reached alate 
stage of the present session, and nobody can tell when the question will 
come up again for consideration at the other end of the Capitol. By 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, if it be adopted, we 
endeavor to getsomething which we know we can not get; and the ques- 
tion as between the two Houses is still further embarrassed. 

The gentleman from Indiana by his provision proposes that every 
purchaser of a piece of land lying beside linesof road which have been 
constructed must go to the local land office and reprove his right to 
the land. Has the gentleman thought of the amount of labor and un- 
certainty to which such a proposition must give rise? Ido not know 
whether his proposition contains any limitation as to the time within 
which this must be done—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no limitation. 

Mr. PAYSON. That proposition involves new difficulties and per- 
plexities, and I submit to the judgment of the Committee of the Whole 
that it certainly ought not to be adopted as an amendment to this bill. 
If the gentleman from Indiana desires to try that experiment I insist 
that it be done in a separate bill. If, in the judgment of the House, 
such a measure ought to be adopted let it go as a distinct measure to 
the other end of the Capitol and let the responsibility for its defeat, if 
there is any responsibility connected with it, rest there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My triend misapprehends the effect of my propo- 
sition. It imposes no unusual duties upon the officers engaged in the 
administration of our public-land laws. The provision is simply that 
all persons in possession shall have their lands and have them under 
the provisions of the homestead law; and then, going further perhaps 
than my friend has noticed, it provides that bona fide settlers on these 
lands shall have the benefit of the time they have resided there. No 
proposition could be fairer; and the question is left as a naked question 
between the Federal Government and the railroad corporations. 

My friend forgets that the question involved here is not only one ot 
principle, but that the interest of the people directly in the lands which 
are proposed to be forfeited is an enormous one. The difference be- 
tween 5,000,000 acres or thereabouts, and in round numbers 54,000, - 
000 acres—a difference of something like 49,000,000 acres, twice as 
large an area as the great State of Ohio—is enough to justify, it seems 
to me, some effort on the part of the House of Representatives to secure 
the rights of the people in so vast a domain. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, during the progress of this debate I 
have allowed the statement of the gentleman from Indiana as to the 
acreages involved in these different bills to go unchallenged. I have 
done so only because the question of figures was, in my judgment, 
utterly immaterial. But Ido not wish by my silence to be understood 
as assenting to the statement he has made. His statement that the 
amendment he offers covers 56,000,000 acres is incorrect 

Mr. HOLMAN. Fifty-four million acres. 

Mr. PAYSON. Because that embraces the entire area of the grants; 
andof every grant that his amendment affects, except that of the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad, substantially all the land has been sold and has 
gone into the hands of other parties as purchasers in greater or less 
measure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman know how I obtained my fig- 
ures? 

Mr, PAYSON. No, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN, From the minority report of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson], made in the last Congress. 

Mr. PAYSON, Oh, no. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have taken the gentleman’s figures exactly. 

Mr. PAYSON. I understand what the gentleman is coming to, and 
I will state that the table inserted by me in my minority report in the 





last Congress, I took from the gentleman’s own report, the report of 


the majority of the committee; and, as I have said, I have allowed those 
figures to go unchallenged 

Mr. HOLMAN. We both obtained our figures from the Land Office, 
as the gentleman will remember. 
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Mr. PAYSON. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then why did you put the table in your report” 

Mr. PAYSON. Because I found it in your report. [Laughter.} I 
put it in my report because you put itin yours. But I did not think it 
essential to go into such details as that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me say that I got it from the Land Office. 

Mr. PAYSON. But there is not on file in the Land Office the record 
of the sale of a single acre of a land-grant road. All this, therefore, is 
entirely immaterial to the pending proposition. The question I am 
contending for is one of principle, whether it be one acre or a hundred 
millions of acres; if it is right it is right, and if it is wrong Congress 
should not enact it. Ititisa right principle, it is right as to a hundred 
and sixty acres, and if it is a wrong principle, it is wrong as toa single 
rod of land. I admit, of course, that there is a difference between 
grand and petty larceny, but I do not think that the question enters 
here in the way that the gentleman seems to present it. The question 
is whether we shall take what we know we can get or whether we 
shall reach out for that which we know we can not secure and hence 
lose what we can get. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
hausted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the last word. 

As to the number of acres, Mr. Chairman, that will be forfeited by 
my proposition, the General Land Office reported to the committee, 
during the Jast Congress, that the amount of torfeiture affected by this 
proposition now pending in the Senate bill would be something over 
5,000, 0:0 acres. 

Mr. PAYSON. , They gave it to me as 7,000,000 acres. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As it came to the Committee on the Public Lands 
in the last Congress, it was something over five and a half millions 
of acres. 

Mr. HERMANN. You are deducting the forfeiture made in the 
last session—the Michigan forfeiture? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was notdeductingthat. ButI willsay now that 
we made in the closing hours of the last session a forfeiture with re- 
gard to a grant to the State of Michigan; so that this provision will 
affect something less than 5,000,000 acres. 

The Land Office reported in reference to the other forfeiture, to which 
I referred a few moments ago, something over 54,000,000 acres. That 
of course would be slightly reduced by the same operation which effects 
a reduction as proposed by the present bill; but it is in the neighbor- 
hood of 54,000,000 acres if that other proposition should prevail. 
There is, therefore, a difference of 48,000,000 acres between the two 
propositions, and from that are to be taken lands sold by the railroad 
corporations conterminous with the constructed portions of their lines, 
because none of us are seeking to interfere with such lands. 

As to the amountof lands sold I can not state accurately, but it will 
be a small portion only of the 48,000,000 acres which will be restored 
to the public domain by the terms of the legislation I have suggested. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield for a ques- 
tion before the vote is taken upon this proposition ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I am desirous of proceeding as rapidly as we can, 
but of course [ will yield with pleasure. 

Mr. SHIVELY. First, then, the lands lying conterminous with that 
part of the roads constructed within the time indicated in the granting 
act—— 

Mr. PAYSON. That is not touched by the bill. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Certainly; so Iunderstand. Second, there are the 
landslying conterminons with the parts of theroad constructed between 
the expiration of the term fixed in the granting act and the present 
time. Third, there are the lands through which the roads have not 
been constructed at all. 

Now, the question is this: Will your bill in your judgment directly 
orindirectly affect the status of lands lying conterminous with the roads 
constructed out of time? Willit operate directly or indirectly, legally 
or morally, as a legislative confirmation of this portion of the grants in 
any way to the railway companies? 

Mr. PAYSON. Not at all. 

Mr. SHIVELY. You claim that such will not be deemed its effect? 

Mr. PAYSON. Not at all. 

The first section of the bill refers only to the lands granted. 
read it for the gentleman ? 

Mr. SHIVELY. Itisnot necessary; I understand the provision, and 
in my judgment it is an idle and useless provision, with no binding 
legal effect whatever. This bill in my judgment concludes the whole 
controversy against the people. 

Mr. PAYSON. 
any State or to any corporation in aid of the construction of a railroad 
*‘ opposite to and conterminous with the portion of any such railroad not 
now completed ’’ are hereby forfeited. That is all the bill proposes to 
reach, and the last section, section 7, provides: 


Oh, no. 


The debate on the pending amendment is ex- 


Shall I 


Sec. 7. That nothing in this act shall be construed to waive or release {n any 
Way any right of the United States to have any other Jands granted by them, as 
recited in tie first section, forfeited for any failure, past or future, to comply 
with the conditions of the grant. ¢ 


Now, to make myself thoroughly understood, I do not think, as a 


It simply provides that lands heretofore granted to | 
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lawyer, that section 7 adds anything to the force of the reservation. 
In other words, I think the General Government would have the same 
rights, if the bill became a law, to carry on and declare these torfeitures 
as though section 7 had not been enacted. It does not, in my judg 
ment, therefore, strengthen the bill. But out of abundant caut 


a 





ion 
’ 


because it was asserted in the last Congress that possibly some such 
saving clause should be enacted, we agreed to do so, although the con 
mittee did not think it added to the act any additional torce; and 
the only lands affected by the committee’s bill are the lands lying 
the unconstructed portions of roads 

Mr. HOLMAN. But does not my friend from Illinois 


matter of fact and as a lawyer—has he not reason to kno 
President will at once accept all the completed portions of all tl 
and that the Secretary of the Interior and the Co: 
General Land Office, under him, will at once 
grants and issue patents? 

Mr. PAYSON. Why, I have no doubt that that business in the In- 
terior Department will go on as it has been going on. 
doing that for years. 


nmissioner ot ti 


pro eed to settle the 


rhey have been 
Let me call the attention of the gentleman from 
Indiana to the fact. The gentleman from Indiana asked me if I do 
not know. I know the practice has been, as the gentleman from In 

diana knows, that where roads have been constructed, some of them 
out of time, and applications have been made for patents, as under the 
last Administration and the Administration prior to that, the grants 
have been adjusted and patents issued. In the absence of forfeiture I 
have no doubt that the Department will go on, in the absence of Con- 
gressional action, and adjust grants under existing law. I have no 
doubt about that, as I think they onght to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not my friend aware that the President has been 
hesitating as to the extent that he should confirm these grants, until 
he knew what the action of Congress would be? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, I know that. 
tory. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
acted upon ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that we 
are squandering a great deal of time in the consideration of this bill. 
The discussion has gone on here day after day and week after week. 
Iam utterly unable to understand why it should consumeso much 
time, or why there should be any delay in regard to adopting this meas- 
ure, or why there should be any objection to the passage of this bill. 
The passage of this bill wiil do two things. It will accomplish two 
great purposes. One is, it will forfeit five or six millions of acres of 
land that we all agree should be forteited. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That the railroads do not want. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I have never seen any land yet inany 
large quantity that the railroads did not want or that somebody did not 
want. It will accomplish the forfeiture of this much land, and you all 
say that this is right. Now, I will tell you another thing it will a 
complish. It will put at rest thousands and tens of thousands of titles 
It will quiet the titles all along the lines of these railroads. There 
are millions of acres of land to-day that are paying no taxes simply be- 
cause of the uncertainty as to what Congress will do in regard to these 
lands granted to railroads. Communities and counties are being im- 
poverished by the exemption from taxes of railroad lands and the over- 
taxation of lands which are not railroad lands. These burdens of taxa- 
tion should be lifted.and equalized, and all the lands should be placed 
upon the tax duplicate. The people are more deeply interested in this 
question than they are in the question as to whether the railroads or 
the Government shall be the source of title to the settler. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, Ihave only five minutes, and as I do not 
consume much of the time of this House I do not care to beinterrupted 
just now. I would like to answer the gentleman’s question, but | 
want to urge upon the House the importance of passing this bill as it 
is without further delay. This bill is framed on a principle that is 
undisputed by anybody. It is framed on the principle that the lands 
which are now unearned ought to be forfeited. We all admit that 
this ought to be done. There are gentlemen here who want a bill 
based upon another principle; that is, they want to forfeit all the lands 
along the railroads which were not completed at a certain date, und I 
am unable to understand how, under the laws of this country as we 
now understand them, this can be done. I do not see upon what prin- 
ciple they can expect to pass a measure of this kind through Cong 


That is a matter of current his- 


And that he will act at once as soon as this bill is 


I 
re 


Certainly not upon the principle advocated by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. Suppose I employ a man to build a house 
and he agrees to build it in six months, bat fails to complete it in that 
time. He does complete it, however, in two year If I sit by and see 
him build that house can I refuse to pay him for ding the house 
because, forsooth, he did not build it withinsix months? Thisisa great 
| constitutional question, involving principles of law too well settled, it 
seems to me, to admit of any doubt, and I can not understand why it 
is that men are here trying toapply a principle to a railroad that is n 
applied in any of the courts of the country to railroads or to individ- 


uals 


I would be clad to see this land forfeited. I have no interest ly 
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railroads; I pay my fare when I travel upon them, but I can not under- | ment conflict with that provision of this bill that says by legislative 
stand how Congress can forfeit land where the railroads are built and | act that the land not earned in time is forfeited ? 


where trains are now running. The only pretense is that thisisto be | Mr. OATES. Howcanit? That section of the bill is not at all in 
done on a mere technicality, simply because the road was not built | conflict with this. 

within the time named in the original land grant. Very few public| Mr. COBB. Well, if it is not I have no objection. 

or private buildings are built within the time named, and it is notsur-| Mr.OATES. I donot think itis necessary to add anything further. 
prising that this should be true of a railroad, This land can not be | I do not see how any gentleman can object to the justice of this claim. 
orteited. It never has been and never will be. Men may talk that | I am in favor of the forfeiture of the land. I want it forfeited for the 
way for political effect, but it is a principle that has no foundation in | benefit of the people there, so that they may take it for homesteads. 
the Constitution or laws of the country. | The only object of this proposition is that the Secretary of the Interior 

It is not the remedy; it is not in accordance with the Constitution | shall settle with the railroad company for the amount it has earned. 

which protects the right of property in the individual and in the owner, Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 


whether that owner be an individual or a corporation. We onght, I gentleman from Alabama to an amendment which I think ought to be 
think, to waste no more time upon this bill. We ought to pass this bill | added tohisamendment. I favor hisamendment, but I think it should 
as it is, and not load it down with weights which will prevent its pas- | have this proviso: 

sage, as we have done heretofore. If they care to they can pass an- 
other bill. We ought to accomplish something. It is a question now 
whether we will accomplish something or whether we will accomplish 


But not to include any lands in possession of any one duly qualified and claim- 
ing or desiring to claim under either the homestead or pre-emption laws. 


nothing. ‘There should be but one opinion as to the course to be pur- Mr. OATES. I have no objection to that. : 7 
Se ~ : Mr. PAYSON. It has been the policy of the Committee on Public 
Mr. PAYSON. I hope we may havea vote, | Lands to add such a provision as that. 
; Mr. OATES. I accept that. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr, HOLMAN], to strike out and insert in 
place of the first section. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 57. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I ask for tellers on this amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. PAYSON were ap- 


TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Alabama accepts the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The amendment a3 amended was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no further amendments to this sec- 
tion the Clerk will read the next section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Sec. 2. That all persons who, at the date of the passace of this act, are actual 
settlers in good faith on any of the lands hereby forfeited and are otherwise 


pointed qualified, on making due claim on said lands under the homestead law within 
— ° : ae : six months after the passage of this act, shall be entitled to a preference right 
Che committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 60, | to enter the same under the provisions of the homestead law and this act, and 
noes 79. shall be regarded as such actual settlers from the date of ectual settlement or 


occupation; and any person who has not heretofore had the benefit of the 
homestead or pre-emption law, or who has failed from any cause to perfect the 
title to a tract of land heretofore entered by him under either of said laws, may 
make a second homestead entry under the provisionsof thisact. The Secretary 
of the Interior will make such rules as will secure to such actual settlers these 
rights. 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
PAYSON ] to consent that this proposition shall be voted on in the 
House. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not see any reason for that, Mr. Chairman. I 
think it ought to take the regularcourse. The voteseems to bea fairly 
decisive one, and I think we ought to go on in the regular way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman objects, I have no remedy. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I offer my amendment now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATEs] 
offers the following amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Mr. DUNNELL. I move to insert the words “‘tree culture ’’ after 
the word ‘‘homestead,’’ in line 10, page 9. We have a tree-culture 
act which is enforced in this country as much as the homestead act or 
the pre-emption act. The men who have entered upon these lands 
and made improvements running over two, three, four, and five years 
in good faith are entitled to protection as much as those who have en- 
tered these lands under either the homestead or pre-emption laws; and I 


Add to section 1 the following: suggest to the gentleman that it is but fair to insert the word ‘‘ tree 


“And provided further, That the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, of Ala- | eqiture’’ after the word ‘‘ homestead,’’ at line 10. 
bama, shall be entitled to the quantity of land earned by the construction of its 


i 

road from Girard to Troy, a distance of 84 miles. And the Secretary of the In- Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, if my friend will permit me, under 
terior, in making settlement and assigning to thesaid company the landsearned | the law now a man taking a tree-culture entry does not preclude him- 
of by sal loon cmt ‘cluding e a aor a self from taking a homestead. Men who have taken under the tree-cult- 
the te hal expoas ons ned by eald company as aforesaid, and the titles of the pur- ure act are not deprived of the homestead privilege. 

chasers to all such lands are hereby confirmed, so far as the United States are Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from Arkansas is correct in his 
concerned.” statement as to the law. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I know; but, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that 
those who entered upon these lands under the homestead law by this 
section are specially protected. I can not understand why those who 
entered upon these lands under the pre-emption act, for instance, 
should not be protected. There is no protection at all to the person 
who has entered under the tree-culture act. The section seems to have 
been prepared with special reference to the protection of those who 
entered under the homestead law, leaving out those who entered 
under the other existing laws, namely, the pre-emption and the tree- 
culture act. 

That amendment, I respectfully submit to the chairman of the com- 
mittee, can not possibly do any harm, and it seems to me but right 
that those who made entries under the timber-culture act should have 
as much protection as those that entered under the pre-emption or the 

homestead act. As it stands they are left entirely out in the cold. 

Mr. PAYSON. Under existing law any citizen making a timber- 
culture entry may abandon that and take a homestead entry instead. 
The advantage which the law gives the man who makes a timber-cult- 
ure entry is that he is not obliged to live on the land, and the class of 
men that the gentleman from Minnesota refers to would have no greater 
rights under the bill with the amendment in it than without, because 
they can do the same thing under existing law. 

In reply to the gentleman’s suggestion that the amendment will do 
no harm, I might say that the insertion of the Ten Commandments 
would do no harm, but, on the contrary, would furnish very profita- 
ble reading for gentlemen having occasion to peruse the statutes; nev- 
ertheless, we would hardly think of putting them in this bill, and I 
do not think it is proper to ingraft upon a bill of this character what 
is already existing law. That is the only objection I have to the 

| gentleman’s amendment, but for that reason I de not think it ought to 
be insisted upon. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I will state for the information of the 
House the purpose of thisamendment. The total amount of this grant 
to that railroad company aggregated something over 900,000 acres. 
A little over one-third of the railroad was constructed or completed— 
84 miles, Therefore, the road earned something over 300,000 acres, 
The company has sold and conveyed to different parties about 235,000 
or 240,000 acres. They have suffered a few thousand acres also to be 
sold by the State for taxes, and the lands sold for taxes were generally 
bought in small bodies of 160 acres, or sometimes half a section, and 
have been settled by farmers and are being improved and cultivated. 

The object of this amendment is simply this: It requires the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, when settling with this company and allotting to 
them the 300,000 acres earned by constructing a part of the road, to 
include that amount of land that they have sold to other parties. I 
do not want those parties who have purchased lands from the com- 
pany to be deprived of their lands, and let the company have other 
lands. You are going to give the company the quantity of land they 
have earned, to-wit, in round numbers 300,000 acres. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Would it interrupt the gentleman 
to ask when the railroad was constructed ? 

Mr. OATES. The greater part of it was constructed before the 
war, long vears ago, and some portions of it since. Now, the 300,000 
acres earned by the company is theirs to-day. It does not make any 
difference whether they have sold it at 10 cents or $10 an acre. All 
this amendment requires is that the Secretary of the Interior shall 
make the railroad company make good to those to whom they sold the 
Jands sold to those parties, and not allow the company to take lands at 
another place. 

Mr. COBB. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a question? 


Did that company earn this land by the construction of this road in 
time ? 


Mr. OATES. Part of it. Mr. ADAMS. I desire to ask my colleague a question. Supposing 
Mr. COBB. Well, now, as to the other part, would not your amend- | this bill goes into effect at a certain time and supposing that the tim- 
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ber-culture entryman has changed the nature of his entry so as to | 
make a pre-emption entry 

Mr. PAYSON. Then this will protect him. 

Mr. ADAMS. But supposing he fails to do that up to the momen 
when this bill becomes a law, can he do it afterwards ? 

Mr. PAYSON. He can, beyond question. 

The amendment of Mr. DUNNELL was rejected. 

The Clerk read as tollows: 





Sec. 3. That inall cases where persons are in possession of any of the Jandsaf 
fected by any such grant and hereby resumed by and restored to the United 
States under dee i, written contract with, or license from, the State or corpora- | 
tion to which such grant was made, or its assignees, executed prior to January 
1. 1848. they shall be entitled to purchase the same from the United States, 
quantities not exceeding 32u acres to any one such person, at the rate of $1 
er acre, at any time within two years from the passage of this act, 
ng said payment to receive patents therefor: Provided, Thatin all cases where 
parties, persons, or corporations, with the permission of such State or corpora- 
tion,or its assiguees,are in possession of and have made improvements upon any 
of the lands hereby resumed and restored,and are not entitled to enter the | 
game under the provisions of this act, such parties, persons, or corporations 
shal! have six months in which to remove any growing crop, and within which 
time they shall also be entitled to remove all buildings and other movable im- 
provements from said !ands: Provided further, That the provisions of this sec- 


and on mak- 


tion shal! not apply to any lands situate in the State of lowa, on which any | 


person in good faith has made or asserted the right to make a pre-emption or 
homestead settlement: And provided further, That nothing in this act contained | 
shall be construed as limiting the rights granted to purchasers or settlers by 
“An act to provide for the adjustment of land-grants made by Congress to aid 
in the construction of railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for 
other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1887, oras repealing, altering, or amending 
said act, nor asin any manner affecting any cause of action existing in favor of 
any purchaser against his grantor for breach of any covenants of title. 


Mr. McRAZ. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. This amendment has been submitted to the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Lands and to several members of the committee, 
and accepted by them, and I hopeit will be adopted without objection. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Insert between the words ‘therefor’ and “* provided,”’ in line 12, the words 
‘*and where any such person in possession of any such lands under deed, writ- 
ten contract, or license, as aforesaid, or his assignor, has made partial or full 
payment to such railroad company prior to the lst day of January, 1890, on ac- 
count of the purchase price of said land from it, on proof of the amount of such 
»ayment he shall be entitled to have the same, to the extent and amount of 
$1.25 per acre, if so much has been paid, and not more, credited to him on ac- 
count of and as a part of the p rchase price herein provided to be paid to the 
United States for such lands. Or such persons may elect to abandon their 
chases and make claim on such lands under the homestead law as provided un- 
der the preceding section of this act.” 


pur- 





The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I do this in order that I may ask the chairman of the committee why 
the proviso which begins on line 21, page 10, finds a place in this bill. 
In other words, why should not the provisions of this section apply to 
land situated in the State of lowa? Why is it that the State of lowa 
is especially exempted from the provisions of this section ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I answer the gentleman from Min- 
nesota by saying very candidly that I do not know. 

Mr. LACEY. I think I can answer. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, Mr. Chairman, as I have reported the bill, I 


ought to undertake to make an explanation. [Laughter.] This bill 
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section granted forthe constr ion ott vad, that also is « | 
Che two Senators asked to have this p on reta 1, and I \\ ) 
ison why it should not be reta 1 t ‘ 
Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman 
ing, in behalf of a colleague now absent, a nt Ww h was 
voted down, touching a certain grant w tate 
of Minnesota. The same con ersy ¢ 
ings and Dakota Railroad that exists « 
Mars. But 1 withdraw the amendment 
Mr. HERMANN I have two amend I de 
and then I shall bethrough. lask the Clerk 
rhe Clerk read as follows 
Amend ser ‘ p 
t low Zz yy { States i 
t ention t 1e 8 4 ¥ \ 
t Un i States 
Mr. HERMANN. 7 \ i ippli pa 
referring to persons In possess | desire to insert this cla 
| matter of safety, so that these lands may not go into the possession of 
ens 
Che amendment was agreed to 
Mr. HERMANN. I! ( urt end t 
Che Clerk read as follow 
rile eig eight € | t ‘ 
uy have set ls il is w it ‘ t s > 
ase fre t Sta r i ¥ ea i ‘ 
ditions or requir nts of the gra acts of ¢ 3 
Mr. HERMANN. This amendment is designed simply for the pr 
tection of a certain class of persons Wi ho m 1y have settle 1 upon 
with the intent to purchase them from the railroad company when the 
company should have acyuired title, but who have failed to en 
any agreement—who are not there, inthe words of the substitut 
contract, agreement, or license.’’ 
Mr. PAYSON. I see no objection to that. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk resumed aud concluded the reading of the a 1dm re 
ported by the committee. 
Mr. PAYSON I move the idoption of the amendment ot the n 
mittee as amended, 
Mr. MCRAE The adopt n of this will not preclude the offeri ro 
amendments as new sections ? 
The CHAIRMAN. The tleman be recognized for that 
pose. 
Mr. MCRAE. Would it not be more proper to have these new s 
tions offered now before the adoption of the substitute ? 


Mr. PAYSON. The object o 


my motion is that this 


| recommended by the committee to the Senate bill be now adopted so 
faras we have proceeded. That will not precludethe amendmeut which 
| the gentleman from Arkansas desires to ofter. 
Mr. MCRAE. With that understanding, I make no objection 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has at the desk the amendment ol 


came over from the Senate with this provision in it. I went tosee the two | 


Senators from lowa with reference to the provision, and they said to me 


that as to lands pertaining to a small piece of road between Le Mars | 


and Sioux City, about 16 miles in length, about which there was con- 
troversy in the Department and in the courts, and also in relation to 
a portion of the old Des Moines River grants, the provisions of this 
bill ought not to apply, and, without going into detail with them and 
simply because it was a local matter, because the two Senators, and 
also some of the Representatives from Iowa, wanted it so, I said to 
the Committee on Public Lands that I thought it ought to remain in 
the bill, and it is there. 

Mr. LACEY. I may add for the information of the gentleman from 
Minnesota that this provision is satisfactory to the settlers and to the 
parties who are interested in the controversy in Iowa. They feared 
that something might be put into this bill that would prejudice their 
rights, but this is satisfactory to them and to the parties representing 
them. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I suppose that in many of the States there might 
arise a similar condition of things. In all the States that are affected 
by this bill certain private rights are to be put in jeopardy. I 
sorry that this bill keeps alive, perpetuates, and carries into the un- 
known future the contest about the Des Moines River land grant. It 
has been settled three or four times by the Supreme Court, it has been 
settled by Congress a good many times; but it seems that this provis- 
ion has been gotten in by our friends from Iowa to keep it alive. I 
ought not to object, perhaps, but certainly to my mind it mars the bill 
very much, because it tends to perpetuate these difficulties and also 
because it seems to be a little piece of favoritism that ought not to be 
found in such a bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. The answer to that is that in the whole history of 
our legislation there has never been another such a case as that of the Des 
Moines River lands; and as to the piece of road between Le Mars and 
Sioux City, where there is a contention as to a portion of a 20-mile 


am | 


the gentleman from Missouri { Mr 

Mr. McRAE, That is what I desire to offe 

The CHAIRMAN. That will not be precluded by the adoption of 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is not my purpose at all. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of the com 
mittee as amended, it was agreed to 


Mr. McRAE, 


STON! 


I now move to amend by adding the new se: 











ng t t ns 
which I send to the desk, being those submitted by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. STONE] on the 7th instant, and printed on page 7531 of 
the RECORD. 
The Clerk read as follows 
Amend by adding the following sections to the bill 
Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the Attorney-General of tl { j 
States is hereby authorized and directed, as speedily as poss after t 
} sage of this act to institute suit or suits, at law or in equit i ther e of the 
United States, in the circuit court of the United States ‘ g 4 tion 
| against any person, corporation, or association of persons claiming to ow 
der or through the grant of Congress any lands heretofors inted by ¢ 
to any State or to any corporati to aid in the construct s railr 
railroad and telegrapb line, where ¥y such lands so claimed 6 opposite 
| conterminous with anv constructed part of any such railro w ‘ 
structed and npleted within the time specified in the gra: 
the construction and completion of the whole railroad, to 
any such granted nds so cla “di by any such person, cor 
tion of persons are subject and 1 under the la to 
claimed by the United States on a intof non ; 
any such railroad in a rdance the requ 5 ‘ 
acts, and to obtain and recover ‘ 
States all of such lands asare opp i 1 I 
part or parts of either of said ra ads the 
period fixed in the granting act 
otherwise in accordar 4 
aside any patents w 4 
Phat no judgment of forfe ‘ . 
railroad, orto r SSA! 
shops, and turn-ta 
the limits of any 
SE . Thatin : gt 
preceding sect t ( sha t 6 
within the pr f rats and ea 
suitin that cir i ¢ t f ‘ “tates wit it 


| 


the lands affected the rany rt thereof, may lie: P ’ 





NEN ape ot nese 


7 
? 
Z 
' 





i 


7384 


the lands affected by any suit may lie within the jurisdiction of more than one 
circuit court suit may be brought in either of such courts for the forfeiture of 
the whole of such lands 

Any person or corporation claiming any interest in the lands to be affected by 
said suitor suits, and whether made a party thereto or not, may intervene therein 
by sworn petition to defend his interest therein,and may, upon such petition 
for intervention, also put in issue and have adjudicated aod determined any 
other question, whether of law or fact, which may be in dispute between said 
intervenor and the United States, or between themselves, and affecting the 
right or title, predicated on the grant of the United States,to any part of the 
lands embraced in any such suit 

Appeals or writs of error may be prosecuted to the Supreme Court asin other 
cases from the judgment or decree of any circuit court rendered under the pro- 
visions of this act, and in all cases where any such judgment or decree shall be 
adverse to the United States the Attorney-General shall prosecute an appeal or 

t of error to the Supreme Court; and in all without regard to the value of 
the lands affected thereby; and any sult brought under the provisions of this 
act shall be advanced to hearing in preference to all other civil cases on the 
dockets of the circuit or supreme courts: Provided, That no judgment or decree 
of any circuit court rendered under the provisions of this act shall be considered 
final within the meaning of this act in cases where an appeal or writ of error is 
prosecuted therefrom 

“And in all cases where any final judgment shall be rendered by any circuit 
court or the Supreme Court under the provisions of this act, declaring any lands 
forfeited to the United States, such lands shall thereafter be and become a part of 
the public domain, any withdrawals heretofore made to the contrary notwith- 
standing, except as may be herein otherwise provided. 

sec, 10, That in all cases where any lands affected by any final judgment or 
decree of any circuit court or of the Supreme Court, rendered under the provis- 
ions of this act, have been, prior to January 1, 1888, sold and conveyed by deed 
or written contract by any State or corporation to which any such grant was 
made, or by any corporation owning any railroad for the benefit of which any 
such grant was made to any person, such lands, in quantities not exceeding 
320 acres to any one person, shall be exempt from the operation, force, and effect 
of any such judgment or decree, and the title to any such lands, to the extent 
herein limited to any one person, is hereby confirmed to the purchaser, his 
heirs or assigns: Provided, That if any one person shall claim to own more 
than 320 acres of any such lands under and by virtue of any such sale and 
conveyance made by any such State or corporation to him or her as an original 
purchaser, in good faith and fora valuable consideration, or who shall claim 
by mesne conveyance from such original purchaser, such person may, within 
one year from the passage of this act, make and file before the register and re- 
ceiver of the proper land office, subject to an appeal to the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, proof of the good faith, consideration, date, and extent of 
his or her purchase; and if after hearing the proof and investigating the case 
the register and receiver shall determine that the purchase was made in good 
faith and for a valuable consideration, prior to a 1, 1888, then, in that 
case, the register and receiver shall note the finding on the records of the local 
land office, and thereafter certify the aame to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. If the finding and decision of the registerand receiver be adverse 
to the purchaser he may, within six months thereafter, under such rules as the 
Secretary of the Interior may prescribe, appeal to the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office. 

“ henever any case shall be certified or appealed to the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office under the provisions of this section, he shall carefully ex- 
amine the same, and approve or disapprove the finding and decision of the 
register and receiver therein. Any person aggrieved by the action of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office may appeal to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior 

* Whenever the Commissioner of the General Land Office, or the Secretary of 
the Interior in case of appeal, shall determine that any purchase was in fact 
made in good faith and tor a valuable consideration prior to January 1, 1888, the 
purchaser, if then a citizen of the United States, or having in due form of law 
declared his or her intention of becoming such, shall be entitled to purchase 
from the United States the said lands claimed by him or her in excess of the 
320 acres hereby confirmed to him or her, at the rate of $1.25 per acre, at any 
time within two years after the decision of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office or the Secretary of the Interior has been rendered: Provided fur- 
ther, That nothing herein contained shall be construed to confirm any such pur- 
chases of land upon which there were prior bona fide pre-emption or homestead 
claims subsisting on the Ist day of January, 1888, arising orasserted under color 
of the laws of the United States: Provided further, That a mortgage or pledge 
of any of said lands shall not be considered a sale for the purposes of this sec- 
tion. 

Sec. LL. That all bona fide settlers upon any of the lands which may be de- 
clared forfeited by any final judgment of the Supreme Courtor any circuit court 
under the provisions of this act are hereby permitted and authorized to acquire 
title to not exceeding 169 acres in each case, as a homestead, under and pursu- 
ant to the laws relating thereto, and in making final proof of such homestead 
the settler shall be allowed for the time he has already resided upon and culti- 
vated the same, and if such settler is not entitled to the benefits of the home- 
stead law he or she shal! have prior right to enter the tract settled on, not ex- 
ceeding !60 acres, at $1.25 per acre. 

“Sec. 12. That no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act, or 
by any judgment of the Supreme Court ander the provisions of this act, shall 
inure tothe benefit of any State or corporation to which lands may have been 
granted by Congress; nor shall this act be constructed to enlarge the area of 
lands originally covered by any such grant. 

“Sec. 13. That the price of the even sections of the public lands not reserved 
within the limits of the several grants heretofore made is hereby fixed at $1.25 
per acre 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment just of- 
fered by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 

Mr. MCRAE. This is the amendment of which I spoke this morning 
and to which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, Stone] directed the 
greater part of his remarks the other aay. As has been stated here 
several times, this proposition comes here with the unanimous approval 
of the Public Lands Committee, being recommended as a separate bill. 
I can not see why it should not be adopted without objection. 

Mr. OATES. This is substantially a proposition to test the question 
in the courts? 

Mr. MCRAE. 
dispute. 

Mr. OATES. It would not affect this bill in respect to the forfeiture 
of lands where no road has been constructed ? 

Mr. McRAE. No, sir. 

Mr. OATES. This proposition does not propose to delay the for- 
feiture in such cases at all ? 

Mr. MCRAE. Not at all. 


To test every legal question as to which there is any 
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Mr. OATES. The object is simply to test the question whether the 
railroad companies earned lands by constructing their roads out of 
time ? 

Mr. McRAE, 

Mr. OATES. Iam in favor of that proposition. 

Mr. MCRAE. It proposes to test that question without opening the 
lands meanwhile to settlement and inviting settlers there to be ha- 
rassed and annoyed in advance of the adjudication by the courts. It 
takes up the question of land forfeitures just where the bill reported 
by the gentleman from Illinois leaves it, and provides for a final settle- 
ment of the whole matter by a referenve to the courts. 

The whole committee agreed that this was a proper thing to do, the 
only difference of opinion being as to whether this proposition should 
be disconnected from the bill now pending. We think both should 
go together; and I wish our good friends on the other side would con- 
cur in that conclusion and let us make a finality of this whole thing. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from Arkansas is hardly accurate in 
his statement that this proposition was recommended unanimously by 
the committee. It was agreed unanimously in committee that the 
gentleman from Missouri {[Mr. STONE] might report this bill, so that 
the sense of the House might be tested in reference to its adoption. 
But it was agreed in committee, by the majority vote of the commit- 
tee, that it should not be attached to this bill or reported with it. 

Mr. McREA. I said so; not that the committee had agreed to it, 
but it was agreed that it was a proper thing to do. 

Mr. HERMANN. That isnot exactly correct. I think the gentle- 
man is mistaken. It was an entirely separate matter. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from Arkansas puts it too broadly. 
It was agreed that the matter should be referred to the House asa 
separate measure. That wasall, It was reported to the House and is 
to be considered and passed upon as a separate measure. But it was 
not agreed, in any sense of the word, that it should form a part of the 
pending bill. 

The objection to its being attached to this bill is twofold. In the 
first place it loads down the bi!l unnecessarily, and the other objec- 
tion is one that it is scarcely necessary to allude to again; it has been 
repeated so frequently in this debate that it is not likely that the bill 
can become a law by reason of it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It would not be satisfactory to the railroads, 
I suppose. 

Mr. HERMANN. Nor to the people on the line of the roads who 
would be made to suffer by its operations. 

Mr. PAYSON. As to whether it would be satisfactory to the rail- 
roads or not I have no knowledge; but it would not be satisfactory to 
the people who are claiming title to their homes on these lands, and who 
would be thrown into litigation by such a provision. It isa matter 
of entire indifference to me whether it is satisfactory to the railroad 
companies or not. 

I hope it will not be adopted, because it attaches to a bill, which will 
pass both Houses of Congress, a matter which the Senate refuses to 
have anything to do with. It was referred to the conference commit- 
tee in the last Congress, but they constantly refused at that time to 
consider it. While I would have no objection to its adoption as a 
separate measure, I have serious objection to its adoption here, becanse 
it opens up litigation which, in my judgment, will be interminable. 
Here is a proposition or amendment in the shape of a bill containing 
seven or eight sections, providing for litigation in regard to lands lying 
along these railroads, or those portions of the railroads constructed out 
of the time fixed in the granting act, to be attached to the pending bill. 
These sections are lengthy, go into full details, and provide for opening 
up this litigation. 

Every acre of land in possession of the people along these lines is 
liable to litigation if that provision is adopted, and all parties holding 
under any of these grants must go into the courts and determine first 
whether the forfeiture should be declared, and next whether they have 
any proper title at all. I think legislation of this character, in so far 
as it can possibly be made operative at all, ought to be practically a bill 
of peace, one way or the other, as to land titles. Nogreater blight, in 
my judgment, can rest upon any part of a country than the blight of 
having its real estate tied up in such a condition that the titles to it 
can only be settled by the courts, and nobody able to predict when the 
settlement of the questions so raised can possibly be reached. 

I do not think it ought to be ingrafted on this bill; and if it were here 
upon its merits I would feel called upon to restate these as my princi- 
pal objections to it. But I do not care to go at length into that now, 
as the matter has been pretty fully discussed heretofore. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, a word or two in reply. My friend 
says we ought to have ‘‘a bill of peace.’’ That is exactly what I am 
trying to get. The gentleman speaks of a bill of peace, and yet the 
seventh section of his bill provides: 


Yes, sir. 


Sec,7. That nothing iu this act shall be construed to waive or release in any 
way any right of the United States to have any other lands granted by them, as 
recited in tue first section, forfeited for any failure, past or future, to comply 
with the conditions of the grant. 


There is a provision that is more liable to lead to litigation than 
anything else. It holds out the idea to the people that there is some- 
thing else to be done. It puts in doubt the title of every acre of land 
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on which people have settled, and which lands were earned out of time; 
and we come in here with an amendment which will settle the matter | 
forever, by remitting it to the courts to quiet the titles of the settlers’ | 
homes, as well as the railroad titles, if gentlemen who represent the | 


other side are correct in their belief that the Supreme Court will de- 
cide against us. 


Now, this question has never been presented to the Senate in its | 


present shape, and no one has a right to say that they will reject it 


until it is presented. If they do, it will be time enongh for the House | 


to recede, 


I can not see, if the position heretofore assumed by gentle- | 


men on the other side is correct, and as the committee has favored the 


reporting of this as a separate measure, why they should not couple the 


two provisions together, allowing them to go along side by side, and | 


thus clean up the whole business. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me it would bea great 
calatnity to render uncertain the titles to these lands until the Supreme 
Court should render a final decision in regard to them. It will take 
three, four, or five years to get a decision from the Supreme Court con- 
cerning these titles. During all of that time no good title could be ob- 
tained, and uncertainty would prevail throughout that entire section 
of the country. All of these lands would thus be held up, and nobody 
would want to get possession of them. They are now thrown back 
into the public domain in the interest of the people, as has been stated 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Would not that be the effect*of your propos 
tion ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, sir. Pass this b ( m 
the committee, with this provisioa added t ) n- 
dition can arise as the gentleman hints at in } 

Mr. SHIVELY. He takes it for granted they w get it 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You take it for granted they w 
of the land 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam speaking tne light of the expe 


the last six years. That is all. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE his question has ne been submitted to * 


Senate, upon which body the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. A 

| SON ] reflected so severely and terribly a few mom ts ago, rh 

| tion has never been considered before the House itself at any previou 
time as a proposition ipon ¥ hich you were to pa by your vote, It 
comes here for the first time,and it would go hence to the other end 


here. If the people want the lands they will want them with the title | 


given by this general forfeiture bill; but if they are told in advance 
that the title is to be determined some time in the great hereafter by 
the Supreme Court, it would be a serious detriment to the people of 
that country and the development of these lands, and therefore I hope 
the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Minnesota 
misapprehends the purport of this amendment entirely. It does not 
relate to the lands comprised in the body of this bill. 
another class and a larger quantity of land. 
which, unless such action is taken, will not longer be the subject of 
anxiety on the part of the people, not in the least. The moment this 
bill is passed without such a provision as that offered by the gentle- 
man from Arkansas the present Administration will assume that it is 
a declaration of the Congress of the United States settling forever this 
question in favor of the corporations, and it will immediately proceed 
to issue patents to the railroad companies to all of the other lands ex- 
cept those comprehended in this bill. The gentleman from Illinois, 
the chairman of the committee, admitted a little while ago that the 
President or the Secretary of the Interior were hesitating in theircourse— 
were waiting really to see what was the fate of this bill. 
be only too ready to construe its passage as a decision in favor of the 
railroads. 

That is the question that we areto meet. Thatis the reason we upon 
this side of the House here and now desire that the title to these other 
lands shall be submitted to the courts. 

The passage of this bill, I repeat, without some such provision as 
this, is a declaration coming from the Congress of the United States, 
coming at least from your side of the Congress of the United States, 
that hereafter the railroad corporations of all kinds that have got pos- 
session, or have an apparent claim to possession, of the many millions 
of acres of these lands, shall be undisturbed in their titles; and that 
is the position exactly that we are put in by the action of this Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands at this time and by the action of that side of 
the House. We have been told here to-day that this little forfeiture 
that is to take place is all that wecanget. Whohassaid that? Have 
the corporations or their instruments? Has the Supreme Court said 
it? Has it ever been submitted to them? Has the Senate of the 
United States, owned in part, as it was charged by a member of that 
side of the House, heretofore, upon such a measure by these corpora- 
tions, has it passed upon this proposition? No; it has not been passed 
upon by any tribunal of legislation or any tribunal of law. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. It is laid down in every law-book, 
though. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If it is laid down in every law-book, why do 
you hesitate to submit the question to the courts, and at the same time, 
your side of the House, holding out for us the expectation that the 
courts may hereafter have the opportunity to pass upon this question ? 
Why do you refuse to permit them to have such opportanity at this 
time? We know that there will come from the Committee on Public 
Lands no proposition of this kind daring this Congress. We know 
that, so far as gentlemen upon that sideof the House are concerned, 
this is intended to be a final settlement. 
the Republican party of this Congress were to say, ‘‘ We here and 
now confirm in these corporations all title to any lands which they 
may claim under other acts of Congress not in this bill mentioned.’ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman allow me a question right 
there. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have only a minute. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It will only take halfa minute. Do you think 
it would be better to let this go on for another two years and let them 
get the rest of this land. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, sir; I do not think so. 





They will | 


It is as if you gentlemen of 
d ~ 


| dation in fact. 
It relates to | 
It relates to the lands | 


| they are questioning the motives of 
| ask them whether their own action is not « 


the Capitol for the first time, and it would go to the 
United States for the first time. 


Will you not give us this opportunity? Will you not submit th 
rights of the people in this almost imperial domain to the courts of the 
country? Ordo you intend by your vote this day given to confirm in 
the corporations the questioned title to these broad acres, these im 
mense tracts of land equal in extent to twice farming lands of the 
great State of Ohio’? 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Twoassum verun thy ! 








all this debate that I think ar entirely without foundation. One i 
that this bill is, and is intended to be, a finality 
made without authority, and I do not hesitate to say, so f 
members on this side of the Housé are concerned, without 
It has been my privilege, as well as my duty, 
place in this House for four years past to vote, [ believe without 
ception, in favor of forfeiting every acre of these lands that were not 
earned in time; not simply not earned at all, but not earned within the 


strict conditions of the grants. his bill says in so many words in its 
final section that it shall not be taken asa final enactment upon the 
subject. And these gentlemen borrow trouble unnecessarily who say 
that there will be no farther legislation upon this subject. Whilst 


gentlemen as they are, I want to 
ilculated to leave the 
panies in supreme possession of every acre they now have. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman allow me t 
question ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I only have five minute 
other assumption is this, and it grows out of the first, that there 


some superior degree of patriotism and of devotion vo public dat 


| that side of the aisle. 


Ak 

| for themselves as they appear in the Recorp. 
Phe passage of the bill under consideration is a mat the first | 
| tance to these corporations, It will pass. The pins hay ‘ t with that end 
| in view rhe * bosses’’ must insist upon it; they can not do otherwis And 
| the rest of you poor fellows over there, with your hands tied and your lips 
| sile nt except when your parliamentary Joss unties tl one that you may clap 

applause to his utterances and attunes the other tha ima tas 

( is to the commanding tones of his majestic solos, must f 
|} wherever you are led. You are helpless 

Applause on the Democratic side 

I did not hear those words, but as [ have listened to the utte 
since from time to time on that side, I could only bemoan the 
sation of Providence that took from you a Randall, and the action of a 
Kentucky Legislature that took from you a Carlisle, because it seemed 
to me that pigmies have rushed in where the great used to tr 

| Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I have had tor some time er 

| tle to say about land forfeiture bills. The fact is, I ha i yself 
| believed as a matter of abstract law that Congress had the power to 
forfeit lands conterminous with a constructed road where the ds | 
been accepted. [Following out my convictious of pu 

so far, not voted in that direction, but I have always tho t 
Supreme Court of the United States was the props ri ial to d 
mine that much-mooted question And I have a iys sto 

| whenever any proposition was presented by the Public | 

| mittee which looked to the submission of th 1 to 
vote for it. 

I am ready to support this amendment now [am { ip 
port it on the theory that the other ear idy to to 
the Senate ‘‘a power of attorne 1 t t r In t 
history of this Republic the suy { that Ho 
somewhat near to the people: that they « e from t peop 
from the people—-ometimes we 1 that thee were 

| after they got here—that t ‘ re nearly t represent 
| the people than the bod nd of 1 Capitol 
reversed the order of th it Congre and we are rea 
| render our conviction ! duti ind turn t ‘ 

j ate of the United Stat Why, I suggest to r 


I will read a few words to be found on page 7530 of the R 
uttered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE], who 


I | VE] 
in hisseat. The words I will not characterize, leaving them to 


iS not no 
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side that they send for the New York member and get him to issue an- 
other bulletin demanding that,the Republican press of the country 
shal! instruct the Senate what their duties are upon this question. 

Mr. STEWAKT, of Vermont. Will my friend permit me to inter- 
ipt him there ? 


y 1» 


SOGERS. Oh, my very amiable friend from Vermont, who is 


I 


about to retire so gracefully with me, ought not to disturb me. Why | 


can not you adopt that amendment? 
Mr. OATES. The gentleman from New York says he did not write 
that bulletin. 
Mr. ROGERS. 
says he did not write it. 
to explain 


I think he is in error about that. He tried 
, and the explanation was asclearas mud. Ido not make 
any personal reference, Mr. Chairman, but simply use the old maxim— 


‘*as clear as mud.’’ [Laughter.] But if they could not do that, why, 
it seems to me that a party of such mighty, infinite, and exhanstless 
reso.rces with reference to all matters that they want to pass—and are 


absolutely indifferent as to the methods by which they do pass them— 
should call into requisition that boundless genius which dominates 
the louse of Kepresentatives, and they would find some plan by which 
they could either abolish the Senate or instruct them what their duties 
are in this regard. 

What is the matter with the other side? [Cries of ‘‘ Nothing; we 


are allright !’’?] What is the matter with the other side? Have they 
exhausted their resources? ‘‘All right.’? The corporations are all 


right. Yes, the corporations are all right when they are all right, and 
they are all right when the corporations are all right. Why, you have 
got all these things. You have got them both ends of the Capitol and 
the other endot the Avenue. They have got such infinite resources for 
accomplishing all they desire to accomplish. They can act in this mat- 
ter if they want to. I donot want my friend from Illinois to announce 


for the second time that he has a power of attorney written out and is | orp. In justification of that act he goes back to the last Congress and 


ready to deliver it to the Senate to let them do what they please and | 


he go back to the people and say that is all he could do for them. 

| iflere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BYNUM. I move to strike out the last word. 

I make this motion, Mr. Chairman, not for the purpose of saying 
anything about the words or about the importance of the words pro- 
posc(l to be stricken out, but more for the purpose of discussing the 
right of members to strike out almost anything. I have in my hands 
the original manuscript of the record of proceedings of Tuesday, which 
was furnished to the Printing Office, but which seems to have been 
stricken out before it reached there. I desire to read that portion ot 
the record which was stricken out of what occurred upon the floor: 

Mr. Hovx. Well, I will say to the gentleman from Llinois that I said no such 
thin 

Mr. Cannon, Then I misunderstood him. 

Mr. Hou. I said I did not recognize the gentleman’s right to criticise my 
action in regard to the old soldiers of the country; and I deny the gentleman's 
right to criticise me in connection with the old soldiers of the country. 

Mr. Cannon, I have not criticised the gentleman. I am told thatin the late 
war be was a magnificent soldier,and I know that since the late war, in season 
and out of season, he has not hesitated totell it. [Laughter.) 

Mr. Hovuxk. All I want to say is thatthe gentleman never heard me speak of 
itin his life, and nobody ever heard ofhis playing the soldier; because he took 
good eare not to doit, [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Very true; nor have I ever claimed that I did it. 

Mr. Hovx. Therefore you ought not to undertake to criticise or put in a false 
posi.ion those who did, 

Mr. Cannon. Standing here in the House of Representatives, serving with 
many persons who were not in the late war—— 

Mr. Rocrrs. In this delibesative body. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Cannon. Serving with many persons in this House who were in the late 
war, it seemed to me that perchance I had the right to discuss proposed legisla- 
tio . and policies —— 

Mr. Hovuk. You have every right that any man has; but you have no right 
to make personal reflections and assign to others views they do not entertain 
and never expressed an 

Mr. Cannon, One thing I have no right to do, and this is to make a common 
nuis nee of myself Laughter.| Now | ask for a vote. 

Mr. Hou, If you have no right to do that, you have violated it, because you 
have demonstrated now that you are a nuisance. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee will bein order, 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman make that claim in good faith? 


Referring to another question. To which Mr. Houxk responded: 


Mr, Hovx. Gentlemen and other classes sometimes laugh without knowing 
what they are iaughing about. 

Mr. Cannon. I do not know how that may be. Wise mensometimes in their 
zeal are mistaken, notwithstanding their wisdom. 

Mr. Hovk. I would not deign to intimate that the gentleman from Illinois 
bel ngs to the category I mention, of * other classes,”’ because he is a wise man 
and a statesman, and he has proven it on this occasion, as he does on all other 
ocensions; and I will add, for the information of the gentleman from Illinois, 
that I look upon bim as not only a wise man and a statesman, buta great man; 
but | want to be permitted to talk for a moment and not be interrupted. 

Mr. Cannon. I really do not know whether the gentleman's praise or his 
condemnation is most damaging. [Laughter.] 


I quote from the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Chairman, in the 
ReEcoRD of last Congress, the following language: 


Mr. Cannon. Allow mea word. For the first time in fifteen years’ service in 
this ‘louse have I risen to a correction of the Recorp, I may not have talked 
with wisdom, but I havetalked a great deal in that time; but never have I had 
occasion to rise to a correction,. But in a case of this kind I think, while it is 
not a matter of great importance in itself, when there is a debate or a colloquy 
back and forth between members, sentence by sentence, and word by word, 
gentlemen on each side should have the right to expect that this would go into 
the RecorpD exactly as it took place 


My friend says that the gentleman from New York | 
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That is my only excuse for putting this in the Reconrp at the present 
time. 

Mr. CANNON. Imove to strikeout the last word. The day before 
yesterday, during the sonsideration of an appropiation bill, a running 
debate was had in which the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hovux], 
whom I have known long and favorably, and myself were participants. 
All who know the gentleman from Tennessee know that he is positive, 
persistent, and at timesquickof temper. All whoare acquainted with 
myself understand that I aim always to treat members of this House 
upon all sides with courtesy. Given, perhaps, to quickness of speech, 
I may, at times, under supposed provocation, say things that would 
not be said in cooler moments, The debate to which I refer between 
the gentleman from Tennessee and myself was purely personal, and, 
from time immemorial, in relation to personal matters between gen- 
tlemen upon this floor, they only being interested, the practice has 
been and still is that, where the gentlemen concerned meet and agree 
to strike out those matters, in which no others are interested and by 
which no others are affected, they have the right todoit. The gen- 
tleman from Tennessee and myself did meet, after our blood had cooled 
a little, and agreed that we owed it, perhaps to the RECORD, and per- 
haps to ourselves and to the esteem that we really felt tor each other, 


| to omit the purely personal matters that had fallen from us both in 


the heat of debate. 

As I have said, the same thing has been done a thousand times in 
Congress, and, so far as I know, no man heretofore has questioned the 
right upon the one hand or the propriety upon the other. It has re- 
mained for the gentleman from Indiana { Mr. ByNuUM] to rake up mat- 
ter which did not throw light upon the subject that was under discus- 


| sion at the time, a merely personal controversy which was stricken out 


by mutual agreement of the only two men that were concerned in it, 
and to rise. in his place, read it to the House, and place it in the Rec- 


cites an instance where I rose to protest against a mutilation of the 
Recorp. I recollect the circumstance well. It was in relation to a 


| controversy between the gentleman irom Indiana [Mr. ByNuM] and 


myself, in which that gentleman did not come to me and ask me to 
agree to strike out what I had said or what he had said, but, without 
consultation, took it upon himself to strike it out. [Applause on the 
Republican side. | 

All I want to say upon this subject further is that I am gratified to 
believe that there is no Representative on either side of this House, 
Republican or Democrat, save alone the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
Bynum], who has the heart upon the one hand or the malignancy upon 
the other to seek to obtrude himself where, under the parliamentary 
usages of this body, he does not belong. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to say in response to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that he misstates the facts 
as to the controversy which occurred between the gentleman and my- 
self in the last Congress. It was a case where I did not strike out any- 
thing, but where I simply made my answer more specific and definite 
in response to 9 question propounded by him, So faras his denuncia- 
tion is concerned, he has the perfect right and privilege to make it here. 

[Cries of ‘‘Oh!’’ ‘*Oh!’’ on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CANNON. One word more, Mr. Chairman. I beg of the gal- 
lant gentleman from Indiana not to hurt me outside of the House. 
{ Laughter. | 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I shall not hurt the gentieman. 
There is no danger at allof that. Iam not one that boasts of my 
bravery on the floor and then hides behind the action of the House. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to remark that both the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and myself, I will not say in a 
momentof passion—at least there was no nialignant passion—[laughter | 
but in a moment of excited debate, gave utterance to remarks the 
other day which upon reflection we believed a proper consideration 
for the decencies and proprieties of this House required us to suppress, 
and which wethought gentlemen on both sides would be glad to see 
eliminated from the Recorp. In obedience to that better impulse, by 
common consent, certain things which appeared in the newspapers did 
not appear in the CONGRESSIONAL Recoxp. [Laughter.] It seems, 
however, that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNuM] was so anx- 
ious to feed on some sort of impropriety that he wasimpelled to go and 
dig up from some source, I do not know what, the remarks which 
were reported to have passed between the gentleman trom Illinois and 
myself, 

‘Now, if that is any consolation to the member from Indiana, I hope 
that he will sleep sounder, feel bettcr, and send it home to his con- 
stituents to show upon what meat this our Cesar feeds, [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side.] It was not palatable to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and myself, and we felt like 
ridding, not only ourselves, but the House and the reading public of 
it, but it seems to be a palatable dish to the gentleman from Indiana, 
and, so faras I am concerned, he is welcome to feed upon that and 
other like matter until he is full tothe chin. [Laughter. ] 

Mr, BYNUM. I just wanted to preserve the evidence of the good 
feeling that you gentlemen entertain for each other. 
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Mr. Chairman, naturalists tell us that the alligator 





Mr. HOUK. ig 
spreads himself out in the sunshine, throws open his jaws, sticks out 
his long tongue, waits for the flies and gnats and other vermin to set- 
tle upon it, and then sucks it all down and makes a first-class meal of 
it. If there is any member of this House who takes pride in feeding 
upon that sort of diet, why, God bless his soul, let him indulge in it 
to his heart’s content! [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BYNUM. Will the gentleman state whether himself and the 
gentleman from Illinois are the green flies? [Laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN, 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as I have been dragged 
inadvertently and unconsciously into this controversy I feel that lought 
to say a word before it is disposed of. find that in the matter which 
has been read by the gentleman from Indiaua [Mr. ByNuM] there is 
a remark attributed tome. Iam made to say, ‘‘ In this deliberative 
body.’’ Lest I might be suspected of having something to do with the 
editing of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, I wish simply to say that | 
was not consulted about striking out this matter, and thatI am not 
ashamed for it to go to the country that this is a deliberative body. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr.CANNON. <A single word. Thegentleman from Arkansas| Mr 
ROGERS] was not consulted, nor under the rules of the House was he 
required to be consulted. He had not the floor at the time he volun- 


The question is on the amendment of the gen- | 


teered that remark, and he sandwiched it in out of order in acolloquy | 
between two other gentlemen, one of whom did have the floor. It | 


was interjected out of order, and such matters are always stricken 
out without consulting the member that puts them in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE] in the form of additional 
sections. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 70, noes 86. 

Mr. McRAE. I eall for tellers. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
SON ] consent that the yeas and nays be taken on this question in the 
House ? 

Mr. PAYSON. We may as well settle it here in the ordinary way. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. McRAE and Mr. PAYSON were ap- 
pointed 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
noes 95. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr, PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I believe that this disposes of all the 
amendments of which notice was given, and if there is no other amend- 
ment to be submitted I move that the committe rise and report the 
bill as amended to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Che committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. PETERS reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union having had under consideration the bill (S. 2781) 
to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in 
the construction of railroads, and for other purposes, had directed him 
to report the same back with sundry amendments, and with the rec- 
ommendation that it be passed as amended. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move the previons question upon the pending 
amendments and upon the third reading and passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the motion to recommitcan be made 
at a later stage of the proceedings ? 

The SPEAKER. 
been read a third time. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will read the amendments reported from 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; and if any gen- 
tleman desires a separate vote on any amendment, hecanso state when 
the amendment is read. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope the amendments may be adopted in gross. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union were read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER, Thequestion is now upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MCRAE and Mr. HOLMAN addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN was recognized, and said: I move to recommit the bill 
with the instructions which I send to:the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all of the first section after the enactin 


g clause down to the last pro- 

viso. and insert the following: 
“ Thatall lands heretofore granted by Congress to any State or to ¥ corpora 
tion to aid in the construction of a railroad or a railroad and telegraph op- 


posite toand conterminous with the portion of any such railroad not « 
and completed within the time specified in the act making the 

struction and completion of the whole of such railroad are reby deelar or- 
feited tos he United States, and the United States resumes title t eto, and all 
such lands so granted lying opposite toand conterminous with the portion ofany 
such railroad not constructed and completed within the time prescribed by the 
act of Congress making such grant for the construction and coinpletion of the 
whole railroad as provided for by such act, is hereby restored to the public 
domain and declared to be a portion thereof: Provided, however, That the for- 
feiture hereby deciared shall notextend to the right of way of any such railroad 


onstructed 





That motion will be in order after the bill has | 


’ any Vv ay v t s ol 
> teite . 4 Suc i s he b aon ‘1 = 
disposed o der the provisio f iw B ‘ by . 
s lers on any such la is sh e¢ { € T “4 
i oceupied by em ands ‘ s i 
4 i ipati i u ers 
anv such lauds whose titles were a r ry 
A. D, 1888, from any such State or corpora ands 
was made lying conter n s wit a < 4 i 
shall not be impaired t s arat 

Mr. PAYSON I ask for the pr est 

TheSPEAKER. The gentlema 
question. 

Mr. McRAE. Is it not rt ve t 
structions ? 

The SPEAKER. Itisn 1 ord li de f ep 
yious question. 

Mr. McRAE. I hope the gentler from I1) is will pe t 
offer an amendment to th p sed instructi efore he move 
previous question. 

Mr. PAYSON. Task for the previo ti 

The question being taken o rdering the previous question, ther 
were—ayes 86, noes 65 

Mr. McRAE. I call for tellers 

Tellers were ordered 1 Mr. Mc! ind Mr. PAYSON were ap 
pointed. 

Mr. PAYSON It we t is wel ive the veas and nay i 
seems that we can not come to understanding 

Che yeas and nays w ered. 

The 1estion was taken the were—-yeas 111] ys 79, not 
voting 138; as follow 

YEAS 
Adams Cutcheon Lacey, I 
Anderson, Kans Dalizell, La Follette, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Pa Davidson, Laidlaw, Scrantor 
Baker, Ding ; Laws, Scull 
Banks, Dx ver, Lehibach, Simonds, 
Belknap, D ey Tlason, Smith, | 
Berg Dunne McComas Smith, W.Va 
Bliss I ns, Met rd Stephenson, 
Bout Ewart McCormick Stewart, Vt 
Brewer Far McDuftie Stivers 
Brosius, Feat ston Miles Stock bridge 
B ianan, N. J Flick Moore, N. H, Swene 
} Bullock, Forney Morey ravyior, FE. B 
Burrows, Funsto Morrill laylor, I 
Burton, Ges Morrow Tavlor. J. D. 
Caldwell, Gifford Morse, Taylor, Tenn 
Cannon, Gree a Oates, Thomas 
Carter, Hauge O’ Neill. Pa. Townsend. Colo 
Caswell, Het rson, Ill Osborne, I send, Pa 
Cheadle, Henderson, lowa Payne, Va ver 
Cheatham, Herbe Payson Van Schaicl 
Coleman, Her ann, Pickler, Waddill, 
Comstock, Hill Quackenbush, Walker, Mass 
Hitt Ray Wa N.\ 
Hopkins, Reed, Iowa Wilson, K 
Kelley, Reyburn Wilson, Wash 
Kinsey Rockwell, Wright 
Knapp Rowell, 
NAYS—79 
Abbott, Crisp, Maish Pric 
Anderson, Miss, Culberson, Tex Martin, Ind, Quinn, 
Barwig, Cummings Martin, Tex Reilly, 
Boatner, Dickerson McAdoo Robertson, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dockery, MeCarthy Savers, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Edmunds, McClammy, Shively, 
Brickner, E tt McClellan, Skinner 
Brookshire, Ellis, McCreary 
Brown, J.B Forman, MeMillin, 
Brunner, Fowler, McRae 
Buchanan, Va. Gibson, Mutcehler, 
Bunn, Goodnight, ©’ Ferrall, Turner, N.Y 
Bynum, Hayes O’ Neall, Ind Ww! er, Al 
Candler, Ga. Hemphill 0O' Neil, Mass V nitthorne, 
Caruth, Holman, Outh waite Wike 
Chipman Lane, Owe hio W nse 
Clunie Lanham, Parr Willeox 
Cobb, Lawler, Paynt W I 
( Ind I r, Va I Y oder 
{ ! I - x 
NOT TING 
A B 4 I In ¢ 

\ Mich ! rw ! I K ‘ 

Alle ~ . ( e Flood K ‘ 

\ Ca r, Mass Fle La 

Ar ( Fran ? 

At 4 V.Va Catchings Gear I ( 
I (lar - Cie me i 

Rarne Clarke. Ala G es j 
Bartine Clar Wis ( I 

Bay Cle s ( 

be Cogs } 

I< Cx j b 

B 2 ( i 

Bit am, Cr 

Blanchard Darga J y 
Bland, Dar ! 

Blount, De Il H y i 
Boothman, De I H iers N, ( a 
Bowden, D> Hie é I 
Brower, D ] Houl 

Browne, T. M. FE Ke ed 

Browne, Va. Fi 5 Kerr, lowa 
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O' Donnell Rogers, Stockdale, Wallace, Mass. e 
| Owen, Ind, Rowland, Stone, Mo Washington, — my of the vote was then announced 85 above recorded. 
eit Rusk, Struble. Watson. 1¢e SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
i Perry Sanford, Tarsney, Wheeler, Mich, gentleman from Indiana to recommit with instructions. 
} Peters Seney, Thompson, Whiting, Mr. McRAE. Debate, I believe, is now in order, under the rules? 
| Phelan Sherman, Tillman Wickham, woe y . . 
; Sse cseee, ie Wiley, Mr. DOCKERY. No; not on this motion. 
Post, Snider Turner, Ga. Williams, Ohio Mr. MCRAE. I believe we have forty minutes’ debate. 
i Spinola, Purner, Kans. ~ oe The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
‘ cf 1e8, oon . ® ° . 7 P . : 
; Randall, Springer Venable, Yardley. Mr. HOLMAN. 1 ask for the yeas and nays on the pending motion. 
; Richardson, StahInecker Wade, Mr. McRAE. 3efore that I want to understand whether or not de- 
Rife , Stewart. Ga Walker, Mo. bate is inorder. I believe after the previous question has been ordered 
i So the previous ¢ uestion was ordered. we are entitled to debate. 
mer , d . , . 2 : rr 7. 
; Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with The SPEAKER. Not in this case. 
i my colleague, Mr. ALDERSON. If he were present, I would vote “‘ay.”’ Mr. MCRAE. But there has been no debate on the motion to re- 
: The following pairs were announced until turther notice: commit with instructions. 
: Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. BLouNT. __ The SPEAKER. It is not in order under the rules on this question. 
' Mr. HarMer with Mr. Lee. The gentleman from Indiana demands the yeas and nays on the motion 
5} Mr. FLoop with Mr. FITHIAN. to recommit with instructions. 
: Mr. SNipER with Mr. Moore, of Texas. The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of West \ irginia, with Mr. ALDERSON, The question was taken; and there were—yeas 84, nays 107, not 
he Mr, BOWDEN with Mr. CLANCY. voting 137; as follows: 
E Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. NoRTON, YEAS—84. 
F Mr. HALL with Mr, STOCKDALE. an. . Gonaell, Lester, Va. Peel, 
; Mr, Grout with Mr. Fircn. nderson, Kans. Cooper, Ind. Lewis, Penington, 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. —— oa a, Ind. Prien 
Mr. Note with Mr. BARNES. a hee Avie ) nese a Martin, Tex. Quinn, 
A Writame. of Ohi ith } reckinridge, Ark, Cummings, McAdoo, Reilly, 
. {r. WILI 1A is, of Ohio, with Mr. HEARD. Breckinridge, Ky. Dickerson, McCarthy, Robertson, 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr, Hooker. Brickner, Dockery, McClammy, Rogers, 
: Mr. O'DONNELL with Mr. TILLMAN. ee eeregama McClellan, Sayers, 
ieaiaanaidasiale - , wes rown, J. B. Zlliott, McComas, Shively, 
: Mr. erases with Mr. mae jORE. Brunner, Ellis, McCreary, Skinase, 
t Mr. RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA. . , Buchanan, N. J. Forman, MeMillin, Stewart, Tex. 
: Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. WALKER, of Missouri, nee, Fe ere . McRae, Stone, Ky. 
i ISING wi Putoue ; unn, oodnight, Mutchler, Stump, 
i Mr. LANSIN( with Mr. WHITING. - Bynum, Hayes, O’Ferrall, Tracey, 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. SPRINGER. ; Candler, Ga. Hemphill, O’Neall, Ind. Turner, N.Y. 
Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. a penane, O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala. 
Mr. SANFORD with Mr. CLEMENTS. neadle, ane, Outhwaite, Whitthorne, 
. . Chipman, Lanham, . Oo ‘ i Vi 
Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. BUCKALEW. , Clunie, Lanter! — Willcox, 
Mr. THoMAS M. BrowNE with Mr. STEwARrt, of Georgia. Cobb, Lehlbach, Paynter, ° Williams, Il. 
Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. MONTGOMERY. NAYS—107. 
Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. GRIMES. Adams, Davidson, Laidlaw, Seull, 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Se ae. Dingley, Laws, Simonds, 
Mr. BoorHMAN with Mr. Cowles. er eeeeet, nae, Sane. Ee 
: . anks, Dorsey, McCord, Smith, W. Va. 
Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. Bayne, Dunnell, McCormick, Spooner, 
Mr. Kercnuam with Mr. CAMPBELL. i ee — Stephenson, 
agers 85 , : ergen, arquhar, iles, Stivers, 
M r. BANKHE AD with Mr W ADE Bliss, Finley, Moore, N. H. Stockbridge, 
Mr. De LANo with Mr. DuNPHY. Boutelle, Flick, Morey, Sweney. 
Mr. THompson with Mr. PAYNTER. nee Forney, Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
t Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW. Bullock’ Gidted ae. Tevlos’ :_ 
: Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH. Burrows, Greenhalge, Oates, Taylor. Tenn. 
: Mr. SMyYsSeER with Mr. SENEY. | wen Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Thomas, 
: Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. StonE, of Missouri. — ae Smee, rane, Soe. 
i Mr. FRANK with Mr. TARSNEY. Carter, Herbert, — Payson, Turner, Kans. 
Mr. Perers with Mr. MANSUR. —— ae, ewan, Vandever, 
AT wan Prorara veatham, ill, aines, Van Schaick, 
Mr. LA INGE with Mr. Puc K ER. ; Coleman, Hitt, Ray, Waeddill, c 
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLoweEr, for two weeks or until farther no- Cont, Hopkins, Reed, Iowa Walker, Mass. 
tice. onger, Kelley, 4 Reyburn, Wallace, N.Y. 
Mr. GrRoSVENOR with Mr. RICHARDSON, until Saturday. Gee — oe a Wilson ky 
Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania, for this week, ex- | Culbertson, Pa. © Knapp, Russell, Wilson, Wash, 
cept upon the bankruptcy bill. Dalsell a Sowpen, Weigns. 
Mr. WATSON with Mr. MORGAN, until August 1, — nan ee, 
Mr. McKiniey with Mr. MILLs, until August 1. NOT VOTING—137. 
Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, with Mr. WILSoN, of Missouri, until July 20, | Alderson, | Dente, panting, Sherman, 
oe : , ace : ae . 7 Allen, Mich, arlington, 2e, Smyser, 
Mr. H ARE with Mr. HANSBROU GH, on all political questions; also | Alien, Miss. De Haven. Lester, Ga. Snider, 
on the Conger lard bill, Butterworth option bill, and original-package | Andrew, De Lano, Lind, Spinola, 
bill to August 6. Arnold, Dibble, Lodge, Springer, 
= ao eee . — Atkinson, W.Va. Dunphy, Magner, StahInecker 
Mr. PuGsLey with Mr. HaYNEs, for two weeks, Bankhead, Enloe, Mansur, Stewart, Ga, 
Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Biaas, on all questions except the bank- | Barnes, Ewart, McKenna, Stewart, Vt. 
ruptcy bill and national-bank legislation. ee Featherston, McKinley, Stockdale, 
Mr, ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER, for ten days. Belden, » Hall om eee aes 
Mr. Brower with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, until the | Biggs, Flood, * Moffitt, Tarsney, 
29th of July. a, soomn, sontgumary, Thompson, 
, a . ee - anchard, rank, oore, Tex. Till co 
Mr. Morritr with Mr. CoV ERT, for ten days. o Bland, Funston, Morgan, Sasher. 5 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. Gipson, for this day. Blount, Gear, Mudd, Turner, Ga. 
Mr. Post with Mr. VAUX, until Monday next. ee Sarinatoen, Niedringhaus, Vaux, 
Mr. GEAR with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, for this day. Scan — omeen, Venable, 
Mr. BeckWITH with Mr. BLAND, for the rest of this day. Browne, T. M. Grosvenor, O'Donnell, Walker, Mo. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WILSON, of West Virgini Browne, Va. Grout, Owen, Ind. Wallace, Mass. 
sect of Ghia dan ‘5 ginia, for the Buckalew, Hall, Perkins, Washington, 
t : Vv. 4 ; Butterworth, Hansbrough, Perry, Watson, ' 
Mr. Hovuk with Mr. ENLog, for the rest of the day. Campbell, Hare, Peters, Wheeler, Mich. 
; Mr. Rtre with Mr. CATCHINGs, on this vote. Candler, Mass. Harmer, Phelan, Whiting, 
Mr. KENNEDY with Mr. PERRY, on this vote, Catchings —, fon — 
Mr. BARTINE with Mr. Lester, of Georgia, on this vote. Clancy, ' Heard, Pugsley, Williums, Ohio, 
} Mr. PERKINS. I am paired with the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. megs enpenen, B.C, ——, Se 
ra 7 : ! par neen . Jarke, i ooker, : yi . W. Va. 
KILGORE]. As my vote is not necessary to make a quorum, I with- | Clements, Houk, Rife. — Yardley” va 
draw it. Carers Cogswell, Kerr, lowa Rowland, Yoder. i 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired, | Covert. ——. aa, 
and the vote is not necessary to make a quorum. i an. io —- 
. , , “7 -? 
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So the motion to recommit was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs 

Mr. FUNSTON and Mr. WASHINGTON, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. RiFE and Mr. DARGAN, on this vote. er 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gen- ee aD n en 
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON]; otherwise, upon the motion Letter from the Secretary ot 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
ise 2of Rule XXIV, thi ‘ communication was 


taken from the Speaker’s table and refer 


Under cla 











I r n cy i 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] to recommit, I should | communication from the Commissioner ol Indian A and also a 
vote ‘‘ay.”’ . | copy of a report by United States Indian Agent W im MekKus 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. | Sisseton agency, South Dakota, relative to the dest condition 
The bill was then passed. | the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians—to the ¢ ttee on Indian A 


Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | fairs 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
‘The latter motioa was agreed to. | 

Mr. PAYSON. As this is a House amendment to a Senate bill, if | 
it is in order I desire to move the appointment of a committee of con- 
ference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] moves 
that the House ask for a committee of conference on the amendment 
just adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED 


nder clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the follow 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows 
A bill (S. 2249) to provide for the acquisition of certain land in the 
city of Baltimore for Government uses, and for the preparation of plans 
for a building to be erected thereon—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. | A bill (S. 3730) granting a pension to Mary E. Greening, widow of 

: oa : ; "2 ‘ | Orlando A. Greening, who served in the Indian war—to the Commit- 

A message in writing fromthe President of the United States was | , Rie R es — 
; cipal “or ; | tee on Pensions. 

communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also announced that the President had approved and signed the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 150) to print the eulogies upon Samuel Sullivan 
Cox. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTE! 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 


} 
PAVE OF ABSENCE 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 


sy unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Post, for three days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. PENINGTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. STOCKDALE, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, for two weeks, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. BANKHEAD, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 850) to annul certain 
titles to land acquired by judicial proceedings in the courts of the 
United States in Texas, and for other purposes, reported, asa substitute 
therefor, a bill (H. R. 11435) for the relief of W. T. Scott and others 
which was read twice, and, with the accompaning report (No. 2740), 

| referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. } Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported | With amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10956) to grant to the 

that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the Birmingham, Sheffield and Tennessee River Railway Company a right 

following title; when the Speaker signed the same: | of way over the public lands travers¢ d by it, accompanied by a report 
A bill (H. R. 6074) for the relief of Albert C. Andrews. | (No. 2741)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

REPORT ON SEWERAGE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. Union. 


‘ : 5 : : , | Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from ported favorably the following bills of the House; which were sever- 

the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- | any referred to the Committee of the Whole House 

companying papers, referred to the Committee on the DistrictofColam- | 4 pil} (H. R. 7227) to pay Margaret Doyle, administratrix of James 

bia, and ordered to be printed: = mek 


| Doyle, for certain captured cotton. Report No. 2742.) 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : | A bill (H. R. 5580) for the relief of John F. Kranz Report No 
The act making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the govern- | g~44 5 d ; : 
ment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, pro- 27453. ) 


vides among other things that the President shall appoint three competentsani-| Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Commerce, re 
tary engineers to examine and report upon the system of sewerage existing in | porte d with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10060) for the 
the District of Columbia, together with such suggestionsand recommendations | *,; , « brides acr the Missot River between tl itv of St 
as may to them seem necessary and desirable for the modification and exten- oe MOD OF & OMCRS ACTOSS CHC SLUISIOUT! River beLween the city of st 
sion of the same, which report was to be transmitted to Congress by the Presi- | Charles, Mo., and the county of St. Louis, Mo. 
dent at its next session. . | port (No. 2744)—to the House Calendar. 

In pursuance of the authority thus conferred, on the 17th day of August, 1889, | Mr. KINSEY. f heC ttee on Milit Ts. S otitle 
I appointed Rudolph Hering, of New York, Samuel M. Gray, of RhodeIsland, | “45 S4N0h 1, from t 16 LOM MILLS ON Military Afiairs, reported with 
and Frederick P. Stearns, of Massachusetts, to make this examination and re- | amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 2648) granting right of way to 
port. ; eee the Junction City and Fort Riley Street Railway Company into and 

The gentlemen named were believed to have such ability and experience as aha Seine emcee ‘n the Stat ‘K el 
sanitary engineers as to guaranty an intelligent and exhaustive study of the | Upon the Fort hiley m) itary reservation in the State of Kansas, an 
problems submitted to them. for other purposes—to the House Calendar. 


, accompanied by a re 


I transmit herewith their report, which has just been submitted to me, forthe | Mr. LAIDLAW. from the ¢ omm ttee on Claims, reported with 
consideration of Congress. | . ; So : 
3ENJ. HARRISON. | amendment the following bills of the House; which were severally re 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 17, 1890. | ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
+] > Orn or he ral fo aAViC hor ( > 4 t 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY ACCOUNTING OFFICERS OF THE TREASURY. | _ A Dill (H. R. 3532) for the relief of David C. Thompson. (Report 


No. 2746. ) 
A bill (H. R. 5000) for the relief of Ca 


Qnm17 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the report of the Commit- 
tee on Claims on the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, ‘‘transmit- 
ting, in compliance with a resolution of the House of Representatives of eo LAIDLAW also. from the Committee on Claii eported favor 
the 12th instant, a list of all claims allowed by the accounting officers of | al ae bill of the 2 em e (H. ] 4387 ti Sasniesenaaind ee . 8 = ; f 
the Treasury, enumerated in House Executive Documents Nos. 55 and ceca 60 t a ; co P a aed fall so ee ~ hahaa Sa 
153, Forty-eighth Congress, second session, for which appropriations | *)’  ‘* | ae een - the Pat lic p omen! : sae 
have not been made;’’ which was referred to the Committee on Appro- geen aaa Maen Gace 


i 1 i roin fepor 


I 





| them for printers’ ink furnished by 





j nied ys > rt W 1h + +} ' ittee the Who! > 
priations, and ordered to be printed. Mv, aa . HEON eae a it ; ort a o oe ba ng : a es 
Pending the above reference, | favorably the bill of ee Wes | yl ce ‘in aataae aati, thie 
Mr. CANNON asked: Mr. Speaker, are these audited claims? ae Sak idles Miiand Minieedes at the Walled Staten tm refeerden 
The SPEAKER. Audited claims, as the Chair is informed. A scagtie aiding teamed menarche Aadoemp eee 
Mr. McMILLIN. Are they such claims as go under the rule to that | “"®,¥'S!taton and inspection of the military prison and examination 
committee ? : ot om accounts and gov rnment, accompanied by 10. 2749 
The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. | €© the Hones Valence: 
Mr. CANNON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. BILLS AND JOIN LU TIO 
Pending the motion to adjourn, by unanimous consent the Com Under clause 3 « a joint re ition of t - 
on Commerce was discharged from the further consideration of the bill | lowing titles were introduced y read twice, and referred 
(H. R. 11273) to amend the law relating to shipping commissioners, | lows 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and By Mr. BRECKI GI t A bill (H, R.114 
Fisheries. ing part of certa tres Wa ngt City to 0 
The motion of Mr. CANNON was then agreed to; and accordingly (at i 


ington Parish thie ‘ +} Coneressional (¢ i r—=tg the ¢ 


5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned 


‘ mittee on tl List t (% 
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e shipping act of 1886—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 


CT: Joint resolution (H. Res. 194) providing that nothing 
lipl itic and consular appropriation bill shall be construed to 
the reports of the International American 
Conlerence—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


nterrupt the publication of 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


l'nder clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference 


was made 
A bill (H.R. 10 
li 


mittee on 


19) to increase the pension of J. N. Mabry—Com- 
ivalid Pensions discharged and referred to the Committee 
on lVensions 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule X XII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BANKS: A bill (H. R. 11438) granting a pension to Kate P. 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11439) granting a pension to Rebecca A.W. Res- 
tieanx—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ty Mr. BOATNER: A bill (A. R. 11440) for the relief of Fannie 
Solari, of East Carroll Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

by Mr, ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 11441) for the relief of J. A. Rudy— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 11442) for the relief of Susan Lindsay, 
of Dull, Dickson County, Tennessee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 11443) for the relief of James Nash— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 11444) granting a pension to John 
S. Hay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ry Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11445) for the relief of 
William B. Ennis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11446) for the relief of Samuel F. Green—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11447) for the relief of Robert B. Gregory—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

ty Mr. STUMP: A bill (H. R. 11448) forthe relief of James Mc- 
Grady—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

lity Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 11449) for the relief of the Wash- 
ington Iron Works—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

Ry Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of Solomon D. Coop and 20 others, citi- 
zens of Abner, Tex., for the passage of House bill 283—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

lity Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: Petition of 362 citizens of 
Pennsylvania, praying for passage of the pure-lard bill, H. R, 283—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

by Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of Martin C. West and 26 others, citi- 
zens of Allegan County, Michigan, for passage of House bill 8648—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of James V. Osterand 7 others, citizens of same county, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 8. G. Burmeby and 26 others, citizens of Ottawa, 
Mich., for passage of House bill 283—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, 

Also, petition of M. C. Brestand 31 others, citizens of Allegan, Mich., 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. V. Oster and 7 others, of Allegan County, Michi- 
gan, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

by Mr. BLISS: Petition of D. Martin and 20 others, citizens of Shia- 
wassee County, Michigan, for pure lard—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of Edward W. Sparrow, 8. L. Smith, 
O. F. Barnes, and 75 others, citizens of Lansing, Mich., praying for the 
enactment of laws to perpetuate the national-banking law—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BROSLUS: Petition of Merchant Tailors’ Exchange of Phil- 
adelphia on the tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of 8S. H. Boyan, secretary, and members of 
Grange No. 866, of Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania, for passage 
of House bill 8648—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, two petitions of R. A. Foster, master, and 50 members of Acme 
Grange, in same county, for passage of House bill 283—to the Commit- 
tee on Agricuiture. 

Also, petition of J. H. Boyan, secretary, and members of Grange 
No. 866, of same county, for same measure—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 
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JULY 17, 


Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 11437) to amend sections 11 and | Also, petition of J. D. Cunningham and 17 others, citizens of same 


county, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 





Also, petition of James Bullers and 23 others, citizens of Jefferson 
County, Pennsylvania, for passage of House bill 8648—to the Commit 
tee on Agriculture. 

Aiso, petition of same persons praying for passage of House bill 
283—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. B. Arble and 23 others, citizensof Indiana County 
Pennsylvania, for passage of House bill 8248—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of C. G. Shields and 26 others, citizens of same county 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture 

Also, two other petitions signed by C.G. George and others and M. 
J. Stuchill and others, of same county, for same measure—to the Com 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of C. Gomley and 20 others, citizens of Jefferson 
County, Pennsylvania, for passage of House bill 283—to the Commit 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of T. J. Atarum and 28 others, citizens of Armstrong 
County, Pennsylvania, for passage of above measure—to the Commit 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same persons for passage of House bill 564*—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, three petitions of citizens of Westmoreland County, Pennsy!- 
vania, for passage of House bill 8648—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 

Also, petition of W. A. Nichols and 33 others, citizens of sami 
county, for passage of House bill 283—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, six petitions numerously signed by citizens of Indiana County, 
Pennsylvania, for passsage of House bills 8248 and 8618—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions from citizens of Indiana County, Pennsylvania, for 
passage of House bill 285—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of citizens of same county in favor of the silver bill 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. FLICK: Petition of 27 farmers of Taylor County, Iowa, in 
favor of the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of North Liberty, Iowa, in fa 
vor of the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition in behalf of James W. Turner, of New Mid- 
dletown, Tenn., for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Thomas H. Dinsmore and 76 others, 
citizens of Emporia, Kans., asking Congress to pass some law that will 
enable the people of Kansas to free themselves from the evil and de- 
moralizing effects of the original-package saloons that are infesting that 
State—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Petitions asking for the passage of the bill in 
troduced by Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, togive the people wholesome beer— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of T. G. Salisbury and 38 others, 
citizens of Steuben County, Indiana, urging the earliest possible adop- 
tion of House bill 283, to prevent the adulteration of lard—te the Com 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. M. Bonebrake and 8 others, of Fountain County, 
Indiana, for same measure—-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of T. G. Salisbury and 37 others, citizens of Steuben 
County, Indiana, praying for the adoption of House bill 8648, to pre 
vent the adulteration and misbranding of food and drugs—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. M. Bonebrake and 8 others, citizens of Fountain 
County, Indiana, for the immediate passage of the same measure—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Two petitions of citizens of Montgomery County, 
Maryland, signed by E. J. Churchill and 21 others, and E. J. Chiswell 
and 18 others, for passage of House bills 283 and 8648—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Six petitions of citizens of Tioga County, 
Pennsylvania, for passage of House bills 283 and 8648—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, five petitions of citizens of Lycoming County, Pennsylvania, 
for passage of same measures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of S. E. Walker and 21 others, of Clinton County, 
Pennsylvania, for passage of House bi 1283—to the Committce on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Memorial cf citizens of Youngstown, Ohio, 
protesting against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to trans- 
port petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Canto 1, Ohio, for same purpose—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Petition of officers of the Indiana 
State Grange, for the enactment of the pure-lard and pure-food bills, 
H. R. 11027 and H. R. 8648—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Jacob Kyler, Jacob Ruse, and 14 others, citizens of 
Wabash County, Indiana, for the enactment of the pure-food bill, H. 
R. 8648—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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Also. petition of Jacob Kyler, John Shanacy, and 14 others, citizens 
of same county, for House bill 11027 (pure-lard bill) —to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MILES: Petition of W. C. Hart and 21 others, citizens of 
Lite ifield County, Connecticut, for passage of House bill 8648—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also. petition of W. E. Dayton and 21 others, citizens of 

to the Committee on Agricultu 

Also, petition of George W. Mason and 29 others, of same county 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Francis Sage and 16 others, citizens of same county, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. C. Hart and 21 others, citizens of same county, 
for passage of House bill 283—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. E. Dayton and 21 others, citizens of same county, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. | 

Also, petition of George W. Mason and 31 others, of same county, for | 

| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


{ same count 


for same measure 


same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of H. F. Douthan and 80 others, citi- 
zens of Willis, Kans., asking passage of an act to render void the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court known as the original-package decision 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of F. F. Berry, administrator de bonis 
non of J. B. Eastham, deceased, late of Rockingham County, Virginia, | 
praying that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims under | 
the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Communications of the Phila- | 
delphia Merchant Tailors’ Exchange, relative to paragraphs in the pend- 
ing tariff bill injurious to their trade—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, against 
granting to a corporation the use of the north pier at the entrance to 
the harbor Of Buffalo, N. Y. —to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petitionof Larkin T. Robinson,signed by Charles 
H. Butterfield, lientenant-colonel, and other officers of his company 
and regiment, for the removal of the charge of desertion from his war 
record in the late war of rebellion, to accompany House bill 11431—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of 17 citizens of Bridgewater, McCook 
County, South Dakota, asking for the immediate passage of House bill 
5978, prohibiting transportation of intoxicating liquors—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 16 citizens of same place,asking immediate passage 
of bill probibiting transportation of intoxicating liquors into prohibi- 
tion States—to the Committee un the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PRICE: Petition of Oliver Perkins, H. F. Myers, and 36 
others, citizens of Calcasieu Parish, Louisiana, asking Congress for an 
appropriation of money for a complete system of levees on the Missis- | 
sippi River from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent disastrous floods and im 
prove navigation—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of members of Ashford Grange, No. 20 
(13 citizens of Windham, Conn.), for the passage of House bill 8648— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of citizens of San Antonio, Tex., praying 
for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Texas: Petitions of James W. George and 
61 others, of Brazos County, Texas, for passage of House bills 8648 
and 283—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, two petitions of John McAdam and 26 others, citizens of 
Walker County, Texas, for same measures—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, two petitions of William Thomas and 55 others, of Madison 
County, Texas, for same measures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, four petitions of J. O. Smith and 52 others, of Jasper County, | 
Texas, for passage of same measures—to the Committee on Agriculture. | 

Also, two petitions of W. S. Grow and 24 others, of Montgomery | 
County, Texas, for passage of same measures—to the Committee on | 
Agriculture. 

Also, two petitions of J. M. Van Pelt and 28 others, of Jasper County, 
Texas, for same measures-—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, two petitions from R. M. Campbell and 29 others, of Newton 
County, Texas, for same measures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, two petitions of J. A. Page and 26 others, citizens of Waldo 
County, Texas, for passage of same measure—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture., 

Also, petition of M. P. Nelson and 18 others, citizens of Johnson 
County, Texas, for passage of same measure—to the Committee on Ag 
riculture. 

sy Mr. STUMP: Petition of Grange No. 173, Baltimore, Md., 
passage of House bill 8645—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same grange, for passage of House bill 283—to th¢ 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Resolutions of citizens of Rockwell, Iowa, ca 
ing upon Congress to enact a law permitting States to exercise police 
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SENATE, 
I RIDAY, July 18, 1890. 
The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J.G. BurTLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 
SEWERAGE SYSTEM IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMB 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the t 


message from the President of the United States: which was read, re 





ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed: 
To the Senate and Hous f Represent es 

The act making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the gove ment 
of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 3), 1890 p 
among other things that the President shall appoint three competent sanitary 
engineers to examine and reportupon the system of sewerage existing 
District of Columbia, together with su suggestions and recommendations as 
may to them seem necessary and desira for the modification and extension 
of the same, which report was to be trans tted to Congress by the President at 
its next session, 

In pursuance of the aut ty thus conferred, on the 17th day « Aug so 
l appointed Rudolph Hering, of New York, Samus MI. Gra I j and, 
and Frederic P. Ste s, of Mas S 5, t a this ‘ ly 

The gentlemen named were believed to have su nn tv and ex é 1 
sanitary engineers as to guaranty an e Fg nd exha t stu it 
problem submitted to the 

I transmit herewith their report, whic is just been s tted to me, for t 
consideration of Congress, ' 

i NJ ItAl SON 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, J 
NOTI The report of th board a 1} sadupl ate « { Ss! sage t 


House of Representatives 


MORIALS, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Emily P 
Morallee,of Leesburgh, Va., praying to be granted remuneration for serv- 
ices rendered by her as a hospital nurse during the late war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a communication from the Secretary of War, trans 


mitting petitions of officers of the United States Army, praying that 


the number of appointments at large to the United States Military 
Academy be increased to twenty, an that such appointments be re 
stricted to the sons of officers and soldiers and to the lineal descendants 
of ofticers of the volunteer forces of the late war; which ordered to 


be printed, and, with the accompanying petitions, referred t 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
He also presented a petition of citiz of Sav 


0 the Com- 


for the passage of the national election law; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Maranda M. Sherman, 
widow of Royal M. Sherman, late of ‘ mpany D, Tenth Ver 
Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions 


Mr. QUAY presented a petition of Chosen Friends Council No. 86, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
and a petition of Schuylkill Council No. 12, Junior Order of United 


American Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of 


House bill 63, prohibiting aliens from acquiring title to la ds within 
the United States: which were re« ferred to the Committee on | 
Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ ) Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate b i746, proposing an 
amendment to the interstate-comm« i wi 3 referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce 

He also presented resolutions adopted { and Importers 
} xchange, of Philads Iph & Fe I } 1ent of the inter 

tate mmerce law so to i rates of fare to com 
mercial travelers: wh vere ! » the ¢ imittee on Inte 
Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Mill Hall, Pa., pray 

for the passage of House bill 5973, prohibiting the tra yrtation of 
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intoxicating liquors from any State or Territory into another State or | 
Territory in violation of the laws thereof; which was ordered to lie on | 
the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of many citizens of different 
States, praying that the unglazed tube used in Pasteur germ water- 
filters be placed on the free-list or under section 3 of the tariff bill; | 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of the Ruehl Molding Manufact- 
uring Company, remonstrating against a duty of $5 per box on Dutch 
bronze; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of the Merchant Tailors’ Exchange | 
of Philadelphia, remonstrating against section 754 of the tariff bill, in 
regard to wearing apparel; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, | 
submitted a report to accompany the bill (8. 4119) granting the right | 
| 
| 


of way to the Metropolitan Southern Railroad Company through the 
property of the United States in Montgomery County, Maryland, here- 
tofore reported by him. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


UNCOMPAHGRE INDIAN RESERVATION—VETO MESSAGE. 


Mr. DAWES. The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the President's message returning the bill (S. 1762) to change 
the boundaries of the Uncompahgre reservation, with his objections 
thereto, have instructed me to report a bill and ask that it be read the 
first and second times by title, and placed upon the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 4242) to change the boundaries of the Uncompahgre res- 
ervation was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAWES. I am also instructed by the committee to report | 
back the President’s message with his objections to Senate bill 1762, 
without recommendation, for such disposition as the Constitution re- | 
quires, 

Mr. BUTLER. What bill is that? 

Mr. DAWES. It isa bill to change the boundaries of an Indian | 
reservation in Utah. 

Mr. COCKRELL, What has the committee done with the bill that 
the President votoed ? 

Mr. DAWES, We have just reported that back without recom- | 
{ 


mendation, for such disposition as the Constitution requires. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the committee has originated another bill ? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes; the committee has originated another bill and 
put it upon the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKKELL. Practically a substitute for the vetoed bill? 

Mr. DAWES. For the vetoed bill. Of course the committee do 
not ask the Senate to pass the former bill, the objections to the con- | 
trary notwithstanding, but suppose the Constitution requires some dis- 
position of the message. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Constitution requires that the 
question shall be submitted to the Senate, Shall the bill pass, the ob- 
jections of the Executive to the contrary notwithstanding? It is not 
necessary, however, that that question should be submitted in a par- 
ticular time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly. Let the bill go on the Calendar for con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, with the message of the 
President, will be placed ‘on the Calendar, if there be no objection. 


i TOI 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (8. 4243) granting an increase 
of pension to Gurden L. Wright; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S, 4244) granting a pension to minor 
children of John C, Phinney; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred tothe Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (8S. 4245) for the relief of Charles 
P. Allison; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (5S. 4246) to repeal all acts and parts 
of acts discriminating in taxation against the circulating notes of State 
banks and State banking associations; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

AMENDMENT TO REVENUE BILL, 

Mr. PIERCE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 

him to the bill (H. R, 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 


ou imports, and for other purposes; which was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 


SY 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8296) to allow the 
erection of bridges across the lowa River at Wapello, Iowa. 








The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
2781) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aid- 


| ing in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes, with an 


amendment, and asked a conference with the Senate on the bill and 


| amendment. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 6074) for the relief of Albert C. Andrews; 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro dempore. 

DEBATE ON APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair Jays before the Senate a 


| resolution submitted by the Senator trom Iowa [Mr. ALLIson ], coming 


over from a previous day. The resoiution will be read. 
The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. ALLISON was read, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That during the remainder of the present session of Congress it 


| shall be in order to move at any time that debate on any amendment or all 


amendments to any appropriation bill then before the Senate be limited to five 
minutes for each Senator, and that nv Senator shall speak more than once on 


| the same amendment in form or substance. The question on such motion shall 


be determined without debate. 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not ask for the consideration of that resolution 
this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over, then, 
subject to call. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before it goes over, I should like to make an in- 
quiry, whether the meaning of the resolution is that the motion to 
terminate debate may apply to amendments that are not then pending 
as well as to those that are. The language is a little obscure. The 
former practice has been, I believe, to provide for terminating debate 


| on amendments that were known; to make a motion when the debate 


had gone far enough to stop it on that amendment, and so on. If that 
is what is intended, I am certainly for it, as we have all of us been 


| hitherto. If it means that you are to determine to-day that an amend- 
| ment which may be offered to-morrow, that we know nothing about, 


shall be foreclosed, it would be quite another thing. 

Mr. ALLISON. Theresolution is not subject to the construction sug- 
gested by the Senator. It is an exact copy of a resolution that has been 
adopted many times in the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then it is all right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not ask for the consideration of the resolution 
this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table, 
subject to call hereafter. 

Mr. McPHERSON. MayI make an inquiry about the resolution 
just passed over? If I-understand the reading of the resolution, it is 
confined to appropriation bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes; it is the regular resolution we have 


| adopted heretofore. 


ROAD TO SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day, submitted by the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Greson]. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. GIBSON was read, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be,and he is hereby, directed to report 
upon the practicability andthe probable cost of laying out and constructing an 
avenue for the accommodation, separated, of persons on foot, on horseback, and 
in carriages, along the Potomac River as far as Rock Creek, thence along Rock 
Creek, and as near to it as may be convenient, to the Columbian Park, and 
thence to the Soldiers’ Home, connecting the reservation in front of Washing- 
on Monument, the Columbian Park, and the Soldiers’ Home, 


Mr. GIBSON. Instead of ‘‘separated’’ the word should be ‘‘sepa- 
rately;’’ and instead of ‘‘to’’ it should be ‘‘into;’’ so as toread ‘‘ into 
the Columbian Park.”’ . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Those changes will be made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know where this road is to 
begin. 

Mr. GIBSON. It is simply to make a highway from the reserva- 
tion in front of the Capitol, in front of the Washington Monument, 
along the Potomac up as high as Rock Creek, and up Rock Creek, or 
as near to it as may be practicable, to the parks that have been laid 
out. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire if there is to be authority 
to the Pennsylvania Railroad Company to lay its tracks over this high- 
way. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have offered this resolution in part to keep the 
railroad company from going along on that line. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know where the road is to begin. 
There is nothing in the resolution to show; but it says ‘along the 
Potomac River as far as Rock Creek.’’ Isit to commence at the month, 
or at some other point on the river? 

Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator will read a little further he will see 


that it says, ‘“‘alongthe Potomac River, * * thence along Rock 
Creek, * * * connecting the reservation in front of the Wash- 


ington Monument, the Columbian Park, and the Soldiers’ Home.’’ 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Suppose it were to commence : 
the river and run all the way, it would still connect at that 

Mr. GIBSON. No, it would not. It necessarily follows thatit must 
connect at the closest point on the Washington Monument reservation 
to Rock Creek. 

Mr. HOAR. persons who 
ride are required to be separated. Iam afraid that the younger part 
of the world will not like that. 

Mr. GIBSON. In conveyances. It is to protect all 

Mr. HOAR. The word is ‘‘ separated ’’ in the resolution. 

Mr. GIBSON. No, sir; it is ‘* separately.’ 

Mr. HOAR. It is a misprint, then. 

Mr. GIBSON. I had that corrected in the outset. 

Mr. HOAR. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


FORFEITURE OF 
Mr. PLUMB. 


I see by the terms of this resolution the 


| persons on foot. 


The question is on agreein 


y 
5S 


RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 
I ask that the message just now received from the 


to the | 


other House in regard to the land-grant-forfeiture bill be laid before | 


the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2781) to for- 
feit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the 
construction of railroads, and for other purposes, and the request for a 
conference on the bill and amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is the amendment long ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is very long. 

Mr. PLUMB. Itisasubstitute. I move that the Senate accede to 
the request of the House of Representatives for a conference. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message does not contain any 


announcement of the managers of the conference on the part of the | 


other House. The Chair supposes that to be an omission, however. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
of the House and accede to the request for a conference. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the managers on the part of the Senate be 
appointed by the Chair. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the managers on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 
DoLrH, and Mr. PAsco were appointed. 


amendment 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury relative to the necessity for additional clerical 
force in the office of the First Comptroller; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MONTANA CONTESTANTS. 

Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Privileges.and Elections, reported 
the following resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations: 

Resolved, ‘That there be allowed out of the contingent fund of the Senate to 
William A. Clark and Martin Maginnis the sum of $5,000 each, in full compen- 
sation for their time and expenses in prosecuting their respective claims to seats 
in the Senate as Senators from the State of Montana 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. ¢ 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none, that order is closed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 10884. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII be- 
ing in order, the Senator from Iowa moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thepending amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the pending amendment of the Committee on 


Appropriations, which was, on page 54, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” in | 


line 17, to insert: 


One-half of which gum shall be expended west of the one hundr« 
meridian; and so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitled “‘An act 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fix 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,” as provides for the s: 
location of reservoirs and canals upon the public lands, and the res 
rrigable lands, is hereby repealed: Provided, That reservoir and 
heretofore located or selected shall remain segregated an 1 
or settiement until otherwise provided by law. 


So as to make the clause read: 
Fortopographic surveys in various portions of the United Stat« 
half of which sum shall be expended west of the one h 
and so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitled “ 


l and first 
making 

ul year 
ction and 











undred and fir tr icrid 


- Anact making appropria 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal vear end 
June 30, 1899, and for other purposes,” as provides for the selection and locat 


of reservoirs and canals upon the public lands, and the reservation of irrigab 
lands, is hereby repealed: Provided, That reservoir and canal sites heretofore 
located or seleeted shall remain segregated and reserved from entry or sett 
ment until otherwise provided by law. ) 
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ition survey has been 1 ched re ed that é 
and Lam f wing the course of debate \ 
present amendment as mach with refe 
proposes to strike out the appropriation { that 
survey as with reference to the amendment that t ( 
the Senate. 

When I gave way for the motion to adjour 
had called attention to some provisions of the b é 
ate by the minority of the Select Committee on Irn 
proposed to ask should b issed, for the p p i ita 
fYect, or rather carrying out the policy which underlies the act of 
October 2, 1888; and some questions were asked in relation to the pro 
visions which contemplated that these irrigable lar rned 
over to the several States and Territories under prov I by 
the Congress of the United States in connection with turning t i 
over to the States and Territories 

[ do not know exactly what was meant by the inquiry, but I sup- 
pose the idea was to question the authority of Congress to annex con- 
ditions to turning over the lands to the States and Territories. I may 


be mistaken in supposing that this was the object of those i ries. 
If that was the object, however, I have only tosay that the United stat 
Government is the owner of those lands, and in its disposition of t 


either to the State or to individuals, can annex 





iny condition that 
may see proper; and when those conditions are intended for the 1 


good, for the benefit of the people in turning them over to the « rol 
of the State, I think there can be no question of the propriety of do 
ing so, 

I am inclined to concur with an expression which was made by the 


Senator from Alabama | Mr. MorGAn ], that it w 1 probably 1S 
well if the public lands were turned over to the States, but I would not 
say that without qualification. I would not agree to turn the public 
lands over to the States without restriction, for to do that in 1 
opinion would lead to jobbery and to a waste of the public lands. $ 
when I say that I am inclined to favor the idea of turning the pub- 
lic lands over to the control of the States it would 
strictions as should prevent their bs 


be under such re 


e schemes, 


ngabsorbed by speculati' 
ided for in the bill, portions of which 


some such restrictions as are prov 
I have been reading. 

A feature of the speech ot the Senator from Alabama, who I regre 
is not in his seat this morning, made somewhat prominent by the re 
marks and the line of remarks made by other gentlemen on t] 
of the question, was that he preferred the repeal of the actof 185" and 
the turning of the lands over to be obtained 
enterprise and by individual effort. 

Mr. President, that is very plausible on its face, but in the light of 
the facts which surround us, which I intend to bring to the attention of 
the Senate to-day, that simply means by the repeal of this law to t 
the irrigable lands over to corporations and syndicates, now pre 


and occupied by private 





T ai ‘ 
take possession of them, not for the benefit of the settlers, as the Sel 
tor seems to suppose, not for the enlargement of the privileges of t ‘ 

| who wish to settle on the land, but to make the men who settle that 
land subordinate to the landlords, to compel them to buy their land 
and their water at whatever price the landlords see proper to put upon 
them. That will be the effect of it, and instead of that p! iusible state 
ment having under it something beneficial, it has under it a dange1 
which I shall further illustrate in another part of my argument. 
The Senator read the act of Congress of 1866, which was the act \- 


der which the first troubles in the mining regions of the United 
States were settled, an act which had reference almost wholly t 


»>™m 
ing and to the water necessary for mining purposes. Incidentally in 
the single section which the Senator read agriculture was mentioned, 
but the whole act shows that the purpose of it was in relation to ma 
ing provisions for the adjustment of the conflicting claims of mine 
and the use of water for mining purposes. The Senator referred to 
the opinion of the Supreme Court in the case of Atchison Peterson, 
in 20 Wallace, to show by the reading of the section of the statute to 


which he called attention and by the opinion which he read that the 


water rights of the people secured under the authority of that act wer 
vested rights which could not be divested. 

lalways listen with great respect to that Senator; his great a 
and his great learning command my respect; but, Mr. Pr ent, t 





private citizen in his homestead which the Gov 
to him has as high a vested right as the ¢ 


citizen. Hemay have his home taken for pub com 
pensated; does the vested ri to water r plane 
than the right to the home of a citiz not 
consider fu the effect of t posit l upon th 

Mr. President, I have so far | d the re I wh 1} 
made to such respons¢ I ) to the ry abl 
genious speech of the I 
dulge nee of the se ¢ i ) ort if i 
questions which arise the a iments under con rat 

Special sti us be placed by the chairman of the ‘ 
Appropriations, and, I believe, by all theSenators who ha 
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that le, upon the fact that the act of October 2, 1888, was the result 
of a con ‘ and adopted without 1e deliberation by Congress, and 
it ged it it was inconsidera idepted, unadvisedly adopted, 
a it ior at re n it gl ) vealed. ’ 
President, in considering a great question like this, a question 
Ww ( almost countle f dollars in the value of prop- 





é W ! { ‘ or homes for hundreds of thou- 

t to V rt der itin the broad light 

‘ coune ed W } ibis aiscussion bas revealed the 

discu the gentle n who propose to repeal the 

po ul act W I rved ti ro le land that there is a 

. 1 7 

failure on their part, or ; 1 wn t may be, to meet the real 

facts j 1is case, and to th Id rriefly to invite the atten- 

7 ; it 

I - at done at on ime; that 

t aon ce i I il} tention first to 

t i te of ti United States on the loth 
i i ws 

} - ‘ nterior be requested to inform the Senate 

t rize the organizationin his Departme 

k ‘ sti c Sur 5 y ra inds of the pu! domain capable 

t i ‘ States where irrigation is required, 

f er la ~ t i suitable pia to be reserved for reservoirs and 

ghts va als for the purposes of irrigation. (REcorp, 

a3 | , 

This was not something foreed from the outside. It was the Senate’s 
mov itseil The Senate passes this resolution as king the Secretary 
of the Interior for information as to whether it is not desirable to have 
the irrigable lands of the United States segregated from the other lands 
and provisions made for the reservation of the waters and ditches, etc. 


That is the first, February 13, 1888. 
the 20th of March following, a joint resolution of the two 
Houses was pass “d, which has been read several times, but which I 
1in to call attention to. It recites: 
Whereas a large portion of the unoccupied public lands of the United States 
is located within whatis known as the arid region 


Phen, on 


desire ag: 


A region which seems to be very uncertain and nebulous in the ideas 


of several Senators who have spoken upon it and who seem to think 
that there isscarcely an arid region, to hear their remarks— 

and now utilized only for grazing purposes, but much of which, by means of 
irrigatio tile ar t asany land in the world, 
upportinga large poy ition, thereby adding to the national wealth 
and p sperity 


cal spbie Oo 


We see the Senate seems to have had some idea about this long be- 
fore the passage of the act 


Whereas all the water flowing during the summer months in many of the 
streams of the Rocky Mountains,upon which the husbandman of the plains 
and the mountain va ys chiefly depends for moisture for his crops, has been 
appropriated and is used for the irrigation of lands contiguous thereto, whereby 
a comparatively smal! area has been reclaimed; and 

Whereas there are many natural depressions near the sources and along the 
courses of these streams which may be converted into reservoirs for the storage 
ot the surplus water which during the winter and spring seasons flows through 
the streams. from which reservoirs the water there stored can be drawn and 
conducted through properly constructed canals, at the proper season, thus 
bringing large areas of land into cultivation and making desirable much of the 
public land for which there is now no demand: Therefore, 

Be itresolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Con 
gress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior, by means of the Director of 
the Geological Survey, be,and he is hereby, directed to make an examination 
of that portion of the arid regions of the United States where agriculture is car- 
ried on by means of irrigation, as to the natural advantages for the storage of 
water for irrigating purposes, with the practicability of constructing reservoirs, 
towether with the capacity of the streams and the cost of construction and ca- 
pacity of reservoirs,and such other facts as bear on the question of storage of 
water for irrigating purposes; and that he be further directed to report to Con- 
gress as soon as practicable the result of such investigation. 

This joint resolution was approved March 20, 1888. Pursuant toit, 
the investigation was had and the report was made to Congress, a very 
elaborate report, setting forth all the facts called for so far as knowl- 
edge of them existed in the Department of the Interior or with the Di- 
rector of the Geological Survey ‘hen the Senate, first having passed 
its own resolution on this subject, having agreed to a joint resolution 
on the subject calling for detailed information, can hardly claim that 
it was surprised when Congress came to act upon the subject and when, 
after that informati on had come in, the Senate had obtained the infor- 
mation which it sought. Then the sundry civil act of October 2, 1888, 
contains the provisions of law which were adopted by Congress after 
these investigations and after this information 1 had been obtained, and 
I will read that, be cause I desire to make the record as I go along. It 
will be found on pages 526 and 527 of volume 25 of the laws: 
For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the 
)nited States can be redeemed by irrigation and the segregation of the irrigable 
inds in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and other 
hydraulic works necessary for the storag 

nd the pr tion of floods and overflows, and to make the necessary maps, 

of employés in field and in office, the cost of all instruments, 

andr terials, and all other necessary expenses connected therewith, 

to performed by the Geologi cal Survey, under the direction of the 

y of Interior, the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
And the Director of the Geological Survey, under the supervision of 
retary of the Interior, shall make a report to Congress on the first Mon- 
day in December of each year, showing in detail how the said money has been 
expended, the amount used for actual survey and engineer work in the field 
in locating sites for reservoirs, and an itemized account of the expenditures 
under this appropriation. And all the lands which may thereafter be desig- 
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nated or selected by such United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, 
or canals for irrigation purposes and ali the lands made susceptible of irriga- 
tion by such reservoirs, ditches, or canals are from this time benceforth hereby 
reserved from sale as the property of the United States, and shall not be subject 





ifter the passage of this act to entry, settlement, or occupation until further 
provided by law: Provided, Thatthe President may at any time in his discre- 
tion by pt lamation open any portion or all of the lands reserved by this pro- 
vision to settlement under the homestead laws 


In passing here I desire to say that the Senator from Alabama made 
an ingenious argument, quoting authorities, to show that under this 
act the President could not make the proclamation for which it pro- 
les. The only thing that that 


required a very strained effort to s 


argument satistied me of was that it 
ustain it W hen we remember that 
acquire his 
t to some law of 
such power afte: 
} } 7 } . 

lands under prociamations 

issued by the P reside nt, is asking the Senate to goalong way, it seems 


title under a proclamation of the President pursuan 
Congress, to say now that the President no longer has 


all the people of this country hold their 





ig na 
tome. ‘The closing part of the act might read 

Until farther provided by law or until the President may at any time in his 
discretion by procl ation open any portion of t pul and reserved by the 


provisions of the act 





» settlement and homest : 

Why, sir, many things are done by the President and by the De- 
partments under the authority of law Chis law is complete in itself. 
t he Secretary of the Treasury is charged with furnishing rules under 

arious statutes connected with the collection of the revenue. If the 
Senator’s theory is right, those rules are all nt eaters: but I need not 
dwell, I think, upon that subject. 

I have read the act of 1888, which it is said, or seems to be assumed, 
was got through Congress as a sort of surprise, after a resolution by 
the Senate and after a joint resolution by the two Houses, and after 
an elaborate report which was before the committee when it acted, 
and after that committee had called before it the Director of the Geo- 
logical Survey and had an elaborate statement ofall the facts before it 
when it acted. With all this, Senators, some of whom participated in 
this very legislation or the preparation of it, express surprise that it 
got through and seem inclined to plead the baby act. Ido not like 
to see Senators of the United States pleading the baby act on their own 
action. It was right or it was wrong. There was information to jus- 
tify it or there was not information to justify it. It was done, and 
the work went on, and a year later in the sundry civil appropriation 
act of March 2, 1889, this surprise, this piece of legislation that so sur- 
prises Senators now, was again provided to be carried into execution 
by a provision which I shall read, which is to be found on pages 960 
and 961 of the twenty-fifth volume of the laws, which appropriated 
$250,000 for that purpose: 


For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation and the segregation of irrigable 
lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and other 
hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for irriga- 
tion, and for ascertaining the cost thereof, and the prevention of flowls and 
overflows, and to make the necessary maps, including the pay of employés in 
field and in office, the cost of all instruments, apparatus, and materials, and all 
other necessary expenses connected therewith, the work to be performed by 
the Geological Survey, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
$250,000, of which sum $50,000 shall be immediately available; and the Director 
of the Geological Survey, under the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, 
shall make a report to Congress on the first Monday in December of each year, 
showing in detail how the said money has been expended, the amount used 
for actual survey and engineer work in the fieid in locating sites for reservoirs, 
and an itemized account of the expenditures under this and any future appro- 


| priation. 


So here is another surprise. After first a resolution of the Senate, 
then a joint resolution of the two Houses, then an act of Congress, the 
second time having the Director of the Geological Survey before the 
Committee on Appropriations with full details and report, then comes 
the second act making an appropriation to carry it out. No astonish- 
ment is expressed up to this time. May we inquire what is the key 
to this astonishment at the present time? All men must have fore- 
seen when Congress determined to reserve the land and water of that 
vast region temporarily from settlement and location—it must have 
been known that complaints would come to Congress; and when we 
remember, as I shall show as I go on, after awhile, the extraordinary 
frauds upon the public lands, by which they were being seized in all 
parts of the country, and remember that the land-grabbers were ar- 
rested by this legislation (for I think that was the purpose of it really; 
there could have been no other purpose, for it provided no system; it 
only arrested the appropriation of these lands until Congress could 
make provision for the disposition of them in such a way as to make 
homes for the people), then, as time went on, the land-grabbers started 
their agents in after the surveyor and commenced seizing upon the 


| lands wherever the source of water supply for irrigation was found. I 


and utilization of water for irrigation | 


do not leave this as a bare assertion, and will give the evidence of it. 
Already the attention of the Senate has been called to the fact that 
very extensive locations of the land within the arid region in New 
Mexico, along the Pecos and elsewhere there, have been made since the 
passage of the act, being a seizure of the land in violation of the law. 
Seven hundred thousand dollars have already been expended in build- 


ing reservoirsand ditches, and numerous entries were made there under 
the desert-land law or otherwise, in violation of law, but under the 
proclamation of the Commissioner of the General Land Office those en- 
tries were required to be canceled as being made in violation of law. 
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These facts comigg to view on that subject, I had, perhaps, better be a | ' bi ull the wa 
little fuller than I have been. So I quote from the report of the m ‘ : Sa 
nority of the Committee on Irrigation, page 11 ’ ’ 
The extent to wh 1 rigation ympa 3 are y ra di \ y ‘ i ia ia 4 ats 
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' if } 
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> That is followed by astatement which I will n id, bu [ 
¢ will ask the Reporter to incorporate in my remarks, of thirty-t ; 
+ corporations formed in New Mexico for the purpose of absorbing t Mr. PLA ) 
arid lands since this law was passed. Mr. REAGAN. 
‘ It is as follows: Mr. PLAT! D t 4 , it 
Li t f rp f is fi Yr? t . I Iq} wl] { 1 ( 
- senator that you ) ty \ ve such ‘ i t 
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* Company ; j the la f 1888 is repealed, then the question which the Senator pr 
cS White Oaks Development Company Do. ae are : ! om : ; ; r 
im Pefiasco Tank Irrigating Dam and Ditch Do. ents would bea fair one lor consideration; bub when he remembers that 
} Company, | parties now 1 id have been getting so since the passage of 
’ The Union Ditch Company - San Juan County. tof October 2. 188% . he } ry : aa la ol “pene 
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a The Rio Chama Mining and Improve- | Rio Arriba County. } ing entries and making ditches follow ne surveys which e ma 
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Lower Felix Ditch Company a Rio Felix, Lincoln County domain and the waters for its irrigation will go from the Gover 
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I have not the official information from the other States and Terri- | Such thing a € xe é tt no suc 
tories, but I learn that many such corporations have been organized in | pension of t! ind vs | ct as it n 
i them and that efforts are being made to absorb these lands. Next in | ex!sts, so that land title ’ 10 rthe tim) 
‘ this line I will read a memorial of the Idaho constitutional convention | Culture act, the d t-iand act the homestead law west of t 
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to the Secretary of the Interior, pra) ing that the Government of the | one Hundredth 1 
United States take steps towards redeeming the arid lands in the West. sow, the question 1 wish to ¢ Ig this: if that be so 11 a 
It is found on pages 14 and 15 of Executive Document No. 136, Fifty- | not mean that the law should 1 t rst 
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Whereas for the purpose of establishing a thorough system of storage reser- | at 
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televraph to th Secretar 
} lireetion to the Commissioner of the Ge neral Land Office, as he in- 
{ another document, or probably in the same one, he sent in- 
t ns on the 5th.of August, 1589, to all the land officers notifying 
them of what this law was and directing them to cancel any entries 
which had been made since its passage, and to allow no other entries 
to be made until further action by Congress or the President. I 
thought it best to state that in its proper connection. 

Phen | come to the point which the Senator from New Hampshire 
brings up Che act of 1285 had to be construed by the Department, 
at least it was consirned by it to embrace the whole of the arid lands, 
and the reasons for that are given Perhaps I had better give them 
in the language of the Attorney-General! I will give a reference to 
t in Senate Executive Document No. 136 of the present Congress. 
ifere in this same document is the letter of Secretary Noble. That 
was followed by an opinion by the Solicitor-General. William H. Taft. 
That was tollowed by a communication from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, Lewis A. Groff, and that was followed by an 


opinion delivered by George H. Shields, Assistant Attorney-General to 
the Secretary of the Interior. 
These opinions are too long to read now, but they held that if entries 


to make entries which could not be sustained when the surveys came 
to be made, and therefore it was best to let the topographic survey go 
on and the selection of irrigation basins, and the selection of places for 
reservoirs and for distributing dams, and‘the places for ditches in the 
arid lands. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








JULY 18, 








y of the Interior before the 5thof August. By | So the actual settlers will have no chance, or substantially no chance, 


| to obtain lands unless they obtain them from landlords at such prices 
|} as may be fixed upon them. They will not obtain homesteads from 


the Government if this is done, and while Senators are considering 
this question, whatever course this legislation takes, whether they re- 


| peal the act of 1888 or do not repeal it, I call their attention to the 


necessity, if they would serve the best interests of this country, of 
shaping the legislation so as to exclude the desert-land entries and the 
timber-culture entries and all those classes of entries under which so 
much fraud has been perpetrated. 

I ought to have said when I was calling attention to the resolutions 
of the Idaho constitutional convention that while the Committee on 
irrigation were at Salt Lake City last summer an agent of the very 
company that has been trying to appropriate the waters of Bear Lake 
and Bear River for the irrigation of lands in Idaho was there and had 
been there promising people that he would provide from Bear Lake and 
Bear River for the irrigation of a large region of country in Utah near 
Salt Lake. 

in this connection I desire to call attention to the fact that my friend 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] expressed, the day before 


| yesterday I believe it was, his profound gratification that this law re- 
were allowed to be made in the arid region the people might be misled | 


serving from entry that great Western country was about to be repealed, 
or at least that the Committee on Appropriations had recommended 


| its repeal. I do not think I have known any one who seemed to be a 
| more earnest friend of redeeming the irrigable lands of that country 


It was construed by them to mean that the whole arid region was re- | 


served until this work should be done, so that if a citizen went there 
to locate land he would know what land he would have the right to 
locate, but without which he would be ata loss and might involve him- 
self in the expense of a lawsuit. 

As I understood the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] and 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], both agree with the con- 
struction of the Jaw as made by the Attorney-General and by the In- 
terior Department, both of these Senators being opposed to the opera- 


to the use and occupation of actual settlers than the Senator from Ne- 
vada, or one who has manifested a greater interest in the securing of 
the passage of some law for that purpose. 

Here, Mr. President, I desire to say that in the first part of this con- 


| troversy it was not with the law but it was with those who seemed to 


have personal dislike to the Director of the Geological Survey, and 
that the end and object was to break him down and to my knowledge 
efforts were made through the press and otherwise to mislead public 


| opinion and to misinform the public to his prejudice. 


tion of this law. So it seems to me now that it would be difficult to | 


go back on that construction. 


We should do one of two things: either pass a law making provision | 


for the settlement of the country by homestead settlers as fast as the 
topographic surveys are made, or, if this act should be repealed, a pro- 
vision should be adopted limiting the right to make such settlement 
to homesteaders, and taking away this swindling operation of desert- 
land entries and timber-culture entries. With that done, while it 
would not be the policy which has seemed to me to be the best, the 
interests of the Government would be substantially subserved, and a 
large amount of the anticipated trand and wrong would be prevented. 


tion into the Senator’s speech, but the Senator from New Hampshire 
Mr. BLAIR] spoke of the friends of this law. I should like to have 
ymebody tell me who the friends of this law are. I never knew for 
early two years that such a law had been passed, and the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office did not know for nearly a year that there 
was such a law. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is like the demonetization of silver, is it? 

Mr. DOLPH. That is a question I do not propose to discuss 
now. I have discussed that to my satisfaction. This enactment was 
made upon an appropriation bill, and I do not know how many Sena- 
tors, but certainly very few Senators, knew that there was any such 
legislation had. To say that there had been a resolution ora law 
which authorized an investigation and examination for the purpose of 
obtaining information as tothese regions is not any argument at all to 
show that there was any publicity about this enactment. 

I should like to answer a criticism made by the Senator last night 
if he will allow me. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘The Senator will have ample time after I conclude. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have this to say, and the Senator will excuse me 
for saying it: Whenever a question arises where money or land or spe- 
cial privileges are on one side and the rights of the people on the other 
side the Senator from Oregon will always be found on the side of spe- 
cial privileges and advantages. So he and I are not likely to agree 
upon this or any other measure involving the material interests of the 
country. 


Subsequently it took a different shape, and now we have the Sena- 
tor’s expression of rejoicing over the fact that the appropriation for irri- 
gation is likely to be defeated. If you will look to Senate bill 2104, 
which appears to have been introduced by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLumMB], who was also very much gratified that we were about to 
repeal the law, and commencing at line 8 on the sixth page of that 
bill, we find this language: 

Whenever the proper authorities of any State or Territory shall present a 
survey and map to the commissioner of irrigation giving the boundaries of the 
irrigable land in a district which can be irrigated by one system, together with 
the reservoirs, lines of ditches, and other hydraulic works, and represent to 
said commissioner that the hydraulic works, including reservoirs, canals, and 
other improvements, which are for the common benefit of all the irrigable 
lands in such district, have been constructed and completed in a substantial 


: . : ; manner and approved by the State or Territorial authorities, it shall be the 
Mr. DOLPH. 1 do not want to interject the discussion of this ques- 


duty of said commissioner to cause an examination to be made of such district 


| and the hydraulic works constructed for the irrigation of the same, and if such 


hydraulic works shall be ascertained by him to be well and substantially con- 


| structed and suitable for the irrigation of the irrigable lands in such district, 


he shall approve the same and transmit to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office a certified copy of such survey and map; whereupon the persons 
who have made lawful claims to any of such irrigable lands shall be allowed to 
prove up their claims and receive patents therefor: Provided, That the appli- 
cants for such iands shall have performed the acts required by the law under 
which the claims were made, but as to desert-land claims heretofore made no 
further proot shall be required as to the desert character of the land or reclama- 
tion of the same. 

Now, I call attention to this language in this bill. The last sectioy 
of that bill provides: 

Sec, 9. That so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitled “An act making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,’’ as reserves from entry, settle- 
ment, or occupation public lands, except sites for reservoirs, ditches, and canals 
for irrigation purposes, is hereby repealed. 

The section preceding that transfers the business of irrigation from 
the Interior Department to the Agricultural Department. The main 
object seemed to be to get it out of the Interior Department and get it 
into the Agriculture Department. 

Now, Mr. President, it is not my business to inquire into motives, 
but it seems to me that if I have ever known an honest map, the Di- 
rector ef the Geological Survey isone; and if that gentleman could have 
been used by syndicates and corporations, we never should have heard 
one word of opposition to him. The fact that he could not be used by 


| them, ip my opinion, is the reason why war was made upon him. 


: : : pk ie 
I have called attention to the locations and the corporations in New 


Mexico. Ihavecalled attention to the resolutions of the constitutional 
convention of Idaho. I again call the attention of the Senator who 
reports this measure of repeal and other Senators who are so much sur- 
prised that it is here to the fact that year by year the Government has 
found it necessary to appropriate $100,000, more or less, to try and 
prevent frauds upon the public lands. Why is this done? Senators 
all know the systematic frauds which have been perpetrated, which 


have taken from the Government millions of acres of public land in | 


this country, and I mention it for the purpose of saying that the same 
class of men are now prepared to seize the valuable lands and the water 
in the arid regions the moment you repeal this law. They are all 
ready for it. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator from Texas apply such a motive 
as that to me? 

Mr. REAGAN. I have not said a word about the Senator, and I do 
not knowthatI hadhiminmind. Ihavealready stated that I had noth- 
ing to do with the motives of Senators. I am talking about the gen- 
eral subject and referring more to the fact that during all the early 
part of this Congress representatives of the syndicates and corporations 
were here warring upon the Director and urging the repeal of this law 
for their benefit, and they have behind them ability and intelligence 
to bring their influence to bear upon members of Congress and make 
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members of Congress believe that their private interest is the senti- 
ment of their Territories and States. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator name some agent of some syn 
dicate who has been here? 

Mr. REAGAN. I have no doubt the Senator from Nevada knows 
as many of them as Ido. I have no disposition to engage in person- 
alities, either with agents, or claimants, or with Senators. I give my 
knowledge of facts and of men who spoke to me upon this subject, and 
I beg the Senator to consult his own memory as to whether he has seen 
any such men. 

Mr. STEWART. 
own memory, and state that no representative of any of these ditch 
companies or any syndicate or any person interested in lands has men- 
tioned the subject to me this winter. The only things that have come 
under my own observation are the protests which have come from the 
people against having the lands withdrawn from market—public pro- 
tests—and no member of any syndicate, no person, has ever suggested 
to me the repeal of this law. It has been public demonstration ex 
clusively, and nothing else, so far as I know. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then land sharks and land claimants may have 
thought me weaker, less pure, less devoted to the public interests than 
the Senator from Nevada, and may therefore have approached me when 
they did not feel that they dared to approach him. 

When we talk about public sentiment, Mr. President, we ought to 


If the Senator will allow me, I will consult my | 
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have the sentiment of the cultivators of the soil, and not of land specula- | 


tors who combine their influence, their activity, and their wealth over 
all these Territories to make members of Congress believe that their 
interest and their will is the popular sentiment of these States and Terri- 
tories. 

I was thrown off from the line of my remarks by these interruptions. 
There is another bill. The first one, introduced January 16, 1890, was 
reported from the Committee on Irrigation by the Senator from Kansas 
{Mr. PLumB] April 2, 1890, to which I have referred. The next one 
vas a billintroduced February 19, 1890, by the Senator from Nevada 
who has just spoken, and the first section of that bill provides: 

That the United States will confer upon organizations, to be known asirriga- 
tion districts, in the several States and Territories where public lands are situ 
ated and where irrigation is required, the grants and privileges hereinafter 
named, whenever by the laws of the States and Territories in which such dis 
tricts are located such organizations possess the following powers and comply 
with the conditions hereinafter named: 

Then it goes on to make a specific enumeration, beginning: 

First. To sue and be sued. 

Second. To have and use a common seal, 
and so on; and on line 23, page 3 of the bill, in the second section, 
it says: 

The irrigable lands shall be subdivided without delay into 40, 80, and 120 acre 
tracts, and shall be subject to entry under the homestead laws only, and either 
in 40, 80, and 120 acre tracts as the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe 

And at the close of that section it provides: 

All the lands in the district shall be withdrawn from entry or sale except 
mineral entries, and also except as provided in this act. 

That is as to the lands which would be taken up under the desert- 
land Jaw and under the timber-culture law, which are no longer in exist- 
ence there; and that, certainly, in my judgment, isa very wise provision. 
Then there is a proposed amendment to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill introduced by the Senator from Nevada, May 22, 1890. I read 
from it: 


For the purpose of continuing the investigation of the extent to which tho 
arid region of the United States can be redeemed by irrigation and the segre- 
gation of irrigable lands in such region, and for the selection of sites for reser- 


voirsand the other hydraulic works necessary for storage and utilization of water 


for irrigation and the other necessary expenses connected therewith, underthe | 


direction of the Secretary of Agriculture, $250,000. And the Secretary of Agri 


culture shall cause a report to be made on the first Monday in December of each | 
year, showing in detail how said money has been expended, and furnish an 


itemized account of such expenditure. 


Now, it may be that the Secretary of Agriculture understands to- 
pography, engineering problems, hydrography, and geology better than 
the Director of the Geological Survey, who has a world-wide reputa- 
tion as one of the world’s savanis on this subject. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. It was the f 
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I read the following section of the bill 
See. 4. No title shall pass by any deed or patent from the [ ed Stat 
shall prevent the construction of irrigating ditches and car supon payment of 
the actual damages to the improvements, to be assessed in the same m er 
sl courts‘as damages are assessed where private property is taken f 
public use 
I | : 
’ . . . 
I call attention to the fifth section of the bill 
rhe surveys provided for in this act shall precede all other surveys in each 
locality where water can be obtained from any lake, river, stream, or spring, for 
irrigation,and no land shall be surveyed or sold where irrigation is desirable 
until the water supply is first ascertained, reservoir sites selected and reserved 
and the land capable of irrigation segregated and set apart from t and 
where irrigation is impossible 
Sec. 6. The Commissioner of the General Land Office shall make rules and 


reguiations to carry this act into effect. 

Mr. ALLISON. When was the bill introduced ? 

Mr. REAGAN. In the firstsession of the Fiftieth Congress, Decem- 
ber 12, 1887; and I think any one reading the bil! will feel that it was 
a wise bill, that it was evidently well considered in its preparation. 

But there are two points I desire to call attention to in connection 
with it. One is that it wasintroduced a year before the passage of the 
act of 1888 reserving the arid lands; the other is, that it provides for a 
similar character of reservation, holding up the land from settlement 
nntil surveys and segregations can take place, as under the present act. 
I take it that when the Senator from Nevada expressed his great re- 
joicing that the act of 1888 was about to be repealed he had greatly 
changed his opinion, or else he did not remember this very excellent 
bill which he introduced nearly three years ago on that subject 

Several Senators, in asking for the repeal of the act of 1445 have spoken 
of the large rainfall in various parts of this arid region, andif that part 
of their speeches could be taken and put together and read by one who 
did not know the facts in relation to this country it would be assumed 
that the great arid region in the West was a myth; that there are 
plenty of rains. The Senator from South Dakota | Mr. Moopy | 5 
terday told us that the Jim River Valley, for instance, in the two Da- 
kotas, was not only a fine farming country, butit did not need any 
gation. Mr. President, I passed along the Jim River Valley in July 
of last year when the wheat was just in that stage for being harvested 


t 
and the wheat was not six inches high as a yveneral thing. It could 





| not be reaped; it could not be mown; and there was an utter failure 


It may be that the | 


Secretary of Agriculture is more competent to deal with these questions | 


than the Director of the Geological Survey, and that may be the reason | 
for the introduction of this proposition to transfer the irrigation sur- | 


vey from the Interior Department to the Department of Agriculture. 


Mr. PLUMB. The Senator certainly is confounding two totally | 


variant things. The Secretary of Agriculture would stand in thesame 
relation to this that the Secretary of the Interior now does. Neither 
one of them need be a scientist, as neither one of them is, and yet 
scientific work is going on under both of them, and I think without 
any suggestion that it is not being properly done. It is the Secretary 
of the Interior who is the titular head ot this business, and who em- 
ploys under him for his purposes the Director of the Geological Survey, 
a scientific man of high attainments; and the Secretary of Agriculture 
might do the same thing. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand that, and we have in these bills an 
indication that the purpose is to put in the Department of Agriculture 
the irrigation survey under a commissioner of irrigation, yet to be 
found, and some unknown and unnamed man is perhaps supposed to 


ofthe crop. It may have rained abundantly there, but if it did rain 
abundantly it did not make wheat grow; that is all I can say 
Mr. PIERCE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 
Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. PIERCE. In the absence of the Senator fro 


[Mr. Moopy] I will say that I think he referred more particularly ye 
| terday to the fact that the lands lying west of the Missouri Jti in 
South Dakota, in the Black Hills, were watered by natu treams 
and by rainfall, but he admitted, as I understood him, that in the 
course of many years we had in both Dakotas a lack of rainfall. I 
call the attention of the Senator from Texas to the fact that last year 


and the year before, and for two years, in fact for three years, we have 
suffered very much for want of rain in that region. But those were 
exceptional years, otherwise that country certainly would not be t 
largest wheat-producing country in the world for its area. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘The Senator is right as to the fact of the Senato 
from South Dakota having t 
ainous part of South Dakota as being t 
of rainfall. 


referred to the western part and ther if 
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inclosure of the public lands came in the act to prevent unlawful occupancy of 
the public lands of February 25, 1885. The passage of this measure meeting 
with searcely any compliance by these hardened violators of the law, on Au- 
gust 7, 1885, the President issued a proclamation calling attention to the viola- 


One minute more, if the Senator will allow me. | 
runs to the east of that red line [indicating], and is | 
not in the arid orsubhumid region which is spoken of by 


consequent 


the Director of the Geological Survey. The James River runs to the tion of this act, and enjoined upon al! persons obedience to it. While the erec- 
: a none . we ‘ ‘ . _ ; tion of their fences was arrested, and some fences were removed in conformity 
i oO he ine ari I 4 lM @ ( propose oO WwW - . 2 . . 

c Ms uf ve dr aw 1 on the map, where it 1s not propo 1 to with | to this proclamation, even this warning from the highest executive officer of 

ara the land at ali the nation was disregarded among these men who had been for so long a time 


a law unto themselves. 
spectors for public land service. 


At this point I was provided by Congress with two in- 


They were sent at once to New Mexico and 


about that. The Senator inter- 


Mr. REAGAN, I understand all 





ited me before é wel is fi suggesti cnow ; , , : 
rupted m fore I mad my ai N t »h ur ts ISB tion. I knov | Wyoming,and have since September, 1886, been chiefly employed in their re- 
that the Senator from South Dakota spoke of the rainfall in the mount- spective Territories in enforcing the removal of illegal inclosures. From them 
ain partof western South Dakota Perhaps I ought not to call atten- | I have obtained direct and special information concerning this question, and 
ti n t »itinh ibsen I see h 10t present—but my re mem brance have been able by immediate action through this agency to obtain most satis- 
on tt is absence see he is mn psent—t Y me é ‘ ; = : ; 

, . ; a factory results. 
is that he spoke of the fine agricultural country along Jim River that | Further d 13.1 i 

. rr ¥ . " y age 1: “6 . 
n¢ d no irrigation; and I think if the Senator has occasion to look at urther down, 0 page io, 4 reac 

} } j . rri i Or ai co 0 poi lw wisi . y ine 

the report of the debate he will see that. As I write this report complaints come from a region lately visited by my in 


spector that certain large and wealthy corporations, composed of foreigners, 

are constructing further inclosures within the railroad limits; that others are 

only waiting to see what action, if any, the Government proposes to take to 

i Ce this, and are ready to pursue the same course if this can be safely done. 4 
Vithin the limits of the railroad grants to-day exists the only large or continu- i 

ous inclosures of public lands. This cunning device for violating the law and 

furthering their own ends at the expense of settlement could never have been 

made effectual unless the railroad companies had come to the aid of these capi- 

talists and cattle-men. The method by which this has been done and the law 


Now the Senator from North Dakota explains that Jim River is east 
of the one hundredth parallel. Mr. President, the one hundredth 
parallel was assumed arbitrarily to represent the eastern border of the 
arid regions, what was first called by Major Powell the subarid region, 
the half-arid region. He said people excepted to that, and particu- 
larly speculators who wanted to sell their land objected to it, and he 
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oftener there is a failure of crops on account of a failure of rain. 

That is the exact situation of it, and itis the exact situation all down 
that parallel. After you get offof what may almost be termed the rain- 
less region, there are two or three or four degrees of longitude in which 
the s 
you will see by those lines [indicating] covering a considerable part of 
Texas. That is the subhumid region, and we, I think, know all about 
it by experience. Last year, for instance, in the Texas part of that 
subhumid or subarid region, as you may call it, there were fine crops; 
everybody was happy. Two years before there were very poor crops, 
and people suffered a great deal. And soit is from the Mexican border 
to the Canadian border all along those parallels of latitude. 





had to change his phraseology and call it the subhumid region. So | evaded was shown in my last report, on page 31, to which I refer, and which I : 

James River is inthe subhumid region, as pretty a country as the eye | again herewith submit. ; 

of man ever looked upon, and it seemed to me as one of the most lovely Now there is a thing that I can not give so as to go into the REcoRD, 3 
countries in the world if it had a sufficient supply of water, but a | because it is adescriptive diagram of publicsurveys, alternate surveys, 

country in which occasionally good crops are made, though much | one section belonging to the Government and another to the railroads, ‘ 


| in which, by skillful arrangement of inclosures, these companies fenced 


in the railroad land they had obtained, inclosing the land of the Govern- 
ment, keeping the fences all the time on their own land, and effectually 


‘ | shut out actual settlers from the occupation and settlement on the Gov- 
asons are uncertain, extending down to the Gulf of Mexico, as | 


ernment land, the alternate sections. Then he goes on after that and 


says: 

In reference to these |utter inclosures within the limits of railroad grants, the 
Department has been v :able to make any substantial progress; now,as a year 
ago, the public domain is inclosed in this manner. 

Two attempts to secure indictments under the provisions of theact of Febru- 
ary 25, 1885, against the parties thus maintaining fences failed, largely due, prob- 
ably, to the presence upon the grand jury of men who were themselves viola- 
tors in this evasive manner. 


_~ 


On the subject of rain we understand that in the mountain regions I desire now to call attention to this same report, the same volume, ‘ 
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irrigation of the valleys below. That is supplemented by the large 
snow-falls in the mountains that lie until the summer and melt and 
supply the water after the rain-water has passed away; and that melt- 
ing of snow goes on until midsummer. So I hope if Senators talk 
about rain as they have heretofore it will be understood that the rain 
regions are generally the mountain regions. Of course, in the new 
State of Washington, west of the Sierra Nevada Mountains, there is 
the greatest amount of rainfall in any portion of the United States. 
So the rainfall extends through Western Oregon and half way down 
the coast of California, where the country is supplied with rain, while 
the eastern part of these three States and Southern California require 
irrigation. 

{ very curious thing to my mind occurred in passing through the 
tunnel at the top of the Sierra Mountains. On the east side we were 
leaving the arid region. We passed up into a high latitude where there 
was some timber. The timber there is on the mountains as well as the 
rain. We go out of the arid region in the east end of the tunnel, and 
at the west end of that tunnel on the ocean side we enter upon rainy 
region, the finest body of timber I ever beheld, and that lasted down 
to Tacoma, standing thicker upon the ground, and finer trees, as a gen- 
eral thing, than I ever saw, which showed the difference between a 
country with rain and one with no rain or with but little rain. 

Mr. President, I promised, when I was reading about the efforts 
which were being made to absorb the public lands by classes of land 
speculators, to give some other information as to the character of those 
people and what they are doing in that great West; and by the in- 
dulgence of the Senate I propose to read a little. I read from the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Interior of 1887, from volume 1, pages 12 
and 13, under the head of unlawful inclosure of the public lands: 

UNLAWFUL INCLOSURE OF THE PUBLIC LANDS, 


The work of returning to the people the large areas of the public land hitherto 
illegally appropriated by corporations and individuals engaged in the cattle 
business on the plains has progressed most successfully during the t year. 
The papers transmitted from the General Land Office show that 465 illegal in- 
closures, aggregating in area nearly 7,000,000 acres, have been reported. In 133 
of these cases, involving 3,275,000 acres, proceedings have been instituted, and 
in 165 cases the special agents report the removal, complete or in progress, of 
the illegal fences, throwing open to public use and occupancy 3,394,000 acres. 

This does not include the work of the two inspectors, Messrs. Bowers and 
Hunter, sent from my office to the Territories of New Mexico and Wyoming. 
Through their agency fences have been removed in 119 cases, embracing an area 
of 1,500,000 acres of public land, making a total of nearly 5,000,000 acres restored 
to the public domain. 


Lands, Mr. President, which had been seized unlawfully by syndi- 
cates, who hy the possession of money and the aid of their employs 
were able to drive actual settlers off, and it was their habit and busi- 
ness todoit. I read again: 

The first step taken to overthrow and stop this great and steadily increasing 





; actions furnished. 
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ij where the atmosphere from the sea is condensed there are very great | on pages 133 and 134, under the heading ‘‘ fraudulent entries;’’ and ? 
yi rainfalls and very great falls of snow. The rain that falls upon the | I desire it to be borne in mind by Senators that this was the sort of y 
ny mountains furnishes the supply of water that is to be utilized for the | things that was going on when Congress was maturing the plan for 


reserving these lands by the passage of the act of 1888, so as to save 
| them from the clutches of this class of men. 


I read: 
FRAUDULENT ENTRIES. 

The investigation of fraudulent entries has been satisfactorily conducted, and 
in no preceding year has so much effective work been done by the small num- 
ber of special agents employed. Numerous and extensive schemes to acquire 
title or hold possession of public lands for speculative purposes and by fraudu- 
lent means have been fully developed and positive proofs of the illegal trans- 
Special agents, as a rule, have performed their difficult 
duties w:'h commendab!e zeal and efficiency, alike in the conduct of original 
investigations, in the management of the Government’s case at hearings before 
local officers, and in assistance rendered United States district attorneys in crim- 
inal and othersuits. As the result of their investigation, 2,312entries, covering 
about 370,000 acres, were held for cancellation; 1,153 entries, covering about 
180,000 acres, were canceled for fraud. 

These are but a small proportion of illegal entries which have actually been 
canceled as a result of investigations by special agents, very many such entries 
being voluntarily relinquished as investigations disclose their character or the 
character of similar entries inthe same neighborhood, and parties are satisfied 
that their claims can not be perfected without a discovery of the illegality or 
fraud. 

The administration of the land laws has been conducted, as heretofore, under 
many adverse circumstances, and every conceivable obstacle has been thrown 
in the way of efforts of officers of this Department to expose frauds, convict 
criminals, and keep lands open for actual settlement. 

It has been found that a majority of speculative and fraudulent entries are 
made by land agents and attorneys, in the interest of parties seeking to acquire 
title to large tracts of public lands or for their own purpose of speculating in 
relinquishments. Such attorneys and land agents fave been engaged in this 
business for years, and have taken advantage of every opportunity to create 
erroneous opinions in respect to the requirements of the land laws, with a view 
of inducing persons to make unauthorized and illegal entries whereby they 
could, by their peculiar methods, keep the lands in reservation until the claim 
could be sold out to settlers or other persons. 

They did not hesitate to advise and persuade citizens of Eastern and distant 
States and foreign immigrants that they could swear to the character of land 
they had never seen, and make homestead and timber-culture entries: without 
going to the district in which the lands were situated, and that they violated 
no law in permitting frienas to use their names to make these and other classes 
of entries. Assoon as honest effort was made to enforce the laws these attor- 
neys and agents sought by every means to prejudice settlers against the special 
agents of the Governmentand to create the impression that they were unscru- 
pulous spies, prying into the private affairs of entrymen and seeking to rob 
them of their lands. The most open and mischievous practices were resorted 
to by these men, whose relationship tothe Land Department was such as should 
have led them to render assistance rather than to obstruct the officers of the 
Government in the proper administration of the laws. 


And it is the same sort of unscrupulous land speculators who are 
making members of Congress to-day believe that their private interests 
are the interests of the people of the arid region and that their will 
would be the will of the people of thatregion. But any one traveling 
through that country and seeing the people and knowing their feeling 
will know better than that. I read farther: 


They advertised in the local papers long lisis of relinquishments of entries 
for sale, and whenever it was necessary to enable them to retain control of the 
| land they would institute fictitious contests against the entries, the relinquish- 
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y were as unscrupulous 





ments of which they had in their possession. The : 
their dealings with their clients as with the Government, and the clients 


} } } f lar , ing I 
ests were sacrificed whenever they could make a few dollars by so doing. It 


was a common practice for them to dismiss a legitimate contest of one clien 
without his knowledge or consent, and immediately institute another cont 
upon the same groundsagainst the same entry rsome other person who wou 
pay a larger fee. In some localities the sentim the whole community was 
corrupted by their erroneous advice and dish¢ practices, and men were led 
to commit the gravest crimes against the land laws without Knowlng or ap} 
ciating the consequences of their acts 

Mr. ALLISON. If I donotinterrupt the Senator, those frauds were 
applied to homestead entries chiefly, and not to arid lands. 

Mr. REAGAN. This report deals with frauds on homestead entries, 
timber-culture entries, and desert-land entries. 

Mr. ALLISON. All of them? 

Mr. REAGAN. Allofthem. But the particular part I read had 
more special reference to homestead entries. 

Mr. ALLISON. SoI thought. 

Mr. REAGAN, I read from the same report, volume 1, page 145: 

Inspector Paisley, in reviewing the work of special agents in the examina- 
tion of the above townships— 














A number of townships are referred to here, but I will not go back 
and read that part of it— 


“especially commends their thoroughness.’"’ They report ‘‘upon each entry, 
including record of entry, abstract of conveyances, and notes of the special 
agents, making the history of each entry complete within itself.’’ In com- 


menting upon the summary of the facts developed the inspector remarks 

“It will be seen from this summary that of the one hundred and thirty-six 
entries examined not a single one is inhabited or occupied and only one gay 
any evidence of recent occupancy. The appearance of all the remainder and 
the condition of the cabins and shanties, where there are any, indicate that none 
of them have been occupied for months, and most of them not for years. The 
character of all the cabins, unless there may be a few of better make in the 
Crookston district, shows that they were intended to serve a very tegaporary 
purpose, and were not built for residence, or even camps during the winter, as 
their construction precludes the idea that the parties building them expected 
or intended to remain in them during the inclement season.” 


I read from pages 161, 162, and 163 of the same report: 
The remaining twenty-five sections are exceedingly rough 
Describing some land on the Pacific coast— 


and mountainous, heavily covered with an immense growth of redwood tim- 
ber, the trees standing densely thick and ranging in size from 3 to 10 feet in 
diameter and from 200 to 300 feet in height. 

Notwithstanding the fact that these lands were entered under the pre-emp- 
tion act, they are wholly unfit for cultivation, even though the timber was re- 
moved therefrom. I find, after having made a careful investigation, that t) 
entrymen were hired to make these entries by Charles H. King and David 
Evans, with the assistance of Charles E. Beach and one John Freeman, who 
operated under the inStructions of King and Evans, the entrymen, for their sery- 
ices, receiving from $150 to $200 each. 

The only show or attempt made by either the entrymen or King and Evans 
toward complying with the pre-emption law in the entry of these twenty-five 
sections of redwood timber land was the building of a mere shanty or make- 
shift for a house upon each quarter-section so entered, which was invariably 
done under the instructions of C, H. King or David Evans, the cost of which 
in no instance would exceed $25. Many of the cabins are still standing, but no 
sign exists of any other improvements having been made or thatany land was 
ever cultivated. There was no timber cut or removed from any of the entries 
embraced in the whole twenty-five sections referred to. It would be impossi- 
ble to cultivate the land (were it susceptible of cultivation after the timber was 


ve 








removed), much less for any vegetation or crops to grow, without first remov- | 


ing the timber, as the sun is entirely shut out and can not possibly penetrate 
to the ground through this wonderful dense growth of redwood. 

The entrymen were only required by the manipulators of this timber land 
grab to remain on the land one or two nights, King and Evans always having 
at hand standing witnesses who assisted in making final proof, notably among 
whom was this man John Freeman, as the final proof papers on file in the Gen- 
eral Land Office will demonstrate. 

As to the amount and value of this body of timber now standing upon this 
land it is a diflicult matter to accurately estimate, but it is safe tosay that it will 
cut from 150,000 to 200,000 feet per acre and is worth $100 per acre. It is invari- 
ably conceded by millmen in general that, owing to the quality and location 
there is no other like body or compact block of timber land upon this coast 
which would command the price per acre ofthis land. 

This valuable block of timber land was conveyed to and is now owned by 
two firms, one of which consists of William Carsonand John Dolbeer, the firm 
name being “‘The Dolbeer and Carson Lumber Company.’ The other isa 
Canadian firm known as Bronson & Co, 


Then there is a table here giving tabulated information in relation 
to it; and the report goes on: 


Special Agent B. F. Bergen,as the result of a thorough examination of the 
above township, reports: 

“‘ After a careful investigation, I find that with the exception of a narrow strip 
lying upon the west side of said township and bordering immediately upon the 
Pacific Ocean, the entire township is rough, broken, and mountainous, the whole 
of which is covered with a dense forest of redwood, fir,and spruce, the red- 
wood species, however, largely predominating and of a monstrous growth. 

= . « . ” * . 


**Out of the one hundred and eighteen entries made in all in said township. 
ninety-five of them, involving 16,000 acres of this mammoth redwood timber 
land, which at a very low estimate will cut 100,000 feet of lumber per acre, an 
at the low stumpage price of $1 per 1,000 feet, we have, as the present value 
this block of land, the sum of $1,600,000, all of which was entered for and in the 
interest of the members of a semi-foreign Scotch syndicate, which was organized 
July 7, 1883, at Edinburgh, Scotland, and known as the ‘ California Redwood 
Company, limited.’ 

* * 


* co + 


“The members and stockholders of this company did not only secure from th 
Government, contrary to andin violation of the laws governing the ac quisitio 
of the public domain, the 16,000 acres above referred to, but they also secured 
in addition, 48,000 acres equally valuable, in townships adjacent to this townsh p 


7 . * . * * * 


“James D. Walker, president, and David Evans and Charles H. K ing, the busi- 
ness managers of this foreign syndicate, were the prime California manipula- 
tors of this enormous timber-land grab. Their methods were, fi rst, to secure the 
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this said township, with the exception of those 1}; and bord t pon 
the coast, some ten or tw ve nu er,’al ere made on redwo tir ‘r 
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ill acreage of the 

rhis is not a very pleasant part of American history, Mr. President 
but I will pursue it a little further. I have not had time to make 

| such a presentation of this matter as I would desire to make, but I 
am giving some salient features of it. Here are tables on page 154 of 
the first volume of the report of the Secretary of the Interior for 1887 
and from page 456 to page 464 of the second volume of the report 
1887, containing tables which I can not lertake to read, statements 
showing the condition of cases of unlawful inclosures of public lands, 
apd giving the names and occupations 1 locality of the tract It 
will be interesting to any one wh ls an interest in the preservation 

| of the public lands and in prev« y i nes W l to 
them to look over these tables and see the enormous number of the 
companies given in these eight pages engaged in r ing the G n 
ment of our public lands. 

I will not undertake to descrilx é t on I 
Then in the same volume, from pages 465 to 468, is a list which shows 
returns, and but partial returns on that subject, made by the district 
attorneys to the Attorney-General un his iy ] how 
the condition of cases of indictment for crin id 
In this list there are hundreds of cases of pet n p 
jury, forgery, conspiracy to defraud, false certi tes, illegal fees, ete 
Chere are hundreds of them, and this it is stated is | i partial return 
of those cases. 

Mr. President, it is with no pleasure that I call attention to these 
things, and, while it relates to things of the past, I am D 
to it to show that this condition of things gave rise yn 
of the Senate of April 13, I believe it is, of 188%, to the joint resolution 
of Congress of March 20, 1888, and to the passage of t law of October 
2, 1888, and to the passage of the additional Jaw of March 2, I} e 
it is, of 1889. All this legislation was intended not t ) pr ! + land 


system. 





Gentlemen criticise the act of 1885 rn ig an inte 

land system. I desire to repeat what I have twice said before, tha 
was not intended for that purpose. It was intended to arres 
operation of the land system as a means of saving the public domain 
from the character of men to whom I have referred here, the charac 
| ter of men referred to by the papers in New Mexico, the character of 
| men referred to by the constitutional convention of Idaho. It was 
| to hold up the public domain until Congress could make provision 
| which would keep it out of the clutch of land grabbers and speculators 


and enable the people to occupy it as homes. 


Now, that being done last year, the Senate, still evident] 











with the necessity of ampler information on this subject, prov led for 
+ select committee to go that country and take testimony. Thate 
mittee traveled over most of the arid regions, and I can testify to the 
| great energy, earnestness, and abili h which th nat 
| vada [Mr. STEWART]. the chai hat committee, d rged his 
| duties; and the report which ymitted t ly and the 
| valuable and important information which he | 1 to this 
as the result of that investigation will be of great value to those 
| will study it with reference to the solution of this problem. 

Mr. President, with this information before us the committee mad 
its report, or rather it made two reports, and it submitted bills to tl 
Senate for the purpose of providing a system for securing these lands 
to the use of actual settler J assume that it was the purpose of 


the majority and minority of the committee to accomplish this end. | 
thinkit is right to assume thi The question as between the bills would 
| be simply which would more perfectly secure that end. The minority 
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f the umittee submitted a bill which they thought provided a com- 
plets | perfect system for the appropriation and administration of 
the lauds in the arid regions under the authority of State laws, which 
the bill prov les for. If the purposes of that bill could be carried out, 
fraud upon the public domain in the arid regions would be an absolute 
lm possibilit Phe right of the landless and homeless of this country to 


acquire homes is left open to them beyond the rea h of the speculator 
and the land-grabber. 

rhis was the p we had in view. But Senators in discussing 
this question do not discuss the means providing that that land shall be 
so reserved for actual settlers, but they limit themselves to a denuncia- 
tion of the act of 1888, which had the approval of Congress after elab- 
orate inv W hen the proposed repeal of that law is made, as 
I have indicated, with the land speculators on the field, the desert-land 
act revived, the ulture act revived, all the acts revived, now 
that Government surveyors have called attention toit, and as was said 
by the constitutional convention of Idaho, their agents were following 
the surveyors, they are ready to seize that land at once; and the men 
who are so ready to seize that land are the men who make members of 
the Senate believe that it isthe interest of the people to repeal the act 
of 1888. 

Now, I appeal to the reason, I appeal to thesense of justice, of every 
Senator whether it is right to turn this land loose to be grabbed by 
speculators at once, for all men know who know the situation that this 
must be the result of the repeal of that act now unless other provis- 
ions are adopted to prevent it. So if it is repealed I want the people 
of the arid regions to know, I want the people of the United States to 
know, that it is repealed in the face of the fact that the Senators re- 
pealing it know that the repeal takes that land out of the hands of the 
Government and out of the reach of actual settlers and puts it into the 
hands of syndicates and corporations and land-grabbers. 

It may be something to boast of having the majority on that side, 
but, Mr. President, in considering great questions affecting the rights 
of the people and of humanity, I have never allowed my mind to con- 
sider where the majority lay. I have tried to consider what was right, 
what was just, and to dothat, and let the majorities take care of them- 
selves, and if every Senator upon this floor should see this matter dif- 
ferently trom what I do, while I haveno complaint, because their judg- 
ment suay be better than mine, still I intend to have the approval of 
my own conscience, and when the Government and the people are 
robbed of these lands, I intend to be able to say that I did not do it: 
I did not consent tothe robbery; I did not consent to the deprivation 
of the people of the United States who have no homes of a chance to 
get homes; but I have made a faithful effort, joined by my colleagues 
on the committee, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs] and the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN ], in an elaborate report, to state 
the reasons for a bill, which is elaborate in its provisions, for a full dis- 
position of this whole question, the saving of this land from syndi- 
cates, and for the use of the actual settler. 

That bill I will ask now, lest I forget it hereafter, that the Senate 
shall consent shall be printed as an appendix to my remarks, and I am 
sorry that the report is so voluminous that I can not ask the same for it. 

Whatever majorities here may do on that bill or on that report on 
the facts which underlie that bill, I can go to bed and sleep soundly ex- 
cept for my regret that the Government should lose its property and 
that the citizens should lose the chance to secure homes for themselves. 
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APPENDIX. 
Mr. Reagan introduced the following bill; which was read twice and ordered 
to lie on the table 


A bill (S. 3769) to provide for the irrigation of the arid lands of the United States, 
and for other purposes, 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior, through the agency of 
the irrigation survey, shall cause the arid lands of the United States to be topo- 
graphically surveyed and platted into irrigation districts by hydrographic ba- 
sins, so that one hydrographic system embracing all of the interdependent 
waters and lands in relation to irrigation, forest protection, and pasturage pro- 
tection shall be included in each, in manner to wit: 

First. Wherever it is possible each irrigation district shall consist of the area 
drained by the bead waters of a great river, or by one small river and its tribu- 
taries, or by a large creek and its tributaries, and it shall include all the lands 
embraced therein and that are or can be irrigated thereby, and al! such head- 
water districts shall be known as irrigation districts of the first class. 

Second. Wherever it is possible all other lands not included in any irrigation 
district of the first class, and that lie along any river and belong to the hydro- 
graphic basin of such river, shall be divided into districts in such a manner that 
each district shall embrace all of the irrigable lands belonging to one irrigation 
system, dependent upon one system of headworks and canals, together with 
all other lands of whatever nature belonging to the drainage of that portion of 
the river embraced in said district; and this shall be done in such a manner in 
each case that the sites for the diverting dam or dams, reservoir or reservoirs, 
and other headworks, together with the main canal or canals, and all branches 
thereof, and the section of the river along which it lies on one or both sides, and 
all lands drained into the river along such section on one or both sides, as the 
case may be, not embraced in any irrigation district of the first class, and form- 
ing the catchment area of such district, shall be included within said irrigation 
district; and such districts shall be known as irrigation districts of the second 
class. 

Third. That wherever creeks drain contiguous areas and run into valleys or 
plains, where they disappear orare lost by being discharged into the sand, and 
thus do not have natural outlets into other streams, they may be thrown by 
groups of contiguous basins into irrigation districts, or may be attached to 
other irrigation districts and form constituent parts thereof for the purposes 
contemplated in thisact; and such districts, constituted solely of isolated drain- 
age basins, shall be known as irrigation districts of the third class, 


And the boundary of each district shall be determined with all its meanders 
and marked upon the ground; and the topography of each irrigation district 
shall also be determined by surveys, and maps stall be constructed of the same, 
appropriately representing such boundaries and such topography. 

Sec, 2. That it shall be the duty of the officers of the United States irrigation 
survey to select, define in land-oflice terms, and designate on the maps the ir- 
rigable lands in the irrigation districts provided for in this act; and the lands 
selected shall be such as can be irrigated by the canals and irrigating works 
planned and reported by the survey and by the irrigating works already con- 
structed and used for that purpose; and wherever in any topographic basin 
there is a greater area of good and available irrigable lands than the waters are 
competent to serve, the lands most favorably situate for irrigation shall be 
selected, as governed by the following conditions, to wit: 

First. The conditions necessary to secure the greatest area of irrigable land. 

Second, The conditions necessary to secure the most valuable lands for agri- 
cultural purposes by reason of climate. 

Third, The conditions necessary to secure the most valuable agricultural 
lands as determined by soil and subsoil. 

Fourth, The conditions necessary to secure lands that can be irrigated and 
cultivated with the greatest economy. 

See. 3. That all lands which were irrigated in any irrigation district provided 
for in this act or prior to the passage of the act of October 2, 1888, providing for 
the segregation of irrigable lands, and all lands for which irrigation works had 
been constructed, in whole or in part, prior to the passage of said act, are hereby 
declared irrigable lands for all purposes contemplated in this act; but this pro- 
vision shall not be construed to authorize the use of any water for irrigation not 
legally appropriated; and all lands designated by the United States surveys as 
irrigable lands, whether belonging to the United States or to other parties, are 
hereby declared irrigable lands for the purposes contemplated in this act. 

Sree. 4. That itshall be the duty of the United States irrigation survey to 
designate the trunk sections of the rivers and large creeks of the irrigation dis- 
triets, and to determine and locate the places on such trunk sections where 
dams for irrigating canals may be constructed, and the sites within such irriga- 
tion districts which may be used for irrigating reservoirs, and the routes which 
may be followed tor the construction of canals taking water from such desig- 
nated trunk sections, all in such a manner as to protect the water rights of the 
several irrigation districts and to prevent the construction of improvident and 
obstructive works of irrigation; and it shall be unlawful for any person or cor- 
poration to construct, in any of the irrigation districts provided for in this act, 
any dam, reservoir, canal, or otber hydraulic work for irrigation purposes tak- 
ing water from designated trunk sections upon any site or route not selected 
and designated by the United States irrigation survey for such purposes, 

Sec.5. Thatall running waters, perennia! or intermittent, in the irrigation dis- 
tricts provided for in this act shall be divided among such irrigation districts 
in the following manner, to wit: 

First. In any irrigation district of the first class all of the waters running 
therein may be used for irrigation on the lands designated as irrigable lands 
and on the lands of town sites; but waters shall not be used for irrigation on 
the lands of such irrigation districts not thus designated as irrigable lands or 
which are not town-site lands; and waters shal! not be taken from designated 
trunk sections except at such places as are designated for that purpose by the 
United States irrigation survey. 

Second. In any irrigation district ot the second class all of the waters falling 
thereon may be used for irrigation on the designated irrigable Jands and on 
the town-site lands, and all the water running in the trunk sections of such ir- 
rigation districts may be used on the designated irrigable lands and on the 
town-site lands; but waters shall not be used for irrigation on the lands of such 
irrigation districts not thus designated as irrigable lands and town-site lands; 
and waters shall not be taken from such trunk sections except at the places 
designated for that purpose by the United States irrigation survey. 

Third. In any irrigation district of the third class all the waters falling on 
or flowing in such irrigation district may be used for irrigation on the desig- 
nated irrigable landsand on town-site lands; but waters shall not be used for irri- 
gation on the lands of such irrigation districts not thus designated as irrigable 
lands and town-site lands; and waters shall not be taken from designated 
trunk sections except at such places as are designated for that purpose by the 
United States irrigation survey. 

Sec. 6. That whenever a catchment area, in whole or in part, or the reser- 
voir or reservoirs, dam or dams, or other headworks or canals of any irri- 
gation district, as planned by the United States irrigation survey, lie within 
the boundaries of another State or Territory than that to which the chief body 
of irrigable lands belong, the people of the irrigation district whose lands are 
irrigated thereby shal! have the right to enter = the lands where such waters, 
sites, and works are situate, for the purpose of constructing, maintaining, and 
protecting the same, and for the purpose of protecting and using the forestsand 
the pasturage thereon; and it shall be unlawful to levy any tax on or establish 
any obstruction to the use of such watersand such forests and pasturage by the 
State or Territory wherein they are situate; but the jurisdiction over such 
waters, sites, and works, for the purposes contemplated in this act, shall belong 
to the irrigation district owning and using the same: Provided, That the State 
or ew wherein they are situate shall consent to the same, as hereinafter 

rovided. 

’ Sec. 7. That all the lands belonging to the United States in any of the irriga- 
tion districts provided for in section 1 of this act shall remain the property of 
the United States, except as herein provided, to wit: 

First. Any lands designated and segregated by the United States surveys as 
irrigable lands may be acquired by individuals in tracts not greater than 80 
acres under the provisions of the United States statutes for the acquirement of 
homesteads. 

Second. Any mining lands in such irrigation districts may be acquired by in- 
dividuals under the statutes of the United States providing for the acquirement 
of such mining lands, 

Third. Any coal lands lying within such irrigation districts may be acquired 
by individuals under the statutes of the United States providing for the acquire- 
ment of such coal lands, 

Fourth. Any town sites that may be selected in such irrigation districts may 
be acquired by the proper persons under the United States statutes providing 
for the acquirement of town sites. 

All other lands in the irrigation districts are hereby declared to be public 
lands, to remain the property of the United States, and to be held for the use 
and benefit of the people of the irrigation district as forest lands and as pastur- 
age lands, and as catchment areas or sources of supply for the waters to be used 
in the irrigation districts for irrigation and for other beneficial purposes; and 
such forests and such pasturage may be used by the people of such irrigation 
districts under the conditions and restrictions hereinafter provided; and all 
sites for reservoirs, canals, dams, and other hydraulic works designed for irri- 
gating purposes which may be selected by the United States irrigation surve 
sha!! remain the property of the United States, to be used by the people of suc 
irrigation districts, under the conditions and restrictions hereinafter provided. 

Sec. 8. That the owner of any tract of land designated as i le land, ac- 
quired by homestead settlement, with title inchoate or perfected, or the owner 
of any tract of land designated as irrigable land acquired in any cther manner, 
shall bave the right to use any waters for irrigation belonging to the irrigation 
district in which this tract of land is situated. not otherw used and appro- 
priated, and shall have the right to be servedfrom any irrigating canal prop- 





+ «QP Bes 


% 


Re heey ee Ta eee 


sis Peg 


it 


Se. tothe ia aig 


a4 


ed eae eee 


jus Site 


. 















1890. 





erly located for that purpose by the payment of the proper part of the co 
the construction of the irrigating works upon which his supply of water it 

















pendent, such amount to be determined by the « ers the rigu 1 
district who are hereinafter provided for, in complia with the statutes 
the State or Territory to which such irrigation district beiongs: Provided, That 
such payment may be extended over aterm of years att liscreti of said 
commissioners, or under the provisions of State or Territorial law 

Sec. 9. That it shall be unlawful forany person or corporation to const 
dams, reservoirs, canals, or other hydraulic works for irrigation purposes int 





irrigation districts provided for in this act, except such as are auihorized by the 








commissioners of the irrigation district, in conformity with the general statutes 
of the State or Territory in which the irrigation disizict is situate, and in con 
formity with the laws of the United Stat and no p®rson or corporation shall 





acquire the right to appropriate and use water for irrigation in any of sa d irri- 
gation districts except as provided in this act : ; 

Sec. 10. That it shall be lawful for the qualified voters of any irrigation dis 
trict, as provided in section | of this act, to organize themselves into abody cor 
porate and politic, with powers to sue and be sued, and right to use a seal, for 
the purposes contemplated in this act, by providing ; 

First. For a board of irrigation district commissioners of not less than f 
persons, who shall be elected by the qualified voters of the irrigation district 
and who shall constitute the legislative body of the irrigation district to enact 
laws and rules relating to the use of the waters of the district for irrigation and 
other purposes, and relating to the use and protection of tbe timber and fire- 
wood of the district, and relating to the use and protection of the common pas 
urage of the district, subject to and in compliance with the statutes of the State 
or Territory in which such irrigation district is situate and in conformity with 
the laws of the United States. a ge 

Second. For an irrigation court to adjudicate questions that may arise and 
the laws and rules of the irrigation district relating to the use and distribut 











of the waters of the district, the protection and use of the timber and fire-wood 
of the irrigation district, and the use and protection of the pasturage of the i: 
gation district, and to provide for appeals from such irrigation court to higher 


courts of the State or Territory. 

Third. For a superintendent of irrigation and for the necessary assistants, as 
engineers and water-masters. 

Fourth, For a superintendent of forestry and for the necessary assistants, as 
foresters. 

Fifth. For a superintendent of pasturage, and for the necessary assistants, as 
herders, should they be deemed necessary. 

Sec. 1l. That it shall be lawful for the commissioners of each irrigation dis 
trict to provide laws and rules for purposes, to wit: 

First. For the use of all the waters falling within the catchment area of the 
irrigation district, for the irrigation of the lands of the irrigation district, and 
for other useful and beneficial purposes, and for the recovery, by drainage and 
other hydraulic methods, of all the waters used in irrigation, and for other pub- 





lic purposes, and for determining how and where they may be reused within the | 
irrigation district on the lands designated asirrigable by the United States irri- | 


gation survey: Provided, That such regulationsshall be in conformity with the 
generai statutes of the State or Territory in which the irrigation district is sit- 
uate and in conformity with the laws ofthe United States. 


Second. For the use and protection of the timber and fire-wood of the irri- 


gation district, in conformity with the general statutes of the State or Territory 
in which it is situate and in conformity with the laws of the United States 
Third. For the use and protection of the pasturage of the irrigation district, 


in conformity with the general statutes of the State or Territory in which it is 
situate and in conformity with the laws of the United States, 


Sec. 12. That it shall be lawful for any State or Territory in which are situate | 


any of the irrigation districts authorized in this act to provide by general statute 
for the purposes herein named, to wit: 

First. For the use of the waters of such irrigation districts for service on the 
lands selected and segregated as irrigable lands by the United States, and for 
other useful and beneficial purposes; and, further, for the construction of irri- 
gating works under authority of the commissioners of the several irrigation dis- 


tricts by any of the methods, to wit: First, by the co-operation of the people 


interested therein ; second, by taxes levied on the lands irrigated ; third, by the 
issuance of irrigation district bonds, the interest and principal to be paid by taxes 
levied on the lands irrigated; fourth, by granting to persons or corporations the 
right and imposing on them the duty of supplying water for irrigation and other 
beneficial purposes, through the agency of irrigation works, for a term oftwenty- 
seven years, and by providing that the services of such persons and corpora- 
tions shall be paid for by the users of the water at just and reasonable rates for 
measured quantities of water, and not at rates per acre or quantity of land irri- 

ted, and by further providing that at the expiration of twenty-seven years 


rom the beginning of the first service of water the rights and duties of such per- | Mr. DOLPH. We read of aman who once stood in the market-place 


sons or corporations shall terminate, and all such irrigation works shall there- 
upon become and be the property of the irrigation districts to which they per- 
tain. 

Second. For the use of the timber and fire-wood of such irrigation districts 
for domestic, mining, and other purposes, and that the users of timber and wood 
for such purposes shall pay to the commissioners of any irrigation district from 
which timber or fire-wood is taken an amountsufficient to cover the expense of 
the maintenance of the forestry organization in such irrigation district, and not 
more than 20 per cent. of the same added thereto; andall revenue derived from 
the sale of timber and fire-wood by the commissioners of any irrigation district 
shall be used, first, for the maintenance of the forestry organization of the irri- 
gation district, and, second, for the construction and maintenance of irrigation 
works. And the forest areas from which such timber and fire-wood are taken 
shall be designated by the commissioners of the irrigation districts in such a 
manner as they may deem wise for the prote@ion and advantage of the sources 
of the water supply for irrigation, and for the protection and permanence of 
reservoirsand other works of irrigation: Provided, That the administration of 
such statutes shall be relegated to the irrigation districts 

Third. For the use and protection of the pasturage of such irrigation districts: 
Provided, That the administration of such statutes shall be relegated to the irri- 
gation districts. 

Sec. 13. Thatit shall be lawful for any State or Territory in which are situate 
any of the irrigation districts provided for in this act to provide by statutes for 
the organization of a State or Territorial board of irrigation commissioners, to 
consist of not less that five persons, for the purpose of supervising and approv- 
ing all contracts made by the irrigation-district commissioners for the construc- 
tion and maintenance of irrigation works, when provision is made to pay for 
such work by the issue of irrigation-district bonds, or when contracts are made 
with persons or corporations for the construction and maintenance of irriga- 
tion works for a term of years, and such contracts or bonds shall not be valid 
without the approval of the State or Territorial board; and it shal! be the duty 
of said State or Territorial board to disapprove said contracts or bonds when- 
ever it shall appear that the amount stipulated to be paid by the irrigation dis- 
trict for the construction of irrigation works is excessive and more than sufti- 
cient for the economic construction of such irrigation works, or when such 
works are not properly planned to serve the purposes for which they are in- 
tended, or when proper provision is not made for the prompt and complete pay- 
— od the interest and principal on bonds or other obligations of the irrigation 

strict. 


Sec. 14. That it shall be lawful for any State or Territory to define the bound- 
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that the several irrigation districts therein are authorized to proceed with their 


organization, and are entitled to all the rights and subject to all the duties ex- 
I sed and imy i in this act, and thereupon the provisi sof this act em- 
braced in sections 19,11, 12, and 13 shall have force and eff 1s law 





Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I regret that there is an apparent 
necessity that 1 should occupy any further time of the Senate upon this 


| question. I never intended to discuss it at all, but was drawn into 


making the few remarks I dida few days since by what occurred dur- 
ing the progress of the debate. The whole matter may be stated on 
both sides in fifteen minutes, so that the Senate can vote intelligently 
upon it, 

But during the progress of the speech of the Senator who Has just 
concluded, I made what I thought was a proper and respectful sug- 
gestion, by his permission. I received a retort which was not gentle- 


manly, and scarcely parliamentary; but Iam in the habit of taking 


care of myself, and I was not disposed to raise that question, and am 
not now. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I can afford to listen to the language 
of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I object to being interrupted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLAIR in the chair The Sena- 
tor from Oregon has the floor and declines to yield. 


and prayed with a loud voice and thanked God that he was not as other 

men. Human nature is much the same to-day that it has been in all 
| ages. There is egotism, there is phariseeism, there is boorishness to- 
day, as there has been in all times past. 

Mr. President, I am accustomed to stating in as briefand clear man- 
ner as possible the reasons which actuate my vote and my action upon 
any public question, if Istate them at all. I am accustomed to giv- 
ing every man credit for proper motive for his public conduct ; and I 
would be the last man to question the motives of the Senator who hag 
just taken hisseat. While I differ from him on a great many 
tions I have been inclined hitherto to accord to him the utmost hon- 
esty, and to believe that what he said was in accordance with his hon- 
est convictions. If I were to go upon that side of the Chamber to 
select a man who did speak in accordance with his honest convictions 
I do not think I should pass the Senator who sits so near me, to find 
that man. 

But, sir, suppose I was disposed to question the motives for a man’s 
position on this amendment. In the first place, I would inquire the 


cause of his interest. When I discuss this question I am not intermed- 


ques- 


dling with anybody’s affairs. I amspeaking for the peoplo who live in 

| my State who occupy two-thirds of the area of the State, because if you 

look at that map you will see that this line [indicating] which has been 
» « J 


drawn to define the boundaries of the arid country excludes only about 
one-third of my State and includes two-thirds of it 
Sir, upon that two-thirds area of my State are nearly two-thirds of 


the population of my State—men who, as I said the other day, took 


their lives in their hands to settle that country and save the title to 
| the United States; men who have invested their all in homes in antici- 
pation of the march of civilization, which was to develop the resources 
of that country and make that a place where they might enjoy al! the 
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benefits of civilized life; men who form the foundation of this Govern- 
ment; men who vote; men who are allowed to vote, and whose votes 
are counted; men with whom neither the education nor the instincts 
of the Senator from Texas qualify him to sympathize. 

‘Those are the men whom I represent when I seek to have this ill-ad- 
vised legislation repealed. Suppose I were to inquire of the motives 
which actuate the Senator from Texas. Look at the map and you see 
that one-half of the area of Texas are desert lands, according to the lines 
prepared by Professor Powell; but there is not an acre of Government 
land in all the State of Texas. There is nothing which the strong arm of 
the General Government can lay its hand upon, no lands the disposi- 
tion of which we can regulate. No; the Senator and his constituents 
are safe from this unjust legislation. Is it possible that anybody in 
the State of Texas desires to have two-thirds of the area of my State 
suddenly withdrawn from sale in order that the lands in the State of 
Texas may be increased in value threefold within a year? I would 
not intimate that the Senator from Texas was actuated by any such 
motive as that. : 

But, sir, consider further the talk about these corporations. Stretch- 
ing across all that tract [indicating] there are I do not know how many 
railroads; at least three or four, with branches, that have land grants, 


land grants which have been earned, the landsof which are being sold | 


to-day to settlers. What is the effect of the legislation of 1888 and of 
the policy advocated by the Senator from Texas? It is to withdraw 
from settlement every acre of Government land and leave the only 
land that can be bought, the land owned by railroad companies and 
the great corporations that have secured as we have been told so large 
ashare of the public domain. The policy advocated by the Senator 
from Texas is a policy to increase the value of every acre of that land 
within a year threefold and to place every settler in all that vast region 
at the mercy of the railroad companies. 

I would not insinuate that the Senator from Texas was actuated by 
such a motive as a desire to benefit the railroad companies by leaving 
their lands, the only lands to which title may be acquired in all that 
region. Itis not so. The Senator from Texas does not understand 
this question asI do. But I claim the right to express my opinions 
upon any question in the Senate, to give my reasons and have the same 
treatment that I accord to other Senators here. 

The Senator talks about my being found on the side of those who 
want special privileges, etc. Does the Senator know that the very first 

~year I was in this body I reported a bill from the Committee on Public 
Lands to repeal the pre-emption law, to repeal the timber-culture act, 
to repeal the desert-land law? Probably he has never been informed 
of that, but he ought to have known it before he made such a charge 
as that. Does he know further that I forced it up in the Senate, or at 
least that I was active to get it up in the Senate, and that it passed 
through this body and lay upon the House Calendar until the Con- 
gress adjourned? Doesthe Senator know that at the very next session 
of Congress I reported another bill to repeal the pre-emption law, to 
repeal the timber-culture act, and to amend the desert-land law, to pre- 
veut the very things that the Senatoris complainingabout? If he does 
not know it, I will teil him that that is the fact. 

I am always ready to give the reasons for anything I do on this floor 
or elsewhere. I hold in my hand a report submitted January 13, 1885, 
upon that bill, comprising nearly ten pages of matter, which I will not 
ask to have included in my remarks because I quoted liberally from 
it in the report made the next year, and I now ask the Secretary to 
read certain portions of that report which I have indicated. 

The Secretary read from the report submitted by Mr. DoLpu, from 
the Committee on Public Lands, February 1, 1886, as follows: 

The most important provisions of the bill are those which repeal the pre- 
emption law and the timber-culture act. Rights which have become vested 
under each of these laws are protected by provisions for the perfection of claims 
lawfully initiated under them before the passage of the bill. 

The provisionsof the bill repealing the pre-emption laware carefully guarded 
#0 as not to affect special provisions of existing laws under which certain aban- 
doned Indian reservations, such as the Ute and Osage reservations, are being 
disposed of in accordance nn stipulations under the pre-emption system. 

in the report made by the writer, from the Committee on Public ds, at the 
second session of the Forty-eighth Congress, the reasons which induced the 
committee to recommend the repeal of the pre-emption law and the timber- 


culture act were stated at length. Your committee quote from that report as 
follows: 


“REPEAL OF THE PRE-EMPTION LAW. 


“The policy of the Government in administering the public domain for many 
years was to sell the public lands as rapidly as possible, and to obtain as much 
revenue as possible therefrom. Under the practice of offering lands at public 
gale under the proclamation of the President, and then placing them upon the 
market subject to private entry, nearly all the best lands in the market, as far 
as they were a were secured and controlled by companies or single pro- 
prietors, who purchased them for purposes of speculation. Under such a state 
of things it was found impossibie to restrain settlers within the limits of sur- 
veyed lands. They pressed beyond the surveyed limits to find Government 
lands suitable for homes. 

‘From time to time prior to the year 1840 it was found necessary for Congress 
to pass special laws conferring the privilege of pre-emption upon such settlers; 
but these laws were all of a temporary nature, in fact relief bills applying to 
classes of settlers. The right of pre-emption was conferred upon all qualified 
settlers by the pre-emption act of 1841, but the right was confined to surveyed 
lands. In 1853 the right of pre-emption was extended to unsurveyed lands, 
The pre-emption law was the first general law for the disposal of the public 
lands in the interest of actual settiers, and was a great improvement upon any 
previous legislation providing for the sale of the public domain. Ithas greatly 
aided in the marvelous development of the Western States and Territories. 


“The homestead law, which was passed in 1862, contained in the provision for 
the commutation of a homestead entry the essential! features of the pre-emption 
law, and we have had since that date a dual system for the sale of the pubiic 
lands suitable for agricultural purposes to actual settlers, employing two sets of 
machinery, two agencies of adjustment and duplicate records, and the only re- 
sult to be obtained by continuing the two systems is to permit one person to 
acquire 160 agres of land under each of the acts. 

* Your committee is of the opinion that the time has come when the right ofa 
person to acquire title from the Government to the agricultural lands should 
be restricted to 160 acres. 

“Another reason for the repeal of this law is the alarming increase of fraudu- 
lent claims under itin late years, owing to the greater demand for, and increased 
value of, the lands, the discontinuance of public sales, and the withdrawal of 
lands from private entry. 

“ The law can be made, and in spite of the vigilance of the officers of the gen- 
eral and local land offices, is made the means of acquiring the public lands 
fraudulently. Ithas been said that the fault is in the execution of the lawand 
not in the law itself, but your committee is of the opinion that the law itself 
contains such inherent defects that fr.udulent entries and the fraudulent pro- 
curing of title under itcan not be wholly prevented. So long as it was the prac- 
tice of the Government to offer the public lands at public sale, and large tracts 
of valuable lands were subject to private entry, and lands were of compara- 
tively little value, there was little inducement to evade the pre-emption law 
and to secure the public lands under it for speculation, although, undoubtedly, 
frauds under this law, as well as frauds under all other laws for the disposal of 
the public domain, were moreor less frequent from the date of its \ 

“It was natural, also, that less attention should have been given in the admin- 
istration of the law tothe question of the good faith of the settler, and lessstrict- 
ness should have been required in the proofs of the performance of the condi- 
tions ofthe act at a time whee the policy ofthe Government was to sell as much 
of the public lands and get as much revenue out of the public domain as possi- 
ble, than after the policy of the Government changed and the public lands be- 
gan to be administered with a view of securing their settlement and occupa- 
tion—to their becoming the homes of American citizens, and not as sources of 
revenue to the Government.”’ 

* * * * * « * 


‘** Your committee is therefore of the opinion that the pre-emption law should 
be repealed, saving vested rights and permitting all bona fide claims initiated 
under the law before the passage of this bill to be perfected in the same manner 
as if the law had not been repealed, 


“REPEAL OF THE TIMBER-CULTURE LAW. 


“Section 2 of the bill, as it is proposed by the committee to amend it, provides 
for the repeal of the act of June 14, 1878, known as the timber-culture act. The 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land Office have, 
in two successive annual reports, recommended the repeal of this law. It is 
the opinion of your committee that the law is a failure; that the beneficial 
anne Seem were expected from the operations of the law have not been 
secured. 

“The law is mainly taken advantage of by those who have exhausted their 
rights under the pre-emption and homestead laws. Claims in great numbers 
are taken under this law without the intention upon the part of the claimant 
to comply with its provisions, and held against settlers under homestead and 
oe acts for speculative purposes, and even in cases where an attempt 

s made to comply with the conditions of the act the compliance is perfunctory, 
the objects of the settler being to secure title to the lands and not the cultiva- 
tion of timber, and the timber cultivated is of no real value. In short, the law 
appears to be of no practical value. 

“The Secretary, in his last annual report, recommended the repeal of this law 
in the following forcible language : 

“*In my last annual report I called attention to the abuses flowing from the 
operations of this act. Continued experience has demonstrated that these abuses 
are inherent in the law, and beyond the reach of administrative methods for 
their correction. Settlementon the land is not uired. Even residence within 
the State or Territory in which the land is situated is not acondition toan entry. 
A mere entry of record holds the land for one year without the performance of 
any act of cultivation. The meager act of breaking five acres, which can be 
done at the close of the year as well as at the beginning, holds the land for the 
second year. Comparatively trivial acts hold it for a third year. During these 
periods relinguishments of the entries are sold to homestead or other settlers 
at such price as the land may command. 

*** My information leads me to the conclusion thata majority of entries under 
the timber-culture act are made for speculative purposes, and not for the cultiva- 
tion of timber. Compliance with law in these cases is a mere pretense, and does 
not result in the production of timber. On the contrary,as one entry in a sec- 
tion exhausts the timber-culture right in that section, it follows thatevery fraud- 
ulent entry prevents a bona fide one on any portion of the section within which 
the fraudulent entry is made. My information is that no trees are to be seen 
over vast regions of country where timber-culture entries have been most nu- 
merous. 

“ ‘Again, under the operation of the pre-emption, homestead, and timber-cult- 
ure laws,any one person may enter 160 acres in each class of entry, making a 
total of 480 acres which may be taken by one person.’ 

‘Asin the case ofthe pre-emption law, no vested rights under the timber-culture 
law will be destroyed by the bill if it is passed. All claimants under the law 
who have taken the initiatory steps to secure title at the date of the passage of 
the bill will be authorized, notwithstanding the repeal of the law, to comply 
with its conditions and perfect their title. 

. *« *. na * . * 7 

“There is a rapidly growing sestiment in this country that all the laws provid- 
ing for the disposal of the poe lands suital/e foragricultural purposes, except 
the homestead law, should be repealed, and that the public domain should here- 
after be reserved for homes for settlers under that law. 

Your committee is of the opinion that this should be in the the future the pol- 
iey of the Government in administering the public domain. 

‘The agricultural lands are being rapidly taken up. The most valuable and 
desirable lands, even in the Territories most remote from the densely popa- 
lated portions of the Union, are already occupied. Underthe present pre-emp- 
tion, hom and timber-culture laws one person may become the owner of 
4380 acres of the public domain, and under the several laws authorizing the dis- 
posal of the public lands—agricultural, timber, and mineral lands—one person 
can acquire title from the Government to 1,120 acres. 

“* If settlers are hereafter restricted to the right to acquire title to 160 acres of 
the public land, suitable for agricultural pu it will be, comparatively 
speaking, but a few years untilall the lands suitable for homes in all the States 
and Territories will be exhausted.” 


AMENDMENTS TO THE DESERT-LAND LAW AND HOMESTEADS ON MOUNTAINOUS 
LAND. 


The act entitled “An ottegel> for the sale of desert lands in certain States 
- Territo - sores te Co bh 3, a. a, —— as a a. 
lan " was y ‘or purpose of securing settlemen 

and aan ion of the desert lands in the States and Territories to which it is 
made applicable. Properly guarded and executed in accordance with the in- 
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tention of Congress the measure would have proved to be one of great pu think is a matter of history The end it w certai 
utility, . ‘ 1 in “ Senate—— : 
Experience has demonstrated, however, as will appear by reference to the i | . 
ficial reports of the officers of the Governn harged with its execution, that | L oP! tESIDING OFFICER La Ww 
instead of secur , tothe extent expected, the settlement and reclamation of | ti der. Does the Senator from Or ‘ f m 
desert land, the has been used asa means of securing, by col 3 | 4 - 
and by evas f the requirements of the law, possession of lar 3 ey pena ; 5 ; , : 
of the public lands, of obtaining, fraudulently in some cases, ti tle to agricult- | Ir. DOLPH. i yieid 
ural lands, and retarding bona fide settlement of the public domain. } Mr. JONES. of Arkansas. I wish re : we j 
Influenced by these considerations, at the second session of the Forty-eighth | think the Sen ir } sta t ti ! } 
Congress, your committee, in reporting upon House bill 7004, w z ving CAEIR Ls er t _ is in e! 1 his é a 
to the shortness of the session and the great amount of business before the | Ment was Gebated in the Senate at some cons l { ‘ 
committee, necessarily received a hasty consideration, recommended the 1 | } } of person lam s hat I took | t le \ 
peal of the act. After a more deliberate consideration and careful and pro- | DOT PH ( ss : 
tracted examination, your committee are of the opinion that the law can |! | . a =" . I 
and should be amended so as to secure the beneficial results tended to be | INES tA i \ sir; J yn : bs 
accomplished by it, and to prevent the abuses which have arisen and are pos | ference report 
sible under it, and to accomplish this, in the bill reported by the nmittee, | te DOLPH 5 ; 
they have proposed certain amendments to the law rhese amendments are, | 7 aah See " : : oe \ 
in brief— from the comr! tee, as I understand, and I have ot heard a 
r eu nod Staten ~ ae Hight te purchase lands under the act to citiz 3 | of the committee state otherwise, that is to say, that any portion 
of the United States, and to one half-s n of land as ee es ot oe ; a 
2. Requirement of actual residence and cultivation for a period of five years | * ) SES we ld m thnaraw tine se lands from setlliement ; 
from the date of entry. | Mr. ALLISON. It came from the other House and was considered 
3. A provision against alienation of the land, similar in all respects tothe one | jn conference. 
in the case of a homestead entry. as 
4. Arequirement thatat least one-half oftheclaim shall be actually reciai i Mr. DOLPH. x at ca : a oe + L it was considered 
by bringing water upon it within five years from the date of the entry in conference. Now what isthe etlect of it We have bef . 
The provisions of the act are extended to the State of Colorado | map upon which the boundary of a tract or ai of territory of the 
These provisions, should they receive the sanction of ( ngress, in the oy nion ly nited States is outlined Oa the marth in thetateceational bes : 
of your committee, wi ll prevent the speculations and abuses which have been | | E : = ss .3 : £8 maa 
possible under the existing law, and the act when soamended will still, on ac- | i! between the United States and the Canadian Dominion. On é 


count of the amount of land which may be entered under its provisions, ind 
to some extent the settlement and reclamation of desert lands, 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the bill reported by the Committ 
on Public Lands during the Forty-ninth Congress also passed the Sen- 
ate, and fell between the two Houses. At the last Congress still 
another bill, a bill, as I now recollect it, repealing the pre-emption and 
timber-culture acts and amending the desert-land law, passed the Sen- 
ate, and fell between the two Houses, the conference committee on the 
bill not agreeing. At the present session of Congress the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands reported a bill which came to us from 
the other House to repeal the timber-culture act, and we put upon that 
an amendment to the desert-land act, which we think will accomplish 
the purpose designed to be accomplished by the committee in the bil 
reported in the Forty-ninth Congress. That bill is now upon the Cal- 
endar of the Senate. It will undoubtedly come up for action during 
the present session of Congress. if the views of the committee with 
regard to the modification of the desert-land laws are not satisfac- 
tory to a majority of the Senate, the views of a majority of the Senate 
may be ingrafted upon that bill and be enacted into law. 

So if the Senator had taken pains to inform himself he would have 
seen that I had been acting in this matter of the changes in the land 
laws of the United States to prevent fraudulent entries of the public 
lands, to prevent the acquisition of the public lands by corporations 
and by syndicates, and to secure the lands to the actuai settlers. 


Sir, the bill he referred to, which was enacted since I came into this | to give them an entire monopoly of all lands that can be sold in all that 
body, and came from the Senate Committee on Public Lands, of which | 


I was a member, to prevent the unlawful inclosure of public lands, 
was perfected with my assistance and reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands with my consent and by myvote. Althoughittrenched, 
as I thought, somewhat upon the constitutional powers of Congress in 
authorizing the President to employ troops to enforce orders made in 
regard to public lands, nevertheless I say it was perfected with my as- 
sistance and reported from the committee of which I was a member, 
and went through this body with my aid and became a law. 

I defy the Senator to point to a single word or a single vote or a 
single act of mine since I have been in this body which has been in 
the interest of anybody who wanted to steal the public lands. I am 
not going to discuss anything but the general land laws now, but I can 
discuss with the same satisfaction to myself with reference to my own 
record anything else relating to the public domain as I do these laws. 

Mr. President, look at the situation and see what it is that I object 
to. It is an act of Congress of which I never had any knowledge. Al- 
though I am in my seat quite as regularly as most members of this 
body, and although during the whole time Fwas a member of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and although this question of the desert-land 
law and the repeal of various land laws and the changes in the land 
laws had been committed to me with others as asubcommittee by that 
committee, and although I had at each session reported a bill on the 
subject, I never had any intimation that we were about to enact, or 
were enacting, or had enacted a law which would withdraw the public 
domain in the Western country from the operation of the land laws 
until about two months ago, more or less. Iam informed that the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office did not know it for a year. 
It was legislation that did not emanate from a committee of the Senate. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. DOLPH. I will not yield. The Senator did not yield to me. 
It did not emanate from a committee. It was never considered by the 
Senate. It was something that was put upon an appropriation bill 
while in conference. Now, what is the effect of it? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I do not like to interrupt the Senator 
from Oregon, but I wish to take a moment to correct him in what I 








| lands are absolutely withdrawn; and, 


| direct interest. 


h 





t 1e boundary line between the United 

fhe eastern boundary line of the tract divides North Dakota 
Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, and Texas approximately in the middle 
leaving one-half of the area of allot them more or le 

whatis called thearid region. That tract extends tothe Pacific Ocean 
with the exception of about one-half of the 


States and Mexico. 


1 


‘ 
his t 
r South 


3 included within 


territory of Washington, 


about one-third of the territory of Oregon, and about one-fifth of the 
territory of California. 

Chat is tosay, it extends westward to a line drawn, as I suppose, from 
the northern packer Se State of Washington to the Cascade Mountains 


and down the Cascade Mountains to the southern boundary of Oregon; 
thence along the Sierra 


Nevada Mountains to about the 
Santa Cruz, where it is extended to the Pacific Ocean. 
embraced between these 
itself or by the construction which has been placed upon it, from the 
operation of all the land laws of the United Stat 
that region can now become a lawful 


latitude of 
All the tract 
lines has been witl hdr: iwn, either by the act 


, 80 that no man in all 


c land, 


settler upon a tract of publi 


No man in all that region who has gone upon that lant l since the 2d 
day of October, 1888, can proceed to perfect his title to the land. These 


as I said before, all oa lands that 
can be purchased in all that area are lands of private corporations 
railroad and wagon-road companies, and this withdrawal is in th ir 
I do not mean to say that it is so intended, but it so 
operates. It operates to increase the value of their lands. It operates 


of 


region. 

Mr. President, these men who have settled the far West ought to 
have some claim to the sympathy of Eastern Senators and the people 
of the East. They were once your neighbors, many of them are your 
relatives: they we nt from homes in this region to th: it new country to 
make homes for themselves. ver they settled upon all that tract 
you now may seeevidences of New England thrift, of New England 
energy, the fine farm-house, the fine cultivated fields, the neat villages. 
One of the first things they do is to construct a school-house and the 
nextisto buildachurch. They are people who are as deserving of the 
consideration of the General Government asthe people of any State in 
this Union. Yet, what is proposed ? 
such a proposition as we now have, that they are to be 
less; that if they have not now neighbors they n 
at least in the near future; that this 
held, withdrawn, so that no man 
grate to that country; so that 


W here 


What madness has cailed 
left there 
ever shall have 
land shall be se 


forth 
help- 
any, O1 
tiled up and with- 
shall have any inducement to emi- 


no man can s ttle upon another acre of 





it—all done, as I have said, in this unusual and il vuivised manner ? 
ae the Senator from Texas comes cael advocates, in the face of all 
this, the continuance of this legislation. Sir, I am in favor of the 
aieendnnanl of the land laws. I have labored for its pT entered 
body. But when we legislate on such important questions I want it 





to be regularly done. I want such legislation to come 


from a commit- 
tee. I want to have a chance to give 


an expression Ol my own views 
in regard toit. I want whatever legislation we pass to be enacted by 
the aggregate wisdom of the majority of this body and not smuggled 
through. I see no way but to cut up, as I said the other day, this 
iniquity by its roots, and then proceed orderly and deliberately to legis 
late in the interest of the Government and of the settler. 

Sir, the air has been redolent with rumors that there was an infiu- 
ence here in Washington, not for saving the public lands, but to secure 
er large appropri ation to feed an overgrown hone au with clerks an 


j 

ssistants without n vr. The advocates and beneficiaries are said 
to have been found in the « ators and in the corridors and to have 
looked down upon us in our del rations from the galleries. pon 
know how true it is; but 1 have too much confidence in the integrity 
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and the patriotism of my friend from Texas to suppose that he is influ- 
enced by such means, 

Mr. resident, I am sorry to have occupied the attention of the Sen- 
ate ayain on this subject. I did not intend to do so. As I said be- 
fore, the whole matter could be stated in fifteen minutes. But I have 
grown tired of such allusions to myself as I have listened to to-day, ill- 
considered, made without knowledge of the tacts, things that will do 
me no harm where I am known, but not pleasant to hear under any 
circumstances. I have not yet seen the Senator’s retort in writing, but 
as I understood it I can consider it scarcely less than a gratuitous in- 
sult. 

Mr. STEWART obtained the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the Senator from Nevada to allow me one 
minute, 

Mr. STEWART. Go on. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, in the discussion of the subject be- 
fore the Senate the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] interrupted me 
for a question; and, whatever the acts and votes of that Senator may 
indicate, I think my response to him was not one that I ought to have 
made; and so thinking I shall ask the Reporters to omit it from their 
report. It was not my purpose at any time to exhibit discourtesy to 
any one, and, whatever the acts or votes of the Senator may indicate, 
t was not my purpose to call attention to it. So 1 shall ask the Re- 
porters to omit the words that are excepted to. 

Then there is a suggestion made by the Senator from Oregon which 
I wish to notice. While he disclaimed any purpose of attributing 
motives to me, the evident purpose of what he said was to fix a motive 
upon me for favoring legislation that should carry out the general pur- 
pose of Congress and in opposing the absolute repeal of this law. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will permit me, I disclaim now any 
idea of such insinuation. I believe the Senator from Texas is an hon- 
est man, but I felt justified in suggesting what might be said on the 
other side of this question. 

Mr. REAGAN. I only want to say a word further, Mr. President. 
If | were interested in securing the increase of the value of lands in 
Texas by inviting settlers there, I should certainly go for the repeal 
of this legislation as is recommended by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and let the arid lands be taken up by syndicates and corporations 
so as to send the settlers to Texas. That is all I have to say on that 
subject. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, Ido not intend to prolong this dis- 
cussion. It has been attributed to me, however, that I have changed 
my views with regard to this matter. If so, my views have been very 
much misunderstood all the time. I introduced a bill, it is true, at 
the commencement of the last Congress, providing for the surveys of 
reservoir sites and the reservation of ditch lines, and providing that 
those surveysshould precede other surveys. I believe that a very im- 
portant matter; I have always believed so; and in order that my posi- 
tion on that question may be understood, if anybody takes an interest 
in it, | desire to incorporate in my remarks a bill that I introduced at 
that time, Senate bill 216, of the Fiftieth Congress. I will simply say 
that the bill indicates my purpose in the whole matter. I thought 
that if we had the reservoir sites surveyed and the lines of the irriga- 
ble lands segregated from the other lands, it would be an orderly and 
convenient matter, and would prevent the obstruction of irrigation by 
occupying land that it would be necessary to use for that purpose. 

The bill provided that this should be done in the ordinary way by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office. I think that should 
have been adopted. I supposed when this bill was passed the Director 
of the Geological Survey would carry out a simple survey and that 
something would beaccomplished in thatline. Without censuring the 
Commissioner, I state now that he and I differ entirely about the mean- 
ing and spirit of the law. But whoever may be right, one thing is 
certain, that the appropriation has not accomplished the purpose that 
i had in view, the purpose indicated in the bill that I introduced orig- 
inally and which I have incorporated in my remarks, but it has re- 
sulted in withdrawiug all the irrigab!e and other lands from settlement 
and has placed the country in an unfortunate position, and I see no 
way of relieving it except by the repeal of this law, and then whatever 
reforms are necessary I shall be as willing as any one else to aid in ob- 
taining. 

I take a deep interest in this matter of irrigation, and shall continue 
to do so, because two-fifths of the whole area of the United States must 
be cultivated in that way, if at all, and it is very important that our 
people should have all the information at the earliest possible moment 
in developing this vast region where millions of persons will reside. 
Anything I can do in that line I shall do gladly, but I see no relief 
now to the vast number of settlers who have gone there with the ex- 
pectation of making homes, but to repeal this law and let them make 
their settlements. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If the Senator will allow me before he 
concludes—— 

Mr. STEWART. I have concluded. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Then I should like to ask the Senator a 
question as he has just coucluded his remarks. I should like to call 
his attention to section 5 of this act, as I think I understood him all 
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along through this debate to criticise first the action of Major Powell 
and to attribute the withdrawal of these lands from settlement to Ma- 
jor Powell. Subsequently that seems to have been in a measure aban- 
doned. Then it is claimed that it never was the intention of the act 
of 1888 to withdraw these lands from settlement. The Senator ex- 
pressed himself only a day or two ago as being exceedingly happy, and 
he repeated on two or three occasions, that he was exceedingly happy 
that he was to get a repeal of the act of October 2, 1888, by which these 
lands could be restored to settlement. 

Now, in section 5 of the bill which the Senator introduced, which 

was the very first step, if I understand it correctly, that was ever taken 
in this direction, the very first step ever taken towards this irrigation 
survey and towards the reservation of these lands from settlement, 
the Senator introduced a biil, of which this section reads: 
_ Sec, 5. The surveys provided for in this act shall precede all other surveys 
ineach locality where water can be obtained from any lake, river, stream, or 
spring, for irrigation, and no land shall be surveyed or sold where irrigation is 
desirable until the water supply is first ascertained, reservoir sites selected and 
reserved, and the land capable of irrigation segregated and set apart from the 
land where irrigation is impossible. 

It seems to me that this is precisely what is done by the construc- 
tion put upon the act of 1888 by the officers of the Government; and 
when the Senator himself inaugurated this, when he began it, I can 
not understand now, unless he has concluded that he was all wrong in 
the beginning, why he should conclude that he wasso intensely happy 
that the result of his own conduct is about to be repealed. 

Mr. STEWART. Are you through? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Yes. I ask the Senator to explain that. 

Mr. STEWART. With the greatest pleasure in the world. That 
is exactly what Major Powell has not done with thismoney. There are 
no lines of segregation drawn, and my idea then was that thesurveys set- 
ting aside the reservoirs and dividing the irrigable lands from the other 
lands as surveyed always should precede the sale. I had no idea of 
tying up the lands not susceptible of irrigation or of tying up the en- 
tirecountry; but my idea was that the survey should precede the salein 
that region, and that the lands should not be surveyed in any other way 
and sold until the reservoir sites were set aside and irrigation provided 
for in the districts; and I believe that would have been a great thing. 

But, as I have said before, we have no reservoir sites meandered, we 
we have no lines segregated, we have simply got them designated on 
the public survey. We have that put before us. 

What has been done does not accomplish the purpose I had in view. 
If that bill had been passed the whole region would not have been re- 
served, the arable lands would not have been reserved, and the timber 
lands and other lands not susceptible to irrigation would not have been 
reserved. But in prosecuting the public surveys they should have sur- 
veyed the reservoirs under regulations made by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, and they would have segregated the irrigable 
lands from other lands. 

That mode of survey and that mode of proceeding I thought desira- 
ble, but we have spent $350,000 and accomplished, as I think, noth- 
ing; and in addition to that we have produced immense hardships, and 
if this law continues in force the people must cease to take up lands, 
must cease to improve those States and Territories, and great injustice 
and hardship must result to those who have gone on the land in igno- 
rance of this law to the number of thousands, and in view of that I say, 
repeal this law and let us consider the whole question in a land bill 
which can be fully examined. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada 
states that $350,000 have been spent and nothing has been done. No 
member of the Senate knows better than he does that one hundred and 
nine reservoir sites have been selected and surveyed perfectly and spe- 
cifically; that between four hundred and five hundred others (if Major 
Powell’s reports are entitled to any sort of credit, because that is the 
official report of the Director of the Geological Survey) are selected and 
are now almost completed, and that 30,000,000 acres of land have been 
located, and these surveys are now being compared with the field-notes 
in the General Land Office, so that it can be understood which are pub- 
lic lands and which belong to private individuals, so that the public 
lands can be declared open by the President. 

Now, I submit that it can not be said by anybody fairly and justly 
that there has been nothing done by the expenditure of $350,000, be- 
cause here is this work which looks the Senator in the face, which has 
been reported by the officers of the Geological Survey. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator states that there has been this num- 
ber of reservoir sites selected and that there has been land segregated. 
It is very well understood how that was done. It was done by select- 
ing sections and quarter-sections in certain subdivisions for reservoir 
sites and for other lands. It is my opinion that that does not do any 
good. Thatisnotwhat I intended. I wanted the line drawn between 
the irrigable lands and other lands. I wanted the reservoir sites par- 
ticularly marked out. I did not want sections and quarter-sections 
designated, because that is of very little good and that had already been 
done. My bill provided for different surveys, different lines, but the 
segregating lines have not been run, the reservoir sites have not beep 
indicated, and consequently, under the system of surveys provided for 
in that act, nothing has been done; I will not say that nothing has been 
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done. but some other things have been done. I undertake to say that 
what has been done is of no practical use in developing irrigation. | 
am desirous that the evil which has been wrought by this act shall b 
remedied so far as possible by its repeal. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator began by stating that noth- 
ing had been done by the expenditure of $350,000, and he concludes 
that nothing has been done in accordance with his wishes. That may 
be. I do not knowanything about that. I leave the records and the 


plain English of the law to determine what was accomplished by it. 
1 


Now, I desire to call attention especially to the language of the bill | 


which the Senator introduced and which he was discussing just a mo- 
ment ago. Beginning in line 3, of section 5, of that bill, he says: 

And no land shall be surveyed or sold where irrigat 
water supply is first ascertained. 

That seems to me to contemplate exactly the steps which have been 
taken by the irrigation survey in the examinations made under this 
law. Some steps had to be taken to ascertain the volume of water, 
the water supply. The hydrographic survey of the streams has been 
made under the direction of Major Powell, and the topographic survey 
ot the country showing the slopes and the rainfall have been made for 


ion is desirab 


the purpose of ascertaining exactly the point required in the Senator’s | ; 


bill as he proposed it for the initiation of this movement. 

No land shall be surveyed or sold where irrigation is desirable until the 
water supply is first ascertained, reservoir sites selected and reserved, and the 
land capable of irrigation segregated and set apart from the land where irriga- 
gation is impossible. 

The three steps which have been taken by Major Powell in his ex- 
aminations were provided for in this section—the ascertainment of the 
water supply, the ascertainment of the reservoir sites and the canal 
sites, and the segregation of the lands that were irrigable from the 


other lands. Thiscan not be done inan hour. It is less than two | 
years since the first appropriation was made, and with the money that | 
has been in his hands he has already selected 30,000,000 acres, and | 


15,000,000 acres are almost ready, as much work as could possibly be 


done in that length of time, and yet the Senator comes here and is won- | 


derfully happy that the movement which he himself inaugurated is 


about to be repealed, and still he thinks he is not inconsistent with his | 


former position. I have no objection to the Senator’s occupying that 
position. Iam satisfied he is doing what he thinks best for the ad- 
vancement of the interestsof the country. SoamJI. I think the Sen- 
ator was rigbt in the beginning, and I think he is in error now, and | 
have been simply trying to state some of the reasons why I think so. 


Mr. STEWART. [had no conception that the survey of reservoir | 


sites involved topography or geology,or any other scientific performance. 


People were doing it every day in my country; the engineers under- | 


stood it perfectly well, and I had no conception of such a scheme as 
has grown out of it. If I had had any such conception, I certainly 
should never have suggested the plan I did. 

If it is necessary to do all that is proposed in order tosecure the sim- 


ple thing of surveying theze reservoir sites and changing the usual | 


mode of surveying the public lands, then we had better leave it under 
the rectangular form and make no change. I supposed the change I 
proposed was very simple. But I find that it involvesall the learning 
in the world and expense enough to destroy the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it is because the pending measure so 
directly and disastrously affects the State which I in part represent 
that I feel impelled at this late hour to ask the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate for at least a few moments in hearing me in favor of the repeal 
of this provision in the statute. 

The earnestness with which the Senator from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN ] 
has pressed the opposite view upon the attention of the Senate has 
made me feel that it was not out of place for me to give some rea- 
sons, if I wereable to do so, why the policy which he advocates 
should not prevail. 

Mr. President, no man so welcomes the shadow of a great rock as 
he upon whose head the fierce heat of the desert sun has burned. No 
man so appreciates the sparkle of the water, no one has such a sense 
of the music of its flow, and to none is its taste so nectarine as to him 
who has trodden wearily and thirstily the paths of thedesert. Tono 
man does the verdure of the oasis seem so living and so green; to 
no one is the fragrance of its flowers so sweet or its fruits so deli- 
cious as to the man who has hungered in the wastes of the desert. 

Now, my distinguished friend from Texas having made the pilgrim- 
ages which he has graphically described, over the arid regions of the 
United States; having gone across the great desert plains traversed 
by rivers carrying their idle waters down to the sea or losing them 
in the sands of the desert ; having stood upon the mountains—as he 
no doubt has—and, looking across the great expanses, seen the store- 
houses of the streams in the snows of the mountains; and then 
having passed down into the valleys and there beheld the wonder- 
ful transformation, brought about by irrigation, when moisture, the 
only needed element, was added to the richness and fertility of the 
desert land—I say it is no wonder that he entertains such views as 
he has here expressed. They are worthy of a patriotic man. They 
are benevolent and humane. I can well understand how, occupying 
some such mountain height; standing, as it were, upon some mount 
of transfiguration and looking down upon these great wastes 
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the waters of the rivers utilized, the extinct lakes of mountains | 
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I attribute these motives to the 8 te » St 
I attribute the same generous impulses to M r Pow ’ 0 
| genius and vast learning, whose mind has dwelt ns scenes, 
whose imagination has hovered over them, and who has witnessed 
certain narrow valleys a development whic 3 epted as 
but an earnest of what may be made universal the entire arid re- 


gion. And yet, Mr. President, to bring about the desired result un- 
der the theories evolved and the policy determined upon, we are 
asked to turn our backs upon the rules of property, upon the prin- 
ciples of law and conduct that have controlled us in all of our civil- 

ation, and in the execution of this magnificent scheme we have been 
suddenly brought face to face with a radical change in the course of 
fe of the American people for the last two centuries, since the land- 
r of the Maytlower upon the American continer 
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| Perhaps fifty years ago, actuated by the search for gold, moved by 
the love of novelty and the spirit of adventure, or controlled by that 
purpose which induces the American mind to over » the forces of 
nature, the hardy pioneer pressed ont into this unknown region. 
He wentin advance of the land laws of the United States; he went 
in advance of the statute laws of the United States; he went in ad- 
vance of organized municipal 
great region a law unto himse] 


governments; he went forth into this 
: 


, and vet, being the American that he 





was, he carried and imported law with him, as our ancestors in their 

migration from Great Britain brougbt it to our Eastern shore He 
| did not carry the common law of immemorial usage and custom or 
| of antiquated statutes, but rather a living organism, growing, ex- 
panding, altering, and changing to meet the new order of things 
} 


and his changed situation. What did hedo? In the absence of 
i] 


law, in the absence of statnte, in the absence of municipal govern- 


ment, what could he do? He organized provisional government. 


| In the absence of judges and juries and executors of law, what did 
he do? He improvised methods founded in right, founded in justice, 
| founded in equity, not capricious equity, but that broad equity 
which restrained the strong and exalted the humble, and placed 
| them upon a common plane. 
; So, when later on in the tardy race the laws of the United States 
| came, when the land laws of the United States came, and when organ- 
ized Territorial government was extended over these regions, they 
| found there an organized society in advance of them. 
| Iwish to say this in regard to the settlement of that country: 
| Going in advance of all these things, this love of order, this sense of 
| right dictated to those men, who technically were all trespassers 
| upon the domain of the United States, that their individual interests 
should be respected among themselves, that the separate posses- 
sions should be protected, so that each man could take his own land, 


each his mining claim, and that possession was recognized and pro- 
tected as effectually as in any community. 

Now, as I have said, in going to this unknown region these pio- 
neers carried with them the law of their country, and they carried 
it with them as adjustable to their new situation, When they de- 
ployed themselves over the valleys and in regions that could be enul- 
tivated, as the lands which they had left could be cultivated, they 
conformed to the old methods; and when they went into different 
regions they applied new rules or modified the old ones so that the 
man who took gold out of the mountains led the waters away from 
their natural and accustomed channels. 








| 

| 

| It had been taught them the water was but an incident to the 
| land through which it flowed, as the timber and the stone, and could 
| only be used as it flowed by; but to be useful in this region, it must 
be separately appropriated. So they conducted it away from its 
appurtenant land for the purposes of mining ; they appropriated it, 
and made quasi-personal property, if you please, of it 

The farmer coming along after the: er to raise vegetables and 

fruit and grain to sustain him in the mounta ilso led the water 
from the streams and utilized it in irrigating the valle , and each 
man, according to the useful and beneficent use he made of tl 
water, and to the extent of that use for which he diverted 

to that extent alone, acquired title. So in the use of the 
flowing idly through the public aomain, agr tur I 

later manufacturing industries of different kinds we pri dale p 

Let us recall, Mr. President, what ! 1 the f the Fed- 
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legitimate and proper between themselves. Hence it was we had | allow mighty aggregations of wealth to come and deprive us of these 3 
our pre-emption law; hence it was that we had all of these other | waters and the privilege of irrigation; and thus we are put in the 3 
succeeding laws that validated and made lawful the possession of | position of wards with our guardian 3,000 miles away from us. ¥ 
every man who had thus gone out upon the frontier, although tech- 1 repudiate this imputation of our incapacity. I do say that, if s 
nically he was a trespasser against the laws ofthe United States. Our | there be any States within this Union that have carefully and reso- a 
homestead law was founded upon this policy, and every other land law | lutely guarded themselves against the encroachments of capital and ¢ 
of the United States was based upon the same theory. The law re- | the dangers of subjugating wealth, it is the new States of the West. 3 
lating to the public surveys of the United States is controlled by the | My own State is but an instance, and nota conspicuous one, of what 
same underlying rules, because it requires that first of all, out of the | others have done. What do I find in the Constitution of my State? 
appropriations for the surveys of the public lands, expenditure shall | I find in it a prohibition against aliens becoming the owners of ‘ 
be made for the relief of those who have in advance of the surveys | land within its domains, with limited exceptions. Within the State A 
gone ou ( taken up their abodes in the unsurveyed regions. | constitution of what Senator opposing this rule do I find that pro- ” 
Mr. President, this is the attitude in which the law stands. This | vision? x 
is the way our lands have been thus occupied and the waters of our I go further and I find this: although the decisions of the courts, I x 
streams have been thus appropriated, and Congress heretofore has | doubt not, would coufirm the authority, yet out of extreme caution 3 
le ated wisely upon the subject. It recognized these customs and | I find the State of Washington has ingrafted in its constitution a 


l local decisions; it crystallized them into the laws of the 
United States, so that whoever has thus appropriated the public do- 
main or the water flowing through it has had a perfect and indefeas- 


usages ans 


provision that no corporation shall exist within that State whose 
charter is not subject to amendment, and change, and alterations 
at the pleasure of the Legislature of the State. 


ible right, so far as the United States was concerned, and Congress Further than that, Mr. President, in keeping with the building 
wisely and generously came in and confirmed the act. In every | up of this great industrial and agricultural system as dependent up- 
grant to a railroad corporation, in every grant of the publicland for | on the distributive use of water, of which the Senator from Texas 


any purpose whatever, Congress has heretofore jealously and with 
extreme caution protected the right of the man who had gone upon 
the public domain in advance of the surveys. This has been the 
policy of the United States up to this time. 
sands of men have gone out into this region until now perhaps, in 
what upon these maps is designated as the arid region, there is a 
population of from two to three millions of people, and they have 
gone out there and builded themselves up into great communities 
of Territories and sovereign States upon the security and guaran- 


ties of the laws as they have existed up to this time. capable of dealing with them as the power that has them immedi- ; 

Suddenly, without a note of warning, we find two-fifths of these | ately in its presence. We feel that the great corporation that seeks ; 
United States reserved, and reserved for what? Reserved, forsooth, | to extract waters from the streams and carry them down across the NS 
because within their limits of perhaps 800,000,000 acres of land, | Waste places to be disposed of to the land-owners can be amenable 3 


somewhere, undefined as yet, unknown, there exist 100,000,000 acres 
of land snsceptible, it is claimed, of redemption by irrigation. And 
yet, Mr. President, do we realize the fact that, in order to do this 
and in order to adopt this policy and consummate this colossal but 
Utopian scheme which is advocated in this Chamber, we have to 
obliterate State lines, we have to obliterate Territorial lines, we 
have to absolutely ignore vested rights, we have to destroy the 
civilization of the Anglo-Saxon, and upon its ruins build up the 
patriarchal system of the Orient ? 

I speak particularly in behalf of the State which I in part have 
the honor to represent. I find within the limit of this arbitrary 
withdrawal, as indicated by these maps embracing the arid region, 
perhaps two-fifths of my own State. I find what has been commonly 
ates throughout the Northwest as the great inland empire, the re- 
gion celebrated, if there be any within these United States, above 
all others for the fertility of its soil, the abundance of its yield, and 
the unfailing growth of its crops, and the remarkable durability, of 
its soil. All of these things have characterized and distinguished it 
until it has become known throughout the United States, and yet I 
find under this revolutionary policy it is indiscriminately reserved 
from settlement because of its alleged arid condition. 

We all know that until the United States finally parts with its 
title all the rights of the homestead claimant, all the rights of the 
pre-emptor, all the rights of the timber-culture claimant, all the 
rights of the desert-land claimant, are imperfect. They are but in- 
itial, they are but inchoate rights, subject to defeat by Congressional 
action. The perfect legal title yet remains within the United States 
until every condition has been performed. Until the evidence of 
title has been issued, the land yet remains with the United States; 
and if it sees fit arbitrarily to exercise its power and ownership it 
can cut off all these inceptive rights. This was abundantly proved 
in the Yosemite case, where the pre-emptor had not only settled and 
resided upon his land and cultivated it in compliance with the laws 
of Congress, and had actually done everything on his part, the Gov- 
ernment said, notwithstanding, the final, consummating act had not 
been performed, and hence the title to the land was within the 
United States, and it was within the power of the Government to 
deprive the owners of it, if it saw fit to assert the power. 

I say the effect of this act we seek to repeal has just that arbi- 
trarily and just that mercilessly fallen upon the great region of coun- | 
try indicated by these maps. The land offices are closed. No longer 
can the settler go out and make claim to his land, though it be as 
fertile as the Garden of Eden. No longer can the man who has in- 
itiated his claim look forward to patent, because this mighty area 
has been withdrawn. 

The statute as it has been construed—and I can not complain of 
the constraction—operates to cut off the entire region from the bene- 
fit of the land laws of the United States. Mr. President, no man 
can realize the hardship, the destruction which is brought about by 
arresting the march of great Commonwealths in this manner. But 
we are sagely told this policy is adopted for the reason these young 
Commonwealths have not yet the discretion and the capacity to take 
care of themselves, because with lavish hand we will make a waste- 
ful disposition of these lands. It is done because it is said we will 


} 
Under that policy thou- | 


has spoken, the State of Washington, like its sister States lately 
admitted to the Union, has declared the law of eminent domain 
shall be exercised respecting the waters in the State; that they 
may be appropriated to public use and utilized in such ways and 
upon such conditions as the dictates of wise legislation may from 
time to time determine. 

Now, Mr. President, with this order of things, with this caution 
against usurpation of power, we feel that these questions are solely 
and entirely domestic measures. We feel that there is no power so 


to no power and no control and no supervision so effectually as it 
can to the Legislature of the State from which it derives its being 
and whose lawmakers are chosen by the men who receive the waters 
at the hands of such corporations. 

For these reasons I most earnestly protest against the discrimina- 
tion attempted to be exercised against the newly admitted States 
into the Union. To introduce this system of paternal control over 
us is placing us beyond the pale of the original States of this Union. 
We believed when we entered the Union we did so upon a plane of 
equality with the original States and that we had the inherént power, 
the dignity, and right to deal with these domestic questions that 
affect us and affect us alone. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I make the point of or- 
der that this amendment is not in order under the third clause of Rule 
XVI. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ferred to. 

The Chief Clerk read the third clause of Rule XVI, as follows: 


3. No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received toany 
general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant 
to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received; nor shall any amend- 
ment to any item or clause of such bill be received which does not directly re- 
late thereto; and all questions of relevancy of amendments under this rule, 
when raised, shall be submitted to the Senate and be decided without debate; 
and any amendment toa general appropriation bill may be laid on the table 
without prejudice to the bill. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Mr. President, I imagine that the chair- 
man of the committee does not question the fact that this amendment 
is amenable to this point of order. In his report, on page 114, he recog- 
nizes that fact as being beyond question and without doubt, as I under- 
stand it, where the chairman in reply to the proposition about putting 
this in the bill said: 


Then any man could make the point of order on you, and out it would have 
ogo. Thatis the trouble about that. 


As the chairman took that position, I presume he will not raise a 
question as to the point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it is due that I should say a word, though 
I do not know that debate is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will proceed, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not very familiar with the rules of the Sen- 
ate, as Senators well know, and I made that observation in the course 
of examination; but since that time I have investigated the question 
with care, and have consulted the highest authority in this body at 
present, who holds that this amendment isin order, and I am very 
clear myself that it is in order, because it is necessary to the regulation 
of this appropriation. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 
reply. 

If I had known that this question was to be submitted to the Presi- 
dentof the Senate I should certainly have been glad to have been heard at 
the same time the chairman of the committee was. I did not know 
anything about that matter. The rule is distinct and clear that— 


No amendment which pee general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill. 


The Secretary will read the rule re- 


I suppose I may be permitted a word in 
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Now, this amendment certainly proposes general legislation, because 
the law as it stands suspends the operation of the land laws of the 
United States, and this amendment proposes to restore the operation 
of laws which are practically repealed. Senators in discussing this 
matter have spoken of those laws as being repealed absolutely. O 
course that is not literally trne, but they are suspended, and it cer- 
tainly requires general legislation to restore the operation of laws w hich 
are suspended, It is the same thing as if the laws were again enact 1. 
There can be no doubt in my mind that this amendment is amena 
to that rule and is out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will submit the question 
to the Senate. The Secretary will read the pending amendment. 


The Corer CLERK. On page 54, line 17, after the word “ dollars,”’ 

it is proposed to insert: 
One-half of which sum shall be expended west of the one hundred and firs 
meridian; and so much of the act of October 2, 1558, entitled “An act 1 g 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 





ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,” as provides for the selection an 
location of reservoirs and canals upon the public lands, and the reservation of 
irrigable lands, is hereby repealed: Provided, That reservoir and canal sites 
heretofore located or selected shall remain segregated and reserved from entry 
or settlement until otherwise provided by law 


Mr. BUTLER. May I inquireif that law was not put upon the stat- | a 


ute-books on a general appropriation bill? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It was, and without objection, and no 
point of order was made. It would have been amenable to the point 
of order at the time. 

Mr. BUTLER. It was, as I understand, put on in a committee of 
conference, when the point of order could not be made. .I object tothe 
principle of putting any legislation upon an appropriation bill, but it 
seems that this having gone on in that way it is entirely competent for 
us to adopt this amendment in pursuance of the suggestion made by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], as it directs how the appropria- 
tion shall be expended. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will submit the question 
to the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. If I may be permitted to say a word, I think as an 
original proposition that the point of order ought to be held good, but 
in view of the fact that this legislation was enacted upon a general ap- 
propriation bill and that it is impossible at this period of the session 
to remedy by legislation the great wrong which has unquestionably 
been perpetrated by the act of 1838, I shall vote that this amendment 
is nowin‘order, I do it, however, with the distinct statement that I 
regret exceedingly that we have fallen into the habit of having so much 
general legislation upon appropriation bills. We have now been for 
three or four days discussing a question of immense importance, and | 
the discussion was probably unavoidable as this amendment is proposed 
on an appropriation bill. 

I shall vote, as I said a moment ago, that the amendment is in order, 
with the reservation that hereafter I shall oppose all legislation upon 
appropriation bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will submit the question 
to the Senate, Is the amendment in order ? 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the adop- 
tion of the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I offeran amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to insert after the word “‘ law,”’ 
at the end of line 4, on page 55, the following: 

And that the Government lands in the arid region may hereafter be acquired 
by individuals only under the provisions of the United States statutes for the 
acquirement of homestead, the acquirement of mining lands, the acquirement 


of coal lands, and the acquirement of town sites; but this shall not be construed 
to defeat inchoate titles initiated prior to October 2, 1883. 


It has nothing todo with the appropria- 





Mr. ALLISON. I shall make the point of order upon that amend- 
ment, because that is clearly affirmative legislation affecting the pub- 
lic lands, which I think we ought not to enter upon in a bill of this 
kind, 

So far as I am concerned, I will say to the Senator from Arkansas 
that I am willing that any reasonable provision shall be made which 
will get us out of this tangle in which we are placed by the legislation 
of 1888; but Iam so thoroughly convinced that this Government of 
ours should stop here and now what was proposed by the act of Octo- 
ber 2, 1888, and was proposed by the joint resolution of March 20, 
1888, that I desire for one to put myself upon record against any ap- 
propriation by this Government to continue this irrigation surve. 
and [ base my opposition and my hostility upon my firm belief that 
this Government should put a stop here and now to that survey, which. 
if carried on, would involve this Government in untold millions of dol- 
lars, step by step, and we can not escape from it. 

We have already expended upon it $350,000, the most of which has 
been expended in topographical surveys which can be and which wil! be 
utilized in the geographical survey now in progress, and which we 
have amply provided for here. If we are to enter upon an additional | 

















survey separate and distinct from the gx rvey, we sha } 
no end to it and no end to the complicatio ‘ Ww LI out 
nvolving great States and involving this ' 
penditures, and ending n in li 
waters of th t sts +. 
Mr. Presid for that reas I 
amend . J ce no 
which is reasonably 1 ry to 
United States against ut it is ¢ 1 
is repealed. 
I am as much for the p: rva 10 
from Arkansas or the Se 
( lesire that the pub A 
country shall be held, so i held 
) who tually till j La } i l 
Oo to the concentra i t pu ] l e | l 
tO 4b aggregatior Ij ‘ é ‘ nda t } 
rations. But I want whatever legislation we have now and here upon 
this bill to be clear and dist ind I want a pub expre oft 
the Senate of the United States whe r we are to continue a vey 
& region of country embra s two-fiftl tf the area of the I ted 
States, which will cost before it is ended 1 e than $20,000, ly 
involve, as I have said, new and untried problems of governme: , 
the United States, setting States at war with each other and 
the United States in the control of all its inland wate: 
When we enter upon that problem, let us do it, not upon 
priation bill, but after we have had the mature judgment a 
eration of the established committees of this body having i I 
these subjects, and let us spend not three days upon the question as 
| we have been compelled to do on a most important appropriation bill 
now under consideration half a month after the time when the appro- 


priation ought to be in force and effect for the purpose of carrying or 
this Government, but Jet us do it with that care and that delibera 


tion and that considerate debate which will protect all the interests 


of this country and most of all the States of this Union in the rights 
which they are fairly entitled to under the Constitution under which 


we live. 


That is what I object to as respects this legislation, and I sympa- 
ize with the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. GoRMAN] in his state- 


th 


ment that the habit is too strong to legislate upon the appropriation 


bills. Therefore it is that I am willing to trust the Senator from Ar- 


kansas and the other Senators in this body who, by the organization 


of it, have charge of these great subjects, and not allow them to be pre- 


| cipitated and legislated upon in an appropriation bill, where in the nat- 


ure of things the legislation must be incomplete. 
Therefore, when I make the point of order upon the amendment of 
the Senator from Arkansas, I do it in no spirit of hostility to any di 


position there may be here to protect and preserve the public domain 


| of the United States, or even the waters of the United States, to those 
| who are fairly entitled to them. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 












Mr. President, Iam perfectly willing that 
the Senator from Iowa shall havea vote upon the question as to whether 
the public money shall be used to make an irrigation survey, but I in- 
sist on having a vote first upon another question that does not go quite 
that far. There is not one solitary thing in the amendment I have of- 
fered that looks towards a survey. There is not one solitary word in 
it which can be construed to cost the Government onecent. But when 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations reports mend- 

ent here which provides that— 
so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitled ‘An a ! t 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ¢« g J \ 
),and for other purposes,” as pr« r the sele ! cation of 
eservoirs and canals upon the pub! Is,and t reserva 1 of i le 
lands, is hereby repealed Provided, That reservoir and ca tes heretofore 
located or selected shall remain segregated and r ~ 
ment until otherwise provided by law 
I may properly move an amendment to it which proposes simply this, 
and nothing more, that when this amendment repeals the present lay 
which is in force, and it suspends now the desert-land law, t pre- 
smption law, the timber-culture law, and the homestead law, it shall 
be applicable only to the homestead | that it shall not operate to 
repeal the suspension of the desert-land law, that it shall not operate to 
repeal the suspension of the timber ture law or the pr ption | 
The Senator makes the point that my amendment is out of « 
He has himself a proviso at the end of his amendm 
Provided, That reservoir and canal sites tofor ute 
remain segregated and reserved fi ‘ 
vided by law; 
And when I propose another proviso tha erate to open 
the desert lands of the West to ent: ler the t culture law 
that it shall not open them to entry ler any law except the home 
stead law, the Senator makes Y t of ord It is perfectly « 
to my mind that there is nothing whatever in the point of « 
However, as 1 believed that t imend m«¢ I submitted a 
would go without question, and yet it was not favorably received 
sume this will go the same way. ‘ 
But I want to say here and now that the effect of this vote i t 
declaration in favor of irrigation surveys. The effect of this amend- 
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ment is not to make one solitary cent of appropriation for them; but 
the effect is simply and solely to say that the public lands of the United 
States shall be devoted to homestead uses, and homestead uses alone, 


and that the laws which you have passed here on the report made by the 
Senator from Oregon a year or two ago, which he had read from the desk, 
and which was full of truth from the beginning to the end of it, should 
be sustained. 

That report was made showing that under the desert-land laws and 
under these other laws the most stupendous frauds had been perpe- 
trated. He recommended, and the Senate adopted the recommenda- 
tion, that those laws should be absolutely repealed, and that the desert- 
land law should be so modified as to be incapable of being a harbor for 
fraud hereafter. The House of Representatives proposed their absolute 
repeal. Both Houses passed such a bill; and now when I ask an amend- 
ment here which will operate simply to devote the public lands to 
homestead settlement, Ido not propose to have the attention of the 
Senate diverted from that issue by a speech upon the question of the 
appropriation of $20,000,000 for the irrigation survey. That question 
is not in it, that question does not arise here, but the simple and sole 
guestion is whether you will stand by your pledges made years and 
years ago that these other laws shall be repealed which are now in- 
operative, and whether you will turn back on what you have done 
heretofore and open all the lands of the West to be taken up by robbers 
and plunderers and land-grabbers who choose to undertake to get them. 

For my single self my vote will go in favor of devoting this land to 
homestead uses. I am in favor of carrying out what has been the in- 
tention of Congress heretofore, to suspend the operation of these three 
other laws under which such frauds have been perpetrated. I am 
willing to have this land opened to the homestead settler. I would 
have been willing to do that at the beginning of this debate; but when 
it is proposed to allow full sweep to the desert-land Jaws, the timber- 
culture laws, and the pre-emption laws, I am not willing to go to that 
extent, and, so far as I am able by raising points of order and by vot- 
ing, I shall prevent it if I can. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator from Arkansas was familiar with this 
question he would know that the present homestead law is not appli- 
cable at all to lands which can only be made available for settlement 
by means of irrigation. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. The effect of the committee amendment 
is to devote every acre of it so that not one acre can goto homestead, but 
every particle is to be devoted to use under the laws that the Senator 
from Kansas and other Senators voted to repeal time and time again. 

Mr. PLUMB. Weshallcometothatlater. If we had time enough 
and were wise enough, and the rules permitted it, we might perhaps 
ingraft a very important body of land law upon this appropriation 
bill; but a bill which I believe will accomplish what the Senator has 
in mind and all that any one ought to have in view, is on the Senate 
Calendar and will be brought to its attention for consideration after a 
very short period of time ; and I will say to the Senator that the pro- 
visions which that bill contains in regard to the desert-land law have 
been passed by the Senate heretofore on one and I think two occasions. 

Mr. TELLER. Two. 

Mr. PLUMB. On two occasions. At one time it was in conference 
between the two Houses, and was agreed upon by the conferees with- 
out dissent, the only difference between them being in regard to another 
portion of the bill which raised an issue not now involved; and this 
bill, besides, repeals the timber-culture law. In all that area practi- 
cally no timber-culture entries are being made, and I think none will 
be made hereafter, but the law is to be repealed if the judgment the 
House has expressed and the judgment the Committee on Public Lands of 
the Senate has expressed in the bill I have spoken of is heeded. We 
shall therefore soon have this subject before us in a way to treat it in- 
telligently. 

The amendment of the Senator from Arkansas would leave things 
just exactly where they are now, with not one single acre of land which 
requires to be reclaimed by the use of water subject to entry atall. If 
he has any doubt about that, I would venture to detain the Senate for 
some few moments to explain why the homestead law requires settle- 
ment as a precedent condition to entry. Settlement can not be made 
upon these lands until water has been put upon them by artificial 
means, until a large expenditure of money has been made for that pur- 
pose. ‘Therefore, no step necessary to the taking’of the land thus segre- 
gated from the public domain for the purpose of settlement could be 
made until the settler should spend a large amount of money to bring 
water upon it, and by the time he had done that the land would be 
just as subject to the entry of some other person as it would be to his. 

For instance, if he had water within a mile or half a mileof the land 
at a certain time, going on in this process of reclamation with the view 
to his homestead settlement, some person coming along who had done 
nothing of this work whatever might enter upon the land and make 
use of this very accumulation of artificial water for the purpose of af- 
fecting his own entry by cutting out the original entryman, the person 
who had originally designed to enter the land. It will be readily seen 
that no one will undertake to enter the land, and there never can be 
the first step taken that will result in the appropriation of a single acre 
of public land of what is known as desert land if the amendment of 
the Senator from Arkansas prevails. 
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We have a well considered bill on the Calendar awaiting the action 
of the Senate, one to which the Senate heretofore has given its concur- 
rence after long debate on two separate occasions, and one which met 
the concurrence of the conferees on the part of the House of Represent- 
atives and which but for a difference as to a minor point in regard to 
the administration of the law concerning entries heretofore made would 

| have been adopted and would now be the law of the land. 

Whatever may be said about the administration of the present law, 
| which I will not now go into, under this proposed law it will be im- 
possible that any single acre of land will be taken up for speculative 
purposes under the desert-land act. I do not believe that any such are 
taken now. Certainly the instances are minor ones. There have been 
heretofore some entries that might be called fraudulent which lack the 
intent on the part of the entryman to do that which the law requires 
him to do in the way of reclamation. Many of these have been sus- 
‘pended. A large percentageof them have been absolutely set aside, 
= the purpose that inhered in the original act has been wholly de- 

eated. 

Meanwhile, the Land Office, governed by experience, has made more 
rigid rules and in every way under the administration of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior under my friend from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
the interests of the Government were wisely and stringently guarded, 
and I do not believe that under the law as it is now it is practically 
possible for speculators to make entries or to find any shelter under 
the desert-land law. 

But to put it beyond any controversy we propose to put inte law 
what is now a matter of regulation, gathered from the widest possible 
experience on this subject—taking the whole ot it into consideration— 
a measure has been agreed upon which will meet every possible view 
of the situation that any one can take, which has for its purpose alone 
the acquisition of the public lands by those who are to live upon them 
and make their homes there. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, on the technical question as to 
whether this point of order is well taken, I shall only call attention 
to the fact that the amendment to which this is offered as an amend- 
ment proposes to repeal a law which reserves the location for the time 
being of certain lands. The amendment to the amendment is simply 
a modification of that repeal. Being such it would seem to me to be 
germane to the amendment to which it is offered. 

I was not in the Senate Chamber at the moment when the point of 
order was made upon the amendment of the committee, which it seems 
has not been sustained, but I take it for granted that it was so clearly 
subject to the point of order that Senators must have voted upon the 
merits of the amendment and not upon the technical question raised; 
and if they did so then, perhaps they will do so now. 

I wish to say a word with reference to the effect of the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES] and in reply to 
the suggestions made by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. Throughout the discussion 
of this subject every Senator has urged that his purpose was to enable 
settlers to get land. No Senator has dared to come before the Senate 
with the statement that his purpose was to enable the speculators to 
get the land. I have presented to the Senate the evidence that the 
speculators were ready to seize the land the moment this law is re- 
pealed. What good will a bill do here when passed into a law when 
this legislation is repealed and the speculators take hold, because they 
are prepared and ready to do so? 

I take it that the rights are merely suspended. I take it that the 
desert-land law, the timber-culture law, and some other laws are sus- 
pended by the act of October 2, 1888. If that be so, all the entries 
made, all the trespasses made for the purpose of obtaining land, 
whether honestly or frandulently, whether by individuals, corpora- 
tions, or syndicates, will come into play the moment you repeal that 
act, and then their rights will attach. 

I want the Senate to know and the country to know that this vote 
settles this question; that the Senate by adopting the amendment of the 
committee and by rejecting the amendment of the Senatorfrom Arkan- 
sas is determined to open the arid Jands to corporations and syndicates 
and speculators who are waiting to seize them, and that it refuses— 
and I want that borne in mind—to allow these lands to be preserved 
for actual settlers, and alone for them, under the homestead laws. 
That is the question; and I want it placed so that not only the Senate, 
but the country, hereafter shall know that the object of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas is to preserve that region of coun- 
try for settlers, and not to allow trespassers and law-breakers to seize 
upon the public domain, as they are prepared to do and have been pre- 
pared to do. 

I do not care to occupy the attention of the Senate further. Ihave 
called attention enough to that point. All I want to do is to empha- 
size the fact and place it distincly on record that the purpose of the 
pending amendment of the Senator from Arkansas is simply and solely 

to preserve that land for actual settlers; and whatever the meaning o1 
| Senators may be, the effect of the rejection of it is to let in all the 
| syndicates, all the corporations, all the unlawful entries which have 
| 


been made by anybody since the passage of the act of 1888. 
Mr. PLUMB. If I was not assured of the amiability and good faith of 
. the Senator from Texas, I should feel like resenting some of his language. 
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The Senator says that nobody has dared to say anything, intimating 
that if some of us had dared to do otherwise we should have been here 
advocating the claims of speculators. Let us put this thing in a way 
that I think we can all understand it. Every single representative 
from the public-land States, as I understand, every single person on 
this floor representing public lands which to-day are the subject of 
entry or ought to be, with minor exceptions, is in favor of the repeal of 
the law of 1888. 

In so acting these Senators represent, as they believe, and as I be 
lieve, and as I think I know, almost the unanimous, if not quite the 
unanimous, public sentiment of their States. Any impeachment of 
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them, therefore, is an impeachment of the public sentiment of those | 
. s . ' 
great Northwestern States which have a greater interest in this ques- | 


tion, I beg to say, than the Senator from Texas can possibly have 
There are some things which grow in importance as we get away 
from them. I can readily see howthe Sevator from Texas, having 
come from a State which has given millions upon millions and tens of 
millions of acres of land for speculation, should at this late day have 


some qualms of conscience about seeing that process going on under the | 


patronage of the United States Government. But I beg him to under- 
stand that the people represent a public opinion which has been aroused 


on this question, and that there is no chance of squandering the patri- | 


mony of the United States after the Texas fashion; and he need not 
fear that the people of Washington, or the people of Montana, or the 
people of the two Dakotas, or the people of Kansas, or the people of 
Nebraska are going to commit themselves toa rape of the public do- 
main of the United States such as Texas participated in a few years 
ago. 

I will not say that the people of the Northwest are more virtuous 
than the people of Texas, but they are warned by the example of 
Texas; and if there is any place in the wide jrorld where there is a 
sentiment against the appropriation of public land by corporations, by 
syndicates, by alien landholders, by anybody but settlers, it is in the 
localities where these lands lie. The keen-eyed, level-headed, jndi- 
cious, wholesome, good citizens who live in those localities are better 
able to attend to this question and determine what ought to be done 


- 
i409 
been said to declare that the State of Texas had bee ’ 
corporations and syndicates; and I suppose the State ought to have 
great reason to regret that it had not had the services, the wisdom, and 
the prudence of the Senator from Kansas to protect its pul 
fexas did give land liberally to capitalists to i railroads. Texas 
has no reason to regret that She has divided her land to a large ex 
tent, giving about 12 sections to the mile. The Senator spoke the 
other day of the donation as unprecedented. I suppose the Senator 
had forgotten that the United States had given one-half, 40 or 80 miles 
I do not know which, to the Northern Pacific Railroad. 
think that is anything like what they did 
12 or 16 sections to the mile. 


l imposed upon by 


lic domain. 





He does not 
in Texas, where they gave 


The Senator was aggrieved because the State of Texas had given a 
large body of land to secure the building of a State capitol 
says itis in the hands of a foreign syndicate. I do not know about 
that. I had understood it was in the hands of some gentleman from 
Illinois, but about that he may be better informed than I am But, 
Mr. President, that was her business If I wanted to enter into a dis- 
cussion about that and vindicate my wisdom in the Senator's estima- 
tion [ would tell him that I was opposed to that; but the people and 
the Legislature sanctioned it, and they have given the land, and they 


and he 


have got averv superior state-house, one that perhaps will answer the 


| purposes for the next hundred years, if there are no earthquakes 


So I do not see that that is an answer to the argument that the public 
domain of the United States is to be seized by trespassers and men 
who, in violation of law, will go upon it as soon as the act of 18H is re 


| pealed. Mr. President, thecountry will judge, when the issue is fairly 
presented to the Senate, that the purpose is to preserve that land for 
settlers, and a vote is viven here which turns it over to syndicates and 


than the people who live three or fourthousand miles away; although | 


I agree, of course, that the Senator from Texas asa member of this 
body is responsible for the vote that he gives, and is just as much en 
titled to be taken into account as anybody else. 
ing of it now asa matter of testimony, and I can say to him that all 
these jeremiads about the appropriation of Jand by syndicates, etec., 
whatever foundation they may have had, relate toa condition of things 
long since gone by, and the Senator is disturbed not by anything which 
actually exists to-day, but simply by his reading of something which 
was alleged to have taken place a good many years ago. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas will not 
get away from the question which I presented to the Senate by as- 
suming indignation. He will not get away from that question by say- 
ing that the Senators from the new States areall in favor of the propo- 
sition of the committee. He has avoided the question very much. 


I am merely speak- | 


The question I present is that the amendment of the Senator from Ar- | 
kansas [Mr. JONES] proposes to preserve that land for the benefit of | 


actual settlers, and prevents the syndicates and corporations and others | wish to say 


who have attempted illegal entries of that land from seizing upon it 
the moment the act of 1888 is repealed. 

But the Senator from Kansas, kind-hearted, and good, and innocent 
as he is, conceives that there is no danger of speculations and syndi- 
cates. The Senator did not hear about the condition of New Mexico, 
and that which is going on there. The Senator from Colorado tells us 
that $700,000 have been spent there in irrigation works since the pas 
sage af the act of 1888, and of the large entries which are to be made 
and the immense works there. The Senator from Kansas did not hear 
the preamble and resolutions of the constitutional convention of Idaho. 
The Senator had not heard that people in that country are trying to 


corporations. No amount of sophistry, no amount of talk, no amount 
of argument can get rid of that issue. It goes to the country, and 
neither the Senator nor any other man can prevent it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I believe the question is on the point 
of order raised by the Senator from Iowa | Mr. ALLISON] against the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. JoNEs]. ' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no doubt under the 
rule that the point of order is well taken. He rules that the amend- 
ment is not admissible. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has any decision been made by the Chair as to 
whether the amendment offered by the committee on page 
or not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was passed npon by the Sen 
ate, the Chair understands, during his temporary abs 
be in order. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is it proper for me now to call the at 
Chair to that, and to raise that point again? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo 

Mr. EDMUNDS 
the Senate. 


>4is in order 


nee, and held to 


tention of the 
Not at this stage ot 


the proceeding. 


The Senator can raise it when the bill gets into 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations 

Mr. REAGAN. In the natare of a sort of personal explanation, I 
that I am sorry the whole burden of this is placed on the 
Senator from lowa. I was in hopes the Chair would submit the matter 
to the Senate so that we could divide the responsibility. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas b aright 
to appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not appeal 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. That would submit the question to 
the Senate. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon agreeing to the amendment 


| proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 


seize upon these lands, following the surveyors by their agents and as- | 


certaining where the best waterand the best land may belocated. The 
Senator did not hear anything of that. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Director of the Geological Survey himself testi- 
fied hefore the Committee on Appropriations that the very effect and 
in fact I think he said the design of this survey was te point ont the 
lands to people so that they might go on and have the advantage of 
knowing exactly where valuable lands lay. I will send and get a copy 
of his testimony. 

Mr. REAGAN. Undoubtedly that is true. 

Mr. PLUMB. And yet Mr. Powell is to be given control of this 
business that he says is going to give the very advantage which the 
Senator deprecates. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is no doubt true. 
have said if he did not say it. Put I do not mean to say that it was 
for the purpose of pointing it out to trespassers and law-breakers, as 
the suggestion of the Senator might assame. He meant that when 
the surveys were made and the land was obtained the object of the 
topographic survey was to show people where they could settle. 

There is another thing the Senator spoke of when he spoke day be- 
fore yesterday. He thought it was a sufficient answer to all that had 
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| by the distinguished Senator from Nevada [Mr. Srewarr], 0 


| That was reterred to the Committes 


. | . . , 
That is what he ought to | have had time to examine no action was had upon it. I desire to call 


i 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I conceive that no more impor- 
tant question has ever been submitted to the Senate than is presented 
in these amendments here and thie laws to which they refer I con- 
fess frankly that I have had very great difficulty in determining ex- 
actly what has been aimed at by the resolutions and enactments now 


upon our statute-book on this subject. I} e ta 
trace this matter 
The first I find is Senate bill 216 of thel 


some trouble to 


ftieth Congress, introduced 


nm the 
12th day of December, 1887, entitled ‘‘A bill to encourage irrigation 
by segregating lands upon which water can be obtained for that purp 


! 


from the surrounding lands, and reserving places for reset rs and 


rights of way for ditches and canals for the purposes of irrigation.’’ 


on Public Lands, and so far as I 


the attention of the Senate to section 5 of that bill, and the peculiar 


phraseology of that section 


The surveys provided for in this act shall precede all other surveys each 
locality where water can be obtained from any lake, river, stream j 
for irrigation, and no land shall be surveyed or sold where irrigation lesir 
able until the water supply is first ascertained, reservoir sites selected and 
served, and the land capable of irrigation segregated and set apart { 1 tho 


land where irrigation is impossible, 
& 
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This was a bill introduced by the distinguished Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. SrewarRt], December 12, 1887. It does seem to me very 
clear that this contemplates that all the lands in the arid region should 
be reserved until the surveys were made. This was the first step in 
the matter. . 

The next step I find taken was a resolution presented by the Senator 
from Nevada [ Mr. Stewart] on the 13th day of February, 1888. On 
that date the distinguished Senator introduced this resolution, which 
was passed: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to inform the Sen- 
ate if, in his opinion, itis desirable to authorize the organization in his Depart- 
ment known as the Geological Survey to segregate lands of the public domain 
capable of irrigation in the sections of the United States where irrigation is re- 
quired from other lands, and to lay out suitable places to be reserved for reser- 
voirs, and rights of way for ditches and canals, for the purposes of irrigation. 


The next proceeding I find in chronological order was a joint reso- 
lution presented by the distinguished Senator from Colorado, the sen- 
ior Senator | Mr. TELLER], on the 6th day of March, 1888, passed at 
once, and became a law on the 20th day of March, 1888, and is known 
as public resolution No. 6: 


Joint resolution directing the Secretary of the Interior, by means of the Di- 
rector of the Geological! Survey, to investigate the practicability of constructing 
reservoirs for the storage of water in the arid region of the United States, and 
to report to Congress. 


That is the title of this joint resolution, which I will read: 


Whereas a large portion of the unoccupied public lands of the United States is 
located within what is known asthe arid region and now utilized for only grazing 
purposes, but much of which, by means of irrigation, may be rendered as fertile 
and productive as any Jand in the world, capable of supporting a large popula- 
tion, thereby adding to the national wealth and prosperity ; and 

Whereas all the water flowing during the summer months in mauy of the 
streams of the Rocky Mountains, upon which chiefly the husbandman of the 
plains and the mountain valleys chiefly depends for moisture for his crops, has 
been appropriated and is used for the irrigation of lands contiguous thereto, 
whereby a comparatively small area has been reclaimed; and 

Whereas there are many natural depressions near the sources and along the 
courses of these streams which may be converted into reservoirs for the storage 
of the surp!us water which during the winter and spring seasons flows through 
the streams; from which reservoirs the water there stored can be drawn and 
conducted through properly constructed canals, at the proper season, thus 
bringing large areas of land into cultivation, and making desirable much of 
the public land for which there is now no demand: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior, by meansof the Director 
of the Geological Survey, be, and is hereby, directed to make an examination 
of that portion of the arid regions of the United States where agriculture is car- 
ried on by means of irrigation, as to the natural advantages for the storage of 
water for irrigating purposes, withthe practicability of constructing reservoirs, 
together with the capacity of the streams and the cost of construction and ca- 
pacity of reservoirs, and such other facts as bear on the question of storage of 
water for irrigating purposes; and that he be further directed to report to Con- 
gress as soon as practicable the result of such investigation. 


That was followed in chronological order by a resolution of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] on the 27th day of 
March, 1888. These things follow in pretty rapid order. I will read 
that resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to report to the 
Senate what appropriation is necessary to enable the United States Geological 
Survey to carry into effect the joint resolution “‘ Directing the Secretary of the 
Interior, by means of the Geological Survey, to investigate the practicability of 
constructing reservoirs for the storage of waterin the arid region of the United 
States, and to report to Congress,”’ approved March 20, 1888, and the several acts 
of Congress requiring such Geologicai Survey, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, to classify the public lands and furnish a map or maps 
showing the various divisions of the public domain suitable for agricultural, 
mineral, and other purposes; and particularly to segregate the lands susceptible 
of irrigation, where irrigation is required, from other lands, and designating 
places for reservoirs, canals, and other hydraulic works. 


That was passed on the 27th day of March, 1888. The reply to the 
first resolution of the Senator from Nevada, the resolution of Febru- 
ary 13, 1888, was made by the Secretary of the Interior on the 31st 
day of March, 1888. . I hold in my hand the report which was sub- 
mitted by the Secretary of the Interior, Hon. William F. Vilas, to the 
President pro tempore of the Senate, and accompanying his report is the 
report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, dated February 
20, 1888, and also the report of the Director of the Geological Survey, 
dated March 13, 1888, and this report is quite a long one, giving gen- 
eral information gathered in so short a space of time asthe Director 
then had. 

The next thing in chronological order is the reply to the resolution 
of the distinguished Senator from Nevada of March 27,1888. That re- 
ply was made on the 11th day of May, 1888, and accompanying that 
report made by the Secretary of the Interior is the report of the Direct- 
or of the Geological Survey. Now, I want to call attention to the rec- 
ommendation of the Director of the Geological Survey. After stating 
his views in regard to the establishment of a general system of irriga- 
tion on a comprehensive plan, he says: 


Impelled by these considerations, I respectfully recommend that an appro- 
»riation of $250,000 be made for the first year’s work, and would suggest the fol- 
ater clause for the appropriation bill : 

“ For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation, and the segregation of the irriga- 
ble lands in such arid region,and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and 
other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for ir- 
rigation,and to make the necessary maps,including the pay of employés in 
field and in office, the cost of all instruments, apparatus,and materials, and all 
other necessary expenses connected therewith,the work to be performed by 
the Geological Survey, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, the 
sum of $250,000,” 
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That was the recommendation made May 11, 1888. What followed ? 
I now read the law which was passed in pursuance of that recommen- 
dation. I refer to the law of October 2, 1888, which is the law thatis 
referred to in the amendment and which is to berepealed. It is found 
on page 25 of the law making appropriations for the sundry civil ex- 
penses for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and I will read the 
clause: 

For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation, and the segregation of the irri- 
gable lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and 
other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for 
irrigation and the prevention of floods and overflows, and to make the necessary 
maps, including the pay of employés in field and in office, the cost of all in- 
struments, apparatus, and materials, and all other necessary expenses con- 
nected therewith, the work to be performed by the Geological Survey, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $100,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. And the Directorof the Geological Survey, under 
the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, shall make a report to Congress 
on the first Monday in December of each year, showing in detail how the said 
money has been expended, the amount used for actual survey and engineer 
work in the field in locating sites for reservoirs, and an itemized account of the 
expenditures under this appropriation. And all the lands which may hereafter 
be designated or selected by such United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, 
ditches, or canals for irrigation purposes, and all the lands made susceptible of 
irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, or canals, are from this time henceforth 
hereby reserved from sale as the property of the United States, and shal! not 
be subject, after the passage of this act, to entry, settlement, or occupation un- 
til further provided by law: Provided, That the President may at any time in 
his diseretion by proclamation open any portion or all of the lands reserved by 
this provision to settlement under the homestead laws. 


Mr. President, certain provisions of that law sound very much like 
the bill of the Senator from Nevada, introduced in December, 1887. 
It seems that that bill must have been before the mind of those who 
drew this clause. I believe it wasdrawninconference. The Director 
of the Geological Survey was required to make his report annually. 
In pursuance of that law of October 2, 1888, the Director of the Geolog- 
ical Survey, through the Secretary of the Interior, submitted to Con- 
gress his preliminary report. The law was passed October 2, 1888. 
This preliminary report was transmitted by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. The report of the Secretary of the Interior is dated January 2, 
1889, and the report of the Director of the Geological Survey accom- 
panying it is dated December 31, 1888. The report proper of the Di- 
rector is not very long, and it is accompanied by a statement of the work 
that had been done under the law. So the whole matter was before 
Congress, was before the world in this report, and what does the Di- 
rector recommend? I am not speaking of the general provisions of the 
report, but the appropriation part of it. He says: 

I respectfully submit the request to the honorable the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior that the following estimates for this work be transmitted to the Congress 
with his approval, and with it the brief preliminary report appended : 

“ For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation and the segregation of the irrigable 
lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and other 
hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for irrigation 
and the prevention of floods and overflows, and to make the necessary maps, 
including the pay of empioyés in field and office, the cost of all instruments, ap- 
paratus, and materials, and all other necessary expenses connected therewith, 
the work to be performed by the Geological Survey, under the direction of the 


Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $350,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, to be immediately available.” 

That was the recommendation made December 31, 1889. Whatdid 
that produce? I now hold in my hand the act making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1890, and on page 25 I find the following enactment, made 
that year: 

Irrigation Survey : For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the 
arid region of the United States can be redeemed by irrigation, and the segre- 
gation of irrigable lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for 
reservoirs and other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization 
of water for irrigation, and forascertaining the cost thereof, and the prevention 
of floods and overflows, and to make the necessary maps, including the pay of 
employés in field and in office, the cost of all instruments, apparatus, and ma- 
terials, and all other necessary expenses connected therewith, the work to be 

»erformed by the Geological Survey, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Shanken $250,000, of which sum $50,000 shall be immediately available; and the 
Director of the Geological Survey, under the —— of the Secretary of the 
Interior, shall make a report to Congress on the first Monday in December of 
each year, showing in detail how the said money has been expended, the 
amount used for actual survey and engineer work in the field in locating sites 
for reservoirs, and an itemized account of the expenditures under this and any 
future appropriation. 


Itseems that in draughting that provision the mind must have been cast 
back to the origin of this in the bill of the distinguished Senator from 
Nevada. This law follows exactly the recommendation of the Director 
of the Geological Survey, and it is a promise to him practically that 
what he has done and what he has recommended is approved by Con- 
gress and it will require of him an annual report. Whatisit? Iread 
the last clause of that enactment again: 


Shall make a report to Congress on the first Monday in December of each year. 
showing in detail how the said money has been expended, the amount used for 
actual survey and engineer work in the field in locating sites for reservoirs, and 
an itemized account of the expenditures under this and any future appiopria- 
tion. 

Here Congress tells him to make an annual report; and he had just 
a little while before submitted to Congress his first annual report. 
Here it is: ‘‘ Irrigation Surveys;’’ ‘* Irrigation ;’’ ‘‘ United States Irriga- 
tion Surveys.’’ He had submitted that and Congress passed this law 
on the 2d day of March, 1889. 
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What was another step in this matter? The distinguished Senator 
. : } , > Bahr 
from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] introduced on the 8th day of February, 
1889, and it was passed on the 14th day of February, 1889, a resolution 
organizing a select committee on irrigation. Iread from the CONGRES- 
SIONAL Kecorp of February 14, 1889: 
SELECT COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND ARID LAND® 
Mr. Jones, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the following resolution 
submitted by Mr. STEWART on the Sth instant, reported favorably thereon ; and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to , 
* Pesolved, Thata select committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Pres- 
ident of the Senate, to be known as the ‘Select Committee on Irrigation and 
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Reclamation of Arid Lands,’ whose duty it shall be to consider the subject of | 


rrigation and the best mode of reclaiming the arid lands of the United States 

and that said committee have leave to sit during recesses of the Senate and shall 
report to the Senate at the meeting of Congress in December next what legisla- 
tion is necessary for such irrigation and reclamation. And the committee may 
employ a clerk, who shall be paid $6 per diem out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate,” = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore subsequently announced the appointment of Mr. 
Stewart, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. Ptums, Mr. Hiscock, Mr. GoRMAN, Mr, REAGAN, 
and Mr. Jones of Arkansas as the committee. 


The select committee had with them in their investigation the Di- 
rector of the Geological Survey, I believe, a part of the time. 

Mr. REAGAN. All the time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All the time; and when Congress met in Decem- 
ber last the numerous reports had been submitted. I do not know ex- 
actly how many volumes or parts there are in the reports of that com- 
mittee. This, I presume, is the main part of the report: ‘‘ The report 


of the Select Committee of the United States Senate on Irrigation and | 


Reclamation of Arid Lands; report of the committee and views of the 
minority.’’ I suppose this is the actual report of the work done by the 
committee and the recommendations. 

Mr. REAGAN. There were four volumes of the testimony. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the other parts of this report are the re- 
ports of the testimony which was taken by the committee. I have 
not had time to examine the volumes, but I presume that is correct. 
I will thank the chairman of the select committee to correct meif that 
is not correct. 

Mr. STEWART. That is correct. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This isthe report of the committee and the views 
of the minority, and the other parts of this report contain the reports 
of the testimony, etc., that was taken by the committee. 

Now, this isa very able and a very interesting report; but in this 
report we find a divergence between the Director of the Geological 
Survey and thecommittee. This seems to be the first divergence in the 
views of those who were upon the committee and seeking this legisla- 
tion and the Director of the Geological Survey. 

It might be proper, however, to add that after this last appropria- 
tion was made, etc., the question came up as to the construction of the 
law of October 2, 1888. I have before me the report of the Secretary 
of the Interior on that point. The question was referred to the As- 
sistant Attorney-General for the Interior Department as to the extent 
of the operation of the law of October 2, 1888, to give an opinion, and 





then the Secretary of the Interior submitted the whole question to the | 


Attorney-General and he gave his view upon it. 
that. 

The decision in regard to the construction of that law was made, I 
should suppose, about July, 1889. The Secretary in his report in Ex- 
ecutive Document 136, Fifty-first Congress, first session, dated June 
3, 1890, in response to a resolution of the Senate of May 3, 1890, goes 
on and gives it, and the dates referred to here are in August, 1889, when | 
suppose the construction was determined upon. The opinion of the 
Attorney-General seems to be dated May 24, 1890, and the decision of 
the Assistant Attorney-General for the Interior Department is dated 
the same day. So I do not known when the first decision was given 
in regard to that, and I have not had the time to look up the exact 
date. The interpretation was that all the lands within the described 
limits were reserved. 

This report has been presented to Congress and we have numerous 
things following. I hold in my hand numerous bills which have been 
presented and which refer to this question. The first is Senate bill 
326, introduced December 4, 1889, by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CuLLOM], entitled ‘‘A bill ceding, upon condition, public lands to the 
State of California and other existing States, and to the eventual States 
to be formed out of the existing Territories, in aid of the irrigation of 
dry and arid lands,”’ 
Government of the United States directly, I believe. 

I now hold in my hand Senate bill 622, introduced December 5, 1889, 
by the distinguished Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moony], en- 
titled ‘A bill providing for a survey and development, for irrigation 
purposes, of the artesian basin underlying the State of South Dakota, 
and making an appropriation therefor.’’ 

I hold in my hand Senate bill 755, introduced December 9, 1889, by 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] by request, showing upon 
its face that it was introduced by request, entitled ‘‘A bill to promote 


{ wanted to refer to 


the storage of water in the Gila River, Arizona Territory, for the pur- | 


pose of reclamation and cultivation of desert lands, milling, mining, 


. . . "9 
— domestic, or for any other purpose that water is or can be 





That does not contemplate any work by the | 


I hold in my hand Sena 
by request, by the distinguished junior 1 Texas| Mr. REA 

\N}, entitled ‘‘A bill to provide t ttl t of 

1 lands in New Mexico and Texa ‘ ‘ ct 
ppropriation, I believe, by the Gover ted 

l now hold in my band Senate bill 139* ) 17 
1889, by the distinguished senior Senator from [ 
and referred to the Committee on Pu ‘ in I i 
back trom that committee with ana f ] ‘ tled \ 
to grant the right of wa rough t lands 
poses. 

I find also that the same Senator trod 1 
Fiftieth Congress and t] al was ) 
came a law. 

Mr. TELLER. Ish I 1 
the Senate both times unanim ly and alw i 
Ol the Capitol. 

Mr. COCKRELI I have no doubt of tha ‘ ts 
face what itis. It does not propose to take the Government into any 
Irrigation project of its own, 

| also hold in my hand Senate bill 1404, introduced December 17, 
1889, by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Pierce], entitled ‘A 
bill providing for a survey, for irrigation purposes, of the State of 
North Dakota,’’ and proposing to appropriate $150,600 therefor. 

I hold in my hand Senate bill 2104, introduced January 16, 1890, 
by the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB]. It is entitled *‘A 
bill to provide for the conservation and use of natural water suy pues 
upon certain portions of the public lands of the United States, and for 
other purposes.’’ This bill was referred to the Select Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, and was reported favorably 
by the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumMB], a member of that 
committee, April 2, 1890, with an amendment proposing to str out 


all after the enacting clause and insert the part printed in italies. I 
have not had time to make an abstract of these bills, but I do not 


derstand that this measure contemplates any great expenditure 
on the part of the Government, although I see that in section 8 it is 


provided ~ 























Phat there shall be appointed y the Presider y and with the advice 
|} and consent of the Senat« ithe Department o alt a ox 5 er 
| of irrigation, who shall have irisdiction renera iy rf 
} the Secretary of Agriculture { matters perts to irnrig 
} laws of the United States and who shall ree ‘ tal sala 
|} There shall also be appointed by the Secretary riculture } 

} ination of the commissioner of irrigation, a t number of eng 

| clerks, and other employés to execute such laws relating t rigat as ha 
been or may hereafter be passed by Congress, and to perform s id 3 
be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, Such engineers, erks 
other employés shall receive the compensations which may be provi 

| All surveys, maps, and reports relating to irrigation of record or 

| dey irtment of the Government shall be transferred w ay tot 

| tary of Agriculture. 

: ». That so much of the act of October 2, 1833, « kk 
| propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Governnx« for t c 
| June 30, 1889, and for other purposes as reserves from 

pation pub nds, except site resery r a 4 
gallon purposes, is hereby repealed 
\s I said, I have not had time to read the substitute, but I d r 
| tha does undertake a very large jurisdiction over these res i 
ily ert the part printed in italies 
| rhatallnatural waters not now otherw f ind w 
t! an«ds of the | ted States lyi ety-« th ridian 
ol gitude west from Greenwich, be eby ar p 
I ty inalienable from and forever and for su ‘ | 
es as the States and Territories in which such waters are tuated sha 
termine All such waters, subject only to the paramount sovers ty of t 
United States for such beneficial uses, shall be | ed ider t it : 
} the State or Territory where said natural waters »w or aré j 
the same berunning streams, lakes, pools, ponds, s; r3,0 surfa . 
| of water, or subterranean streams, pools, or underflows } luced | 
| seepage and drainage within the areas affected by this a 
| Src. 2. That the right of way over the public domain of t United ates is 
| hereby granted to any State or Territory who r partly w rea 
mentioned, for the purpose of pr tting and aidingin the ns tion, re 
} and maintenance ofall works necessary for the storage ar nve ce « l 
| such natural waters as may be required for the purposes of land sna th 
and for the other beneficial uses hereinbefore mentioned And t end that 
this may be accomplished, any natural waters flowing or standing not other 
wise appropriated or in use may diverted o arried from their natural bed 
| or place by artificial channels or otherwise to s ar snd a - 8 
| most efficiently served thereby 
Sec. 3. That access to natural waters wv n the s vest 
| eighth meridian aforesaid, which may be necessary tothe direct suy t f 
| or domestic animals, shall never be denied, but such ess to nat 
| shall be and remain a permanent right of way, su to and regula 
by the State or Territory for such right of way and for the p ‘ f 
pass, unlawful occupancy, or spoliation in any way 
| Sec. 4. That the United States reserves to itselfthe adjudica : t 
| of all questions and disputes that ay arise in relat itot ‘2 iser- 
| vation, flowing, and distribution of all natural waters, flowing or standing, lo- 
| cated within or passing t h the! la if two or States or Terri- 
| tories within the above-named area, wherein t eficial uses of natu 
} waters as herein specified er rire ; i lication to be through t 
| medium of such tribunal at under such rules and regulations as Congress 
may hereafter provide 

Sec. 5. That the irrigable lands of the United States whe irrigation is J 
} ticed west of the one hund 1 and fourth meridian of longit 
|} Greenwich shal! be subject to « er the homestead laws, the nera 
| coal land laws, and none other , homestead shall consist of not mo 

acres, as shall be determined from time to time by the commiss ‘ - 
ition, Whenever the proper authorities of any State or Territory sha sent 
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asurvey and map to the commissioner of irrigation giving the boundaries of 
the irrigable |and ina district which can be irrigated by one system, together 
with the reservoirs, lines of ditches, and other hydraulic works, and represent 
to said commisrioner that the hydraulic works, including reservoirs, canals, 
and other improvements, which are for the common benefit of all the trrigable 
lands in such district, have been constructed and completed in a substantial 
manner and approved by the State or Territorial authorities, it shall be the duty 
of said commissioner to cause an examination to be made of such district and 
the hydraulie works constructed for the irrigation of the same, and if such hy- 
draulic works shall be ascertained by him to be well and substantially con- 
structed and suitable for the irrigation of the irrigable lands in such district, he 
shall approve the same and transmit to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office a certified copy of such survey and map: whereupon the persons who 
have made lawful claims to any of such irrigable lands shall be allowed to prove 
up their claims and receive patents therefor: Provided, That the applicants for 
such lands shall have performed the acts required bythe law under which the 
claims were made, but as to desert-land claims heretofore made no further proof 
shall be required as tothe desert character of the land or reclamation of the 
same 

See. 6. That whenever, under the authority of any State or Territory, an irri- 
gation district shall have been organized and the qualified electors thereof em- 
powered to levy taxes, charges, or assessments upon public and private lands 
situated in such district for the purpose of constructing hydraulic works for the 
common benefit of the irrigable lands therein, the irrigable lands of the United 
States in such district shall be subject to the same taxes, charges, and assess- 
ments as are so imposed upon other public lands and land belonging to private 
individuals; and persons who shall thereafter acquire title to lands from the 
United States in such district shall take the same subject to the said taxes, 
charges, and assessments, which shall be alien upon such land, the payment 
of which may be enforced after such title is acquired from the United States in 
such manner as shall be prescribed by the State or Territory in which such dis- 
trict is situated: Provided, however, That before such taxes, charges, and assess- 
ments shall be chargeable against the public lands of the United States, or be a 
lien thereon, the rate and amount thereof shall be approved by the commissioner 
of irrigation of the United States: And provided further, That the United States 
shall not be liable for such taxes, charges, or assessments. 

Sec. 7. That whenever an irrigation district is situated in two or more States, 
or in two or more Territories, or in a State and Territory the benefits of this 
act may be secured to the people of such district by the joint action of the au- 
thorities of all the States and Territories in which any portion of such district, 
or of the reservoirs, ditches, and other hydraulic works are situated; and in 
such case the survey and map showing the irrigable lands, reservoirs, ditches, 
and hydraulic works, and the approval of the completion of such works, by the 
proper State and Territorial authorities, may be jointly presented to the com- 
missioner of irrigation by all the States and Territories in which any part or 
such district or such reservoirs, ditches, and other hydraulic works are situ- 
nated; or, in case any State or Territory in which any portion of such district of 
the hydraulie works for irrigation therein are situated, shall refuse or neglect 
to unite with the other States or Territories as herein provided, the people of 
such district may have the benefits of this act by the presentation to the com- 
missioner of irrigation of the survey and map and the approval of the comple- 
tion of such works by the State or Territory in which the larger part of the irri- 
gable lands in such district is situated. 

Src. 8. That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, in the Department of Agriculture, a commis- 
sioner of irrigation, who shall have jurisdiction, under the general supervision 
of the Secretary of Agriculture, of all matters pertaining to irrigation under tho 
Jaws of the United States, and who shall receive an annual salary of $4,500. 
There shall also be appointed by the Secretary of Agriculture, on the nomina- 
tion of the commissioner of irrigation, a sufficient number of engineers, clerks, 
and other employés to execute such laws relating to irrigation as have been or 
may hereafter be passed by Congress, and to perform such duties as shall be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of Agriculture. Such engineers, clerks, and other em- 
ployés shall receive the compensations which may be provided by law. All 
surveys, maps, and reports relating to irrigation of record or on file in any de- 
partment of the Government shall be transferred without delay to the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture 

Sec. 9 That so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitied “An act making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,’’as reserves from entry, settlement, 
or oceupation public lands, except sites for reservoirs, ditches, and canals for 
irrigation purposes, is hereby repealed. 


I hold in my hand an amendment proposed to that bill April 2, 1890, 
by the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] on behalf of the mi- 
nority of the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 
Lands, ‘‘ to provide for the conservation and use,’’ etc. 

i now come to Senate bill 2743, introduced February 19, 1890, by 
the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. SreEwARrtT], entitled ‘‘ A bill to 
promote irrigation.’’ 

I also present Senate bill 5346, introduced April 1, 1890, by the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy], reported from the Select Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, entitled ‘*A bill 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of Agriculture to cause to be 
made all necessary field examinations, surveys, and experiments for 
the purpose of demonstrating the extent, etc., with reference to irriga- 
tion, of the underflow waters between the ninety-seventh degree of 
west longitude and the foot-hills of the eastern slope of the Rocky 
Mountains, and making an appropriation therefor.’’ 

I also hold in my hand Senate bill 2837, introduced by the junior 
Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], February 25, 1890, entitled ‘‘ A 
bill to provide for the irrigation of the arid lands of the United States, 
and for other purposes. ’”’ 

I also hold in my hand Senate bill 3767, introduced May 18. 1890, 
by the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], entitled ‘‘ A bill to 
providet or the irrigation of the arid lands of the United States, and 
for other purposes,’’ 

Mr. President, these are not.all the projects which are before the 
Senate. This subject seems to be attracting a great deal of attention. 
I now hold in my hand an amendment intended to be proposed by the 
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Senator from Nevada [Mr. SrEwART] to the bill making appropria- 


tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, to insert the following: 


For the purpose of continuing the investigation of the extent to which the 
arid region of the United States can be redeemed by irrigation and the segre- 
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gation of irrigable lands in such region, and for the selection of sites for reser- 
voirs and other hydraulic works necessary for storage and utilization of water 
for irrigation, and the other necessary expenses connected therewith, under 
the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture, $250,000. 

Mark you, this is exactly the language of the old law, but it takes it 
from the Director of the Geological Survey, under the Secretary of the 
Interior, and places it under the Secretary of Agriculture: 

And the Secretary of Agriculture shall cause a report to be made on the first 
Monday in December of each year, showing in detail how said money has been 
expended, and furnish an itemized account of such expenditure. 

It seems from this that the Senator from Nevada is not opposed to 
this; he wants the same work continued, but he wants to transfer it 
from the Geological Survey to the Department of Agriculture. 

I hold in my hand another amendment proposed to this bill, and I 
suppose it will come up for action. It is an amendment reported by 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy], from the Select Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, and intended to 
be proposed to the bill making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for 
other purposes: 

Strike out all after the twelfth line, on the forty-sixth page of the House bill, 
down to and including the twelfth line on page 47, in said House bill, and in- 
sert: 

“IRRIGATION SURVEY. 

‘* For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation, and for the investigation of the 
sources of water supply to be used in irrigation, and for the selection of sites 
for reservoirs and other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utiliza- 
tion of water for irrigation, including the pay of employés in field and in of- 
fice, the cost of all instruments, materials, and apparatus, and all other neces- 
sary expenses connected therewith,the work to be performed under the direction 
of the Secretary of Agriculture, $200,000. 

“For the purpose of enabling the Secretary of Agriculture to continue, and 
cause to be made, all necessary field examinations, experiments, and surveys 
for the purpose of ascertaining the extent, character, and value of all underflow 
waters for irrigation pur within the region of country lying between the 
ninety-seventh degree of longitude west from Greenwich and the eastern slope 
of the Rocky Mountains, including, in his discretion, the boring of experimental 
wells for the purpose of determiningthe depth, extent, and value of the artesian 
waters within the limits aforesaid, $250,000. 

“The Secretary of Agriculture shall make a report to Congress on the first 
Monday in December of each year, showing in detail how said moneys have 
been expended, the amount used for actual survey and the engineer work in the 
field in locating sites for reservoirs and other hydraulic works, and an itemized 
account of all expenditures made by him under these appropriations.”’ 

I hold in my hand another amendment. These two amendments of 
the Senator from South Dakota and the Senator from Nevada seem to 
be very much alike except that the amendment of the Senator from 
South Dakota goes much further. 

I hold in my hand an amendment reported by the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. PAppock], from the Committee on Public Lands, in- 
tended to be proposed to the bill making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government, and it is headed ‘‘ Irrigation sur- 
vey:”’ 

Irrigation survey: For the investigation of the sources of water to be used in 
the irrigation of irrigable lands in the arid region of the United States, and for 
the selection of sites for reservoirs and other hydraulic works necessary for the 
storage and utilization of water for irrigation and for ascertaining the cost 
thereof, and the prevention of floods and overflows, and to make the necessary 
maps, including the pay of employés in field and in office, the cost of all instru- 
ments, poomers. and materials, and all other necessary expenses connected 
therewith, the work to be performed by the Geological Survey under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, $220,000, and the Director of the Geological 
Survey, under the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, shall make a re- 
port to Congress on the first Monday in December of each year, showing in de- 
tail how the said money has been expended, the amount used for actual survey 
and the engineer work in the field in locating sites for reservoirs,and an item- 
ized account of the expenditures under this and any future appropriation: Pxo- 
vided, That so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitled “An act making ap- 
propriation for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1489, and for other purposes,” as reserves from entry, settlement, 
or occupation public lands, except sites for reservoirs and rights of way for 
ditches and canals, is hereby repealed. 

That is simply a continuation of the present law. It comes from 
the Committee on Public Lands, of which the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
PLuMB] is the chairman, who is also a member of the Select Commit- 
tee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, 

These things seem very strange tome. I do not understand in what 
condition we are. I do not understand what the Senator from Nevada 
wants. I am not sure that I understand what the Senator from Colo- 
rado wants. Iam sure that if we take Senate bill 216, introduced by 
the Senator from Nevada in 1887, as the foundation, the Director of 
the Geological Survey has only followed in the line which that bill 
pointed out. It seems to me, too, that the Director of the Geological 
Survey has only followed in the line pointed out by the joint resolu- 
tion introduced by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER rose, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not want to yield now to the Senator. I 
waut to make my statement connectedly and to get through as soon as 


I can. 

I say it seems to me to be the truth that after the Director of the 
Geological Survey had made his report, had indicated the object, intent, 
and purposes of the survey, an additional appropriation was made and no 
objection was made to the report; and then the select committee was 
appointed and everything appeared to be moving along harmoniously in 
the same direction. I confess frankly that I supposed that the inten- 
tion was to make the Government of the United States undertake this 
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whole irrigation system, assume it all upon its own shoulders; and 
therefore I watched it with a great deal of interest and with a great 
deal of suspicion, because these resolutions, the bil! of the Senator from 
Nevada, and everything pointed to the Government of the United 
States being called upon to undertake this great work of irrigation. 
But now what do we find? We find the Senator from Nevada and 
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the Senator from South Dakota strongly opposing the Geological Sur- 


vey and wanting the same work continued under the Department ol 
Agriculture. Ido not understand why this is. Why not let it go on 
where itis? Will a different system be pursued by the Department 
of Agriculture? S 

Mr. President, we find these amendments here. They are going to 
come before the Senate for action. Whatshall we do? I believe itis 
but right to repeal the law of October 2, 1888, so far as it reserved that 
immense area of land from any disposition under the public-land laws. 
I was suspicious of it at the time. It was agreed to in conference. I 
was not a member of the conference committee, and consequently had 
no opportunity of examining the language. 
language has been interpreted probably correctly. _ 

I do not dispute the correctness of the interpretation given by the 
Assistant Attorney-General for the Interior Department to the At- 
torney-General. I believe the language is capable of that construc- 
tion, and the officers had a right to believe that it was the object, based 
upon the bill of the Senator from Nevada, that the lands were all to 
be reserved until the surveys had been made and the selections made. 
How fargshall we go with this? We repeal this law. In this bill there 
is an amendment proposing to appropriate $750,000 for investigating 
this subject. I see that the Senator from Nevada and the Senator from 
South Dakota want $200,000 and $250,000, and they use almost the 
exact language that is used in this bill, except that they give it to the 
Department of Agriculture instead of the Director of the Geological 
Survey. 

Is all this fight simply over who shall expend this money? Is the 
question before the Senate to be dwindled to that point, that it is a 
contest between the Director of the Geological Survey and the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, or a contest between Senators whether the work 
shall be carried on under the Department of Agriculture or under the 
Director of the Geological Survey and the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. President, it does seem to me that the Director of the Geolog- 
ical Sarvey can obtain all the information which Congress ought to ob- 
tain upon this subject more easily, and more readily, and at less ex- 
pense than the Secretary of Agriculture can do it, and he is already 
making the geological survey and the topographic survey, and has a 
great deal of the work in his own hands, provided thisis only preliminary 
information that we want. But if he is to go there and bore in the 
ground to determine how deep the foundations of a dam for a reservoir 
must be sunk, if he is to go there and determine all those questions, 
and expend millions upon millions of dollars, and superintend the 
construction of dams for holding the water, under the authority of the 
United States, it is a different question. 

We ought to know what is the whole length and breadth of this plan 
of irrigation before we go another step further ? 

Is this simply preliminary, for the purpose of obtaining the infor- 
mation, or is the Government to take hold of allthis matter? Is the 
Governmentto build the reservoirs, the dams, and the ditches, and ir- 
rigate the land, and charge each occupant so much per acre for the 
water furnished to his land? If the Government is to undertake that 
and is to build the reservoirs, and is then to furnish the water and to 
superintend it, every foot of the land should be reserved until the Gov- 
ernment has built the works and made theirrigation. But if this in- 
formation is simply preliminary, to ascertain the practicability of the 


reservoirs and dams, to test how much water can be collected, and the | 


lands are to be left open for settlement by citizens of the United States 
who can go there and make their homes upon them and rear their fam- 
ilies, then I am willing for the investigation to go further; I am will- 
ing for it to go just as far as may be necessary for the purpose of obtain- 
ing that information; but, on the other hand, if the Government is to 
take hold of this matter and build the reservoirs and dams and ditches, 
and supply the water and collect rents and tolls for it, then it is proper 
that we should know it, and I am opposed to it. 

i should be glad, indeed, to hear from the distinguished Senators im- 
mediately representing these States what the final output of this is to 
be. I should like to know exactly what will be the end of this work, 
how far the Senators want it to go. 
thing that will prevent any honest American citizen from obtaining a 
home upon arid land or any other land. I should like to see all these 
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to see thousands and hundreds of thousands and millions of our citi 





zens who are crowding our cities now go upon those public lands and 
make their homes there, and I am willing to hold out any inducement 
that is reasonable and just to induce them to go there and settle upon 
the lands. But, Mr. President, I do not wa he United States to 
undertake to build reservoirs and dams and ditches there i then 
rent the water out to anybody. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I drew and intro dthe joint re 


olution approved March 20, 1888. I expressly stated in the joint res- 
olution what I wanted the Government of the United States to do 





Later, when the question of appropriation came before this body, I 
expressly stated that I wanted the Government to do ng more 
than the joint resolution provided for. So I say to the Senator from 


i 
Missouri that I do not want now, and never did want, the Government 
to do any thing more than to indicate on its lands where these natural 
reservoirs were, what their capacity might be, etc., as indicated in the 
joint resolution, with the idea that under some legislation to follow the 
States would be allowed to appropriate the reservoirs and fill them 
| action 

I have never held that the Government had any control, and I have 
repeatedly stated on this floor that the Government of the United St 


had no control over the water of aState. Isoinsist now, that the Gov- 


ernment of the United States can not control the water of the non 
navigable streams of the State of Colorado. 
Mr. President, it would be utterly impossible for the Government 


of the United States to enter into any irrigationscheme, and [ will: 
waste time at this late hour and after this long discussion to exp! 
why. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] day before yesterday, 
when he spoke here, stated fully why this matter should be left to the 
neighborhood, to the people of the State, as did the Sen 
consin [Mr. SPOONER] in some remarks that he submitted to the Sen 
ate on the same day. 
Mr. President, what we complain of is what I say is a misconst1 

tion of the statute. I believe the Senator from Wisconsin said he did 
not think it was. It is quite immaterial whether it is a misconstrus 


tion or not. Whether it is a misconstruction or not, nobody supposed 
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when the act was passed that any such thing was intended. I say it 
is a misconstruction because it was utterly impossible that anybody 
should have thought of doing such a thing ; and I will just take a mo- 
ment on that point to show that it is a misconstruction. The statute 
says : 
And allthe lands which may hereafter be designated or selected 1 
United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for gat i 
| purposes and all the lands made susceptible of irrigation by s s 4, 
ditches, or canals are from this time henceforth hereby reserve 4 


| 





I do not wish to do one solitary | 


arid lands reclaimed; but I do not want to reclaim them at the expense | 


of the tax-payers of the United States. I do not believe that the Gov- 
ernment should engage in the work of building reservoirs and selling 
water to its own citizens or to anybody else. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, as he has appealed to 
us to know what we want to do—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will yield the floor in just a moment; I am 
nearly through. I simply want to know what the scheme is, because 
I do not wish to throw one solitary obstacle in the way of the settle- 


ment of our new States and of our existing Territories. I should like | 





the property of the United States 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘‘ Are from this time henceforth.’ 

Mr. TELLER. ‘‘ Are fromthistime henceforth.’’ Nobody can pre 
tend that land could be withdrawn unless the whole country wa 
drawn, and this is specific; it says: ‘‘sites for reservoirs, ditches, o1 
canals for irrigation purposes.’’ How can antbody say that a ditch 
which had not been run and which nobody could tell where it would 
go was reserved from sale? The words ‘‘ made susceptible’’ are terms 
of qualification and limitation. The Senators who say that this is a 
proper construction lose sight of the fact and treat the statute as if it 
had said ‘‘all lands susceptible of irrigation.’’ Do they not think 
that the words ‘‘made susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs,”’ 
etc., mean anything? 

Mr. President, it is not worth while to discuss this question; in my 
judgment, it is too plain. But the Department has settled it; we are 
without remedy; and it does not make any difference whether it is 
right or wrong, the question is whether two-fifths of all the country 
and nearly all of the public-land regions are to be forever tied up. 

I am not going into any general discussion. I have heard the impas- 
sioned appeal of the Senator from Texas about reserving this land to 
the settler. Mr. President, I do not yield to the Senator from Texas 
in a desire to preserve to the people the pubtic lands, and my record 
in the Senate and in another place in the Government of the United 
States is all that I need to refer to upon that subject. I have endeav- 
ored in this body, year in and year out, to preserve to the people the 
land from undue appropriation, and as Secretary of the Interior I did 
more in that direction than the Senator from Texas has ever been able 
to do in his long and extended career. 

The Senator read from some reports made while I was Secretary 


the Interior, and he assumes that that is the condition to-day. There 
is not any such condition of affairs existing anywhere. In 1480, 1x1, 
and 1882 there was a great furore in this country for the acquisition of 


land. Cattle companies all over the country were trying to appropri- 
> it b 


ate the public land. All sorts of schemes were resorted to. Up to 


| that time the Government of the United States had never had a publi 


| agent who could be sent out to supervise the 


appropriations of public 
land. It was after that that the system of private examination, or 
public examination, if you choos 
introduced. 

When these agents of the Department went out to look after the set- 
tlemeuts and see whether the people were making them in good faith, 
it was then that a stop was put to illegal practices; and long before 


o to call it, by special agents was 








uthority 1 ny examination on the part of the Land De- 
parti to! the Government, at my instigation and at my request, as 
the records will show, the Department of Justicesenta man to the Ter- 
rito Mexico, who made the reports which have been read here. 
The record will show that he went there upon a statement which I 
to the Department of Justice, and at my request, to investigate 
juestion while I was still a member of this body; and when the 
nator from Texas says that we dared not state the purposes for which 

I challenge him to show that he has done any 
ian I have done or any more than my confréres 
ublic Lands have done with reference to this 
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we wanted th aone 
more in LAs direct nt 


of the Committee on |! 


Mr. REAGAN. The Senator will allow me 
Mr. TELLER. Not now. 
I did not say anything of the sort. The record 


Ww i lOW iA 
Mr. TELLEI I know what the Senator said. 
Mr. REAGAN. The Senator ought not to put words in my mouth. 
Ir. TELLER. I know what the Senator said. While perhaps he 
did 1 Ly in the exact language I used, that was the inference, that 


we were not putting forth the real reason for which we wanted this 
law repealed. I say here, knowing as much about that as the Senator 

nd as responsible to the public as theSenator from Texas, 
that all this talk about syndicates and monopolies is the veriest bosh 
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on the face of the earth. 

There can be, as the Senator frem Kansas | Mr. PLUMB] illustrated 
the other day, but little opportunity to monopolize land which has to 
be irrigated; there is no inducement for it; and the people who have 
been taking this land since 1880, 1881, and 1882 were not taking it for 
irrigating and farming purposes, but for cattle-raising purposes; and 
when the great cattle industry brokedown on the public lands, as it did 
a few ye ince, there was no longer any inducement to go there, and 
there is not a single cattle company that I know of in the region of my 
acquaintance, either in New Mexico, Arizona, Idaho, Colorado, or Mon- 
tana, that has not lost money on its investment in land, and there is not 
to-day any danger under the present existing laws of monopolies get- 
ting hold of the public lands in any large areas. 

rhe Land Department has ruled on the desert-land act so strictly 
that there can be no combinations and there neyer has been any com- 
[ assert that from a knowledge of every 
effort ias been made. There has been no syndicate that has 
ever succeeded in securing any large body of land under the desert-land 
act. It has been tried, but it has failed, and it will always fail while 
the Department maintains its present ruling. 

The Senator from Texas tells us of a great attempt togobble all the 
Jand in the Pecos Valley. In the Pecos Valley, to which I called at- 
tention the other day, there has been $700,000 expended and $300,000 
more must be expended before it can be made available and valuable 
to the people who are building that canal. In the West the canals are 
the carriers of water only, and no canal company in the West, unless 
it is in New Mexico, is anything more, under the law, than a carrier 
of water; and when New Mexico takes hold of the subject, as it will 
when it becomes a State, it will adopt the same rule that a]! the new 
States have adopted, making the ditch companies simply the carriers 
of water, the price to be fixed by the municipal authorities, the peo- 
ple who are interested. 

The Pecos Valley is not damaged, and I hold before me a letter re- 
ceived by a gentleman in this city from Mr. Hagerman, who is well 
known to many members of this body, a gentleman who went from the 
State of Michigan to the State of Colorado, a gentleman of large wealth. 
He sends a letter to one of his acquaintances, who hands it to me, and 
I propose to read it, and I will vouch for the facts to be exactly as Mr. 
Hagerman states them, as will every man who knows him, as will the 
Senator from Michigan, as would the Senator from New Jersey, I 
think, whom I do not see in his seat, and a number of other Senators 
who have personal acquaintance with him. I want tosay further that 
these facts are within my knowledge from conversations with members 
o! this corporation, especially with the secretary of the company, more 
than two years ago. 

Now, let us see what Mr. Hagerman says, and let us see whether 
this is a thing to be discouraged, whether it is a thing to frighten the 
Senate of the United States, and to frighten the people so that we must 
tie up all of the lands in that country. He says: 

‘ The Pecos Irrigation and Investment Company was organized in February 
‘SS 

Before the passage of any of these laws, before there was any prop- 
osition even pending that could have been tortured into anything like 
the present existing state of affairs: 

Its purpose was to construct dams, reservoirs, and canals in the Pecos Valley 
of New Mexico, of sufficient capacity to irrigate 300,000 acres of land in said 
valley — 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not catch the date. 

Mr. TELLER. February, 1888, 

Little was done by the men who filed the articles of incorporation, they not 
having sufficient money to carry out the purpose of the company. About a 


year and a half ago I, with others, was asked to take an interest in it, and after 
@ personal examination of the valley 1 did so, and am now president of the 


bination which succeeded. 
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What is the date ? 
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company. We have expended up to the present time about $700,000 in the con- 
struction of the above-named works, and it will still require a large sum to 
complete thesystem. The valley is entirely without railroad facilities, and we 
are now doing what we knew from the start we would have to do, namely, 
build a railroad along the river and through the irrigated lands, thereby giving 
them railroad connections. We are now building the road as rapidly as pos- 
sible, into which about $1,000,000 will have to be put. 

When I went into the enterprise I was, of course, aware of the act of October 
2, but was advised by counsel that it did not apply to us particularly, and I can 


not see how any one can construe it to apply to all the lands of the arid region , 


which are susceptible of irrigation. 

The Government has not expended a dollar in the Pecos Valley, excepting in 
the ordinary land surveys, which was done several years ago. There never 
has been a dollar expended under the provisions of the act referred to; there 
have béen no reservoir sites designated and no lands withdrawn from mar- 
ket. The receiver of the land office at Las Cruces, N. Mex., which has charge of 
the lands in the Pecos Valley, has never received instructions from Washington 
or elsewhere requiring him to discontinue thesale of lands, but he has gone on 
receiving money in the name of the United States Government and issuing re- 
ceipts for entries in the usual way. 

Two years ago there probably were not 5,000 people in the whole Pecos Val- 
ley. It had recently been vacated by the Apaches, and had only been used as 
a cattle range. As soon as our company was incorporated and as soon as men 
had connected themselves with it, which gave itan assurance of success, people 
began to enter the lands rapidly and to settle in the valley, so that at the pres-' 
ent time, as near as we can estimate, there are 15,000 people there building: 
houses, improving lands, and making permanent homes for themselves. 

The ruling of the Attorney-General that the act of October2 appliesto allarid 
land belonging to the Government, as well as those under designated sites, has 
caused great consternation in the valley, and to the settlers, as well as to us, if 
this is to be the permanent rule, it means ruin, Their acts, as well as all our 
investments, have been on the faith of the Government and without any sus- 
picion thatthe act of October 2 had any application to us. 

I wish to say that our company is not a land company— 

I call the attention of the Senator from Texas to this— 


we do not own any lands and do not attempt to, which, at any rate, would 
not be allowed to a greater extent than 5,000 acres,as New Mexico is a Terri- 
tory. 

We have a national statute upon that subject, which I suppose he 
refers to, which, I understand, only applies to aliens. He evidently 
thinks it applies to all corporations. 

Our sole purpose is to construct these dams, reservoirs, and canals, which 
cost a great deal of money and can only be done successfully on a very large 
scale. Private enterprise by such people as always settle on new lands would 
be entirely inadequate to such a task. We simply supply the water to the set- 
tlers ata reasonable rate and at a rate satisfactory to them. 

If the ruling of the Attorney-General in regard to the act of October 2, 1888, 
is to be a permanent law, there would be nothing for us to do but to quit work; 
the peeple who have entered the lands will lose their money, and the valley 
will have to be abandoned and become again a desert waste, as it was untila 
few years ago. 

Mr. President, if the Senator from Texas thinks thatthe people who 
have put their money in the Pecos Ditch Company and constructed this 
ditch and have opened up to settlement this vast area are getting too 
much money out of the settlers, let him prepare some law by which 
they can be kept within reasonable bounds, that being within our 
province and our right. The people of the Pecos Valley are not com- 
plaining of any misconduct on the part of this company. This com- 
pany are public benefactors and entitled to gratitude for what they are 
doing. They are making it possible for people to dwell there when they 
could not otherwise have done so without the expenditure of money. 
They are not only building the canal, but, as they say, they are build- 
ing a railroad which is of value. When canals are built then follow 
settlement and railroads and all the appliances of civilization. 

The Senator from Texas, in his anxiety to prevent what he calls 
land monopoly, is prepared to destroy whole communities simply be- 
cause he fears that which, I repeat again, does not exist in this country. 

Mr. President, I do not want to delay the passage of this bill. There 
are a great many things I could say in answer to what has been said 
by the Senator from Texas and others. It is a matter of vital impor- 
tance to us; it is a question whether emigration shall cease to come to 
these new States; itis a question whether neighborhoods partially estab- 
lished shall be allowed to grow as they grow in the natural course of 
things or whether they shall be abandoned; because if afew men have 
gone into a community and no more can goit means abandonment and 
desolation. 

There never was a more wicked thing done than this if it is to be 
continued. Nobody anticipated when it was donethat the result would 
be what we have seen. Nobody would have dared to suggest in this 
body that the whole public-land system was destroyed by a provision 
in a conference committee report, concerning which there was no dis- 
cussion, and no opportunity for discussion, and no consideration what- 
ever given to it. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not want to prolong this discussion. I do 
not wish, however, to be placed in a false position. I feel a great in- 
terest in the subjectof irrigation. Two-fifths of the areaof the United 
States must be cultivated in thatway. Our peoplecome froma country 
that did not irrigate, and they do not understand it. I felt that, and 
I believed that ] could be of some use in aiding them. I am charged 
with having inaugurated a system which has produced this result. I 
never dreamed of such result. Nothing that I have ever said or done 
can be construed as an intimation that the public lands of the United 
States were to be withdrawn from settlement or that the Government 
of the United States should undertake to construct irrigation works. 

It is said that the bill I introduced December 12, 1887, was the foun- 
dation of all this trouble. I undertake to say that if the bill I intro- 
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duced had been carried out in good faith it would have good 


and not bad results. I will read it: 


prod uced 


A bill to encourage irrigation by segregating lands upon which water can be 
obtained for that purpose from the surrounding lands, and reserving places ! 
reservoirs and rights of way for ditches and canals fo: the purposes of irriga 


tu 


De] 





Whereas a large part of the Stat fornia, Oregon, and Colorado, and 
the Territories of Washington, Montana, Idaho,and Dakota require irrigation ; 
and 

Vhereas irrigation is indispensable in the production of crops in the State oi 
Nevada and the Territories of Utah, New Mexico, and Arizona; and 


Whereas the survey and disposition of the public lands where irrigation is 
necessary, without proper reservations for rights of way for ditches and canals 
and places for reservoirs for storing water, will greatly retard the develop 


of the country and render irrigation impracticable for many years in the ft 





ure: Now, therefore, 5 
Be it enacted, etc., That the public lands where irrigation is necessary or d 





sirable shal! be divided by lines drawn between the lands which are so situated 
that irrigation is practicable,and the lands for which water can not be obtained 
for the purposes of irrigation. 

Not one of these lines has been drawn. 
foundation there that was essential. 


\ 
SEC 


They have not followed the 


. 2, All places which can be used for reservoirs to store water for the ] 
poses of irrigation shall be surveye land reserved for that purpose. 

As I have stated before, that has not been done: 
The right of way for ditches and canals for the purposes of 
on the publie lands is hereby reserved, and all sales of public lands herea 
made shall be subjecttothisreservation: Provided, however, If damage is ce 


f irrigation 


Sex ¥ 





by the destruction of improvements made upon lands in obtaining a right of 
way for such ditches and canals, compensation shall be made for the actual! 
damage to the improvements, and no more. 

Sec. 4. No title shall pass by any deed or patent from the United States which 
shall prevent the construction of irrigating ditches and canals upon payment 





of the actual damages to the improvements, to be assessed in the sam« 
by the local courts as damages are assessed where private property 
public use. 
That was the condition upon which the sales were to be made. 
Section 5, that has been quoted so often, provides: 


is taker 


Sec. 5. The surveys provided for in this act shal! precede all other surveys in 
each locality where water can be obtained from any lake, rer, stream, or 
spring, for irrigation, and no land shall be surveyed or sold where irrigation is 
desirable, until the water supply is first ascertained, reservoir sites selected ar 
reserved, and the land capable of irrigation segregated and set apart f 1 the 
land where irrigation is impossible. 

Sec. 6. The Commissioner of the General Land Office shall make rules and 


regulations to carry this act into effect. 

That was merely changing the mode of survey so as to make the ir 
rigation easy and practicable. What has followed these appropriations 
I suppose would carry out substantially what was there intended, and 
that reservoir sites should be set apart and the land segregated and the 
people go on and occupy the land as usual. 

It has resulted, however, in withdrawing practically all the public 
lands in the arid region from sale, and it has resulted in that way in 
ail the places which have been described by the various speakers here. 
whether it was a legitimate result of that law by a proper construction 
or not. The very necessity of the case requires its repeal. 

I will not delay the Senate by further remarks. I simply rose to 
say that Iam not responsible for this construction and I am not re- 
sponsible for the way this money has been used. When I found it 
was leading to such a result as this, as chairman of the Committee on 


Irrigation I said it had better be stopped at once than to proceed | ‘ 


in this manner, and I preferred to have it all stopped entirely, and 
let the people alone, and in no event would I advocate the appropria- 
tion of public money for the construction of private works. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLom in the chair). 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 


Mr. REAGAN, What is the amendment? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report theamend- | 


ment. 

The SEcRETARY. On page 54, line 17, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’ 
the Committee on Appropriations proposes to insert: 

One-half of which sum shal! be expended west of the one hundred and first 


meridian; and so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitled “An act making | 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal! year | 


ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,” as provides for the selection and 


location of reservoirs and canals upon the public lands, and the reservation of | 


irrigable lands, is hereby repealed: Provided, That reservoir and canal sites 
heretofore located or selected shall remain segregated and reserved from entry 
orfettlement until otherwise provided by law. 


So as to make the clause read: 

For topographic surveys in various portions of the United States, $309,000, 
one-half of which sum shal! be a west of the one hundred and first me- 
ridian ; and so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitled “An act making ap- 
propriations for sundry ciyil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,” as provides for the selection and 
location of reservoirs and canals upon the public lands, and the reservation of 
irrigable lands, is hereby repeaied: Provided, That reservoir and canal sites 
heretofore located or selected shall remain segregated and reserved from entry 
or settlement until otherwise provided by law. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. Either now or when the bill comes into the Senate 
I want to have the yeas and nays upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can take his choice. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senate is thin now, and I do not know whether 
we have a quorum here, and I do not wish to disturb the business of 


The question is on agreecing to the 
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the Senate by showing thi f ) 

have the yeas and nays take! 1 tl . 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator can 

the bill is reported to the Senate and tak 


Mr. REAGAN. Very well; Iw 
PRESIDING OFFICER 


f the Committee on , 


The 





oO 





















The amendment was agreed t 

rhe reading of the bill was r 1. i 
Committee on Appropriations w 1 pag 14 

For engravi the g gical > 
4 The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on » 55, line t i 
to strike out *‘ four hundred and three and 1 
forty-eight;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

my r iase of a s t ary } 
sniission o ] i s . 
$548 .000 
I amendment w reed to 
“xt amendr s to st { i 
I ~~, toll > > uy x 
« era re « 
vrataon 8 I - t 
i gion of th a 
vest al al« i 9 
ol z iri eC 4 ‘ 
I iydrau kk es wat 
| f. rrigation and fora rta < 
and overflows, and to1 cet 
n field and in office, the cost of 
ailother necessar ‘ 
| the Geological ner t i = t 
s OO, and th t G Z s 3 
tr sé retarv o a ey { 

av Decer er of € s 

expe led, the am ae 
ating sites f r 4 
under this and ar ‘ 

I Lhe engray 3 
tus, instrument ‘ 

with, & 

For re { @ 

Mr. EDMUNDS before we 
in charge of the bil itisa ) to a 

| what is the differ between the og 

page 54, line 16, and the geological surv ment lon page 
5? Isee that they appear to be separ d. re t carried « 
two sets of explorew, two field parties 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Senator w turn 
he will find ‘‘ For general expenses of the Geology 

re as ~) 4 Un am 
in lines 12 and 13, ‘‘to be expended under the directi of the Sec 
tary of the Interior, namely 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Subdivisions 

Mr. ALLISON. They are simply sub ( lS 
Ve Ts 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May Iask in the same connection, then, wheth 
wcording to the reports these topographic surveys—which | i ) 
questions of irrigation from the few things which I have h I 1 
n tl enate on the subjec have | 1 made in any of t 

{ where the United States no pt unds, as Vermont and 
| for instance ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say briefly as respects the Geological Survey 
that, some years ago on a close vote and after a serious debate in thi 
body, the Geological Survey was extended over a portion of the area of 
the United States, and this survey and the appropriations under it can 
be expended and are being expended from year to year in many of the 
States of the Union, including the ite of Texas, I would say: andf 

| that reason the committee recommended as far as the topographic sur- 
| vevs were concerned that one-half of the money appropriated for tl 
shall be expended west of the hundred and fi n to see wha 
| they can do out there. 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the geological rvey, ch I ha r 
| derstood to cover all the United ates on a close vote, and for that 
| provision is made in this subdivision on page 5 For geological 
| veys,’’ etc., dividing that up into a further subd but for r 
| raphy in various portions of the United States i lerst 
| now in these debates to relate chie to f l } gat { 
is a specific sum de voted, 

My last inquiry was whether any 1 yo I ( 
ing the last two years has been expended in re t rigation in 
States in which the United States has no pub! 1 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not abletoa 1 ly 
There isa general report, and a v the Di r of 
the Geological Survey. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There} vended ut t 
be for a temporary su lexas, ! 

I do not think they made re actually. 
Mr. ALLISON. Ido t igation survey | 
| in any State except those States having public land 
;| Mr. EDMUNDS. WhatdolI understand by ‘‘a t ! 
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in the State of Texas? A survey that will not hold water or that will 
not stay or has to be made over ay gain, or what is meant by it ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The irrigation survey, as I understand it, which 
we propose to strike out, extends into ail the rej gions lying between 
the red lines on the map upon yonder wall, the preliminary of differ- 
ent surveys, so that of course it would largely go into the State of Texas, 


os tahent | else—a vast series of surveys in respect of drainage and irrigation, etc., 
| over lands that the United States never had the slightest pretense of 
claim of title to at all, which I submit is wrong. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to say to the Senator from Vermont that 
that is exactly what is involved in the appropriations that are left in 
this bill by the report from the Committee on Appropriations. But 

where there are no public lands. I believe in every other State th: it whatever sum is inserted here for topography can be used in any State 
is a d to be sur vey ed there are public lands, in this Union in the discretion of the Directorof the Geological Survey 

Mr. REAGAN. TheSenatorfrom Vermont has perhaps not observed | with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, and that scheme is 

the map = re which shows where the topographic surveys are made | going on in various sections of this Union and is in nearly every State 


with a view to geology. That is the sort of survey that was made in | in it, and has been for a great many years past. There is in this bill 
‘Texas. It is called a geological survey, but it is a topographic survey | over $600,000 of appropriations for that purpose. 
looking to future geological discoveries. It covers all that marked in 


Under the act of 1888 there was a separate and distinct survey prac- 
tically organized, that known as the irrigation survey, and under 
that it is stated that topography is just as necessary for irrigation as 
it is for geology, and that it is necessary for both geology and irri- 
Mr. ALLISON. But the Senator from Texas will bear in mind that, | gation, and therefore topography is the first in all these surveys. If 
according to the opinion of the Director of the Geological Survey, topo- | yeu look back to the appropriations it will be found that the largest 
graphic surveys are as necessary for irrigation as they are for geology. appropriations in these detailed items have always been for topography. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Anda great deal more so. If topography is made with any degree of accuracy, it is available for 
drainage or geology, or available for irrigation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And railroads, highways, and so on. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; railroads and so on. 

Mr. REAGAN. The question of whether it was proper under thq 


blue upon the map from Massachusetts and Vermont down to the re- 
gions of the mou: it iins east of here and over the central part of the 
country, and a small tract in Texas has been surveyed. 


Mr. REAGAN. The topographic survey serves either purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; and therefore when the Director of the 
Geological Survey under the appropriation goes into a State and ex- 
pends money for topography, that money is available for irrigation 
whether there are public lands in that State or not. Constitution to engage in a geological survey in the various States is a 

Mr. REAGAN. My trouble is not about what is topography and | question that every Senator must determine for himself. It seems to 
what is geology in this bill, but it is that after striking out the appro- | have been determined by the Government by annual appropriations 
priation for an irrigation survey and destroying the reservation we | for that purpose. If the —— survey is to be made, there is no 
still put an appropriation here for an irrigation survey, the only office | more reason why it should not be made in Texas than there is why it 
of which—and I desire to call the attention of the Senate to it—is to | should not be made in Vermont or in any other State in the United 

enable the topographic survey to point out to private speculators where | States. A topographic survey for geology is all that has ever been pre- 
they can get irrig¢ able land. tended, and that on a very limited scale, in Texas. 

Mr. ALLISON, I have not antagonized the Senator from Texas in The Senator from Vermont seems to think there is not much in thiz 
his view very much, but I want to say to him that if he objects tothe | matter of topography anyhow. If the Senator will take the time to 
provision which has already been inserted, by which we have increased | investigate the subject he will find that in all enlightened countries of 
the appropriation for the topographic survey, I shall join him in cut- | the earth where geological investigations have been made they have 
ting that down to any amount he suggests. been preceded by topographic surveys. England, France, Spain, Ger- 

Mr. REAGAN. I just called attention to the incongruity of it. many, and all the enlightened governments where they have sought 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object, for one, to paying the money of the peo- } geological investigation have preceded the final researches by a topo- 
ple of the United States for topegraphical surveys in any of the States | graphical survey. 
of this Union where the United States has no property interest in pub- I thought it was right to say that. I do not profess a great knowl. 
lic lands. I think it is entirely outside of our business, as much as | edge of science myselfand only speak of what has occurred; but I think 
and more so than it is to make surveys for good sites for school-houses | that any person who will take it upon himself to investigate the amount 
or whatever; and if the Department of the Interior with good inten- | of benefit which has inured to the American people from the few hun- 
tions or otherwise—doubtless good, of course—has been expending the | dred thousand dollars which have been invested in topographic sur- 
money of the United States under these appropriations for the purpose | veys will see that the result has been wonderful in the development 
of going into the drainage topography of any State of the Union, it | of the mineral and agricultural resources of this country. 
does not make any difference which side ot the one hundred and first I suppose it was that consideration that induced Congress, following 
meridian of west longitude it is, I am opposed to it, and so far as Ican | in the footsteps of other enlightened nations, from time to time te 
vote and speak I wish to stop it, because I believe it to be an unjust | make appropriations for the Geological Survey. I do not propose te 
tax upon the people of the United States. If there is any State in the | make any argument upon it, but I thought it proper to call attention 
Union that has lands, either public or private, that it wishes to ascer- | to these things. 
tain can be drained in a particular way, or flooded in a particular way, Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not know what England does in the way of 
or used in a particular way, let it and its people pay for it out of their | topography and geology as related to which precedes the other in regard 
own pockets. That is what I am for. to surveys. Ican imagine that any sovereign State taxing itsown peo- 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator make a distinction between a topo- | ple for their own benefit and nobody else’s may provide for both surveys. 


graphic survey for drainage and a topographic survey for geology ? They may put them together, or have topography without geology, or 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I can not make a very clear one. I can only | have geology without topography. 
make what the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] called a tem- If I happen to remember correctly, the great old State of Massa. 


porary one, probably. I do not know much about topography, nor | chusetts, I feel very sure, long before the United States or anybody 
much about geology, but I do not think it necessary to run a line of | else made a geological or topographic survey of that State, had a 
what engineers call topographic surveys in order to understand the ge- | geological survey made at her own expense, which was found advan- 
ology of the country. tageous to the interests of her people; and, whenshe was through, the 
Mr. DAWES. I want to call the attention of the Senator to the | State of Vermont, at her own expense—which never to this day has 
fact that when this matter originally came before the Senate and it | had a topographic survey that I ever heard of in the sense that these 
was said that it would cost a comparatively small sum of money, it [laws speak of it—had, in imitation of and following what Massa- 
occurred to me and I stated here on the floorof the Senate that it would | chusetts had done in the way of geological investigation of her re- 
cost millions upon millions of dollars and no one of us would be alive | sources, a geological survey, which was completed and printed and pub- 
when it was done. It has spread all over the country andit has spread | lished at her expense long before we entered upon this scheme of a 
over our State; and the State of Massachusetts has got a magnificent | geological survey of the whole area of the United States. 
map, I am told, as the result of it. I never saw it. It was first confined to the Territories, and then the ambition for 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It made an epidemic that spreads over all the | science, or the ambition for larger appropriations and longer employ- 
seaboard States, but it has not spread into the interior of the Green | ments by officers, led Congress at last to make it a universal scheme. 
Mountain State in the way of any topographic survey whatever. But I do not think that the people who voted for that (as I believe I 
Mr. ALLISON. Nor into my State. did not ever) thought of undertaking a topographic survey of all the 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Nor have we got any map that I ever saw or heard | States in the United States with a view of what might be found geo- 
of, made of the State of Vermont at the expense of the United States. | logically afterwards or in connection with it. There is the great State 
One side of the State of Vermont and along its lake shores has been | of New York that has spent millions on purely topographical surveys 
surveyed under the river and harbor idea of having navigable waters | of her own and at her own expense, as every State ought to do, and I 
sounded out—hydrography or whatever you call it—that little lake 1 might say the same as to geology, except so far as regards the places 
being thought to be deep and wide enought between two States to be | in which the United States has public lands that her citizens are en- 
surveyed; but that is ended and gone years and years ago and com- | titled tosettle upon, and that she desires to make the most of for them 
~ merce has the benefit of it; and therefore I wish to call attention to and for herself, and so she might find it convenient and economical to 
this subject when there is a chance, as now, to express my opposition | enter upon such a survey of them. That is where the trouble is. 
to it, if it means what I think the language may be made to mean by Mr. REAGAN. A great many of the States have their geological 
a Department, to carry on in the State of Texas, for illustration—which | surveys, New York, Massachusetts, and Missouri thirty-odd years ago, 
we know is an empire in geography, as it is in politics and everything | as I recall, because I had occasion thirty-odd years ago to look into it; 
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years ago. But on account of an incident that disturbed matters a 
little there it was suspended for atime; but she has her own geological 
survey going on now at her own expense. 

I do not want the Senator from Vermont to suppose that we depend 
upon the Geological Survey of the United States; but the Geological 
Survey of the United States does cover the territory of Massachusetts, 
of Rhode Island, of New Jersey, part of New York, and a very small 
part of Vermont, and so of many other States. 

Mr. HOAR. My impression is—I am quite sure that I am not mis- 
taken, for it is more than an impression—that of the recent geological 
survey, made under the direction of the United States Geological Sur- 
vey, Massachusetts paid one-half the cost. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true, and that is also true of the State of 
New Jersey. The State of New Jersey is now paying one-half of th 
cost of its geological survey, and the two surveysare going on together 
under the general direction of the Director of the Survey. 

Mr. REAGAN. I knew that Massachusetts had her own geological 
survey and that other States had their geological surveys. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator if he thinks there 
will be any rebate to those States who have made their own geological 
surveys. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
done it at their own expense ? 
port nearly as large as the State itself, and we did it at our own ex- 
pense, and so did Michigan. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be pardoned for one other statement, the 
State of Massachusetts made its geological survey proper thirty o1 
forty years ago—nearer forty than thirty years ago. Then she ordered 
a new survey which was largely geological, though a topographic sur- 


I hope so. Iowa has made its surveys. 
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] 
and Texas has had her geological survey established more than thirty | 


to read 
Will there not be a rebate to those States that have | 
We have got in New Hampshire a re- | 


vey, and got it partly done, as my colleague informs me, when the sur- | 


veys of the United States were undertaken, and therefore they joined 
forces under onegeneral direction, our State paying one-half the ex pense. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 


As I understand, the Director of the Geological | 
Survey did not have an appropriation suflicient to complete the work 
in Massachusetts as rapidly as Massachusetts wanted the work com- | 


pleted, and therefore she made herown appropriation of one-half the cost. | 


Mr. STEWART. I hear Senators about me speaking of the comple- 
tion of the geological survey. I should like to suggest that I do not 


think the geological survey in any section of our country has been com- | 


pleted or will be completed for the next five hundred years. 


New excavations are made which change theories and develop new | 


facts, and any scientific man will tell you there have been more de- 


velopments in the United States in the last forty years by miners than | 


vil the knowledge they had before on the subject. The principal ex- 
plorations came from mining for the various metals, and the real geo- 
logical surveys going on in the United States are made by those who 
excavate the earth, and the scientists follow and see what they have 
done, and record it. That is about all that is necessary. 

Tramping over the earth and pretending to make a geological survey 
of it is an impossible thing. Geology is not an exact science yet, and 
probably will not be for a good many hundred years, and may never 
be, but geologists find out, as explorations go on, new facts, and that 
is all that is necessary. 
country to make these surveys. 
any person who has had any experience or studied geology at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before proceeding further I wish to say just one 
word in regard to the inquiry of the Senator from Vermont touching 
Texas, I think upon examination it will be found that the Director 
of the Geological Survey has made no topographic survey of any part of 
the State of Texas in connection with the subject of irrigation. 

Mr. REAGAN. None at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. However, we have another branch of the Govern- 
ment which seems to have made some explorations in Texas. 
in my hand Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 15, Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, second session, headed: 

IRRIGATION IN THE UNITED STATES—A REPORT PREPARED BY RICHAED J 
TON, UNDER THE DIRECTION OF THE COMMISSIONER OF 

This is a— 

Letter from the Commissioner of Agriculture, transmitting, in response to Se 
resolution of August 4, 1886, a report on irrigation. 

[December 17, 1886.—Referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
and ordered to be printed. } 

LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL, 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
COMMISSIONER’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 15, 1886. 

Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith, in accordance with a resolution 

of the Senate of August 4, 1586, certain information on the subject of irrigation 


which has been gathered and prepared for publication by this Department. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


NORMAN J. COLMAN, 
Commissioner of Agriculture. 


HIN- 


AGRICULTURE, 


ate 


Hon, Jonn SHERMAN, 
President pro tempore of the United States Senate, 


| tients not pr 
| gious diseases, such as 
It is not necessary to send boys through the | 
The idea of that is very ridiculous to | 


TALT 


Under what authority that information was collected I do not know. 
The junior Senator from Kansas [ Mr. ’LUMB] introduced a resolution 
on August 4, 1886, under which this report was made to the Senate, 
and any Senator who will examine this report will tind that quite a 
number of communications and statements are contained in it with re- 
gard to irrigation in the State of Texas, as also in other Stat 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
the reading of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill The next amend 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ** Gov- 


Che Chief Clerk w 


ernment Hospital for the Insane,’’ on page 53, line 1, before the word 
‘*thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twelve’’ and insert ‘“‘fifteen;’’ so as to 
read 

For general repairs and im vements, $15 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Che next amendment was, on page 58, after line 5, to insert: 


For extension of kitchen, and furnishing the same, 96,000. 


rhe amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Howard Univer- 
sity,’ on page 60, line 1, after the word ‘‘sources,’’ to strike out 


‘eighteen thousand five ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty thousand three;’’ so as 





For maintenance of the Howard University, to be used it t of part 
of the salaries of the officers, professors, and teachers, and other ir em 
ployés of the university, the balance of which will be paid from donations and 
other sources, [20 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, line 4, after the word “ de- 
partment,’’ to strike out ‘‘one thousand five hundred’’ and insert 
‘six thousand;’’ so as to read 

For tools, materials, wages of instructors, and other ne gary ex es of 
the industrial d partment, 20,(*K 

[he amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, ou page 60, after line 5, to insert 

For purchase of books for library, $2 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, after line 6, to insert 

For chemical apparatus, $1,500 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, after line 8, to insert: 

Forimprovement of grounds, $2,200 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Freedmen’s Hospital 


and Asylum,’’ on page 60, line 33, after the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to in- 





sert ‘‘ four hundred;’’ so as to read 

For salaries and compensation of the surgeon-in-chief, not to exceed 

> ass ant surgeons, clerk, engineer, matron, nurses 1undresses, « ks 
teamsters, watchmen, and laborers i 


The amendment was agreed to. 
rhe next amendment was, on page 60, after line 25, to insert 


ting one frame building of four rooms, to provide for a class of pa- 
provided for in other institutions, to wit, those suffering with conta- 

measles, scarlet fever, diphtheria, and erysipelas, $2,005, 
nt was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61 
amount of the appropriations for *' 
from $51,525 to $54,425. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the provisions 
on page 62, in relation to *‘ Reck Island bridge. 

Mr. REAGAN. The item passed over for the Rock Island bridge, 

For care, preservation, and expense of maintaining and operating the 
draw, $12,006,’’ for protecting the s: 
I wish to call attention to. 

I do not know what 


The amend m« 


line 10, to increase the total 
Freedmen’s Hospital and Asylum.’’ 


ame by means ot sheer-booms, $2,750, 


the condition of this bridge is now, but the 


| bridge, which was largely built at Government expense and which is 


I hold } 


kept in repair at Government expense, and with the sligat knowledge 
I have of it I know is held by a company that has been charging the 
owners of railroad cars from $3 to $5 apiece for passing across it. [ 
never could understand why a work that was largely built at Govern- 
ment expense should levy such tribute upon commerce for private par- 
ties. Ido not know what the information of thechairman of t! 


Loe com- 
mittee is, but he, living near there, ought to know something about it. 
Mr. ALLISON. The law authorizing the construction of the 


hock 


| Island bridge provided that one-halfof the expense should be paid by 


| the United States and the other by the Chicago, Roc} 


| it? 


i 


ck Island and Pacific 
Railroad Company. It is an old law, I think, passed as far back as 
1865. As to the question of charges for transporting railway cars, I 
do not know. I do know, however, that the use of the bridge has been 
very much enlarged recently. In the first place, I think they put a 
street railway across it. In addition to that, it is used by the p« 
between the two cities. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


} 
opie 


Does the Government derive any revenue from 


Mr. ALLISON, I think not. 
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Mr. REAGA? I can answer what it was a few years ago. The 
Government did not derive any revenue fromit, but it paid half the 
construction, and I think the repairs generally are paid for by the Gov- 
ernment and private parties derive benefit very largely from it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not at this moment turn to the statute au- 
thorizing the construction of this bridge, butit contemplated a joint 
ownership between the United States and the Chicago, Rock Island 

I> ; 


and Pacific Railroad Company. It may have been animprovident ar- 
rangement, but itis an arrangement which has been subsisting for many 
yea 

Mr. REAGAN. I notice that in this there does not seem to be any 
contemplation of the company making expenditures for improvements. 
[t seems to be a tax upon the people. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad to have the committee show the 
Senate a copy of this guaranty that is referred to in these appropria- 


tions, to see exactly what the railroad company has undertaken to do 
and then find out from the Secretary of War whether it has done it. 
There would be some interesting information about this business, 
but [ will not delay the bill at this moment by any further discussion 
upon it; but I hope by to-morrow—if this bill is not finished to-night, 
s | hope it may be—we shall be able when the bill gets into the Sen- 
ate to consider more carefully this clause 
Ir. ALLISON. Thereisa printed document covering all these ques- 
tions which was published some years ago. I do not remember where 
it can be found, but I will have it looked up. I have no doubt that 
every promise is faithfully carried out on the part of this railroad com- 
pany, and J am quite sure if the railroad company was not doing what 
it was required to do the present vigilant and able Secretary of War 
would soon call its attention to the fact. 
[r. EDMUNDS. I happened to observe the other day ina bill now 
ou: our Calendar a provision for authorizing a railroad company to use 


. Government pier, which made a part of the entrance of a harbor and | 


jetty on one of the Great Lakes where license was to be given by the 


Secretary of War to the company fora rent to be agreed upon. The 
license was given at a rent of $2,000 a year. The year had gone by, 
and the $2,000, when inquiry was made, had not been paid; and so I 
did not know but that it was possible—of course not probable—that it | 
id happened that this railroad company had not kept all of the pro- | 
is of its guaranty If so, I think it would be worth while for 
the Senate to know it. 
Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt it is being carried out with abso- 


lute fidelity. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] calls my 
attention to the act of March 2, 1867 


For the erection of a bridge at Rock Island, Ill., asrecommended by the Chief 
of Ordnance, $200,000: Provided, That the ownership of said bridge shall be ana 
remain in the United States, and the Rock Island and Pacific Railroad Company 
shall have the right of way over said bridge for all purposes of transit across 
the island and river upon the condition that the said company shall, before any 
money is expended by the Government, agree to pay and shall secure to the 
United States, first, half the cost of said bridge, and, second, half the expenses of 
keeping said bridge in repair; and upon guarantying said conditions to the 

1 action of the Secretary of War, by contract or otherwise, the said com- 


pany shall have the free use of said bridge for purposes of transit, but without 


any claim to ownership thereof, 

I am quite sure that was the original act authorizing the construc- 
tion of this bridge, and that later on the entire bridge was reconstructed 
ina mach more elaborate way, and I think its location was changed 
and a new contract was entered into, all of which appears in a public 
document which I will submit to the Senate or to the Senator from 
Vermont, 

Mr. REAGAN. One thing I have to say further, that the last time 
I had the opportunity of investigating this, there being a very large 
amount of traffic across that bridge, my remembrance is that empty 
cars were required to pay $3 apiece and loaded cars $5 apiece for cross- 


ing that bridge, which must from the great amount of traffic passing | 


there have yielded a very large revenue; and with a private company 
getting so much revenue and the Government paying so much of the 
expense of this, it seems to me we ought to be able to know from the 
War Department who is managing it, who gets the revenue, and how 
far those getting the revenue have gone in compliance with the require- 
ments of the law as to their expenditures. 

Most of these items of appropriation do not seem to contemplate any 
participation in the expense by this company. It may be that such a 
thing is understood, but it does not appear here. It seems to me we 
ought to have some information upon the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. Some years ago there was a difficulty about the 
price charged for loaded cars. My recollection is that it is usual on 
all the bridges upon the Mississippi River to practically allow empty 
cars to pass free, charging so much for loaded cars, but I think all that 
matter has been satisfactorily adjusted. There are several railways at 
Rock Island and J think they all use this bridge, and I have heard no 
complaint for the last fourorfive years. Of course, whatever revenues 
accrue from the bridge go to the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Rail- 
road Company, because they have paid half the cost, though the title is 
in the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why should not the United States have half the 
income ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not what railroads are built for. 
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Mr. REAGAN. I take it the War Department will give us the in- 
formation, and I hope the chairman of the committee will call upon the 
Department for it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishall endeavor to furnish detailed information. 
I assure the Senator from Missouri that under this contract I do not 
see how the Government of the United States could very well divide 
the revenue when they have already agreed to allow this railway com- 
pany to have the free use of the bridge. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There would be a way of fixing that if it was just 
and right to do it; but I suggest to the Senator, to save time, that all 
this about the Rock Island bridge be passed over for the time being and 
then we can get the documents and havc only one discussion about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read, so that we shall have the question 
before us. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Letit be considered as read. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 6, on page 62. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the head ‘‘ Under the War Department, Armories and Arsenals,’’ on 
page 63, in line 2, aftér the word ‘‘ Provided,’’ to strike out: ‘‘That 
no part of said sum shall be expended until a bond with good and sufii- 
cient personal security shall have been executed to the United States 
and approved by the Secretary of War, securing the United States 
against all claims for damages rendered by any court of law or Court 
of Claims in favor of the adjacent property-holders upon the erection 
of said viaduct and against all expenses of every kind and nature inci- 
dent to any litigation that may arise: Provided further,’’ and in line 
12, after the word ‘‘that,’’ to strike out ‘‘ the same shall not be avail- 
able until all holders of property abutting on the same shall have ex- 
ecuted release of all damages that might accrue to them by the con- 
struction and maintenance thereof, in such form as the Secretary of 
War may prescribe, and that;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

That the sum of $35,000 appropriated by the sundry civil appropriation act 
approved March 2, 1889, for the construction of a viaduct from the south end of 
the wagon bridge between Rock Island and the city of Rock Islan over the 
railroad tracks which adjoin the \approach to said bridge, be,and tlre same is 
hereby, reappropriated, to remain available until expended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That I wish to have reserved as the others. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that is an entirely different matter, and 
we might as well conclude it now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I donot wish to dispose of it until we can exam- 
ine that act and examine this contract and see whether we are under 
any obligation to go into this viaduct business at all and on what princi- 
ples it is that this provision in the House bill for securing the United 
States and the condition attached to the old appropriation are to be 
stricken out. It is part of the whole subject and it will save time to 
consider all together. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that this has no relation 
whatever to our partnership with the Chicago, Rock Island and Pa- 
cific Railroad Company. This relates to a bridge which is not a rail- 
way bridge, but a bridge owned by the United States. It is a short 
bridge across a small water way which is not a partof the river. It is 
a bayou. Two years ago we passed a provision authorizing the con- 
struction of a viaduct at the eastend of this bridge, and we provided 
that the city of Rock Island should pay one-half the cost. That seems 
to be an impracticable provision, since the city of Rock Island has never 
responded to that call. 

We also provided in that paragraph that this viaduct should not be 
constructed until the owners on each side of it should release to the 
United States all claims for damages of every name and nature because 
of the constraction of this viaduct, for if constructed at all it runs right 
across a street where there are structures owned by private parties, and 
we did not intend that the Government of the United States should 
put a viaduct there and be charged with any damages that might ac- 
crue to the abutting property-holders. 

Now, the House of Representatives in its provision here authorizes 
the givingof a bond and that the United States shall not be held liable. 
We struck that out because we say that this viaduct shall not be built 
with public money until the people or somebody on either side of this 
viaduct who owns property shall release to the United States ail claims 
for damage; and that is all thereis in the striking out of this proviso. 

We do not allow a bond to be given. We say this viaduct shall not 
be built until the people on either side shall relinquish to the United 
States all claims for damages. So it is a restrictive provision in favor 
of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. I would inquire of the Senator if the viaduct is for 
the interest of the United States ata!!. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is to this extent: It leads to a bridge which the 
United States owns and which is used for military purposes on the 
island of Reck Island, and it is regarded as a valuable thing. 

Mr. HOAR. For the interest of the United States, then, it would 
seem to be unwise at first blush to put it in the power of any one prop- 
erty-holder to prevent the construction of the work when a valid bond 
to the satisfaction cf the Attorney-General of the United States could 


| be had, 


Mr. ALLISON. That is a very wise suggestion, as every suggestion 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts is; but the Committee on 


es 
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Appropriations thought we would k t these local people settle that ques- Mi: LLLISON. The committee supp 1 that t had left this 
tion and we would not make this appropriation available or effective | clause just as stated by the Senator from Vermont, namely, that the 
until the United States should expend this money. city of Rock Island should be released from pa r ¢ half the cost 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I dare say that the chairman of | ofthis viaduct, but that the railway compan; tive the right of v 
the committee may be correct. Iam sure he is as to what the com- | and the abutting property-holders must a eledse any rim 
mittee intended to do; but, so far as I can understand it on a brief | might have fordamages beiore the work could be 1. That was 
reading, they have, I am afraid, fallen into an error in their amendment | the object the committee had in view in suggesting 
so as to make it operate exactly theother way. Now, the law of 1889, | and after the amendments had been suggested, I am 1 to 
in an appropriation bill, as usually all the good legislation is, provided— | the committee were fortified | 





»y a letter 1 ed 1 the 
| : } + 4} ‘ 
For the construction of a viaduct from the south end of the wagon bridge be- War suggesting precisely the amendme 2, l | - that t 
tween Rock Island and the city of Rock Island, over the railroad tracks which | of the Secretary of War may be read. \ 
adjoin the approach to said bridge, $35,000: Provided, That this appropriation | ,,, sted bv the ‘Secretary of WW rr Ww — ved } shina 
shall not be available until the city of Rock Islandshall, by proper instrument, | > a © ‘ ' i aly I 
have conveyed to the United States title, authority, and contro! over the W | t 
ises to be used for the construction and maintenance of said viaduct, nor until | « 


hink perhaps very little further consideration was , tot et 
I ' 





I the necessary provisions, | l we sup] 
° all holders of property abutting on the same shall have executed release of a : iv made 7 
damages that might accrue to them by the construction and maintenance thereof oe eal rd : a 
in such form as the Secretary of War may prescribe: Provided / er, That the r. EDMUNDS Wh i the 
work shall not be commenced until the city of Rock Island shall deposit in the | one-half? 
Treasury of the United States one-half of this amount towards reimbursing the M ALLISON That is uestion of 1 
United States for this expenditure oe EDMUNDS Fiore tic alates ae eed “ee 
The act of 1889 required, first, that the railway company should give | committee acted upon. 
the viaduct free passage across their tracks and lines without any Mr. ALLISON. I shall] ' oe or ' - 
charge; it provided, second, that the abutting proprietors alongside | upon the ground that this is a b eee? 
of the viaduct should release all claims for damage; and, third, that | the Government: that we have 
the city of Rock Island should put half of the $35,000, supposed to be cena ial Oe ef Rock Tal 
sufficient, into the Treasury of the United States. If anything was | pathway of the Gov ent “ 
to be done at all, the United States was to pay $17,500 for the benefit | ¢o, cil mt = 
of whomever it might concern there. Thatseemed to be a pretty safe | [sland 
and secure arrangement. way. 
Now, nothing has been done. The other House provided for a rea] Mr. EDMUNI 

propriation of this $35,000 and made it available forevermore until ex- | United States requires it, 
pended. It then put on a proviso that no part of the sum shall be | way? Why do we wait f » of da +4 
expended until a good personal bond is given—I do not read all its Drietor If they ared andl than 6 es ten wail te ean 
terms, in order to save time—against all possible claims for damages | ; the public interest requires this viaduct to } 
against the United Statesin favorof adjacent property-holders in respect | y, is t railwa mnanv f 
ofthe viaduct. Itthen provided that so much of the conditions attached 
to the appropriation in the act of 1889 as requires that the same shall | tion, 
not be available until the holders of abutting property shall have I should be afraid. Mr. ] a ‘ 
executed a release of all damages that might accrue to them, and that | Jike that which has attended Rock rd 
the work shall not be commenced until the city of Rock Island shall | these operations 
deposit in the Treasury half of this appropriated sum, be, and thesame | |, nat wt Cen. ae aa tad Stat 
cey J : prof} f ud lat th pen } 
is hereby, repealed. That is, the House proposition was that, in lieu Mr. Al 
i of a release by the property-holders, there should be a good bond against | Senator froy 

any damages, and there it leit it in that way. Mr. EDMUN] 
» Now, the committee report to strike out the proviso about the bonds, | tp; 

: 
; 





to strike out the proviso about the release of the adjoining proprietors 
and to make the provision read this way, after reappropriating the money 
That so much of the conditions attached to said appropriation in said sundry | to the desk from the Secretary of W It will é 
civi! act as requires that the work shall not becommenced until the city of Rock ir. EDMUNDS I supposed | heat le 
7 Islanac shall deposit in the Treasury of the United States one-half of said appro See : —— ; ; 
priation towards reimbursing the United States for the expenditure be, and t! ter was read, 
same is hereby, repealed. Che Chief Clerk read 
We are now acting by legislation in substituting one act for another 
on a definite subject. S r bes toenail vous t . H. BR. 10884. a ; 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to make a | Ppropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government \itted to the 
suggestion to him which may perhapssavetime? I suggest that there | ;\' 
’ be added at the end of the twentieth line, ‘‘ but the other conditions 
§ therein shall remain in force.’’ If that meets the Senator’s views it 
will save the whole trouble. tet hme. galanin ator Wiiaetiaadh @iietnat omen ait Gaines hand 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It will meet part of my view. The chairman of | damages rendered by any court of law in favor of adjacent p rtv-holders. is 
the committee said that the committee had intended to provide that | vague and indefinite, inasmuch as it fails tospe 10m 5 bond 1 


the a lw tld pro in emba issinentt 


ia t over the railroad tracks be e Rock Island and the city of Rock 
t 


¥ 
Island shal! be expended until a good and sufficient bond sl have been exe- 
c 

’ 


Ea 


nothing should be done about this business until these questions were |“; siecle its terms would seem to litigation, 
all cleared up by the people there in some way, and I was undertak- | tion when originally made, for st proviso appears to be a su 


ing to show that it appeared to me that they had fallen quite short | in so far asit repeals the requ it t the a yriat - not be ay 
g DE ) j 


; of accomplishing it. ee ee en See ae ae 
: Mr. HOAR. They would accomplish it to that extent. is ted ; 


mainiv interested in the construct ? the viaduct could w oO byt ike 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It would accomplish it to that extent. It would | er Wenens Wine PemEnle Galante when the work Hecill is dapendent upon it 

j leave it in this way, that the city of Rock Island need not put up half | 2? could be Hoped for at the end ot ay ing te. eordsfrom and 

the money; and it would then leave the other condition, that there | incthe word “That,” in line 8 of pag down toand iding the wor 

} should be a release by the abutting proprietors of theirclaims for dam- | ° 1 further,” in line and th sfrot ai ling the word “ the 

ages. So if amended as suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts | “")° °° CoWn fo and inciueing | aie aaa ot aaa iin 

it would then leave it in that way, that the abutting proprietors must | deposit in the Treas one-h . 

release their claims; that the railway company must zive a free right | priation, I hay 

of way across its line; but that the city of Rock Island need not put | —7 ED R 

up the money. That is the way it would be left in that case. oe "Be 
Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont how The Cu fAN COMMIT Apri 

he thinks it is left now. Does he think that the abutting property- a 

holders have no obligation under the amendment as it stands? They Mr. EDMUNDS. That isa good letter. I 

will be required, will they not, under the amendment as it stands? dent, to stril t the 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I am afraid not. Sen 
Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator suggest ample words to hold them ? lhe PRESIDING O! 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Massachusetts suggested stat- | ator f ' 


t rom Vermont will I ret 
ing that all the other conditions in the act of 1889 are to stand and be in Mr. EDMUNDS. Itist rt beginning at line 20, 2 
force. That would probably accomplish it; but that would then leave | ending at line 20, pace ¢ It 1 read. 

the other conditions to stand and excuse the city of Rock Island, the Mr. CULLOM. M , I have not the documents 
great municipality which is to get the great benefit out of this work, | fore me, becaus 1 t that ite would 
from the payment of any part of the expense, which does not appear | objection to t! imet t wv reported by the ¢ 


to me to be at all right. | Appropriati: ns. Ti ention of the committee on th part of thi 








Senate was to limit this provision and restrict it below what the law 
authorized before. There isno question about that; and I think there 
is no question about the fact that it succeeded in doing it by the use 
of the language that is employed in the provision, striking out a por- 
tion of the proviso inserted by the House of Representatives; and 
there is no question, in my judgment, that the provision, even without 
those words being stricken out, is in exact accord with the contract and 
the law heretofore. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ing to do with it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know why the contract has not. 

Mr. ALLISON. The contract? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithas nothing todo with it whatever; it is entirely 
different. 

Mr. CULLOM 


The Senator from Iowa says the contract has noth- 


To what contract does the Senator refer? 

Mr. ALLISON. I refer to the contract for the joint use of the Rock 
Island bridge. This viaduct crosses four or five railroad tracks belong- 
ing to three or four different railway companies. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not refer to the contract discussed awhile ago. 
This viaduct was authorized by law, and it was authorized, as I under- 
stand, in the interest of the Government as well as in the interest of 
protection to life and property passing from the city of Rock Island 
over to the Government works by Government employ¢s, The pro- 
vision as itis reported by the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate 
has taken out of it what the other House believed ought to remain in, 
requiring that a bond should be given. It seems to me it is as little 
as can be asked on the part of the Government thatthe amendment as 
proposed by the Senate committee should be allowed to stand, unless 
we disagree to it and allow the provision to remain as it was made by 
the other House. So far as I am concerned, I would prefer that that 
should be done; and I have no doubt myself that that would be ex- 
actly in accordance with what is right in the premises. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Theletter of the Secretary of War, relied upon by 
the committee, has beenread. It speaks for itself. As it regards the 
first lines proposed by the committee to be stricken out, the Secretary 
of War says that the objection to them is that they are entirely vague 
and indefinite, and incapable, he fears, of application to accomplish the 
end intended or apparently intended. 

As to the second provision which the committee propose to strike 
out, which he says depends upon the first, as it does, and is part of the 
jirst, the Secretary of War says that this provision ought not to be in 
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this present bill, he fears, for the reasons that the parties interested— | 


and he does not speak of the United States generally in that way—the 
parties interested, he thinks, can deal with the adjoining land-owners 
better than the law can deal with them, and it had better be Icft to 
them, just as the existing law is exactly. That is what itamounts to, 
that if they find they can not have the viaduct until they release their 
damages they are much more likely to do it than to go into litigation 
about it. 

{s to the third proposition which the other House proposes here (and 
the committee propose it by recommending it), that the city of Rock 
Island shall not beasked to contribute at all to the expense, the Secre- 
tary of War says he has nothing to say. 

So the opinion of the Secretary of War is not in favor of doing what 
the committee have recommended tobe done. He has only stated that 
the language of the provision, the first of it, is inadequate to the end 
apparently in view; and that the second paragraph referred to is in- 
jurious because the old law is better than it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Secretary of War accompanying that letter sent 
this fraction of a bill which is the exact amendment proposed by the 
committee. So we were misled if he did not thoroughly agree with us. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; we have heard what he says exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. And so we have heard his amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He says in explicit terms as to the part of the bill 
that is left standing —— 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, that part. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And that is that Rock Island shall be relieved 
from paying any part of this expense, he has nothing to say about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; he expresses no opinion on that sub- 
ject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He undoubtedly suggested the striking out of 
that part of the House bill on the very theory the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. HoAR] did, that the residue of the old law, Rock Isl- 
and and her contribution was to stay in just as it was before; and in 
fact, therefore, except on the question that he expressed no opinion 
about, that is, the relieving of Rock Island from contribution, he did 
not want any legislation about it at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. He wanted just what we propose, and nothing 
else. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The committee propose that Rock Island shall be 
relieved from paying half the expense. The Secretary of War says he 
has nothing to say on that subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what the other House propose, and we did 


JULY 18, 


not strike it out; but we do strike out what he suggests should be 
stricken out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
just as it is now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLAttT in the chair). The pro- 
posed amendment of the committee being under consideration, the 
Senator from Vermont, as the Chair understands, moves to strike out 
the paragraph commencing at line 20, page 62, and ending at line 20, 
page 63. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. HOAR, I understand that the amendment of the committee 
comes first in parliamentary order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is true, Mr. President; but I hope the Sen- 
ator will not make the point, because I put it that way to save time 
and get the judgment of the Senate quicker. 

Mr. VEST. If the motion of the Senator from Vermont to strike 
out should prevail, how would it leave the appropriation under the 
former sundry civil act? 

Mr. EDMUNDS It leaves it standing just where the law left it. 

Mr. VEST. With the same conditions, of course. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the same conditions. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the motion of the Senator from Vermont to 
strike out will not prevail; and I desire that it shall not for the 
reason that it is very important that that work shall be done in the 
interest of human life. I have not been there for a number of years, 
but I understand that it is in such a condition there as that passing 
over the viaduct, or whatever it may be called, is very dangerous, and 
persons have been killed there already, and, it is important that the 
work shall be done. If it is necessary that you leave the provision in 
that shall require the city of Rock Island to pay half the money, that 
is one thing, but I should like to have the amendment so shaped as 
that the Government can get the work done somehow or other as soon 
as possible. I hope that the provision will not be stricken out, what- 
ever may be dcne with reference to the amount that the city of Rock 
Island is to pay. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps]. [Putting 
the question. | In the opinion of the Chair, the noes have it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us take a division, Mr. President. 

The question being again put, the Senate proceeded to divide; and 
the ayes were 6. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will not press it forthe time being, as the phrase 
is, as I take it I can make this motion to strike out in the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No further count is required. Tha 
amendment is rejected. The question recurson agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee, which has already been read, to strike out tha 
first proviso, on page 63, from line 2 to line 9, inclusive. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. To make the matter certain I will move at the end of 
the paragraph (I may as well make the motion now so as not to trouble 
the Senate with it again), after the word “* repealed,’’ to add the words 
‘*but the other conditions therein shall remain in force,’’ which, I 
think, is the meaning of the paragraph now. 

Mr.CULLOM. That is what it means; but I have no objection to 
the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no objection to that, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wonld suggest that the 
amendment next in erder is to strike out beginning in line 12, which 
will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 63, after the word ‘‘that,’’ in line 12, 
the committee report to strike out the following words: 


Thesame shall not be available until all holders of property abutting on the 
same shall have executed release of all damages that might accrue to them by 
the construction and maintenance thereof, in such form as the Secretary of War 
may prescribe, and that. 

So as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That so much of the conditions attached to said appropriation in 
said sundry civil act as magrinee that the work shall not be commenced until the 
city of Rock Island shall deposit in the Treasury of the United States one-half 
of said appropriation towards reimbursing the United States for the expendituro 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now the Senator from Massachusetts can move his 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to add, after the word ‘‘repealed,’’ the words which will be 
stated. 

The Cu1EF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the proviso: 


But the other conditions therein shall remain in force. 


Mr. VEST. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that in- 
stead of the word ‘‘therein,’’ he ought to say ‘“‘in said act’”’ or “in 
said sundry civil act.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. That phrase is already in thesentence. If the Senator 
will look at the eleventh line he will see that it reads, ‘‘So much of 
the conditions attached to said appropriation in said sundry civil act 
as requires,’’ etc. 

Mr. VEST. All right. 


If you strike it all out you have then got the law 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. That is enough, I think. | Leroy Augustus Stafford, of Lousiana. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all right. Eli Kelley Cole, of New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the Theodore Porter Kane, at large. 
amendment proposed by the Senator irom Massachusetts [Mr Hoar]. | EY 


i 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Frank Marble, of New York. 
The reading of the bill was resumed and continued tothe top of page | 


Ashley Herman Robertson, of Illinois. 


64, | Carlo Bonaparte Brittain, of Kentucky. 
Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that we do not | Casey Bruce Morgan, of Mississippi. 
enter on the paragraphs making appropriations for arsenals this after- | William Michael Crose, of Indiana. 


noon It is now 6 o'clock. | John Plavel Hubbard, of New York. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to give notice now that I | Delworth Wilson Beswick, of Michigan. 
shall ask the Senate to remain here to-morrow until this bill is com-} Mareus Lyon Miller, ot Massachusetts. 
pleted. Lloyd Horwitz Chandler, of New iiampshire. 

Mr. VEST. We will finish it to-morrow. George North Hayward, of New York. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall ask theSenate to complete the )ill to-mor- | Samuel Shelburn Robison, of Pennsylvania, 
row, even if it be necessary to take a recess in the evening. Henry Kennedy Benham, of New York, 

Mr. COCKRELL There will be no trouble about finishing the bill Charles Frederic Hughes, of Maine. 
to-morrow. Albert Leland Norton, of Ohio. 

Mr. ALLISON. Tothatend, in order that we may get along as rap- James Henry Reid, of Virginia. 
idly as possible to-morrow, I move when the Senate adjourn to-day it William Buell Franklin, of Maryland. 
adjourn to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. Henry Ariosto Wiley, of Texas 

Mr. COCKRELL. That motion, I believe, is not debatable, and I Frederick Brewster Bassett, of New York. 
hope the Senator will withdraw it until I can say just a word. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I withdraw the motion for a moment. - ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is pretty hard work, I think, to commence | Quartermaster’s Department. 
here at 110’clock in the morning and to sit until 6 o’clock,besidesour | Maj. Augustus G, Robinson, quartermaster, to be Deputy Quarter- 
committee work. I feel quite sure that we can dispose of the bill to- | master-General with the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 
morrow by meeting at the usual hour. But the bili onght to be dis- | Capt. Edwin B. Atwood, assistant quartermaster, to be quartermas- 
posed of to-morrow and I suppose we can dispose of it beyond any | ter with the rank of major. 
question by beginning at 11 o’clock. Under the circumstances, as we | Ordnance Depariment. 
desire the bill disposed of to-morrow, I shall not enter any objection, | second Lieut. Beverly W. Dunn, Third Artillery, to be first lieu- 
even at this late hour, to the request of the Senator from Iowa. | tenant , . 

Mr. ALLISON. I make therequest, hopingthat bybeginningearly| 
we can end early. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair). Does the | 

| 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Senator submit the request in the form of a motion? HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mr. ALLISON. I make the motion. FRIDAY, July 18, 1890 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves that | , : : 
when the Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to met at 11 o’clock to- | The House met at 120’clock m. 
morrow. | D. D., of Washington, D. C. 
The motion was agreed to. | The Journal of the proceedings o! 
Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- | 
tion of executive business. a ta : al 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- | . Mr. GEAR. I call up the conference report which was pending on 
eration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in executive | Wednesday evening at the time of the adjournment. [After a pause. ] 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 10 minutes p. | | Wil! yield to the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. Hirt] 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, July 19, 1890, | REPORT OF 
at 11 o’clock a. m. | 


Prayer by the Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


lay was read and approved. 


vester 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


PROCEEDINGS OF INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE. 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to offer a joint 


I 
} 


| resolution, which the Comptroller of the Currency sends and requests 
its passage, to enable the work of publishing the proceedings of the In- 
ternational American Conference to go on. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Ex:cutive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 18, 1890. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARIES OF THE TREASURY. 


. . . te , : Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled, That 
Oliver L. Spaulding, of Michigan, to be Assistant Secretary of the | nothing in the act entitled “An act making appropriations for the diplomatic 
Treasury. | and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 3v, 
. . i - ‘ ‘ : 841." shall be construe to interrupt, delay, or prevent the prompt trans c 
Allured B. Nettleton, of Minnesota, to be an Assistant Secretary of | pebil ation, and distribution of the reports of proceedings of the International 
the Treasury, under the provisions of the act of Congress approved July | Conference . cae 
11, 1890. . - , 
: Mr. ROGERS. Parliamentary inquiry, That believe, car 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. ; : Feary: 4 I believe, can only 
; z , be considered by unanimous consent. 
James Russell Soley, of Massachusetts, to be Assistant Secretary of | Mr. HITT. I ask unanimous consent 


the Navy. 


Mr. ROGERS. J object. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


Christian W. Craig, of Independence, Cal., to be register of the land 
office at. Independence, Cal. 


POSTMASTER. 


George A. Beidler, to be postmaster at Oklahoma, in the Territory 
of Oklahoma. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE IOWA RIVER. 

Mr. GEAR. I now call up the conference report on the bill (H.R 
8296) to allow the erection of a bridge across the Iowa River at 
Wapello, lowa. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report of the 
conference committee. 

GENERAL APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE, The question was put, and the report was agreed to. 

Ferdinand N. Shurtleff, of Oregon, to be general appraiser of mer- Mr. GEAR moved to reconsider the motion by which the report of 
chandise, under the provisions of the act approved June 10, 1890. the committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that the 

Henderson M. Somerville, of Alabama, to be general appraiser of | motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
merchandise, under the provisions of the act approved June 10, 1890, | The latter motion was agreed to. 

J. Lewis Stackpole, of Massachusetts, to be general appraiser of mer- 
chandise, under the provisions of the act approved June 10, 1890, 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATI 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 


3 that the Senate had disagreed to the amendment of the House of Rep- 

Assistant engineers. resentatives tothe bill (S. 2781) tolo certain lands heretofore granted 

Aunin Hartrath, of Michigan. for the purpose of aiding in th msteuction of railroads, and for other 
Oscar William Koester, of Pennsylvania, purposes, and agreed to the request or aconterence asked by the House 
Edward Latimer Beach, of Minnesota. on the said bill and amendment, a had appointed Mr. PLuMs, Mr. 


Herman Osman Stickney, of Kentucky. DoLpu, and Mr. PAsco conferees on the part of the Senate. 


Seeond lieutenants. 
Johp Archer Lejeune, of Louisiana. Mr. CANNON. M 
Clarence Louis Adrian Ingate, of Alabama, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
r. Speaker, I make a privileged report from the 
Committee on Rules. 
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Mr. WATSON with Mr. MoRGAN, until August 1, 1590. 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLs, until August 1, 1890. 

Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri, from July 4 
until July 20. (Not transferable. 

Mr. HARE with Mr. HANSBROUGH, also on Conger lard bill, Butter- 
worth option bill, and original-package bill, from July 3 to August 6, 
1890. (Not transferable. ) 

Mr. PUGSLEY with Mr. HAYNES, from July 3, for two weeks. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Bica@s, except bankruptcy and national- 
bank legislation. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr, MAGNER, from Thursday, for ten days. 

Mr. BroweER with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, until the 
29th of July. 

Mr. Morrirr with Mr. Covert, for ten days. 

Mr. Srmonps with Mr. EpMunps, for Friday, July 18, 1890. 

Mr. Post with Mr. VAUX, until Monday next. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. BRUNNER, until Tuesday, July 22. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, lam paired with 
my colleague, Mr. ALDERSON. I do not know his position upon this 
question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. HookER], but I have voted to make a quorum, 
there being a distinct understanding between him and me that I should 
be at liberty to do so if necessary. I now withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Texas | Mr. 
KILGORE], but at the time of making the pair it was distinctly under- 
stood that it should not apply to the original-package bill or the silver 
bill, and for that reason I have voted. 

The SPEAKER. 
are 55. Accordingly the House determines to consider the resolution. 
The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. CANNON was recognized. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentacky. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois intend to call the previous question ? 

Mr. CANNON. Let us consider itas ordered, and then twenty min- 
utes’ debate on each side will follow. That, I think, is the fairest way. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the previous question 
will be considered as ordered, and there will be twenty minutes for 
debate on each side. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, on a former occasion my colleague 
on the Committee on Rules, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouN’T ], 


and I acquiesced in an order setting four days for the consideration of 


these two important measures. I did so without reluctance. That 
order left to the House the right to dispose of the matter within that 
time if it could, and, if it could not, did not force the House to a vote 
at a fixed hour irrespective of the condition in which the bills might 
then ke. That rule gave consideration. It will be observed that this 
order fixes a part of two days for the consideration of each of these two 
very important bills, but it does not give even those entire days for their 
consideration. Excepted from the operations of the order are all con- 
ference reports on appropriation bills. 


Now, it is well known that the conference report on the District of 


Columbia bill is pending, and how much time it will take nobody 
knows. It may take the entire two days or three-fourths of two days 
assigned for the consideration of either one of these bills. If this rule 
is adopted, whether much or little time is occupied by that and other 
conference reports, we have to vote at a fixed hour whether we have 
completed the consideration of the bill at that hour or not, and that, I 
submit, is not, with such important measures, a fair method of con- 
sideration. The rule operates a double hardship. In the first place, 
it limits and restricts unnecessarily and improperly the time for the 
consideration of these measures, or it may doso. In the second place, 
there is danger that this order may be used, as has been done under 
similar orders in the past, to force through, without due consideration, 
these conference reports. We all know how, ona former bill, they 
were dumped in on us, and that, to get leave to proceed with the con- 
sideration of a matter conceived to be more important, the force bill, 
we had to let measures go through here involving from a quarter to 
half a million of dollars, which a large proportion of the House did 
not believe ought to go through, but we had either to swallow them 
or lose the limited time assigned for the bill then under consideration. 

That, we fear, will again be the effect of the adoption of such a rule, 
and hence we oppose it. We opposea rule which takes from the House 
the right to control its own business. I am a believer in the doctrine 
that this House ought to be a House of Representatives and that there 
ought not to be any longer a government of the House by the Com- 
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Mr. Speaker, what has been the result th ume kind of rule 
adopted heretofore? A tariff bill containing, I } ve, 156 pages, 
brought in here; 16 pages of it were consid 1 1 the rules of the 
House, and the remaining 140 pages were 1 ered at all 
Che bill was forced through the House, and sent in ill shape to the 
Senate, where it is now, and where it will } 
time of that body than it would have done if it had received he { 
full consideration it deserved. Again, we applied this sort of rule in 
the disposition of the Oklahoma bill. We had barely entered upon the 
| consideration of that bill when, in hot haste, we suspended the rules 
and rushed it through. It was sent to the President, and lo 1 bhe- 
hold ! when we woke up to see what we had done we found that the 





On this question the yeas are 115 and the nays | 


mittee on Rules, but that there ought to be a government of the House | 


by the Honse itself, and that the right of the House to say when the 
consideration of a measure is finished, when a vote shall be taken upon 
it, at what stage it shall be concluded, and at what time and in what 
form it shall be sent to the Senate, ought to be retained in this great 
body. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. If I have time later I will hear the gentleman’s 
question, but I can not yield now. 


| States—is one that I have taken considerable pains to stud 


State of Texas had been included in the Territory of Oklahoma, and we 
had to beg the President to send the bill back to us to 
ellects of our recklessness and malaction. 


Again, an important bill in relation to the judiciary was brought in 
here, changing the whole judicial system of one hundred years, and 


| proposing to appoint, if I remember correctly, eighteen new judges 


} 


That bill was forced through under a special rule, and was sent in bad 
shape, as many of us thought, to the Senate, and there it 
day after day, week after week, and month after month we have been 
dumping our unconsidered measures over upon the Senate, and getting 
rid of them ourselves before the House was really prepared to act upon 
them. Only evil legislation and want of confidence in our action can 
result from this excessive use of our powe! itt 


sleeps. So 


as a comm ee 

Now, what are these two bills to which the pending resolution ap- 
plies? They are very important, but time will not permit me to go 
extensively into their consideration. One of them, the original-pack- 
age bill, opens up a new field of legislation. The other, the bank- 
ruptcy bill, is itself more than eighty pages long, if I remember cor- 
rectly. 

It will take half a day to read it, and a week or more would probably 

it deliberately and with that care with which 

we should consider a measure which Jands a man into bankruptcy or 
frees him from } 


his indebtedness; yet we propose to take it up and at 
the end of two days vote upon it, whether we are through with it or 
not. Let us give consideration to the original-package bill, but let us 
give calm, careful, judicious thought, action 1d legislation. 

It is the method of proceeding that we are objecting to If the 
House wants to consider these ind their importance is con- 
ceded—nobody will say nay; but let it be 1 
consideration under that code of rules which we ad¢ 
ment of this hody, 





be necessary to consider 








measures 


tion 


deliberate consideration, 





pted for the govern- 


and which, when adopted, were satisfactory to the 


other side of the House. Ido not claim that there was great delight 
on this side at their adoption. They are bad, but let us abide the: 
or amend them. 

Che method of proceeding here proposed is not well advised. It is 
not the method in which the great House of Representatives—the Rep- 
resentatives of 65,000,000 of people—ought to proceed Che idea has 
gone’ out and is taking possession of the mind of the country that the 
House of Representatives has ceased to be a deliberative bod The 





peo] le of this country have but one deliberative assembly, the senate 
of the United States. This is not such an assembly; tor when special 
occasion arises, when special emergencies are supposed to require it, 
we adopt a ne rule and by a special train we send our sures over 
to the Senate in very bad form, misshapen, ill-advised, and only It 
| considered. 
Mr, Speak I reserve the remainder of my mu How m 1 time 
have I remaining? 
The SPEAKER. Eleven minut 


Mr. CANNON rose. 


Mr. McMILLIN. 1 yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. OUTHWAITE}. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I prefer to wait and hear from gentle on 


the other side. 

Mr. CANNON. Weare ready to vote at any time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You are ‘‘ready to vote!’’ Mr. Speaker, I 
think gentlemen on the other side of the House can well afford to 
pause a few minutes before adopting this rule. I think that possibly 
some of them are not ‘‘ ready to vote’’ so promptly for the 
a rule to cut off fair, decent, and reasonable consideration of two very 
important measures—oune at least of which is or ought to be 
disconnected with any political party or political considerations; I re- 
fer to the bankruptcy bill. So far as the original-package bil] is con 
cerned, it may be a political measure. It may be the first effort of the 
Republican party to commit itself in a certain direction. 

A MEMBER on the Republican side In favor of State rights 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This bill whi 
establish a uniform system of 


1 sour f 
acoption ol 


entirely 


I hold —a bill to 


h I hold in my hand 
bankruptcy throughout the United 
y. Ifound 
it necessary to investigate carefully a bill of this kind. It proposes to 
change the relations of two great bodies of citizens to each other, as 
now established by the State court The relations of debtors and 
creditors in this country are by this bill materially changed from what 
they are under the present Not only does this bill do 
that, but it provides for the appointment of a great number of new of- 


state systems, 
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ficers; it gives them new authority; it gives them, you might say, new Mr. OUTHWAITE. Asameasure!I said that it ought to beamended 
powers. Although I am inclined to favor this bill, although I had made | in some particulars. 
up my mind to give it what support I could to enable it to be passed Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. But how can you, when it comes to the 
if possible, because upon mature and careful consideration I had come | question under your oath, vote against it because the action of the 
to the conclusion that it was a good measure, yet I think there are por- House in some other regard is not satisfactory to you ? 
tions of it which ought to be amended. There may be portions of it Mr. OUTHWAITE. Simply because I know that no opportunity will 
which may not meet the concurrence of members generally, and many | be given to amend the bill as in my judgment it should be amended, 
valuable amendments will be offered to it. and in vital particulars, where I know amendments are necessary, and 

There may be portions of it which have not been carefully investi- | without which it will not command my approval. 
gated by members of the House; and I, for one, say that if this bill is Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Would it not be well enough, then, to 
now forced to consideration in the way here proposed I shall feel bound | wait until the question is presented before the House to say whether 
to oppose its passage. I think there are other gentlemen who will be | you will vote for it or not? 
justified in doing so unless a fair opportunity is given for the consid- Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam judging by all the experience of this 
eration of the whole bill and for voting upon the many amendments | session. 
that will be offered to perfect the proposed system. A uniformsystem| [Here the hammer fell. } 
ot bankruptcy, affecting as it will the commercial relations of sixty-five Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy but a few moments on 
millions of people, deserves more careful and extended consideration | this question. 
than can be given it under the resolution just rushed in here from the This order if adopted gives two days to the “‘ original-package”’ bill, 
Committee on Rules. and the same length of time to the bankruptcy bill. 

If the Representatives of the people of theStates are not to be per- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Just at that point let me in- 
mitted an opportunity to consider carefully a non-political measure | terrupt the gentleman to say that it will not give two days. 
like this, a judicial measure which ought to be considered with judi- Mr. CANNON. Why? 
cial temper, if for some covert reason (for I can imagine no good and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It will not give two days be. 
open one) this rule is to be forced upon us and we are to be compelled | cause the order does not exclude the consideration of conference re- 
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in less than a day to consider a bill the careful reading of which would | ports on appropriation bills; and there are appropriation bills which 
oecupy any map two hours, I cease now to render it my support and | may come up and probably will come up and occupy considerable 
from this time on shall give it my opposition. length of time. 
Mr. HOPKINS (in his seat) made a remark which did not reach Mr. CANNON. It is not likely that any time will be consumed in 
the Reporter. that way; and I say again that it gives two days to each of these im- 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. You need not be disturbed about ‘‘the gen- | portant bills. The gentleman says that the appropriation bills are 
tleman alone;’’ he does not need any of your assistance. excepted from the operation of the rule, and that they may come in and 
Mr. HOPKINS. No doubt the House will yield its support of the | occupy a part of the time. Well, so they are excepted. 
bill, if you are opposed to it. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And how much time they 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, I am not so important in this Congress as | will take out of this order is a problem. 
the gentleman seems to think he is. | Mr, CANNON. It is not contemplated (and I think I can speak in 


Mr. HOPKINS. It was nota question about myself; it was a ques- | behalf of the Committee on Appropriations) that anything from that 
tion of your opposition. committee will be brought up for consideration in the House during this 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. My opposition is that of myself alone; it counts | period, unless it be the conference report on the District of Columbia 
one vote. I represent a district that has as much right to have its | bill, which ought not, in good faith and with valid consideration, to 
views and wishes and interests thoroughly and carefully considered in | take over thirty minutes, if so long. 
this House as the one the gentleman represents. Iam not willing to | Mr. OUTHWAITE. Has it not already taken seven months to be 
sit here and without protest permit a majority to force throngh this | considered in the Senate? 


ifouse, in the manner here proposed, any bill that is entirely of a ju-| Mr. CANNON. That length of time will be ample for its considera: 
dicial character affecting the jurisprudence of the whole country. | tion in the House, even if it is bronght up. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Why does the gentleman say thatless | Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. On the contrary the chair. 
than a day is to be given to the consideration of this bill ? man of the subcommittee asked a member of the Committee on Appro- 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, Because for the consideration of each of these | priations whether its passage would be resisted in the House, and wag 
two measures you give nominally two days with the possibility of the | frankly told that itwould be. So the gentleman knew when this order 





intervention of several other matters which may come in here, and, | was framed it was after a frank statement that the passage of that con- 
according to our experience in such cases, interfere to prevent our hav- | ference report would be resisted, and the length of time that it may 
ing the full time nominally allowed. occupy is therefore problematical. 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. That is an assumption. Mr. CANNON. In my own opinion a half hour is ample time te 
[ Here the hammer fell. ] dispose of it. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then what objection is there to amending your 
tion. | rule so as to exclude that report ? 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has ex- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. A half hour certainly would 
pired not be sufficient unless the previous question was ordered against our 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I presume that time will be given to the | consent. 
gentleman to answer this question Mr. CANNON. I repeat it is not contemplated to bring anything 
Mr. McMILLIN. I yield to the gentleman for a moment longer, in, as 1am informed, from that committee except the one conference 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Recognizing the fact that the committee | report, even if that is brought in, and it is in the power of the House 
which reported this bankruptcy bill is anxious to give the fullest time | to lay that report aside and every report so brought in if it does not 
for its consideration that anybody wants, and inasmuch as the gentle- | want to consider it. 
man from Ohio [ Mr. OUTHWAITE] has carefully considered the bill for Now, having said that much in the way of general reply, let me say 
himself and has come to the conclusion that it ought to be passed, how | to the gentleman from Tennessee that 1 do not conceive it is in the 
can he, in deference to his oath, vote against it because he is offended | power of the Committee on Rules, or of any other committee of this 
at the action of the House in some other respects ? House, to propose arty legislation, or any method of reaching legisla- 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is not because I am “‘ offended,’’ but be- | tion that will meet with the approval of the gentleman from Tennes- 
cause of the reasons I have given for its full and fair consideration. I | see [Mr. MCMILLIN], either in substance or in consideration, or of any 
think it may be possible there are Representatives here who have not gentleman on that side of the House. The minority side is perform- 
given the bill sufficiently careful consideration. [Derisive laughter on | ing its functions, and something more than its functions, I think. We 
the Republican side.] That is nothing unusual; you gentlemen need | have heard the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee, in substance, 
not laugh. Nine-tenths of you did not know the contents of ‘‘the | made on other occasions. It is his right to make them, for after all, 
force bill ’’ that you put through here. on political questions on this side of the House, we recognized from 

One of the men supposed to have some knowledge of it (when asked | the very beginning of this Congress up to this time that if legislation 
for information) made a statement here upon the floor that certain pro- | was had that we believed the best interests of the country demanded, 
visions were not in the bill when they were as plainly written there | the burden being placed upon us, it was our duty to meet it in the 
as the English language would permit. Few members have time to | proper manner. 
study all measures—none ever consider one-fourth of them. We shouldered it, but greatly to the disgust of the friends of the 

A deliberate discussion of any bill will result in its being improved. | minority. They were not happy then; they have not been happy 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The gentleman will permit me. I very | since, and I apprehend that they will not be happy when the time of 
much deprecate these remarks thrown into the gentleman’s speech. | adjournment comes. The issue is largely made up, and on that we 
He and I do not differ about this matter at all except upon this one | are ready to go to the country, assuming the responsibility, subject to 
consideration, which he does not seem to appreciate, that no matter | your criticism and finally to the judgment of the country. 
how the bill comes up, if it is here for consideration, and the gentle- Now, then, touching this particular order. It has not been uncom- 
man has taken so much time to examine it that be believes it ought | mon to make special orders in the House of Representatives. If you 
to pass examine the Journal during the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses 
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you will find that the making of special orders during those Congresses 


miakes the special orders of this Congress respectable. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Will you yield for a questi 
Mr. CANNON, Ina moment. 
It is not a new invention of ours by any means; and when a special 


t 
order is proposed, it is always in the province and power of the Hous 
to reject, modily, or adopt. 

Now, a further point: I had hoped in the reporting of this order that 
we were reporting one special order, at least, which would meet with 
unanimous approval of both sides of the Hous 


Mr. McMILLIN. The ge 


utleman knows when he did not apply his 





gag rule that he did get a unanimous order, and he would again But 
wh there is an order made to take this bill, before it is in prop 
hape, and compel the House to vote uponit, then the gentleman shou 
not xpect Unanimous consent. 


lessee, WOose DA 


Mr. CANNON. Oh, when a gentleman from Ten 
vill not mention, and whe 





na Representative from Arkansas, whose 
1ame I will not mention, and whenever any other gentleman on that 
side of the House jumps up and assumes leadership, which means 
obstruction and delay, frequently to the disgust of his fellows—lI say 
when that condition of affairs exists, there is nothing left to the ma- 
ority of this House of Representatives but to report an order of this 


kind that will give due time to the consideration of important meas- | 


ures, and in the fallness of time obtain avote. [Applause on the Re- 


‘ 


publican side.] Otherwise there never would be any en to this mat- | 


ter. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman now permit a question? I 
know he does not desire to be unfair ” 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. He has not been 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does not the gentleman know that nos 
tion as that of which he complains is found with regard to the specia 


order on the judiciary bill, the tariff bill, or the Oklahomalill? Does 
he not think —— 
Mr. CANNON. Well, I want to yield five minutes to the gentleman 


from Ohio, and can not permit the gentleman to occupy all my tin 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the time would be well occupied in an 
swering proper and legitimate questions, 

Mr. CANNON. I willsay this, touching the tariff bill and the other 
important bills, that during nine-tenths of the time fixed for dis 
nothing, as a general rule, came from a majority of the minority side 
but delsy and opposition, in season and out of season, and without 
reason, 

Having said that much, [ want to say I had hoped that we had an 
order at last, non-political and non-partisan, that everybody would 
agree to. Why, gentlemen, this is legislation touching a matter grow 
ing out of the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, a 
decision the like of which was never Inade before or dreamed of, a de- 
cision that reverses the generally accepted and adjudicated law since 
the foundation of the Government, a decision made by the casting 
votes of Chief-Justice Fuller and an associate justice from the State ot 
Mississippi, Justice Lamar, more centralizing in its nature than any 
decision of that court that was ever made. Strange thing this when 
we recollect that the Chief-Justice during the ‘‘ late unpleasantness’ 
cried aloud and spared not for home rule and local government, and 


when we recollect that the associate justice labored in agony and in | 


blood that he might defend local government. Everybody wants to 
modify the law as laid down in this decision to some degree, at least, 
in my Opinion. 

To that side of the House and to this side of the House there comes 
up from everywhere a demand from constituents in Alabama, in Ten- 
nessee, in Georgia, in Illinois, and throughout the length and breadth 
of the country, crying aloud for legislation that will give home rule 
and an exercise of the legitimate police power of the States. There- 
fore, this order was reported that we might consider for two days a biil 
that has been on the Calendar, with the reports, for weeks, and that 


afterwards we might consider for two days a bankruptcy bill that has | 


been on the Calendar, with the report, for months. If the members 
of this House have not made themselves familiar with those bills and 
those reports in these weeks and months, they never will make them- 
selves familiar with them. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr, Ezra B. Taytor]. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. [yield two minutes to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I desire to submit an inquiry to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] within the two minutes al- 
lowed me. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly, or in my two minutes, if I have time 
enough left to yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. Tay- 
LOR] five minutes. : 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I do not take the floor to say anything 
in opposition to the time which has been allotted for the discussion of 
these two measures, but what I think is that the time has been im- 
properly and unevenly divided. The bankruptcy bill, which contains 
eighty-six pages, isallowed two days’ debate, as I understand the order, 


and the bill known as theoriginal-package bill, containing a simple sec- | 
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t is allowed two days Che ure w pend I ul iptey 
} fifty-six amendments offered t ( ) tee ithe Ju I 
and several other amendments vh iw = l the ¢ 

tee on the Judiciary agreed to allow 1 to ¢ i \ it r that 
bill before a final te is taken. 

Che gent 1an understan that t ) 
that bill untila e amendments pr t V 
been d ided or considered by th rious if ti 
this rule under the circumstances would « \ 
the privilege extended to me by the ¢ 
less there can be ome agreemen n e in res} tt t 

Mr. CANNON, I will vield to the gentleman ‘ } 
Judiciary Committee {[ Mr. Ezra Bb. TAYLOR! to answer t 1 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I ask if that would n 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Ithink more time isg i tot) \ 
hill than is necessary, probably, and not enough for the other ul J 
would have preferred, if I had had control of it, to divide 
somewhat differently ; but I will say to the an fro Ie 
that there is no idea on my part (and the thi Ll not be dor i 
can prevent it) to avoid the amendment suggested by himself, thes 
stitute to the bill. On the other ] I will say that almost every 

; one Oi those tifty-seven yp nding imendments are merely verba and 
some of them are so obviously necessary that I haye no doubt they 
would be ace epted by consent nd in any Way poss ble that we 
aiong am ecably in regard to that matter, so far as I can contro 


shall be done. 


Mr. CULBERSON, of rexas. The ventl man knows that sea 
anything Is evel accepted in Committee ot the Whole by consent 

Mr. OUTHWALTE The gentleman may recolleet that it took a 
day tor the verbal amendment offered by the Committee on Election 
to the Lodge bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky I will call the attention o 

ventleman and of the House to the fact that the bankruptey bill 

can pot be considered in the Committee of the Whole, as by the ope 
ation of this special order it is taken out of the Committee of the 
Whole and is to be considered in the House. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR If there was a determination to discuss 
every one of these formal amendments it would take a great while, to 
é ire, but i should preier to pass the bill without the amendments 


and allow them to be corrected elsewhere, rather than not pass the bill 


it all; but I would ask my friend from Texas | Mr. CULBERSON ], what 
remedy do you sugyest 


Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I had hoped that n this order there 
would be a provision made similar to that which was accorded to the 
nanager of the election bill, which authorized him to move a substi 


tute for the bill before the final vote was take 

Mr. CANNON. He has such authority under the rules. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE,. Provided the Speaker consents. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is mistaken in regard to that rhe 
substitute can be offered, but it can not be voted upon until the 
nal is perfected. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. That is what I intended to say, if I 
did not say So. 

The SPEAKER. But the substitute may be offered. The gent 
man from Texas may offer his substitute. 


Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. But it would be a vain and foolis} 
thing, when there is no opportunity to have a vote upon it 

rhe SPEAKER The gentleman from Texas misunderstands It 
can be voted on. It is only a question of the order of voting 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I understand that, but if the whol« 


time is consumed in the consideration of the fifty-six or fifty-seven 
amendments already pending, then there will be no opportunity to 


| upon the substitute. 
The SPEAKER. Notatall. It is comprehended in the previo 
question, and will be voted on 
Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Very well, then; I am satisfied 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I was aboutto remark t1 


on some occasions members of this House were actuated somewhat in 
votes in a way I would suppose not calculated to be the best way; | 


never before in this House have I heard it avowed, as it was b 

| friend from Ohio [Mr. OCTHWAITE], that, having considered a b 

| believing it to be a just one that we ought to pass and having now an 
opportunity to vote upon it, he will not only vote against it, but w 
from this time oppose that bill to the extent of his power becau m 
chance, a rule of consideration differing from what he wished to have 
adopted will be adopted. 

Now, I have that respect for my friend and « é ich makes m 
feel that that remark was made in the heat of d which other 
parties had taken part, and that t] ‘ isi ym of his dut 
in this regard, if this ruleshould pass, will do as he does in allo 
cases, and as everv other member of this House does, or ought to « 
not remembetfitig the history of the question butremembering its: 
ture vote as he swore he would when he became a member of t 

| House. 
I have no idea how i why it 1S 80 many votes in D if 
} are said to be votes to put mebody else in a dilemma fi tl ‘ 

















hat somebody has become exasperated, or for the reason that we do 
not ebody I hear it so stated in this House, and I can not 
understand I would legislate for t whole people under the so- 
len ‘ the oath which I to wilh dé erat n, and not say this 
( f but | wi vot ay’ af OCALLSE somebody has of- 
ended m lone omething I th c ( ight not to have done. or 
| il pa t i Loe 
M ea e objet tti leration of these two - 
] tt I 1 believe tha 
t ( and tl) passage of both thes 
i i 1 I cusslo i 
’ ke nity endment; but I 
t i t i he b beration, the real 
1} w that se bills are well 
{ n ha en unlimite I 
ao bout it i i no cause oI co 
: ‘ ren and vote as w I 
i bere n ea 1 ( hut as thers 
] to \ i 1 W t ccoraing 
to i ‘ t ay ! 
p { i i t n propositions s 
‘ ‘ t t it a t t be under this rule 
sl l ¢ ] rthe co 1 ition of these meas- 
I ind i or efeat of this measure, 
and for tha son I support this ru ind shal! vote for it 
Mr. STEWA of Vern Mr. Speaker, I know that there is a 
da } on on the pa ( j { mmittee on he Judi ary to conside r 
these two bills, because both are « ulmitted importance, and I know 
that it is the wish of the majority that the largest liberty and oppor- 
tunity shall be g for debate I suppose, Mr. Speaker, that the pre- 
vious question having |} ordered, a motion is not in order to give 
another day to the deba of the bar iptey bill therefore I ask unan- 
imous consent that ther may be modified so as to give three days 
to the consideration of the bankruptc, bill. 


i 


Mr. CANNON 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 18, 





in the present temper of the House it is a good deal better that we 
should not except appropriation bills from this order, but that he should 
withdraw his objection, and thereby give to the consideration of the 


ryt 


bankruptcy bill the time which otherwise might be taken from it by 


the bill which he has in charge. I think he will find it better not to 
insist upon his objection. 
| Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, it isnot my judgment by any means, 
but it seems to be the sense of somany gentlemen on both sides of the 


| extending the time for the consideration of the bh: 


I can not assent to that, because on Wednesday | 


House that this exception should be struck out, that I am not inclined 
to insist on my objection. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I willsay to the gentle 





man 
that we expected and do expect to make a serious effort have the 
confel e report on the Dist bill x d, so tha go back 
a ference committee to see if it can not be so modifi as to pre- 
nt tl a ey which t com ( l District say is 
to « I here is no intention to ‘ D tious opposition 
t i 
t al 
ir. } OMAS. We will welcome that i: ery ly, and the 
conferees on both sides of the House will be found wi 3 bill when 





it comes up for consideration. My own belief is that the bill should 








ro through at the earliest moment, but it is evident that gentlemen on 
oth sides desire that it shall be got out of the way pending the con 
sideration of these measures, and therefore I withdraw my objectior 


] 
to the request of the gentleman from Illinois, stating that I wil! call 
1 


> conference report for a vote after these matters are disposed 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I do not know 
ether the suggestion of the gentleman from Vermont [ Mr. STEWART] 
ikruptcy bill to thre: 





days was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. No, I objected, stating that it was the purpose of 
the Committee on Appropriations to call up the general deficiency bill 
on Wednesday. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iask unanimous consent that 
instead of the previous question being called immediately after the 
reading of the Journal on Wednesday, the time be fixed at 4 o’clock on 


| Wednesday, and we can then finish the bill that afternoon. 


next it is the desire of the Committee on Appropriations to call up for | 
consideration the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope the geatleman from Illinois will yield to | 
that sugyestion 


Mr. CANNON. TI ean not consent to it, because we desire on Wed- 
nesday next, as I understand, to call up the general deficiency bill. 
I do not think it will be well to postpone its consideration longer. 

Mr. ENLOE. Why not reserve it until Friday next, so as to have 
another measure to antagonize private-bill day? 

Mr. ADAMS As the fiscal year has come to an end, why can not 

' report be postponed till Wednesday, 
and not have the time taken for the consideration of appropriation bills 
out of these four days which are to be given to these two measures? 

Mr. CANNON. For one, so far as I am individually concerned, I 
have no objection; but it is in the power of the House, in the event 
that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] calls up the con- 
ference report on the District of Columbia appropriation bill, to refuse 
to consider it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes; but that would provoke debate. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the rule be modified by striking out ‘‘ not to inter- 
fere with general appropriation bills.’’ 

The SPEAKER.~ Will the gentleman from Maryland give his at- 
tention Che gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] asks unanimous 
consent that the words ‘‘ not to interfere with general appropriation 
bills’’ be stricken out 

Mr. McCOMAS. TothatI must object. Ifyou will except the con- 
ference report on the District of Columbia appropriation bill I have no 
objection That will not take up much time. 

Mr. ADAMS. The fiscal year has now passed, and it makes no dif- 
ference to the country 


consideration of any conference 





9 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I think I have about two minutes | 


mor 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 
Mr. McMILLIN. In one-half minute I wish to correct the impres- 


sion of the gentleman from Illinois. It is not against the considera- 
tion of these bills that I protest, but against the method of considera- 


tion. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Against the want of eonsideration. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Against the want of consideration 
he is so anxious that it shall be perpetuated. It shows that he is hav- 
j a lucid interval in the matte1 


| 
I am glad | 
to see that since the gentleman from Illinois voted to destroy home rule | 


| 


} 





I now yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Arkan- | 


> 
sas | M1 RoGERs]. 
Mr. ROGERS. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute and a quarter. 
Mr. ROGERS. I will give you the quarter, Mr. Speaker, and I will 
turn over the minute to the other side. [ Laughter. | 
Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. McComas] will 


- 
gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. ApAms]. I think he ought to see that 


vithdraw his objection to the request of the | 


Mr. CANNON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask fora divis- 
ion of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late to ask for that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It has not yet been voted 
upon, and the question is certainly divisible, as the resolution gives two 
days to the consideration of the original-package bill and two days to 
the bankruptcy bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Theresolution has already been modified and acted 
upon by the House to that extent, and the rule requires that this shall 
be done when the question is put to the House, which was done forty 
minutes ago. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentueky. But the vote has not yet been 
taken, and the division must come after the previous question. Nec- 
essarily it must come at the time the vote is declared, as is done in 
election cases. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will examine the language of 
the rule I think he will see that he is in error. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the Chair will look at the 
rule again I think he will see that it is incapable of any other construc- 
tion than that this must be done at the time when the vote is taken, 
because there is no other time when it can be done. All amendments 
must be made, and when the measure comes in its perfected form to 
be voted upon is the only time when a division can be asked for. 

The SPEAKER. ‘‘On the demand of any member before the ques- 
tion is put’’ is the rule, and the question was put some time ago. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The question was not put upon the passage of 
the resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
upon the passage. 

Mn McMILLIN. And it would seem to me, Mr. Speaker, that the 
division would have to be when the vote was taken, and that it would 
be an idle consumption of time to require it before that. 

The SPEAKER. The matter seems very clear to the Chair. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. ‘There can be no time when 
‘the question is put’’ until it is put by the Speaker, and I think if 
the Chair will examine the precedents he will find that I am correct. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hasno doubt about the question. Does 
the gentleman desire to appeal ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not desire to appeal, be- 
cause that consumestime. I will, however, move to recommit therule 
to the Committee on Rules, with instructions to repert back an order 
assigning three days for the consideration of the bankruptcy bill, and 
separating the two orders. 

The SPEAKER. That motion isin order. The question is upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
that this rule be recommitted to the Committee on Rules with instruc- 


The question is upon the 


No, the question was not put 


aoe 
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tions to report it back in a form allowing three days for the considera- | Senate bill a measure inv« ng ag ‘ rnd eferri 
- . lnscivel TX, hea liqnor rath — 2 ; eanla wer tl} 
tion of the bankruptcy bill. exclusively to the liquor tra v1 cs 
The motion was rejected. | Whole gr ind by general enactme ant a ple 
} i l correct ¢ the 1 ron +} ¢ ‘ ‘ . 
The resolution was then adopted. sad correct ail vrongs tia 
: aa | store to the States, I may say, t ; 
ORIGINAL-PACKAGE BILI . and calm siderat st as s 
J e SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. lla Stat an not prote é ti 
The bill (S. 398) to limit the effect of the regulations of commercs peop t is no longer a State lt a St 
between the several States and with foreign countries in certain cases in not be overridden ir i 
Was read, a5 10ll0OWS: { ng as State so - ‘ ‘ . 
B nacte , That all fer ented, distilled ro r intox at 9g l iepe lent Stat 
« or ls transported int inv State or Territor ‘ r l t r f sé The 18 ‘ 
co th sale,or sto M t . 4 i 1 art ‘ 1su 5 ay 4 
tor) subject to the operation and effect of the laws ich Sta r ‘I ites rights as 
enacted in the exercise of its police powers, to the sa extent sd ‘ . : ‘ ‘ ider ¢ 1 Co ‘ it ‘ a ‘ 
i manner as though such liquids or rs had prod iin sa s country o1 ( s i 
Territory, and shall not be exemy f i son z . , 7 ; = 
* thercin in origina! packages or otherwise 
The amendment proposed by the Committee on the Judi C 
*ta ‘ 
follows Aa] at ate { nNropos t t ! 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and rit w . ( mit on hud ist ort t I 
Phat whenever any # e of commerce is imported into any State from any 5 — teed p ~ I 
other State, Territory, or foreign nation,and there held or offered for sale,the om @lSiV - i t +s ! AS 
same shall then be subject to the laws of such State: Provided, That no i g 1 3 i 
crin \tion shal! be made by any State in favor of its « ens against t! atin oils at . 7 : wy : 
oth« tates or Territories in respect to the sale of any article of comme: t : ve ; +} + MM 
in favor of its own products against those of like character produced in othe ALG aud p ’ rie us Oi Ul peop i t, DA 
States or Territories, Nor sha!l the transportation of commerce throt 1 any it is time tor us1 to stop a consider, notwiths 
Stat obst icted except in the necessary enforcement of the health laws of appear to us that such a lis preferable to the measure of the Sen- 
such State | ate, whether u ler the exist onditio of } ness before Co 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the time al- | gress we should not be likely by passing the subs te to the Sen- 
lotted to this discussion be equally divided between those in favor o ate bill to prevent any zik 1 Uj whateve 
the bill and those against it, and that the gentleman from Illinois | Whether if would not unsafe to undertake to doa ling by way 
{Mr. Apams], who has fileda minority report, control the time on one | Of amendment, wheter should n rather take » Senate, bill 
/ ¥ , J | ot « Y 1 thi c es ‘ ' ‘ | " 
side while I control it on the other. tonce. I make this sugg 1 early, and J I cl y for the 
Mr. ADAMS. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that I have no strong de- | PUrpose OF INaking 1b for th ieration of b nsers 1 regard to 
s } } the question ote re eney s I tte { ret no donh 
sire on the subject. I have prepared an amendment tothe committee | S¥© Question OF ex] dienc A a matter of fact 1 have no doubt 
. : that the an n t nronose our committ } heal 
amendment, but I do not care to control the time. that the amet i mm i ‘ l 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is a question which has | ” preferable as law to the Senate bill, but whether it is expedient 





} ta} Y re ™ ar neo s ’ nil ; +} . ‘ 
several aspects. The idea of debate being that all sides of the House to | — ee Pal soar oe a _ er ae { and sen eet sti Jona 
shall be represented as far as possible, the Chair thinks there will be | °° Me Sp os ldo aes wes aa ait in tee ee ae 
some difficulty in attaining that end by a division of the time between | “7D PEaRCT, 2 GO Hot Bavocate on ae eee eee eee 
gentlemen who represent but two phases of the question, whereas | avs ee ee ee ee ae ee eee 7 

. ‘ interests of the whol people demand its passag: Ther ire few 

there are also other phases. | who would be willing to give over to the liquor traffic unlimited « 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I wish to inquire of the gen- | trol ult nit Stine methcnion of thie aiminn ¢ oak tie Saikiaia een ; 
tleman in charge of the bill whether any agreement has been made in | }, ve referred. unless modified by what the Chief-Justi« 
regard to voting on the substitute. As I understand, there are two | «& Congressional peruiission whatever that may be—actually doca 

i substitutes—one the substitute reported by the gentleman from Iowa | y)ig “The law of lowa proibitory) is stricken down by it; the law 

(Mr. Reep] on behalf of the Judiciary Committee, and the other a | of }IJinois (license) is stricken down by it: the law of Ohio (tax ; 
aubstitute which will be offered by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. | tion) isstricken down by it utterly: the law of Pennsylvavia (licen 
ADAMS]. I do not know at what rate. 

Mr. ADAMS. A substitute which I desire to offer, but which Ihave| wr. McCORMICK. High licens 
not yet offered, not yet having had the opportunity. | Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The law of Pennsylvania (hig 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I suggest that the gentleman | js stricken down by it—— 
from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAYLoR] and the gentleman from Illinois Mr. EVANS. And the four-mile law of Tennessee. 
[Mr. ADAMS] should make some arrangement by which the House can Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Yes, and the law in reference to camp- 
get a vote on these propositions. } meetings in Ohio; the law in reference to public gatherings, the law 

Mr. EZRA B.TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I hope the debate upon this | in reference to night closing of saloons 
bill will be very brief in order that more time may be obtained forthe | Mr. MILLIKIN. And the opening of sal son Sunda 
discussion of the bankruptcy bill than has been allotted to that| A Member. And the election-day law. 
measure by the special rule. For the purpose of bringing about that Another MEMBER. And t law in regard to sales of liquor to 
end, I shall be very brief in the remarks which I now submit. minors 

The necessity for this bill has grown ont of the announcement of Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Yes, a e Ws are stric 
the lawas recently made by the Supreme Court of the United States, | because under the Contitut f the | l States ¢ 


and in a way not expected, I may say, by the lawyers of the country. | the exclusive p ¢ commerce, and comu 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Nor by the people, either. | the States exists until the property bought out of 1 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. But that decision is the law, and we a been delivered to the State and resold inthe State. A 
cept it assuch. I understand an attempt was made to obtain a re- | follow if the decision of the « tin the Li ha t 
hearing, which has been refused, so that we may understand that | understood. The courts, in attemy g to 
this decision of the court will remain the law. Those of us who re- | ciples, have already decided thats rs by orig ) 
membered the older decisions, who remembered particularly the lan- | bound to pay for a license, and that any qua 
uage of that court in the New Orleans coal case, where the court | small, may constitute an original package. So that every ¥ 
eld that property shipped from another State into New Orleans for | establishment from the State of Maine to California, and f ( 
. sale, remaining in bulk and unsold—untouched—was by the act of | Guif to the Lakes, may keep 0] doors everywhere at a | 
importation alone mixed with the general property of the State and | that is only prohibited by Stat I, pow 4 the al 
>> subjected to all the laws of the State (Brown vs. Houston, 114 Su- | of Congressional legislatio é r ol 
preme Court R., 622), those of us who remembered that decision | to be. 
; were not prepared for thisone. Still, we accept this recent de- Chat is a condition of thing it meets 
: cision of the Supreme Court of the United States as law, and un- | nobody, I venture to say, in the count 
cA doubtedly it is law, although the court adds to the decision referred [here will be no disposition, Mr. Speaker, ! 
s to an important clause, to thiseffect: Not only must the property be | of this House to pass this law. It is doing t rf 
+ consigned and delivered in the State ready for sale, and offered for | this measur ht ure 
‘ sale, but must be once sold before interstate commerce ceases aud | sional perm 1. It is legisla e dire f the regulation 
« commerce within the State begins. It is this addition which has | of commerce. There can | , of is Congres 
, made the trouble, and which was unexpected. authorizing a State to pass n not delegate the: 
; Mr. Speaker, the Senate passed a bill on this subject after due dk itutional p rs given to it Ly | ide such enactments 
al liberation by an almost unanimous vote; there were, I believe, | these, and the language of t t has that meaning and t 
three members of that body who dissented. When it came befor I had not end Mr. Speaker, to make any remarks 
a the Judiciary Committee here it was thought that inasmuch as th time, and w 10t proceed fu v; desiring only to rep: 
. = matter of traffic in intoxicating liquors alone would not cover the | call I made upon the n ; of this House to consider t] pl 
whole tronble that might arise, there should be substituted for the | of adopting the Senate bill instead of the proposed I] 
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Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. What is your su 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. My suggestion is embodied in the state- 


ggestion ? 


ment which I have just made. I prefer the Honse bill—— 

Mr. PICKLER. What would you advise ? 

Mr. EZRAB. TAYLOR. I would say this: That I preferthe House 
substitute infinitely; it is broader, more carefully drawn; it is 
equally effective on this point as the other; but I do believe there 
is danger of never reaching it if we pass the substitute, and from that 
col cration alone I advise the adoption of the Senate bill [ Ap- 
p e. | 

| reserve the remainder of my time 


| Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, addressed the House. 


Mr. ADAMS was recognized. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment 
to ask a reprint of this bill 

Mr. ADAMS. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois yields 
to me fora moment to prefer a request that the reprinting of the pend- 
ing Senate bill with the House substitute be ordered. It is entirely 
exhausted, and I ask unanimous consent that this order be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Honse have proposed an amendment to the Senate bill, and I have 
prepared an amendment to that amendment. I desire now to send 
it to the desk and have it pending when the vote shall be had upon 
the bill and the pending amendments. I willsimply say in explana- 
tion of it that it was drawn in an endeavor to embody the idea which 
has been so well expressed by the gentleman from Texas who has just 
taken his seat, that it is within the legitimate power of Congress to 
define by law the original package of interstate commerce, and 
thereby prevent the use of false and uncommercial packages, even 


mee A ppendix | 


with the name * original package” stamped on them, for the use of 


the retail traffic in liquor, either in a prohibition or in a license 
State. 

I believe the gentleman from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, as well as the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. CULBER- 
SON], to whom the House has just listened with so much pleasure, 
correctly stated the real evil Which is present in the minds of the 
people of this country, and which has caused so deep a feeling in re- 
gard to the recent decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Leisy 
ve. Hardin. It is the unregulated and unlicensed original-package 
saloon. If it were not for the establishment of the unlicensed and 
unregulated retail liquor saloons, in prohibition as well as in high- 
license States, which have sprung up and commenced operations un- 
der the recent decision of the Supreme Court, it would scarcely have 
given rise to much comment. 

I believe that nearly all of the citizens of this country will agree 
that the original-package saloon ought to be abolished. As the 
chairman of the committee has said, the desire to abolish it is not 
confined to Prohibitionists, not confined to total-abstainers; but 
probably those who use liquor and those who sell liquor would nearly 
all agree in any practical measure of legislation which would put 
anend toit. It may be that there are a few extremists in the Pro- 
hibition party that are willing to tolerate the existence of this spe- 
cies of saloon for a time; not as a thing good in itself, but as an evil 
means to a good end, in order that there may be thereby created a 
public opinion which shall force Congress to write the policy of pro- 
hibition on the statute-books of the nation. And it may be, on the 
other hand, among extreme opponents of prohibition, there may be 
some found willing to tolerate it for a time simply as athorn in the 
side of prohibition, and possibly a means of forcing prohibition 
States to adopt another policy. But with these semntibto exceptions 
I believe public opinion in the United States is almost unanimously 
in favor of legislation that will put an end to this practical evil. 

But now, leaving out of view for a moment this illegitimate insti- 
tution, which claims to find a legal standing-ground on the princi- 
ples enunciated by the Supreme Court; leaving out of view for the 


time being the original-package saloon, what was the decision of 


the Supreme Court, and what were the injurious consequences that 
are supposed to have been derived therefrom ? 

Let me say first, Mr. Speaker, in order to illustrate the position of 
the people of lowa and other States with reference to this matter, 
and in order to comment on the statement of my colleague, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CANNON], this morn- 
ing, when he said that the recent decision made a radical change in 
the course of legislation and the policy that has prevailed for a hun- 
dred years—let me state what I understand to have been the an- 
tecedent legislation on this subject in the State in which that ques- 
tion arose, the State of Iowa. 

[understand from my friend from Iowa on the Judiciary Com- 
mittee [Mr. Rrep] that forty years ago that State adopted a strin- 
gent prohibition law covering the stronger intoxicants as weli as 
the milder intoxicants, a law almost exactly the same as the law 
that is on the statute-books of that State to-day. I understand that 
after ten years’ experience with that law they changed it and made 
a discrimination between the stronger intoxicants and the milder 
intoxicants, between whisky and beer, Whisky was prohibited 
and beer was permitted, perhaps even in saloons. I am not aware 
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how that may be, but there were certainly breweries established in 


that State. So that the claim of the plaintiff in the recent case to 
sell heer in Iowa was a claim which had been admitted by that State 
up to four or five years ago. And, moreover, the claim of the right 
to sell intoxicating liquor there by the importer in the original pack- 
age was a claim which even with reference to ardent spirits had 
been admitted by that State as an incident to the right of foreign 


| commerce for nearly forty years. There is a statute on the statute- 


books of that State which has been there for nearly forty years. It 
is alluded to by the Supreme Court in the recent decision. It reads 
as follows-- bear in mind that this was a portion of a prohibition 
law : 


Nothing in this chapter shall be construed to forbid the sale by the importer 
thereof of foreigu intoxicating liquor imported under the authority of the laws of 
the United States regarding the importation of such liquors and in accordance with 
such laws: Provided, That the said liquor, at the time of said sale by said importer, 
remains in the original casks or packages in which it was by him imported and in 
quantities not less than the quantities in which the laws of the United States re- 
quire such liquors to be imported, and is sold by him in said original casks or 
packages and in said quantities only. 


That is a proviso in a prohibition law. It does not indicate that 
the Legislature of that State intended or desired to make a discrim- 
ination in favor of foreign liquors. It conld not possibly be under- 
stood that the Legislature of Iowa deemed it harmful that Kentucky 
whisky or Missouri whisky should be sold in that State, and at 
the same time deemed it advisable, or at least harmless, that Cana- 
dian and other foreign whisky should be sold there; the fact that 
this occurs as a proviso in a prohibition law simply amounts to an 
admission on the part of the Legislature of that State, so far as that 
Legislature could make such an admission, that within those limits 
they could not exercise the power to prohibit. They prohibited do- 
mestic whisky because they could. They permitted the admission 
of foreign whisky because they supposed that they could not pro- 
hibit it at all. Therefore, instead of the decision of the Supreme 
Court being a radical change, which reverses the legislation and the 
construction of the Constitution and the policy of the State, as they 
have prevailed for a hundred years, the Supreme Court vr as- 
serted the right claimed by the plaintiff in that case which that 
plaintiff had reason to suppose was admitted by the Legislature of 
lowa for many years theretofore. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. But no one ever contended that this statute 
authorized the importation of liquors into Lowa from another State 
and their sale there. 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not claim that. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. This exception is as to foreign liquors, liq- 
uors imported from foreign nations. 

Mr. ADAMS. The question is, what the right of interstate com- 
merce is. The question is whether it involves the right of selling 
an article imported in an original package, and the State of Iowa 
by this statute admitted that with regard to ardent spirits imported 
from abroad they should be sold in Iowa because they must be. 
That is all. 

Mr. HILL. If my colleague will eager me, however, I want to 
understand him. As I understand this clause of the Iowa statute, 
it seems to be confined to cases where the intoxicating liquora are 
imported from foreign countries and not from another State in this 
country, but applies exclusively to other foreign countries. 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. That is to be understood. 

Mr. ADAMS. It is to be understood, but my colleague knows, I 
think, that there are not three lawyers on the floor of this House 
who will now contend that the right of sale of an imported article 
as an incident to the right to import that article varies with the 
place from which it comes. 

The commerce clause of the Constitution isin one sentence. It 
declares: 


Congress shall have power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and 
among the several States, and with the Indian tribes. 


No lawyer can contend, I believe, and the Supreme Court will not 
say, that there is any difference in law between the right to sell an 
imported package as an incident to the right to import it, whether 
the importation is from another country or from another State. Let 
me say here, first, with regard to that permissive statute of the State 
of Iowa, that we have never heard of any original-package saloon 
established under it. There may be other reasons for that, but I will 
state one. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will my friend trom Illinois permit 
a brief interruption ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Inamoment. I say there is on the statute-books 
of the United States a definition of an original package of liquor 
imported from abroad and, therefore, if, during any part of these 
thirty years that this law has stood on the statute-books of Iowa, 
any person had attempted to start an original-package saloon in 
that State and cite that statute as a defense, he would have been 
met by the laws of the United States defining the number of bottles 
in a ease of bottled liquors imported and the number of gallons in 
an original package of liquor imported in bulk. And I simply wish 
to call the attention of the House to the fact that the remedy, men- 
tioned with some degree of approval by the gentleman from Texas 
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{Mr. CCLBERSON] and proposed by myself, is to apply that same 
law. defining the original package, to interstate commerce, which 
for thirty or perhaps forty years has been the law of the United 
States with regard to ardent spirits imported from abroad. It is in | 
the eustoms laws now on the statute-book. It is in the pending 
tariff bill now in the Senate. 

Now, I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa for a question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What statute was that the gentle- | 
man read from ? 

Mr. ADAMS. It was the statute cited by the Supreme Court 

1 the Leisey case, being the proviso of a prohibitory law of Iowa. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ot lowa. Can the gentleman give the date of 
that act? 

Mr. ADAMS. Eighteen hundred and seventy-three. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman is probably aware 
that under the present law of Iowa they are also prohibited, and 
that law was repealed. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam glad the gentleman reminded me of that. 

This act permitting the sale of foreign whisky in the original pack- | 
age was section 1024 of the code of 1873. The Supreme Court says 
that the section is substantially identical with section 2, chapter 45, 
of the acts of the Fifth General Assembly, approved June 22, 1855, 
Now, my friend from Iowa says that law has been repealed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In 1588. 

Mr. ADAMS. It was repealed on April 12, 1838. Within three | 
months after that the seizure was made out of which the case of 
Leisy & Co. vs. Hardin arose. I wish my friend from [owa to under- | 
stand that I refer to these only because of the statement of my col- 
league from Ilinois [Mr. CANNON] that there was a decision of the | 
Supreme Court which reversed the rules of construction which had 
prevailed for a hundred years. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If it would not interrupt the gen 
tleman from Illinois, as he is giving the legislative acts of Iowa as 


an interpretation of what the thought of that State was, would not 
the latest act be the best expression that we could have now ? 

Mr. ADAMS. I have no doubt upon that, so far as it relates to a 
considerable part of the people of that State, but as to another con- | 
siderable part of the people Iam not so sure. . 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We will touch on that at another | 
time. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is not under discussion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. DoI understand the gentleman from Illinois to | 
| 
1 
| 


affirm that at any period of those hundred years past that it has been 
the settled law that liquors imported from one State into another 
could be sold in contravention of the laws of the State? 

Mr. ADAMS. No, sir, I will admit that there has been a great 
deal of division of opinion in the decisions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is nodivision of opinion between decisions 
as to liquors imported from one State to another. Is it not very dis 
tinctly laid down that the sale of liquors may be regulated under 
the police laws—— 

Mr. ADAMS. Take the License case. From theopinion of every 
justice in that case, I do not think it can be affirmed or claimed that | 
there is a unanimous opinion as to the rights of the State. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There was no division of opinion among them at 
all. 

Mr. ADAMS. Now, the Supreme Court stated what the facts in the 
Leisy case were. The firm of Leisy imported beer from Peoria, II1., 
to Keokuk, Iowa. Some of it was in kegs, and somein bottles. The 
beer in the kegs was secured, as I understand it, by a plug in the 
bung-hole of every keg, and over each plug there was an internal- 
revenue stamp of the United States. The bottled beer was inclosed 
in wooden cases, and the case secured by a metallic seal. In that 
condition it was imported into Iowa, and there held forsale. It was 
seized by State authority, and the Supreme Court passed upon the 
right of the plaintiffs to sell it in that condition. 

In the statement of the case some of the averments of the plaint- 
iffs are recited. The plaintiffs aver that no kegs or cases were sold 
or offered for sale that were broken or opened on the premises; that 
as soon as the same was purchased it was removed from the prem- 
ises occupied by Leisy & Co.; that none of such sales, or offer to 
sell, were made to minors, or to persons in the habit of becoming in- 
toxicated. These werethe averments for the plaintiffs. They were, 
of course, not denied by the State; and the Supreme Court in affirm- 
ing the right to sell did not affirm, because it had not the opportu- 
nity to affirm, and in my judgment would never have affirmed, as an 
incident to the right of importation, the right to sell whisky toa 
child, or the right to sell any sort of intoxicating liquor to a person 
in the habit of becoming intoxicated. E 

The Supreme Court did not decide in the case of Leisy vs. Hardin 
just what the State of Iowa could do, and what the State could sot 
do, in the exercise of its police powers. It simply passed upon the 
claim of right made by the State of Iowa in that particular case. 
The claim made by the State in that particular case was the claim | 
of a right to seize three sealed packages of beer withont regard to the 
question whether they were offered for sale to a minor or to a person | 
in the habit of becoming intoxicated, and without regard to the | 
question whether they were intended to be sold for consumption on | 
she premises where the sale took place. There was no question in | 





opinion on a question not | 
| State could not in any event 


~ 
that case of the violation of a law e tl ennessee ‘‘ four-mile 
l or ol a camp-meeting liquor law, o1 ‘ rs la‘ liquot law 
rhe State claimed the absolute right of | t The Supreme 
Court denied this right as an interferer \ I of inter 
state commerce, 

Now, what else did the court cde le? It 

There is an impression that the Supreme cou de xt al 
Congress might grant to a State permission to exercise powers 
it could not exercise without such permis Tr} ] i 
nothing of the kind. Nothing of the k s bef ' 
its decision. 

It is true that,in rendering the decision of tl rt, the Chief 
Justice used several times the expression ‘‘ with the permis n of 
Congress,” or words equivale nt to these. Evenif the Chiet-Justice 
had intended thereby to express his own opin 1 that Congress « d 
grant permission to a State, it is only his expression, and not the <« 

| cision of the court. Mr. Spe iker, I believe a consideration of the 
text of that decision will show that the Chief-Justice did not intend 
to express the opinion even that Congress could grant permission to 
the State. He simply intended to avoid saying that Congress could 
not do so. : E 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ifthe gentleman will pardon me, in the op n 

| of the court the responsibility of removing the restriction upon the 
State was imposed in view of t interstate-commerce law I \ 

| read it tothe gentleman. It is only three lines. 


Mr. ADAMS. I will ask the gentleman n 
I do that simply because of a lack of time. 

I believe a fair construction of the language of the Chief-Justice 
was that he intended, and very properly, to avoid an expression of 
ore the court. If he had said that a 
srohibit, then it would have amounted 
to a statement that the State could not prohibit even in the event of 


TY 
I 
4 
et 
} 
I 


That was not the question before the Supreme Conrt, and therefore, 
even if it be regarded as an expression of opinion, it is simply a cau- 
tious avoidance of any expression whatever on that subject. I agree 
with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], that whatever 
the Supreme Court may seem to have decided, and whatever any 
justice of the Supreme Court may believe, Congress has no power 
whatever to authorize a State to do what the State can not do under 
the limitations of the Constitution in a matter which the Constitu- 
tion has confided to the discretion to Congress in order to avoid the 
chaos which would result from leaving it to the discretion of the 
State Legislatures. 

This, therefore, was what the Supreme Court decided in the case of 
Leisey vs. Hardin. It decided that the power which the State of 
Iowa claimed the right to exercise in that case could not be exer- 
cised by the State. The power then claimed by the State was the un- 
qualified power to seize and condemn as a nuisance a sealed package 


| Congressional permission; but it was not proper for him to say so. 


| of beer imported from another State, and held and offered for sale by 


the importer in the original package without reference to the man- 
ner in which the importer proposed to sell it, or the place within or 
without the State to which he intended to ship it. 

We need another decision of the Supreme Court, perhaps we need 
several other decisions to show whether there are any regulations 
which a State may impose upon the sale within its limits of intoxi- 
cating liquor imported from without the State. So far as the case 
of Leisy vs. Hardin is concerned, it decides, as I think, just what I 
have stated, and nothing more. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if that is the extent to which the case of Leisy 
vs. Hardin goes, what injury has it done to the internal policy of 
the several States? What right has it deprived them of? What 
occasion has arisen for Congressional action? Notwithstanding the 
decision, a prohibition State can still forbid its citizens to use intox- 
icating liquor. It can fine them for drinking. It can forbid the 
manufacture of intoxicants within the limits of the State. It can 
seize the imported liquor and condemn it whenever the package is 
broken. It can seize it as soon as the importer has sold and delivy- 
ered it within the State. What the State can not do is to seize it in 
the hands of the importer; and, as I suppose, it can not seize it 
when sold by the importer for delivery without the State. 

Gentlemen infer that because the Supreme Court has denied to a 
State the right to seize and condemn intoxicating liquor under the cir- 
cumstances of the recent case, it has virtually denied to the States 
the right to exercise any control whatever over the liquor traffic 
withinthe State limits. ‘Theirinference may becorrect. Whether if 
is or not we can not tell till a new decision is made. So far the 
court has not so decided. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does not the opinio 
it may be sold once? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes; by the importer. What the court decided 
was that Iowa could not seize it and treat it as a nuisance while if 
was in the hands of the importer. That was all. Of course a de- 
cision like this would invalidate the prohibition policy of a State if 
that prohibition policy should go so far as to prohibit the sale or 
storage within the State of intoxicating liquors. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does it not invalidate just as much the license 
laws of the State validating the traffic ? 

Mr. ADAMS. I doubt it. 
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Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. It invalidates the license laws 


much. 


ju e 
DINGLEY. Certainly; there is no distinction, 
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Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman means that there ought to be a | 


new decision of the Supreme Court, I agree with him, If he means 


that in the various decisions of the Supreme Court in the license 
cases there are some things which have been overruled by this de- 
cision, I agree with him there. I trast that there will be a decision 
of the Supreme Court in October, whatever legislation we may have 
in the mean time, that will make this matter very much clearer. As 
‘ yg rup from Kansas and lowa, two pro- 
hibition States, I think it is of great importance that acase, if such 
a case can be found, shall also go up from some high-license State. 


a CA is now In process of 


That coming decision will clear our ideas very much, I believe. 
Certainly some such cases are now in progress toward the Supreme 
Court and undoubtedly they will be decided as early as October. 


I believe the only essential result from the recent decision is that 
it renders impossible prohibition in that seuse of prohibition to which 
I have alluded; and if any legislation is required by Congress to en- 


able a State to exercise that degree of supervision over, the liquor 


traffic which comes short of the prohibition policy, I think a ma- 
jority of this House would agree to it. 

The principal objection which I have to the Senate bill and the 
House bill is one which has been stated so well already by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [ Mr. CULBERSON] that I do not care to repeat it. 
I believe that there is grave question as to the validity of those acts ; 
that they have been questioned no one can doubt; that many good 
lawyers believe they will be decided to be invalid is evident. An 
article by George Ticknor Curtis published recently in the New York 
Sun shows that he holds that opinion. 

In some of the Western States legal opinions have been circulat- 
ing, some of them perhaps not sound, but all of them tending to 
show that if our purpose be to prohibit the original-package saloon 
we shall not find an immediate remedy in either the Senate or the 
House bill. If these bills, or the one that is enacted into law, shall 
be decided to be valid, it will only be after a considerable interval 
of time. A new case must go up from one of these States. It must 
be founded on an existing law or on a new law. If it is founded on 
an existing law, there are many who believe that that action would 
be invalid, and that the prohibition States must enact new laws in 
order to get the benefit of the new act of Congress. I say nothing 
as to the soundness or unsoundness of that view, but if ultimately 
it shall be decided to be valid, it will afford relief only after a con- 
siderable lapse of time and a considerable amount of litigation. 

I intended to go at greater length than I shall have time to go into 
the question of what are the legitimate rights of interstate commerce. 
The majority of the committee seem to admit in their report that it 
is within these legitimate rights for a citizen of one State to send 
outside of the State and buy an article of commerce, even intoxicat- 
ing liquor, and have it delivered at his door. I believe that the 
right of interstate commerce is not merely the right of a citizen of a 
State to import into his own State, but also the right to ship an ar- 
ticle of commerce from his own State into another State; and, thirdly, 
the right to send such article into one State for storage, in order that 
it may be shipped from that State into some other State. When gen- 
tlemen say that the right of interstate commerce can be satisfied by 
an importation from without a State to be delivered at the residence 
of the purchaser, they speak as though the framers of the Constitu- 
tion had been in possession of all the commercial facilities which we 
have been enjoying for the last twenty-five years. 

The people who framed the Constitution could not have had that 
idea. At that time there were no railroads, there were no trans- 
portation companies, there were no express companies, there were no 
through bills of lading. There was simply a foreign and interstate 
commerce, which consisted largely in the transportation of merchan- 
dise by sailing vessels. All of the States were Atlantic States. Each 
of them had a greater or less extent of seaboard. Each one of them 
had one or more ports, more or less convenient; and the States which 
had the less convenient ports demanded the adoption of the Consti- 
tution and the establishment of the national right to control inter- 
state commerce, simply because thereby they secured the more con- 
venient harbors of the adjoining States for their own use. I have 
tried to show this by a reference to the early history of the country 
in the minority report which I have filed as a supplement to the re- 
port of the Judiciary Committee. 

Now, if this was the character of interstate commerce at the time 
when the Constitution was adopted, the right to store an article of 
commerce within a State was essential to the right to ship the arti- 
cle from abroad through the State where it was proposed to store it 
to its final destination in another State. 

A hogshead of sugar, for example, sent from the West Indies for 
consumption in Connecticut might be more conveniently shipped to 
the port of New York. It would be shipped by a sailing vessel. 
The time of its arrival could not be predicted. On its arrival it 
would be necessary to store it there until it could be conveniently 
shipped to its final destination. That was what Oliver Ellsworth 
meant when in the Connecticut convention he urged the people of 
that State to adopt the Federal Constitution. He pointed out how 
important it was to a State like Connecticut, possessing few and in- 
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convenient harbors, to secure the commercial facilities of the more 
convenient harbors of neighboring States, free from interference by 
the Legislatures of the States in which these more convenient har- 
bors are situated. 

The same argument which Oliver Ellsworth made in regard to 
the trade facilities of the Atlantic ports of one hundred years ago 
can, to a certain extent, be made in regard to the trade facilities of 
the great cities of the United States as they are to-day. The trade 
facilities of these great cities belong to all the people of the United 
States no less than to the people of the several States within whose 
territorial limits they are situated. They can not be interfered 
with by the State Legislatures. 

An act of Congress, whether it purports to delegate power to the 
States or purports to be itself a regulation of commerce, if its prac- 
tical effect is to place the control of interstate commerce within the 
discretionary power of a State Legislature is in conflict with the pur- 
pose of the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution. In pass- 
ing upon the validity of such a statute the Supreme Court will not 
ask what the act purports to be. They will inquire what its effect 
will be. It was so decided in the recent case of Miunesota vs. Bar- 
ber. Tried by this test, how could the Senate bill or the substitute 
proposed by the Judiciary Committee be sustained? The proposed 
House bill enables a State to prohibit the sale within the State by 
the importer of an article of interstate commerce even to a citizen 
of another State, and for shipment into that State. The Senate bill 
goes much further. It enables the State to seize and condemn an ar- 
ticle of interstate commerce held on storage within the State, even 
if it is stored there for the purpose of being transported into another 
State. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will it interfere with the gen- 
tleman’s argument if I ask him a question? 

Mr. ADAMS. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Does the gentleman deny to 
the State authorities the police power? And if he does not, who is 
to determine the extent and character of that power—the State 
authorities, or the General Government ? 

Mr. ADAMS. If it relates to a matter within the jurisdiction of 
the State, it is determined by the State; if relating to interstate 
tommerce, it is within the control of Congress. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But are not articles which are 
noxious to the public health, or the use of which is immoral, mat- 
ters of substance, and, therefore, subjects of interstate commerce, 
and would not the gentleman’s position prevent a State from pro- 
hibiting the importation of such articles, however noxious to public 
health or public morals ? 

Mr. ADAMS. I did not quite hear the gentleman’s question, as my 
attention was for the moment distracted by a gentleman near me. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. With the gentleman’s permis- 
sion I will repeat the question. 

Mr. ADAMS. I would rather not be interrupted now. Upon that 
point, if I caught the drift of the gentleman’s question, I will sim- 
ply say that in my opinion there may be one degree of police power 
which may be exercised by the State in regard to an article of inter- 
state commerce, and another degree or kind of police power which 
can not be exercised by the State, because the one does and the other 
does not substantially impair the right of interstate commerce. I 
infer this from the language of the court in the recent case of Min- 
nesota vs. Barber, reported in No. 31 of the Supreme Court Reporter. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The question I asked was 
this 

Mr. ADAMS. I would prefer not to be interrupted as my time has 
nearly expired. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
I will not insist. I did not know he was limited as to time. 

Mr. ADAMS. I have already stated what I suppose the proper 
remedy is for the practical evil that has arisen out of the Supreme 
Court decision. That evilis the unregulated original-package delu- 
sion. It has been founded on the claim of a liquor seller that a por- 
tion of the original package may be an original package if he chooses 
to callitsuch. That idea has been exploded already. 

Then I understand from my friend from Kansas [ Mr. PERKINS] that 
in some cases actual packages of a pint or half a pint have been 
transported from State to State without any external package. 
Whether a package of thatkind—an uncommercial package, a pack- 
age evidently intended to evade the regulations of the State in regard 
to retail traffic in liquor—is properly an original package of inter- 
state commerce let the Supreme Court say. And if we are unwilling to 
wait for a new decision of the court on that point, let Congress act 
uponit. Congress has the right to say in what packages intoxicating 
liquors may be imported from nk or from State to State. As to 
liquor imported from abroad Congress has made that definition. An 
original package of such size that it could not be used for retail pur- 
poses would be utterly useless for the original-package saloons; and 
if we should adopt the remedy which I propose, instead of awaiting 
the result of litigation under the existing laws of the States as re- 
viewed and construed a year or two hence by the Supreme Court, 
or instead of waiting for a case made up upon some new police law 
to be enacted by the States and passed upon by the Supreme Court 
in the same way, we can have a remedy which is not only a practical 
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but an immediate one. The original-package saloon, if it continues | If the the Const ( stead ¢ 
to exist without such legislation, will be immediately abated by such | lishing tl ‘ Stat States reta 

; legislation ; and that, after all, is the practical remedy which we | ing some of the powers of s y dering others—I 
should seek. i say if the framers of the Constitution stead of that 

Mr. REILLY. Suppose that the substitute proposed by the gentle- | to establish, on the other hand, merely a lea 3 tween 
man from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] should be enacted into law, would | sovereign States, of course the powers of the States , bien 
not the person importing such a package into a State have the right | easier to construc han tl now are If, ont t ind. the St 
to sell it with the same freedom and liberty that he now sells what | had surrendered, a ey might have surrender ill powers « 
is termed an original package, notwithstanding the State law? ereignty, and our ancestors had ag lt . sh here a cons 

Mr. ADAMS. The original package, whatever it is, so long as the | dated nation without any States vy would rea 
recent decision of the Supreme Court continues to be the law of the | perplexing quest of « l B s 
land, can be sold by the importer as an original packag | they rejected bot 1 t 3 ‘ ent 

Mr. REILLY. Then your substitute would only remedy the exist uch as the worl r saw before, ‘ 

y 7 ing trouble to the extent of defining what should be an original | power, and there is also a State ] er. and that 
package. | ereign within its constitutional ion ? 

Mr. CLUNIE. That is all that can be done. And yet there mnst 1 1] markat between thes 

Mr. ADAMS. That is all that can be done. That has been done | jurisdictions. The ¢ stitution ¢ svored to draw the line 
with regard to liquors imported from abroad; and the moment that | framers of the ¢ stitution did not sup] tv l be always eas 
original package is broken, the moment it becomes available for the | to define the cases which separated the powers of the State from the 
purposes of retail trade, that moment, by the decision of the Supreme | powers of the nat - and f that very reason they established, 
Court, it passes within the control of the State authorities. | above the State power ar ibove the nat il power, the Supreme 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I would like to call the attention | Court of the United State i tribunal such as the world ‘Tr 8a) 
of my friend to what would seem to be a possible consequence of his | before. They probably tood that that tribunal w l consist 
admission. Section 2 of his proposed amendment declares that— of fallible men with fallible jadgments; with limited knowled 

For the purposes of this act an original package of intoxicating liquor in bottles | 2! d imperfect understanding. 1 probably understood that that 
shall be a case containing not less than one dozen bottles. supreme tribunal would sometimes have to modify its decisions, and 

Now, suppose you have a dozen bottles, each containing a gill of | ©Y°" to reverse itself. But this was the condition under which this 
whisky nation came into being: and a dec Y? the Snyreme Court of t} 

Mr. ADAMS. Why should any one have any motive to make such United States, so long as it ren revised, 
packages ? . ’ , | supreme law of the 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I have nothing to do with the mo- | As the gentieman trom lexas [ Mr. CULBERSON d this n , 
tive. I am supposing such a case; and is it not coming very near to | I do not believe that the demarkation between the State and 
retailing ? | national power can be shif lto and fro Vy mutuaiag ft 

M:. PERKINS. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me aj ' ation and State. I do not believe that a State can exer th 
moment for a question ? pow which the Constitution did not intend it to exercise, mere! 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. because Congress assents to its exercise, any more than I believe that 

Mr. PERKINS. The question I desire to ask is this: If the efiect | Congress can exercise an unconstitutional power within the State 
of the amendment or bill proposed by the gentleman would not be to | JUT'sciction, even by t sent of the State Legislature. I believe 
give to every wholesale establishment dealing in liquor the right to that aS ¢ Me Pow ind that 1s Sup ( t of the 
sell, unlicensed, unrestricted, and unrestrained by State control or | United States, wh can der what tl that divides thes 
legislation ? two jurisdictions. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Of course it would. And if it comes to this, that the Supreme Court, after a further re- 

Mr. ADAMS. My friend from Vermont answers, ‘Of course it | \' w of the question, after a de siot 1a case somewhat different 
would.” I believe that all such provisions are subject to reasonable | 0™ that of Leisy rs. Hardin, shall to the conclusion that 
police regulations which do not impair the constitutional right under the supreme law of the land as it is there is no way in which 
which Congress has to regulate commerce between the States. [I | 2 >'ate can elie tually regulate the retail traffic in intoxicating liqnor 
believe the Senate bill and the House bill would not prevent the | 1 6 Interest of morality and p iblic order, there is only one remedy 
unlicensed sale of liquor in any form. left for us. It is the remedy provided by the framers of the Const 

Mr. HILL. If my colleague has time, I should be very glad to be | ™on—an amendment to the Constitution itself. 
permitted to ask him a question. : Mr. Speaker, I think I can see practical objections to both the Sen- 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, I have but fifteen minutes; but I will yield | and the House bill. They will not immediately reach the evil at 
to my colleague if he insists on a question. : which we are trying to aim, 

Mr. HILL. The difficulty running in my mind is this: Whether | have a further and deeper objection to both of these proposed 
or not the purpose of the shipper or consignor ought to have any- | !’°°*5"Fes. In the one, as in the other, I see an attempt by Congres 
thing to do with the consideration of a question of this kind as to | (? OVeTrule @ Gecision of the Supreme Court, and thus change the 
the mingling of the article of commerce shipped with the mass of | f"damental law of the land by giving to the several States a power 

roperty in the State? Whether, in other words, there should be a | “ hich the framers of the Constitution did not intend they should e3 

istinction between the shipments of cattle or horses or property of | “T°'S®: I believe the attempt will not succeed. I will reserve the 
that character from one State to another and intoxicating liquors? | ™™4'™cer of my time, 
If they are used in the State and become mingled with the property Mr. REED, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I w take but a few mo- 
of the State the moment they reach their destination, why should a | ™¢™ts iv the discussion of the pending question. It seems to be 
distinction be drawn between them? Why should not the same rule admitted upon all hands that an evil exists for which we ought to 
apply to intoxicating liquors as to any other articles shipped into a seek aremedy. That evil arises under the fandamental law of t} 
State and which, in the language of the court, become mingled with land as interpreted by the Supreme Court 1n the decision to whic! 
the mass of property of the State? reference has been made. In order that we may have an understand- 

Mr. ADAMS. I can not answer that except to say, if the gentle- | /"5 of the scope and effect of that decision at the outset, I propose to 
man refers to the Senate and to the House bill, one covering one article | Td that portion of the opinion which contains, as I conceive, 
of merchandise and the other all articles of merchandise, I can not | V¢TY g'st of the matter. The court says: 
see why the logic which sustains the one should not sustain the The plaintiff rar 
other. We can restrict interstate commerce in intoxicating liquors | pe but into To ey sell in rig 3 packaans an 3 
and nothing else to the extent of prohibition if we believe’ ao | oe U one decision Bow 1 va. Chicago, ete., Railway Compar 

j hibition. If we do not believe in prohibition, but simply believe ; i en eo eres 7 ee ta — cae te - as 

that the State should control interstate commerce within its limits, | mingled in the common mass of pr ty within the State. Up to 1 f 
then the reason that the State should control ought to apply to one | t we hold that in the absence of Congressior 1 = ; 
article no more than to the other; and, as the gentleman from Texas | 2“¢ 2° pow*r to interfere by seizure or any other 

says, to attempt it on that ground, that because it relates to a trans- tion and sale by the foreign or non-resident import 

action occurring within the territorial limits of the State it is there- | Now, it seems to me there can be no nderstandi1 stot 
fore within the jurisdiction of the State, would simply result in | effect of that decision, or of the right that is adjudicate ” It is the 
Wiping out from the Constitution the power of Congress to regulate right of the non-res oeel of the S at 4 ees a. aaa : 
interstate commerce. | the subject of commerce een Mieke eel Gale th Men ice 

Mr. HILL. The point of my inquiry, if my colleague will yield- it without regard to the restriction h the State may have place 

Mr. ADAMS. I must beg not to be interrupted further, as I have upon the traffic in articles of tha iss. That I say is corte nlw the 
but a few moments of my time remaining. | effect of the provision of the ¢ titution as thus interpre ted. 

The whole difficulty, Mr. Speaker, arises out of the line of demar- Now, before this adjudicat I think the common ane er tend 
kation between the State jurisdiction and the jurisdiction of the | of both the professi and the people generally _ s th t ee e 

i nation. _No one denies that it is a most difficult line to define. No among the States, as that ter is ast din the Sel aia ennnial 
E one denies that it is difficn]t to construe the State and the national | in the interchange of commodities between the States ; but that 
e oo in the anomalous government under which our people have | where an article of coinn vhich was in itself the subject of pol 

\ I ad the happiness to live for the last one hundred years. control was transferred iuto a State and there held fors , , it became 
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| or to abandon the proceedings. 


t to the laws of the State enacted in the exercise of its police | the appropriation, either party may apply to the sheriff of the county 


for a jury to assess the amount of the damages. It is then the duty 
of the sheriff to empanel a jury for that purpose and from their find- 
ing either party may appeal to a court of record, when the question 
is tried as an ordinary action at law. When the amount of the dam- 
ages is determined, the corporation can elect either to pay the amount 
If it makes the former election the 


| proceeding has the effect to clothe it with right to perpetually own 


TI itter proposition, however, is overthrown entirely by the de- 
‘ i ‘ . the necessity for some levislation, I say, gre ws out of | 
this commercial clause of the Constitution as it has been interpreted | 
by the court, and I will say at the outset that I am not here to ques- | 
tion the soundness of the decision of the court, or to criticise its con- 
c) and I can not indn] in the hope expressed both by the 
gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from Texas, that upon a | 
reh« ring of the qniestion any aiflerent res ilt would arrived at; 
because any lawyer who will take the > nion of the dissenting 

dges and read it carefully will se th; at ev possib le phe ase of the 


nestion was discussed fully-and thoroughly au the court before the 
OpiD on Was announced. 

Mr. LACEY. ‘The rehearing has been denied, I have received word 
Oe eee eee 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. And I am advised by the clerk of the court 
that a rehearing has been aan / for and denied. 

So that if there 


society that arise Ww 


is to be relief at all from the 
ith reference > traflic in intoxicating liquors in 
the States by reason of this interpretation of the Constitution, it 
lies in the direction which is pointed out by these bills. The Senate 
bill, as will be observed, applies to the one article of commerce, 
intoxicating liquors. It provides that property of that kind, when 
taken into a State and kept there for any purpose whatever, shall 
be. subject to the laws enacted by the State in the exercise of its 
police powers. The amendment recommended by the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the House is much broader, and applies the same 
general rule to all articles of comme ree and renders them subject 
not merely to the laws enacted by ‘the State in the exercise of its 
police powers, but, when kept for sale alone, to all the laws of the 
State. 


The objection that is urged against this measure is that it would 
be a relinquishment by Congress of the power conferred upon it by 
the Constitution, that it would beadelegation to the State of power 
that is conferred upon Congress, namely, the power to regulate 
commerce among the States. I take an entirely different view of 
the question. I concede at once, as every lawyer will concede, that 
Congress can not delegate any of the powers of Government either 
to the States or to any other power. It can not by Congressional 
enactment enlarge any of the powersof the State. Everybody con- 
cedes that; but my position upon this question is that this would be 
an exercise by Congress of the power conferred upon it by the Con- 
stitution. The power of Congress is ‘‘to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations, and among the several States.” The grant is in 
general terms; the whole subject as to the manner and time of ex- 
ercising this power is left to the discretion of Congress. There is 
neither direction por limitation as to these subjects, but the Con- 
gress has full discretion as to when it will exercise the power and 
how it will exercise it. It may adopt any regulation which to it 
appears necessary and just and which in its judgment will be bene- 
ficial to the people of the State. 

Now, what is regulation within the meaning of the Constitution? 
[ assert that any enactment that necessarily has the effect to pre- 
scribe a rule for the governmert of traffic of that kind is a regula- | 
tion within the meaning of the Constitution. These bills voth pre- 
scribe a rule for the regulation of commerce of that character, that 
rule being that when the property is taken within the State and 
there held forsale, it shall be subject to such regulations as the State 
has enacted for the government of the traflic in articles of like char- 
acter. That would be adirect regulation by Congress; as certainly 
and clearly a regulation as though we were to embody in a gener: al 
statute the provisions of the Iowa prohibitory law and make it ap- 
plicable to the traflic in intoxicating liquors imported into that State, 
either from foreign nations or from other States. 

I think no one would doubt the power of Congress to enact such a 
law, that is, a law providing that when intoxicating liquors are 
carried into that State as articles of commerce they shall be sold 
only for the purposes prescribed by the statutes of the State, and 
ander restrictions similar to those contained in the law of the State. 
vhe pending bill would simply reach the same result in another 
way. Instead of prescribing, as Congress might in specific terms, 
the restrictions which shall be imposed upon the traffic, its effect 
would be to subject it to those restrictions. So that in either case 
the same result would be reached. The one enactment would as 
certainly operate as a regulation of the traffic as would the other. 

It often happens that a statute upon its face and by its terms 
appears to be a delegation of power, when in fact it is but an exer- 
cise by the State of the sovere ign power with which it is clothed. 

A familiar illustration is found in the statutes of many of the States 
which provide for the condemnation of private property for public 
use. I take the statutes of Iowa on that subject, because I am more 
familiar with them than with those of the other States. It is pro- 
vided in those statutes that railway corporations may acquire by con- 
demnation real estate sufficient for the construction ol convenient 
operation of their railroads. The proceeding by which the con- 
demnation is effected is prescribed. In case of disagreement be- 
tween the owner of the property and the corporation as to the 


wrongs and evils to | 





| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


the property. 

Now, proceedings of that character have often been spoken of by 
text writers, and even courts, as an exercise by the corporations of 
the power of eminent domain, and statules of that character have 
been spoken of as delegating that power to the corporation ; and 
upon their face and by their terms they appear to besuch. But 
when it is remembered that the power of eminent domain isan attri- 
bute of sovereignty, it is apparent at once that it can neither be ab- 
dicated nor dele gated, and the real grounds upon which statytes 
of that character have been sustained is that the proceeding author- 
ized by them is an exercise of the power by the state. There is no 
other ground upon which they could possibly be sustained, for the 
power ‘exercised being a sovereign power can be exercised only by 
the state, and can never be delegated to another. 

So here the power in question is a power of the Federal Govern- 
ment, and can be exercised alone by it. It can not be surrendered 
or delegated. But as the manner of its exercise is left entirely to its 
discretion, any rule enacted by it upon the subject is of necessity 
an exercise by itof the power. This bill, then, isnot a delegation of 


emt It proposes no delegation of power, but would be an exer- 
cise the power with which Congress is clothed by the Constitu- 
| tion. 


Mr. HAYES. If that is so, I would ask my colleague if it would 
not be better to do it directly and not leave it to be a matter for the 
States to determine? What is the object of allowing the State to 
settle it? 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. The reason for relegating the traffic to laws 
of the States rather than enacting a statute directly regulating it 
is that the States are altogether the better judges of their own con- 
dition and the needs of their people. 

Mr. HAYES. Is not that a delegation of power to the States? 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. Not at all. 

Mr. HAYES. I fail to make the distinction. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. If Congress were to undertake to regulate 
commerce among the States by general enactment, and we could 
free ourselves of our individual and political prejudices and act 
solely for the interests of the people, we would, in framing our leg- 
islation, have regard to the conditions and sentiments of the people 
of the several States. 
lation of the traffic in intoxicating liquors, which was of uniform 
operation throughout the country, would fail in general results. 
Any a of that traffic which would satisfy the sentiments 
and derfands of the people of Iowa or Georgia (where I am told the 
sentiment in favor of prohibition is quite as strong as in Iowa) 
would fail to commend itself to the judgment of the majority in New 
York. And I am absolutely certain that any regulation which 
would meet the sentiment of that majority would not satisfy the 
judgment of Iowa. 

The question before the House does not call for any comparison of 
the merits of the different lines of policy pursued by ‘different States 
for the regulation of that traffic or any other. But I assume that’ 
the policy adopted by each State is that which in the judgment of a 
majority of its people is best adapted to their condition, and to the 
accomplishment of the ends desired. It would then be unwise for 
Congress to undertake the enforcement of any regulation of uni- 
form operation in all the States. But, the wise course it seems to me, 
is by an enactment such as is proposed to subject the traffic tothe reg 
ulations adopted by the States. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. In resting the House bill upon 
the power of Congress to regulate interstate. commerce, would the 
gentleman hold that Congress itself in the exercise of that commer- 
cial power could pass a law which would have one operation in one 
section of the country and another operation in another section ? 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. I know of no provisions of the Constitution 
which requires enactments of this character to be of uniform oper- 
ation throughout the country. Indeed, many if not most of the 
acts of Congress are local in their effect and operation. In the act 
organizing the Territory of Oklahoma, passed by the present Con- 
gress, we in three lines transported the whole code of Nebraska into 
that Territory and made those laws effective for the government of 
that people, and to-day they are as certainly governed by that code 
as though we had embodied each separate statute in the act. 

The fact isthat commerce, both foreign and interstate, is governed 
more to-day by the statutes and usages of the States where carried 
on, and of necessity must continue to be so governed. Every State 
has its own standard of weights and measures by which all transac- 
tions in property are regulated, regardless of where the eet 

came from, Every State has statutes regulating and affecting all 
contracts, regardless of the source of the subject of the contract. 
The usury laws of a State, I take it, would be applicable to contracts 


amount of damages which the former will sustain in consequence of | entered into within the State with reference to articles of interstate 


Every one knows that any attempted regu- | 
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commerce; and so would the statutes forbidding the sale of property 
on the Sabbath day, and many others that might be mentioned. 
And all contracts growing out of transactions of this character and 
their interpretation are and will continue to be governed by the / 
loci contractus, 

My propositions are, first, that a necessity has arisen for legisla- 
tion on this subject growing outof the commercial clause of the Con- 
stitution as interpreted by the court, whose interpretation is bind- 
ing upon every department of the Government and upon all the 
people; and, second, that the proposed measure would be not a del- 
egation or relinquishment of the power conferred upon Congress, 
but a proper exercise of that power. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Would it interrupt the gentleman 
for me to ask him a question? Coming to the point of delegation of 
yower, he states a specific case in reference to the condemnation of 
lead for a railroad. And so the Senate bill is a specilic case; but 


only about one article of commerce, an article of interstate commerce. | 
It seems to me there is a distinction between a delegation of power | 


as to a specific article, as in this specific case, and a delegation of 
power as to all articles of commerce. I am simply asking for infor- 
mation upon that point. Congress can prescribe as to intoxicating 
liquors that a State may do so and s0, but that is only one article ; 
but when it says as to another article and all articles that a State 
may do so and s0, is not that something more than delegation of 
power? 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. No; itis not a delegation of power at all. 
It is simply the exercise of the same power that would be exercised 
by the passage of the Senate bill, making it more uniform, more ge 
eral in its application. I deny that there is any delegation of powe1 
here. Iadmitted at the outset that any legislation upon this sub- 
ject which would amount to a delegation of the power or attempted 
delegation of power would be nugatory. 

With reference to the comparative merits of the two propositions 
embodied in the Senate bill and the amendment recommended by 
the Committee on the Judiciary I care to say but little. It was 
thought by the committee that as there are many other laws of com- 
merce demanding regulation quite as much as the traffic in intoxi- 
cating liquors, it would be better toenact a general statute, applica- 
ble to all subjects of commerce, rather than to meet the exigency 
with reference to each as it might arise. That there are other arti- 
cles of commerce the traffic in which is affected by the rule laid 
down by the court is certain. Indeed, the rule is of general appli- 
cation to all articles which enter into the commerce among the 
States, and no enactments of the State which amount to a regula- 
tion of commerce of that character can be enforced. For it must be 
borne in mind that the power to regulate is in Congress alone. The 
States are absolutely without power over the subject. 

The States have enacted laws for the regulation of the traffic in 
illuminating oils. Those regulations prohibit the sale of all oils 
































Mr. REED, of Iowa. hat is proba ‘ L matter of ex 
pediency. If the House should adopt the t mended 
by the Con 1@ Jl v é t ’ 
S will b i 
I nt the pi e oOo! le Arué ‘ 

Mr. ADAMS And is not the Senate bi 
House bill as to the matters tha ! thin its 

Mr. REED, of lowa l ) te 
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Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, i ce poccupy on : ! 
this time. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ifthe gentleman will yield f 
mous consent to publish in the inl I the 
the committee, as prepared by myself, and also the ame! rent Ww it 
I propose. 

here being no objection, leave was granted 

W ry 
ersig l respe y disser ‘ ajority e 
< or tliat the pos tors i N i 

é i, reve i wise national | i ‘ f ‘ i 
ilers < er i| } t « 
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K ‘ as hic tha vo t 4 »make usa i é ia 
confederacy th t ‘ t it a 
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Forse r ) i . ( r ea g ‘ i 
tolis on all vessels passing betwee: es of Chesapea It wasa * \ 
tion of commerce It does not appear t av been «@ I A i \ 
g1 ia in favor of her zens ava tt oO ier States. o < 
products against those of < iracter pr ed in other States “ 
was or not, it was a vexatious | i ‘ } I f Ma nd 
ship of size that came wit iti Stat ot Ma ind wasf ed to pas vyeeu 
the capes of ¢ sapeake. larvia tiv cx < > it 
were unheeded by Virginia un \ l e€ t 1 of 
Maryland in the development of } t 

Almost from the beginning of e Kev itionary war pub spirited « 3 
of Virginiaand Maryland | e im eu t I 
andthe adoption of « ) al regulation yr the nav al 1 of 
Chesapeake Bay ; Was gton was a ng them. He was a member of t 

vinia Assem mn iv74 In a Jefferson, written in 1754, he refers to 
\ \ y { t itt 1784 
the great scheme of co ecting the easter waters of Virginia wit t CGhio 
and other rivers so as to obtain for this Commonwealth the trade of the ern 

) try He says 

lore than ten years ago I was struck with the importance of it, and, despa 
ing of any aid from the pu I became a principal mover of a bill to empower 
a number of subscribers to undertake at their own expense, on conditions which 
were expressed, the extension of the navigation of the Potomac from tide ter 
to Mill’s Creek, about 150 miles 

The assent of the Maryland Assembly was necessary The Baltimore mer 
chants, it is said /ppose d the plan They were alarmed at ie consequence of 

| water transportation to Georgetown o/ the produce which usually came tothe 
} market by land. In this situatio says Washington, “I left matters when 
I took command of the Army The war afterwards called men’s atten to 


which have not been found upon inspection to be of a particular | 


grade or quality, which, for the safety of life and property, is tixed 
as high as possible. But oils of lower grade or quality are merchant- 


able, so that the regulation is inoperative as restriction upon the | 


right to sell these low-grade oils when imported into the State and 
ofiered for sale by the now resident dealer. And I am informed that 
in the State of Iowa that condition of affairs exists. Oils of low 
quality are being imported and sold within it, and the State is pow- 


erless to enforce its statutes enacted for the beneficent purpose of 
Other instances of 


protecting the lives and property of its people. 
the failure of the statutes of the State to accomplish their beneficent 
purposes will readily occur to gentlemen who will give the subject 
a moment’s thought. 

Mr. ADAMS. The Supreme Court has in one case affirmed the 
right of the State to prohibit them. Does the gentleman simply 
mean that this recent decision would overrule that decision ? 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. I think it does; just as certainly as it over- 
rules the license cases. 

Mr. HAYFS. The court themselves distinguish between the two 
cases. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. They attempt to distinguish, but the ques 
tion has never, so far as I know, arisen under the commercial clause 
of the Constitution. In the Kentucky case (if that is the one the 


other matters, and all the money they couldo 
purposes. 

In 1784 Virginia again took the matter in hand. The Assembly app ed 
George Mason, Edmund Randolph, James Madison, and Alexander Hender 


r would raise was applied to other 








commissioners to meet commissioners on the part of Maryland, “and in con- 
cert with them frame such liberal and equitable regulations concerning the said 
river as may be mutually advantagcous tathe two States. 

Washington was appointed to goto At fmpolis to secure tl o-operation of 
the Maryland Assembly. His mission was successful, 

rhe scope of the commission was widened rhe commissioners were in- 
structed to request the co-operation of Pennsylvania. The commissioners of 
Maryland and Virginia met at Alqxandria, On the invitation of Washington 
they adjourned to Mount Vernon, and there the compact was signed on the 


28th of March, 1785 


It was submitted to the Legislatures of both Commonwealths and promptly 
approved It settled points as to tolls and fisheries, light-houses, buoys, and 
c<indred subjects, and the recommendations of the commissioners covered the 
subjects of the current value of foreign coins, the damages on protested bills of 


exchange, foreign and domestic, and duties on imports and exports. 


The Mount Vernon convention, as itwas called, wasthenucleus outof which 


h 
grew the Constitution of the United States. Out of the desire of these two 


| States to be regarded as one political community, so far as commerce between 
| them was concerned, has arisen the greatest commercial nation in the world 


gentleman refers to) the party was claiming a right to sell under a | 


patent. 

Mr. ADAMS. Butthe court said that notwithstanding the patent 
the State had a right to regulate the sale of the article. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. 
his right under his patent and the police power of the State. But 
the question did not arise under the commercial elauses of the Con- 
stitution, and I think that when it does arise in that way it will be 


determined entirely by the question whether the article offered is a | 


merchantable article, and you will have that question of fact to be 
determined in every case before you can say whether your laws of 
this character have any force or not. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will ask my colleague whether it 
is not his judgment that it is safer to confine our action now to the 
Senate bill, which limits the legislation to one matter, which has 
attracted national attention, than to spread it out over too wide a 
field? I suggest that as a question of expediency. 


That is, that there was no conflict between | 


The compact of Mount Vernon provided for annual meetings of commissioners 
from the two States to co ectsas might concern the commerciat 


interests of both States. Maryland imediately invited Pennsylvania and 


iferon such sub 





Delaware to join in these annual conventions hese States were expected “to 
extend the like compliment to their neighbors Virginia went further. Madi- 
son drew the resolution appointing commissioners to meet such as should be 
appointed by the other States to take into consideration the trade of the United 
States, and to consider ** how far a uniform system in their commercia! recula- 
tions may be necessary to their common interest and permanent harmony.’ 





Phe convention thus called met at Annapolis on September 11, 1786. 
than fulfilled the purpose of its creation by issuing the address which | 
into being the Philadelphia conventi« fl 


ted States. 


it more 
rought 
87 and the Constitution of the Uni- 


Che power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the sey- 
eral States intrusted by the Constitution to the Congress of the United States 
for the purpose of securing a uniform system of commercial regulations is one 
of the corner-stones of the Union Io surrender the exercise of this power to 
the Legislatures of the several States is to defeat the main purpose of its crea- 
tion This is the vice of the Senate bill. It is the tenfold vice of the substi- 
tute approved by the majority of the committ it tends to undo the most 
portant work that was done when the Union was formed 

Attempts had been made from t e to time to vest the power of regulating 


commerce in the Congreas of the old Confederation 


people of New Jer- 


sey traded with other States and with f i nations through the port of New 
York City. It was their port as fully as it sa port ofthe people of the State 
of New York. They had contributed to its wealth, It had contributed to the 
prosperity. They were vexed its port arzes, levied, not for their benefit, 
nor for the benefit of the people of t United States. As early as 1774 they 
urged that the Arti sof Confederation be so amended as to vest in the | te 





States the sole and exclusive powero gulatiug the trade of the United Statee 
with foreign nations Fhey declared that by this measure a great security 
would be derived to the Unio mi the establishment of a common a 
ual interest 

The people of North Carolina suffered likewise from the g ‘ 1 of the 
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| dred years ago into the city of New York for the purpose of being sold to the 
| people of New Jersey, a fact which made the people of that State such strenu- 


ous advocates of national control of interstate and foreign commerce. 
Two unwarranted inferences appear to have been drawn from the recent de- 
cision of the Supreme Court. One is that as the importer has the right to sell 


| the original package as an incident to his right to import it, it may be sold and 


neighboring States which were the channels of part of their foreign trade. In 
17®! they united with New J« rsey in a second appeal to Congress 

In 1755 the subject was again agitated. ‘If the States individually attemptto 
regulate commerce,” said Washington,’ an abortion or a many-headed monster 
would be the issue. If we consider ourselves, or wish to be considered by | 
ot s, as a united people, why not adoptthe measures which are characteristic 
of it, and support the honor and dignity of one 

In the same year New Jersey formally refused to pay any part of the requisi- 
tions of Congress till Congress should a me control of the regulation of com- 
aiit © 

Jiardiv ha the jap mvention been called when the New Jersev 
Legislature recalled its vote, appointed its commissioners and instructed them 
to consider *‘ how far a uniform system in their commercial regulations and 
other important matters might be necessary to the common interest and per- 


manent harmony of the States.’ 
Had the people of New Jersey been told that Congress, having acquired by 
the Constitution the power to regulate foreign and interstate commerce in the 


interest of the people of the United States, would exercise that power by per- 
mitting the Legislature « ew York to regulate foreign and interstate com- 
merce within the State New York at the discretion of the State Legislature, 
hey would have seen in the new Constitution nothing but an apple of Sodom 


hey, like the people of North Carolina, had long depended on the commer- 
cial facilities afforded by cities and towns in neighboring States. It was their 
hope that under the new Constitution, vesting the power to regulate foreign 
and interstate commerce in the Congress of the United States, to be exercised 
for the benefit of the people of the United States, these cities in neighboring 
States, with all their commercial facilities, would, for the purposes of foreign 
and interstate commerce, belong to them and to the people of the United States 
no less than to the people of the States in which these cities were situated. 
This was to them the meaning of the Constitution. To them it was the main 
purpose of the Union 

Their expectation was not without warrant of reason, Thecity of New York, 
for example, situated at the southeastern corner of the State of New York, is 
nearer tothe geographical center of New Jersey, Connecticut, and Rhode Isl- 
aud than it is to the center of the Stateof New York, Its trade relations with 
the people of New Jersey and New England, Delaware, and Eastern Pennsy!- 
Vania are nearly as intimate as its trade relations with the people of the State 
of New York, Atall events the trade relations of the city of New York with 
the people of other States are the interstate trade relations which the Constitu- 
tion undertook to protect, 

it undertook to protect them by removing them from the jurisdiction of the 
Legislature of New York and placing them within the jurisdiction of the Con- 

ress of the United States. What would the people of New Jersey have said 

nad they been told that Congress, in the exercise of this jurisdictioa, would ex- 

pressly permit a State Legislature to prohibit the keeping on sale, in an inter- 
staic-commerce city of the United States, situated within its State limits, of an 
article of interstate commerce, recognized as such by the Supreme Court of the 
United States? They would have scouted the idea as incredible. 

Take the city of Chicago for another example. It is situated at the north- 
eastern corner of the State of Illinois. It is nearer to Northern Indiana and 
Southern Michigan, nearer to Southern Wisconsin and Eastern lowa than it is 
to Southern Illinois. It has interstate-commerce reiations not only with the 
Northwest, but with the whole Union. These interstate-commerce relationsare 
placed by the Constitution within the control of Congress. Congress must ex- 
ercise that control as the trustee of the people of the United States. Congress 
ought not to delegate the dischurge of this duty to any State Legislature what- 
ever. If Congress is disposed to shirk its duty and delegate its power to any 
one, it may as well delegate its power to the Legislature of Indiana, or Wiscon- 
sin, or Massachusetts, or to the municipal authorities of the city of New York 
as to the Legislature of Lilinois. 

The city of St. Louis bears the same relation to the Southwest that Chicago 
bears to the Northwest. It is within the limits of the State of Missouri. For 
the purposes of State commerce it is a city of that State, and within its jurisdic- 
tion. But the city of St. Louis is a greatrailway center. Itstands on the great- 
est riverof the United States. By reason of its railway connectionsand its river 
trade, it furnishes commercial facilities to the people of Arkansas and Missis- 
sippi, Tennessee, and many other States. For the purpose of foreign and inter- 
state commerce it is a city of the United States and subject to the jurisdiction of 
Congress. Congress might just as well delegate its control of foreign and inter- 
state commerce in the-city of St. Louis to the Legislature of Arkansas or Tennes- 
see, as delegate it to the Legislature of Missouri. 

It is needless to multiply illustrations. Every city of the United States, as 
well as every navigable river of the United States, is within the jurisdiction of 
Congress, and beyond the jurisdiction of the Legis'!ature of the State in which 
it is situated, so far as the regulation of its interstate and foreign commerce is 
concerned. The Legislature of New York could not makea valid grant to Liv- 
ingston and Fulton of the monopoly of steam navigation on the waters of the 
State, because such grant would be a regulation of interstate and foreign com- 
merce. As the Legislature could not thus discriminate between individuals en- 
gaged in interstate traffic, so it could not discriminate between articles of in- 
ters'ate traffic, and say that one article might and another article might not be 
transported either on the waters of the State or through the cities of the State ; 
and Congress ought not to give to the State Legislature the discretionary power 
to doso. That was not the intention of the bnilders of the Constitution. 

It may be thought that the proposed legislation, or legislation of some kind, 
has been rendered necessary by the recent decision of the Supreme Court. It 
is claimed that a bottle of beer or a half-pint bottle of whisky is an original 
package ‘within the meaning of the decision, and that drinking saloons for the 
sale of such alleged origina: packagesat retail can be opened, not merely in pro- 
hibition States, but in high-license States, and can set at defiance all State or 
municipal regulations whatever, 

It is hard to see how any suchinference can be drawn from the reeent decis- 
fon. The original packages of bottled beer in question in that case were not 
bottles of beer. They were substantial wooden cases, each containing twenty- 
four bottles cf beer, and each case being sealed with a metallic seal. Sucha 

ckage is useless for retail purposes until broken. The moment it is broken 
t passes out of the purview of the decision. What the Supreme Court decided 
was that this substantial sealed wooden case of bott!es of beer could be imported 
into lowa; that it could not be interfered with by the State authorities so long 
as it retained its characterasan article of interstate commerce; thatthe unbroken 

ackage retained thischaracter until soid by the importer. Perhaps, ifthe case 
- required it, the court might have said that the original package loses its char- 
acter as an article of interstate commerce only when broken, or when sold and 
delivered unbroken within the State. For,if sold unbroken for delivery ata 
point without the State, itis hard to see how it ceases to be an article of inter- 
state commerce by reason of such sale. 

If an article of commerce, recognized as such by Congress and by the laws of 
Dlinois and Missouri, although prohibited in Iowa, is shipped in an unbroken 
package and by continuous transit from Illinois through Iowa into Missouri, 
No serious offense is given to the domestic policy of lowa. The committee 
substitute provides that this may be done. 


What essential difference does it make if the article is first shipped into Iowa | 


and then immediately shipped in its original and unbroken condition into Mis- 
souri? Or, if shipped into lowa and there held by the importer for the pu 
of being sold and shipped into Missouri, just as goods were imported a hun- 





resold a hundred times within the State without losing its character asan article 
of interstate commerce. What the court decided was that the importer has the 
right to sell it, **by which act alone it would become mingled in the common 
mass of property within the State.”’ 

The other erroneous inference,already referred to,is thata sealed bottle of 
beer imported in a sealed case of bottles of beer is an original package, and can 
be sold as an article of interstate commerce in defiance of the license laws of 
the State. If this is a correct inference from the decision of the Supreme Court, 
there is a real and serious evil which demands an immediate remedy. 

Few outside the Prohibition party deny that the sale of intoxicating liquors 
at retail ought to be regulated by State laws or municipal ordinances. If this 
evil has arisen the remedy is simple and easy of application. Congress can de- 
fine the original package in which intoxicating liquor can be imported into a 
State. Such a legislative definition would at once render impossible the estab- 
lishment of a so-called original-package saloon, the only serious evil which can 
possibly arise out of the recent decision of the Supreme Court. 

The national policy of the United States in regard to commerce among the 
States is, first, that no unnecessary restriction shall be Jaid upon it; and sec- 
ondly, that when any restriction is found to be necessary it shall be imposed, 
not by a State Legislature, but by Congress, and shall express not the local 
policy of a State, but the general policy of the people of the United States. 

The substitute approved by the majority of the committee violates both of 
these principles. The Supreme Court having rendered a decision relating. to 
interstate traffic in intoxicating liquor, which in the opinion of some renders 
legislation necessary, the majority of the committee propose to legislate, notin 
regard to interstate traffic in intoxicating liquors alone, but in regard to inter- 
state traffic in all articles of food, drink, and clothing, and all other commodi- 
ties, the effect of which legislation on the internal commerce of the United 
States can not be clearly foreseen. 

Secondly, instead of placing a restriction on interstate commerce expressing 
the judgment of Congress in view of the general policy of the people of the 
United States, the committee proposes to allow each State to impose such re- 
strictions as its local policy may dictate, not only as to what articles of com- 
merce may be sold within the State, but as to the manner in which they may 
be sold, regardless of the interests of citizens of other States, although it was 
mainly to protect these interests that the control of interstate and foreign com- 
merce was made the duty of Congress. 

The people of the United States, whatever they may think of prohibition, 
know that vice, crime, and pauperism result from the abuse of intoxicating 
drinks. To check these evils, the majority of the States have placed the retail 
sale of intoxicating liquor under strict supervision. It is the policy of regula- 
tion. A few of the States attempt to reach the same result by the policy of pro- 
hibition. Prohibition is a local policy. It was not known when the Constitu- 
tion was framed. 

The policy of regulation is as old as thecommon law. It isthe general policy 
of the people of the United States. Yet it is apparently to give a kind of sanc- 
tion to the policy of prohibition, and at the same time avoid legislating in regard 
to intoxicating liquor alone, that a majority of the committee propose to place 
the interstate and foreign commerce of the United States within the control of 
the State Legislatures, and thus reverse the step taken by the people of the 
United States when they passed from the Confederation into the Gelee. 

What, after all, would be the net result? The committee expressly admit in 
their report that if this bill is enacted and is declared valid by the courts, the 
result would simply be that the original package of liquor imported into a pro- 
hibition State could not be held in that State for sale and shipment within or 
without the State; while at the same time the citizens of the prohibition State 
could still receive, without let or hindrance, their weekly rations of intoxicat- 
ing liquor, delivered to them pursuant to acontract of sale made and completed 
without the State. 

Is it worth while to risk so much in order to gain solittle? Is it worth while, 
in this indirect way, to attempt to abolish the original-package saloon, a nuis- 
ance likely to be soon abated by the courts, and certain to be abated if Congress 
sees fit to meet the erroneous inference drawn from the recent decision by an 
act defining the ofiginal package? 

The recent decision of the Supreme Court affords no more warrant or excuse 
for the establishment of an original-package saloon than it affords for the adop- 


| tion of the confederation system of regulating interstate and foreign commerce, 


of which, as Washington declared, “an abortion or a many-headed monster 


would be the issue.”’ 
GEO, E, ADAMS, 
Proposed substitute of Mr. Apams for Senate bill No. 398. 

That it shall not be lawful to import into any State or Territory, from any 
other State er Territory or from the District of Columbia, any fermented, dis- 
tilled, or other intoxicating liquor, except in one or more original packages, as 
defined by this act. 

Sec. 2. That for the purposes of this a2t, an original package of intoxicating 
liquor, in battles, shall be a case containing not less than one dozen quart bot- 
tles; and an original package of liquor not in bottles, shall contain not less 
than five gallons: Provided, however, That an original package of liquor im- 
potted from any foreign nation shall contain the quantity required by the laws 
relating to duties upon imports. 

Sec. 3. It shall not be lawful to sell within any State or Territory any intoxi- 
cating liquor imported into such State or Ter ear except in the original pack- 
age in which the same has been imported, ard subject to the reasonable police 
regulations of such State or Territory regu!ating the sale of such liquor as a 
beverage. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speak«r, the question whether a del- 
egation of power is involved in this bill 1s one that might very nat- 
urally arise in a discussion of this bill, and perhaps our minds may 
become somewhat confused in regard to it at the first view. But, 
as was well remarked by the gentleman who has just taken his seat 
(Mr. Reep, of Iowa], there is nosuch thing as a delegation of power 
in connection with this matter, and cannot be. Still the real ques- 
tion is: Does this bill attempt such delegation? For if it does it is 
idle and mischievous to pass it. 

If we will call to mind what action Congress has taken in various 
directions in regard to similar matters of procedure we shall find that 
what is now here called a delegation of power has not been infre- 
quent, and it has been done, too, under such circumstances that no 
one would suspect it to be a delegation or an attempted delegation 
of power. There is a law regulating our judicial proceedings and 
requiring the action of the United States courts in the various States 
to conform so far as may be to the practice of the courts of the sev- 
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eral States. ‘The direction of the law is that the Federal courts co: Now, Mr. Speaker, the argumen f f Texas [ Mr 
form their proceedings so far as may be to the rules of the procedure | CULBERSON] was listened to by myself v : of 
of the State courts. This provision compels in Federal courts varia- | est, as whatever he says is alway 
tions in practice as numerous as the variations in State practice, | 1 have for him the most profound 1 t : t 
which are adopted and changing as the State procedure changes. | as aman. For ten years he and I hav \ , 
One gentleman whispered in my ear that the test of what is a dele- | committee of this House, and for t ‘ | 
gation of power is the place where the discretion is ] nlged. Thatis | an t valuablk iber of t t | 
not true: it can not be. Take the very case I am giving as an illus- | he is generally right I agr 3 t ‘ 
tration. The practice of the courts in the severa! States varies, and | w ays right would be to say ’ I / a 
under the legislation of Congress the practice of the Federal courts | made a fandamental mistake that lies . 
follows that variation. argument to-day. He argues on what | th 3 aw « t to 
Again, it is said that if Congress adopts a State law and thus | be, ) ot what the lawis. He is arguing tothe é t [I would 
makes it its own, the law must be an existing one. But that is not | argue if I thought the law was as he thinks 
true as is shown by this same illustration, because the rules of pra it the Constitution acts ma 5 It ‘ 
tice or procedure of State courts frequently change, and with the whose decisions are final on a ) itional 1 | 
o change the action of the Federal courts varies without addit ul | tribunal hus decided the law otherwise than my frie { I 
legislation. So the test suggested is not a true test. Neither ot ssumes it to be in his arg y the er i 
these conditions exists in the cuse I have put. ure of his arg 3 3 al fal The Sup 
It may be said that this isa mere matter of procedure, in which | Court have decided against many decisions w h ¢ ed : 
there are not important rights involved. . It is nevertheless an act | fore; that interstat ‘ ! é ) ca ‘ 
of Congress giving jurisdiction to the Federal courts; and no o or thing continued after the purchase and after t d ry of the 
knows how important the rules of a court may be in the disposition | article within the State, and con l tila 1 ! r- 
and determination of litigation, and it illustrates the point in hand fected. Now if that does what a 
Take another illustration of the difference between delegation of | and destroys the police power S ) lf 
power and the exercise of power. The other day we passed a law | it does that, it is destructive of State rights w ya entir 
relating to Oklahoma, in which we provided that the existing laws! As I said before in the discus s ques day we ha 
of a designated State should operate within that Territory as law. | no States if that be true. But I appre dt the de Lof tl 
Was that a delegation of power, or was it the exercise of power? | Supreme Court does not intend to go that far, although to a certain 
Most unquestionably it was the exercise of power—a proper exercise | extent I confess that I can hardly see my way around the ] 
of power by Congress. If we had gone further, and had said that | taken, except to presume that the question of the police power of the 
not only the existing laws of Nebraska upon the subjects named | State was not involved in the L ca 
should be transferred to that Territory, but also any other or addi- Now, to avoid that position the gentleman says that we t k it 
tional legislation of that State upon the same subjects, it would still | becomes necessary for us to attempt to delegate to the States author- 
have been not a delegation of power, but the exercise of power re- | ity which we alone possess. We can not do that. And he says, also, 
siding in Congress. that it is a foolish attempt to reverse the decision of the Supreme 
It has been said that these words ‘‘ Congressional permission to | Court. That we will not attempt, for we can not do it if we do at- 
the States,” as contained in the decision of the Supreme Court, were | tempt it. But according to the decision of the Supreme Court, ac- 
outside of the proper question to be decided and are nota part of the | cording to the invitation of the Supreme Court, not only in this 
decision. In one sense thatiscorrect. But gentlemen of this House | case but in divers other cases, we are called upon to act. It was 
would be astonished if they would investigate and see the frequent | not contemplated when the ( titution was framed that this creat 
repetition of like expressions in decisions going away back to fifty | result would follow from its prope! nstruction; and 1 sa 
or seventy-five years. The so frequent repetition of this idea by so | Supreme Court, with the same solemnity. and in e - 
many judges, Chief-Justice Taney among others, and its constant | the same ideas, says the remedy is with Congress, and that rr 





appearance in the reports, have made it something more than simply | 
4; a slip of the tongue of the justice deciding the case, something more | 
i than merely a dead declaration. 
The power of Congress in relation to traffic between the States has y 
been a matter of animadversion by the courts for a great many years. | overrule the Supreme Court; but there is simply the attem 
In a case arising in New Hampshire long ago the Supreme Court of | ercise our own constitutional power by regulating commerce accord- 
the United States decided that while there was a prohibition to sell | ing to these conditions existing in the several States. 
any imported liquors by any citizen of the State without a license | Now, Mr. Chairman, if I should continue upon this topic 
(and this was before prohibition itself had been invented), that en- | sue my remarks to a greater length, I would say no more than I h 
actment without other conditions was a constitutional enactment | already said on this point. In the end, illustrations, rey 
by the Legislature of New Hampshire, obligatory upon persons im- | arguments would leave the question precisely where I 
porting liquors, because Congress had not forbidden it to be done, | It wo 
and so the State law was not in conflict with any act of Congress 


can act so as to change the effect of that decision, and, asI say 
again, invites ustodoit. The Senate accepted almost unanir 
that invitation, and sent us the result of their deliberation. There 


is no attempt to delegate any authority; there is 


‘ne etitions, and 


have put it 
ld leave it just as it stands, and the only remaining question 


: | is: Isit expedient? It is constitutional, or else the Supreme Court 
(5 How., 535). So the matter has been before the Supreme Court | does not understand the Constitution. Then, is it expedient that 
time and time again. Many times has the court asserted that Con- | this bill should be passed and become a law? 


tess has the power to limit its own action in this regard, at least so 
ar as the regulation of commerce is concerned, and to recognize the 


The condition is very serious, Mr. Speaker. The condition of af- 


. a is] fairs isso much changed that I hardly know what would have shocked 
action of the State Legislatures. the public sentiment more extensively and universally than this 


; x j « ry ie st} * > nace . , . . 1 1 
Again, look at this language used by Chief-Justice Fuller, on page | change of conditions in which we find ourselves. Our communiti 
15 of the decision now under consideration. He says: | called States, in every instance so far as I know, have attempted to 
petemmety & is for o seapeiiics Saanah of = rena pennant coe te r- regulate the traffic in intoxicating drinks. The whole communit 
mine whether the mannutacture of particular articies of traflic or the sale of such . sae ‘ . 1+ ack » tha ¢ rhic kee } dri . nore 
articles will injurionsly affect the public; and it is not for Congress to determine | PClievé that it ought to be done, the man who takes his drink agree- 


what measures a State may properly adopt as appropriate or needful for the pro- | 125 to it that some regulation is needed; the man who drinks not at 
; ; : : : : : 
tection of the public morals, the public health, or the public safety. But notwith- | all believes in the same regulations; those looking for revenue be- 
I ; 
standing it is not vested with supervisory power over matters of local adminis- | lieve in it; those looking at this matterin any way and shape, every 
tration ; the responsibility is upon Congress, so far as the regulation ofinterstate | ., here. in everv State. believe that it onls ToT thine 1 
commerce is concerned, to remove the restriction upon the State in dealing with | > y ae eae aes seis : ae ee ee 





imported articles of trade within its limits which have not been mingled with | 40, but a necessary thing to do, to restrict or reg: 
the common mass of property therein, if in its judgment the end to be secured | intoxicating liquors. 
justifies and requires such action. | IInd 
i - 
There was noslip ofthe tongue orpeninthat sentence. It wasclosing | interstate commerce for selling whisky to aman who has been drnnl 
the discussion in regard to the respective rights and powers of Con- 


liate the sale of 


ler this decision you can not convict a man who is engaged in 





Under this decision of the Supreme Court you can not prohibit a1 


n 
gress under the Constitution and the States. It was asolemn an- | or punish him forsellingtoaninfant. You can not restrict him from 
nouncement by that tribunal that precisely that which is proposed | selling on any day, either on election day or Sunday. You « 1 
to be done to-day might well be done if Congress in its judgment | restrict him from selling to anybody, or puni him for selling to 
thought it onght to be done. And then follows on the next page | anybody, on any occasion, at any time. Does t dgment of the 
“Congressional permission” twice repeated. No criticism on the | people of the United States conform to that condition of things? By 
part of any justice agreeing with the Chief-Justice; no criticism | the decision he has the right to sell, a in not prohibit the 


of the language on the part of any justice dissenting from the lan- sal 


é ule, provided it is sold in the original package. Now, Mr. Speake! 
guage used in the opinion; no suggestion indicating that they dis- | that ought not to be. If there is no way to prevent it, why we « 
sented from the expression to which I have alluded; and therefore only sit down and mourn, and find ourselves in a position we né 

it must be taken as the solemn judgment of that court that Congress | dreamed of being put in, a1 r circumstances that bring reg 
has a right to do what we are proposing to do now, not by way of | toevery heart. The States that undertake to raise their revenu 
delegating any authority, becanse confeasedly that can not be done, | licenses and by taxation are shorn of their power. The States w! 
but by way of the affirmative exercise of its own authority, namely, | undertake to preserve the health and the morals and the sat 


by adopting the limitations and the conditions already established by 
the States in that regard. 


their communities have no power to do so. 


| "7 : : } a ae ‘ ; ’ 
' The arguments of lawy¢ rs, cold, legal arguments ( 


Lives, are iy i 
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nuing this state of things, in the presence of the 


assertion three times made in this same decision, and in the presence | there to see whether I comprehend the extent of the third clause ? 
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Mr. CANNON. Will my friend permit me to ask him a question 


There is the whole point of that proposition. Take it, for instance, in 


| my own district ; out of eighty townships there are seventy probably 


of the assertion that the court has made to my personal observation 
nine times before, that Congress has the power to regulate in this 
way the same matter. They do not argue against the expediency of 
the proposition Isthere any such argument? Isthere man, woman, | 
or child in the whole nation who says it is better for us to have no 
regulations upon this subject?’ Is there anybody that would not 


deplore If with unceasing regre t? iH 8 the re ever bee! a proposition | 


presented to Congress that demands ¢ 
our action more promptly, thanthis one? Shall we wait in the vain 
hope of a change in the decision of the Supreme Court and in the 
mean time ignore the easy and perfect remedy suggested by the 


court? The court does not make law, but declaresit. Wemust ac- 
cept its declaration as to what is law, and must accept it altogether. 


The court say that we have the power, and humanity saysit is expe 
dient to exercise it 

Mr. Speaker, there is a proposition pending, that submitted by the 
gentleman who drew and signed the minority report [Mr. ADAMs], 
and it will be observed that when the committee was in action upon 
this subject there was but one dissenting voice 80 far as it appears 
to the report of the committee; and this is a proposition to which I 
have infinite objectior I would rather that no legislation be had. 
I refer to the proposition defining what original packages are, that 
they shall consist, as to beer, of not less than one dozen bottles. 

Mr, STEWART, of Vermont. It does not specify beer 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, You are mistaken about that. 
dozen bottles of beer and 5 gallons of liquor. 
cerned it becomes actual retail traffic. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Yes, and everybody. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will say that that is simply a copy of the other 
law, and it applies to all sorts of liquor. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. The one dozen bottles does not ap- 
ply to beer alone. It says: 


It saysa 
So far as beer is con- 


It lets the boys all in. 


That for the purposes of this act, an original package of intoxicating liquor in 


bottles, shall be a case containing not less than one dozen bottles, and an original 
package of liquor not in bottles shall contain not less than 6 gallons 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
s not intoxicating ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
confined it to beer. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
meaning. 
a dozen bottles of beer as an original package is nothing less than 
retail traflic; it would not take a very large party to consume one 
dozen bottles of beerin one sitting. Mr. Speaker, if this proposition 
is adopted it will make the universal use of intoxicating liquors legal 
by a Congressional enactment, and without restraint as to con- 
dition of persons, or places, or times. It is a proposition more ob- 
jectionable than the decision of the Supreme Court in its results. 
We give it the moral force of Congressional enactment, and I pro- 
iest against it with all my power. Let us stand where we are. Let 
people for whom we are not responsible engage in this traffic if the 
traffic must continue. Let it be done without Congressional sup- 
port and maintenance, if it must be done. 

A MeMBER. Under this amendment would we allow the twelve 
bottles of beer to be sold on Sunday f 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Anywhere and to anybody and at any 
time. 

Mr. ADAMS. 
fied. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. How has it been modified ? 

Mr. ADAMS. The one I handed up was a different proposition. 

The only provision to which the gentleman can advert is the pro- 
vision concerning quarts. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Then the Clerk does not need to read it. 
I do not propose to enter into the distinction between a quart anda 
pint bottle of beer. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I should like the Clerk to read it, as most of us 
did not hear the conversation between the gentlemen. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Does the gentleman contend that beer 
L know itis, but so is brandy. You 


I said beer, because it illustrates my 


I want to say that that amendment has been modi- 


That it shall not be lawful to import into any State or Territory, from any other 
State or Territory or from the District of Columbia, any fermented, distilled, or 
other intoxicating liquor, except in one or more original packages, as defined by 
this act. 

Sec. 2. That for the punpenes of this act, an original package of intoxicating 
liquor, in bottles, shall be a case containing not less than one dozen quart bottles; 
and an original package of liquor not in bottles shall contain not less than five 
gallons: Provided, however, That an original package of liquor, imported from 
any foreign nation, shall contain the quantity required by the laws relating to 
duties upon imports 

Sec. 3. It shall not be lawful to sell within any State or Territory any intoxicat- 
ing liquor imported into such State or Territory, except in the original package 
in which the same has been imported, and subject to the reasonable police regu- 
lations of such State or Territory regulating the sale of auch liquor as a bever- 
age. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, that would not change 
the effect of this decision one particle. It would simply make Con- 
gress a party to this traffic ; and, so far as I am concerned, it can not 
be done. If it must be done, let the traffic go on by some other 
agency, and not by ourselves. 


I said it allowed a retail traffic in beer—and the sale of 


rsympathy more, anddemands | 





where under local-option law there is absolute prohibition. Now, 
under that clause would the dealer, if he lived outside of the State, 
who sent his original package in there, be enabled to go into these 
seventy townships and sell those original packages ? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Most assuredly, and he could sell to 
every man who was drunk, or in the habit of being drunk, and to 
infants. It would turn every local-option township and every local- 
option county in the United States into a liquor-selling township or 
county. 

Mr. PICKLER. By act of Congress? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. By act of Congress. 
the approbation of members of this House. 

The unconditional sales as to times, places, and persons hereto- 
fore stated by me is upon the theory that the decision in the Leisey 
case goes as far as it is claimed to go by those or some of them who 
oppose this bill. 

In any event this proposed amendment carries the liquor traffic 
into prohibition States, local-option communities. Under it the im- 
porter escapes the cost of license, the burden of taxation, and may 
make his presence felt everywhere. 

[again protest against it with the whole energy of my being. 
My people are not willing to become particeps criminis in this busi- 
ness, and I add their protest to mine. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Why not ask for general leave? 

Mr. ADAMS. I make the same requestas the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I make the request that general leave be 


That can not meet 


| given. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio asks that 
unanimous consent be given to extend in the RECORD remarks of gen- 
tlemen who speak upon this question. Is there objection? [Aftera 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse]. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, Ido not expect to make any answer to 
the learned constitutional argument of the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
CULBERSON ] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, ADAMs] against this 
bill, as I am a business manand nota lawyer, but from such considera- 
tion and study as I have been able to give the subject now under dis- 
cussion, Iam satisfied that the trouble has arisen from a forced and un- 
warranted construction of that clause of the Constitution which reserved 
the right to Congress to regulate ‘‘ interstate commerce.”’ 

The makers of the Constitution understood by commerce a division 
of trade or traffic, carried on in ships, as was nearly all the trade of 
that time between the colonies, and the evident intention was to pre- 
vent one State or colony ‘rom levying a duty upon the commerce of 
another; and certainly no such condition of things as exists to-day, 
where the country is laced and interlaced with railroads, telegraph, 
and highways, annihilating State lines and boundaries, was thought of. 

I am fully persuaded in my own mind that the existing construction 
of this clause of the Constitution is forced and unnatural. Under this 
construction the interstate-commerce law was born, which has done 
more to retard the growth and prosperity of the country by forbidding 
interchange of commodities at nominal freights on long hauls than any 
law or measure ever passed by Congress. 

And now, under this provision of the Constitution, the Supreme 
Court steps in and says that without remedial legislation the rum- 
seller may carry on his business in ‘‘original packages’’ from one 
drink iu a package up to a barrel, in every State and Territory in the 
Union, without the slightest regard to State laws. 

Eternity alone will show the mischief that this provision has already 
wrought in the country. Cities like Topeka, in Kansas, where the 
school-boys never saw saloons and where the jails are empty, now have 
theseoriginal-package saloons in full blast, dealing out untold injury to 
the people. 

This law not only affects the prohibition States, like Kansas, Iowa, 
Dakota, Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont, but the local-option 
States as well, Massachusetts, Maryland, and Georgia. It also affects 
and wipes out all license restriction in States like New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, and New Jersey. In short, without remedial legislation, such 
as is contemplated by this bill, an era of absolute unrestricted free rum 
is at hand throughout the length and breadth of the country. 

And the reason that thousands of saloons and brothels have not opened 
in place of one is simply because of this impending legislation. What- 
ever views gentlemen may take of the feasibility of absolute prohibi- 
tion of the liquor traffic, I take it there is not the slightest question 
among all law-abiding and order-loving citizens but what the liquor 
traffic should be placed under some sort of license or control, and that 
the States should have such police power as this bill contemplates with- 
out interference from the General Government. 

While I also believe in giving the States authority to prevent the im- 
portation into their borders, and to restrict by such legislation as they 
may choose, any article of food or commerce injurious to the people, 
I believe that oleomargarine and other forms of imitation of butter, 
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made of uncooked pork, are highly injurious to the health of the 
peop! ié. 

An emi ne nt physic ian told me not long ago that he had no doubt bat 
what the alarming increase in cancer was due Si ely to people eat 
nncooked pork in imitation butter, by which cancer spores and tri 
ne are taken directly into the system. 

This business of imitation butter is a fraud, and affects injurious!) 
the great agricultural interest of the country interested in the dairy 
products. Certainly, the States should have the right to prohibit the 
manufacture, sale, or importation of this vile compound. 

They should also have the right to quarantine against infectious dis- 
eases or infected household goods or clothing 

But, to sum up, all theinjury done to our people by imp: 
the ravages of the small-pox or the yellow fever sinks into ins 
cance and is a mere bagatelle as compared to the injury to our people 
from the liquor traffic which this decision of the Supreme Court :et 
Joose on the people, and for that reason I should be better pleased ha 
the committee presented us the Senate bill without amendments, liable 
to cause delay and difference of opinion, and I hope we shall substitute 
the Senate bill for the House bill. The business is urgent and requires 
haste, and we can not afford the delay incident to passing a different bill. 
Let us have one thing at a time, and right this one wrong by passing 
the Senate bill here and now and send it to the President at once 

I believe the liquor traffic to be the direct or indirect cause of ninet y- 
nine one-hundredths of the pauperism, crime, and insanity of the coun- 
try, and as so many spindles will turn out so many vards of cloth, in 
almost exactly the same ratio the statistics show that a given number of 
saloons will turn outa given number of arrests for drunkenness, breaches 
of the peace, murders, and suicides, 

This bill is brought here notone moment toosoon. The Prohibition- 
ist, or the man who believes in local option, in high license or low license 
in short any man who believes in any sort of restriction of the liquor 
traffic, can and should unite in supporting this measure, and the bill 
should be passed unanimously. 

At the recent great temperance congress held in the city of New 
York, representing every shade of opinion on the temperance question 
as described above, the following memorial concerning this bill was 
unanimously adopted, and I append the same herewith to my remarks 


THE TEMPERANCE CONGRESS—A MEMORIAL CONCERNING THE SUPREME 
ORIGINAL*PACKAGE DECISION, 
New York, June 2 

At the national temperance congress held in this city on the Iith and 2th 
instant, a memorial was adopted concerning the Supreme Court's original 
peckage decision. This memorial has now been forwarded to President Har- 
rison and Speaker REED, as follows: 

There sleeps in the Committee on the Judiciary of the popular branch of oui 
National Congress a measure in which we all have the deepest concern. For 
whatever else may be said of the recent decision of the United States Suprem« 
Court on the original-package cases, it has collided with the hitherto recognize 
police powers of the States, and the wreckage lies across the path of progress 
The question at issuc is one of the relative powers of the National and State 
Legislatures as determined by the Constitution of the United States, The Sen 
ate has, with commendable promptness, passed a measure known as the Wil- 
son bill, which would afford the relief to the police powers of the States whi 
the Supreme Court itselfindicated as possible, but it still slumbers in the Hous 
of Representatives. Meantime, the unscrupulous and rapacious liquor-dealers 
are making haste to trample upon the police powers of the States which hav: 
by restrictive and prohibitive laws sought to relieve their citizens from tie ac- 
knowledged evils of this nefarious business. 


As the Supreme Court of the United States diverged from its usual custom | 


to suggest the needed legislation, so this congress diverges from the strict pro- 
gramme marked out by it,and requests that its officers, with the concurrence 
of the committee of arrangements, memorialize the House of Representatives 
through its honored Speaker, in the name of this congress of American citi- 
zens—citizens also of States whose police powers, hitherto recognized and pro- 
tected,are now ruthlessly invaded—to grant the relief needed by the imme- 
diate passage of the bill adopted by the Senate; and also to petition His Excel 
lency the President of the United States to give it his early approval! 


The Kansas State Temperance Union sends me the following resolu- 
tion passed at a recent mass meeting: 


Resolved, First, that we urge the Kansas de egation in Congress to use all the 
means in their power to induce that body at once to declare an emergency and 


to take such action as shall prevent the interstate-commerce act from all inter- | 


ference with the sale and traffic in intoxicating liquor in any State, contrary to 
the laws of said State. And wecall their attention to the fact that such legis- 
lation is demanded, not only in justice to States that have prohibition laws, but 
equally in justice to those that favor the so-called regulation or license of the 
liquor traffic. 

Numerous memorials and petitions praying for immediate action upon 
this important question have been presented here from every section of 
the country, from the North, the South, the East, the West, and have 
been referred either to the Judiciary Committee or to the Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. These petitions come from every class of 
our citizens, but largely from the Christian women of the land, and as 
the women, wives, mothers, and daughters, are the greatest sufferers by 


the saloons, I ask that their voice may be heard in the passage of the | 


pending bill, Let no man who votes against this bill ever say aught 
nanlass centralization of power in the National Government or in favox 
of State rights when he votes to deny to a State the right to enforce its 
own police regulation. ‘ 
The true position is well stated by the National Democrat, of this 
city, which says, in its issue of May 31: 
It ought to shock every Democrat in the United States that the Federal au- 


thority should be used to break down the right of a State to regulate so purely 
a domestic affair as the liquor traffic, no matter how foolish its system of regu 
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Every a ont a State « irt contravent } 
of this decisi to be se rely punished 

Again, The New York Sun says 

But—and here is the point w imarks the new doctrine of the Suprema 
( t—the second part of the lawand the second part of this decision affect 
tle right of the State to regulate the action of its domestic trade inside ite 
boundaries. The State law of lowa forbade the exposure of liquor for public 
sale rhe Supreme Court of the United States wipes this law off the lowa 
statute-books Phe State not only may not forbid the importation, the court 

lares, but it may not forbid or even interfere with or regulate the sale of 
nported articles so ngast vi 1a In the original package or the posses- 
~ of the | th ‘ t tyer, the seller, 

e goods 

o one will accuse the Washington Post, printed in this city, of any 
leaning towards prohibitior. The fo vying is an editorial from that 
paper 

If by a decision of the Supr e Court the e are despoiled of the rights 
guarantied to them by the Federal Constitut what reso e have they left 
but to become a law unto themseives” 

If Congress fails to protect any State in the enjoyment ofay er which it 
never surrendered to the General Governme must maintain its own sove- 
ereignty, courts and Congress to the contrary notwithstanding 

Such is the issue whi h se sto be precipitated in this extraordinary t= 

| flict of Federal and State authority, and either the Supreme Court must reverse 

s own judgment or Congress ist nullify the court's decision, or the e of 


“tute rights will have to be fought over aga 

Among the Republican journals of the country there seems to be 
but onesentiment aboutit. The following is from the Boston Journal 
Republican 


HE OF ‘AL-PACKAGE QUESTIO? 

| I Senate manifests a proper sense of the gravity of the issues involves : 

| the original-package decision of the Supreme Court in its determination to keep 
the question t« » the front until a vote is reacher his is as it should be, for the 

|} matter is one which car 





n not wisely be deferred. Already the decision is being 
ut zed as a cover to nefarious and unlawful practices in license as wel! as in 
prohibition States, The first duty of Congress is to relieve, in the simplest and 
most direct manner, the embarrassment occasioned by the Supreme Court de 


with reference to the liquor trafli 





ia- 


I desire also to incorporate in my remarks the following resolutions 
by anon-sectarian and non-political society) adopted at the forty-sixth 
annual session of the N vation: - Division, Sons of ‘Temperance of North 
America, Ocean Grove, N. J., July 10, 1890 


Whereas the late decision of the Supreme Court of the 








necessary the consent of Congress to State prohibition of 
from another State or a foreign country, in original pac 
Whereas in the several prohibitory States and loca ! 
ties in other States the “ original-packags liquor trade de- 
| fying State authority, with comparative impunity: Ther 
Resolved, That we hereby respectfully and earnestly se of 
Representatives to pass with the least possible delay r ita 
| equivalent, giving the immediate consent of Congress t * 
all interstate “ original-package trafl 1 intoxicat 
Rt LD 
Bl LR 
| <A great dramatist has said that— 
€ iat men do ves 
he good is of ite ed w 
Undoubtedly he spoke ironically, for I think w e rather disposed 
**to say nothing of the dead except that whi szood;’’ but, be this as 
| it may, the evils of a Democratic admi1 tion live after it, and 
in no place has the country suffered i m this cause as in the 
Supreme Court of the United stat ‘ ! r in the history of the 
| country was a decision rendered so ir us to the jud of the 
i . ; ‘ a aie 
| country, nor ever was 4 decision rendered which evokes such profou I 
| contempt for the court as that now under consideration 
Chief-Justice Fuller, appointed by Grover Cleveland, h 
| 4h l an x +} } ' ] ‘ \T 
| this decision taken sid vith the Mormons ; " 
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foulest blot upon American civilization. Fortunately, in this latter 
opinion a majority of the court did not agree with him, and in the 
- al-package decision”? it must be borne in mind that three 
learned judges of the Supreme Court, Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice 
Ha 1, and Mr. Justice Brewer, dissented from the vie ws expressed 





now pending, and if they had any doubt in the matter they gave the 
benefit of that doubt on the side of virtue, temperance, and morality. 

Jesus said, ‘‘ Wheresoever this gospel shall be preached ’’ the deed 
done by the woman ‘‘shall be told for a memorial of her.’’ The 
student of our history to the latest time, the man who loves his coun- 
try and his kind, will hold in grateful and everlasting remembrance and 
honor these three learned justices who entered this solemn protest and 
filed this dissenting opinion. 

I can not look with the slightest favor upon the substitute for this 
bill offered by the gentleman from Ii/Mnois[Mr. ADAMs]. If it shall 
pass, a just and proper name for the bill would be, ‘‘A bill to increase 
the size of a drink,’’ or ‘‘A bill to increase the size of an original pack- 


| age of liquor which may be sold in violation of State law.’’ The pres- 


ent decision is construed to mean that one drink in a bottle carried 
from one State to another is an ‘original package.’’ Mr. ADAMsS’s 
substitute proposes to increase the quantity to several drinks. His 
proposition I regard as preposterous and perfectly absurd, and the hour 
and a half which he spoke in its defense threw no light on it whatever. 
Far better then to adopt the proposition of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois, to have no legislation on the subject whatever. 

Yor the reasons that I have stated in this argument I favor the 
Senate bill, and I shall vote against the House bill and all substitutes 
for the Senate bill. A great exigency is upon us. The business re- 
quires haste, and to adopt the Senate bill is the shortest way to avert 


| the impending disaster. 


by the majority of the court, and I beg to incorporate into my remarks | 
{ ing portion of their dissenting opinion 

I f ! n of the 1 orde healt and morals demandsthe 
! on of the ale ¢ Kicating iIquors 18a question } 
} pei ir gtothe Legislatures of the several States, and to be determined 
by s ew ta ig into considera tl 
nee i t ab t f people o ar ces and 
. & af A diffe wg in te and 
I i 

ition la va f St . licate the jud nt 
. af A : t does not admit of 
eg < r rea as a State, much les 
« } an 1 regula i ithe sale as of 
ti ! j anufact one Sts to ! sold in 
ott ‘ “ ] t € Imit a orm system 
nt 1 t 

] nat ‘ tra if cal, and must, in order to be cither 
: nal ) ) policy and legislation concerning 
t i i ‘ x g juors generally Congress can not 
re »t alyje i i e pow because that power has not been | 

ito mer 1ins in the several States: nor under the 

mercial pow vithout either prescribing a gereral rule uns d tothe nature 
and require ‘ sof the subject or else depaiting from that lormity of reg- 
ulation, whi as deciared by this court in Kidd Pearsona ve cited, it w 
the object of the commercial clause of the Constitution to secure 

The above review of the 1igments of this court since the decision in the 
License Cases appe ars tous rom demonetrate that that decision, while often r 
ferred to, bas never been overruled or its authority impugned. 

lt only remains to sum up the reasons which have satisfied us that the judg- 
ment of the supreme court of lowa in the case at bar should be affirmed 

rhe pro tion of the safety, the health, the morals, the good order,and the 
‘ eral v are of the people isthe chief end of government Salus populi su- 
prema lex The police power is inherent in the States, reserved to them by the 


Constitution, aud necessary to their existence as organized governments. The 
Constitution of the United States and the laws made in pursuance thereof boing 
the supreme law of the land, all statutes of a State must, of course, give way, 
so far as they are repugnant to the national Constitution and laws. But an in- 
tention is not lightly to be imputed to the framers of the Constitution, or to the 
Congress of the United States, tosubordinate the protection of the safety, health, 
and morals of the people to the promotion of trade and commerce. 

The police power extends to the control and regulation of things which,when 
use: lin a lawful and proper manner, are subjects of property and of commerce 





and yetmay be used so asto be injurious or dangerous to the public safety, the 
yeublic health, or the public morals. Common experience has shown that the 
general and unrestricted use of intoxicating liquors tends to produce idleness, 
disorder, disease, pauperism,and crime 

Pie power of regulating or prohibiting the manufacture and sale of intoxi- 


cating liquors appropriately belongs, as a branch of the police power, tothe Lez 
isiatures of the several States, and can be judiciously and eftectively exercised 
by them alone, according to their views of public policy and local needs; and 
can not practically,if itcan constitutionally, be wielded by Congress as part of 
a nationa! and uniform eyvstem 

rhe statutes in question were enacted by the State of Iowa in the exercise of 
ite undoubted power to protect its inhabitan is against thejeviils, physical, moral, 
and social, attending the free use of intoxicating liquors. They are not aimed 
at interstate commerce: they have no relation to the movement of goods from 
one State to another, but operate only on intoxicating liquors within the territo- 
rial limits of the State; they include all such liquors without discrimination, 
and do not even mention where they are made or whence they come. Thev 
affect commerce much more remotely and indirectly than laws of a State (‘he 
validity of which is unquestioned 4 ithorizing the erection of bridgesand dams 
across navigable waters within its limits, which wholly obstruct the course of 
commerceand navigat ion, orthan quarantine laws, which operate directly upon 
all ships and merch andise coming into the porte of the State. 

If the matatenat a State, restricting or prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors within its territory, are to be held inoperative and void as applied to 


liquors sent or brought from another State and sold by the importer in what | 


are called original packages, the consequence must be that an inhabitant of 
any State may, under the pretext of interstate commerce, and without license 
or supervision of any publicauthority, carry or send into, and sell in, any or all 
of the other States of the Union intoxicating liquors of whatever description, in 
cases or kegs, or even in single bottles or flasks, despite any legislation of those 
States on the subject, and although his own State should be the on!yone which 
had not enacted similar laws. It would require positive and explicit legislation 
on the part of Congress to convince us that it contemplated or intended such a 
result 

The decision in the License Cases, 5 Howard, 504, by which the court, maintain- 
ing these views, unanimously adjudged that a general statute of a State pro- 
hibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors, without license from municipal authori- 
ties, included liquors brought from another State and sold by the importer in 
the origina! barrel or package, should be upheld and followed; because it was 
made upon full argument and great consideration; because it established a 
wise and just rule regarding a most delicate point in our complex system of 
rovernment, a point always difficult of definition and adjustment, the contact 
b tween the paramount commercial power granted to Congress and the in- 
herent police power reserved to the States; because it is in accordance with the 
usage and practice which have prevailed during the century since the adop- 
tion of the Constitution ; because it has been accepted and acted on for fortv 
years by Con ss, by the State Legislatures, by the courts, and by the pecple ; 











and because to hold otherwise would add nothing to the dignity and supre=.- 
acy of the powers of Congress, while it would cripple, not to say destroy, the 
vw e control of every State over the sale of intoxicating liquors within its 
borders 


The silence and inaction of Congress upon the subject during the long period 
since the decision in the license cases appear to us to require the inferencetha: 
Congress intended that the law should remain as thereby declared by this 
court, rather than to warrant the presumption that Congress intended that 
commerce among the States should be free from the indirect effort of such an 
exercise of the police power for the public safety, as had been adjudged by that | 
decision to be within the constitutional authority of the States. 

For these reasons we are compelled to dissent from the opinion and judg- 
ment of t majority of the court. 


lo my mind these learned justices of the Supreme Court gave un- 


ans werable arguments against the opinion entertained by the majority 
of the court, and an unanswerable argument in favor of the legislation 
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I can not neglect the present opportunity to offer a word of admoni- 
tion to the friends of temperance throughout the country and to say 
that the unwise course of the third party Prohibitionists (who number 
among them many sincere good people) finds here and now a fresh illus- 
tration, and the present appalling situation demonstrates most emphat- 
ically that independent political action by the professed friends of 
temperance and prohibition has directly the opposite effect to what 
they desire and plays directly into the hands of the liquor interest. 

The third party Prohibition vote in the State of New York gave that 
State in 1884 with its electoral vote to Grover Cleveland and made 
four years of his Administration possible. President Cleveland ap- 
pointed several members of the Supreme Court, among them Chief- 
Justice Fuller, the author of the ‘‘ original-package decision,’’ and the 
man who made that decision possible, and brought upon the country 
the present appalling situation. 

If the friends of temperance desire practical results instead of theories 
and are wise, they will ally themselves with one of the great existing 
political parties the nearest in sympathy with them, which in the 
Northern States is the Republican party, attend its primary meetings, 
seek to name its candidates and control its policy in the interest of 
temperance, and, if they can not get all they want, get what they can, 
on the principle that half a loaf is better than no bread, rather than 
to waste their votes on impossible candidates, the only result of which 
is to elect Democrats to office and to the Bench and to give aid and 
comfort to the saloon and the liquor interest of the country, to whose 
interest the Democratic party in all the Northern States stands pledged, 
though there are honorable exceptions among the members of that 
party. 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House of Representatives, a grave 
responsibility confronts us here and now, big with consequences to 
the Republic, big with consequences to generations yet unborn. May 
God give us wisdom to cast our votes in the light of our personal re- 
sponsibility to God and man and the land we love. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I regret that I have been 
unable to give this matter the examination it deserves. My duties in 


| connection with the preparation of the general deficiency bill have so 


occupied my time thatit has been impossible to examine it as it merited. 
But the importance of the question and the deep interest felt in it by the 
people of my State, together with the condition that exists in that State 
since the Supreme Court decision, draw me to a brief discussion of the 
question. 

I am free to say that no decision that has been rendered by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States since that court decided that a hu- 
man soul] was a proper article of merchandise has so excited the feelings 
ofthisnation. Its far-reaching effects, throttling, as it does, legislation 
which has been growing in favor and importance, under the direction 
of the earnest thought of this country, from the Northern Lakes to the 
Gulf, and from ocean to ocean, can not be ignored. I repeat, that no 
decision has touched the popular heart and thought so painfully as 
vas this decision of the Supreme Court. 

Doctors often differ. It is by a divided court that we have this de- 
cision. That these highest legal doctors may differ was demonstrated 
ee that great tribunal was held which determed the issue between 

. Hayes and Mr. Tilden; and they differ again. I will not stop to 
oriti cise the decision. I have carefully read the views of the majority 
_ minority, and I am impressed that the minority has the right of 

I simply say that to the decision of that high tribunal every good 
citizen should and must bow, and no citizen of Iowa will fail to sub- 
mit to the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States. When 
I say ‘‘submit,’’ I will not go so far as my esteemed friend from Texas 
[ Mr. CULBERSON ] and say that we will sit down with folded hands 
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and wait until the Supreme Court makes some other decision restoring did not fail to send with it a generous suggestion as toa cure. As has 
% the old status. A rehearing was asked for in this very case and de- | been said again and again, they crit t t res \\ 
: nied. The Supreme Court stands by its decision. | this to be our duty, we say it is y 1 late 
E While Iam willing to recognize that as the law, I am unwilling to | t! th ind eco t evil.”’ 
: sit still one unnecessary moment and submit to the force and operation And, Mr. Spe t dictum l 
i of that decision if there be a lawful remedy, and I believe that there | and again repeated Lue press ‘ 
is. My friend from Texas [ Mr. Cu! ( mig t 
A ys give close a tion, with prolit, if Lc ( 3 
recily, leaves us in this sad predicament. He 
i to the law enunciated in the opinion of the Supreme Court, bu } - Mr. Spea 
: counseis a complete surrenderand no action for relief. He a ites, | power is with 1 
as ¢ good citizen must, the terrible effects that a1 V he } 
I flow trom th ‘ mn. e | 
« referred to its efiects, 1 pause a moment here to t ‘ reser of G 
1s en my State first took its strongest posit 
y ulation of the liquor traffic, we have not had such disg 
within our borders as this mandate of the Supreme Court | 
too oor Che letters that have poured in upon me, the ae 
adopte ind mass meetings held tell me of a condition things for a oe : , e 
which must blush, and whieh I will not describe im the N Ua} } 2 ; ae G ? . ‘ ; 
itol. Hut there is such a condition of things that I would be derelict , re : , 
i :y duty asa Representative if I did not seek in me leyislative | 
avenue to lind a remedy. fo this sad condition oth aa 
al ’ | ie ‘ 
ltecurring to my line of thought, I say that my friend fro Texas ; 
leaves us in this sad predicament, namely: That the decision of the Su- . ei ’ 
preme Court leaves the country without any remedy, unless that court | i Mr cat ee, See a eee : aes 
changes its position. If 1 misunderstood my friend I would like to be P a sa ' a oe 
corrected. I give it in a condensed form, it isa decision of the Su 
preme Court from which we have no relief unless the Supreme Court I \LLEN, of M oy I m t Hou ( In- 
changes its mind. The gentleman is in his seat honoring me with his | til 5 o'clock p. m. 
attention, but does not challenge my construction of his position. hie n was agreed to. 
lor ove I will not rest content with that condition of surrender when | gy the announcement of t result, the Speaker yunced 
I find two facts admitted by the best legal thought of the land j Ul B l CIN ld act as Spea tf ening ses- 
First. That the States are supreme in the exercise of the e|s 
power and that that power can not be taken from them directly in- | louse tl Lo and es p : 3 
directly; and intil 8 p. 
Second. That the Congress of the United States has supreme powe eee 
to regulate interstate commerce between the States and with foreign VENING 
nations and the Indian tribes. [he recess having expired. the House reassembled a clock p. m 
Now, here are two jurisdictions, State and Federal, the State supreme | .)4 was called to ord vy Mr. Perk cake : 
touching its police powers, the National Legislature supreme touching 
the regulation of interstate commerce. I contend that these powers | 
can both be exercised and reach this question, delicate though I admit MORRILI I as i to ta 1 t l 
it to be. No one will deny that Congress has the power to regulate 
commerce to this extent, that it may prohibit any article coming into ENLOE. I obje 
this nation from any foreign nation. That is a broad power, but Con- MORRILI Ly that the House resolve itself into‘ 
gress has it. tee of the Whole for the considerat business 
Now, the ssme power which may prohibit any article from coming | order for Friday evening ’ 
‘i into this country from abroad can prohibit any article from going into The SPEAKER pro temp: ug put the question iyes 
any Siate. It is just as simple and as certain a power as the first. | seem to have it. 
Now, then, what is the third proposition, and the key to this dificult | Mr. hNLOI [ call ad 
. situation? That in the exercise of this supreme legislative power which | The quest being iken, th re—ayes 18, noes 1] 
we have in this Capitol over the regulation of commerce we will not | Mr. ENLOI [ ma oint 1orum. 
delegate to the States police power, but we will hold that in the exer- Mr. YODER I move that v rave a call of the House. 
cise of the power to regulate interstate commerce we will respect every | Mr. MO [fu] I move that the House now : urn. 
i act of the State in exercising its supreme police power for the safety of | Mr. ¢ MAN rise to apa uryinquiry. I wish tokn 
i the life and the morals of the people. There is no conflict. Each is | whether there is any way of putting on record the fact that t 
supreme. We, whenwe undertake to exercise power to regulate com- | certain members of t iH who a to attend to the duties 
re merce, march up to the boundary of a State and say: ‘‘ We will not | for which they were elected and ere for that purpose. 
: disturb you in the exercise of your police power; but in regulating The SPEAKER pro the right -filth of t 
i the commerce between the States we will stop (for we have that power) | present to order the yeas and na 1e pending n 
j any article from going within your boundaries contrary to the exercise Mr. COLEMAN Phe will yen ! the 
j of your police power.’’ | motion to adjourn. 
1 see no difficulty in this. We are clothed amply with power, and | The yeas and nays were ord 
the only question is, shall we exercise it? Ido not propose to dele- | The question was take and it letermined the negative— 
{ gate my poweras a member of this body to the State, but our broad, | yeas 6, nays 34, 1 ng 288, as 
comprehensive, untrammeled, and not to be trammeled, power to reg- | EA 
2 ulate interstate commerce permits us to go that far without delegating | Cheaah Le 
4 a power to theState in doing it. To my mind it is as clearand simple | } M 
: as the duty that confronts us at this hour. 
¥ If any member doubts his having that power he certainly has a ues- 
tion and a condition that appeals for a solving of the doubt in the diree- | '¢!*™#P : 
tion of law, order, good morals, and good government. Reetuman Ha O 
Much has been said of the ‘dictum ’’ of the court in this startling | } kshire RK 
decision. £ Coleman, | ace P 
Do not suppose that when the Supreme Court of the United States | 20Pe? Giio lane, F 
confronted this great problem and announced their judgment they did Tet 
not see what was going to be the effect of their action. One of th: 
most distinguished members of that court is a citizen of my own State, | A t, Atk Bo 
familiar with her laws, familiar with the broad enlightenment rj A Bak B 
people and with their wishes. That court has representatives from | ” aie a 
every part of this great country. Does any one dream for a moment 20 Kan Ba Er 
that this great tribunal did not see the tremendous step that they were | 4 son, Miss I B 
taking? See it they did; comprehend it they could not fail to do. ao . on 7 
But, in throwing that great legal thunderbolt into the Republic, they | Atkinson, Pa 
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I ne, \ I MeCarthy Seull 
| ‘ I Vet lan Seney 
v. J | d feCo Sherman, 
! Va } ‘ fot ' Shivel’ 
j j MeCor \ Simonds 
j | ale Mit ‘ Skinner 
! Frank Mock A Siaith Ww. Va. 
I ‘ s sé 
j t ‘ - Snider 
! ter Cieiss Spinola, 
j (a l Spooner 
(a ‘ Giily I Springs 
(‘a ' ‘ fl M Stahlnecker, 
(ar r, Ga diood vy Moore \ i “Stephenson 
Ca iA (ar i j ‘ lex Stewart, Ga, 
Cannon ‘ ex I Stewart, Vt 
Cariton ‘ en M« ar Stivers 
Carter Grout Mor 5 Stock bridge, 
Caruth Ila M orse Stockdale 
Caswel Hansbro Mudd Stone Ky. 
Cato) “ Hare Mutehler Stone, Mo 
Cheat Ilarmer Nie a Struble 
Chiy i Hatch N n Stump, 
Clane,s Hats Nute Sweney 
Clark, Wis Haynes Oa larsney, 
Clarke, Ala Heard O'Donnel! Taylor, F 
Clements He phill O'Ferrall, Teylor fii. 
Clu Henderson, Ill O' Neall, Ind, Thomas, 
Cobtl lienderson, lowa O' Nei Mass, Thompson 
Cogswell, Henderson. N. ¢ O'Neill, Pa rillman 
Comstock Herbert Outhwaite, lownsend 
Cor r Hermann Owens, Ohio Tracey, 
Cont Hill Payne Tucker 
Cothrar Hitt, Paynter Turner, Ga 
Covert Holman, Payson Turner, Kans. 
Cowles Hooker, Peel Turner, N. Y. 
Craig, Hopk ns Penington Vandever, 
Crain Houk Perry Van Schaick 
Crisp Kelley Peters Vaux, 
Cullbe lex Kennedy Phelan Venable, 
Cu'bertson, l’a Kerr, lowa Pierce, Vaddill, 
Cummings Kerr, Pa Post Wade, 
Dal: ell Ketcham Price nae. Mo 
Dargan Kilgore Pugsley ilker, Mass. 
Darlington ae Quackenbush, Walle, Mass, 
Dav ! Laidlaw Raines, Wallace, N. Y. 
De Ha Le u, Randall, w ashington, 
De | Lansing Ray, Watson, 
I t Lawle Reed, lowa Wheeler, Mich. 
1) ! Laws Reilly Whiting, 
! Lee Keyburi Whitthorne, 
Lester, Ga Richardson Wickham, 
Lester, Va Rife Wiley, 
Du Lewis Robertson Wilkinson, 
iu Lind, Rock well, Willeox, 
} Lodge Rogers Williams, Iil, 
El Magnet Rowell Williams, Ohio 
Kl Maish Rowland, Wilson, Ky. 
Mansur, Rusk Wiison,Mo 
Martin, Ind Sanford Wilson, Wash. 
Martin, Tex Sawyer Wilson, W. Va. 
0 Mason Savers, Wright. 
McAdoo, Seranton, Yardley. 
the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 
‘ir. STRUBLE, I voted inadvertently, and desire to withdraw ay 
vot I am paired with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] 


were here, I should vote ‘‘ no.’ 
(be following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, with Mr. BAKER, on this vote. 
he result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
Vir. MORRILL. I move a call of the House. 


fhe motion was agreed to. 


Che Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named mem- 


ers failed to answer 


bott, 
\dame 
A\lderso 


Allen, Miss 


Anderson, Kans, 


Andrew, 


Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa 


Atkinson, W. Va. 


Baker, 
Bankhead 
Banks 

j arnes 
Bartine 
Barwig 
Bayne 
Beckwith 
Belden 
Bergen, 
Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boatner 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Breckinridge, A 


Breckinridge, Ky 


Brewer, 
Brickner, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
trown, J.B 
Browne, T. M 
Browne, Va. 


Brunner, 


Buchanan, N.J, 


Buchanan, Va. 
Buckalew 
Bullock 

Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum 
Caldwell. 
Campbel! 


Candler, Ga 
andler, Mass 
annon 
iritor 
arter 
eruth 
iswell 


atchings, 
heatham 
bipman 
lancy, 
larke, Ala. 
ark, Wis. 
lements, 
unie, 
‘obb, 
ogswell, 
omstock, 
onger 


di fi fi fim fn a fe Mi fi i, fi i a fi ti i fe fie fe 


Crain 
Crisp, 
‘ 
{ 


ulberson, Tex, 


‘ulbertson, Pa 
Cummings, 
Dalzell, 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
Davidson, 
De Haven 
De Lano, 
Dibble 
Dickerson 
Dockery, 
Dorsev 
Dunnell, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds 
Elliott 

Ellis 

hvans 
Ewart 
Farquhar 
Featherston, 
Fit h, 
Fithian 
Flick 

Flood 
Flower, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Frank, 
Funston, 
Gear, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gest, 


Gibson 
Gifford, 
Goodnight 
Greenhalge 
Grimes, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 

Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Hare, 
Ilarmer, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, Ill 


Henderson, lowa 
Henderson, N.C. 


Herbert, 
Hermann 
Hitt, 
Holman, 
Ilooker 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, lowa 
Kerr, Pa. 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Kinsey, 
Laidlaw, 
Lanham, 
Lansing, 


JULY 18, 


Lawler Mutchler Rowell Tillman, 
Laws, Niedringhaus, Rowland, Townsend, Pa, 
Lee, Norton, Rusk, lbracey, 
Lester,Ga Nute, Sanford Tucker, 
Lester, Va, Oates, Sawyer furner,G 
Lewis O'Donnell, Sayers, Durner, haus 
Lind, O'rerra Scranton, Vandever 
Lodge O'Neal), Ind Seull, Van Schaick 
Magner O' Ne Muss Seney, Vaux 

Maish, O'Neill, Pa, Sherman, Venable 
Mansur, Outh waite, Shively Waddil 
Martin, Ind Pay ie, Simonds, Wade, 

Martin, Tex. Pay nter, Skinner Walker, Mass 
Mason, Payson Smith, W. Va, Waiker, Mo 
McAdoo Peel, Smyrer, Wallace, Mass, 
McCarthy, Penington, Snider Wallace, N. Y. 





MeClammy Perry, Spinola Washington, 
McComas Peters, Spooner, Watson, 
VieCord, Phelan, Springer, Wheeler, Mich. 
McCormick, Pierce, Stahinecker Whiting, 
McCreary Post Stephenson, Whitthorne, 
McKenna Price, Stewart, Ga, Wickham, 
McMillin, Pugsley, Stewart, Vt W aK 

Miles Quackenbush, Stivers Wilkinson, 

Mi a) Raines Stockbridge, Willcox, 

M . Randall, Stockdale, Williams, Il! 
Moffitt Ray, Stone, Ky. Williams, Ohio 
Montgomery, Reed, lowa Stone, Mo Wilsor - ¥. 
Moore, N. H. teilly, Stump, Wilson; Mo. 
Moore, Tex. Re yburn Sweney, Wi son. Wash. 
Morey, tichardson, Taraney, Wilson, W. Va 
Morgan Rife Taylor, EF. B, Wright 
Morrow, Re bertson Taylor, Ill Yardley. 
Morse, Rockwell Thomas, 

Mudd, Rogers Thomps 


The following-named members appeared during the call, and'their 
names were recorded by the Clerk under the rule: 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, Mr. BouTELLE, Mr. Laws, and 
Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Imove todispense with further proceedings un 
derthe call. It will evidently be impossible to get a quorum here 
to-night. 

Mr. COLEMAN. I object. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have a resolution which I desire to offer 

Mr. LEHLBACH., I insist on my motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the call of the roll, forty-six mem- 
bers have responded, and tour others who have come into the Hall dur- 
ing the call have had their names entered by the Clerk. The call shows 
the presence of only fifty members 

Mr. ENLOF, I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, is not my motion in order? 

The SPEAKER pro fempoi The gentleman from New Jersey [{ Mr. 
LEHLBACH ] was recognized. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I move to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 29 
noes 9, 

Mr. FINLEY. On that I demand the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. It being evident that the gentleman 
from Tennessee does not intend to allow us to transact any business 
to-night, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ENLOE. The ‘‘gentleman from Tennessee ’’ wants to offer 4 

resolution to bring in your absentees and help you to make a quorum 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Is the motion to adjourn pending ? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Michigan rises ta 
a parliamentary inquiry and will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Provided the demand for a quorum was now 
withdrawn might we not be allowed to pass the forty-odd bills which 
have already passed their third reading and are now on the Calendai 
as unfinished business? Would it be in order to ask unanimous con 
sent to proceed to pass those bills? They have been through the com- 
mittee and reported to the House—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would be in order 
tomake the request. 

Mr. ENLOE. It is not necessary to make it until a quorum is pres- 
ent. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. And their passage, the gentleman from Mich- 
igan might add, has been defeated for two or three weeks past by simi- 
lar proceedings to that now in progress. 

Mr. MORRILL, The call of the House shows the absence of a quo- 
rum. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There are in the neighborhood of forty bills, Mr. 
Speaker, which have passed the committee, reported favorably to the 
House, and have passed their third reading. I ask that unanimous 
consent be given for their passage to-night, as this is perhaps the last 
pension night we may have during the session, foraught I know. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Do I understand the gentle- 
man from Michigan to say that this is the last pension night we will 
have ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I say it may be for aught I know. I can only 
Ido not know how soon we may 


judge by our experience in the past. 
adjourn. 
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. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Can the gentleman give us Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 

: any assurance on that point? Are we going to adjourn soon? with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 3865) to create the corps 
Mr. CUTCHEON. We have frequently adjourned in July or Au- | of chaplains in the Army, and to detine their duties, accompanied by 

z gust. | 4 report No. 2761 to the Committee of the W} lou 1 the state 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Will the gentleman give us any as- | of the Union. 

surance of the likelihood of an early adjournment? Does he think, | Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, from the Committee on In LP 
‘ on that account, this is to be the last pension night? For if he can | sions, reported with amendment the bill of the Hous 
x give such an assurance there will be no difficulty, I am satisfied, in se- | granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Catherine Edmands m- 
4 curing compliance with his request. I can assure him we can arrange | panied by a report (No.2762)—to the Committee of the Whole IH« 

to have it granted. Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, the call of the House has disclosed | vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10215) to place the name otf Hett 
the fact that a quorum is not present. I make the point of order that | McConnell on the pension-roll, accompanied by a report (No. 2765 )—to 
it is not possible for the House to transact any business whatever un- | the Committee of the Whole House 
til a quorum is present. Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported favora 

y The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is well taken bly the bill of the Senate (S. 1904) to provide for ra lroad crossings in 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I now renew my motion that the House | the Indian Territory, accompanied bya report (No. 2764)—to the Ilonse 
adjourn. Calendar. 

Che motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 8 o’clock and 35| Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. ; with amendment the billof the House (H.R. 9692) granting a rerating 

a Saee of pension to John A. Johnson, accompanied by a report (No. 2765)—to 
EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. fe ee er en 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was | 
taken ‘rom the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: PRIVATE BILLS, ET 
APPOINTMENTS AT LARGE TO UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY. Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills of the following titles 

Communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting petitions | were presented and referred as indicated below 
from officers of the United States Army, praying that the number of By Mr. BANKS: A bill (H. R. 11450) for the relief of W im R 
appointments at large to the United States Military Academy be in- | boag—to the Committee on Military Affairs 
creased to twenty, and that such appointments be restricted to the Also, a bill (H. R. 11451) granting a pension to Matthew | ‘—to 
sons of officers and soldiers and the lineal descendants of officers of the | the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
volunteer forces of the late war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. Also, a bill (H. R. 11452) for the relief of Frederick P. Ripley—to 

conniinsinsitin the Committee on Military Affairs. 
RESOLUTIONS. by Mr. Fl NSTON A bill (H. R. 11453 for the relief of Mathias 
hk. Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- | By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 11454) increasing pension of Erastus 
duced and referred as follows: 1D. Buller, of Togus, Me.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. RUSSELL: By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H.R.11455) for the relief of John T. Brown 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senale concurring), That of the sixt to the Committee on War Claims 
at ' ] => : , > J it B Ss i i Se rice % i si 4 year end . ‘ s.r 1 , | ’ y ' 

Me Fane 80. 1800; there be printed oe conlen: of whith ies ant. | By Mr. KINSEY: A bill (H.R. 11456) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza 
for the use of the Senate, for the House of Representatives, and 25,000 for | beth P. Newhouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
the United States Civil Service Commission ; By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. k. 11457) to increase the pension of 
to the Committee on Printing. Mary Y. Dewees—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
) ———— By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R.11458) for the re 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. lief of the personal representative: William MeSherry, deceased— 

(Inder clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered to | *° Me Committee on Wy ar Claims, 
the Clerk and disposed of as follows: — 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with | PETITIO TY 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to ar 
Mary L. Nash, accompanied by a report (No. 2751)—to the Committee Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pape 
of the Whole House. were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as foil . 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- hy Mr. BLISS: Petition of W. Wooly and 20 others, citizens of Gra 
ibly the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to | tiot County, Michigan, for the p of House bill 283—to the Com 
the Committee of the Whole House: mittee on Agriculture. 

4 bill (H. R. 10707) restoring Bertha White, late Bertha Pool, to Also, petition of A. D. Hoffman and 80 othe of the sam 
the pension rolls. (Report No. 2752. ) | place, for the passage of the ime m ire—to the Committee on A oT 

% A bill (H. R. 10682) granting a pension to Jerusha P. Harding. | culture. 
(Report No. 2753.) By Mr. JASON B. BROWN: Petition of cit 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. reported fa- | Indiana, for the passage of House bill 8643—to the Cor 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 9391) granting an increase of pen- | ricult 


mide 


sion to John Moran, accompanied by a report (No. 2754)—to the Com- By Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia: Petition of N. G. Ellenburg and 24 


OE dine eh 


mittee of the Whole House. others, of Pickens, County, Georgia, for the passage of 110u is 
Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- | to the Committee on Agriculture, 
vorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Com- {lso, petition of same persons, for passage of House bill 864% 
mittee of the Whole House: Committee on Agriculture. 
A bill (H. R. 5517) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Young. Re- Also, petition of same persons, for passage of Hous ll i—to t 
port No. 2755. ) Committee on Agriculture. 
A bill (S. 2971) granting a pension to Caroline Huddell White. Re- Also, petition of W. J. Hyde ( t 
port No. 2756. ) Georgia, for passage of House bill 25—to t Committe 
Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- | ure. 
’ vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 4179) granting a pension to Nancy Also, petition of same persons for pas ot He 1 8648 


J. Dorlos, accompanied by a report (No. 2757)—to the Committee of | Committee on Agriculture 
the Whole House. Also, petition of W. I. Knox and 15 others, citizens of ¢ 
Mr. GOODNIGHT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- | County, Georgia, for passage of House bill 2 to the ( 


ah )< 
’ ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 7189) granting a | Agriculture. 
: pension to James H. Orr, accompanied by a report (No. 2758)—to the Also, petition of same persons for passage of Ifou L AG4 
Committee of the Whole House. Committee on Agriculture 
Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably the Also, petition of A. J. Green and 15% others tizens of Chero 
bill of the House (H. R. 1150) for the relief of Andrew Schneider, ac- | County, Georgia, for passage of House bill 285—to the Committee « 
companied by a report (No. 2759)—to the Committee of the Whole | Agriculture. 
House. Also, petition of same persons for passage of House bill 8648—to th 
Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, | Committee on Agricult 
reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 201) to provide for| By Mr. CRISP: Two petitions of citizens of Wilcox County, (Georgia 
a site for a public building at New Orleans, La., accompanied by a re- | (signed by C. J. Pope and 12 others), for passage of House bills 9648 


port (No. 2760)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state | and 283—to the Committee on Agriculture 
of the Union. Also, petition of Alex. Morrison and 21 others, citizens of Montgor 
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ery, Ga., for passage of House bill 283—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of J. Mixon and 21 others, citizens of Wilcox County, 
Georgia, for passage of House bill 8648—to the Committee on Agri- 
cuiture. 

By Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania: Twelve petitions, signed 
by 291 citizens of Erie, Pa., in favor of House bill 8648, to prevent food 
adulteration—to the Committee on Agriculture 

Also, fourteen petitions, signed by 500 citizens of Erie and Craw ford 
Counties, Pennsylvania, in favor of House bill 283 to prevent lard adul- 
teration—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of S. H. Watkins and 20 others, citizens of 
Jefferson County, Iowa, praying Congress to enact a law prohibiting 
the transportation of liquors into a State in violation of the laws of such 
State—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of J. W. Dorris and 31 others, citizens 
of Erath County, Texas, for passage of House bill 283—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MCCOMAS: Petition of Grafton F. Smith, administrator of 
estate of David Smith, deceased, late of Washington County, Mary- 
land, for reference of claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Elizabeth E. Tyson for reference of claim to 
War Claims Committee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOREY: Resolution of Wetzel Compton Post, Grand Army 
of the Repubiic, Hamilton, Ohio, favoring a soldier for member of 
Board of Managers of Soldiers’ Home rice Colonel Harris, deceased—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: Memorial of John Obermeyer and others, citizens 
of Boston, protesting against legislation by Congress compelling rail- 
roads to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Com- 
merce 

Also, memorial of Shaw & Rice and citizens of Brockton, Mass., for 
same legislation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PERRY: Memorial of business men, citizens of Columbia, 
8. C., protesting against legislation by Congress compelling raWroads 
to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RAINES: Petition of the Women’s Christian Union of Farm- 
ington, Ontario County, New York, for passage of House bill 5987—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of F. N. Drake and others, for perpetuation of the na- 
tional-banking system—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolution from Mount Hope Farmers’ Alliance, 
Sac County, lowa, urging passage of the Conger lard bill, H. R. 283— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions from Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1263, Calhoun County, 
Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petition of citizens of Trumbull County, 
Ohio, against the use of the mails for indecent literature—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, July 19, 1890. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 
NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Mr. CULLOM called the Senate to order and said: The Secretary 
will read a communication from the President pro tempore of the Sen- 
ate. 

The Secretary (Mr. ANSON G. McCook) read as follows: 

Unirep Sratres SENATE, Washington, D. C., July 19, 1890. 


I name the Senator from Illinois, Mr. CULLoM, to perform the duties of the 
Chair to-day. 


JOHN J. INGALLS, 
President pro tempore. 
Thereupon Mr, CuLLom took the chair as Presiding Officer for to- 
day. 
THE JOURNAL. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CORRECTION. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of 
having a mistake corrected in the Recorp, which occurred some time 
since. 

On page 7069 of the Recorp of the preceedings of June 26, where I 
offered an amendment to the bill pending at the time for the admis- 
sion of Wyoming, in the first part of the print the amendment reads as 
follows : 


That the inhabitants of all that part of the area of the United States now con- 
stituting the Territories of Arizona, Idaho, New Mexico, and Wyoming, as at 
present described, may become the States of Arizona, Idaho, and Wyoming, re- 
spectively, as hereinatter provided. 


The words ‘‘ New Mexico’’ were leit out, and I move that they be 


inserted, as the amendment would be senseless without the words go- 
ing in. I presume there will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLom). The Reporter will take 
a note of it, and the words will be inserted, unless objection is heard. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a communica- 
iion from the Secvetary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of July 14, 1890, a report of Special Agents O. L. Spauld- 
ing, 8. M. Montgomery, and W. 8. Chance, who were instructed to in- 
vestigate the manner in which sugars are classified at the port of New 
York; also a report of Professor H. W. Wiley, the chemist whose serv- 
ices were called in requisition; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was, on motion of Mr. Hoan, referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of the common council of She- 
boygan, Wis., praying that an increased appropriation be made by the 
Government for improving the harbor at that place; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. CASEY presented a petition of the Scandinavian Temperance 
Association of North Dakota, praying for the passage of such legisla- 
tion as will protect that State from the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
so-called ‘‘ original packages;’’ which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the Maritime Exchange of 
Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against the passage of House bill 595, 
granting the use of North Pier, Buffalo Harbor, toa private party; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Select Committee on the President’s Message 
transmitting the Report of the Pacific Railway Commission, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4175) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to settle the indebtedness to the Government of the Sioux City 
and Pacific Railroad Company, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4239) to provide for the sale of the 
old custom-house building in the city of Erie, Pa., reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1808) for the relief of William W. Webb, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (S. 4247) granting the consent of the 
United States to the transfer ot certain lands in North Dakota to the 
use of the Grand Army of the Republic; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (8, 4248) for the relief of W. T. 
Scott and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims, 

BRIDGE AT WAPELLO, IOWA. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8296) to allow the erection of 
bridges across the lowa River at Wapello, lowa, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

To amend the same by adding to section 2 the following: “or the owners of 
said bridge; and that asso amended the bill do pass; and that the House recede 
from its disagreement to Senate amendment. 

8, M. CULLOM, 

J. N. DOLPH, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 

J. H.SWENEY, 

JOHN LIND, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WASHBURN in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the report. 
The report was concurred in, 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. MCPHERSON, it was 


Ordered, That Matthew W. Berryman have leave to withdraw his papers from 
the files of the Senate, under the rules of the Senate. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. ¢ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLom). Is there farther morn- 
ing business? If there be none, that order is closed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, 
and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, I ask the Senator from Iowa to yield to me fora 
moment. 
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Mr. ALLISON. For what purpose? The amendment was agreed to 
Mr. CAMERON. For the purpose of calling up Senate bill 2738, Che next endment w 3, OD J 7 ter the 
which I do not think will take any time SSA) trike out “six hun ' t ‘‘eig 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill which the Sena- | dr so as to read 
tor {rom Pennsylvania desires to have considered will be stated, ait« 
which the Chair will ask if there is objection. For the co u 
The CH1eF CLERK. A bill (S. 2738) for the erection of a public | 1 
building at Wilkes-Barre, Pa. Mr. COCKRELL. I wish the Senator in charge of t \ 1 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present Con- | sive some explanation to tl why this increase of $150,000 
sideration of this bill ? ee iade. I believe last year wea riated for this purpose $400 
Mr. ALLISON. 1 will not object to the consideration of the bill, | and now this is i a alias Mile t § 
but I shal! be compelled to object hereafter in any other case £300,000 
Mr. DAWES. Then I shall have to object. Mr. ALLISO? rhe beast MI : ' 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the appropri- ilding some five or six great military posts, one at Chica 
¥ ation bill will be proceeded with. ; Chicago, one at Denver, one at Augusta, Ga., o1 1 na 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- two others not now in my mind, the estimates tor this purpose amou 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for sundry civil | ing to $1,314,276. Ona full examination of the whole subject it was 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, | thought that $800,000 wou e necessary to carry on the construction 
and i wr other purposes. Lhese } ISLS, Lh pe the Senator from Misso iri Willi See LOAL We have 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereading of the bill will beresumed. | ent very largely within the estimate and that the sum proposed will 
The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bil! at the top of page 64. | be only sufficient to go on with the building of the posts already under 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in th seal panel tinees : 
appropriations for ‘‘Springfield arsenal, Springfield, Mass.,’’ on page Mr. PLUMB. I will savy {urtl ak 16 tn manner’ tn emda taal 
64, after line 4, to insert: | tl ‘overnment may have the use of the money already expended 
To commence the erection of a fire-proof building for machine-shop, finish- | that a certain amount of construction should be done during the com 
rad Sch meonid tans a, bone $100,000. a Se, rents ee ee See . 2 -_ ee poe - be ” postponed ont 
The amendment was agreed to. | & PAteE PeTIO®, SHE the TesUls WHICH Was anticipated When the concen 


| tration of the military forces of the United States began by the aban- 


The next amendment was, on page 65,line 1, after the word ‘‘arsenal,”’ | a0..ine of small posts and bringing 


to strike out ‘‘including new tools and appliances;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: ‘ 4 re ed. The appropriation for military transportation this yea 
Testing-machine, Watertown Arsenal: For labor and material in caring for, | ¢1() 990 less than it was last vear. and the committee t ight ti 
reserving, and operating the United States testing-machine at Watertown | * : ; - = = ee a ae 
ieuonel $10,000 n t have made it somewhat less still, but they did not because they 


ther the troops at the more 


i central ones, in the sha 


The amendment was agreed to. ; = ae . - oe process of consolidation to go on a little 
The next amendment was, on page 65, in the appropriation for re ea ee a a eee nap. 
‘* Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y.,’’ in line 20, after the word = ee dou y an ryear the ( rnment w e able to save 
‘*roads,’’ to insert *‘ within the arsenal grounds;’’ and after the word — 8 = U, Of . 1 the transportation of troops by the economy prough 
** srounds,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fourteen thousand seven hundred’? andin- | “” = 7 : a " ae ee u _ cam DO ERere Cone niently shel- 
sert ‘‘ five thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: a 5 cae re a “4 y ie : . enae a _ great service, becaus 
tne are no in < ) ti » be instructe A ich rete re. whe! 








For macadamized roads within the arsenal grounds, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. | The PRESIDING OFFIC] The anéetion in on the amend ‘ 
The next amendment was, on page 65, line 23, to reduce the total | po.o:ted ie q I mendmen 
y amount of the appropriations for Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., rhe amendment was acreed 
from $41,127 to $31,427. The reading of the bi S resumed 
The amendment was agreed to. Coasmitios on ' ' 
The next amendment was, on page 66, in the appropriations for 
‘hnildings and grounds in and around Washington,”’ in line 18, aft wronriation shall be let in sections. after advertisement. to the low 
the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert: TR RSE EE ie: ie 


e bidder or bidde there and be executed under the su- 





; scattered, they were 1 


by the Committee on Appropriation 





And the officer in charge of public buildings and grounds may authorize t! n and insnpectior ‘ eer officer of the Army d in- 
temporary use of such portion of the Monument grounds or grounds south « ar . ; . . : tO I » nd in 
the Executive Mansion or other reservations, in the District of Columbia, fora eI aS al ur at e expel inder the direction of the pecre- 
children's play-ground, under regulations to be prescribed by him; War, ntr 





. t tot Grove! »as to make the clause read 
So as to make the clause read: is to m clau 


For care and improvement of Monument grounds, $5,000; and the officer in ent of f Ye ‘ N P 
charge of public buildings and grounds may authorize the temporary use of such | ! er Geyser basin t : ’ 
portion of the Monument grounds or grounds south of the Executive Mansion | ‘ , : = ; , . is Bua ac 
or other reservations, in the District of Columbia, for a children’s play-ground, | © Cane t to i tersect the road 
under regulations to be prescribed by him. 2ot Spring the <sibbon ¢ m ron 
2 . ving and mainta y t ‘ road m Lower Bas and Firehole 
Mr. ALLISON. In line 19, I move to strike out ‘‘such”’ and in of the ¥ t : f ridges gene 


sert ‘‘a;’’ so as to read: broughout the park, and king ( ext 8 to « hg 
May authorize the temporary use of a portion, etc. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. | advantageous to the Gove 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. } 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Signal Servi 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 68, after line 6, to insert: | page 73, after the words ‘‘ report of,’’ tostrike ot 
4 For repair and improvement of the Congressional Cemetery, including paint- 
ing cenotaphs therein, to be expended under the direction of, and on vouchers | tg strike out “‘fourteen’’ and insert ‘* twenty so as to make the 
to be approved by, the officer in charge of public buildings and grounds in th« ’ 7 
District of Columbia, $500. clause read: 


The amendment was agreed to. For & 
The next amendment was, on page 69, line 2, before the word | ‘ ection With the ciservation and report of storms, 
‘*thereof,’’ to insert ‘* much;’’ so as to read: ri 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the | was resumed and cont 


sert ‘‘storms:’’ and in the sam i belore the word °° the 


For portrait, and frame of same, of Grover Cleveland, ex-President of the 

United States, $2,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary. e 79, appropriating $10,000 for ‘* headstones for 
9, : priating $1 f head nes fo 

The amendment was agreed to. Mr. TURPIE. Would it be in order now to offe 
ane next amendment was, on page 69, in the appropriations for | the clause ‘‘ headstones for gr 

lighting the Executive Mansion and public grounds,”’ after line 22 The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule generally observed is that 
to insert: ‘ 

For introducing electric lamps and wires into the Executive Mans 
connecting the same by underground cable with the source of el! 


f electri Ir PII It see to offer amendments dur- 
$7,700; and the sum appropriated for the purchase of gas may be applied Lo the a hese Soa : 
purchase of gas or electric light. i ' 


% 


amendments of the Committee on Appropr yns shall first be dis- 


mand pos d of 


: Az. aT 1 TSe)% r ‘ ‘ Ty ¢ ill alla: he com 
The amendment was agreed to. a an pee “pana erage mace eget Pape 
r ~ . mittee ents t t dered, he can then offer his amend 
The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 15, to insert , sataieaaia ae Se nee 
Underground cable for telegraph wires: For replacing the overhead system | yy. oe 7 . . 14} — , 

of wires under the control of the War Department, in the District of ¢ olumbia, | Mr. COC] . ; she only question would be whether the Sena 

with duplicate six-conductor underground cable, $18,465, tor irom Indiana w es toamend an amendment of the comn 
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If he wants to amend an amendment, he should offer his amendment 
now. 


Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. TURPIE, Ido not wish to offer an amendment to an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then it will be in order after the committee 
amendments are disposed of 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 80, line 3, after the word 
**Congress,’’ tostrike out ‘‘or of the War Department; ’’ soas to read: 


Repairing roadways to national cemeteries: For repairs to roadways to na- 


tional cemeteries which have been constructed by special authority of Congress, 
$15,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 80, line 5, after the subhead 
** Burial of indigent soldiers,’’ to strike out the following words: 


That the appropriation made by the sundry civil appropriation acts approved 
October 2, 158s, and March 2, 1889, for expenses of burying in the Arlington Na- 
tional Cemetery, or in the cemeteriesin the District of Columbia, indigent ex- 


| 


Mr. COCKRELL, Then instead of reappropriating this $2,000 here- 
tofore appropriated and getting up a lump sum there, just say that any 
expenditures out of these appropriations for that purpose are hereby 
approved and ratified. 


Mr. ALLISON. That might be an improvement, but I hope the 


| Senator from Missouri will allow that to be arranged in conference. 
| We can use that phraseology if we find that that in the bill is not suffi- 


Union soldiers who die in the District of Columbia, to be disbursed by the Sec- | 
retary of War, at a cost not exceeding $5 for such burial expenses in each case, | 


exclusive of cost of grave, be, and the same are hereby, made available alike for 
all survivors ofthe Union Army, Navy, and Marine Corps of 1861 to 1865 dying 
n the District of Columbia in indigent circumstances 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For expenses of burying in the Arlington National Cemetery, or in the cem 
eteries of the District of Columbia; indigent ex-Union soldiers, sailors, and ma- 
rines who die in the District of Columbia, to be disbursed by the Secretary of 
War, at a cost not exceeding $50 for such burial expenses in each case, exclusive 
of cost of grave, $1,000; and the appropriation made by the sundry civil appro 


priation acts approved October 2, 1888, and March 2, 1889, for the expenses of | 


burying indigent ex-Union soldiers, is hereby made available alike for al! sur- 
vivors of the Union Army, Navy, and Marine Corps of 1861 to 1865, dying in the 
District of Columbia in indigent circumstances 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have an explanation of why the 
language used there is stricken out and the amendment inserting words 
is proposed. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is necessary in order to include sailors and 
marines in the general provisions. The Senator will observe that the 
clause as incladed in the bill coming from the House made no appro- 
priation. We repeated it and provided for an appropriation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand, if the Senator will pardon me, 
that the provision as it came from the House says: 


BURIAL OF INDIGENT SOLDIERS, 


ar 


October 2, 1888, and March 2, 1889, for expenses of burying in the Arlington Na- 





cient, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The principle of appropriating undefined and un- 
ascertained balances is vicious, as the Senator well knows. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; but I think this provision had better go in. 
It can not amount to a hundred dollars, all told. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like toask the Senator from Iowa upon what 
theory those of the ex-Union soldiers and sailors who died in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are entitled to be buried at Government expense 
rather than those who are unfortunate enough to die elsewhere. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is an invitation for them to come here and 
die. ° 

Mr. ALLISON. This appropriation was begun some three or four 
years ago at the request of the Grand Army of the Republic here. There 


| are a great many soldiers and ex-soldiers who drift here in one way or 
| another, and meet with disappointments and disasters and finally pass 


away,and they have been cared for hitherto by theircomrades here; and at 
the request of all of the posts of the Grand Army of the Republic, as 
the Senator will remember, some two or three years ago we adopted the 
policy of making a small appropriation to cover these cases. I am 
sure there is no abuse about it, and I think it is a proper thing to do. 

Mr. PLUMB. It could be defended of course upon the theory that 


| Congress is the legislative authority of the District of Columbia and 


therefore under obligation to do those things which in the different 
localities asa matter of charity or otherwise are generally done by 
municipal governments; but to bring it within that theory the appro- 


| priation should be made out of the funds applicable for the expenses 
| of the District, and it ought not to be paid out of the National Treasury. 


tional Ce:metery, or in the cemeteries in the District of Columbia, indigent ex- 


Union soldiers who die in the District of Columbia, to be disbursed by the Sec 
retary of War, at a cost not exceeding $ for such burial expensesin each case, 
exclusive of cost of grave, be, and the same are hereby, made available alike 
for all survivors of the Union Army, Navy, and Marine Corps of 1851 to 1855, dy- 
ing in the District of Columbia in indigent circumstances 

That is a reappropriation, as I understand 

Mr. ALLISON, Yes, sir. In addition to that we appropriate 
$100,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In addition to that we in this amendment ap- 
propriate that indefinite balance and then appropriate $1,000 more. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, that is all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think that is a proper way todo. Ido 
not think we ought to make a reappropriation of an indefinite sum of 


If it is to be justified upon the theory that these people happen to be 
in the District of Columbia alone, I do not think that is wise. I be- 
lieve that one rule ought to be applied to all alike. While I do not 
object to the Government taking this care of the bodies of those of its 
defenders who die in indigent circumstanees, it does seem to me in the 
present state of things that a very decided discrimination is made against 


; | the very great body of the soldiery who do not come to the District of 
Phat the appropriation made by the sundry-civilappropriation acts approved | * 


| Columbia. Ithink instead of encouraging them to come here, we ought 


to do the other thing if we are to do anything at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it will make a very great difference 
as to the number who come here if they happen to die and have no 
other means of burial except potter’s field or the charity of their com- 
rades of the Grand Army. ! think the Senator had better let it go. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam not objecting to that, but if it is done it ought 
to be done out of the funds applicable to be expended in the locality, 
just as itis done in the Senator’s State. Provision is made in all of 


| the States for the burial of such persons at public expense. That isa 
| common county or municipal charge in all portions of the United States; 
| and if this is to be done here, which I agree to, it ought to be done upon 


that kind, and if a thousand dollars has been too much heretofore this | , — : 
| ter, as it must be, of course—because I am satisfied there was no inten- 


thousand dollars will be enough tocome in without any reappropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I willexplain to the Senator that I believe we have 
used a portion of the prior appropriation for marines and for the Navy, 
and at the Comptroller's Office it has heen decided that under the phrase- 
ology of existing statutes that could not be done; and this is a sort of 
curative act, rather to enable the account to be settled than to reap- 
propriate money. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then itought to state that. I hold in my hand 
the act of October 2, 1888, which says: 

Burial of indigentsoldiers: For expenses of buryingin the Arlington National 
(‘emetery, or in cemeteries in the District of Columbia, indigent ex-Union sol- 
diers who died in the District of Columbia, $1,000. Said sum to be disbursed by 
the Secretary of War, at a cost not exceeding $50 for such burial expenses in 
each case, exclusive of cost of grave 

I do not find that same provision in the act of 1889, though it may 
be there. 


Mr. ALLISON. I think it is there, if the Senator will look. At | 


any rate that is the object of the provision, as I remember. 
Mr. COCKRELL, I have now the act of March 2, 1889, referred to 


here, which I will read. It is as follows 

Burial of indigent soldiers: For expenses of burying in the Arlington National 
Cemetery, or in the cemeteries in the District of Columbia, indigent ex-U nion sol- 
diers who die in the District of Columbia, $1,000. Said sum to be disbursed by 
the Secretary of War, ata cost not exceeding $0 for such burial expenses in each 
case, exclusive of cost of grave. 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see that that is the exact phrase- 
ology of the act of 1888. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The object is to allow the account to be settled 


where marines or sailors have been buried, as I understand has been 
done in one or two instances. 


the theory which obtains elsewhere that it is local. There is no more 
reason why the funds of the United States should be used for the burial 
here than there ia in the State of lowaorin Kansas. Itisa local mat- 


tion to discriminate in the minds of the committee—it ought to be paid 
out of the funds applicable to the expenses of the District of Columbia, 
and it ought hereafter to go into the District appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. There may be great force in the suggestion of the 
Senator, but he will bear in mind that these soldiers are buried at the 
Ariington Cemetery. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not alone there; because it states ‘‘or in cemetersie 
of the District of Columbia.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘They are usually buried in the Arlington Ceme- 
tery. We place this expenditure in charge of the Secretary of War. 
I will join the Senator next year in remedying this, if it shall seem to 
be necessary, if he will allow this amendment to stand. 

Mr. PLUMB. I merely wanted to call attention to it as an unnec- 
essary discrimination. 

Mr. GORMAN. I want to enter my dissent to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. This appropriation, small and 
insignificant as it is in amount, has no more to do with the expendi- 
tures of the people of the District of Columbia than the payment of 
the public debt. These soldiers are brought to Washington. They 


| are not residents of this city; they were not enlisted here, but they 


are brought here under the operations of the various pension laws, 


| which induce them to believe that they are to receive speedily pensions 


provided for in various general acts, and, as the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions has more than once said, they wait and wait and wait for action 
and finally drift down to Washington and remain here. 

As the Commissioner of Pensions says, a great many of them have 
done that until they die, still waiting for their pensions. There is no 
reason upon the face of the earth why the charge for their burial—and 
they ought to be properly buried in these cemeteries—should be made 
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a tax upon the tax-payers of the District of Columbia. It is a matter 
that has grown out of the operations of laws for which my friend from | 
Kansas is as much responsible as any of us, and I trust that he will 
upon reflection withdraw the statement that hereafter he will attempt 
to impose upon these people, who now pay one-half of all the taxes for 
the government of the District, thisadditional burden. Though small 
as it is, it is one that belongs to the nation, and not to the people of 
the District. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. There is only this to be said about it: If it is an ob- | 
ligation resting on the Government it is equally so in favor of those 
who die elsewhere. I do not say the obligation is not broad enough 
to include every one of this class of people who dies in any part of the 
country or of the world; but what I call attention to is the discrimi- 
nation which is made in favor of those who happen to die in tins Dis- 
trict. It must rest upon one of two theories—either that the Govern- 
ment is here performing that duty which is performed by municipal 
governments elsewhere as to persons who die in indigent circumstances 
in their midst, or there is a general obligation attached to these people 
by reason of their very meritorious military services. If the latter, 
then of course this appropriation ought to be made large enough to 
cover the expense and to relieve the different municipalities through- 
out the country of the expense of burial and put that charge upon the 
Treasury. If it be upon the former theory, this expenditure ought to 
be borne by the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questica is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


Committee on Appropriations was, on page 81, line 13, before the word | 
‘*thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘seventeen’’ and insert ‘‘ten;*’ so as to 
read: 


National cemetery at Hampton, Va.: For the purchase of 8 acres of land other | 
than land belonging to the Hampton Normaland Agricultural Institute adjoin- 
ing or as near as practicable to the national cemetery at Hampton, Va., required 
for enlargement of the same, $10,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am obliged to be absent from the Senate for the 
remainder of the day on committee duiy, and for that reason I should 
like the Senator in charge of the bill to permit me to have the Senate 
return to page 4, that 1 may correct an error in the amendment in 
gard to the Milwankee public building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will besoordered, unless o} 
be made. 

Mr. SPOONER. At the end of line 20, on page 4, before the word 
‘‘eourt,’’ I move to strike out ‘‘ district’’ and insert ‘‘ cireuit,’’ as the 
proceedings were pending in the circuit court instead of the district 
court. . 

Mr. GORMAN. Where is that? 

The SEcRETARY. At the end of line 20, before the word ‘‘ court,’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘district’’ and insert ‘‘circuit;’’ so as to 
read : 

For post-oflice, court-house, and custom-house at Milwaukee, Wis: The Sec- 


retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and empowered to pay into the 
United States circuit court for the eastern district of Wisconsin, etc. 


Mr. SPOONER. The proceedings are pending in the circuit court, 
instead of the district court. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move, inthesame amendment of the Committ: 
on Appropriations, on page 5, line 4, after the word ‘‘ pay,’’ to insert 
the words ‘‘all of.’’ I do not want the amendment so that the Secre- 
tary would understand that he was precluded from depositing the 
money to pay Crampton. 

Mr. PLUMB. What amendment is that ? 

Mr. SPOONER. On page 5. 

Mr. PLUMB. How did we get back to page 5? 

Mr. SPOONER. I asked unanimous consent, which was granted. 
It makes no difference in the appropriation. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. In the same amendment, on page 5, at the end of 
line 5, I move to strike out the words ‘‘have been accepted ’’ and in- 
sert the words ‘‘are acquiesced in.’’ The legal effect is the same. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be reported. 

The Secretary. In line 5, page 5, after the name ‘‘ Crampton,’ 
it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘have been accepted’ and in- 
sert the words ‘‘ are acquiesced in.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. In line 6, in the same clause, I move to strike out 
from the word ‘‘remained’’ the letters ‘‘ed;’’ so that it will read 
**remain.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. In line 10 of the same clause, before the word 
‘‘court,’’ I move to strike out ‘‘district’’ and insert ‘“‘cireuit:’’ and 
in line 13, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out the word ‘‘ that.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SkcRETARY. In line 10, before the word ‘court,’ it is moved | 
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to strike out ‘‘ district ’’ and insert ‘‘ circuit,’’ and in line 13, after the 
word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out the word ‘‘ that;’’ so as to read 

: t 

If hereafter the amount awarded said ampton { trial in t said 
United States cireuit court, on appeal from th war ssioners, shall 
be so increased as that the cost of the entire site sha Vv » ex 
ceed the sum of $400,000, the obligors w ay aid said 
award as shall keep the total cost of said site, w ie 
same, within the limit fixed by said chapter 


The amendment was agreed to. 


~ 

















Che reading of the bill was resumed at page 81, line 14. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 83, line 21, after the word ‘‘ dollar » insert ind in eases of 
commutation the money shall be paid directly to t iidier, sailor, or 
marine, and no fee or compensation shall be allowed or paid to any 
agent or attorney;’’ so as to make the clause read 

A ‘ nbs I< furnishing artifi ‘ mbs and appar 8, or c« ta 

nd me SSal ansporta t sbursed u the d 
of t Ss ir f War 000; and Ses ‘ ation t ney all 
be | tls » the sa r a and fee or I satior 
sha allowed or paid to any agent ‘ ey 

Mr. COCKRELL There is a litt history ymnnected with that 
amendment which I am not certain that th ommittee have before 
them to present to the Senate, and I think it is only a itter of tice 
to the Surveon-General of the Army, who has had charge of th NSi- 
ness, that the statement should be made 

Heretofore according to the almost universal custom in the Executive 
Departments of the Government the fact that an of ney was due 
to a soldier, or acitizen either, has been studious] thheld from such 
person. It has been the policy for an indefinite period in the past for 
the Government to withhold from any of its credit t wt of it 
debtedness tothem, and never to adjudicate aclaim unless it pecif- 
ically presented to the Department, even in the case of a soldier where 
he would present a claim for one item, they would adjudicate that par- 

| ticular claim, and at the same time when they were examining t 
rd which developed the tact that other sums were dus m O1 el 
ar they would notadju ite t * other sur but leave them 
a specific applicat 

lo no other one 1D in | mited tl ! ver of 
cilaima ts who aret t It i thet! ion 
stone, the creative power of bi g ( lreds un- 
dreds of claim agents. In many instance th i out that t 
sums are due. They find it« 1 80 cler et 
he makes anything or not by gi e in iti ( t know; 
but they very frequently find t uv i certain per ind 
will write to him and tell him it there is a certain amount due, and 
if he will « ! them t will ect fora \ u 

I remember very distinct the case of a captain in tl I on Army 
residing at St. Jose] M vho wa 1 Sst ’ claim agent 1 
this city who advised him that there 3 a ‘ sum, somethir 
over $300, due him, and if he would employ m, and give him, I be 
lieve it was 25 per cent. of it, he would colle { m Chis cap- 
tain happened to be alawyer himself, and he thougl.t he was competent 
to collect any due that might be « i rtohim ym t United States 
So he made application tothe Second Auditor tor payment of tl sum 
The Second Auditor sent him a blank form of application He filled 
that out id returned it to the Second Auditor. 1 5 1 Auditor 
kept it there, overwhelmed with business, for probably six months or 
more, and then replied to him after he had written once or twice, that 
it would be taken up in due course of time. \iter a great any com- 
plaints this lawyer wrote me in regard the matter, and I applied, and 
alter some time I had it adjudicated 

This lawyer wrote to me that it was most wonderfully remarkable 


that a claim 
to him the e: 
ernment, and yet it took the proper Department of the Government 
here a year and a half to ascertain the fact and pay it. 


ent in the city of Washington could ertain and write 
tsum that was due him upon the records of tl 


ne ts:ov- 





In the Surgeon-General’s Office all these claims are adjudicated. 
Not long since these sums began to accumulate, and the pe n Or 


claim agents here found it out, and they began to get the names of the 
£ 
parties who were entitled to the benefit of this provision, and they 


would send them circulars and solicit that they should employ tl! 


i lem 
to collect these sums. fhe present Surgeon-General ascertained that 
fact, and repudiated the whole thing. 

I hold in my hand some papers which I think it is only due to h 
should be read tothe Senate and made knowntothecountry. In othe: 
words, he reversed this condemaable and censura! wlicy of the Gov- 

| ernment in concealing the fact that a certainam t ! claimant, 
and introduced the only true, honest oper syste if hunting up the 
claimant and paving him as soon as the amount became due to him 

There was 1 ery considerable ntrove y between t claim agent 
and the Surgeon-(Cet 

Three firms of Was! 

I read from a mi indum ¥ has been furnished me regard 
to this transactior 

Three firms of W ‘ 1 agents made a bus 34 g ! 
per cent. from thes¢ j itions 


That is, they would collect them for 10 per cent. 
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Their method of operating was usually as follows: They sent to the post- 
offic vidresses of pensioners circulars of which the accompanying, marked 
I | read that 
MUTT 1 ’ 
i ] s i c » it lat e Depart- 
e first app ‘ the oO 4 é in W he use of a 
foot or dise ured while in 
the: t ! oft states and line of duty 
Ir \ ti j wo It ‘ i are entitled to this money, and 
if y« snswer é iestions below and retur 
ti t t 
Ne ce need ‘ 1edical examination be required 
JOHN W. MORRIS, 
Al t Law, Washington, D. C. 
; Then follow the bla to be answered, with instructions 
j 
i 
Ran Company Regiment Volunteers. 
Here state 1 ire and Jocation of the disability for which you are pensioned, 
which limb affected and exact condit 1 of that limb, —— 
Wh ind re? elve 
‘ ' ‘ tif N 
‘ i ip yl i sé 
i the Tas a l reje i 
né | sentra gin 
i eceive yn and so, W 1? 
m ther e $50 due him 
\\ & fo is » om gett i wT 
lé r t r 
One of 1 circulars was sent to the Surgeon-General and he re- 
plied to it I now read m the memorandum which has been far- 
nishe mie 
I met peration was inlly as follows: They sent to the post 
‘ idres sion 1 of ‘ ympanyving,marked No. 1, 
‘ ol the necess y onand promise of 10 per 
cent ‘ ita 1 of application used by this office (No. 
t to ! sion to i with a blank form of the same, request- 
1imD the rom the for rand return both. The claim agent having 
eceive both k, sent the op nade by the pensioner to this office and col- 
‘ : j t A av ibly acted on 
Here is the blank form of application that the Department issued: 
For ‘ ipl atic for ar rtificial } », or for commutation for the same, to 
forwarded to the Surge General, Washington, D. C. 
I , 8olemmnliyv declare that | was a in Company —-., 
Regiment that I lost } reason of a - received at —— 
ono yout t day « . and that Ireceive a pension of $ - per 
mont certificat No wh 1 is paid to n by the pension agent at 
P And! va f 
Claimant's s gnalure 
Pos addr < nt State a 
Ss totinjury 
Present concditior —--- 
Length of stump Answer, - inches below the —— 
Which limb, right or left? — 
: 
No attorney or affidavit necessary 
: The following certificate is to be signed by the pension agent who pays the 
- pension of the applicant 
I tify that the above-named ——is now, — 188—,a pensioner 
on the roll of this agency at the rate of $—— per month, and that his post-office 
} address 1s 
Pension Agent at ———. 
The memorandum goes on 
Practically » claim agent advertised the appropriation, and for doing so 
claimed 10 per cent. of it. It was, therefore, decided to advertise the appropri- 
j ition from this office, and to this end a new form of blank application was 
pr Ap} le No, 2 
Now, I will read that: 
: CIRCULAR CONCERNING COMMUTATION FOR THE LOSS OF THE USE OF A LIMB, 
Every officer, or enlisted, or hired man, who has lost a limb, or the use of a 
i limb, by injury or disease, in the military or naval service of the United States, 
: is entitled to receive, once every five years, an artificial limb or apparatus, or 
commutation therefor. The period of five years is reckoned from the filing of 
the first application after June 17, 1870, and no arrears accrue previous to sueh 
filing. The commutation allowed in case of the amputation of a leg is $75; in 
all other cases, Si Commutation can be allowed only in cases of loss of a limb 
or loss of use of a limb—that is, arm or leg—not for other injuries. [The laws 
relating to artificial limbs are the Revised Statutes, sections 4787 to 4791, and act 
of August 15, 1875, chapter 300 
A pensioner who has already received one or more installments of commuta- 
: tion has only to send his name and post-office address to the Surgeon-General 
Ht of the Army about the time the f years have expired, and his claim will be 
th attended to without any expense to him for attorney's fees or affidavits, 
: A pensioner whocons lers h selfentitled to commutation on account ofthe 
‘ loss of the use of a limb, but who has not heretofore filed an application under 
the above laws, should fill in the information required below and then send 
this paper to the Surgeon-General, when his case will be investigated, and he 
be promptly informed as tothe result, without any expense to him for fees 
oranytn ng else 
yw here is the form 
z ! ' 1ddress. - 
, I er? ( pany,-— Regiment, ——. 
' 
: ‘ 1M ate a 
A i » I “ 
Paid at 
haps signature, ———- ——. 
An rade or other friend may fill up this form, but the signature should, 





if possible, t the handwriting of the applicant. When disability, or other 








cause, prevents the applicant from writing his name, the space for the signa- 
ture may be left blank. 

Pensioners who desire copies of this commutation paper may obtain them by 
writing to the Surgeon-General of the Army, Washington, D. C., or, in the ab- 
sence of this paper, a letter sent tothe Surgeon-General, giving the information 
required above, will answer all the purposes of a formal application. 

JOHN MOORE, Surgeon-General, 

WAR DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 

Washington, D.C., N wer 15, 1889. 
and all applications 
I read now from the statement 
1 all applications in the old form were sent back t 
in the wrapper marked No. 3. 
I will read this wrapper No. 3 
WAR DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D, C., ——— —, 1890, 

Respectfully returned to Mr.——— ———,, as the services of an attorney are not 
required in claims of this kind. Certain claim agents have been sending out 
printed slips urging pensioners to make application for commutation, and 
representing that if such an application is successful it will be through the 
earnest efforts of the attorney, to whom 10 per cent. of the money received 
should be paid. Every effort has been made to protect the pensioners from 
these agents. Notice has been given in the newspapers that it is not necessary 
to pay fees to claim agents in such cases, and a genera! order has been issued 
by the commander-in-chief of the G, A. R, advising claimants to write direct 
to this office and so avoid the necessity of paying unnecessary fees, Asa fur- 
ther protection it has now been decided to reject all applications that have 

vidently emanated from the office ofa claim agent. This is one; it has there- 
lune. The application must be made on the forms furnished from this 
use fill out the inclosed blank and return it in the accompanying en- 
nd your case will be attended to promptly and carefully, without the 


1e pensioners inclosed 














} 
l 
f your having to lose part of your money should your claim be found 
By order of the Surgeon-General. 
CH. SMART, 
Surgeon and Acting Medical Storekeeper, United States Army. 


I read again from the statement which has been furnished me: 





The new form of application called only for such items of information as every 
I sioner can readily give. In it the application is reduced to its simplest 
terms and isso hedged in with information asto how the thing isto be done that 


claim agent could not make much use of it. This suppressed the business of 
the firm O. P.G, Ciarke & Co.; J. W. Morris on the contrary increased his busi 
the hope of making as much as possible out of it while it lasted 
I & Co., appealed to the Secretary of War against thé ac 
tion of the Surgeon-General in interfering with the prosecution of an honorab| 
ness and in attempting to deprive the soldier of the right of representatio 
attorney 
‘A letter (copy marked No. 4)— 
Which I will read: 
Copy of a letter sent to J, W. Morris, 614 F street, Washington, D. C., accom- 


panying certain applications for commutation for artificial limbs sent by the 
1istake of pensioners to this office instead of to Mr. Morris. ] 





SuRGEON-GENERAL’'S Orrice, Washington, D, C., December 23, 1889. 

I am directed by the Surgeon-General to transmit to you the accompanying 
papers, purporting to be an application for an artificial limb, or commutation 
therefor, made by Everett White, of Sedalia, Pettis County, Missouri, together 
with an envelope addressed to you, and a letter written on the back of a type- 
written communication from your office. From these papers and other ap 
plications on the same form of blank which have been daily received at this 
office for two or three weeks past it is inferred that you are ignorant of the r« 
cent changes in the form an@ method of procedure called for by the Surgeon- 
General in such cases. The accompanying blank form [the same as is marked 
No. 2 of these papers) is the only one which will be acted on by this office un- 
less the pensioner, after a full knowledge of all the facts, elects to be repre- 
sented by attarney rhe business of this office with pensioners entitled to com 
mutation has been so arranged that the services of an attorney are not required, 
and charges for attorney's services, whether in the shape of a retainer or con- 
tingent on success, must be regarded as a wholly unnecessary tax upon the dis- 
abled soldiers of the war. 

Respectfully, 








CHARLES SMART, 
Major and Surgeon, United States Army. 
The memorandum proceeds: 
A letter (copy marked 4 
Which is the one I have just read— 


was sentto Mr. Morris, and this put a stop to his work. Soule & Co. were told 
that there was nothing in any of their applications to show that an attorney 
had anything to do with them, and that assuredly his services were not re- 
quired in such cases, This firm then sent in a number of applications on the 
old form (No.1), but each was accompanied with a power of attorney. The 
letter marked 5 was sent to the firm, and that marked 6 was sent to the pen- 
sioner witha copy of the new form. 


Now I will read these. I read No. 5 first: 


War DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., —, 18—. 

I am directed by the Surgeon-General to acknowledge receipt of application 
for commutation of artificial limb filed by your firm on behalf of ——— ———, 
and to inform you that as the evidence on which such claims are decided is al- 
ready on file in the offices of the Government, the services of an attorney are 
not require d. 

To facilitate the business of this office, as heretofore, direct with the pensioner 
instead of through the unnecessary medium of a third party,and under the 
provisions of sections 4757, 4788 Revised Statutes, which grant commutation for 
the loss of a limb or the loss of the use of a limb under such regulations as have 
been or may be prescribed by the Surgeon-General of the Army, the Surgeon- 
General has ordered that in all cases in which an application is filed undera 
power of attorney the cla it be informed of the needlessness of such action 
on his part. Should he then, on a full representation of the methods of this 
office, decide upon continuing the said power of attorney the case will be taken 
up under that power, and acted upon. 

The applicant in the case mentioned above has been communicated with in 
accordance with the requirements of the above order. 

Respectfully, 


























CH. SMART, 
Major and Surgeon, United States Army. 
Messrs. Soule & Co., 
719 Pennsylvania avenue, Washington, D. C. 





—~y—— 
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7 +s a 3 the r sf \ I f 
No. 6 is as follows : | oun anna F , te 
1 iankK lorms € i SA ty < : ne 
‘ War DEPARTMENT, SURGEON GENERAL’S OFFICE, respectfully s este 
Washington, D. C., ———, 1890. | eter cad aaa 
Mr. ——: : 5 eis [ART 
Str: An application for commutation on your behalf has been filed by Soule ' 
& Co., of Washington, D. ¢ The Surgeon-General has ordered that In ali cases \ ( ©. H. Iz Ay 
. Zz : : \ hi. i 
filed by attorneys the claimant be notified that an attorney can be of no sery 
in the prosecution of the claim You will see all about it in the inclosed ci: . ‘ a 
lar li you desire torevoke the unnecessary powers given to Soule & ¢ - ; ; 
up the blank spaces in the circular ; re ; : 
This is the circular shown in No. 2, which I have read— ene : : : 
and return it to this office in the accompanying envelope. Onthe other hand ediately a . ; 
if you desire the attorney s application to stand please say so. By 1and of W ( ‘ 
By order of the Surgeon-General. | 
sg = _ } 
Major and Surgeon, United States A = 
? Please return this letter with your reply. | 
I read again from thestatement : i DEPA i Wis 
- . } ' ) i 
This seems now to have put a stopto their business, for almost invariably the 
soldier has filled the new formand so revoked the power of attorney ; 4 5 
Meanwhile efforts have been made to advertise the rights of pens $s under t 
the laws appertaining to artificial limbs. As stated in paper marked No. 3, t 
Associated Press dispatches were first used until the mattercou d be brought to 
the notice of the Grand Army ofthe Republic through the medium of a gene! 
orde As soon as the new form of blank (marked No. 2) was printed copies “ 
were sent to the adjutants-general of the various departments with a letter + W 
(copy marked 7) suggesting that the attent! n of the various posts be d ‘ r v t 
tothe matter in general orders. Some of the replies to this letter are inclosed a? 
(No 
y . + t CO : 
Now I will read this letter: The qua ale 
WaR DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, been S 
Washington, D. C., November, 1589 A hie aS ‘ 
3 Iam directed by the Surgeon-General to send you for use in your : ? 
partment the inclosed copies of a circular of instructions concerning n id a . 
tion for the loss of the use of a limb or limbs by disease or injury, which « I AS . 
lar is at the same time a blank form of application for those who may desiré 
use itas such. Notwithstanding the length of time since the passage of t . 
commutation law it appears that many disabled veterans are still in ignorat 
of th rights under it; and many, perhaps a majority, of those whoare awatr : , 
of th iw and draw commutation under it seem to consider the services of an ; 
attorney needful to the satisfactory transaction of business with this offic 
This circular is intended to reach both of these classes. Please piace the i: 
closed copies where they will do the most good 
As the circular provides for application by letter and wholly irrespect eels 
official blank forms, the advisability of publishing it in department i 3 is : tle . > — 
respectfully suggested. ‘ ‘ ; ; “ ; : Ry ae ra 
Respectfully yours, Bond ‘ 3 . 
CHAS. SMART, ots ee ’ ene ; 
o I is 4 \ ‘ ss of ! 
To ADJIUTANT-GENERAL, loss of use of ¢ ‘ 1 t 
' Grand Army of the Republic, Department of — The lawsrela ‘ ‘ is 4 t 
: } 2 . : ee > i791,and act of Augus 5 
T will not consume the time of the Senate in reading myself the cir 4 pensioner wh 1S a ‘ i ; ents mu 
cular that accompanied this, but I willask the Reporter to insert copies | tation has« to s + name and post-office address t surgeon-t ra 
of the papers, marked No.7, which are here set out. Here areseveral let- | 0) ')° “ F MIOUS Cre Vern ee : : ae ee Cem ' 
. “ , ua ide »>w ul any expense t n rat I ys es r affida’ s 
ters from adjutants or assistantadjutants general of Grand Army posts. | pensioner who « id self entitled to ¢ muta on aecount of the 
will ask to have all these inserted in the RECORD without consuming | loss of the us vl] o not heretof filed application unde 
the time of the Senate in reading them. ee oe SOOT FOCUIROS NOLO’ sthen send th 
one aaa ae aim a aes : : paper to the Surgeon-General, when his case w es ited, and he will 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The papers will be inserted, unless | },¢ promptly infor is vithout any ex se t yy sea tt fro 
objection is made. The Chair hears none. anything else 
The papers marked No. 7 are as follows: CE ests OF = 
}’re t post on 4G ess 
General Orders, No. 13. rormer ra Co ) 
. Limb or limbs disabled 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE POTOMAC, | No. of pension ceé at 
GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, | Amount onthly pens . - 
Washington, D. C., December 3, 1889. Paid at ——, 
I, A department court-martial is hereby appomted to meet at Grand Army Applicant's signaturs —— — 
Hall, 1412 Pennsylvania avenue, on the 16th day of December, 1889, or as soon Any comrade or other friend may | signature should 
thereafter as practicable, for the trial of Comrade M. A. Dillon, apastcommander | if possible, be in the handwriting of the applicar When disability or other 
“—. No. 5, and such other cases as may properly be brought before it. cause prevents the applicant from writing s name, thes for the signature 
. Detail for the court: , i lanl : : i eoee 
- z * may be left blank, 
1. Edward Ww ebster, past commander of Post No. 6, president. Pensioners who desire copies of this mutation paper may obtain t 
2. Newton Ferree, past commander Post No. 1. | writing to the Surgeon-General of the Army, Washington, D. C.; o1 the al 
| 3. L. B. Cutler, past commander Post No. 2. | sence of this paper, a letter sent to the Surgeo eneral, giving the rest 
4. Wesley Howard, past commander Post No. 4. required aboye, will answer al! the ses 1 formal applicati 
5. John P. Church, past commander Post No. 6. LOORI ; 
6. A. J. Huntoon, past commander Post No. 8. XN ry eel ‘ / 
j 7. F. C. Revells, past commander Post No. 9. } ns ? = { ' . 
i Henry G. Potter, Post No. 8, judge-advoeate. | E 
Jit. Comrades J. R. Brown, chairman; C. V. Petteys, S. R. Whitney, D. P. Blank for for application f ) ler slaw have been furnished 
Craig, A 8 Taber, A.J.Gunning, Douglass Syphax, A.Stern, F. B. Paige, F.C. | this office, ar an be ta ! ‘ sistant t 
tevells, George C. Harris, George Wagner, W.I’. Dove, Charley Matthews, | general, thereby ena co : . . hast f 
Joseph W. Deneane, and R. E. Smith will constitute the department committe: vent of an attorne 
‘ charged with the duty of providing a Christmas dinner for our worthy poor. I\ resentation in the twenty-f \ ul ¢ 
We appeal to the charitable citizens of the District of Columbia for a gene: ter! by the returns made 1D ‘ S r ret 
ous contribution of provisions,to the end that the committee may have an | mer p of 13,86 rhisr 
abundance to furnish dinner to our destitute comrades and the widows and | tives on membershiy It is sira 
orphans of those who died that the nation might live. least 134 more m rs ‘ 
} Contributions may be sent to Grand Army Hall, 1412 Pennsylvania avenue Boston. This result can e 
| care of the committee, or, if notified,the committee will cali on those desirous | tion of reducing the s i 
of making donations. the last seven quarters 
IV. The following letter explains itself tirely « 1inated from the 1 
, d 
Wark DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, pen rr lis 
Washington, D. C., November, 1389. 
— : : ° arte 
Siz: Iam directed by the Surgeon-General to send vou, for use in the D« 
ment of the Potomac, the inclosed copies of a circular of instructions icer | 
commutation for the loss of the use of a limb or limbs by disease or injury, wh 
circular ts at the same time a blank form of application for those who may 
sire to use it as such. Notwithstanding the length of time since the pass ‘ , 2 Ho 
the commutation law it appears that many disabled veterans are s in ign aide-cde pont : . 
rance of their rights under it, and many, perhaps a majority, of those who ar VI. The Natic v fu 
aware of the law and draw commutation under it seem to consider the services | received ther I uct pu 
of an attorney needful to the satisfactory transaction of business with this o erans mt j ; 
fice. his circular is intended to reach both of these classes. Please place the VIL The y s, and sentence of a post court 
inclosed copies where they will do the most good. | for the trial of Henry | nd Cyrus Wheelock. of ¥ ran Post D 
‘ 





a 
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partment Wisconsin, are approved, and Cyrus Wheelock, of said post, is sus- 
pended from al! rights and privileges of the Gr | Army of the Republic fora 


period of s\x months from 





he date of this orde 





Henry Pitts, of same post, by action of th sme court-martial, is dishonor- 
ably discharged and dismissed from the Gr | Army of the Republic. 
} command of L. Ferguson, de riment commander 





E. B. GRAY, 
Assistant Adjutant-Gene al 
Received , 
Read to post 
I 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT Or CatrrornsiA, G. A. R., 


ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Los Angeles, Cal., December 6, 1889, 

Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of 
November 29, and also blanks and instructions for veterans who have lost a 
limb in service 

I will call attention to the matter in general orders, Thanking you for your 
courtesy in the matter, I have the honor to b 

Yours, very respectfully 
FRANCIS H. BACON, 

ant Adjulant-General, G. A, R., Department of California, 


Assist 


CHARLES SMART 
Major and Surgeon, U. 8. Army, Washington, D. C. 


ITEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF Ruope IsLanp, G. A. R,, 
ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Providence, December 12, 1889, 


DEAR Sin: Yours ofthe 1!th instant at hand and contents noted. Inreply to 
same will say that I have forwarded to the several posts of this department the 
within general orders 

I received from your office quite a quantity of circulars for distribution. 

Respectfully yours 
GEO, M. TURNER, 
Assistant Adjutant-General,. 
Maj. CHARLEs Smart, U. 8S. Army, 
War Department, Surgeon-General's Office. 


General Orders No. 15.) 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF RuopE IsLanp, G.A.R., 
ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Providence, December 16, 1889, 


Ata meeting of the council of administration held at department headquar- 
ters, Friday evening, November 29, 1889, it was voted that the twenty-third an- 
nual encampment of this department meet Saturday, January 18, 1890, in Slo- 
cum Post Hall, No. 27 Market square, Providence, R. 1. for the election of 
department officers, and for the transaction of such other business as may 
properly come before the encampment 

The council of administration will meet on the same day and date, at the 
same place, at 9 o'clock a, m 

The encampment will convene at 10.30 o'clock a.m. No comrade will be ad- 
mitted to a seat in the encampment unless he wears the delegate badge. Post 
commanders will report early to the assistant adjutant-general and procure 
badges for their dels by doing so they will avoid delay and confusion. 

Che commander im Post No. 10 will detail an officer of the day, officer 
of the guard, and six sentinels for duty during encampment, They will report 
to the assistant adjutant-general at 9 o'clock a, m. 








CIRCULARS CONCERNING COMMUTATION FOR THE LOSS OF THE USE OF A LIMB 


Every officer, or enlisted, or hired man, who has lost a limb, or the use of a 

mb, by injury or disease, in the military or naval service of the United States, 
is entitled to receive, once every five years, an artificial limb or apparatus, or 
commutation therefor. The period of five years is reckoned from the filing of 
the first application after June 17, 1870, and no arrears accrue previous to such 
filing The commutation allowed in case of the amputation of aleg is $75; in 
all other cases SW, Commutation can be allowed only in cases of loss of a limb 
or loss of use of a limb—that is, arm or leg—not for other injuries. [The laws 
relating to artificial limbs are the Revised Statutes, sections 4787 to 4791, and act 
of August 15, 1875, chapter 300. | 

A pensioner who has already received one or more installments of commu- 
tation has only tosend his name and post-office address to the Surgeon-General 
of the Army about the time the five years have expired, and his claim will be 
attended to without any expense to him for attorney’s fees, or affidavits. 

A pensioner who considers himself entitled to commutation on account of the 
loss of the use of a limb, but who has not heretofore filed an application under 
the above laws, should fill in the information required below and then send this 
paper to the Surgeon-General, when his case will be investigated, and he will 
be promptly informed as to the result, without any expense to him for fees or 
anything else. 

Name, a . 

Present post-office address, ———. 

Former rank, Company, ———; I 

Limb or limbs disabled, —— 

Number of pension certificate, ———. 

Amount of monthly pension, $—. 

Paid at 


tegiment, -—— 





Applicant's signature, ———, . 


Any comrade or other friend may fill up this form, but the signature should, 
if possible, be inthe handwriting of applicant, When disability, or other cause, 
prevents the applicant from writing his name, the space for the signature may 
be left blank. 

Pensioners who desire copies of this commutation paper may obtain them by 
writing to the Surgeon-General of the Army, Washington, D. C.; or, in the ab- 
sence of this paper a letter sent to the Surgeon-General, giving the information 
required above, will answer all the purposes of a formal! application, 

JNO. MOORE, Surgeon-General. 


War DEPARTMENT, SURGRON-GENERAL’S OFrrice, 
Washington, D. C., November 15, 1889. 


Blank forms for application for benefits under this law have been furnished 
this office, and can be obtained upon application to G. M. Turner, assistant 
adjutant-general, thereby enabling comrades to obtain artificial limbs without 
the intervention of an attorney. 

A circular, signed by a Mrs. Jensie Wells, from Alma, Ark., is being sent to 
posts throughout the department, stating that she desires help to defend her 
hushand, ete. Advices received from headquarters, DepartmentofArkansas, are 
to the effect that the man is not a member of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
and the circular was sent forth without the sanction or knowledge of Arkansas 
beadquarters, from which a copy of the circular was withheld. One was not 
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even seen at these headquarters until it came from a post of this department, 
asking the proper procedure concerning the request. As individuals, comrades 
can do as they please concerning these requests from unknown persons, but as 
posts no attention shouid be given them without sanction of the department 
commander 

The attention of the comrades of this department is called to the Rhode Isl- 
and Military Journal, which is devoted to the interests of the Department of 
Rhode Island, Grand Army of the Republic, and is heartily indorsed by the 
commander of this department 

By command of Alonzo Williams, department commander. 

GEO. M. TURNER, 


Assistant Adjutant-General. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I read further from the statement which has been 
furnished me: 

However, as progress in this direction seemed somewhat slow in the face of 
the vigorous prosecution of the business by the firms of Morris, Soule, etc., it 
was decided upon to reach the various posts directly from this office. A letter 
was accordingly sent to the adjutants-general of the departments asking for a 
roster of the posts (letter and some of the replies marked 8); a batch of six or 
eight blank forms was sent to each post of sixty or seventy men with an in- 
closed slip saying, “If you have no use for these send them around to some 
of the smaller posts.”’ Blank forms were sent also to the pension agencies, to 
about four hundred of the most active of the pension examining surgeons, and, 
when commutation is paid toa pensioner, there goes to him with his check a 
blank form with a alip attached: “ For any of your comrades who may think 
that he is entitled.” As a result the pensioners now communicate directly 
with this office instead of being held in hand by the claim agents until their 
business with this office is transacted and they have paid their 10 per cent. for 
supposed valuable assistance. 


I will not take the time, but I will ask the Reporter to insert this 
letter and some of the replies marked No. 8. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the papers will be inserted in the Reconrp. 
The papers marked No, 8 are as follows: 
WaR DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 11, 1889. 
Drar Sir: Isent you a short time ago a circular concerning commutation for 
disabled limbs, with a suggestion as to the advisability of republishing it in de- 
partment orders. That would undoubtedly do much good in bringing the law 
to the notice of those for whose benefit it was framed, and in putting a stop to 
the business of the claim agents who have been slicing 10 per cent. from the 
appropriations for along time back; but in the meantime I find I am able to 
send copies of the circulars direct to a number of the posts provided I had a list 
ofthem. Can you send me a list giving post number and place of meeting? 
And oblige, 
CH. SMART, 
Major and Surgeon, United States Army. 
Adiutant-General I. K. Hci, 
Department of Washington, G. A. R., Pomeroy, Wash. 


I issued general orderjon above subject and sent the same to each post. 
Respectfully, 
S. S. COSGROVE, 
Department Commander, 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF DELAWARE, ‘ 
GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
Wilmington, Del,, December 12, 1889. 
DEAR Sir: Yours of llth instant received, and your suggestion of publishing 
your circular in general orders will be acted upon. I send herewith roster of 
this department. The blanks you forwarded me will be properly distributed 
where they will do the most good, 
Yours truly, 
W. P. VOSHELL. 
Maj. CHARLES SMART, 
Surgeon, United States Army. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TENNESSEE, 
GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
Greenville, Tenn., December 13, 1889. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your circulars and cir- 
cular letter of some weeks past, and of your letter of the llth instant. It af- 
fords me pleasure to furnish you with a roster of our department of the Grand 
Army of the Republic. I hope that it may bring a morsel of comfort tosome 
one of our old, afflicted, crippled, and way-worn veterans, many of whom in 
this mountain country are in utter poverty and misery; not able to comply 
with the strict rules of evidence in getting proof,are denied a pension. But 
they are nevertheless helpless and poor, and some are in the almshouse, To 
learn of one who holds such high official positions, whose heart beats in sym- 
pathy for these unfortunate mortals, is a source of pleasure and of congratula- 
tion, 

Please find inclosed a roster of the post of this department, and the ad- 
dresses of post commanders marked where the address differs from location 
of the post. 

Very respectfully, 
W. E. F. MILBURN, 
Assistant Adjutant-General G. A. R,., Depariment of Tennessee. 


SURGEON-GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C. 





HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF ALABAMA, 
GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
Birmingham, Ala,, December 14, 1889. 

DEAR Sir: In compliance with your request contained in letter of the Ith 
instant, I take pleasure in inclosing roster of the Department of Alabama. 

I sent the circulars received some time ago from your office to the different 
posts in this department, and expect to cal! attention to the same in our next 
general order. 

I am, respectfully, 
W. J. PENDER, 
Assistant Adjutant-General, 
C. L. SMART, 
Surgeon-General United States Army, Washington, D. C. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF Kansas, G. A, R., 
ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Topeka, Kans., December 16, 1889. 


My Dear Sim: Your circular letters duly received by me, and I can assure 
you this action on the part of officers of the United States Army looking to the 
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assistance and protection of disabled ex-volunteers, in notifying them of | 
amounts due and assisting them in obtaining the same, will be greatly appre- 
ciated by us, and I beg you to accept the thanks of this department for w hat 
you have done and expect todo. I mail you a roster of the posts of this de 
partment to-day. 

With great respect, I remain, most respectfully 


LAWRENCE WILSON, 
Assistant Adjutant-Gener 
Maj. C. SMART, 

Surgeon, United Slates Army. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I thought it necessary to lay be- 
fore the Senate and the country these papers simply to show how mat- 
ters have been progressing. There never has been a more vicious 
method of transacting business than the one that has prevailed in the 
Departments for an indefinite period of time in the past, absolutely 
suppressing and concealing and making it almosta criminal offense for 
any employé of the Government to give information in regard to any 
liability of the Government to any soldier or citizen. I say it is the 
duty of this Government whenever its own records kept by its own of- 
ficers show any indebtedness to any person, whether soldier or citizen, 
to hunt that person up and pay him whatever the amount may be. It 
is not right that the amount should be held back until the party makes 
application, until a claim agent is employed, and until the man has to 
pay out unnecessarily from 25 to 50 per cent. of his claim before he can 
get it passed upon. 

I hope, Mr. President, that the time is not far distant when all the 
claims arising out of the late war due to the soldiers, their widows 
and orphans, can be adjudicated without the intervention of a claim 
agent, and that they can be hunted up and paid whatever sums may | 
be due them. 

The same is applicable to arrears of pay and bounty. Nearly every | 
soldier has been compelled to employ some claim agent for the prose- 
cution of his claim for arrears of pay and bounty. In ninety-nine | 
cases out of one hundred a claim agent is of no benefit to a claimant 
in the prosecution of a claim for arrears of pay and bounty. 

So it is in regard to the claims for horses and equipments lost in the 
service. In nearly every instance those parties have been compelled 
to employ claim agents, and they rendered no equivalent in nine cases 
out of ten. In mostof the cases the records themselves show that the 
United States is indebted to the party in the amount, and the account 
ing officers of the Treasury and the officials of the Government should 
adjust, audit, and allow the claim, and then hunt up the claimant and 
pay him, without any of this red tape, and without compelling the 
claimants to employ attorneys, and not only lie out of their claims for | 
years and years, but pay from 25 to 50 per cent. of them for services 
which are practically of no value to them. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was not inthe Chamber when the Senator from Mis- 
souri began his statement and I do not know the precise nature of it, 
except as I judge from his concluding remarks. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will turn to page 83 he will see 
under the head of ‘‘Artificial limbs,’’ and commutation for them, the 
amendment proposed by the committee to that clause. 
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Recently I was informed that there is a very large amount of money 
due to the heirs of negroes who did military serv for the Govern- 
ment. A very large number of soldiers of the country and their heirs 
are entitled to bounties which are unpaid. Well, the money is in the 
Treasury. Weare having the use of it. With a little rt to spread 
broadcast the information by publication or any proper method, with- 


out expense to the Government, a very large proportion of this money 
might be made available to those to whom it belongs. They area class 


| of creditors who most seriously need it, and if the Government took 


pains to give this information to the publie there would be compara 
tively very little occasion for complaint of the operations of these sly 
but competent agents who come eventually to tind out about these 
things and get their percentage, whether there is anything left for the 


claimant or otherwise 
I am glad the Senator from Missouri has called attention to this mat- 


ter, and I should hope there might be some change of this policy. I 


| should hope there might be an imitation of the contrary action of the 


Government of Great Britain and, as I understand, other governments 
of civilized nations. 
I may add to what I have said that a few days ago, learning some- 


thing of this system, I introduced a resolution calling for information 
from the Treasury Department as to the methods pursued in this re- 


|} gard. The principal communication in reply comes from the Second 


Auditor’s Office. The resolution, of course, attached no blame upon 
any of these officers; but the Auditor explains how, under the law, 


claimants are not sought out; and the great mass of evidence which 


necessarily is on the files of the Government remains an unexamined 


| and incongruous mass, available to nobody until these poor people suc- 


ceed in understanding that they have a claim and find somebody to 
present it forthem; and then that claim is adjudicated, and the archives 
of the Government are made available under the inspection of Govern- 


ment officers for the elucidation of the claim. This response is Execu- 
tive Document 179, and proba iy deserves some attention trom sena- 
tors who may feel interested in the subject-matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that document ought to be printed in the 
RECORD as well as the papers I presented. I intended to have pre- 


sented it myself. 


Mr. BLAIR. It is a document of only nine printed pages, and I 


will ask the consent of tl senate to have it print d in ‘in Itt RD 
in connection with what the Senator from Missouri and myself have 
said. 
Mr. ALLISON. It seemsto me, asit is an accessible document, that 
that is hardly necessary. 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is not so extensively circulated as it would be 
|} in the Recorp. I intended to have commented upon it, but laid my 
copy ol it aside and could not place my hand upon it when I was on 
the floor. Iam very glad the Senator has called attention to it The 





whole system ought to be broken up. 
: I 


Mr. ALLISON, Very well: | do not obiect 
Mr. BLAIR It may go as part of my remarks. 





Mr. BLAIR. The Senator’s remarks touch upon what I regard as The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
a very disgraceful evil that exists in this country. The Government | document referred to will be printed in the Recon! 
apparently acts upon the theory that if it can conceal knowledge of its I:xecutive Document No. 179, Fifty-first Congress, first session, is as 
obligation from its claimants it has done a good thing. | follows 
Mr. DAWES. And reveal it to an attorney ? Sy attne teden the Seeretare et the Peanary: canamitiion. in semscnen te Geneka 
Mr. BLAIR. I do not think the Government can be said toexhibit | resolution of June 24, 1890, report relative to supposed cl 4ims and accounts in 
any anxiety to reveal the existence of its obligations to anybody. To| ‘'® 'Teasury Department of which the claimants are ignorant 
be sure, by reason of the system which has been pursued, and which is EREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETAR 
the habit of all officials and the custom of the Government, as I under- : ; ' ay os See tree 
stand, it becomes necessary for the sharpest-eyed attorneys of the coun aaa a ee ee ee ene he ee a ne Hee 
try to be engaged in hunting up the obligations of the Government, and | claims and accounts in his possession in favor of soldiers and sailors and other 
they do undoubtedly share pretty largely in the way of percentages | ‘Tetitors of the United States of which there is reason to believe them to be in 
upon the claims when they discover them. The country has come to i eubieta trous eee ae t ey t ee ie “tia rede ae eae os 
be filled with a class of ferrets, lynx-eyed sharpers, who exercise their | for what reason; and whether or notit is the practice of his Department to notify 
faculties with extreme ingenuity and ekill, and undoubtedly with profit | * h creditors or their legal representatives mail or by publication or in any 
to themselves; and after a fashion they succeed in bringing the Gov- | — oles Mea ies aeadinie tateeaawen of the auietinan ae tine ae 
ernment at last to terms and compelling it, as it were, by reason of the | especially to inform the Senate as to th subject-matter of this resolution in ita 
disgrace which public opinion will shower upon it if it withholds longer, | ®?P!'cativn to the settlement of claims of soldiers and sailors and those of their 
to pay occasionally its debts, ~_e. ee — Mtns DAIS SeQEEROReRRR Ten, 5 Seve ee rng eas gee 
The effete governments, the monarchies and despotisms and disgrace- | ditor, and ¥ourth Aud tor ' p . the at ‘ re the I ‘ad : ae : oe { aoa oy 
ful institutions of the Old World which go under the name of govern- | “tion of the Senate 
ments, pursue a different policy. If Great Britain owes a common sol- ecsiacataiahines \ 0 
dier or sailor who has fought under her flag, or any individual what- | The Prestpent or THE SENATE . | . 
ever, she hunts up that individual and pays him, or she hunts up his | ; 
heir or representative and pays that debt. We do nothing of the kind. Treasury Ds MENT, S 
We suppress all knowledge that can by any inadvertence even leak out ; 
among the mass of our fellow-citizens where these helpless creditors | Respectfully returned to the honora e Se ta f the Treasur vith 
reside, and withhold their dues. the information that it is impossible for ea y with the requirements of 
_ I donot mean to use any harsh language in this matter, but I believe | mitted here be the Auditors When ane perusal te ede ea teak trans: 
it is understood that if an employé of the Government, by inadvertence | information, such request is compiied with as far as possil le, but usually it r 
even, reveals the existence of any evidence tending to prove a claim | *0!t* 'p referring the request to the proper Auditor for answer. Inasmuch as 
against the Government, it is cause for discharge, so carefully does the eeneeaeanenns des the with caens nao eens as — r sir 1 
Government conceal the evidence of its obligations from those who are | and Fourth Auditors of the Treasury for report 
unable to force, by knowledge of the statutes, the means of collection | ,,) D8ve the houor, however, to add that it is the rule of this office to allow all 
of their dues from the Government, ; ee eae e SaRENe, WRI apa Sen oe mes 
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TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Spooxrpd AUDITOR's OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 2, 1890. 


Sin: I have the honor to return herewith Senate resolution of the 24th ultimo, 
calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury for information upon the following 
points 

1, Whether there be due claims and accounts in his possession in favor of 
soldiers and sailors and other creditors of the United States of which there is 
reason to believe them to be in ignorance 

2. Whether or not such knowledge of claims and accounts so due is with- 
held from such creditors by the practice of his Department, and, if so, for what 
reason, 

3. Whether or not it isthe practice of his Department to notify such creditors 
or their legal representatives, by mail or by publication, or in any other man- 
ner, when, by reason of long delay or for any other reason, there is cause to be- 
lieve that the creditor is ignorant of the existence of his claim 

4. ‘The Secretary is requested especially to inform the Senate as to the sub- 
ject-matter of this resolution in its application to the settlement of claims of 
soldicrs and sailors, and those of their parents, widows, children, and legal 
representatives, 

As the resolution has marked reference to claims of soldiers and sailors and 
their legal representatives, I will first give such information as I am possessed 
of bearing on the subject of soldiers’ ciaims (sailors’ claims are settled by the 
Fourth Auditor), and then answer the specific questions propounded in regard 
to« msand accounts generally. 


There seemsto be some misapprehension as to the authority of the Second 
Auditor to deal with matters pertaining to arrears of pay and bounty, and the 
question has been often asked why he does not ascertain how much, if any- 
thing, is due te each soldier who served in the late war, and pay the amount at 


once to the soldier or his heirs. The reply tosuch a question is that the author- 
ity of the Auditor is derived from and limited by the act of March 3, 1517 (sec- 
tion 277, Revised Statutes 
amine’’all accounts relating to the pay and clothing of the Army, and to 
bounty, and after examination to certify the balances to the Second Comp- 
troller. In my judgment, nothing can be clearer than this law. The Auditor 
is empowered to “ receive"’ accounts,and then examinethem. He can not “ re- 
ceive’ an account that is never presented to him, therefore he is without juris- 
diction of the subject-matter of accounts (orclaims) forarrears of pay and bounty 
until such accounts shall have been presented to him by the parties in inter- 
ost. 

Che muster and pay rolls of the armies of the United States and other vouch- 
ers upon which payments were made by paymasters, and which show what 
amounts were paid to individual soldiers, are not regarded either as claims or 
accounts due such soldiers, even if they show that the soldiers did not receive 
all they were entitled to. Said rollsand vouchers pertain to and in fact consti- 
tute the accounts of the paymasters who paid them 

if they are accounts or claims of soldiers, then the settlement of each pay- 
master's accounts was also a settlement of the accounts of every soldier paid by 
him, and the accounting officers have no authority to reopen such accounts un- 








less itisshown that mistakes in matters of fact have occurred arising trom errors 
in calculation, or unless material testimony has subsequently been discovered 
and produced See 15 Peters, 400-1, and Treasury Circular No.119, series of 
1885 In either case some action on the part of the soldier or his heirs would be 


necessary to bring the matter within the jurisdiction of this office. 

From the very foundation of the Government it would appear to have been 
the intention of the lawmakers, not that the Treasury Department should seek 
claimants, but that persons having claims against the United States should pre- 
sent them to the Treasury for adjudication. In proof of this assertion I cite a 
few of the acts of Congress relating to accounts and claims 

The act of September 2, 1789, to establish the Treasury Department made it 
the duty of the Auditor to receive all public accounts, etc. (1 Stat., 66 The 
act of March 27, 1792, providing for the settlement of claims, enacted that every 
officer, soldier, etc., having claims for services rendered to the United States 
“‘who shall exhibit the same for liquidation at the Treasury of the United 
States” shall be entitled to an adjustment and allowance thereof (1 Stat., 245). 
The act of February 12, 1793, required certain classes of claims to be “ presented 
at the Treasury’ within a given period, and the Auditor was directed to “ re- 
ceive all such claims” (1 Stat., 301), 

The act of July 4, 1836, granting half-pay to certain classes of widows or or- 
phans directed ‘that the Secretary of War shall adopt such forms of evidence 
in applications under this act asthe President of the United States shal! pre- 
scribe" (5 Stat., 128). Section 15, act of July 28, 1866, as modified by section 3 
act of March 3, 1869, made it the duty of the Auditor “to cause to be examined 
the accounts of each and every soldier who makes application ’’ for additional 
bounty, and section 4 of the last named act declares that all claims for such 
bounty ‘shall be void unless presented in due form prior to December 1, 1869" 
(14 Stat., 323, and 15 Stat., 334). See also act of July 13, 1870 (16 Stat., 254), act of 
April 22, 18 17 Stat., 54), and other acts “to extend the time for filing claims 
for additional bounty.”’ Many other laws might be referred to in which Con- 
gress, following the act of March 3, 1817, which merely authorizes the Auditor 
to receive accounts, has required that claims must be filed or presented. 

As I have no desire to conceal any facts bearing on the subject of the Senate 
resolution, I will say that if the military and pay records of each of the 2,700,- 
000 soldiers who served during the late war were carefully examined, I have no 
doubt that in many instances the United States would be found to be indebted 
to the soldier, but unless these probable creditors or their heirs make applica- 
tion, or unless Congress shall extend the power and duties of the Auditor, I 
have no authority to nsake such an examination. Besides, in several classes 
of cases an application from the soldier or his heirs is absolutely necessary to 
vetermine whether anything be due or not. For example, a soldier who en- 
listed in July, 1861, for three years, was killed at Gettysburgh July 1, 1863. As- 
suming that the rolls of his company show that he was paid up to April 30, 1863, 
he had two months and one day's pay due, which belonged to his estate, and 
was payable either to his widow, legal heirs, or legal representatives. 

Phere would also be due a bounty of $100 under the act of July 22,1861, pay- 
able absolutely to his widow orchildren; or conditionally to his father, mother, 
brothers, or sisters, the condition being that these heirs must be residents 
the United States (act of July 11,1862, 12 Stat., 535). Under the act of July 28 
1866, an additional bounty of $100 would be due to certain statutory heirs of the 
soldier, namely, his widow, provided she had not remarried prior to the date 
of the act, or his children who were minors at said date, or his father or mother, 
provided they were residents of the United States. The muster and pay rolls 
on file in this office give no information whatever respecting a soldier's heirs. 
It follows, therefore, that no complete or reliable settlement of his accounts 
could be made without an application from the heirs, even if the Auditor had 
authority to attempt such a settlement. 

There is, however, one class of claims or accounts which have been formally 
presented and settled but not paid, the amounts declared to be due the soldiers 
or their beirs having been returned to the Treasury because the claimants could 
not be found by the disbursing officers of the War Department, to whom the 
certificates of the accounting officers had been transmitted for payment, as re- 
quired by law. I refer to the claims of colored soldiers and their heirs for 
arrears of pay and bounty. In accordance with the act of March 29, 1867 (15 
Stat., 26), the amounts found due colored soldiers were paid to the Commis- 
sioner of the Freedmen’s Bureau, to be held by him subject to the order of the 
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claimants or their legal representatives. When that bureau was discontinued, 
its duties, so far as moneys due colored soldiers were concerned, devolved 
upon the Adjutant-General of the Army under the provisions of the act of July 
10, 1872 (17 Stat., 366), and General Orders 55, War Department, series of 1872, 
and all claims remaining unpaid were turned over to a disbursing officer act- 
ing under the Adjutant-Generai’s orders, 

By the act of December 15, 1877 (20 Stat., 11), the duty of paying colored claims 
was transferred to the Pay Department on and after January J, 1879, and since 
that date all such claims as have been certified by the accounting officers have 
been paid by army paymasters. In 1576 it was reported to this office that a 
large number of colored claimants in whose favor settlements had been made 
could not be found and authority was requested to return the amounts to the 
Treasury. The Auditor accordingly authorized the deposit of all amounts that 
had remained unclaimed for seven years. [his authority was based upon the 
legal presumption of the death of aclaim:::t from whom nothing had been 
heard for that period. 

A large amount of money due colored soldiers and returned to the Treasury 
as above stated still remains unclaimed, but frequent demands for the payment 
of this money are being made and allowed on the presentation of satisfactory 
evidence of identity or heirship. It is understood that every proper effort to find 
colored claimants was made by the disbursing officers of the War Department. 
This office has no information as to the whereabouts, or even the existence, of 
those who have not applied since the amounts due them were returned to the 
Treasury. I inclose copies of letters written to Hon. John Goode, February 2, 
1880, and to the Secretary of the Treasury, January 31, 1882, respecting moneys 
found due colored soldiers. (See inclosures Nos, 1 and 2.) 

There is one point of considerable importance which should not be overlooked 
in considering the question of arrearages of soldiers’ pay and bounty, namely : 
That by the act of March 21, 1866, all court-martial fines and forfeitures by de- 
sertion, and all moneys due deceased officers and soldiers of the volunteer army 
remaining unclaimed for three years, were appropriated for the establishment 
and support of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, the moneys 
due such deceased officers and soldiers to be repaid upon the demand of their 
heirs or legal representatives. So much of the act of 1866 (section 4521, Revised 
Statutes) as appropriated fines, forfeitures, and unclaimed moneys for the sup- 
port of the National Home was repealed by the act of March 3, 1875, but the pro- 
vision that unclaimed moneys paid to the Home shal! be repaid upon the de- 
mand of the heirs, etc., still stands, 

From 1866 to 1875 this office made settlements in many thousand cases, and 
paid tothe National Home $6,128,252.92, a large proportion of which was moneys 
due the estates of deceased officers and soldiers. As the Home has no funds 
of its own from which unclaimed moneys paid to it under the provisions of the 
act of 1866 can be repaid—said Home having been supported since 1875 by direct 
appropriations made by Congress—all repayments have to be made from the 
Treasury of the United States, but there must first be a demand from the heirs 
or legal representatives of the soldier. 

I will now answer the specific questions contained in the Senate resolution, 
asfar as they concern this office. 

l. Whether there be due claims and accountsin favor of soldiers and other 
creditors of the United States of which there is reason to believe them in 
ignorance. 

As already stated there are, no doubt, unclaimed arrearagesof pay ar:| allow- 
ances to which soldiers of the late war or their heirs are entitled, but ihe facts 
can only be developed by an examination of the records in each individual case ; 





and the presentation of a claim is a necessary prerequisite to such an examina- 


tion. In all cases where claims have not been made it may be presumed either 
that the claimants are in ignorance of their rights, or that the soldier left no 
heirs or legal representatives 

2. Whetherthe knowledgeof claims and accounts due is withheld from claim- 
ants, 

Strictly speaking, a ‘‘claim”’ or an ‘‘account’’ can not be said to be due. It 
is the balance arising on the settlement of a claim or an account that is due to 
the person in whose favor a settlement has been made. 

On the presentation of a claim or an account, the claimant or his attorney is 
notified what, if anything, is needed to perfect the claim. In cases where no 
attorney has been employed all proper assistance is given to the claimant, and 
he is furnished with blanks and such information as appears to be necessary to 
enable him to complete his claim. As soon as a claim has been settled the 
claimant and his attorney (if he have one) are notified of the result of such set- 
tlement. But if no claim be made there is nothing legally before the Auditor 
for hisaction. He hasno knowledge of any creditors except such as present ac- 
counts or claims for adjustment. 


3. Whether creditors or their legal representatives are notified by mail, by 
publication, or in any other manner, when there is cause to believe that the 
creditor is ignorant of the existence of his claim. 

I am not informed of any law, regulation, or practice of the Department which 
would authorize me to notify any one of “ the existence of a claim,’’ unless the 
claim had been received by me as contemplated by law. In that case the neces- 
sity of notification would not exist, because the claimant, unless he be non com- 
pos mentis, must necessarily be cognizant of the fact that he has presented a 
claim. If, after presenting his account and furnishing such evidence as may 
have been called for in support thereof, a claimant dies and this office is not in- 
formed of the fact, the account is settled and a check for the amount found due 
is mailed by the pay department with instructions to the postmaster to deliver 
the letter to no one but the person to whom it is addressed. On the return of 
such a letter with information of the addressee’s death, the postmaster is re- 
quested by the pay department to notify the representatives of the deceased 
that they should apply to the Second Auditor. 

If, after presenting but not perfecting hisaccount, a claimant dies and no one 
appears to prosecute the claim, it is regarded as having been abandoned. In 


‘ 


| such case no settlement can be made. 


Asmy proper official duties are confined by law to receiving and auditing ac- 
countsand claims it might be a serious question whether, if | undertook to no- 
tify persons of the existence of claims, I should not render myself liable to the 
pains and penalties prescribed by section 5498, Revised Statutes, for aiding or 
assisting in the prosecution or support of a claim otherwise than in discharge 
of my proper official duties. But,admitting the propriety of notifying a cred- 
itor or his representatives of the existence of a claim, the question would then 
arise, where is the creditor? Or who are his legal representatives? 

The surviving soldiers of the late war are so scattered that toreach them by 
publication would necessitate extensive advertising in every State and Terri- 
tory of the Union, as well as in Canada, }-urope, and other foreign countries. 
With regard to heirs and legal representatives, the chance of finding them 
would be still more remote, because many soldiers enlisted under assumed 
names, a fact which is sufficiently established by the recent passage of a general 
act for their relief. (See act approved June 16,1890; Public—No. 159.) 

In addition to balances due colored soldiers, and unclaimed arrears of pay, 
ete., probably due other soldiers, there are a few old balances on the books of 
this office which have not been paid for various reasons, In some instances the 
claimants refused to accept the amounts allowed; in others they took no steps 
to collect the balances declared in their favor, of which they were duly notified, 
and in the remaining cases the whereabouts of the creditors or their heirs were 
and are not known. These old balances are genera)ly insignificant in amount 
and do not aggregate more than a few hundred dollars. 
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In connection with the subject-matter of the Senate resolution, attent : 
vited to the following extract from the Second Anditor’s report for 1887 n 
“ Experience has shown that not only those persons who have valid claims 
under new laws and decisions make demands upon the Treasury,but that 
thousands of others who fancy they have not been paid in full present formal 
applications in such comprehensive terms as to inclu le every kindof pay, emol- | | 
ument, bounty, or other allowance that has been authorized since April 19 yl 
Under the practice that obtained prior to,1882. claims of the class last mentione d | act 
would have been summarily rejected by the Second Auditor, but by a decision | 5 ld set i 
of the Second Comptroller, which has governed the disposition of such cases | determine, by a tedious i costly « 
since January |, 18*2, they must be examined and certified to that officer, with | claimed, and what . ' ( 
re all vouchers and other evidence, for his action, under section 2 Revised Stat- | Home ina rdance with law t also | ary 4 
« utes. Thecontinued influx of elaimsdevoid.of meritexplains the comparatively iims of cok l sold : ‘ ed t . » ihe tof 
undue proportion of disallowances which last year was nearly 58 percent.of | ( 
“ the entire number disposed of. If it were possible that the time spent in the 
a examination and investigation of worthless cases could be devoted to the ad ze 
% justment of meritorious ones, the list of unsettled claims would be rapidly d rhe S RY 
; minished and the creditors of the Government might expect that their business 
with this office would be transacted within a reasonable period.” 
+ During the last nineteen years 358,000 claims for arrears of pay, etc., have been EAS : I 
acted upon, of which 234,300 (more than 6 per cent.) were disallowed becaus« 
the soldiers or their heirs had already received all they were entitled t 
the great majority of the 124,000 cases allowed the allowances were base 1 upon 
a laws enacted or decisions made since the war. 
: Respectfully, yours, 

















* _—— . : lo §& i , Dut on ‘ ain i sw i i e ¢ oO 
J. N. PATTERSON, Auditor. | ; 





The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY <ceptio ses t i 1 ects fo 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND AUDITOR'S Orr 
Washington, D. U., February 2, 158 be 
Sir: Iam in receipt of your letter of the 17th ultimo inquiring “‘ How much 
money, originally appropriated for the pay and bounty of colored soldiers, has 
been covered back into the Treasury from the War Department, becaus variou Sncuee 
claimed; and how much of such appropriations not covered back into the | , Phe accounts the « we Ww 
Treasury remains unclaimed at this time by those for whose benefit said appro Teen ae by 
priation was made?”’ irther sums, i! al Sy 
In reply I have the honor to report as follows: tion to be collate 
1. With the exception of $50,000 appropriated by the act of March 3, 1879 (20 Suntii alte e pres cla 
Statutes, 377), no money has ever been originally appropriated for the pay and | ! . 
bounty of colored soldiers. This class of claimants has been paid from the 
eral appropriations for ** Pay of two and three year volunteers,’ *‘ Bounty to , stig 
volunteers, their widows and legal heirs,” and ‘“‘Additional bounty, act July sI b 
28, 1866,”’ | 











2. The total amount covered < into the Treasury is $487,000, but more than | 
one-half of this sum has since been claimed. Theactual amount remair 1 
claimed is $240,233, of which a large portion will undoubtedly be paid out, as 
claims are being filed every day, either by the original claimants, who could not 
be found by the disbursing officers, or by the heirs of those who died subseg ur , ) ‘ O 
to the allowance of their claims. 
8. The amount of such appropriations not covered back into the Tr 
$45,000, the whole of which is expected to be claimed. * { 
Very respectfully, i the 


' H. C. HARMON, Acting A , i 

A Hon. Jonx Goonr, ( ! ; 

Chairman Committee on Education and Labor, rhis office isa so ignorant of the exist ee of those « 4 ft} 

House of Representatives |} to whom they are due, until ani ! smadeand a 

; i ual case develops the fac 

*Al! claimed except 7.39, which was carried to the surplus fund June 30, Itis not the practice of the office to w ld from the persons entitled thereto 
1883. (This refers to the special appropriation of $50,000 made by the act of | or their authorized attorneys or age 3, the Ww 

March 3, 1879. 
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c y ; nail me how ft 
[Inclosure No. 2.] | iformed h Vv 


. . | etc., and if nothing is found due th are so advised and the reasor ix 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND AUDITOR's OFFIC! - , ae , : 4 e reason give 


. , It is the practice of the office to no i himants when a clai ha 
Washinaton, D. C., Ja wry 31, 1882 7] f 
rington, D. ’ wuary 31, 1882, | adjusted and a balance declared in the avor: but the office « not notify 


» make application, and provided with the proper bl 





Sir: I have the honor to submit the following report in relation to House bill 
878, Forty-seventh Congress, first session, “‘ To encourage and aid the education 
of the colored race in the several States and Territories.” \ 

This bill is substantially the same as House bill 2571, Forty-sixth Congress, 
second session, upon which this office made a report on February 2, 1880, by re- | sumsstanding to the persona edit of ind i 
quest of Hon. John Goode, chairman of the House Committee on Education and | and where amounts for prize-money have bec: 

Labor, on whose motion said committee was discharged from the further con- | individual « ; ‘ 
sideration of the bill, March 10, 1880. (House Jounal, page 760, second session to} sh tl 
Forty-sixth Congress.) "| am 
t I inclose a copy of the report referred to, from which it will be seen that the I 
$ sum of $487,000 had been repaid into the Treasury up to January 1, 1880, on ac 
count of arrears of pay and bounty certified to be due colored soldiers, but not | parents, children, and 
3 paid because the claimants could not be found. Since that date additional re- | ernment and practicable un 
payments have increased the amount to $504,435.21, but, as stated in the letter 
; to Mr. Goode, more than one-half of this sum has been claimed, and demands 
are being made almost daily by the heirs and legal representatives of the sol- J YR \ ] 
diers to whose estate the money belongs. The SECRETA ‘ I TREASURY 
‘ It should be further stated that a large amount of arrears of pay and bounty 
’ due deceased colored soldiers, and remaining unclaimed three years, was paid M PLATT . reside I tr lefend clai { 
to the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, in accordance with sec- |. _ a ee ea ere a a eee ee ae 
; tion 5 of the act of March 21, 1886, to be repaid upon the demand of the heirs or | 1" their eliorts to notily so liers an 
: legal representatives of such deceased soldiers. Section 4831, Revised Statutes.) | from the Government, but if it h bee ne e! } 
F In the adjustment of such demands as were made prior to April 1, 1875, the re- hich I hold in n hand a report. the ss r would have s 1 Si ) 
: quirement of the act of 1866 with regard to the repayments by the National ' Le ae es ae : Pe et eee = 
Home was duly complied with, but after that date the Home was placed upon | W? 1 ne Can rt Ww 
a : an entirely new financial footing, and section 4831, Revised Statutes, was sO Mr. BLAI »U i i vent e to t ) t not 
, modified by the act of March 3, 1875 (18 Statutes, 359), as to be left fragmentary | 1 » gatten >t} 
and meaningless, 6 r} have gotten anything. 
: The act in question prohibited any payment or advance tothe National Home Mr. PLATT ; me compensations : = 
after April 1, 1875, while any moneys theretofore received remained ¢ 
pended. (18 Statutes, 360.) This prohibition effectually placed it beyo 
ss power of the Home to repay any moneys received under the act of 186 . 1 } ; 
might be claimed by the heirs of deceasedsoldiers, The Treasury Departmen, | ©! lor that bounty w t pre ted | t 
has, therefore, in a number of instances, been obliged to pay to the heirs of de- | not have it. § 
ceased soldiers the arrears of pay and bounty already paid to the National | ( overnment | tly t ' t tw not t if 
Home in accordance with law, and expended by it before it could draw upon the "5 ri a ne ae ee ere : w 
specific annual appropriation for its support. vecause he did not present ‘ itn 
The inclosed bill does not contain any provision for the rey ayment by the | against by the Milita ‘ 
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proposed bencficiaries of such accounts as may hereafter be claimed by the 1eirs eof a creat 
or legal representatives of deceased colored soldiers, neither does it bar the ee 
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of triple payments from the Treasury because | If the elaim agent ] inted up this soldier ar 
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Mr.COCKRELL. That isthe very point we are contending against, 
that they do not do it. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘There is a million dollars duethe soldiers of this coun- 
try that they are losing. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is one feature about this matter which I think 
ought to be brought out. While the Government denies the informa- 
tion to the soldier itentersinto a partnership with aclaim agent whereby 
it permits the claim agent to get information and give it to the soldier, 
and, therefore, in place of the money going to the man who has earned 
it, it is divided between him and the claim agent, the Government, ot 
course, getting the benefit which comes from the failure of the claim 
agents to find out all the claims there are, although in course of due 
time they will all undoubtedly filter out through the same source. 

That has been greatly emphasized by a case which, while in thesame 
general line, is a little more conspicuous than the others—the farming 
out by the Interior Department awhile ago of information contained 
there about patents to asingle firm of claim agents in this city, whereby 
they were euabled to levy toll upon the innocent persons to whom pat- 
ents were due and which the Government was obligated to give them, 
to the extent of several hundred thousand dollars. 

It is proper to have a rule whereby there shall not be an indiscrim- 
inate use of the rolls and files of the Department, but I say further 
that wherever it is disclosed in the examination of the rolls or papers 
on file in a Department, against any possible contingency of doubt, that 
the Government owes a claim to a man, it ought to be the duty of the 
Government to look up that man or his heirs and see that he or they 
get the money. The Government that does not do that is certainly 
doing a very poor part by its constituents. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


Mr. President, just one word more. The fact 


brought up by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] is doubtless 


true in many cases, but that is not to be attributed as a favor or acom- 
mendation of the claim agents. The proposition that I laid down, and 
the proposition that I understand the Senator from New Hampshire 
| Mr. BLAIR] has laid down, is that it is the duty of this Government, 
when its records show an indebtedness to anybody, soldier or civilian, 
to hunt that person up and pay him without any application from the 
claimant. . ° 

Mr. BLAIR. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


Mr.COCKRELL. Could not the officers of the Government have 
hunted him up better than the claim agent? 
Mr. PLATT. They do not do it. 


Certainly. 

The Senate Select Committee to Inquire into the 
Methods of Doing Business in the Executive Departments, which was 
appointed in the Fiftieth Congress, went into this question and re- 
ported a bill to the Senate directing the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury to adjudicate and pay any and every claim of any and every citi- 
zen and soldier; whenever the records of the Government, kept by its 
own officers, showed an obligation on the part of the Government to 
such a person, to hunt him up and pay it. That bill was reported by 
me; it was called up here in the Senate by me, and upon the objection 
of the distinguished Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs], now in 


front of me, the bill was delayed and no action was had upon it in the 
last Congress, 
That bill is now before the Committee on Military Affairs of the Sen- 


ate, and will be reported at no distant day favorably. It compels the 
officers of the Government to adjudicate every claim which the records 
of our Government show to bedue to any soldier or civilian. If I have 
my way, it will go back indefinitely and cover all cases in the past 
where the records show that the Government justly owes a man any 
given sum of money, and require the officers to adjudicate the claim, 
hunt him up, and pay him, and not wait for anybody to come in and 
present a claim, or for the intervention of a claim agent. 
true policy. 

But what has been the policy which has been pursued heretotore? 
If lam not mistaken, Executive Document No. 179 shows clearly that 
when a person makes a claim for arrears of pay, and the examination 
of rolls shows that bounty is due, they do not adjudicate the claim for 
bounty at all. 

Mr. BLAIR. Nota bit of it, 

Mr. COCKRELL. They wait for the claim to be presented for bounty. 
Mr. President, it is absolutely monstrous. 

Mr. PLATT. And then we pass a law that if the claim is not pre- 
sented before a certain time it shall not be paid ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; that was the fault of Congress, and it was 
done because Congress did not know the situation or condition of the 
public business, Otherwise, I do not believe thatthe Senate and the 
other House would have ever passed a law fixing a limitation upon a 
claim which our own records show to be due, and of which the claim- 
ant himself had no evidence. 

These claims of the soldiers, their widows, and orphans are a little 
different from the ordinary claims of civilians against the Government 
of the United States. During the warwe kept alltherecords, Every- 
thing was kept in the possession of the Government. It is true one 
copy of the muster-roll was kept by the commanding officer, but what 


It is the only 


could the soldiers do? They did not have access to that. When they 
were mustered out of the service and went hither and thither they had 
no access to that; they had nothing but their discharge, and that dis- 
charge could not show what was due them. The Government kept in 
its own hands all the accounts between it and the soldier; and then to 
pass a law requiring that the claim of the soldier should be barred if 
he did not come in and present it within a certain time was certainly 
nothing but monstrous criminality. 

It is the duty of the Government in all those cases to hunt up the 
claimants; and if the system which I have the honor of recommending 
and which is now being carried out in the War Department under the 
very able and efficient head of that Department is permitted to be 
completed, inside of three years all the claims of every officer and 
soldier, widow and orphan, during the late war, will be accessible to 
any and every body just as quickly as you can turn toa dictionary and 
obtain the definition of a word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 84, line 10, 
after the name ‘‘ Garfield,’’ toinsert ‘‘ Memorial;’’ and in line 12, be- 
fore the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twelve thousand five hundred "’ 
and insert ‘‘ fifteen thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Garfield Memorial Hospital: For maintenance, to enable it to provide med- 
ical and surgical treatment to persons unable to pay therefor, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, line 19, after the word ‘‘ Re- 
bellion,’’ to insert ‘‘ both of the Union and Confederate Armies;’’ in 
line 20, after the words ‘‘publication of the,’’ to strike out ‘‘ official 
records of the Union and Confederate Armies,’’ and to insert ‘‘ Official 
Records of the War ot the Rebellion;’’ on page 85, line 8, after the word 
‘*stationery,’’ to insert ‘‘ and for additional rent not exceeding $1,800,”’ 
and in line 9, before the word ‘‘ dollars’’ to strike out ‘‘one hundred 
and fifty-two thousand one hundred’’ and insert two hundred and 
thirty-five thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Publication of Official Records of the War of the Rebellion, both of the Union 
and Confederate Armies: For continuing the publication of the Official Rec: 
ords of the War of the Rebellion, including the atlas of maps and plans, in 
accordance with the plan approved by the’Secretary of War August 3, 1880, and 
for the compensation of the civilian members of the board of publication, ap- 
pointed in accordance with the act of March 2, 1889, and for the compensation of 
such temporary expert services in connection with the preparation, publication 
and distribution of said records as may be deemed necessary by the Secretary 
of War, such experts tobe selected and appointed by the Secretary of War, from 
time to time, as the necessity therefor arises, and for the purchase of stationery, 
and for additional rent not exceeding $1,800, $235,000. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire of the Senator having charge 
of this bill as to this additional] sum for publishing the Official Records of 
the Rebellion whether in the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation bill any additional force of clerks or persons has been pro- 
vided for to facilitate the publication of these documents. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand, the necessary force was provided 
for in the legislative appropriation bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. As to this increase proposed from $152,000 to $235,. 
000, I think the chairman of the committee ought to state to the Sen- 
ate, so that it may be a matter of record, why we have made that in- 
crease. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that we have increased the sum here ta 
$235,000 on the recommendation of the Secretary of War and the officers 
in charge of this publication, upon the ground that if that sum is ap- 
propriated the work can be completed within four years. By a statute 
passed, I think, a year anda half ago, we required that the work should 
be completed within five years. The appropriation as it came to the 
Senate would require six years at least for the completion of the work, 
The Secretary of War is of the opinion, as are the officers in charge, 
that four years is the most economical time for the completion of this 
work. That is to say, the work can be carried on in a better way by 
providing a sufficient sum of money tocomplete the whole work within 
four years. It will enable the War Department to publish eighteen 
volumes of the work per annum. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wanted that statement put in the REcoRD, be- 
cause I have seen it stated in the public prints frequently and in the 
debates of the two Houses that one of the great reasors for the delay of 
this work has been that it has been impossible to print the volumes as 
they were prepared, which I believe does great injustice to the print- 
ing department of the Government. Major Davis, who is in charge of 
this work, was before the committee and stated that with the appro- 
priation which is proposed here of $236,000 he could in three years 
complete the work. The question was asked him: 


What is there about the delay in printing? Where does that arise? 

Major Davis. We print all that we get money for. This year our appropria- 
tion was $100,000, and we printed and distributed ten volumes. 

Senator GorRMAN. So it is the amount of money that is to be considered, and 
nothing else? 

Major Davis, That is all, sir. 


He further stated that with this amount he would complete the work, 
printing and all, within the time named by the Senator from Iowa, 
In justice to the Printing Office, which I know has been criticised very 
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severely everywhere for the delay of this matter, I wanted that state- 
ment made. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment of the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 86, after line 5, to insert: 
Ordnance stores for Washington and Maine: To enable the Secretary of War 
to carry into effect the provisions of “An act to authorize the Secretary of War 
to issue ordnance and ordnance stores to the State of Washington, in payment 
for ordnance and ordnance stores borrowed by the State of Oregon of said 
State whilst a Territory during the Nez Pereé Indian war of 1877 and 1578, and 
for other purposes,’ approved Juve 10, 1890, and “‘An act for the issuance of 


ordnance stores and supplies to the State of Maine, to replace similar stores 
destroyed by fire,” approved May 14, 1890, he is hereby authorized to use so 
much of the appropriations for ordnance and ordnance stores for the fiscal year 
1891 as may be necessary for this purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to modify this amendment before it is 
agreed to. It will be observed that the amendment is in accordance 
with two statutes which have been passed at the present session. The 
Secretary of War called the attention of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to the fact that he had no money to comply with these laws. 
Therefore the committee inserted this paragraph as it stands author- 
izing him to use the money appropriated in the army appropriation 
bill to accomplish this purpose. 

The attention of the Secretary of War being called to this amend- 
ment, he has suggested by letter that the appropriation for ordnance 
stores in the army appropriation bill is not sufficient or scarcely suffi- 
cient to comply with the absolute needs of the Army, and that no 
money appropriated for that purpose could be applied as proposed by 
this amendment, and he repeats his suggestion that it will require 
$18.899.01 to meet these two acts of Congress. I have not had an op- 
portunity to consult with the committee, but I propose to strike out 
all of the amendment after the words ‘‘ eighteen hundred and ninety ’’ 
and insert ‘‘ $18,900,’ which will give the Secretary a leeway of 99 
cents above the amount estimated. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator that it would be better to 
have the letter of the Secretary of War read. He has it there. 

Mr. ALLISON, I have the letter here. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will have it inserted in the RecorD at this point. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, Ju’y 11, 1890. 


Sir: I have the honor to invite your attention to the following amendment 


reported by the Senate Committee on Appropriations to the sundry civil bill, 
page 86, namely: 

“Ordnance stores for Washington and Maine: Toenable the Secretary of War 
to carry into effect the provisions of ‘An actto authorize the Secretary of War 
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for ordnance and ordnance stores borrowed by the State of Oregon of said State 
whilst a Territory during the Nez Percé Indian war of I877 and 1878, and for 
other purposes,” approved June 10, 1890, and “Ar tfortl ssue of ordnance 
stores and supplies to the State of Maine to replace ir stores destroyed by 


fire,’ approved May 14, 1890, $18,900, 
Mr. COCKRELL. Where does that amendment come in? 
Mr. ALLISON. I explained it in the temporary absence of the Sen- 
ator. It isan appropriation to carry out the two acts. 
Mr. COCKRELL About ordnance in Washington and Mains 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes; and a letter from the Secretary of Wa 
ing that it is impossible—— 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is right; I understand it That was the 
ordnance lost, burned up, destroyed, in Maine and Orefon Vash 
ington, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the com 


mittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 87, in line 4, before the 


word ‘‘hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘ five;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 
For tobacco for prisoners on special or ex hard labor, $500 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 89, line 19, after the word ‘ 


thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out 


‘*seven’’ and insert ‘‘nine;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For construction of necessary bui 8 (such as ou ises ) and ; of 
officers’ quarters, prisoners’ buildings, the hospital, the chapel, stables all 
other buildings on prison grounds, including plu gy and allo r an 
labor thereon which can not be done by prison la $500 Ina 10 08 


The amendment was agreed to 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line 
16, on page 90, in the appropriations ‘‘for subsistence ’’ at the Central 
Branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Day- 
Mr. ALLISON. 


tween ** 


On line 16, page 90, there should be a comma be- 
and the word ‘‘cooks.’’ It mean 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and « 


A 


bakers’’ ; bakers and cooks. 
ontinued to line 20, on 


HI Spl al at the Central Branch of 
the National Home for Disabled Soldiers at Dayton, Ohio 


Mr. ALLISON. There should be a comma after the word ‘* ma- 
} trons,’’ at the end of line 19; also a comma alter the word ‘‘cooks,’’ 


to issue ordnance and ordnance stores to the State of Washington in payment 


for ordnance and ordnance stores borrowed by the State of Oregon of said State 
whilst a Territory during the Nez Percé Indian war of 1877 and 1878, and for 
other purposes,’ approved June 10, 1890, and ‘An act for the issue of ordnance 
stores and supplies to the State of Maine to replace similar stores destroyed by 
fire,’ approved May 14, 1890, he is hereby authorized to use so much ot the ap- 
propriations for ordnance and ordnance stores for the fiscal year 1891 as may be 
necessary for this purpose.” , 

This amendment indicates that the appropriation for the procurement of ord- 
nance and ordnance stores during the present fiscal year may be used for the 
purposo of executing the acts of Congress above cited, in favor of the States of 
Washington and Maine. 

These acts call for the expenditure of funds as follows: 
Ordnance stores for Maine...................... 
Quartermaster’s stores for Maine 
Ordnance steres for Washington 


. $5, 263. 95 





. 1,135.06 
12, 500. 00 








Making a total of peredieitastd dutiddbiteiwnintign Stteleeteves 18, 899. 01 
It will be seen that $1,135.06 worth of quartermaster’s stores are embraced in 
the above, and to procure quartermaster’s stores from appropriations made for 
the Ordnance Department would be in conflict with existing law (Revised Stat- 
utes, section 3678). 

Should this amendment become a law as reported above, it would practically 
defeat the objects ofthe acts cited therein for the benefit of the States of Maine 
and Washington and for the reason thatthe appropriations made tor ordnance 
stores in the army bill (see copy inclosed, page 9) are hardly sufficient for the 
absolute needs of the Army. For some years past this Department has been 
unable to properly repair and preserve the ordnance and ordnance stores on 
hand, owing tothe limited appropriations. 

In view of the foregoing facts I would recommend that the word “‘ he” online 
17, and also lines 18, 19, and 20, on page 86, be omitted, and that there be inserted 
in lieu thereof the following words, namely, “the amount necessary to carry 
these laws into effect is hereby appropriated.” 

Very respectfuily, 


REDFIELD PROCTOR, 


Secretary of War. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the committee will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 17, after the words “eighteen hun- 
dred and ninety,’ strike ont all down to and including the word 
**purpose,’’ in line 20, as follows: 


He is hereby authorized to use so much of the appropriations for ordnance 
and ordnance stores for the fiseal year 1891 as may be necessary for this purpose. 


And insert in lieu thereof the words “eighteen thousand nine hun- | 


dred dollars; ’’ so as to read: 


Ordnance stores for Washington and Maine: To enable the Secretary of War 
to carry into effect the provisions of ‘An act to authorize the Secretary of War 
to issue ordnance and ordnance stores to the State of Washington in payment 





at the end of line 20. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That 1 


it amendment will be made, in 
the absence of objection. 





rhe reading of the bill was resumed Che next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ** National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, Northwest Branch, at Milwau- 
kee, Wis.,’’ on page #4, after line 2, to insert 

For remodeling heat ng app at ¥ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to increa he total amount of the ap- 


propriationsfor ‘‘National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, North- 


west branch, at Milwaukee, Wis.,’’ from $307,269.82 to $315,269.82 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appronriation for ‘*‘ National Hlome 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, at the Eastern Branch, at Togus, Me.,”’ 
on page 95, after line 8, to insert 

Foran addition to hospital, $25, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 95, line 13, to increase the total 
amount of the appropriations for National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers, at the Eastern Branch, at Togus, Me., from $263,324,93 


to $288,324.93. 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was i 


in the appropriation for National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, at the Southern Branch, at Hamp 
ton, Va.,’’ on page 96, after line 12, to insert 
For wharf, $3,700; for dining-room, in addition to 39,00 a \ appro ed 
$11,000. 
Mr. ALLISON. I desire to change that amendment by making a 
separate paragraph in line 13, beginning with the words “for dining- 
| room. That will make it two separate paragraphs, one read 


For wharf, $3,700. 


And the other— 

For dining-room, in addition to £9,0 ly— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WASHBURN in thechair). The 
amendment will be so modified. ‘The question is on agreeing to tl 
amendment of the committee as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations w 


, on 
page 96, to increase t 


he total amount of the appropriations for the Na- 





— cae | 
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tioual Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at the Southern Branch, 
at Hampton, Va., from $416,220.33 to $430,920.33. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
ext amendment w in the appropriation for ‘‘ National Home 
for DD led Volunteer Soldiers, at the Pacific Branch, at Santa Monica, 
Ca on page 97, line 20, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out 
“fat $150 p num each, ninety,’’ and insert ‘* one hundred and seven- 
t« » as to make the clause read 
tl Pacific Bra at Sania Monica, Ca For maintenance of six hundred 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the amount appropriated in this bill 


for all these various homes—and there is quite a large number of them— 


amounts to $2,686,400. At this particular home heretofore the cost of 


the maintenance of the inmates was linfited to $150 each per annum. 
The statement comes from the gentlemen who manage these homes, and 


JULY 19, 


fore the committee and stated that the actual experience is that it is 


impossible to maintain an inmate of the home at Santa Monica, where 


this home is situated, at $150 perannum, and, having some tittle know!]- 
edge myself of the situation there I think there is some truth in it, and 
perhaps absolute truth in it. It is I think especially true that it will 
cost $150 per annum at the homes in the East to maintain each person. 
Santa Monica is in Southern California, near the Pacific coast. It is in 
a region sparsely settled and in a region absolutely destitute of coal, so 
that the expenditure for fuel there must be largely in excess of the cost 


| of fnel at any other home in the United States. 


I have no doubt truthfully, that they are unable at this home on the 
the entire year. But upon this point I send to the desk the letter of 


tin Southern California to maintain the soldiers at $150 
enc I think nobody will object to making fair provision for these 


gallantold men, but it would seem in a country like that, teeming with 
everything to sustain life, they ought to be able to maintain the in- 


Pa c coa 


mates well at $150 per annum 
In addition to that, there is a rule of admission to these institutions, 
which are kept up all over the country and are being constantly mul- 
tiplied, that no matter what pension a soldier receives he shall be ad 
mitted withoutregard toit. The pensionsare paid regularly although 
} 


the soldiers are admitted and maintained in these homes, and it appears 
that they can not be maintained at this branch for $150 per annum 
eacn 

I am aware that this can not be corrected in this bill, but Ido desire 
to call attention to it and to say that some provision should be made 
whereby soldiers who receive more than $8, $10, or $12 per month, or 
with a limitation of some proper amount, should be excluded from these 
homes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator permit me to state to him that under 
a rule of the board, which I think is uniformly enforced, no person is 
admissible to a soldiers’ home who receives over $16 a month pension. 

Mr.GORMAN. That practically admits all the soldiers except those 
who were very badly wounded and maimed. 

Mr. PLUMB. 1 was not speaking of it as qualifying wholly what 
the Senator said, but simply as a matter of information in the line of 
what he was saying 

Mr. GORMAN, Iam indebted to the Senator for the information, 
but there ought to be some fixed rule. While I do not intend to criti- 
cise the management of these homes, for as a rule they are managed 
by distinguished oflicers who served during the war, but in the order 
of things I take it tor granted it is impossible for them to give personal 
attention to the management, and it is left to subordinates. It seems 
to me that later on in considering the matter of pensions and in mak- 
ing provisions for them, which I agree ought to be ample, some rule 
shonld be made by which this expenditure can be decreased. I know 
that in my own State, for instance, we maintain there persons who are 


indigent, and do it as well as I think they are supported in these | 


Homes, for about $100 per annum. 

[ know we have one institution for the disabled Confederates who 
were residents of Maryland. The State makes a small contribution 
and gave them as a home oneof the old arsenals. The residue is made 
hy private contributions. They are maintained well and live as 
wel! I think as the men in any of the National Homes, and the cost 
does not exceed, I understand, $125 per man. It is true there are few 
of them, some forty or fifty in all, but if there were one hundred or 
one hundred and fifty I have no doubt they could be maintained for 
$100 per annum, 

Hlere we have an expenditure of two or three million dollars per an- 
num, and it is increasing, and we proposed a day or two since an act 
creating another home in the new State of Washington, and but for the 
proviso offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] one- 
half of the amount would have been charged to the Government, and 
that restriction no doubt will be repealed and later on that will come in. 
These homes are constantly increasing, and some provision should be 
made looking to the limiting of the expenditure for them. As has been 
said before, the pension-ro]] is coming within a few years to $300,000, 000, 
and with the expenditure of four or five million dollars on this account 


up 


a very serious question is presented to us. I suppose the chairman of | 


the committee will be obliged to state to the Senate that the managers 
of these homes, the gentlemen who are responsible for the government 
of them, come to the Committee on Appropriations and insist that in 
California it is impossible to maintain this institution at the rate of 
$150 per annum for each inmate. 

We have been compelled to increase the appropriation. The num- 


, . . . . > | 
ber entitled to admission, I understand, is limited by law to G00 mem- | 


bers. We increase the appropriation now to $117,000. I know this 
matter can not be corrected now, but I thought it my duty to call the 
attention of the Senate to the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. In response to the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Maryland I will say that the managers of the homes or one or two 


| 





of them and I believe that General Schofield appeared personally be- | 


Mr. PLUMB. I will ask the Senator to state if the climate there is 
not mild. There is no necessity for a very large amount of fuel for the 
mere purposes of comfort. 

Mr. ALLISON. I perhaps ought to state that the climate is mild, 
but it is within a mile and a half of the Pacific Ocean, and therefore 
it is damp, and I think very likely fuel is necessary there during nearly 


General William B. Franklin, who is the president of the Board of 
Managers of the Soldiers’ Home, on this matter of the expense at Santa 
Monica. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read, so that we may know what it says. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

HARTFORD, Cony., June 23, 1890, 

Sir: I respectfally call your attention to the appropriation for the mainte- 
nance of the Pacific branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, as contained in the sundry civil 
bill, page 85, lines 20 et seq. 

The appropriation is $90,000 for maintenance of six hundred members, and 
$10,000 for farm. This is the same amount for maintenance that was appropri- 
ated for the current fiscal year and an addition of $10,000 for expenditures on 
the farm. 

The experience of the Board of Managers in the current year shows that the 
sum appropriated is inadequate for the support of the branch. 

During the current year the average present at the branch has been about 
four hundred members, and admissions were virtually stopped about Novem- 
ber llast. It was with the greatest difficulty that the expenditures were kept 
within the appropriation. That they have been so kept, as they bave, has been 
at the cost of great stinginessin the ration and a general paring down of every- 
thing looking towards a permanent improvement of the branch. The costs of 
provisions, fuel, and freight are much greater than they are at Eastern branches, 
so that. although $150 will supporteach member for a year at the other branches, 
more than $200 are required annually for each man at the Pacific Branch. In 
wet weather, of which there is a great deal, the cost of hauling is enormousalso, 

The Boardof Managers estimated for the next fiscal year, for seven hundred 
and fifty members, $159,344.16. (Book of Estimates, pages 228, 229.) Thisamount 
will be no more than sufficient to support that number of members one year at 
the Pacific Branch. Should Congress, however, prefer to limit the number of 
the members at the branch toan Sverage of six hundred, then the amount might 
be reduced proportionally, so that it would be $127,475, instead of $100,000, as it 
now stands in the bill. But a smaller amount will not support six hundred 
members decently atthe Pacific Branch. 

Respectfully, yours, 
W. B. FRANKLIN, 
President Board of Managers. 
Hon. W. B. ALLISON, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will add that, as will be seen from that letter, 
although we appropriated for six hundred members last year $90,000, 
and the same amount here inserted in the House bill, they were un- 
able to accommodate more than four hundred because of the cost. The 
Committee on Appropriations insert $10,000 less than is estimated as 
necessary by General Franklin. So, although it appears to be large, 
I do not think, if we are to maintain this home so as to provide for six 
hundred members, it will be possible for them to go on with a less sum 
than the Senate Committee on Appropriations recommend. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is worth noting in this connection that the main- 
tenance of six hundred members at this Pacific Branch costs a total of 
$259,500 per annum, while the maintenance on an average of about 
two thousand persons at Leavenworth costs $369,915. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much is that apiece? 

Mr. PLUMB. The gross cost at the Leavenworth home is about 
$150 including everything. At the home at Santa Monica it is nearly 
100 per cent. more. It seems to me that there is a wide discrepancy. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will look for a moment he will ob- 


| serve that a large amount included for the Santa Monica home is for 


construction. Thatis a new home, just being constructed now, and is 
notcompleted. ‘‘For hospital, $50,000; for mess hall and kitchen, $20, - 


| 000,”’ ete. 


Mr. PLUMB. I know, but the Senator will find under the main- 
tenance of the Leavenworth home $3(),000 there for construction also. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. PLUMB. It issafe tosay that the average cost of maintenance 
at Santa Monica is just about twice as much. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas, who states that 
because the climate is warmer there there should be less cost for fuel, 
that he should bear in mind the stimulating nature of the atmosphere 
of California, which increases the appetite, so that the expense is much 

ter for food as it is less for fire. 

Mr. ALLISON. It must be also borne in mind that if they use coal 
in Santa Monica it comes from Australiaand there is a duty of 75 cents 
a ton onit. It comes either from Australia or British Columbia, or 
possibly from Washington Territory, and the expenditure for fuel there 
is much greater necessarily than it would be, for instance, at Marion, 
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Ind., where they have natural gas, or at ilampton, where there is close 
proximity to cheap coal. . 7 

Mr. PLUMB. The suggestion that the 75 cents a ton duty on coa 
adds to the cost of maintenance at the Santa Monica home is a goo 
deal like the manufacturer who, on account of the rise in the price 0 
wood at the rate of 50 cents a cord, added $10 a thousand to tooth- 
picks. I do not think the duty on coai will 
actual gross cost in excess of what coal is sold tor at the average price 
of coal throughout the United States. Iam not criticising this matt 
but I am simply calling attention to the fact that it is pretty extrava- 
gant as compared with the others. oh 2. ae 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis anestablishment in itsincipiency. It is new. 
There is an appropriation for construction purposes for a hospital, for 
a mess-hall and kitchen, for the extension of the water-works and ad- 
ditional barracks, headquarters, and library and laundry—all new con- 
structions, covering more than half this entire expenditure. 

I think these homes are fairly well managed. I have no complaint 
to make of this Santa Monica Home. General Sewell, who is very fa- 
miliar with this subject and who gave close and careful attention to it, 


] 
F 


er, 


probably represent the | 
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stated to us, as the Senator very well remembers, that this increase | 


was absolutely necessary. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam not quarreling about the increase. I am just 
calling attention to the fact that there is a very large cost in one place 
in proportion to the cost at others. 

Mr. GORMAN. I felt it my duty to call attention to the expense 
of conducting this home. I do not understand that, under the act of 
a few years ago limiting the number of inmates to six hundred and the 
cost of each to $150 per annum, the managers could exceed that cost, 
but they report that it is not possible to maintain these soldiers within 
reasonable bounds as to cost. It seems to me that brings the question 


before us whether it is wise to go on and continue the expenditure of 


money for additional buildings at that point. 


We have in this bill, after the appropriation of $117,000 for main- | 


tenance at this home, the following items: 


For farm, including the same objects specified under this head for the Central 
Branch, $10,000; 

For hospital, $50,000; 

For mess-hall and kitchen, $20,000; 

For extension of water-works, $20,000; 

For one additional barrack, $25,000; 

For headquarters and library, $10,000; 

For laundry, $7,500; in all, $259,500. 

If this is not the proper place for one of these homes, if the cost con- 
tinues to be kept up as it is in this bill, I suggest whether it would 
not be wise to strike out the whole provision for these new buildings 
until some convenient point is selected where these soldiers can be 
maintained as cheapiy as in Kansas 

None of the items named by the Senator from Iowa, it strikes me, 
accounts for this increased cost. I think the location is wrong if the 
report of the Board of Managers is correct, and we should consider 
whether it is not wise to stop these expenditures now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will be a great economy in the end. 

Mr. GORMAN. As the Senator from Missouri suggests, it will be 
great economy in the end, and then we should make some provision 
for these gallant old men at some other point, where the climate is 
better and where the home can be reached by rail or by water. 

Mr. PLUMB. The average daily cost of food at Leavenworth is 
about 17 cents per capita. Two years ago,when I was there, the treas- 
urer had just made up his accounts, and it amounted to 16.4 cents per 
day, and I imagine that 17 cents would be a fair average for a period 
of years. That would be, fora year of three hundred and sixty-five 
days, $62 for food. : 

The quantity and quality of food and the variety aresuch that there 
is no room for any natural or ordinary desire for anything with which 
to supplement it. 
ate paying $100 for other things, such as clothing, which has to be 
supplied. Of course those who come there bring with them some 
clothing, but it has to be replenished from time to time during their 
stay, and there are expenses for shelter and tor management and for 
hospital supplies and treatment. When you go above $150 it is a good 


deal like what the old farmer discovered about the price of his daugh- | 
He told the girl that she could go and buy a new calico | 
He knew that enough calico could be bought for a dollar or a 


ter’s dress. 
dress. 
dollar and a quarter to make a dress, and he expected about that as 
the gross outlay. When he came to narrate his experience with the 
merchant whosold the bill of goods he said the dress cost only a dollar, 
but that the trimmings cost $10, and itis the trimmings in this thing that 
are costing money. It is the fine houses for the managers. Why, Mr. 
President, these people live literally in palaces who manage these es- 
tablishments; their surroundings are of the most palatial character. 
There is no suggestion of war or camp life or hardship of any kind or 
description whatever; on the contrary the money is spent in the most 
lavish possible way, and, while I do not mean to say that it is entirely 
out of keeping, I declare that it is not fair to charge the old soldiers 
with this large expenditure, because the smallest part of it goes to 
them. It is the well fed, sleek, and contented officials, with their fine 


mansions and with their Brussels carpets and their luxurious bill of | 


Therefore, while we are paying $62.05 for food we | 
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fare and their high wages and all that sort of thing, which goes with 
money which has not been earne 1, but which is to be appropriat d by 
the Government, which constitutes t b e t be such, tha 
I t from the establishment of these | 
Mr. PLAT If there is any question as to whet t support of 
t ldiers by the Santa Monica | » is more expe { t ought 
io t t ? e 3 
gation nd it docs co b t p eis 
to be itshould be rectitied is \ \ ppt I 
tion bill ‘his home I think cous 3 it 
M ALLISON I ; 
Mr LAT I it 18 lav ellg 1 <o)- 
‘ who go there é i es ¢ and 
situation which k t p } gh 1 rry to 
r cour ypted ere } would wk to « ’ that hom 
‘ yy way I « is the ite i 
it ‘ mncerned, it v r fort to tl perhaps more so 
than any other hon the 1 States 
I speak of th becaus - ple e not to investigate the 
interior of the hom ¢ 1 icre it is located, and to ride abou 
these grounds, which are stil! in unfinished conditi ind if there 
is any question made as to whether there is extravagance there, it seems 
to me that that should be 1 ed somewhere else than on an appro- 
priation bill. 
~ Mr. ALLISON. One word. Of course the Committee on Appropri 
ations can not Investigate personally all these 1estions. We are 
bound to take the state ent o some one. Idor know of any one 
who is more entitled to credit as respects the cost than the pr: sident of 
the Board of Managers, Ger 1 Franklin. He certainly would not 
write a letter and say to us that it is impossible to get on with the 
amount of m appropriated in the bill as it came to us from the 
other House, if that was a sufficient sum. 
As to the cost of these various homes, the Senator from Kansas has 
| given us rather a lurid picture of the way in which the directors and 
superintendents of these homes deport themselves I happen to know 
ymething about a soldiers’ hor in my own State, the State of lowa. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is not a national soldiers’ home 
Mr. ALLISON No, sir; but it is a soldiers’ home situated in the 
most love ly part ol the st ite of low 1, near the city of Mar h L vis- 
ited it, I think it was last October, just prior to the election last year, 
and I had occasion to look upon the situation t found there 
were three hundred and twenty-seven inmates of that hom General 
| Milo Smith, a splendid soldier, is the superintendent. Heshowed me 
| the books of the home and his accounts, and the cost of maintenance 
| there, including every item of expenditure, clothing and all, was $112.50 
| for each person. 
| I have an lea that the soldiers’ homes which ar heing supported 
| by the Government of the United States are more expensive than are 
tl Stat iomes, and I rat co the spirit evident eof look- 
ing more carefully intot nditures | think it isa wise thing 
to do iit { i e tl ng to enl ur the number of these 
homes. I think it is a great deal better for us to pay, as we do under 
a statute, a portion of the cost maintaining the State homes. 
I unite re the hon y Stat pports very well the inmates 
there Che ha i tl 10 the clothing that thev require, and 
edical attendance, and they have very good sleeping room They 
intained vel n . 1 it is all done at a cost of $112 0 
lor each inmate 
Mr. COCKRELL. Does that include the salaries of the officers ? 
Mr. ALLISON. That includes the « pensation of all the pers 
| who are in charge of the home 
Mr. GORMAN, I only wish to say one word more. Of course I do 
not desire to interfere with this home in California. I merely wish to 
call attention to it as this matter is running up. The appropriations 
last year were $1,995,866. By the \! before us they amount to $2,- 
286,465. 4 [ believe that the increase is caused by the fine buildings 
which are put up outside, without reference to the comfort of the sol- 
diers themsel ves. 
Now, take this very case—and I only use this is as an illustration— 
you have in the act of 1889 
At the Pacific Bran t Santa M 1, Cal For mainten eo x hundred 
mem rs, at SioU per annum « 2 aw) 
For out-door relief and incidental expenses, $ g 


‘ 


We appropriated at the same time “‘ 
expenses, $31,515.”’ ‘outdoor relief 
in this act. Iam reading now from the act of March 2, 1889. In the 
act of October 2, 1888, I find that there was appropriated- 


for outdoor relief and incidental 


I donot know what is meant by 


At the Pacific Branch 
} ] ; 


For mainte in , 
For additional buildings 


gs re 1 t fie] r 10,900; in all, $90,0 
Now, we come to the pre 
addition to the 117,000 ‘for maintenance 


appropriation of $10,000 for ho 


1 we are considering, and in 


of these people there is an 
, 00,000 for mess-hall and kitchen, 


$20,000 for extension of water I $0,000 for other purposes, and 
so on, making an agyregate of $135,000 for the buildings and library 
and what not for this home. 
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It seems to me that we are swelling the total amount of the appro- 
priation beyond all reasonable proportions, I do not know how it can 
be corrected on this bill, but I desire to call attention to the general | 
appropriation, not specially to this one home on the Pacific. 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on | 
page 98, line 6, to increase the total amount of the appropriations for 
the Pacific Branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- | 
diers at Santa Monica, Cal., from $232,500 to $259,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 98, line 9, before the word ‘‘one,”’ 
to insert ‘* not exceeding;’’ so as to read: 

At the Marion Branch, at Marion, Ind.: For maintenance of six hundred mem- 
bers, at not exceeding $150 per annum each, $90,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think in view of what has been said I shall move, 
with the concurrence of the committee, to insert in line10, on page 98, 

‘130,”’ and in the same line to strike out ‘‘90’’ and insert ‘*78;’’ so 
as to make the total ** $78,000.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Stcrerary. In line 10, on page 98, before the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ 
itis proposed to strike out ‘‘50”’ and insert ‘* 30,’ and in the same 
line, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ‘* 90’’ and insert ‘*78;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


Atthe Marion Branch, at Marion, Ind: Formaintenance ofsix hundred mem- 
bers at not exceeding $130 per annum each, $78,000, 

Mr. ALLISON. I do this after the discussion here and in view of 
the fact that at Marion, Ind., as I understand it, there is no cost what- 
ever for fuel. Natural gas is supplied there without cost to the home, 
it being right in the midst of the natural-gas region. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask to have that matter passed over until my col- 
league [Mr. VOORHEES] is present. He has some papers in his desk 
which I have not been able to get in relation to the question. I think, 
though, the general drift of them is to increase the appropriation for 
the reasons which are given, instead of decreasing them. I should be 
very much obliged if the Senate would pass that part of the bill over 
until my colleague comes in. He will be here at least before the bill 
is finished. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will, of course, consent that it be passed over for | 
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the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed over, | 
in the absence of objection. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 98, lines 22 and 23, to increase the total amount of the appropria- 
tions for the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Marion, 
Ind., from $2,611,765. 45 to $2,686,465. 45, 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that that amendment may be passed over. 
‘The total will depend upon what we may agree to in line 9. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In lines 20 and 21 there is an item ‘‘for outdoor 
relief and incidental expenses, $32,500.’ Why is that putin there 
and not in the other cases ? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the general fund; that applies to all homes, 
and not to this particular home preceding the clause. The Senator 
will notice that in lines 18 and 19 the total for the Marion home is | 
stated, ‘‘in all, $202,500.’’ 


» v~ 





Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, I see. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WASHBURN in the chair). The 

idment on lines 22 and 23 will be passed over. 

Mr. PLUMB. Icall attention to the fact that the total for the Marion 
}lome, singularly enough, is precisely the same that it is for the Cali- 
fornia home. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is. 

Mr. PLUMB. Including construction and everything else. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- | 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 99, line 4, after 
the word ‘* deceased,’’ to insert: 


And William B. Franklin, of Connecticut; Thomas W. Hyde, of Maine; John | 


©, Black, of Iilinois, and George W. Steele, of Indiana, for the terms of office 
commencing on the 2ist day of April, 189, to fill vacancies occasioned by the 
expiration of terms of office and by the increase provided hereby ; i 


So as to make the clause read: 

That the following-named persons be, and are hereby, appointed Managers 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, to wit, Eomunp N. Mor- 
niL., of Kaneas, for the unexpired term of office of John A, Martin, deceased: 
Alfred L. Pearson, of Pennsylvania, for the unexpired term of otfieé of John F. 
liartranft, deceased; and William B. Franklin, of Connecticut; Thomas W. 
Hyde, of Maine; John C, Biack, of Illinois, and George W. Steele, of Indiana, 
for the terms of office commencing on April 21, 1890, to fill vacancies occasioned 
by the expiration of terms of office and by the increase provided hereby. | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. PLUM". Before the amendment is adopted I want to say a 
w rd or two to some extent about the personnel of ‘he board of man- 
agement. 

Mr. PLATT. 
ment? 


How many is the board increased by this amend- 
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Mr. PLUMB. The expectation was that there would be an increase 


| of one. I think that isa fact, but I am not quite sure. I think on 


the whole there is no increase as it now stands, althongh it was de- 
sizned to put on one additional member by reason of the erection of a 
new home at Marion, Ind. 

Mr. ALLISON. One was temporarily put on, but there is no in- 


| crease proposed here. 


Mr. PLATT. The amendment says: 

To fill vacancies occasioned by the expiration of terms of office and by the 
increase provided hereby. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thatis true, but that phraseology was intended to 
embrace the selections of persons not then agreed upon. 

I know none of them personally. I have no acquaintance with any 
of the persons named in the proposition except Mr. MORRILL, of Kan- 
sas, and General John C. Black, late Commissioner of Pensions. As 
to both of those men, I take pleasure in saying that I have no doubt 
they are most excellent persons to be members of this board, but I 
want to say that I shall not hereafter vote so as to give to any one per- 
son longer than six years’ service upon this board. 

I believe that this board ought to be very frequently renovated. 
While the members of it receive no pay, they disburse a very large 
amount of money, and it is in regard to a service about which the pub- 
lic mind is so sensitive that the dispositionis to refrain from criticism. 
Every one wishes that these soldiers’ homes may be of the utmost ca- 
pacity; that everything possible may be done for the comfort and con- 
venience of these persons in the declining years of their lives, and who 
gave their services to their country in the hour of its peril. 

But, I have a much better reason for believing that the management 
is not as conservative, as wise, as economical, and as free from ordinary 


| selfishness as it ought to be. The board practically, according to in- 
| formation which I get, consists of one man, and that man is General 


Franklin, the president, who was an excellent soldier and no doubt, 
of course, is a very estimable man, who, from the time which he has 
given to the position of manager of the Colt’s Arms Work in Connec- 
ticut, and from the time which he gave asthe manager of the American 
branch of the Paris Exposition, has taken sucha fiagment as he thought 
was necessary in order that that the two million and odd dollars appro- 
priated for the maintenance of these homes might be properly dis- 
bursed. 

Che theory is that each one of these members looks after some one 
home. ‘The result is that the board itself as a board practically gives 
no attention to them. I have in mind one of these homes at which 
there has been appointed a governor, who has been an officer for a num- 
ber of years and who is conspicuously unfit for the place; whose pres- 
ence in his position is an affront to the inmates of the home; who by 
reason of his habits and of his arbitrary and rough and brutal methods 
has caused no end of trouble; and by reason of some other things also 


| has contributed to a scandal which, while it has not yet obtained very 


much vent, at the same time has left everything in an exceedingly un- 

happy condition, that could not have been if the visitation which this 

board ought to give to these homes had been of a proper character. 
The board makes, once a year, a trip throughout the country visit- 


| ing these homes. It isdinedand wined by the governors of the homes 


while on its round. It, of course, gives a certain superficial examina- 
tion to the homes, but opportunity is never presented to the inmates 


| of the homes to make complaint. 


I do not say how much trouble exists at any of these homes or how 
much room there is for criticism, but I do know that at one of thema 
condition of things exists which, if it had not been sheltered under the 
honored name of General Franklin and the other members of this 
board, would have been the subject of open comment for years since. 

I believe, as I stated in the beginning, that there ought to be a con- 
stant change of members, and in consenting now to vote to put ia Gen- 
eral Franklin I do it with the understanding, not that I have any 


| complaint about him as an individual, but for the reasons which I have 


stated, that in consenting to him I do it under protest, because there 
is no time now to make any suggestion of a better arrangement, but 


| with the distinct understanding thatif I should be in this place when 


his term expires I shall insist that some other person shall take his 


| place, and similarly in regard to all the other persons who are in the 


board when their terms respectively expire, provided always they have 
had the benefitofafullterm. Six years is long enough in one of these 
places, in an administrative place, especially where the circumstances 


| are such that the board is practically removed from criticism. 


Mr. ALLISON. For myself I regret that this matter of the ap- 
pointment of managers is in this bill. We found in the bill as it came 
to us from the other House the name of one gentleman from Kansas 
and one from Pennsylvania to fill the unexpired terms of deceased 


| members, which wasall well enough. Since that time another mana- 


ger has died, General Leonard A. Harris, of Ohio. The Committee on 
Appropriations have always in these matters consulted the Committee 
on Military Affairs, which primarily is responsible for the soldiers’ 
homes, and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWwLry], the chair- 
man of that committee, asked me to offer an amendment to be inserted 


| after the word ‘‘ deceased,’’ in line 4, on page 99. I now offer that 


amendment. 
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Mr.COCKRELL. Not by recommendation of the Military C 
tee, I suppose 

Mr. ALLISON. He did t y He ha l 4 
dum. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was distinctly understood nl 
that it was not th ommittee’s action, and it was so anno eed to th 
committee, that the Senator from Connecticut would oller and « 
member of the com ttee could take h own cou u’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. He handed me the memorandum I 
have here, stating that he was compelled to be absent from the Cham- 

to-day: and in accordance with that understanding I offer the 

amendment to the amendment of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to t m t 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 99, ]i i the rd ‘‘ deceased 
it is proposed to insert 

Lewis B. Gunekel, of Ohio or th inexy l ter oO fr. A 
eceased 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
roposed by the Senator from fowa[ Mr. ALLISON] to the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Isuppose that, as several Senators know Mr. Gun 
kel, it is not necessary for me to say anything about him, but the ree- 
son why the soldiers at the home and the people of Dayton 


renera 
genera 


have taken great interest in the selection of Mr. Gunckel rather than | 


the gentleman whom I will name in a moment is because Mr. Gunckel 
during the civil war was a member of the senate of Ohio and was ap- 
pointed one of the first managers of the home. In 1864, before the war 
closed, when the home was first organized, he served in that capacity 


with great intelligence. He is a man of wealth, has been a member of 
} 


Congress, has held high positions, and has given a great deal of time to 


the building of the Soldiers’ Home at Dayton and the management of 
it ever since that time. He receives no salary, as a matter of course 
and it is a mere Jabor of love. A very large portion of the people of 
Dayton have expressed a strong desire for his reappointment. He was 
a manager for several years. Colonel Harris, who was also a very ¢al- 
lant and excellent man, held the office for some years, and now, since 
he is dead, it is desired that Mr. Gunekel shall take the place. 

Iam bound to say that my colleague [Mr. PAYNE] desired the ap- 
pointment of Mr. YODER, who is now a member of the House and is 
about to retire; his term willend with the present Congre Mr. Yo- 
DER is a very worthy and excellent man; I have no objection to him 
atall. Mr. Steele, who has been named by the Senate committee, has 
been appointed governor of Oklahoma, and will remove there, and can 
not, probably, attend to this business. i 
the great institution—I do not know how many inmates they have 
there, but a much larger number than atany of the other homes, prob- 
ably as large as three or four of the others—I am perfectly willing to 
have Mr. Gunckel, as the choice of the people there and of the soldiers 
especially, for he ha: been very kind to them, and very generous to 
that home; and to take Mr. Yoprr, also, They are of opposite poli- 
tics, both though from Ohio, and I would be willing to makethem th« 
two remaining officers, striking out Mr. Steele, whocertainly could not 
accept if he was appointed, and inserting Mr. Gunckel and Mr. Yoper 
in place of Mr. Steele and Colonel Harris, who is dead. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I hope the Senator from Ohio will move 
an amendment to include the striking ont and inserting of both thes 
names. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I willdosoifit isin order, I will move tostrike 
out the name of Steele, who is now appointed governor of Oklahoma 
and who can not accept this place undoubtedly, and insert the name 
of YopER. The first name I do not know. 

Mr. COCKRELL. SAmvuetS. Yoper. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That will preserve also the present political atti- 
tude of the managers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I very heartily approve of the last part of the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio. l 
member, was from Ohio and was a Democrat. It has been the rule 
for a number of years past, that no politics should be mixed up in this 
board and that an equal number of Democrats and Republicans should 
be appointed. That rule has been maintained up to the present time 
and now exists. Had both Mr. Gunckel and Mr. Steele been appointed 
it would have given seven Republicans to four Democrats, which would 
not have been correct. I have no objection to the change proposed by 
the Senator from Ohio, because then it equalizes the board. 

I think certainly there should be no political complications in the 
organization of this board. At one time it was all Republican and 
then at another time it was all Democratic, and neither one of them 
was satisfactory; but since the plan has been adopted of divi 
managers equally, politics have been excluded from the management 
and there has been no criticism of it; and that policy should be con- 
tinued. ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not intend to object to any of th 


ie uggestions 
made by Senators respecting these managers. 





= 


I agree with the Sena- 


As the Dayton institution is | 


Colonel Harris, the deceased | 
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tor from Missouri that the matter of the managers of these homes | 


should be kept out of politics. 


XXI——467 


I suppose the way to doit is to divide 
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Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Kentucky knew him probably 
better than I did. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That is, he was avery good man notwithstanding he 
was a Democrat. { Laughter. | 

Mr. BLACKBURN. He was appointed as a Democrat. 

» COCKRELL. He was appointed as a Democrat. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN Mr. President, I think the motion to amend 
made by the Senator from Ohio is eminently fair. Heretofore the ob- 
ject has heen to keep this board as nearly non political as possible. 
The death of Colonel Harris leaving a vacancy, if it had been filled by 
Mr. Gunckel, the gentleman selected by the Senator from Ohio, with 
the addition of Governor Stecle’s name, it would have made a board of 
ele instead of ten, and instead of being five to five as heretofore, it 
wou'd then have stood seven to four. 

, he withdrawal of Governor Steele’s name and the insertion 
of the two gentlemen from Ohio, Gunckel and YODER, will make the 
board a board of eleven, instead of ten, as heretofore, and it will stand 

publicans and five Democrats. That, I think, is altogether fair. 

| see no objection to the amendment moved by the Senator from Ohio. 

I think itis as liberal as we could have expected him to be, if there be 
any necessity for increasing the membership at all, raising it from ten 
to eleven. Otherwise, to follow out the practice hitherto in vogue, 


the vacancy occasioned by the death of Colonel Harris would have been 


filled by the selection of some Democrat like himself. I for one am 
entirely content with the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, the 
insertion of the two names, so that the board will stand a board of 
eleven instead of a board of ten, with six Republicans and five Demo- 
crats upon it, and I think that is altogether fair. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the Senators from Maine, both of them, 
believe that General Hyde should be renominated for this position. 
[t has been very unusual down in that State for any member of this 
board to be relegated to private life except for cause. General Hyde 
is one of the best basiness men we have in our State, as well as one of 
the most prominent soldiers. He is at the head of that great concern 
which is to-day building two cruisers forthe Government. There was 
no reason why he should be displaced, and none could be given by any 
ove. He is a man of the very highest character and of the very finest 
business qualifications. He is a man who holds no office of appoint- 
ment, and never did, from the Governmentof the United States, except 
this. He is an enthusiastic soldier. 

Colonel Farnham no man in Maine says anything against. He was 
an excellent soldier. He is a good business man. He was confirmed 
four days ago, on my suggestion, very promptly, for postmasterat Bangor, 
Me. While both Senators from Maine have a high regard for Colonel 
Farnham, they feel that the displacement of General Hyde by him at 
this time would be regarded as a reflection upon General Hyde which 
would be exceedingly unjust, and they both sincerely hope that that 
name will be retained, whether in this bill or by the Committee on 
Military Affairs they care not. 

Mr. PLUMB, Is the Senatorquite certain that General Hyde, in view 
of what must be his naturally exacting duties in connection with ship- 
building enterprises, can give the time necessary for the proper scru- 
tiny and management of the different soldiers’ homes ? 

Mr. FYRE. He is only about 25 miles from the Togus Soldiers’ 
Home, and I think his duties hitherto have been very largely with that. 
He could go over there at any time. I have no doubt he would devote 
all the time necessary to this business. I have no question about it at 
all, for he has great pride in it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I care nothing abont the personnel 
of this board. Before that came up we were talking about the expend- 
iture at these various homes and why it was that the expenditure is 
increasing until it is now nearly $3,000,000, and it goes on to increase. 
I have observed what the Senator from Kansas said about the fine 
quarters for officers. I find in the Blue Book of 1889, volume 1, some 
account of this immense increase. Of the main staff, the general man- 
agers, I find that General Franklin receives $2,000 a year and his ex- 
penses; and there is a secretary, at $2,000 and expenses; an inspector- 
general, at $3,000 and expenses; two assistant inspectors-general, at 
$2,500 each, and theirexpenses; three clerks, at $900, $1,000, and $1,200; 
one messenger, and two agenta. 

In addition to all this, to take as an illustration the Western Branch, 
which is in Kansas, the governor of the home, Col. Andrew J. Smith, 
receives $2,750 besides his quarters and rations. He has a treasurer 
at $1,800; asurgeon at $1,800; a commissary at $1,200; and an assist- 
ant surgeon at $1,000; a chaplain at $1,000; and an assistant chaplain 
at $500; an engineer, clerk, foreman, and running on down, making a 
mixed array of officers. I find, in addition to that, the employés of this 
home in Kansas comprise a list of five or six pages of this Blue Book, 
and they must employ all the inmates of the home besides. These 

employés are paid $14 a month, $25 a month, some of them running 
down to 30 and 40 cents a day. Besides the expensive staff of each 
one of these homes it would seem that they employed a great many of 
the inmates who are supported by the Government. 

It does seem to me that the Military Committee or some other proper 


committee of this body ought to take this question up, and the expendi- 
tures under this board, loose and extravagant, ought to be regulated 
by the Secretary of War or by somebody. They ought not to be per- 
mitted to pay these immense salaries to officers and then employ every- 
body in the institution, supported by the Government, that they de- 
sire. 

| Mr. VEST. I want to call the attention of the Senator from Mary- 
land to the fact that some time ago I think both the Senator from 
Kansas and myself—I know that I did—presented a petition here from 
a gentleman in Kansas City, who stated that the soldiers of the home 
at Leavenworth were employed in brick-making under some patent, 
and that it interfered with his business; and he asked for some legis- 
lation by Congress to prohibit employing soldier labor in these homes 
in competition with mechanics outside. I presented the petition, I 
heard nothing more about it, and I never inquired into it. 

What becomes of the manufactures, whether they are sold by con- 
tractors or by officers, and where the proceeds go, I do not know; but 
the statement was made, and I have every reason to believe that it is 
correct, for I know the gentleman who sent it to be a reputable citi- 
zen of Kansas City, that these things are carried on systematically, 
and there are workshops inside of that soldiers’ home. Whether the 
same thing is conducted in other homes I am not able to say. I sup- 
pose that these amounts which are being paid to these soldiers are in 
the way of wages. How they happen to be paid by the Government 
and whom they are paid by is a question that I should like to hear de- 
termined. 

Mr. GORMAN. I find on page 733 of the Blue Book of 1889 that 
at the Central Branch they pay the inmates for manufacturing trousers 
30 cents each, blouses 35 cents each, vests 45 cents each, dress coats 
75 cents each, and great-coats $1 each. I have no doubt a large part 
of this expenditure comes from work that is done in the institution. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. For the soldiers? 

Mr. GORMAN. For the soldiers, and sold, as I am informed, in 
some cases. In the matter of the manufacture of bricks, I understand 
that the bricks are sold to outside people. All that goes along, and it 
is more than probable that the Government receives from the work ot 
these soldiers more than is shown to be paid to them by the Blue Book. 
But there is an immense number who are employed and paid by the 
Government for work for which there is no revenue to the Govern- 
ment. There are a commissary sergeant, a leader of the band, clerks 
to the governor’s office (half a dozen of them), clerks to the treasurer’s 
office, librarian, gate-keepers, foremen of the fire department, and so 
on. It runs all through. : ¢ 

The point I make is that this expenditure is getting beyond all bounds; 
it is going to a point where, added to the pension and other moneys we 
are paying to these people, will swell the amount up until within two 
or three years it will take more than half the money that you receive 
from customs duties and internal-revenue taxes. Now, there ought to 
be a check to it. Somebody in Washington—the Secretary of War or 
some other official—ought to be required to supervise these accounts 
and determine what expenditures can be made. The expenditure now 
amounts practically to $3,000,000. I have no doubt if it continues to 
increase as it-has.done from 1888 until now that next year it will be 
fully $3,000,000. It ought to be checked; and I trust that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, which I take it has properly cognizance ot 
this matter, will bring in a bill at the next session by which we may 
properly correct this abuse. 

Mr. PLUMB. My attention was not called to the details of the work 
done in these homes until to-day. Ihave known, however, that at the 
Leavenworth home it has been more or less common to employ the in- 
mates to do certain classes of work about the farm and about the 
grounds; and of course there are various things necessary to be donein 
the way of cooking and cleaning and all the things which relate to 
the maintenance of a large number of people, which, ifthese men were 
not employed to do, of course somebody else outside would have to be 
employed to do at a higher price. I have not had a chance to examine 
the roll sufficiently to determine with any degree of certainty, or in 
fact to determine at all, whether what is there exhibited shows a proper 
state of affairs or not. 

I want tosay, however, so far as the Leavenworth home is concerned, 
that it is understood there that the governor of the home is the owner 
of a patent for the making of tile and brick out of material which has 
recently been discovered there, which is regarded as very valuable, 
and that he has through some instrumentality, I think not by the use 
of public funds, purchased a machine for making tile and brick, and 
that they have been made there by the labor of the inmates of the 
home upon some arrangement between him and them which is pre- 
sumed to be satisfactory. Whether it was in the public interest or not 
Iam not prepared to say, nor whether it has transgressed that line 
which ought to divide the operations of the Government from those of 
individuals. 

It was for the purpose of asking about this matter that I introduced 
a resolution some time since, to which there has been no response. The 
resolution was addressed to the Secretary of War, I for the moment 
being under the impression that in some way the Board of Managers of 
the National Soldiers’ Home was related to the administration of the 
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f War Department. I am satisfied now that it is not. The Presidentis 
ex oficio a member of the board, but the Secretary of War is not a mem- 
ber, and, so far as I know, no report at all is made to him In 


event, he does not Supervise it. 





| Rade SE cater 


However, | have no doubt we shall very soon get the information, | a iree year volunteers that ma 


because the Secretary has not indicated that he would not furnish it rs of the Treasury a ¢ th 
and I have no doubt that he is in process of getting it. 7 
: As tothe home at Leavenworth, I wish to say,in regard toall the officer Mr. COCKREI 

lower in rank than the governor, that 1 know them all, with asinglee: ) ry unusual appropria 
tio ind are able, faithful, compet 

sphere all that heis called on to do and giving up his whole time d thereof as may be n 
int tedly and thorough! l 


tent men, each one doing in his | appropriated certain 


ig to the di charge of the res} nsible dutie ti amount i v 
which are devolved upon him. 

I regret to say that g 
there has not been what 
considered to be to the in 


y rally speaking, how 


I think it should hav: 
‘ 


ay 


terests or the wishes « 





‘ 


1 
inmates of the home. It has besides engaged 
of which I have spoken, whi 

subject, however, we shall be better advised after a time. 

Lut as to the suggestion which the Senator from Maryland mak« yeal we 
that these matters onght to be under the head of some Department and 
officially connected with some Department in such way that the head | Kepresentatiy 
of that Department shall havea supervisory power and shall give to the | were adjusted. 1 
business management of them some attention, directly or otherwise, | year inad r kn 
so that the management may be responsive to the public interests in Now, it is proposed the Ho yf Repre 
the matter of economy and efficiency, I have no doubt. ippropria 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, speaking, as the Senator from | the account 
Maryland spoke, of the soldiers’ home at Newark, N. J., which I think 1 iency 
has no farm attached to it, 1 know it has been the custom there for a he theory 1 tl 1 at s impo 
long time, ever since the organization of the home, to have the clothing | to ascertain definitely the a ite amount of theseclaims during t 
made for thesoldiersin the institution by thesoldiersthemselves. Some | year, and therefore there was no amount ins 1 in 1 } r} 
of them when they went into the war were tailors and are as competent | Secretary of tl! ‘reasury 
+ to-day to perform that service perhaps as they ever were. I think one j For the tirst paragraph, th ead, the 
of the most beneficent things in respect to these institutions would be | for the second aph, $300,000; for the third par: 
to permit the soldiers to have some occupation. Nothing is more trying | and for the last paragraph, back pay and bounty, $44,0 
in the world upon a man confined, for instance, as people are in State’s | ma ‘ cut ime 6, 
prison, in some cases devoid of occupation. They do not live half as | first session, House of Representative I know 
long as when they have asufliciency of occupation to keep the mind and | why these amounts 

> body employed. Mr. COCKRELL 

5 I can see no objection to some arrangement being effected whereby | and say that amount shall be appro 

the soldier, if he see fit to engage in occupation outside of the home | be necessary.’’ I move : ases ; n amel el 

which would enable him to earn a certain sum of money, and add in | to insert the amount estimated jor, increasing it by $25,000 over tl 
es that way to the comforts of a family perhaps living outside of the | estimate. 
home who are dependent somewhat upon him for support, may be al- Mr. ALLISON. I would suggest to the Ser 
lowed todo so. I can see no objection to an arrangementof that kind | put in amounts it would be better to putin the timat r. 
being made anywhere, nor can I see any objection to starting shops and Mr. COCKRELI Then t in just the amount of the estimate 
manufacturing establishments within the home, and that the goods | The Senator has it there I move, before the words ‘‘so much there 
may be sold upon the market without any prejudice by reason of that. | of,’ to insert the <¢ t of the estimate and then add the word 
To my mind, what these soldiers want, massed together as they are, | ‘‘or.’ 
five or six hundred of them in one institution, is some occupation, | The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ¢ tin the chair The Ch 
either inside the institution or outside of it. Of course there ought to | understands that this is a proposed amendment to a provision of tl 
be some regulation as to the accounts. They seem to be very carelessly | | 
kept, and nobody appears to know auything about whether the moneys 
have been properly spent or otherwise. That issomething which shoul 
be looked after and looked after very closely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment it until « h her amendments are act 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to the amendment | ir. ALLISON. The Senator v I mber 
of the committee, which will be read. had with the other H on t very question. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 4, after the word ‘‘deceased,’’ it is pro-| Mr. COCKRELL. I unde: 
posed to insert: ] 


Lewis P. Gunckel, of Ohio, for the unexpired term of office of L. A. Harri 
deceased, 


} lle imr y 
ie oper Un 


miy ill iO} 


h I think is w 
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are no 


Then let us put in a few thousand dolla 
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{ will state frankly to the Senate that when the urge 








iency bill came before us and it had a similar provision to tl 
it the Senate Committee on \ppropriations, without ar ‘ agree! 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. or dissent at all, inserted the amount, wh was a spe 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Surr- | Supposed. When it came into conference the Ifous 
MAN] proposes an amendment to the amendment of the committee, | lutely refused to accede to it, and tiey ir ed that 
which will be stated. ‘ e to it if th unt was put in; that 
The Carter CLERK. In line 6, it is proposed to strike out the words | much theretor as ne 
‘George W. Steele, of Indiana’’ and insert “‘SamvureL S. Yonper, of | in the committee as le motives lor doing 
Qhio.”’ Mr. ALLISON. I see the Senator understands t ut 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. than I supposed he did wi h ced me the questior 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the Mr. COCKRELL. An is stated there in the ¢ 
amendmeat of the committee as amended. sponse to their refusal t! : l 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. Senate that if was ere subteri re 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of ihe | 8eme branch of the Government t é 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 99, line 15, before the word | ually to be appropriated 
**thousand,’’ to strike out *‘four hundred”’ and insert ‘‘three hundred Mr. GORMAN. I should like t { 
and thirty,’’ and in line 15, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert the | how much is the amount: t 


following proviso: may be necessary,’ alread 
Provided, That hereafter no State under this appropriation shal! be pa 


Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, the n, | pose tt 

exceeding one-half the cost of maintenance of each soldier or sailor ~ 1 | million dollars. That is1 

“— Mr. GORMAN. in the legislative aj 
So as to make the clause read: PETIT . 


Mr. COCK] lefic 


. bs hae 2 ae i¢ 





asim 


ee or Territorial homes: For continuing the aid to State or Territorial | Was nearly a million d : i y impression that these an } 
omes for the support of disabled volunteer soldiers in conformity with t! ac here now will reach ac g to the estimates to over a mi d 
Pr , ; his : 
——— shall be paid a sum exceeding one-half the cost of maintenance | lars, 

each soldier or sailor by such State. | Mr. ALLISON, 


4a} 
' 


ih if 


approved August 27, 1888, $330,000: Provided, That hereafter no State under t ’ 


N hav da iy . : 
NO, they do not. iney amount to y5U, UU 





7460 








Mr. COCK RELI I unt varied from year to yeareversince 
l I think probably the Senator's recollection did not go back 
ii ‘ reno 1 in refer to the time That was the time when 
‘ ‘oOo re cea to appropriate in i ) pay these accounts as they 
were allowed I think vou will tind it was under the law of 1874 that 
( t ceased to make appropriations fo the payment ol these claims 
} of their liting, an ju red them after that date to be 
' te » Congre it the beginning of each session—those that had 
: been allowed and favorably considered since the last report—and then 
we appropriated in a deficiency bill an amount sufficient to pay them. 
me years we have also appropriated a given amount. There has not 
t universal rule Sometimes there would be a given amount ap 
] ted to pay these cl 1s as they were audited, but now there is 
no ount specified; and I move to put in here in each one of the cases 
the amount estimated for by the Department, so that we may know 
ow much we are appropriating. I have not the estimate before me; 
I helieve the Senator from Iowa has it. 
ir At ISON rhe lirst one is $350,000 i 
‘Ir. tELI hen I move to insert in line 22, after the words | 
eighteen hundred and ninety-one,’’ the words ‘‘three hundred and 
ty thousand dollars or;’’ so as to read 
el I und fifty thousand dollars, or s0 much thereof as may be 


ry 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON Now I move to strike out the words ‘‘is hereby 
appropriated ’’ at the end of the paragraph 

Mr. COCKRELL, Thatamendmentis made necessary 
should come ont. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rea 
sumed. 


ding of the bill will be re- 
Che Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
payment of amounts of bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal 
re,that may be certified to be due by the accounting officers of the Treas- 
during the fiscal year 1891, so much therefor as may be necessary is hereby 
y riate ; 
Mr. COCKRELL. After ‘'1891°’ I move to insert the amount of 
timate. The Senator from Iowa has it. 
Mr. ALLISON, Three hundred thousand dollars. 
. COCKRELL. I move to insert that sum and the word “ or,”’ 
and then to strike out the words ‘‘is hereby appropriated.’’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be stated. 


, The SECRETARY. Itis proposed, after the words ‘‘ eighteen hundred 
ind ninety-one,’’ in line 1, on page 100, to insert ‘‘ three hundred thou- 
sind dollars or,’’ and in line 2 tostrikeout ‘‘ is hereby appropriated.’’ 

lhe amendment was agreed to. 
[he Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
lor payment of amounts for bounty under the act of July 28, 1866, that may 
certified to be due by the accounting ollicers of the Treasury during the fiscal 
: ear 1891, so much therefor as may be necessary is hereby appropriated 
' Mr. COCKRELL. I move the same amendment after ‘‘1891”’ 
there, and to strike out the words ‘‘is hereby appropriated.’’ 
Mr. ALLISON, Thirty thousand dollars is the amount of the esti- 
| iate. 
f Mr. COCKRELL, In line 6, after ‘‘1891,’’ I move to insert ‘‘ thirty 
' thousand dollars or,’’ and in line 7 to strike ont the words ‘‘ is hereby 
“»ppropriated.’’ 
Che amendment was agreed to. 
(he Secretary read the next paragraph of the bill, as follows: 
lor paymentof amounts for commutation of rations to prisoners of war in 
rebel States, and to soldiers on furlough, that may be certified to be due by the 
accounting officers of the Treasury during the fiscal year 1391, se much therefor 
is may be necessary is hereby appropriated, 
Mr. COCKRELL, I move the same amendment in that clause, and 
+ then to strike out the words ‘is hereby appropriated.’’ Forty-four | 
A thousand is the amount of the estimate, I believe. 


Mr. ALLISON. Yes; it is $44,000. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment will be stated. 
: The Seckerary. After ‘'1891,’’ in line 12, it is proposed to insert 


} the words ‘‘ forty-four thousand dollars or,’’ and in the same line, after 
the word “‘necessary,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘is hereby appro- 
: priated.”’ 
> 


The amendment was agreed to. 
| The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Under the De- 
partment of Justice,’’ in the appropriations for ‘‘ court-house, Wash- 
izton, D. C.,’? on page 100, after line 17, to insert: 


‘iring and painting the exterior of the old part of the building, $2,500. 
i (he amendment was agreed to. 

: The next amendment was, on page 100, after line 20, to insert: 

, l tah penit iry: For repairs and support of roof to insure safety of build- 
i Ing, B41, 000 

4 


Mr. VEST. I happen to know something about this matter by rea- 
son of being a member ot the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and I investigated it some years ago. In the last Congress 
we appropriated $95,000 for a new penitentiary at Salt Lake City. 
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Those words ' 


| has not been applied for the purpose for which it was granted. 


JULY 19, 


a oan ws ne 


| . . . * . . . . 
notice now that this is an appropriation to repair the old penitentiary. 

| I find in the report of the governor this statement 

| ; . 

} At the last session of Congress an appropriation of $95,000 was made ! the 

erection of new buildings for the Utah penitentiars For some reaso 

money has not been applied to the purpose for which it was granted 


J ask the chairman of the committee for some explanation of this fact. 
The money was appropriated after the most urgent recommendations on 
the part of the officials of that Territory and of the Interior Depart- 
ment, and now we are asked for an appropriation to repair the old 
building. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will read what is said by the Acting Secretary 
of the Treasury on the subject: 

I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, copy 
of a communication from the Attorney-General, of the lith instant, submitting 
an estimate of appropriation in the sum of $7,000to preserve the cell building 
atthe Utah penitentiary, it being considered unsafe 

Respectfully, yours, 








GEO, 8. BATCHELLER 
Acting Secretary. 
The SPEAKER oF THE Hovse Or REPRESENATIVES. 


Then comes a letter from Hon. W. H. H. Miller, Attorney-General, 
repeating the same thing and requesting the Secretary to forward the 
same to Congress for an appropriation, if it shall be deemed advisable. 
That recommendation of the Attorney-General seemed to be based upon 
the following letter addressed by E. H. Parsons, United States marshal, 
to the honorable Attorney-General, dated Salt Lake City, Utah, May 
2, 1890: 


SaLct Lake Crry, UTan, May 2, 1890. 
Dear Sir: Fearing that the roof of the present cell building at the Utah peni- 
tentiary, although only two years old, is absolutely unsafe, and there being no 
ties whatever to the side walls, and none adequate to the needs in the roof, and 
believing that a few hundred dollars expended now will be a vast saving tothe 
Department and a due precaution as to the safety of those confined, I feel 
obliged to ask that such expenditure—estimated by competent architects at 
$7,000—be made at once. 
rhis work will not probably be done sothat payment will be required until 
early in the fiscal year 1891. 
Please give directions in this matter. 
Mr. Perry, in your Department, is more specifically advised of the present de- 
fects. 
~ 


ry respectfully, yours, 
E. H. PARSONS, 
United States Marshal. 

Hon. ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 

Washington, D. C. 

Under this statement we thought, inasmuch as he said that $200 
expended now would be of value, we would give him a thousand. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not calling in question the propriety of this appro- 
priation of $1,000. What I asked the chairman of the committee 
was for some explanation, if he had any to give, of this statement of 
the governor that our appropriation in the last Congress of $95,000 had 
not been applied to the purpose for which we had appropriated it, 
That is his statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no information on that subject. 

Mr. VEST. It is an extraordinary state, of course. We made that 
appropriation of $95,000. Now, the governor says that none of it has 
been applied to the purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. Was that appropriation made for cells ? 

Mr. VEST. It was for the erection of a new penitentiary. 
read again what the governor says. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was for the erection of a penitentiary there. 

Mr. ALLISON. That appropriation was for another purpose. Tha 
clause in the sundry civil act of March 2, 1889, is as follows: 

Utah penitentiary: For completing additional wing to prison, 120 cells, with 
hospital, female prison, and chapel attacked ; for stockade entrance, to consist 
of offices, warden’s residence, guard quarters, dining-rooms, and armory; and 
for wall with sentry-boxes, to inclose about 2 acres of land, $45,000, 

I take it that is an entirely different thing from the building that 
is to be preserved by this appropriation. 

Mr. VEST. Here is the statement of the governor of the Territory 


I will 


and here is his report: 


At the last session of Congress an appropriation of $95,000 was made for the 
erection of new buildings at the Utah penitentiary. For some reason the money 


All I want to know is why that money has not been applied for the 
purpose for which it was appropriated. 
Mr. ALLISON. ThatI have no information about. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Is the erection of United States penitentiaries 
under the Department of Justice or the Treasury Department ? 
Mr. ALLISON. In the erection of penitentiaries the expenditure 
of the money would be under the Department of Justice. 
Mr. COCKRELL, The expenditure of the money ? 
Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt of that. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The management of them I know is, but as to 
who would superintend the expenditure of the money 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the Treasury Department, I think. 
| Mr. ALLISON. As to the expenditure, it may be. 
Mr. VEST. The erection of the building would be under the Treas- 
ury Department, but the management of it as a matter of course is a 
| very different thing. It is a singular fact, though, that we appropri- 





| ate here nearly $100,000, and then the governor of the Territory comes 
I } in and says not a dollar of it has been used for the purpose for which it 
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was appropriated, but that it has heen applied to something else, or | alw has had some, ¢ 

not used at all, and then we are now to make an appropriation for this | « it the persons \ $C; 

old penitentiary or a part of it, when the report m le t » t! e Commit- | t { 1 this h l 

tee on Public Buildings and Grounds was that that penitentiary was | ¢ tradesmen, and any way 

not only unsafe, but insecure and utterly unfit for the purposes ofa p 1 not be obliged to 

tentiary ! én ind that t é 

Mr. ALLISON, With all due deference to the Senator from M I 
souri now addressing the Chair, I suggest that this expenditure Is n peo} . 
under the Department of Justice. It isso appropriated; and it does | the object ¢ have 
not scem to me that the Treasury Department would have any cont l | sonal mot la t 
over it. I think the expenditure is made by the Department o! Tus an to 
tice through the marshals or the proper officers of the Territory. f es 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To build the new penitentiary ? { ond i 

a Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. tot 8? l at 
Mr. VEST. As the chairman of the Committee on Appropriat I 
J does not seem to know about it—perhaps it is his business, | am not ) t as to how : Y 
complaining —— ! the total 1 ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. I seem to know that this appropriation is made un fr. EDMUNDS " 
der the Department of Justice, but I have not followed up the ex- COCK RE] 
penditure to see whether it has been expended as appropriated for. expense, and not 

Mr. VEST. I just happened to see it here. I suppose the proper EDMUND l t | I 
way toget the information I want is through a resolution of inquiry. | 1 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. of which I happen t ing had 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the | mo usines ume to kt 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. thing, and it is t ution \ 

The amendment was agreed to. Mr. COCKRI I ' 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the | about the ube : f : i a tn 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 101, line 5, before the word | , ess very k ut if the g ) 
‘“*thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-five;’’ so as | when this appropriation wa nally secured | 
to make the clause read: I re Ve vlad 

Defending suits in claims against the United States: For defraying the f Le at the t : it ft d i 
sary expenses incurred in the examination of witnesses and pro ng of « Tt $ ‘ nisappro ta 
dence in the matter of claims against the United States and in defending suits | | al a oe ? ‘ ie : 3 ! ; 
in the Court of Claims, including the payment of such expenses as in the dis- | ‘ , pul e that w } ve to De \ Ane reason W 
cretion of the Attorney-General shall be necessary for making proper defense ] juest Is Deca I t think t the 
for the United States in the matter of French spoliation claims, tobe expended | ¢} sndsome United Stat ept who . ' 
under the direction of the Attorney-General, $25,000, ne ries trom e | 1 ite It ere cise ere 

The amendment was agreed to. | exeent those ae om canal la : Netents ae 

The next amendment was, on page 102, after line 19, to insert: Mr. VEST. I saw a statement . naner ¢ it Take (Tt de not un 

Industrial Home, Utah Territory: For aid to the Industrial Christian Home | dertake to say to what faction it belonged) that there bad not been 
Association in Utah Territory, $4,000, 3 | ini Reeleniiis. elinen She: Genhitiaiiees wun estaba ak a “es 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the chairman of the Committee on | ¢59 000 to the people of the United States, a dozen inmates, ¥ 
Appropriations whether there are any datashowing the number of in- | ang children in: al 
mates in this home and what has been the result of this experiment. Now the matter is presented to the Senate in this guise: We are 
[ see in the report of the governor of the Territory an announcement g $50,000 to this Utopian, moonshine arrangement 

3 I 


| asked, after giving 
simply that there is a very showy building there that cost the United | 
| 


y : to now make an appropriation of $4,000 a ar for no other purp 

States Government a considerable amount. I will read what he says: | whatever but to pay the salaries of a lot of people who have managed 
Industrial Home.—A large, commodious, and attractive-looking building has | tg obtain these positions under the appearance of philanthropy 

been erected by the Government at a cost of nearly $50,000. This building was TH vas started as vivewn 4 *} ? - deluded M nb women 

provided for by Congress in response to a philanthropic movement of the 2 HIS WaS SLATLEE &5 an asysUM JOF the poor deluded Siormon women 

christian women of Utah to establish an industrial home for women who re- | who wanted to escape from polygamy It seems they do not want to 

nounce polygamy, and their children of tender age. 


escape. It is a notorious fact, every man who has been to Utah or nea 
Mr. COCKRELL. Is that all of it? | it knows it to be the truth, that the women of Utah to-day are more 
Mr. VEST. That is all of it. I have seen no official report, but | 
saw a statement not long since in a newspaper to the effect that there | « 


opposed to doing away with polygamy than the men. Every intelli- 
were no inmates there, a very inconsiderable number at any rate. I 


nt man knows that the opposition to-day to doing away with polyg- 
amy is among the women, and it is very easily explained. 
take it for granted that the chairman of the committee can give us all | 




















| 
| It does not come from any sensuality; it does not come from any de- 
theinformation necessary. Ishouldlike to know the number of women | graded feeling; it comes from their religious sentiment. If you want 
and children to whom this $4,000 is being appropriated. | to find the home of absolute religious fanaticism, you will alw: ys find 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to add to the interrogatory of my | itamong women. If there is any fault about it it is in the great Archi- 
colleague by asking whether this appropriation will be sufficient to | tect who made them and constructed them that wa [hey are sen- 
pay the salaries of the persons employed around there, as they wil! | timental; they are religious; they are dependent. e essence of the 
have no inmates to provide for, as I understand. male nature is dependence in this world andthe next. Therefore you 
Mr. ALLISON. I think that this appropriation will be ample to | find our churches now, no matter what the creed, no matter how erro 
continue the home during the current year. | neous, full of women, not of men. It has been so since the ig 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is, to pay the salaries of the managers? | of time and will ve so until the world is wrapped in millennial glory 
Mr. ALLISON. Whatever expenses are necessary. | When you go to Utah you find the women devoted to polygamy be- 
Mr. COCKRELL. Then, how many inmates are there? The Sen- | cause it is a part of their religion. I asked a Mormon woman in the 
‘ ator has not answered my colleague’s question. | vicinity of Ogden, ‘‘Are you a plural wife? Yes; I am a plural 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought to be stated, as I think it will turn out | wife; the third wife.’’ Said I Do you believe in that thing? 
if we had all the information, that this home, established under the | ‘‘ Why, it is the Bible And she pulled out her Bible t ow me 
auspices of the United States and by contributions and unpaid labor of | where it was. She said, ‘‘It is th My husband could not go 
christian men and women in that Territory and elsewhere, of all po to heaven if he did not practice the plural system. When he is able to 
5 litical parties, except the hierarchy party, has merit in it; that there | take care of so many women, it is his christian duty to do it; and J 
: were @ great many women in that Territory who had been brought | believe in it.’’ It was her religion 
there from foreign countries and from some of the States under delu- | Now, we have had a strange experience with t tema A oul 
: sions and misrepresentations, and found themselves under the coercive | in Utah. At one time Senator Pomeroy invented th ea velieve 
} hand of a polygamous hierarchy; and once in a while there would be he was the author of it—that the poor women of Utah ought to be en 
one who had nerve enough, or fear enough, or delicacy enough, what- | the rightof suffrage so as to escape from polygamy ippealed to 
: ever the motive may have been, to endeavor to escape from that species Congress, and to the christian women of t United States, and of 
4 of slavery, and the christian women chiefly, aided by the christian | course, God bless them, they responded with all the in nce possible, 
; men there of all parties, undertook to try to help even the few who | as they always will for anything of t rt. So we ive them the 
§ could be saved as brands from the burning from that terrible condition. | right of suffrage by a large majority, and what was the re t lnvery 
So it was found advisable, and it was started by volunteers, and a good | one of them voted the po mous ticket. Then we turned around 
: deal of money put in, when Congress came to its aid on a full repre- | under the leadership of 1 iend from Vermont and took the suffrage 
q sentation of the facts. |away fromthem. It was found that their votes were th ilwark of 


Tam advised that it has not had a great many people as inmates, as | the hierarchy. 
one can readily imagine it would not have, but I am advised that it | We have now put up an asylum for these poor deluded creatures t 


oes 
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escape to, and they do not escape worth a cent, and they never will es- 
capt Line t is that here now under this appropriation we are 
pa: iy $1,000 a year to somebody to go around in an official capacity 
to protect a lot of women who will not be protected trom the hierarehy. 
i ha nothing in the world to do with the hierarchy or with the es- 
r from | have nothing to do with anything of the sort; but I 
object to pa $4,000 a year under this empty pretense of furnishing 
an a um t } 
KDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
Vi I be e, always has objected to doing anytbing about this 
polygamous business in Utah. I am under the impression that he has 
voted against every proposition that bas been made to endeavor to rec- 
tify that state of thing If lam mistaken, I shall be extremely happy 


to be inlormed of it. lh »no doubt these nator voted conscientiously, 
and | should infer from what he has now said that he believes it isa 


part of the religious rite and business of women to be polygamous wives, 


and a part of th yus and saving duty of every man who thinks 
so to get as many wives as he can; and if it bea religious and moral 
principle of private human 1 ght, it ought to exist in the State of Mis- 
souri and in the State of Vermont just as much as out there, because 
there are no boundary lines of topography that I know of which affect 
moral and religious principles. 

it undoubtedly is true that the polygamous wives of the Mormon 

erarchy in Utah did vote the ticket of the hierarchy solid, and they 


vote t upon the same principle I think precisely that the colored man 
when he votes the Democratic ticketanywhere votes it, probably from 
relicious enthusiasm! 

Mr. VEST It has been my impression that the religious enthusi- 
asm of the colored men went in the Republican direction, and where 
you find a negro who votes the Democratic ticket he is ostracized on 
religious principles by his own associates and by the white Republicans. 

Now, the Senator from Vermont can not discuss the real isswe before 
the Senate by talking about polygamy. He makes the statement or 
attempts to make an impression that I have defended polygamy. That 
is not true. I have never defended it, directly or indirectly; nor have 
I ever refused to do anything in my power to eradicate that institution 
from the soil of the United States. I have not voted for bills proposed 
by the Senator from Vermont which I considered unconstitutional and 
inhuman, I would not vote for a measure that required that the 
father of a polygamist child should turn that child and the polygamous 
mother into the street; and, if for no other reason, I would oppose it 
because no gentleman would de it, no matter what might be the cloud 
upon the paternity of the child or the stain upon himself. 

But we have indicted these people because they did that thing, be- 
cause men who had polygamous wives and who stated that they believed 
it was their religious duty to have them, undertook to provide for these 
women after the United States Government had declared that polygamy 
should not exist. We have indicted them and put them in the peni- 
tentiary for it, and I denounced the law, and I denounce it now, and 
[ would be ashamed of myself if I did not denounce it; and the Sena- 
tor can make the most of that. 

Sut whenany living man states that I indorse polygamy he states what 
is fuise, absolutely and unconditionally. I amas much opposed to it as 
any man living. I believe there is a line on this question; Ido not 
propose to go over it, but I believe the essence of liberty in this and in 
every other country is liberty of conscience. I have no right to put 
myself on a pedestal and say that no man shali believe on any religious 
question different from myself. 

If these people have this absurd opinion, as I believe it to be, and 
this wrong opinion, that plural marriage is right as a religious matter, 
let them enjoy that opinion. If they undertake to put it in practice 
upon the soil of the United States where Congress has jurisdiction, then 
I believe Congress should eradicate it; but as to the method in which 
it should be eradicated I am the judge as te my vote, and no man has 
the right to put me in a false position because I did not see proper to 
vote for certain bills which have become laws. That is all of it. 

I have said to these people of Utah, and some of them are entirely 
reputable persons, that they had one of three things to do, and they 
could face that condition and were bound to face it. One was to give 
up polygamy, another to fight the Government of the United States, 
or leave this country. I told a gentleman from there two or three 
years ago that this alternative was presented, and I believe it is the 
alternative to-day, but I have never defended the institution of polyg- 
amy nor had the slightest sympathy with it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I did not intimate that the Sena- 
tor believed in polygamy. I intimated and stated what I believed to 
be true, and it now turns out to be true, that he has steadily and per- 
sistently voted against every proposition that has been presented to the 
Senate of the United States in recent years since he has been here pro- 
posing to deal with polygamy in any form whatever. 

If the Senator was really opposed to polygamy—as of course he was, 
as he says it ought to be punished—if he did not like the particular 
way of punishing it that the Committee on the Judiciary reported, as 
an earnest opponent of polygamy he might, with his great knowledge 
of law and of atiairs, have proposed some other way of punishing it. I 
do not remember that the Senator ever proposed anything of the kind. 
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I do not blame him for it. He actsupon his judgment. He is opposed 
to polygamy and thinks it a very great wrong, and, to use his phrase, 
an absurd thing; but he is like some of the Northern Democrats in the 
time of the late war, as I may call it to give offense to nobody, who 
were very much opposed to secessicn indeed, but still more opposed to 
the United States taking any step to put itdown. That is the attitude 
of my friend from Missouri on the subject of polygamy. He is very 
much opposed to polygamy and always has been; it is absurd, and 
wrong, and criminal, and it onght not to be done; but in respect of 
doing anything about it by affirmative legislation, he has, I believe, 
voted steadily against any of the measures that have been proposed. 
If I am wrong about that the Senator will correct me. 

Mr. VEST. Isimply want to remark, Mr. President, that I think 
the record will show that I endeavored to amend the laws which I op- 
posed, not in so far as they were directed to the eradication of the 
practice of polygamy, but in so faras I thought they went beyond that 
limit and undertook to control the opinion of the people of Utah and 
the conduct of the husband and father towards the polygamous wife 
and offspring; and the record will show that. But of course I was 
voted down. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, let us seewhat was done. The Committee 
on the Judiciary or any other committee has never yet proposed any 
legislation which undertook to deal with the opinions or beliefs of any 
man, black or white, polygamous or monogamous, or whatever other 
way. The Committee on the Judiciary reported a bill which declared 
that a man who should cohabit with more than one woman at the same 
time or a woman who should cohabit with more than one man at the 
same time—the word ‘‘eohabitation’’ being perfectly understood in 
the law as it is in common sense—should be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor. 

No proposition of the committee, and no action of the Senate, and 
no law which has been passed, has ever undertaken to deal with any- 
bedy’s opinions in respect of life and conduct or beliefs of any sort 
whatever, and no act of Congress and no proposition of any committee 
of this body has undertaken to provide for punishing any man for tak- 
ing care of his illegitimate offspring or of the mother of them. It has 
only undertaken to declare that the man who continues to carry on two 
or three or more families in the plural relation of cohabitation should 
be punished for it. I take it that was conduct, not belief, and that 
is all that has been done. 

It is quite unjust, therefore, for the Senator to say that any act of 
Congress that has been passed or any report that has been made by any 
committee has undertaken to prevent that any of the Mormon apostles 
who had made victims of four or five or a dozen women should be de- 
barred from keeping those women from starvation, but he was required 
to leave them alone as respects cohabitation; and I think that was right. 

Mr. VEST. I do not care to go into this whole question, but will 
state one thing: 

‘*Cohabitation,’’ as defined by the courts under the law which we 
enacted at the instance of the Senator from Vermont, prevented the 
polygamous father from contributing to the support openly and in a 
mauly way of the polygamous wife and offspring. He was not per- 
mitted, without the sort of intercourse which generally characterizes 
the relation of husband and wife, to contribute to the support and 
maintenance of the wife and children after the enactment of the law 
of Congress which prohibited the polygamous relation. That has 
been the case; and men, I say, have been punished and put in the pen- 
itentiary for undertaking like honest men and brave men and gentle- 
men to take care of the women and children who, to use the expres- 
sion of the Senator from Vermont, had been their victims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator, if I may interrupt him, would 
be kind enough to tell the Senate where he finds authority for that 
statement and what the case was. I believe I read all the Utah cases 
that have come to the Supreme Court of the United States, and they 
all could come here and the leading ones did. 

Mr. VEST. Why, Mr. President, very many of those people had 
been refugees and staid in the woods and mountains for months to 
escape indictments. In the case of Snow, one of the elders, this was 
the fact; and in the case of Cannon, who was formerly a Delegate here 
in Congress, he had, I believe, four or five wives and twenty-three 
children, and after the passage of the act of Congress he openly an- 
nounced in the church and to his people that he proposed to obey the 
law and that after that he only recognized one wife under the law of 
Congress, but would continue to support the others who were living in 
separate establishments. He was indicted and finally pleaded guilty 
and was put in the penitentiary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Indicted for what? 

Mr. VEST. For what they called cohabitation because he visited 
these other wives in broad open daylight and contributed to their sup- 


rt. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will look at the testimony he will 
find that whatever the jury may have thought there was pretty fair 
cause for his conviction. 

Mr. VEST. There was no jury aboutit. He staid in the mount- 
ains for six and probably for eight months, and finally on a compro- 
mise with the United States district attorney he came in and pleaded 


eG ease 


erat eleety 


: 
: 
4 
id 











; 


a a ere 


1890. 





guilty and went to the penitentiary and serv ed a portion of his time 
and was then pardoned; and I said—and I make myself responsi!)l 
for the statement—that that was the construction of that law; and we 
bere in the Senate, or those of us who opposed it, called attention to 


the enormity of such a statute and the outrage upon the best feelings 


of human nature when it was passed and put into etlect. 
] } + = ne rha < ; 
But I come now to this amendment that is before us. ‘Lhe 5¢ t 
from Vermont speaks of victims. If these people are vi tis s—i[ am 
‘ ; 7 } le exe «yt 
talking about the expenditure of money for these people—1f these peop 


A 
are victims, why do they not go to this asylum, and why are we to pay 
$5,000 a year for the salaries of its officers when no victims can be found 
to avail themselves of the generosity or bounty of the Governm 
That is the question before the Senate. I hope that the amendment 
will be voted down. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have nodoubt this whole scheme was undertaken 
with the best intent, but when I was at Salt Lake last summet 
seemed to be the opinion of everybody who talked about the sul 
that this expenditure of Government money had fallen upon ste: 


ground, that there were no persons there who could come within the 


fair purview of the intention of Congress as expressed by the act, and 
> , . 1 - 
the building was therefore practically vacant. Like many another 


matter undertaken with the best of motives and by people whose re« 
to | 


ommendation is their philanthropic desire and conduct highly to be | 


commended, it has resulted in nothing except the erection of the build- 
ing, and whatever may be said about any of the other measures for 
suppressing polygamy in the Territory or inflicting punishment upon 
these people for what they have done in this regard, or of breaking up 
the institution, or in anywise weakening the power of the Mormon 
Church (things which in a general way there is no difference of opinion 
about), this institution has totally failed, and I think itisa great waste 
of the public money to continue it. That is the way it seems to m 

Of course, if the Senator from Vermont or anybody else wants tosay 
we are to give to people because they are benevolent and give to en- 
terprises because they bear that name, although they are total miscar- 
riages, then I have nothing to say. 

But I do want to say that if this is to be relied upon as one of the 
institutions, one of the concerns or projects or schemes or enterprises 
calculated in any way to weaken the Mormon Church or to contribute 
to the well-being of such women as may have heretofore or may here- 
after renounce polygamy, thenitisanentire failure. In the first place, 
there are no such people there that I could find out, except such as have 
driited off into worse things, and who, for reasons of their own—which 


I can not criticise myself and do not—seek the asylum which the Gov- | 


ernment has offered to them. 

While I am willing, if there is any one who can suggest any other 
method whereby the bonds of polygamy may be broken and whereby 
the women or the men, either or both, and the children may be thrown 
out or may go out of their own accord from this plural relation or from 


anything which grows out of it, can be turned into better ways and | 


given help, I am willing that that help should be given out of the pub- 
lic Treasury. But Iam not willing to give in the direction which I 


think I know has been an entire failure in the accomplishment of any 
I J | 


good purpose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think Iam entitled to say a word in reply to 
my friend from Kansas. There is of course no doubt whatever that 
his intention is what he states it to have been; but I am afraid, like 
a good many other wise and righteous men who go into strange plac 
and fall into wrong associations, he did not get at all the truth. 

I have seen from Utah, during the winter (which is now a good ways 
past I admit) and the spring, gentleman from Salt Lake City and from 
other places, Ogden and so on, both Republicans and Democrats, but 
all gentiles, as they are called there, making a common cause. 

One of them, I believe, was 2 Democratic governor of that Territory, 
and a very good one, indeed, whose representations to me of the state 
of this affair (and the others all connected together) were quite differ 
ent from the information received by the Senator from Kansas, and that 
this institution was struggling ahead and doing a great deal of good in 
the ways that I have stated before, not necessarily getting everybody 
into this building, and so on. ) ) 
what was said to the Senator from Kansas by people who had interests 





He also stated—which may account for | 


in saying that thing—that there was a scheme on foot out there by | 


speculators to break this industrial home down and have the land which 
has been obtained devoted to another purpose, so that something could 
be made out of it for private advantage. 
of these speculators who talked to my friend from Kansas, then I can 
understand that they would say to him exactly what they did say to 
him; but the people whom I have seen from there speak in an entirely 
different way. 7 

Mr. PLUMB. The insinuation of the Senator from Vermont is of 
the usual kindly character that characterizes him. He sees no good 
motive in any one who does not agree with him. He realizes that no- 
body else can have association with anybody that is not of the same 
vile character. I associated with nobody there. Ido not remember to 
have seen more than one person in Utah with whom I had a conversation 
who was in any wise related to the Mormon Church. The state- 
ments I get were from people who had gone there from Kansas and 


If it happened that it was some | 


| 
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these appropriations to a much larger extent hitherto than Congress 
have given, propose the small amount of $4,000 to help carry on the 
nstitution, make it what it ought to be. I do hope there will be no 
turning back ata point like this. The expenditure has been made, the 
experiment has not as yet been tried. 

if you will excuse the expression, it seems to me almost foolish for 
Congress at this point to hesitate to put in the last contribution of so 
small an amount that would bridge the whole enterprise over to the 
point where it may become efficient. Tt 


he occasion for something of 
this sort everybody must see is very great. 1 can hardly conceive ofa 


| suggestion that can be made in opposition to the purpose which is 


, an industrial home for these Mormon women 
and children, and as the contribution is very small I should hope that 
we would keep on with it at least for this year. I am sure that the 
friends of this institution did not anticipate any attack upon its exist- 
ence. If that were so they would be hereinlarge numbers and with 
an immense amount of sentiment and good sense brought to bear upon 
us to secure this appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLoMin the chair), The 
tion is on the amendment. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 


ques- 


The next amendment of the 


Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Judicial—United 
| States Courts,’’ on page 104, line 8, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’ to 


I dor of a Government corporation bearing that name. 

M CI LI Who are theemploy¢és there? Who are running 

Mr. DAWES. They have not gotitrunning. The Government has 
; 3 i} 1 institution there, and for some reason or other they | 
nh t carried i 1 to comp 1, t e ladies having had it taken | 
it of 1 control I y supposed that they were going to have the 

ger t t, and it was a ippointment to them that 
; ( ‘ t inte l id perhaps they have relaxed to some | 
a ext L their zeal in th matter, and the re ilt ha been just what | 

i riit ippo i yuld be the case hat the Government has failed 

i a out ‘ of undertaking as well as a private enterprise 

d Chat is, I think, the difficulty, that the institution has not 

: wie sullicient progress so that the Senator from Kansas has deemed 
proper to denominate it an utter failure, itis very far, In my opinion, 

m being an utter failure It is very far from being in that condi 
tion, and yet it ight to have been, for the amount of money spent, 
in a better condition than it i 

: Mr. BUTLER, 3 | ask the Senator whether or not there are any 
pants in that in illo 
r, DAW I do not know how that is now, but when I was 
re it did not look to me to be so far advanced in completion as to 
y its « pation for the purposes of the institution, but I may be 
How much it has been advanced since I was there a year 
im unable to say 

Mr. ALLISON Che appropriation yy maintenance and care, It 

jot I saiaries, It is for th ex] a es. whatever they may be, 

Mr. VEST. The governor of the Territory says it is finished. 

Mr. COCKRELI It is finished. 

Mr. VEST. Itisfinishedand ready foranybody to go into that comes | 
under t description. 

COCKREL!I I should like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
these same ladies who projected this are not in charge of the 
{ any inmates who are there and receiving this appropria- 

ti 
. DAWE My friend from Missouri puts it at me just asif I 
to unted downin this matter. I onlyspoke of what I saw and 
rd there a year ago. It seemed to me proper that I should state it 
because it was just about the time the Senator from Kansas spoke of 
having seen it, and I spoke of my impression while the Senator from 
iiansas spoke of his, and I did not get up for the purpose of saying that 
tlhe Senator was not right in his conclusion, but only to say that quite 

‘ a different impression was made upon me, 

Mr. BLAIR. This is an institution which has not long been in ex- 
istence. It was projected some two years ago by the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, who had an organized department connected 

ith the condition of Utah and the Mormon system, with a view to | 
the removal of that evil, and a lady from Nebraska, Miss Newman, a 

ery accomplished woman and the best informed upon this whole sys- 
: tem of Mormonism of any person that I have ever known, came here 


to Congress and laid this whole condition before the Committee on 
; \ppropriations of the two Houses, and upon a very full hearing it was 
decided to give this official help for the construction and the erection 
of this building, and the enterprise was thereupon commenced, The 
money was appropriated, and it has proceeded to the extent of the erec- 


~~ aeeee 


yet, the lack being, as I understand, somewhat in the way of the nec- 
essary amount of money or of energy on the part of those who have 
been connected with the institution and at the same time with the 
Government 
There has been a feeling that there was not the zeal on the part of 
the Government officials who had control in the institution that there 
well might have been to push the matter, and yet it has gone on, the 
, building is erected, no more difficulty of that kind attending its growth 
h than exists with reference to the development of every institution. 
; ‘The object was and is, for the enterprise is really in its incipiency and 
the occasion for it now greater than ever—as the system of Mormon- 
ism is being broken up the object was to furnish to these wives and 
: daughters of the dismembered Mormon families the opportunity of ed- 
veation, of industrial education primarily, and of assistance in ob- 
taining situations either there or elsewhere in the country when the 
; prop of Mormon support should be withdrawn from them, and to en- 
ij courage them in the effort to strike out into a different life. 
Of course, those families by the operation of the law were being 
} broken up, dismembered, scattered, and these people brought up thus 
far in that peculiar relation were the subjects of suspicion or of aver- 
sion, it may be, to the general society of the country; and a more pit- 
i iable and helpless class can hardly be imagined, for without evil and 


broad, general society that is breaking up their own 
This christian and benevolent woman, seeing the situation, set about 


7 | securing a remedy, and she and others have got this building and they | 


‘ have got it located, and it seems to have been located upon very valu- 
5 able ground, valuable property. It is in a condition, if it has some 
little further help, to go on and do its work, and I see the Committee 


= 
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tion of the building, but not to its very efficient practical operation as | 





strike out “‘ fifty-five’’ so as to make the 


} 7 
ciautse reau: 


and insert ‘‘ ninety-five;’’ 


For payment of United States district attorneys, the same being for payment 
of the regular fees provided by law for official services, $295,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 104, line 16, before the word 
‘*thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifteen ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five; ’’ s0 as 
to read: 

For payment of regular assistants to United States district attorneys who are 
appointed by the Attorney-General at a fixed annual compensation, $125,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 104, line 20, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty;’’ so as to read: 

For payment of assistants to United States district attorneys who are em- 
ployed by the Attorney-General to aid district attorneys in special cases, $30,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 105, line 6, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out “one hundred and seventy-five’’ and insert ‘‘ two 
hundred;’’ so as to read: 

For fees of clerks, $200,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the part of the Committee on Appropriations I 
offer an amendment after line 5, page 105. 

The Cuter CLERK. On line 5, page 105, it is proposed to add: 

For salaries of the district judges, district attorneys, and district marshals for 
the States of Idaho and Wyoming, from the date each qualified to June 30, 1891, 
so much therefor as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was,on page 105, line 24, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ eighty-five; ’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

For fees of jurors, $685,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, oa page 106, line 1, before the words 
‘hundred thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘nine’’ and insert ‘‘one million 
one;’’ so as to read: 

For fees of witnesses, $1,100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 106, line 8, before the word 
‘“‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ three hundred and seventy-five ’’ and 
ivsert ‘‘ four hundred and twenty-five; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For support of United States prisoners, including necessary clothing and 
medical aid and transportation to place of conviction, and as support of 
prisoners becoming insane during imprisonment and continuing insane after 
expiration of sentence, who have no friends to whom they can be sent, $425,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 106, line 18, before the word 


| **dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five thousand six hundred ”’ and in- 


sert ‘‘seventy thousand;’’ so as to make the item read: 


For pay of bailiffs and criers, not exceeding three bailiffs and one crierin each 
court, except in the southern district of New York; of expenses of district judges 


| directed to hold court outside of their districts; of meals for jurors in United: 
States cases when ordered by court; of compensation for jury commissioners, 
;. without a bad intent, without bad practice on their part, they have | 


got in this world into this condition and need help from that great, 
| 


$5 per day, not exceeding three days for any one term of court, $170,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, line 2, before the word 
‘‘thousand,’’ tostrike out ‘‘forty ’’ and insert ‘‘sixty;'’ so as to read: 


For payment of such miscellaneous expenses as may be authorized by the 
Attorney-General, ae the employment of janitors and watchmen in 
rooms or buildings rented for the use of courts, and of interpreters, experts. 
and stenographers; of furnishing and collecting evidence where the Uni 
States is or may be a party in interest, and moving of records, $160,000, 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 197, after line 6, to insert: 

For the payment to the widow of the late Chief-. sO 
this sum being equal to the balance of his salary for one ye $8,74 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not happen to be in committee when that if 
was inserted in the bill and I should like to have some explanation ot! 
it from the chairman of the committee, whether this is to be adopt 
a rule to be applied to Government officials i 

Mr. BERRY. I rise to ask the chairman of the committee 1f 
was any sum of money due Chief-Justice Waite as salary at the tii 








of his death which has not been paid to his widow or legal representa- 
tive: if this, in other words, is a debt due from the | ed Stat to 
Chief-Justice Waite or his widow, or is it a gilt out of t lreasury ¢ 

4 , 


the balance of the year’s wages, amounting to $8,745 
This matter has been under consideration by the Senate before, and 
this item has probably been passed | 


} Tf 






by the Senate 
not mistaken in the facts it was admitted by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EpMuNns] that the United States Government had paid the Chief- 
Justice every dollar that was due him; but asa gratuity, as a generous 
act of the Government, this was a gift to his widow of $8,745. 

If that is the proposition which is now presented to the Senate, Mr. 
President, I for one am opposed to giving Mrs. Waite $8,745. I know 
of no reason why she should begiven this money over any other widow 
in the United States of America. I should like to know by what au 
thority you give away money that belongs to the people of the United 
States to somebody to whom the United States is in no wise in 
debted. 

I want to know why you select out this particular widow, who, it 
I remember correctly, it was stated had an annual income of some 
three or four thousand dollars over and above this, and why you select 
her rather than thousands of other widows who have no income what 
ever? Mr. President, I insist that this appropriation is without an- 
thority of law. It is a gift which has no merit. It is giving that 
away which does not belong toustogive. While it is a small amount, 
it is establishing a precedent that will be continued, and there will 
simply become a scramble here by the friends of parties who have the 
most influence in Congress to come and ask the Senate to give them 
money which they have no title to receiva 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate is perfectly familiar with this amend- 
ment and the circumstances which led toit. As stated by the Senato: 
from Arkansas, it has been two or three times, certainly twice, hereto- 
fore considered by the Senate, and has passed the Senate. 

This amendment came to the Committee on Appropriations with the 
high sanction of the Judiciary Committee of this body; so that I feel 
quite sure there can be no legal objection to its adoption. 

I do not fear any great difficulty arising fromit. The Chief-Justices 
of the United States have not been so numerous in the past that we 
are likely to be disturbed if we allow the remainder of the salary for 
one year to the widow of the late Chief-Justice of the United States. 

Mr. BERRY. As I understand the Senator, there was no money due 
to Chief-Justice Waite for the balance of the salary which he earned 
up to the time of his death. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not say anything about that. 

Mr. BERRY. I willask the Senator if there is anything due to him. 
When he accepted the office he agreed to accept the amount of salary 
which was attached to it. The Senator declines to answer. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. No, I do not decline to answer. I suppose that 
Chief-Justice Waite drew his salary up to the date of his death. It 
has been customary for us to pay in many instances the salary for the 
remainder of the year. We do it always in the case of Senators, we 
have done it always in the case of Members of the Honse of Repre- 
sentatives, certainly for twenty-five years, and we have done it in many 
cases as to the employés of the Senate, and I may say as to all of them 
who have died, so I am not disturbed if we shall chance to pay to the 
widow of the Chief-Justice of the United States a portion of a year’s 
compensation. 

Mr. BERRY. If I understand it, this is a new precedent. The 
widow of no Chief-Justice heretofore has ever received a year’s salary 
after the death of the Chief-Justice. Whether or notit should be ex- 
tended to all the judges, the circuit judges, the district judges, and the 
associate justices of the Supreme Court, of course is a question which 
will arise hereafter. If it should be paid in one case, there seems to be 
no reason why it should not be paid in another. 

The Senator from Iowa says that it has been customary to make such 
payments to the widows of Senators and Members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. I say, Mr. President, if such has been the custom, it is 


| 


a custom which ought not to have prevailed. When a Senator or Mem- | 


ber of Congress accepts a seat in the Congress of the United States he 
knows at the time he accepts it the amount of compensation that he is 


to receive. He knows that under the general laws of the United States | 


he can only receive that salary up to the time of his death; and when 
Congress comes in and without any general law and without any law 
to support it, but by an appropriation bill gives to the widow of that 
Senator or Member any sum of money out of the Treasury of the United 
States, it does that which it has no right to do, and if that is a prece- 
dent for this, I say it is a bad precedent for a bad appropriation. 
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ward afterwards on anappropria ind give t { ce sed 
Senators and Members ey that wa ) part or pa l of the contract 
under which we accepted office 
Mr. EDMUNDS Ch ] t at Le J 
d ussed in the Senate hit | sit is | l ed 
o on each occasion very larg ‘ t it to 
be right, but I think it will just ive 
to say as 1ch as possible 
Chief-Justice Waite T < ad } é or with 
| very high distinction. He entered t oO without y nsiderable 
estate, being a gentleman of conspicuous law practice in Ohio. He 
g d during that period, living without ostentation and without ex- 
t yvagance, supporting his famly a! i many mer ibers ot it out le of 
his immediate household, as charitable and just men do towards rela- 
t s who are in trouble. Sowhen he came to diein his harness there 
is almost noth left for his widow and daughter Ife had two sons, 
I eve, who were able to take care of themselves, but without any 
ins of taking care of the mother and the sister. 


It is almost painful to speak of such things about private affairs, but 
is necessary probably asa matter of exp 

The bar of the United States voluntas contributed a considerable 
sum of money after, as I now remember it, this proposition had failed— 
but it would have been done in any event, because this little sum is a 
very small one forthe support of this widow and daughter—and had if 
invested in safe hands in order that the income of it and the principal, 
if necessary, might be used to keep the wolf from their door. 

In that state of the case, the Committee on the Judiciary thought 
heretofore and think now that it would be an act of propriety that 
every tax-payeror a large majority of the tax-payers of the United 
States would agree to, that we should make this donation, for it ig 
nothing else; it is not a debt in the legal sense, but it is a donation, a 
gratuity of the balance of a year’s salary which would have expired in 
about eight months, I suppose, after the date of his death, so that the 
Washington household might be wound up, and soon, and help this 
widow and daugher that much 

In respect of the widows of Presidents of the United States, we have 
for a great many years provided an annual allowance of a very large 
sum compared to this for them all, and in special cases like this we 
have provided in some other instances—depending upon the special cir- 
cumstance of the cases and without making a general law ora general 
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10n to senators, 
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f 
rule. but appealing to the just sensibilty of the representatives of the 
people—to give to a family thus situated what their husband and 


father would have earned but for dying in the service during his par 
ticular year of official conduct and career 

It falls undoubtedly in the constitutional sense within that great 
class of gifts that since the beginning of the Government from year to 


year in one way or another, in recognition of distinguished public serv- 
ices, Congress has provided by the way of donation of land or release 
from taxation, as was done in the case of the estate of the late Chief- 
Justice Chase, the predecessor of Chief-Justice Waite, which was done 
so far as I remember without any dissent, although I think I was nof 


present in the Senate at the moment was done. I believe it was a 
perpetual exemption of the estate of the late Chief-Justice Chase in 
this District from taxation for certainly so long as it s! 1 remain in 


the family. 









So this stands in regard to prec t upon t ‘ t practice of 
the Government of the United States in special and meritorious in- 
| stances, conspicuous instances, s] Ving to it has a sense o! grace and 
sensibility and sympathy with people so situated who appear to deserve 
it specially and conspicuously. The Senate has thought heretofore, 
and I hope it will think now, that this is an instance which comes fairly 
within the just and generous practice of the Government 
The PRESIDING OFFICER Che question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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‘Lhe reading of the bill was resumed. ‘The next amendment of the 


Committee on Appropriations was,on page 107, after line 10, to insert: 

Tor marshal of the Supreme Court of the United States, under the 
dirs court, to obtain the oil portrait of Chief-Justice Marshall, to be 
hung in the robing-room with those of other deceased Chief-Justices already 
there, $1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

lhe amendment was agreed to. 

‘jhe next amendment was, on page 108, after line 3, to insert: 

New edition of tariff compilation: For preparation under the direction of 
the Senate Committee on Finance of a new edition of the tariff compilation 
of t, together with tables of prices of commodities, and such other statistics 
as the committee shall deem useful, $2,000, to be paid to the persons designated 
by the chairman of said committee to do said work 

SHERMAN. I think, while that is a very proper thing to do, 
the amendment as proposed does not cover the intention of the Sena- 
tor who introduced it. It reads: 

ew lition of tariff compilation: For preparation, under the direction of 
th. ittee on Finance, of a new edition of the tariff compilation of 
J+ tovet r with tables of prices of commodities and such other statistics as 
the committee shall deem useful, $2.000, to be paid to the persons designated by 
the chairman of said committee to do said work. 

t ought to be a new edition of the tariff compilation of 1884, to- 
gether with such other legislation upon the subject of the tariff as may 
be passed. This will not enable the information which is most im- 
portant of all, the information in regard to the tariff now under con- 
sideration, to be obtained. I will therefore move to amend, after 
**]84,"’ by inserting ‘‘and any other tariff law that may be passed 
within the enrrent year.’ 

Vhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. On page 104, in the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, in line 7, after the date ‘‘1884,’’ it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘and any other tariff law that may be passed within 
the current year.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

‘The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 108, line 11, after the word 
‘*fer,’’ to insert ‘* reconstructing propagating houses,’’ and in line 14, 
after the word ‘‘ Library,’’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert “‘six;’’ 


80 as to rake the clause read: 


Botanic Garden: For reconstructing propagating houses, extension and re- 
pairs to heating apparatus, and general repairs to building and walks, under 
the direction of the Joint Committee on the Library, $6,000. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I should like, in that connection, to offer an 
amendment which does not increase the appropriation, but allows the 
Committee on the Library to do certain things. I ask that it may be 
read, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The Carer Cierk. In line 13, page 108, after the word ‘‘ walks,’’ 
insert 

And to open to carriages during reasonable hours the driveway through the 
saict garden from First to Third streets west. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will not offer an amendment to that, but I desire 
to sxy that there seems to be something wrong about the management 
of the Botanie Garden. If it is of any use at all, it is a place which 
persons should be able to visit and see the result of the propagation of 
flowers and plants there; but itis open during the busy part of the 
day in the morning after people have begun active business and closed 
in the evening before the close of active business. This is inconven- 
ient, and it is an imposition on the public, and there ought to be a 
provision that it should be kept open in order to enable people to visit 
it. The amendment of the Senator from Ohio says ‘‘ during reason- 
able hours.’’ I suppose that they would consider reasonable hours to 
be te open at 10 in the morning and close at 4 in the afternoon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will read what follows the amend- 
ment he will see that it is provided that it shall be opened during 
reaxonuble hours under the direction of the joint Committee on the 
Library. That leaves it entirely with the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. REAGAN. I had not noticed that language. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio that he say, 
‘all under the direction.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modi- 
fied. The question ison the amendment tothe amendment as modified. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Public 
printing and binding,’’ page 110, line 4, before the word “‘ thousand,’’ | 
to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and imsert ‘‘forty;’’ so as to make the clause | 
read 

For the War Department, $140,000 (of which sum $12,000 shall be for the cata- 
logue of the library of the Surgeon-General’s Office), and not exceeding $10,000 
for carrying into effect the appropriations for the Signal Service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 111, line 6, to increase the appro- 
priation for printing and binding for the Agricultural Department from | 
$30,000 to $40,000, 


‘ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the clause on 
page 111, iines 9 and 10, as follows: 

lor the Supreme Court of the United States, $5,000. 


Mr. PLUMB, I should like to ask the chairman of the committee 
what that item covers. What kind of printing is done under that? 

Mr. MORRILL, The opinions of the court. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, the opinions of the court are not printed, I 
think, in that way. The opinions of the court are printed by contract. 

Mr. PLUMB. Who receives them ? 

Mr. ALLISON. All the Senators receive them. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have never received any. I do not know what 
other Senators may have received, but I have not inside of two years 
receiveda single printed opinion of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam sure I have. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no doubt there may be some process of selec- 
tion whereby the Senator from Ohio may be preferred. I did receive 
some about two years ago, but about that time they ceased coming. 

I understand that a very large fund is derived to somebody out of the 
sale of these opinions; that is, out of the sale of these printed slips 
which record the opinions of the court; that they are sold for a price to 
persons who apply for them; and I understand that there are many rev- 
enues of that court in one way or another that go into the pockets of 
the officials of the court, no doubt properly, but in violation of the 
rule which has been adopted in regard to appropriations by other de- 
partments of the Government whereby the various items of expendi- 
ture are disclosed in the appropriations. Unlesssome Senator can state 
what this appropriation is for, I shall move to strike it out. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose it is for the current printing of records 
or printing of thatnature. It certainly is not forthe opinions. I know 
that briefs are printed by the lawyers. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that in some way or other there is quite 
a large source of revenue around that court, whereby servants are paid 
for for the judges. I understand that one of the judges on com- 
ing to this city two or three years ago found that a servant had been 
assigned to him who was ready at the knocker of the door to open it 
and blacken his shoes, etc., amd he found on inquiry that this servant 
was paid out of some revenue derived from the peddling out of the 
proceedings of the court or otherwise. At all events it was not known 
to the law, and I thought on the whole perhaps this might be a good 
place to enter an inquiry. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Kansas will 
permit me 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas yield ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out this paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 111, beginning in line 9, it is proposed 
to strike out: 

Forthe Supreme Court of the United States, $5,000. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think, Mr. President, that this item for print- 
ing for the Supreme Court of the United States covers the printing of 
the orders and rules that it from time to time makesand changes and also 
printing the slip copies of opinions to which the Senator from Kansas has 
referred, for provision was made on some former occasion, I think, on 
motion of Senator Garland, of Arkansas—but I am not sure about 
that—thatevery Senator, and I do not know but every member of the 
House of Representatives as well, should be furnished from time to 
time with copies of advance sheets of the opinions, because they do not 
get into the regular law books for a considerable time afterwards. 

There have been sent to me, without request or any particular favor 
or understanding about it, through the regular channel of the Senate 
post-office, from week to week or month to month, as the case may be, 
slip copies of these opinions printed on one side of a sheet in the cases 
clear up to the last opinion day. The opinions are usually delivered 
on Monday, and by the next Saturday I would receive them; and I 
think the law and the regulation is that there shall be sent to every 
Senator those copies which are found [ think by most Senators who 
take the trouble to look at them, of considerable use in understanding 
what the latest law is on the subjects, before waiting for the regular 
publication of the volume of reports. That is what this embraces, as 
well as the smaller matters that I spoke of, the occasional orders of the 
court from time to time in changing its rules and doing this and that 
and the other which has to be done and has to be put into print. 

As to the other point that somebody makes money out of thisin the 





| sale of these printed slip copies, I am very confident that the law is 


explicit which was passed some five, or six, or seven, oreight years ago 


| that the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States, who is its 


disbursing officer, shall keep an account of every receipt for everything 
that comes into his office of every kind, which will cover the sale of 
these slips that are printed by the Government and are not his private 
property and that he is bound to account for and does account monthly 
to the Secretary of the Treasury or to the proper Comptroller for every 
item in a regular stated account, and every bit of money that is paid 
out, and all above a certain sum—$6,000 a year, or whatever it is, like 
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marshals and district attorneys—is covered into the Treasury for the 


general gt od. 


Before that time the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States 


was authorized to take fees, and to take fees for copies of a judgmen 
for instance, that he ce ed. and so on, for his own benefit, just as 
the clerks of the courts in most of the States, I suppose, do, and that 


| } } 7 h > - 1( 
with everything else, and the certificate for admission to the bar, $10, 
which Lhe Clerk toox iwiully, and that was all « harged, so that the 


income of the clerk of the Supreme Court, which amounted, it was 





said, in some years to thirty or forty thousand dollars, was reduced to 

$6,000, and all this surplus has een paid into the Treasury. — I 

think the Senator from Kansas will find on an examination of the books 
\ 


of the present clerk of the Supreme Court and of the lreasury that 
every single penny arising from any sour 1atever is accounted for 
and turned over. 

4s to the messengers of tl idges I know nothiny, except that the 
general expenses of the court are provided for by long practice, I do 
not. know that there is any Jaw which says a judge shall have a mes- 
senger or not, but the court has the power to appoint as many bailifis 
and messengers as it pleases, and for more than twenty-five years since 
[ have known the court there have been there tor the nine judges nine 
messengers appointed, one for each judge. The business of that mes- 
senger is to attend the courtin the time of the sitting of the court, and 
to carry to the consultation-room and to the judges’ houses, where they 
write all their opinions, of course, and work evenings, the books and 
papers necessary and carry them back again, and so on, so that the 
messenger comes in fact to be, not precisely, as the Senator says, a serv- 





ant of the judge, but a messenger to assist him in the manual trans- 
action of the business the large partof which in the way of individual 
work he has to do at his residence. Whether it is right or wrong, I 
do not say. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the matter of the sale of these slips is 
this The slips themselves are not certified copie s of opinions of the 
court, but when any one wants a « { 





ified copy of an opinion of the 
court the clerk sometimes takes the slip and instead of copying it 
out in handwriting takes that and certifies it to be a true copy of tl 
opinion and then the court or the clerk—I do not know which—is en- 
titled to the regular fee for a certified copy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That has to be turned into the Treasury. 

Mr. DAWES. And I suppose that those are the only things. Still 
I had occasion within this session to procure a certified copy and I was 
obliged to pay for acertified copy when I found out afterwards that | 
could have furnished from my own slip, without cost, thesamething, It 
was a certified copy of the printed paper which was lawfully charged 
for as a certified copy of the opinion of the court. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, but the clerk did not get the money 
had to turn it into the Treasury. 

Mr. DAWES. I said I did not know whether it went to the clerk 
or to the Treasury. 

Mr. PLUMB. It may be all right, but these explanations d 


Ile 


do not 
explain. I think if the committee have the opportunity to look up this 
matter in conference they probably will be instructed. 

I did not bring this up by reason of the fact that I did not continue 
to receive these opinions. I did not know that anybody received 
them. Up to about two years agolI did receive them, but was not 
specially anxious for them. When I have observed, as I do occasion- 
ally, a decision of the Supreme Court which I thought was of inter 
est, I have sent around and obtained a copy of the opinion in print, 
which answered my purpose. But now that it is stated that they h: 
been sent to us, I am a little curious to know why during al! thi 
period of time I have not received them. I should be sorry to think it 
was because I was not a favorite of the Supreme Court. 

But I shall in the course of a day or two offera resolution of inguir) 
and see where the fund goes. [ was told that not only is there a fund 
out of which are paid servants for the judges of the Supreme Court, 
but I am told it extends to carriage-hire and so on. 

The members of Congress are rather indifferent mortals at best, b 
members of the Supreme Court of the United States ought to be abo 
the receipt of any advantage growing out of the fees or any other 
moneys which come in incidentally in the administration of justice. 
I am not prepared to say that such is the case, but now that it has 
been mentioned—I may be the first to mention it publicly, but it has 
been talked about 


ive 


a great deal privately—lI will try to see what 


it 
facts are at all events, and in the mean time, as nobody seems to know 
what this printing is for, I hope the Senate wil! consent to strile out 
the appropriation, and when the bill goes into conference, if the com 
mittee find the expenditure is justified and that these things are 
dependent upon these accumulations which have been spoken of, of 


course it can be reinstated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Senator from Kansas, 
read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the prov 
in line 13, on page 111, ‘‘ For the Court of Claims, $14,000.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out “fourteen”? and insert | 


The question is on the amendment 
to strike out the words which have been 


ision 
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My own opinion is that it would be better to allow the Government to 
purchase some convenient place, a suitable site, and there erect Ww 
buildings, and they ought to be on a detached square 

Mr. ALLISON As | understand, the Committee on Public Print- 
ing have report, in which they havefully portrayed 
t ul building and the necessity of a new build- 

\ h is provided here now, as I understand, 

3 ise-ball ¢ inds, on which there is not a 
single building at this moment: and whilst it is entirely separate from 
the present building and grounds, it is so ecnvenient that whilst the 
ew build ng is belng constructed the Work can go on in the old 

Mr. SHERMAN The old building could be used for a bindery and 

r purposes, but where the printing is done and a great number 
hands are employed there ought to be a new building. I| think that 
IS the idea, 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the iirman of the Committee on 
Printing | Mr. MANDERSON | not here nor is the Senator from Con- 
necticut |Mr. HAWLEY |, whois amember of the committee, but I will 


state to the Senate precisely what is intended b 
A year ago or two years ago a provis 
civil bill by the Senate providing for 
on the present square where the Printing Office stands, so as to put up 
an addition on the south side of the present building; but the absolute 
necessity for a new and additional building I think nobody questions. 


this amendment. 
mm was inserted in the sundry 
the purchase of additional ground 





7 as ee 


7468 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The present structure on H street is practically propped up and in a | 


dangerous condition. 


| 


That proposition passed the Senate by an overwhelming vote, but the 


House of Representatives rejected it and no appropriation whatever 
was made, 
Che chairman of the Committee on Printing, in connection with the 


Public Printer, and indeed al! the members of the committee, investi 
gated personally the condition of the office during the past summer, 
and a majority of the committee came to the conclusion that, in view 


of the improvements by private enterprise on the square in which the 
office is now located, it will probably be cheaper to buy a square with- 
out buildingson it, and one so located that it can have connection with 
the railroad coming in, so that the cars may be run in withthe paperand 
take books, etec., out, and thus saving an immense amount of trans- 
portation in.that way. ‘They practically selected the square, as the 
Senator from Iowa has stated, known as the base-bal! park, which is im- 
mediately adjoining the railroad, the design being to put up buildings 
there for printing and for the storage of books, so that they could be 
mailed without being hauled,.to the Capitol and the various Depart- 
ments, but be loaded in a car simply upon order. 

The estimate of the chairman of the committee, I think, in round 
numbers, was that that alone would save about one-half of the inter- 
est on the investment in the square itself. It means, therefore, the 
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public printing at the time, and with the additional weight that has 
been put upon it the immense girders that hold the roof are bent al- 
most at an angle of 45°. They were supported by temporary bolts and 
propped up until now the building is in such a condition that it is an 
outrage to keep people employed there. 

The condition of the atmosphere in it is such that it is simply im- 


| possible for the employés to live in it, and the building is in constant 


| danger of falling down. 


. ° ° . ' 
construction of an independent building separated by nearly a square 


from the present structure and connected with it by warehouses from 
which all these books can be shipped, whereas now a very large force is 
employed in hauling the books to the Capitol, where Senators frank 
their labels and send them to the crypt, and from there they are hauled 
to the post-office, and from the post-oflice to the railroad station, all of 
which would be saved if the building were placed in this location. 


Of course the amount of money involved is very considerable. ‘This | 


only contemplates the purchase of the ground. Afterwards an appro- 
priation can be made for the construction of the building. It does not 
relieve one of the difficulties of the office as it exists at present, that 
is, its crowded and insecure condition. 

We are renting quite a number of buildings for the storage of papers 
and books still unbound for the purposes of the Printing Office within 
three or four squares of it. We are renting a building on Pennsylva- 
nia avenue, the old express building, all of which is inconvenient and 
expensive. This scheme contemplates having the building near the 
railroad station, so as to connect with it and have all this great estab- 
lishment within one square. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow me. Has the committee any 
information or opinion as to the time when the new construction can 
be made ready for use? 

Mr. GORMAN, This amendinent only provides for acquiring suffi- 
cient ground, that can be secured for $250,000. The appropriation for 
buildings will, of course, have to be made at the next session. It is 
hoped that it will be, and then it will take a year or two to erect the 
new buildings. 

{ am frank to say, and I am very glad the Senator has asked the 
question, that in addition at this session of Congress some other pro- 
vision ought to be made temporarily to provide for the people who are 
employed there and to put up a structure that is safe. 

Mr. BLAIR. I might say, in connection with this which led me to 
ask the question, that the insecurity of the building is very well un- 
derstood by those who occupy it, and the great danger not only of 
liability te falling, but the danger from fire as well. Only afew weeks 
ago an alarm was given and there was such a fright that some of the 
young ladiesemployed there fainted. They all knowthey are engaged 
in a business as dangerous as that of a battle almost, and that a very 
serious catastrophe is liable to occur at any time. 

A year ago I had occasion to call the attention of the Senate to this 
same matter, and I did so with some vehemence, and I was assured 
that it was the vaporing and intermeddling of some one who could do 
better by keeping still, and that the people who knew their business 
would attend to it; but it seems the structure is still there in as bad a 
condition or worse than ever. I would like to suggest modestly that 
the Solons who have charge of this matter could exercise their wisdom 
and hurry up the time. 

Mr.GORMAN., It is no fault of the Committee on Printing or of 
the Committee on Appropriations of this body or of the Senate itself. 
I said a moment since that two years ago the Committee on Printing 
sent to the Appropriations Committee an amendment making provis- 
ion for an additional building and a year ago they did the same thing. 
The Committee on Appropriations acted promptly and the Senate after 
discussion, and on both occasions by an overwhelming vote, inserted a 
provision in the appropriation bill. Itwent elsewhere and was rejected. 
Conference after conference. was held, and all the persuasive powers of 
the distinguished Senator from Iowa were brought into use, but with- 
out success. 

The result is that we have gone on until this summer, and within the 
past few months the Committee on Printing made another inspection 
of the Government Printing Office, and we found on the H-street side 
an old building that was constructed by a private individual, by the 
contractor who had the contract for the public printing or a part of the 


| 
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The architect who has charge of it reports 
that it is in an unsafe condition, and it is a great shame that it should 
remain there. 

I notice that the Senator from Maine offered an amendment looking 
in another direction. Instead of making provision for a permanent 
and a large structure which will save money to the Government in my 
judgment hereafter, the Senator from Maine proposes to make tem- 
porary provision and to move a part of the weight from this structure 
and a part of the people employed there. There is no other condition 
like it to my knowledge under the control of the Government. 

Proper provision is made for every other Department of the Govern- 
ment. We have made provision for the extension of the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing, because the increased business requires it; 
but there is no such condition as obtains in the Government Printing 
Oflice, dangerous to life, limb, and health. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think it will be conceded that there never has been 
any better talk made upon the subject than we have made upon this 
subject now for six or eight years in succession. I think the discourse 
upon the Government Printing Office some five or six years ago, as I 
remember, was even more vivid and startling than anything that has 
heen stated to-day; and the subject has been very handsomely treated 
by the Senate every time it has come upindebate. I am very glad on 
this occasion that the Government Printing Office has received its usual 
honorable mention as a death-trap and a disgrace to the nation; and I 
now see no reason why the subject should not pass over until the en- 
suing Congress. [Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment of the 
comnnittee. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir, that is the question, as to whether we shall 
give this board of commissioners, the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Pubiie Printer, and the Architect of the Capitol, unlimited discretion 
to make purchase or go on and condemn property anywhere they please 
in the city, or whether we shall exercise our undoubted right in the 
matter, and what I consider our duty, and say we believe this property 
ought to be purchased, this additional ground adjoining the present 
site of the Government Printing Office. It is not necessary to waste 
any time as to the discussion of whether there should be a new build- 
ing. That is a subject about which there is no difference of opinion. 

The question is whether we shall give this unlimited discretion and 
point ourselves in advance to the location, or whether we shall our- 
selves say what we think as to the propriety of retaining the present 
site and adding ground to it and that subject was not touched by my 
friend from Maryland in his statement; and that is the material point. 

The very question as involved now in this amendment is what are 
we to do with the present site of the Government Printing Office? It 
is in a portion of the city that under present conditions does not offer 
a suitable site for another public building. That portion of the city 
does very well for the Government Printing Office and there is no ob- 
jection to the present site. The objection is to the present building. 

How are we to utilize the present site, which isa large one and entirely 
suitable for the purpose of a Government Printing Office? My friend 
from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] asks me if there is room there for 
another building. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wiil say that as I understand it is contemplated 
thatafter this new square is purchased anda building erected thereon the 
old premises shall be occupied for such purposes as they may be fitted 
for, as well as the premises to be acquired, and they are both considered 
necessary. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, and then they would not be together; they would 
be disconnected; and that is the very point under discussion. As a 
matter of course, when this amendment was drawn up by the Printing 
Committee it was drawn with the idea that they were not to purchase 
ground adjoining the Printing Office. Itis very evident, and there can 
be no other conclusion, that the purpose was to give the board a dis- 
cretion to go where they please. I say as business men we ought to 
utilize the present site, and therefore I support the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

We can continue to use the present building for a Government Print- 
ing Office, as a matter of course adopting every precaution that is nec- 
essary to make it safe, and then as is provided in the next section con- 
demn enough ground on that block toanswer all the purposes that are 
necessary. It seems to me that is the wise thing for us todo. Unless 


| we adopt the amendment of the Senator from Kansas we bind our- 


selves in advance to what these commissioners may do, and if they 
take a block entirely disconnected here we are with the present site 
upon our hands and an additional block. I hold that no gentleman 
would conduct his private business in that sort of way. He would 
| utilize the property he had by buying property that adjoins it and we 
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can erect a structure there that will answer all the purposes of tl 
Government. 

I want to make a mere remark in regard to what the Senator ! 
Maryland said about property on Pennsylvania avenue. I hav 


looked into it lately, but I understand that the Government owns t 


. 7. " 7 . . ' a } 4 
rear portion of the old Globe printing office. It is utterly useless to 
] na ave se hne 
the Goverument now If an individual was conducting his busi! 
for himself, he would never permit this state of things exist. It 


we should now buy a portion of that lot which fronts upon Penns) 
Vabia aven we could put up a building there for storage purposes 
that would answer all the necessities of the Government, and t! 
t I want to do with the present site of the Govern- 
went Printing Office, utilize it and make it worth something to th 
owner, 

We own the back portion of that lot and the front 

» somebody else. If the Government's business was conducted 

business of any private business man, as a matter of course 
would long ago have bought the front portion of that lot and utilized it 

1 support the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLA?rrt in the chair The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas | Mr 
PLUMB] to the amendment ot the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLUMB, Let mesaya word about this business. This amend- 
ment will not prevent the acquisition of this other place, as I under 
stand it, if it is deemed to be the best, but it will fix a destination as 
to the locality. I donot think Congress would want to give toa board 
of this kind a roving commission to go anywhere in the city and estab- 
lish a Government Printing Office. The question of its relation to the 
Capitol is a very important one. Wedo not want it too far away trom 
us, and where this building is located now it is at least reasonably 
convenient, and it ought to be in that locality. 

L believe also it ought to be that block, not only for the reasons which 
have been advanced by the Senator from Missouri, which I think can 
not be successfully met, but in addition we shall gain in the main a 
very considerable quantity of ground, because there is an alley there and 
the Government would get a tract of land there probably 250 feet long 
by 25 or 30 feet wide, and with the extension of it to the other side o! 
the block probably half that size,which it would not have to pay for, 
and being the owner of the block it could take the whole of the alley, 
and while this new construction was going on we should bave the most 
economical and best use of the present building. I understand this is 
the view of the Public Printer himself, who has given the subject great 
attention and who realizes more than any one else that this great bureau 
needs anew building at the earliest practicable day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only objection I have to the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas is that it limits the investigation and purchase 
of property to that adjoining the present building. I take a different 
view of it. I think if that old building is in the condition described 
it would cost more to rebuild it than it would be worth. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am not talking about rebuilding it. My idea is 
that we erect another building on the remainder of the block, leaving 
the present building to be torn down or not, as we see fit afterwards, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The trouble is that on that block there are quite 
a number of new buildings, and it will cost a great deal to purchase the 
buildings. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not think that would be the case atall. I im- 
agine some of the buildings of course will have to be taken, but we 
shall not want to cover all the block with buildings. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The old building can undoubtedly be made uss 
of for storage purposes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly it can be connected by a covered way, a 
viaduct or something of that kind, with the new building, and thus 
would tend to economy of use and operation in a very great degree. 
It seems to me that in this way we shall be buying a pig in a poke, | 
and we shall never know until the report is made where we have got 
a site for the Printing Office. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Senator would say purchase part of if 


the block on which the building now stands or the block this side on | 
North Capitol street, where the base ball park is. It ought to be on | 
North Capitol street and within easy reach of the Capitol. It ought 
really to be not more than two blocks distant. 
Mr. ALLISON. Why not say ‘‘in the immediate vicinity of the 
present building?”’ 
Mr. PLUMB. Say ‘adjoining or in the vicinity of the present build- 
ing.”’ 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


Let the board have a little discretion about it 
Mr. PLUMB. 


Say “‘or in the immediate vicinity.’ 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Orin the vicinity.’’ I think that is near enough. 

Mr. PLUMB, I would say “‘adjoining or in the immediate vicinity 
of the present site of the Government Printing Office.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas as modified. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thought he adopted the suggestion; that ‘‘in the 
vicinity ’’ would cover his view. 

Mr. VEST. That is pretty broad. 

Mr. ALLISON. They will not get far away. 
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r the said board is empowered : i directed to acq e same by con- 
demnation, and for that purpose is auth land directed to make application 
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er provided wit t e to the taking of land for highways in the Dis- 
»f Columbia. 
PLUMB. I suggest the omission of so much of the amend- 
as follows the word ‘‘ condemnation,”’ in line 2, on page 113. 
ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me—I know what pur- 
} he has in view—I suggest to him that he allow section 3 to re- 
main as it stands down to and including the word ‘‘ vicinity,’ in line 
page 115, and then insert, after the word ‘‘or,’’ the word ‘‘if;”? 
so as to read, ‘‘or if the said board,’’ and then begin there. 
Vir. PLUMB. . Let me suggest to the Senator that after the word 
‘\ nity ’’ we should put in ‘‘or at a reasonable price’’ and then 
<e out the word ‘“‘or;’’ soas to read 
ta e a fair relative value as to oth lands i 4 been s the 
ediate vicinity or a reasonat price therefe rt said board is em- 
wered and directed to a e the saine by right of condemnation as herein- 


after provided 
Chen the provision which I offer, if it should be 


i adopted, would 
cover not only the acquisition of th 


1 } 


| property, but all property which 
ght have need to procure in the District of Columbia. 
Mr. ALLISON, I do not object to that; but what I suggest is that 





section 3 be allowed to remain as it is down toand including the word 

vicinity,’’ in line 1, on page 113 fair relative value as to other 
h have been sold in the immediate vicinity; ’”’ 
after the word ‘‘or,’’ to insert the word ‘‘if;’’ so as to read: 
eated shall be unable to purchase said land by 
ve owners at such reasonable price, etc. 


lands whic and then, 


Or if the said board hereby 


agreement with the respect 


Mr. PLUMB. Very well; that is all right. 

Mr. ALLISON. And then take in the whole of the amendment sug- 
gested by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. That will do. ‘That is, to insert the whole of my 


amendment after line 26, 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The whole amendment, beginning in line 36, strik 
ing out the words in that line, ‘‘ that if the commission.”’ 

Mr. PLUMB. And make it read If the board hereby created 

Mr. ALLISON. The word ‘‘ board’? isin. I will send tothe desk 
just what I propose. It is on page 113, after the word ‘‘or,”’ t 
sert ‘*‘if.’? 


>1bL 
Then to strike out all the remainder after the word 
board,’’ including sections 4 
the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER The amendme 
(he CHIEF CLERK. 


sert “if.” 


, and 6, and substitute what I send to 


it will be atat« 
On page 115, line 1, after the 
and after the word ‘‘ board,’’ in the same line, strike out 
the remainder of section %, and all of section 4, section 5, and 

6, and insert in lieu thereof the followin 


word “or, it 


respective owners at such rv 
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missioners to appraise the value of the respective interests of all persons con- 
cerned in such lands, under such regulations as to notice and hearing as to 
the court shall seem meet Such commissioners shall thereupon, after being 


duly sworn for the proper performance of their duties, examine the premises 
bear the persous in interest who may appear before them, and return their 


mie 








appraisement of the value of the interests of all persons, respectively, in such | 
land; and when such report shall have been confirmed by the court the Presi- | 
dent of the I ted States shall, if he think the public interest requires it, cause 
payinent to be made to the respective persons entitled according to the judg- 
ment of the court, and in case any of such persons are under disability, or can | 
not be found, or neglect to receive payment, the money to be paid to any of | 
them shall be deposited in the Treasury to their credit, unless there shal! be 
some person lawfully authorized to receive the same under the direction of the 
court, and when such payments are so made, or the amounts belonging to per- 
Fons to whom payment shal! not be made are so deposited, the said lands shall 
be « ed to be condemned and taken by the Uuited States for the public use 

A vereafter, in all cases of the taking of property in the District of Colum- 
bia ! ae. the foregoir provision as it respects the application by the 
pre r officer to the supreme court of the District of Columbia and the proceed- 
ings there shall be as in the foregoing provisions declared 

Mr. HOAL. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa a question. 
Suppose there are half adozen owners and half a dozen tracts, and all but 
one agree, or one or the other being under disability or refusing to agree, 


allow them to confine their condemnation to so 
much of it as an agreement had been reached upon ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The amendment says, if the Senator from Iowa will 
permit me, that they shall ‘‘ appraise the value of the respective inter- 
ests,’’ and so on. 

Mr. HOAR 


would this langua 


But suppose one was willing to make an agreement 
and another refuses. They ought to be allowed simply to condemn | 
that ove man’s interest and go on with the rest by agreement. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is just what it does. I will explain it. The 
language is: 

If it shall appear that there are any persons under disability, either who 
have appeared or have not appeared, the court shall appoint guardians ad litem 
for each of such persons, and the courtshall thereupon proceed to appoint three 
capable and disinterested commissioners to appraise the value of the respective 
interests of all persons concerned in such lands. 


i 
| 
j 
Mr. HOAR. I think it would be well for greater safety to add: 
Provided, That the said commissioners may, in their judgment, agree with 


any portion of such owners and proceed by condemnation as to those who may 
come to any agreement. 

I suggest that some language of that kind be inserted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It can be done in conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the Sena- 
tor from Kansas accepts the language proposed by the Senator from 
Iowa. 

Mr. PLUMB. This amendment was prepared at the solicitation of 
the subcommittee of the Appropriations Committee in charge of the 
District appropriation bill, with a view to inserting a provision in that 
bill to cover in the most comprehensive and certain way all questions 
of condemnation liable to arise in the District of Columbia; and I feel 
reasonably certain, even on a hasty examination of the phraseology sug- 
gested by the Senator from Massachusetts, thateverything of that kind 
is provided for. I am quite certain it is so now. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senators in special charge of this bill can look at 
it, andif they find itisnecessary they can add something to accomplish 
the purpose in conference. I will notdetain the Senate by it. I ought 
to say, however, that, as the amendment struck me on hearing it read, 
the commissioners have to agree with everybody or condemn every- 
body, and that there is no provision there to provide for a case where 
one interest may be against another. 

Mr. PLUMB. There should be another paragraph added, which I 
think is found in the print forwarded to the desk, to insert, after the 
word ‘‘use,’’ in line 84, the words ‘‘ whether herein, heretofore, or 
hereafter authorized,’’ so that this provision, once adopted, will be a 
permanent provision for the condemnation of property to be taken for 
public use in the District of Columbia, and it will not be necessary to 
do anything more than to refer to it in subsequent statutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification will be stated. 

The CurerCLerk. Afterthe word “ use,’’ in line 84,insert ‘‘ whether | 
herein, heretofore, or hereafter authorized;’’ so as to read: 

And hereafter, in all cases of the taking of property in the District of Colum- 
bia for public use, whether herein, heretofoie, or hereafter authorized, the fore- 
going provision as it respects the application by the proper officer to the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia and the proceedings therein shall be 
as in the foregoing provisions declared. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amendment 
to the amendment as modified. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, In line 21, on page 112, I move to strike out ‘this 
act ’’ and insert ‘‘ the foregoing section;’’ so as to read: 





That in the event it shall be necessary, in order to carry out the purpose of 
the foregoing section, for the board, as above constituted, to acquire land, etc. 


| 
| 
The amendment was agreed to. | 
Mr. PLUMB. In line 38, page 2, of the amendment to the amend- | 
ment which has been adopted, the word ‘‘such”’ should be stricken | 
out and the letter ‘‘a’’ inserted in its place so as to read, ‘‘a reason- | 
able price,’’ instead of ‘such reasonable price.’’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That change will be made by unani- | 
mous consent, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. Are there any other amendments to be suggested to the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ate 


JULY 19, 





amendment on pages 112 and 113? If not the question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That completes the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to offer a proviso to come in on page 71. 

Mr. GORMAN. There areseveral committee amendments that were 
passed over, and I suggest that they should be acted upon first. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will allow me to get an amend- 
ment in now. There is no appropriation in it and I think there will 
be no objection to it. 

Mr. GORMAN, Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cu om in the chair), Will the 
Senator from Ohio state where he desires his amendment to come in? 

Mr. SHERMAN. At the bottom of page 71. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Curer CLerK. At the bottom of page 71 it is proposed to add 
the following proviso: 


Provided, That the Secretary of War is authorized to construct a hospital at 
Columbus Barracks, Columbus, Ohio, at a cost not to exceed $30,000, out of the 
appropriation for construction and repairs of hospitals heretofore made in the 
act approved June 13, 1890. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
moved by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PLUMB. That changes existing law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say to the Senator that it does not. If he 
will allow me, that act—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I know just what the case is. It was presented to 
the committee and it was deemed wise to let the matter go and have 
it come up in the deficiency bill or somewhere else. Under the pres- 
ent law the cost of hospitals at Government military posts is limited 
to $20,000. The committee were solicited to make a special provision 
in favor of the Columbus hospital, but the moment that suggestion was 
made there came up a similar suggestion from other quarters, and the 
committee thought they would letit go, and if the other House thought, 
as has been suggested, that that was a proper limitation, it could be 
put in the deficiency bill and come up then in a regular way. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Allow me to make a statement and I think the 
Senator will find that the amendment is not objectionable. 

This hospital at Columbus, Ohio, is estimated for in the regular es- 
timates, which are here before me. There is an estimate of $30,000 to 
build a hospital at Columbus, Ohio. It is recommended by the Sec- 
retary of War and by all the officers, especially by the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral and the Surgeon-General. The amendment is in order. But it 
seems there was some provision attached to an appropriation act limit- 
ing the amount to be expended on any particular hospital to $20,000, 
and $20,000 is insufficient to build this particular hospital, where they 
are making an important station, at Columbus, Ohio. It is unavaila- 
ble. The appropriation is actually made for $30,000, but there isa 
provision in a law preceding, which the War Department suppose still 
applies, which prevents the expenditure of the money. 

All I desire is to have this proviso attached to this section in regard 
to military posts. It simply declares that the Secretary of War is au- 
thorized to construct a hospital at Columbus Barracks, Columbus, Ohio, 
at a cost not exceeding $30,000, out of the appropriation for construc- 
tion and repairs of hospitals in the act approved June 13, 1890. The 
money is appropriated by the act which is now before me, passed at 
the present session. 

Mr. PLUMB. The amendment changes existing law. While, of 
course, I have no objection to it if we enter upon that whole question, 
I will make the point of order certainly on the amendment, because 
if that question has to come up I want to bring up two or three other 
items of a similar character. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think it changes existing law. 

Mr. PLUMB. A law passed two or three years ago limits the cost 
of Government military hospitals to $20,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Here is the appropriation madeat the present ses- 
sion. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand exactly, but that appropriation is sub- 
ject to the limitations contained in the former appropriation act on this 
question. This question was before the committee. It is a question 
which involves a good many considerations. If the limit is to be in- 
creased in the case of Columbus it ought to be increased everywhere. 


| The Government owns the property. The committee believed, on con- 


sideration, that $20,000 was enough for the hospital there orelsewhere; 
but if the precedent is to be established by increasing the limit there 
then I ask that it be increased generally everywhere. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is estimated for and reported, and I will read 
what is stated here by the Adjutant-General: 


The necessity of anew hospital at these barracks has been already explained 
by the Surgeon-General, and he has estimated its cost at $30,000. Columbus 
Barracks is one of three eral depots where recruits enlist almost entirely 
at points east of the M ppi River rendezvous and are put through a pre- 


liminary course of training before being sent to regiments. The number of 
men who may be assembled here at any one time depends upon different causes 
and varies greatly, averaging from 500 to 1,000. 


He proceeds then to show the importance of it at this particular 
place. As the appropriation has been recommended by every officer 
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: of the War Department, has actually been made by the same comimit- Mr. BL AIR. May I ask the Senator 
tee now that is objecting to this amendment, and as it simply seeks Mr. ALLISON, _ Yes, sir 
to remove the limitation or restriction upon the use of the money, I} Mr. BLAIR. Ww hat hi ld it d \ 
hope that no objection will be made. If the point of order is to be Mr. Al LISON. It would ) 
raised I shall feel in d to test the sense of the Senate. ; Mr. 1] DMI NDS. Itan | 
3 (tr. PLUMB. I make the point of order that the amendment | out a civil-service examination 


changes the existing Jaw and accordingly can not be received. Mr. AL 
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\l ALI Os Th nas 1 sed both House nd it hi: I 
sig it ie i siden Te 
PRES NG OFFICE! J the amendment co fr t \ ISON. ( i 7 I 
C tt 1 AY 0} 1 ? i t S1X l , 
. GORMAN. Yes, si ! yas to read: ‘‘S 
PRESIDING OFFICE! The question on agreeing to the ‘ ’ V 
a 1m t \ ALLISO ( page 4 I 
Che amendment was agreed to. 
LLISON. On page 2, alter line 14, 1 move to insert 
t-oflice at Beaver Falis, Pa.: For purchase of site and commen . 
¢ under present limit, $25,000. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator explain whether that bill has 
passed ie 24, Im ) insert 
Mr. ALLISON. That bill has passed both Houses and has been : ' » © west « , 
signed by the President. I will state asa reason for these public-build- | ; 
ing provisions, that the committee only offers such amendments as re- es 
late to buildings for which the bills have received the sanction of both Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert the following, on pag te 
Houses and the President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question ison the amendment ia 
a all = i enani € etary « « pa l 
of the Senator from Iowa. siete allt Ue lenin Chanel at Chea aes for seventy-six 
The amendment was agreed to. | : umes 132 to 137, inclusive, of the Supreme (« orts, at a rate 
Mr. ALLISON. On page 6, before line 1, I move to insert: ee ae ae the } i ofs sct of Fe 
For court-house and post-office at Paris, Tex.: For purchase of site and com- Mie cian oe ; a aia 
mencement of building under present limit, $30,000 Ane <Saer Was agreed to. 
. C7 PIORr , . : 4 4 ISO I move to ad he bill a new section, as follows 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the Ir, ALLISON, 1ove to add to the bill a new section, as follow 
-ndment . 4. That hereaft« ill disbursing officers of the Navy and in the Indian 
ame at it. service shall render their accounts quarterly as heretofore, and the Secretary 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 7 of the Senate shall render his accounts as heretofore; but the Secretary cf the 
Mr. ALLISON. On page 3, line 17, I move tostrike out out ‘‘ forty”’ | ‘Treasury may direct any or all such accounts to be rendered more frequen 
and to insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to read: when as yedgment the pub ao ene ests may requit 
For post-office at Fort Worth, Tex.: For purchase of site and commencement | Mr. EDMUN DS. : How does that change the present law ? 
of building under present limit, $60,000. Mr. ALLISON. Under existing law, as recently construed by t 
’ ~ . 2 2 ~ 7 A +4 nev a } all areronnt y + } > ¥ ¥ lar ¥ ¥ } ' 
I will state that the public building at Fort Worth, Tex., was au- | Attorney-General, all accounts must be rendered monthly. Und 
. meat a ‘ ey , 220° he Raviead Stet: . ——- — oe tumas 
thorized two years ago at a cost of $75,000. Since this bill passed the | Section 562201 the heyvis d Statutes, although accoun s have for twen 
other House a bill has passed both Houses and received the signature | ive years uncer that law been rendered quarterly, the recent opinion 
of the President, adding $100,000 to this sum, making the tutal cost | of the Attorney-General decides that they mast be rendered monthly. 
of the site and building $175,000. It is absolutely impracticable, as it respects naval accounts and Indian 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The original limit being how much ? | affairs, and also as respecting the convenience of the accounts of the 
Mr. ALLISON. Seventy-five thousand dollars. ofiicers of this body. Therefore, at the request of the Secretary of the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the Treasury, and the Secretary of the N avy, and the Secretary of the In 
amendment. | terior the committee recommend this amendment 
The amendment was agreed to. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question 
Mr. ALLISON. On page 6, I move to insert after line 10: on agreeing to the amendment 
; . ai ss . ? { SHER AN Rafare thea aneanstian ia + . should like to: 
For post-office at Salina, Kans.: For purchase of site and commencement of M = HERMAN. Bet — the question — ould Like to a 
building under present limit, $30,000. whether the amendment changes the existing law. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand the chairman to say that all these Mr. EDMUNDS. It does. 
: . 4 : 7R NY am tamn? ¢  —-* wail _ - nano hen £4 
eases proposed and to be proposed by the committee are instances in| _ Mr. SHERMAN. Iam tempted to make a point of order against 
* =: T Caw 4 2 : : rw + and a } 7 ~e . 
which the law has already passed providing for them. | I offered a proposition estimated for and recommended by every officer 
f Mr. ALLISON. In every instance. connected with the subject, and because it proposed to reduce the 
ft The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing tothe | Sttictions in an appropriation act which I do not consider had 
amendment. . the virtue of a law it was ruled out; and yet the committee rep 
The amendment was agreed to. amendments changing existing law and perhaps without any 
Mr. ALLISON. On page 14, line 17, I move to strike out ‘‘twenty | for them. ; : ey 
* th usand eight hundred’ and insert ‘‘twenty-one thousand one hun-| 4% ALLISON. Of cour 9 4 agree that strictly tbh a change ol 
wh dred. That is the total, it being necessary. existing law as construed by the Attorney-General! 
j The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. Mr. SHERM AN. I do not make the point of order, because I do 
ey The Cuter CLERK. On page 14, line 17, it is proposed to change | Bot want to arrest the public business which ought to be disposed of 
? % the amount, so as to read: | Mr. ALLISON. Iam very muchobliged tothe Senator. Ia 
ae Twenty-one thousand one hundred dollars. the documents I have here relating to the amendment be pl: 
The amendment was agreed to. EC == SID a ee oe 
- LON a 2 : : . 3 : The PRESIDING OFFICER will 
5 Mr. ALLISON. On page 30, I move to insert the following proviso | oy 5, ta 
between lines 2 and 3: 0 7 tion 1s made. ' ” 
: ; he papers referred to are as fo 
Provided, I hat in cases where by reason of change in grade or otherwise of NA DEPAI 
the employés of the Coast and Geodetic Survey by the provisions of this act a : ; 
new appointment or designation becomes necessary no additional oath of office Gr tT he lies ‘ ‘i. “a ‘ ani ll eat 
shal! be required, and compensation at the new rate shall begin with the date ena aeiaee = eee ee oe reap se ae m 
of approval! of this act. lation to the rendition of mon a in i 16 urgent necessity for 6 
> ray 2 = 4 curing some modification ne ? 22 of e Revised Stat s or of 
Mr. EDMUNDS. What does that mean, Mr. President? struction by the Attorne ener » far asit applies to disbursing off 
Mr. ALLISON. It means that there has been some readjustment = es haw ae ooetien Rear Eeelon ne 
5 . , a “ he yas s 2 sect ") hevise s tutes aT eexi J ] 
and change in the employés of the Coast Survey. They are of course | which time saaitaamies iaailon sin decaceeneetiadiiites ak cama . 
T 7 > * * - ns 0 possibility of e« ip gw 
scattered everywhere, and it is merely a safety provision that they | quirements were made by paymasters of the Navy, the Chief ot ‘ 


may not be required to take a new oath of office because of change of | ae ge Auditor of the Treasury that the Second Comptroller conceded 
com pens i . . : . | 1e€ necessi y of a modiiication of the law, and at his suggestion t Secretary of 
pensation or change of designation. | the Treasury authorized the issue of a circular by th 1 Auditor, dated 
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rendered within ten days alter the expiration of each successive 
I ind that quarterly accounts, w all the vouchers necessary to a correct 
id prompt settlement thereof uld rendered within one month after the 
expiration of each suecessive ast This method of rendering accounts is 
pra ible and satisfactory and has continued until the present time; but now | 
General Order No equires that punts shall be rendered for settlement 
1 rit vy tea of r 
th rreater, objections now exist to the rendition of monthly 
n af n 1862, and with the present force at the command of a 
di irsing officer and the increased volume of work growing out of the in- 


creased put r of papers and retarna, it will be a physical impossibility for | 
him to make. p and forward these accounts within the time specified in the | 
statute, failing in which, in the language of the statute, “ his accounts are in 
default 

There are about 12.50 ind jual accounts borne on the pay-rolls of the Navy 


which are now stated quarterly. To state them monthly will involve the com- 
plete settlement of 150,000 individual accounts on the rolls per annum, or three 
times the present numbes 

At the navy-yards the mechanics’ pay-rolls are paid on the 25th of cach month 
for the first haif of the same month, for the last haif they are paid on the i0th 
of the following month 


These rolls at the larger yards bear from one to two | 


thousand names and are prepared by the different departments of the yards | 


and forwarded to the paymaster for payment through the commandant tive 
days after the completion of the period for which they are made; they are 
then to be verified, prepared for payment, the money provided, and the payment 
made, in which work the five days now allowed the paymaster are fully oc- 
cupied, and under the requirements of the statute the accounts complete for 
settiement are to be rendered on the same day that the money is paid. 

Furthermore, it is desirable that the rolls should be keptopen for a few days 
for the convenience of men who, by reason of sickness or other causes, are not 
able to be present on the regular pay-day. Ifthe rolls should be closed their 
only recourse would be a claim on the Treasury Department. 

On receiving ships the changes and transfers which are constantly taking 
place require the utmost efforts of the paymaster’s department to keep up with 
current work. The making of montily returns would occupy the waele time 
of the paymaster and his force and seriously interfere with and delay the nec- 
essary current work of the ship 

Other objections might be cited and may be found in the accompanying cor- 
respondence,in which I would especially call your attention to the letter from 
the Fourth Auditor of the Treasury of July 10, 1890, marked G. 

I have received a number of letters from disbursing officers setting forth the 
impossibility of carrying out the order, and with my own experience I concur 
heartily in their views, and I do most earnestly urge that such action may be 
taken as will secure such a modification of the law as will permit disbursing 
officers of the Navy to render their accounts quarterly instead of monthly, 
which could be effected by an amendment to section 3622, Revised Statutes 
as follows: Insert the word “ quarterly" after the word “ Treasury,” in the 
tenth line of that section, making it read, “ Disbursing officers of the Navy 
shall, however, rendertheir accounts and vouchers direct to the proper account- 
ing officer of the Treasury quarterly.”’ 

Begging you will give the matter immediate attention in order that legisla- 
tion may be secured at once before the present session closes, 

lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
EDWIN STEWART, 
Faymaster-General, United States Navy 
The Hon. SecReTaRy or THE Navy. 


Navy DerartrMeEnt, Washinglon, July 14, 1890. 

Sir: I have the honor to ask yourattention to the accompanying copy of a 
letter from the Paymaster-General of the Navy in relation to section 3622, Re- 
vised Statutes, requiring disbursing officers of the Navy to render their ac- 
counts for settlement monthly. 

It is impracticable for paymasters of the Navy to comply with the law as in- 
terpreted by the Attorney-General, and I therefore request your co-operation 
in securing such an amendment as will permit them to continue to render their 
accounts quarterly, as has been the practice since 1823 and for a period of 
twenty-eight years since the existing law was passed. 

Very respectfully, 
B.F. TRACY, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
lion, WILLIAM WINDoM, 
Secretary of the Treasury Washington, D. C. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson ]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, I offer at the request of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds another important amendment, to be added as 
an additional section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
the following: 

Sec. 5. That section 2 of an act approved June 25, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to 
authorize the acquisition of certain parcels of rea! estate embraced in square 
numbered 323 of the city of Washington to provide an eligible site for a city 
post-oftice,”’ is hereby amended by inserting, after the word “ offer"’ where the 
same last appears in said section, the following: *‘Or whenever the Secretary 
of the Treasury is satisfied that the price demanded for any of the lots or parts 


of lots described or referred to in thie section is excessive or above their fair 
market value.”’ 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Explain that, please. 
Mr. ALLISON. AsI understand, it is now proposed, under the press- 
ure of having passed an act for a public building in this city, to com- 


The amendment will be read. 
It is proposed to add as an additional section 


pel the Government to pay two or three times what the property is | diana that I do not understand there is any disposition to economize 


| or to be extravagant as respects this appropriation. 


worth. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Mr. ALLISON, 
hoy it will not be done, 
the hands of the Se« cretary. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. _ I would like to hear the amendment again read. 
Mr. MORRILL. 1 will state that inthe law which was passed—we 
took the bill as it came to us from the other House, and in that bill it 
was proposed to accept about 25,000 square feet upon terms that were 
offered by acertain gentleman. The option has, however, expired, and 


That is natural. 
That is what I understand to be the case, and I 
This amendment would place the power in 


— 
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the Secretary of the Treasury is of the opinion that he can buy the land 
for much less than what was stipulated in the contract by which the 
Gove «ment had the option for the time being. We merely want to 
amend the law so that the whole parcel can be condemned. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is the city post-oflice site? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was fixed at a particular place, was it 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes: 
at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the amendment read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it supposed that that will change the law al- 
ready passed, so as to authorize the Secretary of the Treasary in that 
case to apply to the court ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I doubt it considerably. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will state that this provision was presented by 
the Solicitor of the Treasury Department after thorough consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now ask the Senate to consider three or four 
amendments that were passed over, one at the request of the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES}, on page 98, relating to the Marion 
Branch of the Soldiers’ Home. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment which was passed over. 

The CuikF CLERK. On page 98, line 9, after the word ‘‘at,’’ insert 
the words ‘‘ not exceeding;’’ in line 10, strike out the word ‘fifty ”’ 
and insert ‘‘thirty;’’ and in the same line strike out ‘‘ninety’’ and 
insert ‘‘seventy-eight;’’ so that the paragraph, if amended as proposed, 
would read: 


Atthe Marion Branch, at Marion, Ind.: For maintenance of six hundred mein- 
bers, at not exceeding $130 per annum each, $78,000. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I do not know what reason can 
be given for that reduction. The Board of Management for the Na- 
tional Soldiers’ Home at Marion estimated for $120,000 at $150 for 
each inmate per annum. There are six barracks now finished there, 
that will accommodate eight hundred men; and why the appropriation 
should be made for only six hundred and on meager and reduced al- 
lowance I do not know. 

I move, therefore, in line 9, to strike out the work ‘‘six’’ and insert 
‘‘eight’’ before ‘‘hundred@’’ and, in line 10, to strike out the word 
‘‘ninety’’ and insert ‘‘one hundred and twenty;’’ so that the clause 
will read: 

For maintenance of eight hundred members, at not exceeding $150 per annum 
each, $120,000. 

I can only say, Mr. President, in support of this amendment, that in 
my judgment it is much needed. In the judgment of my colleague in 
the House who represents that district, a very faithful and very care- 
ful man, it is needed. I have his speech here upon the subject; and 
I repeat that the board of management, with General Franklin at its 
head, makes the estimate which my amendment seeks to carry out. I 
have here their estimate, and I know that there are more than that 
many soldiers who are seeking that home. If provision is made for 
eight hundred they will be there inside of three months. I could dis- 
close a state of things that would satisfy the Senate of that fact. 

This is not a very great matter, and I trust the Senate will allow this 
amendment to be made. This isnot avery promising subject on which 
to practice economy, anyway. It is not a question of pensions, but it 
is a question of a home for old, worn-out, homeless, wandering sol- 
diers, and why this item should be selected for the pruning-knife of 
economy I am at a loss to understand. This home is young, but it is 
destined to be one of the great and important institutions of the kind 
in the country, and to start in this—I will say, without meaning any 
offense—miserly manner, is not becoming. The home should be en- 
couraged; it should be well sustained, and the idea should go forth 
that all those men who apply will be cared for in a bountifuland proper 
way. 

do not know that I can say anytaing more than what I have, ex- 
cept to call the attention strongly of the Senate to the fact that the 
board which has control of this makes the estimate which I have made 
in my amendment, 

Mr. ALLISON, 


not? 


the amendment does not change the place 


The Secretary wiil state the amend- 


T desire to say in response to the Senator from In- 


The Marion Home 
is a home now in process of construction. It has not the capacity at 
this moment for eight hundred people, as shown by the debate in the 
House of Representatives, if I may allude to that, and as shown by the 
statement of General Franklin. It can barely accommodate, comforta- 
bly, six hundred people. This bill contains an appropriation for a 


hospital there, for a mess hall and kitchen, for company and quarter- 
master’s store-rooms, for laundry, and for two additional barracks. 
After those barracks shall have been completed I have no doubt eight 
hundred people can be accommodated. 
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Mr. VOORHEES. Now, on that point, if the Senator will allow me, 
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I hold in my hand a dispatch furnished me by my colleague, Mr. MAR- | 


rIN, of the House of Representatives, and there is no more reliable man 

than he in the public service, dated Marion, June 14: 

Hon. A. N. Martrsx, M. C ; 
meee 

I vouch for the reliability of that dispatch 
point the Senator from Iowa has raised. He admits to the Senate that 
if six barracks were furnished they would accommodate eight hundred 
people and I have the dispatch here showing that such is the fact. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to tne 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the amendment be again read. _ 

The Corer CLERK. On page 98, line 9, it is proposed to strike out 
‘six ? and insert ‘‘eight,’? and in line 10, to strike out °’ ninety 
and insert ‘‘one hundred and twenty;’’ so as to read: 

For maintenance of eight hundred members, at not exceeding $150 per annum 
each, $120,000, 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will insert ‘“‘ eight hundred,’’ and 
make the appropriation $100,000, which I think is ample, I will make 
no turther objection. It does not cost $150 each to maintain these sol- 
diers at the Marion Home. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator suggests providing for the mainte- 
nance of eight hundred members at what rate per head? 

Mr. ALLISON. I would state no rate,except the aggregate, $100, 000. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then the clause would read: 

For maintenance of eight hundred members, $100,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Leaving out the clause which the committee re- 
ports, ‘‘at not exceeding $150 per annum each.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will take that; it is something in the right di- 
rection, and we will hope for more hereafter. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ChiefClerk will read the amend- 
ment to the amendment as modified. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to amend the clause so as to 
read: 

For maintenance of eight hundred members, $100,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now it will be necessary to change the totals in 
lines 18 and 19. Will the clerks make that change? It adds $10,000 
to the appropriation. It should be: 

In all $212,500: 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

The Criter CLERK. 
500,”’ change it to read $212,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In lines 22 and 23 I ask to have added $10,000 to 
that total, by unanimous consent. Strike out and in 
sert ‘‘ ninety-six.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The Cuter CLERK. 
sand,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ eighty-six ”’ 
six;’’ so as to read: 

In all, $2,696,465.45, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Has the Senator any more amendments to pre- 
sent? 

Mr. ALLISON. There are some other amendments passed over, but 
I will yield to the Senator from Vermont if he has anything to present 
now. 

Mr. MORRILL. From the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is it for, a new building? 

Mr. MORRILL. It is for the Museum building. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will allow me to have the 


The question is on agreeing to the 


Let the amend ment be read. 


) 


*‘ eighty-six ”’ 
The amendment will be stated. 


and insert ‘‘ ninety- 


amendments that have been passed over considered before we take up | 


new amendments. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa will proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. There was an amendment passed over on page 63, 
relating to the Rock Island arsenal, which I ask may be now disposed of. 
The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] moved to strike out that 
paragraph. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Was that acted on? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was disagreed to; and I said I would not di- 
vide the Senate upon it until the bill got into the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand any- 
thing to be before the Senate in that regard. 
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That meets the very | 


Mr. ALLISON, Will the Chair inform the Senate of the st 
the provision relating to the Rock Island arsenal 





[The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand the 
Senator from Vermont to have made a motion in reference to it 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did make a motion to amend, which was 
agreed to as in Committee of Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, then, that is al 1 that {7 t he 
present. I thought the Senator’s amendment had been agreed t 

Mr. PLATT. I will state that I was in the Chair at the time ! 

jas | understand, the amendments of the committee were agreed to, and 
| the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont was disagree 
to, with a notice that he would renew it in the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. The matter of the Memorial Library 
building, on page 46, I believe was passed over. I ask that that may 
be now taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the amend 





In lines 18 and 19, in lieu of the amount ‘‘ 202.- | 


On page 98, line 23, before the word ‘‘thou- ! 


purpose. It is true we have a great library building here unde n 
struction that will be completed five or six years hence. 

The object is to commemorate this great event by doing something 
in the city of Washington that shall be permanent in its character and 
useful at the same time. It was contemplated by the movers orig 
nally that the great exposition should be held here |, forone, thought 
this was the proper place, but the opinion of both Houses of Congress 
has taken it elsewhere. There were several propositions—one for 
statue to Columbus, and, I think, a suggestion made ef a memorial 
arch. ‘There now comes to us from these gentlemen whom we invited 
here this proposition, communicated to Congress by the President of 
the United States It has his indorsement as well as that the Se 
retary ol State. 

Now, simply to design ute a part f a building, an alco oO t yin 
this great Library building over here, which ran witl ny 
reference to this matter, it seems tome, dwart vhole pro ¢ 
I trust that the amendment offered by the Senator from ¢ ecticutf 
will not be adopted, but, on the other hand, that ropriat 
this small amount of $500,000 as proposed by the cor tee, to have 
on Pennsylvania avenue a building that all of our peop e proud 

| of, a building that when the people south of us and all their rep 
sentatives come here they can feel was a suggestion of theirs, and con- 
tains matter that relates alone to this continent Itseems to me there 
ought to be sentiment enough about this matter to make the app 
ation as proposed by the committee without thes! chtest hesitation. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I have not taken much interest 

| this question, but fearing that the proposition of th enator 

| Connecticut might interfere with the Library, I t occa a 
evening to inquire of General Casey whether t 1 be 

of ample dimensions that could be devoted to the purpose here pro 
posed, and he assured me that it could be done without the k diffi- 
culty. 

Mr. VEST. That it could be don 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes 

Mr. VEST. It seems to me that that is conclusive about the matter 
because the point made by the Senator from Maryland is that we 
should be showing some discourtesy to these foreign delegates if we 


j 


| 


would be but a small thing to do to erect a memorial building fort 


ment, on page 46, which was passed over. 
The SECRETARY. At the end of line 17, on page 46, it 


to insert ‘‘seetion of the Library of Congress to be known as tl 


in line 19, to strike out the word ‘‘this”’ before ** conference ind in 
sert ‘‘said:’’ and after ‘‘America,’’ in line 22, to strike out the re- 
mainder of the amendment, as follows 

Forthe purchase of a site for said Latin-Am«e an Memorial Library on Pet 
sylvania avenue, or north of the same, and for the erection of a suitable build 
ing for such purposes thereon, $500.00 Said sile, subject tothe limitation here 
inbefore provided, to be selected by the Secretary of State, and said building 


to be erected under his direction and supervisio: 


So as to make the amendment of the committee read 
Latin-American Memorial Library bui 
Washington, to commemorate the mee 
ference, 


aing For esta iehiir the city « 

ting of the International Am« in Con 
a section of the Library of Congress to be known as the Lat Amer 

can Memorial Library, to be formed by contributions from ail the governments 
represented in said conference, wherein may be collected histor 
ical, and literary works, maps, manuscripts, and official documents relating to 
the history and civilization of America, and for the outfit of quarters suitable 


for said library in the new building intended for the Library of Congress, $25,000, 
Mr. VEST. That is the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] to the amendment of the committee. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the fact as to it 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trust this amendment will not be 


cal, geograph- 


adopted. The proposition to build a memorial library was offered in 
| the Senate some two or three years since and was considered for a few 
i} moments on the bill providing for the conference hers Che gentlemen 


who were invited here from ail the republics south of us made the 
proposition to furnish a library with such books and matters rel 
to this continent as might be procured here and abroad. I think it 





did not erect a building at a cost of $500,000, which is a very consi 
erable sum. In fact it would cost, in my judgment, about five times 
that amount before we concluded the business. 


But without repeating what I said the other day on th ibject 





i 
‘ 





<a 


and to acquit myself of any intention of discourtesy towards any of 


the pre emen, I desire simply to remind the Senate that in the 
peech of the delegate from the State of Colombia, in South America, 

who originated this idea, he did not conte mplate the erection of a 
building, but used the word “apartment.’’ This idea of putting up 


ire separate and distinct from any other building here, to be 
used for the purpose of a library, comes exclusively from the State De- 
partment If we adopt the suggestion of this foreign de legate and fur- 
nish a room of sufficient dimensions in a new Library building it 
would meet his expectations. That is all I desire to say about it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The quetien is on agreeing to the 
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amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] to the 


amendment of the committee. 
Phe amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
r. SHERMAN, I would like to have a division on that proposition. 
I do not want to embark the Government in that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It wasan amendment to the amendment that was 
avreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I thought it was the amendment of the commit- 
tee 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY ] to the amendment of the committee. 

SHERMAN, Thatis what I want. Then it is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote was upon the amendment 
offe na by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] to theamend- 
ment of the committee. The question now i on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. On page 55, line 5, of the bill I desire to offer 
an amendment to which I call the attention of the committee : 

For geological surveys in the various portions of the United States, $100,000, 

That is the provision as the bill reads. I wish to say that I am in- 
formed that this $100,000 that has been estimated for is for some par- 
ticular uses by the Department and does not permit any portion of it 
to be used to help the States that have been engaged in topographic 
and geological surveys, and the Government has been assisting them 
somewhat in making these surveys. It does not leave any money for 
this purpose whatever, I understand. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will allow his amendment to be re- 
ported from the desk before he proceeds. It is not understood. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ihave no amendment except simply to add 

‘and fifteen’’ after the word ‘‘ hundred,’’ so as to make it read 
** $115,000,’ in order that the General Government may help the States 
In Making these surveys. 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey will be stated. 

) Cnhirevy CLERK. On page 55, line 6, after the word ‘‘ hundred,’’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ and fifteen;’’ so as to read: 


For geological surveys in the various portions of the United States, $115,000. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment makesa change of the total nec- 
essary. On page 55, line 20, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ I move to 
strike out “‘ forty-eight’’ and insert ‘‘sixty-three;’’ so as to read: ‘in 
all, $563.000.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I offer an amendment to come in after line 20, on 
page Doe 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
he CHlgr CLERK. On page 32, after line 20, it is proposed to insert: 

For an additional fire-proof building for the use of the National Museum, 300 
feet square, with two stories and a basement, to be erected under the direction 
of the Architect ot the Capitol, with the approval of the Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, in accordance with plans now on file with the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, on the southwestern portion of the grounds of 
the Smithsonian Institution, $500,000; said Wuilding to be placed west of the 
Smithsonian Institution, leaving a roadway between it and the latter of not 
less than 50 feet, with its north front on a line with the south face of the Agri- 
cultural Department and of the Smithsonian Institution, and constructed as far 
as practic aoe after proper advertisement, by contract or contracts awarded to 
the lowest responsible bidder, and all expenditures for the purposes herein 
mentioned shal! be audited by the proper officers of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. MORRILL. The National Museum was established by the late 
Professor Baird, and I think all will admit that it has been a wonder- 
ful success. At the present time the need of this building is manifest 
from the fact that all the places of storage on the part of the Smith- 
sonian Institution and the Museum are occupied, so that they are com- 
pelled te reject many offers that are made for additions thereto. This 
measure has passed the Senate once or twice, and I think there would 
be no opposition to it, if it could reach a vote, in the other House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morr]. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not quitesure that the amendment is in order. 
I will ask the Senator from Vermont it provision has been made by bill 
in any way tor this building? 

Mr. MORRILL. It has been, and was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations long ago. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that; but has the Senate passed a 
bill for this building? 
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Mr. MORRILL. The Senate has passed a bill. 
Mr. ALLISON. There is no estimate for it, and unless the Senate 
has passed a bill I suppose the amendment would not be in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senate has passed the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have one more amendment. I move toinsert at 
| the end of the bill, as a new section, what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuizer CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill the following 
| additional section: 

Sec, 6. To provide a suitable site for a building for the Supreme Court, and 
for other public purposes, the following parcels of land situated east of the 
Capitol Grounds shall be purchased by the Secretary of the Interior, or taken 
for public use, namely : Squares designated on the plan of the city of Wash- 
ington as No. 728, and triangular parcels designated thereon as Nos, 726 and 727, 
the whole being bounded on the north by B street north, on the east by Second 
street east, on the south by East Capitol street, and on the west by First street 


east, and supposed to contain 226,157 superficial feet, exclusive of avenues, 
streets, and alleys. 
That the sum of $800,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 


propriated therefor out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
pr jated, 


That the Secretary of the Interior shall be authorized to purchase said land, 
or any part thereof, as soon as practicable, at such prices as may be fixe: l by 
agreement between the said Secretary and the re spective owners, not excee d- 
ing the actual cash value thereof, the same to be ascertained by the Secretary 
from the testimony of real-estate experts, or otherwise, as he may deem neces- 
sary; and payment therefor shall be made to the respective owners, on the 
requisitions of the Secretary of the Interior, upon the release and conveyance 
of said lands to the U nited States by good and sufficient deeds executed in due 
form of law: Provided, That no money hereby appropriated shall be expended 
for the purchase of said land. or any part thereof, until the written opinion of 


the Attorney-General shall be had in favor of the validity of the title to said 
land, 


That if the Secretary of the Interior shall be unable to purchase the whole of 
1id land by agreement with the respective owners within four months after the 
passage of this act, he shail, at the expiration of such period of four months, 
acquire the same, or any part thereo!, by condemnation, in the manner herein- 
before provided for the acquisition of property within the city of Washington 
by condemnation for public uses. 
rhat the Secretary of the Interior shall report to Congress at the commence- 
ment of the next session a detailed statement of all the proceedings under the 
provisions of this act. 
Mr. ALLISON. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Ver- 
mont that in the amendment proposed respecting the building jor the 
Public Printing Office condemnation proceedings were authorized, not 
only as to that building, but as to all other structures or property pur- 
chased in the District of Columbia. 
Mr. MORRILL. That measure has not yet passed, and I think it 
necessary to include that which is found in my amendment. 
Mr. ALLISON. It is in this bill intheshape of an amendment, and 
I merely suggest whether it would be worth while to adopt additional 
condemnation proceedings. 
ir. MORRILL. I think it necessary, because the conference may 
strike that provision out and leave this one in. 

ALLISON. It is not likely that that will be done. 
Mr. MORRILL. In the committee of conference, of course, it can 
be left out if the other passes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me make a suggestion to the Senator from Ver- 
mont. We have already adopted a provision permanent in its nature 
providing for the machinery for condemning property for public use in 
the District of Columbia. It is not necessary to repeat ail that lan- 
guage in the amendment, butsimply to refer toit. Ifthe Senator will 
consent to drop outall that part in regard to the condemnation, in the 
event that the conference should finally agree to this proposition the 
addition of a few lines would make all that we have heretofore done 
apply for the purpose of this condemnation. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. That would save time as well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Vermont in- 
dicate what portion of the proposed amendment he desires omitted ? 

Mr. PLUME. I suggest that all that part which relates to con- 
demnation go out, leaving that withregard to purchase tostand. Then 
the Senator will see that by the addition of two or three lines of refer- 
ence to the preceding legislation the whole question of condemnation 
can be provided for. 

Mr. MORRILL. This measure has already passed the Senate. It 
is obvious, I think, to all Senators that this land must eventually be 
acquired by the United States. There is no question but that asaving 
of several hundred thousand dollars would be made by taking it now 
rather than postponing it to any future time. I know that the hold- 
ers of the largest estates there are very anxious to dispose of them. I 
know of one man who owns a large house there that he has had to let 
go vacant for the last year because no parties were willing to rent it 
under the uncertainty of the tenure thereof. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. By the provisions of this amendment is the entire 
square to be purchased and appropriated for the Supreme Court by 
necessity ? 

Mr. MORRILL. It is not. It is proposed to purchase the entire 
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3 square so - to make the lot symmetrical with those that we have al-| So as to read 
5 ' ready purchased for the Library. t of $7 ' so ‘ 
: BLAIR. That must evidently be the case; it ought to be. i ated, « 
MORRILL. There is no appropriation for anything except for i PRESIDING OFFI | ee 
3 the land, and the rest will come hereafter amendment proposed the Senat ' 
; Mr. BLAIR. Is this proposition in such form that the land will | the amendment of the S$ rf \ 
4 necessarily all be appropriated in that way for the Supreme Court Mr. MORRILI I hope that am¢ ment 
3 Mr. MORRII Oh, no. It is for that and other arpenl owners of this land have : 
q Mr. ALLISON I do not quite understand the ount of money | ing their p rty or sellit - 
, proposed to be appropriated by the : amendment. ; mvself that it could be pu latt nres < 
Mr. MORRILL Chere is no amount specified, but it is what n might have been 1 lat 1 
be necessary. think perhaps a little less than $650,( ut 
Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Vermor? will agree to 1n- | Jands in this direction have risen lesa as 
sert half a million, or some other amount, ‘‘ or so much thereof as may | of ¢}y y vet thevha " . 
be necessary,’’ if there is any estimate for it at all. that amount. I t k it 1 is Ww ' [ { 
Mr. MORRILL. I only know that when we took the site for th pose, however, it will cost a great deal 1 t 
Library these lots on this side next to the Senate wing could be ob-|" wy SHERMAN. Put it at $750,000. 
tained by the voluntary offer of the owners for less than about $100,000 Mr. MORRILI I think it perhaps micht 1 hi 1 for $200.0 
more than was paid for those adjoining lots in front of the House wing. | put I ha o sort ¢ 1estion 1 at w to | seve 
Mr.GORMAN. How much was that? | hundred thousand dolla sae fl ¥ as a ted s 
Mr. MORRILL. The lot in front of the House wing cost, with the | yr GORMAN. I beg the Senator from Vermont to under 1d that 
addition that was made by the court afterwards, $550,000, and yet | T have no obiection to his inserti $200,000 or $1,000,000 rhe point 
there were the buildings and materia] that were saved out, and should | ke is that I want some amount stated in the provi The & 
have been deducted. : ator can name the amount. ; 
Mr. GORMAN. Isuggest to the Senator from Vermont to insert Mr. MORRILL. Ih no obit sai ie hia ‘ . 
“*¢700,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary.”’ | Mr. GORMAN. Very we 
Mr. MORRILL. I should rather not put in an amount, because | Che PRE SID ING OFFICER. 1 amend t to the a 
think we never can buy it for less than we can now; we have to take | 4. modified will be stated. 
it at the appraisal of men; and, so far as I am concerned, I do not desire The Cu Orr) a ili 4 ‘ 
to force any people in the city of Washington to sell their Jand for less That th of $800.00 ‘ : ; 
than the fair market value. This land must be taken under the oath | , therefo f ans cael : ne 
of those who are appointed by the court to appraise it. i 
Mr. PLUMB. Why would not it be wise to erect this building on | Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere. but I t 
the ground the Government already owns, adjoining the present De- | jytely certain that this mea can not pass with that ar 
partment of Justice? If the Attorney-General has such relation to the | j, 
court that his convenience is to be consulted, his convenience certainly | e PRESIDING OFFICER r) 1estion is wreeing to 1 
is to he on the west side of the town, not over here. There is ample | ime » the amendment ; 
room there and a very eligible site, and there is no present use for it. Phe iment to t mendment was ag 1 ti 
Mr. MORRILL. ‘That is a matter that will come up whenever we Che amendment as amended was acreed 
propose to make a building for the Supreme Court. The main object | wr SHERMAN I offer aga ewhat m t i 
now is to acquire these squares, and the sooner it is done the better it | ment I offered awhile ago. I find now that I have the « 
will be for the Government. mv < withou of at d 
Mr.SPOONER. Following the suggestion of the Senator from Kan The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will } 
j sas, which I think was adopted by the Senator from Vermont, I think The Cu1er CLERK. On page 71, at the end o 
this provision will answer the purpose: posed to add the f a pro 
‘Lhat if the Secretary of the Interior shali be unable to purchase the S \ 
said land by agreement with the respective owners within four i . ( ar : 
the passage of this act, heshall, at the expiration of such period of fo ? , , 
I move to strike out, after the word “‘ monthsy’ at the end of page | ' tap] 
9, and insert what I send to the desk. | ‘31D + OF ( La 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- | amendment proposed by the Senat hia 
ator from Wisconsin to the amendment of the Senator from Vermont Mr. I MB. Im y ar ' 
will be stated. 4 ( ambas ‘ i 
The Coier CLERK. Itis proposed to make that part of the amend- | } é , : 
ment read t . ed ‘ tot ‘ : ‘ ‘ 
That if the Secretary of the Interior shall be unable to purchase the whole of | | e 
said land by agreement with the respective owners within four months afterthe | * , T 
passage of this act, he shall, at the expiration of such period of four months, ac- 
quire the same or any io thereof by conde mnati on in the manner hereinbe g 
fore provided for the acquisition of property within the city of Washington M iE RMA» 
condemnation fc > pal ec uses ° acainst it Il sa é 
Mr. SPOONER. I dial like to modify my amendment so as to | an amendment which, under the rules, | au ed t 
except from the part stricken out the last clause, in lines 113, 114, and Mr. PLUMB. It is und tedly « to a point of 
115, on page 6, which is a requirement that the Secretary of the Inte- Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, have [ the floor? 
rior shall report his proceedings to Congress. 7 PRESIDING OFFICER. TheS tor from Ohio is recogni 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The part proposed to be retained will Mr. SHERMAN. Now. Mr. Pr t. we ive allowed t 
be stated. tude. let me say. to the mem 2a e ( tee on Ap ‘ 
The Cuter CLERK. Add totheamendment just read the following und they huve dealt pretty hardly v n regard to ame 
That the Secretary of the Interior shall report to Congress at the commence- n which my} eople art i nter l It ! ! . 
ment of the next session a detailed statement of all the proceedings under the ment reco ended ‘ ] e t at 
provisions of this act. : 
here before me for this particular place $30,000; but by the | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the | was passed, grouping all these things together, the ( ee On ) 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPooner] to the propriations ju 1 them into o l und appropriated », Of f 
i amendment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morri.y} building hos; ls, not where the hospitals are located and « i 
f Mr. GORMAN. I desire to offer an amendment at the proper time | for, but hospitals all over the United States, and ] 
to the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. other appre nriation having } ! é 3, and it 
Mr. SPOONER. Is the amendment which the Senator proposes to | desire to build two ho pitals for particu reast { 
offer to incorporate a limitation upon the amount to be expended ? Columbus and the other at D 3 v farbor, 
Mr. GOR M AN. It i 18. ‘ ite hye ng v iy =3 ¢ ite 
Mr. SPOONER. That will properly come after the Senate has ] 3 mad 5 ‘ toant 
on the condemnation amendment which I have proposed. no eral ve avo a : ot 
Mr. GORMAN. Very well. pended for one to $20,00 
: The amendment to the amendment was a greed to. If the lan { is here before m« id . 
q Mr. GORMAN. I now move to strike out of the amendment the | followed | Col t 1 have been no d lt 
words ** money sufficient to pay for said land in the mode hereinafter | the ] ospitals w sandt LW l 
provided,”’ and to insert in lieu thereof: have pointed it out t on t of the defective law in the 
Seven hundred thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary. } Priation act it is not t 
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Now, under the rules of the Senate, upon an estimate made by the 
head of a Department, any Senator has the same right to move amend- 
ments as the Committee on Appropriations or any committee of this 
body. . There can be no doubt about the rule, and I respectfully call 
the attention of the Chair to the rule. It is made plain in order to 
guard against ill-advised appropriations. 

There are two safeguards thrown around it: First, that no amend- 
ment shall be made to an appropriation bill unless it is estimated for 
by the head of a Department. That is one rule. If, however, the 
Senate choose to originate a new appropriation, before that can be 
offered it must have the sanction of a standing committee of the Sen- 
ate, and it must be sent then to the Committee on Appropriations for 
their information. But when the head of the Department estimates 
for any item of appropriation every Senator has the right, without 
qualification or condition, to offer it as an amendment, because other- 
wise the Committee on Appropriations might by their refusal prevent 
the consideration of business submitted to us by the proper Depart- 
ments. That is the rule plainly; itis Rule XVI. 

Now, I say, having that right to offer the amendment, I propose to 
offer an amendment that has been recommended by the Secretary of 
War, by the Surgeon-General, by the Adjutant-General, and the rea- 
sons for it are matter of open and public notoriety. 

I felt a little hurt here when I was crowded off on a point of order, 
a point of order that if made would block every appropriation bill in 
the Senate, which would disable the Committee on Appropriations in 
proceeding one single step further, and a point of order not well taken, 
because it turns out now that upon the face of this estimate sent to us 
by the War Department I have the right to offer the amendment, and 
I ask for a vote upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the amendment of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Chair to wait a moment until I can find 
the law which the Senator proposes to amend, and then I will renew 
the point of order; which I do now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When anestimate is submitted to us no previous 
law can prevent a Senator from proposing an amendment for that ap- 
propriation, whatever the law may be. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will find the law. 

Mr. SPOONER. May lL offer an amendment while the Senators are 
looking for the law ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin may 
proceed, if there is no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. By direction of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds I offer an amendment to come in after the word 
*“‘dollars,’’ in line 9, on page 7. I move to insert at that point: 

For post-office at Jackson, Mich.: For additional appropriation to complete 
the Government building for post-office at that city, $35,000. 

I will say to the chairman of the committee that this amendment is 
in order on two grounds—first, it is to carry out an existing appropria- 
tion. It is also reported by a standing committee, the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and offered by their direction; and, 
moreover, it is recommended by the Treasury Department as essential 
to the interests of the Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. While the Senator from Kansas is looking up the law 
I will ask permission to offeran amendment. I move, on page 2, line 
16, to insert what I send to the desk; or if there has been another 
amendment put in at that point, let it come before the other amend- 
ment, immediately after line 16. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 2, after line 16, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

For custom -house, court-house, and post-office at New Haven, Conn.: For pur- 
chase of additional land, and the erection thereon of an addition to the present 


building, $50,000, 

Mr. PLATT. This amendment was sent to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I 
ought to have explained the matter to the committee, but was de- 
tained at home by domestic considerations, I have nodoubt the com- 
mittee would have allowed it if I had been able to explain it to them. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is an estimate for it of $75,000 in the Book 
of Estimates. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Connectieut [Mr. PLATT]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now I call for a vote on my amendment. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, While the Senator from Kansas is looking up 
authorities in regard to that matter I offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 36, after line 12, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 


For the purchase of Batiery Island, situated at the mouth of the Susquehanna 


River, some 3} miles below Havre de Grace, Md., except so much of said island 
as is now owned by the United States and occupied by Battery Island light- 
| house, a sum not exceeding $17,000: Provided, That no part of said purchase- 

money shal! be paid until a full and absolute conveyance fe made to the United 
States of said property, and the approval of the same by the Attorney-General, 





Mr. ALLISON. That is the fish hatchery on the Susquehanna? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE., I rise to offer an amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to suggest to the Senator from Michi- 
gan, the chairman of the Committee on Fisheries, that I thought $15,- 
000 would purchase that property, but he thinks perhaps it would re- 
quire $17,000. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I will state that I am informed the owner of 
the island has been offered more than $17,000 for the property. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment has been agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE. After line 25, on page 79 of the bill, I move to in- 
sert: 


For the purchase of additional land for interments of deceased soldiers of the 
Union Army in the late warin Crown Hill Cemetery, near Indianapolis, Ind., 
$30,000: Provided, That not less than 59,000square feet shall be purchased for 
said sum: And provided further, That the Crown Hill Cemetery Association 
shallexpend $15,000 thereof for the erection of a soldiers’ monument upon the 
ground purchased, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. TURPIE. I will read with respect to the necessity of this 
amendment two extracts from a letter of Mr. James B. Black, who is 
president of Post 17, Grand Army of the Republic, at Indianapolis, 
and also chairman of the committee of all the posts in the city ap- 
pointed on this subject. He says: 

In Crown Hill Cemetery, near this city, as you know, there is a large plat filled 
with the graves of soldiers and recognized by the Government asa national 
cemetery tothe extent of providing flags, etc. This piece of groundis no longer 
available for the burial of the many indigent soldiers who die here, and for 
several years past the local posts of the Grand Army of the Republic have been 
trying to secure an addition to the plat or the appropriation of a neighboring 
plat. The Cemetery Association has offered to sell to the Government a plat of 
sufficient size for $30,000. That is the price asked by the association. 

It is understood now that this is regarded in Washington as too high a price, 
though the association represents that it is about one-half the price for which 
the plat would sell to private parties. Recently the association adopted a reso- 
lution to the effect that if the Government will appropriate $30,000 the associa- 
tion will use one-half of the appropriation for the erection of a soldiers’ monu- 
ment upon the plat. There is a very strong wish among the old soldiers that 
this ground be obtained, and there is a committee made up of representatives 


of the post here, of which I am chairman, appointed to urge and further the 
purchase, 


This gives pretty strong reasons, I think, showing the necessity of 
the appropriation. The existing lot now used as a national cemetery 
is full of the intermenpts of soldiers, and even now they are being buried 
in scattered places; ¥nd if it continues until the adoption of another 
appropriation bill, there will many burials occur outside of the na- 
tional cemetery, already full. I therefore respeetfully appeal to the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to allow the amend- 
ment to be passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I regret to say that I was not able to hear the 
statement, at least fully, made by the Senator from Indiana. This 
seems to be a proposition to purchase additional land for future inter- 
ments in the Crown Hill National Cemetery at Indianapolis, Ind. 
The Senator from Indiana is as fortunate as is the Senator from Ohio, 
because he hasan estimate for this appropriation. So I could make no 
point of order upon it if I desired, but I do not desire to do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand that the point of order can not 
| be made upon an estimate when the amendment is legislation pure and 
| simple? 

Mr. PLATT. This is not legislation. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Or when it changes existing law ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I was not upon that point at the moment. I do 
not think the purchase of land for a cemetery would be new legisla- 
tion. I do not understand, in other words, that the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Indiana is out of order, because it is esti- 
mated for. That is the point I made. 

If I could make the point of order I think I would do so, but I do 
not believe 1 could make the point. However, I want to ask for a vote 
upon one part of the amendment if the Senator insists upon it, and it 
is that one-half of this sum shall be used for the purpose of building 
a monument for the United States at this cemetery. That is not ésti- 
mated for. There is an estimate here for the purchase of additional 
ground; and I trust the Senator from Indiana will not insist upon the 
clause regarding a monument. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much is the estimate? 

Mr. ALLISON, Thirty thousand dollars. 

Mr. PLATT. No part of it is estimated to be applied to a monn- 
| ment? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir. If the Senator from Indiana will conform 
| his amendment to the estimate I do not know that I can object to it, 
unless it would be to suggest that there is an admission in the amend- 
ment itself that $15,000 is enough to buy the ground, because they 
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seem to propose some other use for $15,000 of the proposed estimate. | 
I hope the Senator will modify his amendment 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam perfectly willing to modify the amendment. 
I will simply strike out the last proviso; that will modify it, as the 
Senator suggests. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendment be now read. 

rm 
ified. 

The Cnrer CLERK. 
tom of page 79: 

For the purchase of additional land for interments of de eased soldier 
the Union Army in the late war in Crown HIll Cemetery, near Indians q 
Ind., $30,000: Provided, That not less than 59,000 square feet shall be purchased 
for said sum, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to change ‘‘thirty thousand ”’ to ** fif- 
teen thousand,’’ as we have stricken out the proviso providing that 
the Crown Hill Cemetery Association shall expend $15,000 thereof 
for the erection of asoldiers’ monument upon the ground purchased. 


It is proposed to add the following at the bot- 





Mr. ALLISON. I think that is wise, because it is evident that only | 


$15,000 is needed to buy the ground. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. fefore the word ‘‘thousand,”’ strike out 
‘‘thirty’’ and insert ‘‘ fitteen;’’ so as to make the amendment read: 

For the purchase of additional land for interments of deceased soldiers of the 
Union Army in the late war in Crown Hill Cemetery, near Indianapolis, Ind., 
$15,000: Provided, That not less than 59,000 square feet shall be purchased for 
said sum. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President- 

Mr.SHERMAN, Ishould like to have avoteon the pending amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio is still pending. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment by providing that 








the limit of cost of every hospital building shall be increased to$30,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I made the point of order on the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was about to rule upon 
the point of order awhile ago. The Chair was under the impression, 
when he raled that the amendment was not in order, that there wasa 
rule which prohibited an appropriation that went beyond an existing 
law; but there seems to be no such rule in the Senate. There seems 
to be such a rule that has prevailed in the other House, but the gen- 
eral rule prevailing here is that— 

All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on Appro 
priations, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, w! 
shall be referred to the Committee on Commerce; and no amendments shall be 
received to any general appropriation bill, the effect of which will be to in 
crease an appropriation already contained in the bill, or to add a new item of 
appropriation, unlessit be made to carry out the provisions of some existing 
law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previously passed by the Senate 
during that session; or unless the same be moved by direction of a standing or 
select committee of the Senate, or proposed in pursuance of an estimate of the 
head of some one of the Departments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘‘Or proposed.’? That is precisely what this is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The last provision of the rule seems 
to allow the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then the Chair holds that general legislation is at 
any time in order on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is not legislation. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is legislation, because it does change existing law. 
The existing law I have not been able to find. [t isa paragraph in the 
deficiency bill or else in the Army appropriation bill passed three or 
four years ago, which was brought to the attention of the Committee 
on Appropriations, and which provided that thereafter the limit of cost 
of construction of any hospitals should be $20,000. I said to the Senator 
from Ohio, when he offered the amendment, that if he would so phrase 
it that that extension of limit could be applied to all hospitals there 
could be no objection to it so far as that part of it went. 

However, he has now put this matter in such a form as to amount to 
a personal issue between him and me about it, and ! propose to mak« 
some statement as to it which will at least embrace all the facts in the 
case. 

He states, in the first place, that the Appropriation Committee mixed 
this thing all up; and there, as usual, he is entirely mistaken. The 
Appropriation Committee did not do anything of the kind, The 
House committee mixed it up; and the provision was put in in tl 
House committee on the motion of the gentleman who represents the 
Columbus district. He did not know of the existence of this limit 
tion, and the House put in a provision in two places, I think, for the 
hospital at Columbus Barracks, certainly at one place, and possibly 
two places. The Committee on Appropriations of the Senate had some 
little regard for putting the items together in one place as a general 
appropriation, as has always been the case, and it did not disturb any 
legal relations that then existed between the Columbus hospital and 
this appropriation. 


In the next place, the Senator is entirely unwarranted in saying 
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that the Appropriation Committee is cr ling the Senate in the a 
ter of legislation. Certainly that does: ipply to me; and I can say 
this, that so far as Iam concerned if ther is been y violation of 
that rule at all by me of any conspicuous ter it has been done at 
i the personal soli itation of the Senator f i) » | a who has 
| been the most persistent solicitor for amendments of that nd upon 
bills which I have had in charge of any member of this b 
heretore his reflection, so far as it relates to me as a member ¢ 
| committee, is entirely misplaced. In t next place, I do not know 
that I violate anything that due to him, certainly I do not violate 
any privilege which belongs to me, w! | maket ! tof leru 
| der the rule as I conceive it. I donot conceive that he had any reason 
for making the somewhat heated remarks he did about my having made 
the point of order. I had aright to make it. Now, I wantt ll 
ittention of the Chair to the tact that there is a law on the subject 
| Has the Senator from Missouri found the law ? 
} Mr. COCKRELL. No; I have the rule here, ‘‘ that no ar dmeut 
| shall be offered to an appropriation bill,’ ete 
Mr. PLUMB. There is a law on the subject I have sent tl clerk 
| of the Committee on Appropriations to get it, and I have been looking 
| forit. It is contained in some by-provision of an appropriation act, 
Mr. SHERMAN, I frankly aimit that there is such a law S¢ 
| the Secretary of War has asked us to change that law 
Mr. PLUMB. Very well; that does not relieve it from the f 
| of general legislation. 
Mr. SHERMAN, The law made the chang When the Se y 
| of War asks an appropriation of $30,000 and the Senate grant it, that 
| isa repeal of the previous law. Weare not forbidden at any ti to 
| appropriate so much money for a particalar purpose, whatever the 
Mr. PLUMB. I want to say to the Senator » « » that 
entirely welcome now and at all times hereafter to object to anythin 
which I propose. He need not worry about any courtesy extended t 
nit I will do as I please, and he can do as he plea I ive ) 
pel l interest in this bill or any other bill, and w v he 
| po his duty or dignity as a Senator requires him to object t 
thing I propose he can object to it, and it he wants to o tt 
ng he has got in mind, I am entirely willing t he shall do so 
i he v oO es that the { 1iort ( truction of ( 
vital i ot exceed $20,000 iS ] t t 
year wo \ iemb ot t 0 e Colu 4 anted 
this hospital built and not knowing a t this general prov yn did 
not provide for it in the bill at ind e Committee on Ay y 
ations therefore did not put anything inthe way of it. When he 
out abvut this law he came to the Committee on A ropriat t 
Senate and asked to change it, saying that the He illing and 


| all that sort of thing 


Chat is one of the things the members of the other House are g 
to. When they can not get anything through the House they « 
here and beg it from the Senate, and then abus e Sena n 
travagant body. That process is constantly going on. 

In addit on there re other host as whe ar ease 18 just as 
much needed, and the Committee \ priatio simply said to 
that gentleman, ‘** You fix that up int 1e House on the deficiency a 

| propriation | which is yet to come, and when you do that we will 
consider it 

Rule XVI has this subdivision, that 

Noamendment which proposes ral legislation shall be received t 
general appropriation b 

| This is a general appropriation bill. A change of existing law is 
general legislation. Now, if the Chair wants to fa the Senator i 
Ohio he can do so 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair simply desires to do 
duty as he understands it 

Mr. SHERMAN. To eall an app priation of 340,000 to I la 
hospital at Columbus general legislation, is simply a mi mer which 
can not deceive anybody. The term ‘‘ general leg tion a term 
of general apy lication, not confined to a parti ir pila Columbus, 
or anywhere else. To say that the Senate of the United States shall 
not approp! ate $30,000 for a hospital now, because ten years ago some 
law declared that unless there was a special provision to that ¢ ( , 
more than $20,000 should be spent for a hos} al. it see to Tu ot 
logical. Such an argument will not hold 

The Senate of the United States has the right to say with regard to 
previously existing law how much shall be appropriated t pur- 
pose and that purpose, and under what terms and concitir t sh 
appropriated, and this appropriation in 1eral appr 
pration 

What I claimed awhile ago, in w perhaps | lsome f 
but Ihave no unkind feeling towards t ator from | : 

Mr. PLUMB I do not ear vhet um have or not, | t 
tor has manifested it, and he ha ested it in a very d 
way. 

Mr. SHERMAN The Senator may take it as he ] ‘ 

Mr. PLUMB. I will 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator may do just he p ‘ 


| wants it so, let it be so 
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Mr. PLUMB. Very well; let it be that way. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, here is a bill, a single item 
of which I wish to change. I do not ask any appropriation, even. I 
wish to take out the hotchpotch of appropriation made here. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas says he is not responsible for it. I do not know as to 
that. It came here at any rate, and is before me; and I wanted to act 


on the request of the Secretary of War made since this law was passed, | 


stating that he could not carry out the desires of the War Department 
and he could not take more than $20,000 from this fund, unless it was 
specially vrovided for, for the Columbus Hospital, because that was a 
limitation made some years ago, 

When it was made I do not know. I only know it from what he 
says. He asked a specific appropriation, out of this hospital fund, of 
$30,00u for the Columbus hospital, and it isrecommended by the offi- 


cers of the Army. When I offered that plain proposition, simply to 


carry out a defective law of their own formation, I am cutoff by aruie 
of order or something of that kind, I had not the estimate before me 
at the moment, and I went and got the estimate, and I find here an es- 


timate of $30,000 for this Colambus hospital and $30,000 for one also 
in the harbor of New York—$60,000 for the two. 

ys, however, that it was the members of the House 
that muddled up this bill and sent us all those hospitals in one gen- 
eral list. That may be. I do not find any reference in the army bill 
25 it passed in regard to the Columbus hospital; but I do find one gen- 
eral provision here, as follows: 


The Senator say 


CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIRS OF HOSPITALS. 
For construction and repairs of hospitals, including the extra-duty pay of en- 
listed men employed on the same, including hereafter the Army and Navy Hos- 
pital at Hot Springs, Ark., $100,000, 

I willnow read the estimate submitted by the Secretary of War in 
regard to hospitals, and you will see that this bill has made a hotch- 
potch of all the hospitals without discretion: 


{EW HOSPITALS AT DAVIDS HOSPITAL AND COLUMBUS BARRACKS. 
Constructing new hospitals at the recruiting depots at Davids Island, New 
York Harbor, and Columbus Barracks, Ohio, $60,000, 


ol say that they converted a plain estimate for two important hospi- 
tals, the particulars about which were given, into a hotch-potch matter 
which was subject to the general provision of the law that no more 
than $20,000 should be taken out of the funds. For the purpose of 
correcting this—not a mistake, and I do not blame the Committee on 
Appropriations of either House for it, because they probably might 
group these together, but they ought to have been aware of this $20,000 
limit, and here were the estimates demanding more than $20,000, and 
the reasons were given why the hospital at Columbus should be larger 
because there are 1,100 men there and it was necessary to make proper 
provision for them. 

I have no desire to show any feeling. I do not generally desire to 
stand in the way of anybody, or quarrel with anybody, or abuse any- 
body for doing what he thinks is right. I am not very patient when 
i think the just and equal rights, which aresecured by the rules of the 
Senate, are not given to me. I think I have the right to make this 
motion, and when it is supported by the proper Department, it ought 
to ba considered. If Senators choose to vote it down, that is quite a 
different thing. I trust, however, the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The question is on the point of order. Now, to 
avoid that point of order the Senator from Ohio says this is an estimate 
of the head of a Department. He admits that the existing law pro- 
hibits practically the construction of any hospital building out of the 
funds appropriated at a greater cost than $20,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. From any general tund? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the law. Under that existing law hos- 
pitals can only be constructed out of that fund at a cost not exceeding 
$20, 000. 

Now the Senator says because an estimate has been made of a greater 
amount the amendment is not general legislation. There have been a 
thousand estimates of that kind presented to the Committee on Appro- 
priations by the heads of the various Departments for the increase of 
the salary of almost every head of a bureau and others, and I under- 
stand in every case the Senator has held that that was a change of ex- 
isting law and therefore in violation of clause 3 of Rule XVI, on page 
10, of the rules of order and proceeding, that— 


No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill 

This is an amendment proposing general legislation by a change of 
existing law, and the question as to whether there is an estimate of 
the amount that would be necessary to carry out this law if it repeals 
a former law has nothing to do with it. It is wholly immaterial 
whether the estimate was made or not. An estimate of the head of a 
Department can not authorize the violation of this rule of the Senate. 

The Departments estimate for legislation constantly. The fact that 
they recommend legislation does not take itout ofthe rules of the Sen- 
ate, and the fact that they make a recommendation for the appropria- 
tion of a given sum of money greater than the law authorizes does not 
make an amendment proposing that appropriation any the less an 
amendment which proposes general legislation, and this certainly is 
an amendment which proposes general legislation. 








Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it is conceded that this proposition is 
estimated for. Accordingly it does not come within the rules which 
require it to be proposed by a standing or select committee of the Sen- 
ate. We have another clause of the same rule, which says that no 
general legislation shall be put upon an appropriation bill. There is 
general legislation which prohibited the spending of more than a cer- 
tain amount forahospital, The Senator from Ohio proposes to provide 
for one particular hospital a larger expenditure. 

Now, that is not general legislation; it is special legislation for that 
hospital, and nothing else, and the mere fact that for a particular spe- 
cial purpose it repeals a general law, leaving the general law still in 
force as to all the others, does not make it any.the more general legis- 
lation. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask the Senator a question right there. 

Mr. HOAR. Inamoment. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL] says that when the Department estimates for an increase of sal- 
ary of an officer that is rejected as general legislation. That may be 
true if you make a general provision for the increase of salary for a 
general public office, but it would not be true as applied to the propo- 
sition to make for a particular year and a particular occasion a grant 
to a particular officer. So I think—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Suppose, for instance, the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio had proposed, by naming ali the posts of the United States, 
to increase that limit by naming each one of them, Fort David, Fort 
Riley, Fort Leavenworth, Columbus, and Chicago, ete., thus wiping 
out everything that is left to the law except the mere phraseology, 
would the Senator hold that that would still be in order? 

Mr. HOAR. That would be a very different proposition from this. 
The fact thatif we took and made a general provision for all mankind 
by enumerating specially every living man in the universe that would 
be general legislation, but it does not follow from that that a provision 
as to one particular man would be. This is a provision for one par- 
ticular thing, and it does not become the law for the rest of the 
country. 

Mr. PLUMB. The law as it is found in the Statutes of 1872, chap- 
ter 170, provides: 

Provided, That hereafter barracks and quarters, and all buildings and struct- 
ures whatever, of a permanent nature, shall be constructed upon special author- 
ity to be given by act of Congress, except when constructed by the troops; and 
no such structures whose cost shall exceed $20,000 shall be erected or continued 
in erection unless by such authority so specially granted. 

That is to say,it must take an act of Congress to grant the authority 
to do this thing. There is no question about the authority of Congress 
to grant it. The only point is whether this is general legislation. It 
practically repeals, pro tanto at least, the general legislation upon the 
subject of the price at which hospitals shall be constructed. 

I have never claimed to be very much up in the rules, but if this is 
not general legislation, then I confess that I shall not hereafter object 
to any proposition upon any bill of any kind or description whatever 
on the ground that it is general legislation, in committee or elsewhere. 
It simply lets down the bars wholly and utterly, and the rule is of no 
conseguence. That is not so fearful a condition of things as might be 
because it has been often said that what the majority of the Senate 
wanted was always in order, but the question being presented to the 
Senate must be decided, and it seems to me it can only be decided in 
one way. 

Mr. HOAR. We have a general pension law which is certainly gen- 
eral legislation. Will anybody claim that a special law giving an in- 
creased pension to a particular person over the general law, or giving 
pay toa person not provided for under the general law, is general leg- 
islation? That is precisely this case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On this bill it would be, undoubtedly. An 
amendment on this bill proposing to grant any one an increase of pen- 
sion would be a change of existing legislation, amenable to the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has already decided that 
in his opinion it was in order that this amendment should be received. 
The Senate is as well aware as the Presiding Officer that the present 
Presiding Officer is not very familiar with the rules, and if it is the 
judgment of the Senate that the ruling of the Chair is not correct, it 
is in their power to change it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Asa matter-of course, at this late hour I do not 
wish to appeal from the decision of the Chair; but when the Chair read 
the rule under which this was decided to be in order, he did not read 
this clause of it, but ignored it entirely. That was the only reason I 
called the attention of the Chair to it, thinking the Chair had over- 
looked it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair, the question is first on the adoption of the amend- 


| ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumB] to the amendment, 


which will be stated. 


The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to the amendment the 
following proviso: 


Provided, That the limit of cost of Army hospitals be increased to $30,000, 


Mr. SHERMAN, That is general legislation. 
Mr. TELLER. What isthe objection to it? 
Mr. SHERMAN. It is general legislation. 
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Mr. PLUMB. This is simply a question of whose ox is gored. As | navy-yard there, who has taken a grea il of interest in this matt 
long as Columbus is involved, there is no question of order about it, | came on to Washington, and he con \ 
but when Leavenworth, etc., are included, then it is out of order ac lucation and the Secretary the N hy 
; cording to the Senator trom Obio. and their good wishes in behalf of th } ire. J ( \ ner of 
The amendment tothe amendment was agreed to. Education wrote aletter to me t 1 the I ad 
; Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— ; presently, and I understand t ut 
i The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question nowis on the adoption of | of the Secretary of the Nav t 
; the amendment of the Senator from Ohio { Mr. SHERMAN | as amended. la, and > et , 31 
Mr. BLAIR. I rise to a point of order. | ade upon this ap] itio for t 
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‘2 the adoption of the amendment. As soon as this was made the amend 
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decided by the Chair. Then an amendment was moved, which was ee , rye ere 
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to me to make it necessary that I should move that reconsideration. reading itin order that it may reach the e —* sor irom 20wa 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator moves to reconsider the | 58 that he may withdraw | point of orde [ wish to sav that if he 
vote by which the amendment of the Senator from Kansas was adopted. | ™ Res HIS point of O1 ;, i. ld tol wish that the 
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Mr. PASCO. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. if has never been rep yrted back from the committee, otherwise it 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. would not be subject to thi E nt of order 
i The Chief Clerk read the amendment, as tollows: | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The papers referred to by the Sen- 
J To enable the Secretary of the Navy, through the officers of the navy-yard at | ator from Florida will be inserted in the REcorD, if there be no objec- 
Pensacola, to establish schools for the children of school age living in Warring- | U0? The Chair hears none. t 
of $5.00, oreo much thereof aa may be neceasary for uch purpose, “And the |S bevyntase 
i Secretary of the Navy is authorized to allow any unoccupied buildings in said | DEPARTMER! THE 1: BureAv oF ] 
3 navy- -yard, should there be any suitable for the purpose, to be used as school- | Washing D. C., Ma 1890, 
q houses in aid of this plan. DEAR Siz: Surgeon John Ross, of t Pensa s navy yard. Florida. infor 
‘ Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order that that is not estimated | dition of educational affairs in the Pensacola Uusited States navy yard in F 
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5 Mr. PASCO. If the Senator will allow me afew moments. I gave | United States Navy, J. Mills Brown © has loaned me to read Dub was 
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: Committee on Education and Labor so that it might come from a | District of Columbia. 1 District of C s ig. a reservation. so to ' 
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that time, and I am aware that the amendment is subject to the oalial ae eer Ai ae ee a eee ree 
of order which the Senator from Iowa raises, but I wish to make a few | Propriation of $50,000 a year is made for their support. An aj 
remarks npon the amendment, and I hope he will not press the point 5,000 would pr schools and teachers for t ople of the I A re 
of order after he has heard the merits of the case. vation. These acheole could be placed in charge of the Bureau of Educati 
When I brought in this amendment on the 7th of June I stated | Navy could no it ” sic 4 ter the 
that these two villages of Warrington and Woolsey were inside the | “U*'™3 0! the § I this 
naval reservation at Pensacola. The State school laws do not extend |” Sreapecttull. 
to the reservation, and the children there, some four hundred in num- | 
ber, or nearly that, are wholly without the advantages of a public- How. SAMUEL P 
school system. It is my desire that this amendment shall come in on a 
page 60, directly after the provision for educationin Alaska. The mat- f 
ter was brought to my attention during the last Congress. I saw the ee e won, 2 
Secretary of the Navy then with reference to it, and I saw the Com- | Commander ' , pandar 
missioner of Education and found it was impossible to accomplish any- | Pensacola, Fla., with elat educat 
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letter transmitting the same.ex presses a desire that the Department,ifitapproves 
his action, will, by a suitable indorsement, make that fact known to you. 

In view of Lieutenant-Commander Gibson's request and of the interest man- 
ifested by him in a matter which directly concerns the welfare of inhabitants 
of the reservation, and in view also of the fact that the reservation is wholly 
subject to Government control, I deem it proper to state that such legislation 
as Congress may deem proper in order to afford suitable facilities for the edu- 
cation of illiterate persons residing on the reservation is, in the opinion of this 
Department, very desirable. 

Very respectfully, 





W. C. WHITNEY, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hlon, SAMUEL Pasco, 
Uniled Slates Senate. 

Mr. MOODY. I am instructed by the Committee on the Irrigation 
of Arid Lands to offer an amendment to the bill, commencing after 
line 21, on page 55, which I send to the desk to be read. I propose 
to offer the amendment modified, so that so far as the appropriation is 
concerned it is considerably decreased. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I hope the modification will be read and not 
the amendment as originally proposed. 

Mr. MOODY. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 55, after line 21, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

‘To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue his investigations for the 
purpose of determining the extent and availability for irrigation of the under- 
flow and artesian waters within the region between the ninety-seventh degree 
of Jongitude and the eastern slope of the Rocky Mountains, and to collect and 
publish information as to the best methods of cultivating the soil by irrigation, 
£100,000, 

Mr. GORMAN. Iinquire whether this amendment comes from any 
committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair), The Chair 
is informed that it is reported from the Committee on Irrigation. 

Mr. GORMAN, Has it been referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations ? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes. 

Mr. GORMAN, I trust the Senator will not press this amendment 
to-night. It will lead toa long debate. The Senator who offered it 
knows perfectly well at this time that it is hardly proper to open this 
question, Asa member of the Committee on Appropriations I diave 
gone very far to accommodate and promote the interests of that vast 
region west of us. 

This is opening upanew field. This means an entire new departure 
in the expenditure of untold millions. It can not pass the Senate 
withont a long discussion and without a full vote ofthe Senate. I say 
to the Senator frankly that I think after the immense amount of money 
that we have provided for the survey of the public Jands and for the 
very matter he has in view in another form, this amendment ought 
not to be pressed, if it is in order, and I submit first whether it is in 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator to raise the point of order ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the ground of the objection? 

Mr. GORMAN. First, that it is general iegislation, and there is no 
estimate for it. Ido not know whether it has been referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. Do I understand that it comes from 
the Committee on Irrigation ? 

Mr. MOODY. It does. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Committee on Irrigation have presented that 
proposition, as I have no doubt they have, I was not aware of it. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to say just one word 
about this? Thesubject of irrigation is a new one in the United States 
and the committee has found that one of the greatest difficulties was 
the ignorance of the business. Our people did not come from a country 
where irrigation has been practiced, although two-thirds of the farm- 
ing of the world is now carried on by irrigation, and probably, taking 
all times, four-fifths of it. 

Our people in many sections are entirely unacquainted with the use 
of water. They would either put too much on the lands or they 
would put it on at the wrong season, and some of them did not know 
they could cultivate by that means at all, and they were really suffer- 
ing in different sections of the country so much that the committee 
held meetings and told them what had been done elsewhere. There 
were other sections of the country where irrigation has been carried to 
a very high degree, experiments made in a scientific manner which 
will be extremely useful if collected and published so as to be within 
the reach of all. 

As far as irrigation is concerned, I have come to the conclusion that 
about all the Government could do would be to disseminate informa- 
tion and have the publication so that the farmers can get hold of it, 
and | believe they will work it out. I am very anxious that there 
should be a small appropriation, so that the Secretary of Agriculture, 
as he collects the information in regard to producing crops, and in 
other ways entirely in harmony with what he does, should do some- 
thing in this line. I believe it is necessary and I hope it will be done. 
I do not care about the size of the appropriation. A small appropria- 
tion to collect the information and publish it will answer. 
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Mr. GORMAN. I submit to the Senator from Nevada and the gen- 
tlemen who are interésted in this matter that the chairman of the 
committee in charge of this bill is anxious to have it passed to-night, 
and weallare. This great bill ought to pass. There has been im- 
mense liberality on the part of the committee and of the Senate in 
treating the section of country in which these gentlemen are interested. 

I say to the Senator frankly that if this amendment is pressed this 
bill can not pass without a more exhaustive discussion than we have 
had upon the measures that preceded it. It is not possible to do it, for 
itis entering, as I think, upon a scheme that is going to cost more than 
the one that we stopped. 

Now, I trust our friends on the other side will be content with all 
that is done, twice as much as ever before at any session of Congress, 
and let this matter go over until the next session, when they can have 
ample opportunity to discuss it. 

We do not wart to delay the public business and particularly this 
bill. We came here at great inconvenience at 11 o’clock this morning 
and have remained here until now five minutes after 7, and there is 
scarcely aquorum. To appropriate $100,000 for artesian wells is to 
open up a new scheme. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to have the amendment again re- 
ported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 55, after line 21, it is proposed to 
insert: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue his investigations for the 
purpose of determining the extent and availability for irrigation of the under- 
flow and artesian waters within the region between the ninety-seventh degrea 
of longitude and the eastern slope of the Rocky Mountains, and to collect and 
publish information as to the best methods of cultivating the soil by irrigation, 
$100,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order having been raised 
the Chair desires to know whether or not the amendment was reported 
by a standing committee. 

Mr. MOODY. Itwas. The otiginal proposition which I sent to the 
desk was reported by the Committee on Irrigation, and then the com- 
mittee reduced the appropriation from $250,000 to $100,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Having been reported by a standing 
committee, was it referred to the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. MOODY. It was printed and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, I inquire of the Senator from South Dakota 
if he can inform the Senate how much money has already been expended 
in this direction by the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. MOODY. There was $20,600 appropriated in the urgency de- 
ficiency bill that required a hasty examination and a report to be made 
by the Ist day of July, which gave about fifty-five days in which te 
make theexamination. They have not expended all that appropriation; 
there is a portion still left, because the time was so short. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not referring to any recent appropriations. 

Mr. GORMAN. Am I entitled to the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland moves 
to lay the amendment on the table 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend by adding a section. This is an 
amendment which came from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and wasacted on by the Committee on Appropriations, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas offers an 
amendment which will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It 1s proposed to add as a new section: 


Src. 7. That, in order to procure a suitable building in the District of Colum- 
bia for the use of the Post-Office Department, the Postmaster-General, Secretary 
of the Interior, and the Attorney-General are hereby constituted a commission, 
of which the Postmaster-General shall be the chairman, with authority to pur- 
chase or appropriate by proceedings in condemnation as hereinafter provided, 
for the public use, a lot or lots of land, or any part thereof, in said city, suitable 
for the erection thereon of a building for the purposes aforesaid, which said 
building, when constructed, shall be so arranged as to combine the highest ad- 
vantages of convenience and eligibility, giving due consideration to the future 
growth and permanent accommodation of said Department; and a sum of 
money sufficient to pay for said lot or lots, or any part thereof, not exceeding 
$300,000, in the manner hereinafter provided, is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

That the commission hereby created shall be authorized to purchase said lot 
or lots or any part thereof, as soon as practicable, at such prices as may be fixed 
by agreement between said commission and the respective owners, not exceeds 
ing the cash value thereof; and payment therefor shall be made by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to the respective owners upon drafts drawn by the chair- 
man of the commission bereby created, which said drafts shall only be given 
upon vouchers which shall have been duly submitted to said commission, and 
received the approval of the majority thereof, upon the release and conveyance 
of said lot or lots tothe United States by good and sufticient deeds executed in 
due form of law: Provided, That no money hereby appropriated, or that may 
hereafter be appropriated, for the purchase of said lot or lots, or any part there- 
of, or for the erection thereon of the said building, shall be paid or expended 
until the written opinion of the Attorney-General shall be had in favor of the 
validity of the title to said lot or lots. 

That if the commission hereby created shall be unable to purchase said land 
by agreement with the respective owners at a reasonable price within sixty 
days after the passage of this act, they are authorized and directed to make ap- 
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plication to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, at any gene ral or 
special term thereof, by petition for the condemnation of such land and for the 
ascertainment of its value in the manner and with the effect hereinbefore pro 
vided for in the case of land to be acquired for the purchase of a Government 
Printing Office. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. ee 

Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to reserve an amendment on page 65. 


The question is on the amendment 


I ask a vote of the Senate on line 20 with respect to the arsenal grounds 


at Watervliet arsenc'. -_ 
Mr. VEST. I offer .n amendment which I send to the desk. 
The CuHieF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section: 
= 


Sec. 8. To provide accommodations for the Government Printing Office, th 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, empowered and instructed to acquire by 
purchase the property situated on the north side of Pennsylvania avenue, be- 
tween Third and Four-and-a-half streets, known as the Globe Printing Olfice 
and designated in the land records of the District of Columbia as lots numbered 
14 and 15 and part of lot 16, in reservation 10, in the city of Washington ; and 


the 
€ 


for the purpose stated the sum of $135,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- | 


saty, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated 

Sec. —. That whenever title to such real estate shall be acquired and the same 
shall be ready for delivery. and the sufficiency thereof shall be certified by the 
Attorney-General of the United States,the Treasurer of the United States is 
hereby authorized and directed, upon the requisition of the Publie Printer, to 
pay to the person or persons entitled to receive the same the purchase-price of 
said property. 
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| Mr. COCKRELL. And I will reserv e amendment on pa 


and 56 relating to the irrigation surv 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to reserve t moment order merely to 
correcta phrase, the amendment about the new Printing Office, on page 
112. I merely do it, not for a discussion, but to changea word or two 
| to make it perfect, as has been sugg i by the Senator from Massa- 
| chusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree to the am 
ments made in Committee of the Whole other than those which hav 


been reserved ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I hone we shall not have this trouble over again 
respecting all these amendments. 
Mr. COCKRELL. We have no disposition to ha 4 tif — 
be renewed, we will go into it with a good deal ot 

Mr. ALLISON. And vigor. 


| The amendments made as in Committee of the Whole not res ed 
were concurred in. 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER Che tirst reserved imendment will be 
| stated 
The CHIteEFr CLERK. On page 54 1e 17, the Senate as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole struck out the word two before hundred and 
inserted ‘‘ three;’’ so as to read 
F For topographic surveys 1 Various port sot th United States, Sox “ 


‘ } 1 

| Mr. MOODY. Mr. President, I know that this is Saturday night, 
The amendment was agreed to. | and that we have been here all day, and I am not desirous of detaining 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire now to call attention to page 65 of the | the Senate unnecessarily, but I desire to do 1 the people ot 


bill, line 20, an amendment which was inserted by the committee. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


I will say to the Senator that we are not in the 


Senate yet. It seems to me that this discussion has disclosed the fact that it is 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I understood that the bill was reported to the | the intent to use that extra $100,000 for carrying « is topograph 
Senate. s ey It does us no good; it is of no benefit to those portions of the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not been. If there be no | West where the people live who are interested in this questiorf, 
further amendments, the bill will be reported to the Senate What I desire is that the sum estimated by the Director of the Geo 
Mr. PIERCE. I wish to call the attention of the chairman of the | lo, 1 Survev shall remain as it w us it came from the House or 
committee to one phase of this bill. The amount for surveys is in kepresentatives, the s of $200,000. That is all that was « nated 
creased from $200,000 to $600,000, but there is no provision for an in- | Fy him. 
crease in the amount allowed the surveyors-general for the purpose ot “Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow 
making these surveys, for making maps, and the necessary clerical Mr. MOODY. Ce 
work, It is utterly impossible to make these surveys without an a] Mr. STEWART L beg of t Senator to iraw his a 
propriation to meet that necessity. I ask the chairman of the committ I fear that by ur ¢ it now he | the 1 coun and 
if it is not necessary, to carry out the purpose of this bill, to increase | keep it tied up indefinitely We know the strength of Majo well 
that somewhat ? we know his enormous power, and if we attempt to open this tter 
Mr. ALLISON. I think it is. ind if we set aside this compromise now I am afraid he will ha vowel 
Mr. PIERCE, On page 52, after line 11, I move to insert enough to carry out his plans and defeat the object we 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may expend such further su So I beg of the Senator to withdraw t imendment. 
not exceeding $30,000,as may be necessary to pay clerk-hire in the surveyor- Mr. MOODY. Mr. President. what a. compromise that iineceal 
generals’ offices to perfect the notes and plats of such surveys. : See: 2 : . 
é | to us in the orthwest? In M ’ North | 4, in t a 
It provides for such amount as may be necessary, not exceeding $30,- | kota where is the compron > What do we get out of it? It is no 
000. comproniise, Chis matter has be inaugurated by the iry Oo 
Mr. ALLISON. I think that is a larger sum than is necessary. | Agriculture, and within the ed ti which he has had bas been 
Mr. PIERCE, Very well, make it $20,000. | carried to a point of value. He desi 1 we desire that he shall 
Mr. ALLISON. I think $20,000 is ample. | continue it at a small expense. 
Mr. PIERCE. I will modify it in that way. [ care nothing about the amount here. If the committee will accept 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from | this proposition, E will consent to reduce the amount to $50,000 in- 
North Dakota [Mr. PreERcE] will be read. stead of $100,000, and then if the Senate desires that these topographi 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 52, after line 11, it is proposed to in- | surveys shall go on, as I said the otaer day, I care nothing abont it 
sert: | Let them zo on 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may expend such further sur Mr. PLATI These topographic surveys do not relate to irrigation 
not exceeding $20,000, as may be necessary to pay clerk hire-in the surveyor-gen surveys necessarily. 
erals’ offices to perfect the notes and plats of such surveys. Mr. TELLER. They have nothing to do with the 
ri hULEnN. they nave n ling 1 wit I 
The amendment was agreed to. Mr. MOODY. It was claimed by the chairman of the committe 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no farther amendments, that that was the object and purp se of increas ng su t $200, 
the bill will be reported to the Senate. | 000 to $300,000. That was the intent. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. |} Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, my own view was that inasmu 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendments | as the Director of the Geological Survey insists that a topos su 
which have been reported from the Committee of the Whole. How | vey is necessary in the selection of reservoir sit { cal d 
shall the vote be taken ? $100,000 to this appropriation for topography and providing that o 
Mr.GORMAN. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] | half of the whole sum then shall be expended west of the one hundr 
reserved one amendment. * | and first meridian, so that whatever there was of this topog 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from New Jersey reserved one amend- | be gathered and utilized by the people who wanted to build ea 1 
ment, and the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy] suggested to | select reservoir-sites, now if that is not desirable, if it be true that th 
me that he desired to reserve one other amendment. | people who reside in and represent that region west of the one h 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Which amendment does the Senator | and first meridian do not think that topograpl tot 
from South Dakota desire to reserve? | any sense, if they believe that we have inserted too ) 
Mr. MOODY. On page 54, line 17, the word ‘‘two”’ was stricken | pography, I shall not quarrel with th pon 4 tly 
out and ‘‘three’’ inserted in lieu thereof. It is the same amendment | willing that this sum shal! be redu 
which the Senator from Vermont, I think, reserved the right to have a The Senator from Texa Mr. \ te the debate 
separate vote upon, which increased thesum for topographic surveys in | stated, inferentially at least, that w i rted 1 n rder 
various portions of the United States from $200,000 to $300,000. | enable spec ulators to reach thes y { les i select the re<e} 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish also to reserve that. | voirs. As faras lam concerned rting that amendment Y1 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments referred to will be | mittee and in the Senate. I hoped y to do some iv to t 
reserved. | who reside west of the one hundre i first meridian lo 


Mr. GORMAN. If this whole fight is to be gone over again and th 
matter can not be compromised,I reserve also the amendment on pag 


51 of the bill, where ‘‘two’’ is stricken out and ‘‘six”’ inserted, in re- | 


ation to surveying the public lands. 


t 
ill duty in the 


é iy duty to 
my State, and | am under obligation to perform my f 


premises 





e | want it I surely have no dé for it and am perfectly will that 
e | shall be struck ont. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the best solution of this prop ( 

| call for the yeas and nays, and I call for them. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLom in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina asks for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LbUTLER. 1 withdraw the call for the present, and yield to the 
Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLuMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. 1 wish to make just a few observations in regard to this 
matier. This bas been discussed for a number of days and I have con- 
tributed my part towards a full discussion of the subject, and I do not 
care now Ww repeat what I have heretofore said; but I wish to present 
one or two cousiderations to this body at this moment which it seems to 
meé are proper to be taken into account. 

There has been a heated and to some extent an acrimonious contro- 
versy about the question as to the kind of surveysto be carried on and 
under what offices they should be carried on. In this matter there has 
been practically a unanimity of opinion on the part of those who rep- 
resentthe Northwest that a certain scheme or plan inaugurated in 1888 
should not be practically continued, or if continued should not be so 
continued as to stand in the way of that which they regarded as vital 
to their immediate interests, 

It has resulted, so far as the action of the committee is concerned, in 

triking out of the paragraph some $700,000 which was designed to 
carry on the scheme or plan invented by the present Director of the 
Geological Survey, and which has been objected to by those immedi- 
ately interested. 

‘There are two phases in this question; one is that phase which re- 
lates to the indelinite future. 1 am not prepared to say that if the 
Director of the Geological Survey had his way about this matter he 
might not in ten, twenty, thirty, or fifty years from now bring about 
some result, and perliaps the identical result which he has in mind, but 
it would be an elaborate and comprehensive and a very expensive proc- 
ess. For my part I have not cared to so actand vote as to commit the 
Government to it at this time. In saying that I have no reflection 
whatever to make upon the Director of the Geological Survey. He is 
aman of great ambition, of great knowledge, of great force of character, 
and, like Paul, magnifies his office. 

But the people who are on the ground in the section of country which 
has been badly hurt by the changes inclimatic conditions, that is, 
changes which have occurred in the last two or three years as compared 
with those existing before, have hungered for some help to enable them 
to resolve that situation in such a way that they might stay upon the 
soil which they sought to enter and have entered at the Government 
land oflice—land which they entered upon at the foundation of govern- 
ment there, and with that hopefulness which attends the settlers of 
the West. It seems only fair thatin this connection we should enlarge 
to some extent the unnaturaland inevitable operations of the Agri- 
cultural Department, which have heretofore gone on without criticism. 

It is not sought by this to do anything which will be helpful directly 
to any private individuals, to enhance the value of any quarter-section 
of land, or to add to the possessions of any person whomsoever, but 
simply to have the Agricultural Department do that in this direction 
which it is doing in other directions of a scientific and practical char- 
acter to enable that which isthe common property of all, but which can 
not under present circumstances be brought in a practical and proper 
way to be given to these people in order that they may determine 
whether they can settle where they are, and if they can so settle, upon 
what conditions and under what circumstances. 

We have given to the Department of Agriculture from time to time 
sums of money—not very large it is true, because all the appropriations 
for that Department are not large put together—sums for investiga- 
tions into plant life. We gave to the Department a special appropria- 
tion for the investigation of what is known as the peach yellows in 
Delaware, for the purpose of helping the peach industry in that section 
of the country. We gave to them something to help the grape growers 
in California in addition to the general investigations which have been 
constantly going on. 

Now, we might out of this controversy resolve something in their 
favor as to immediate things, not for the future, but something which 
separates itself entirely from these extended and detailed operations 
of the Geological Survey. It seems to me the Senate ought to be will- 
ing to concede, saying nothing about the amount, but considering only 
that this is a great question that we are confronted with in a practical 
way; that all the people who represent this great section of country 
are united upon this question; can the Senate do less than give them 
a fair chance? I think not. 

Now, I am willing, so far as this other matter is concerned as to how 
much or how little may be given to the Geological Survey for these 
researches of a topographical and geological character, to agree to al- 
most anything, for the amount isa matterof comparatively no moment. 
It might very well be cut down to $100,000, or it might, without vio- 
lating any rule of propriety or without making an undue expenditure 
of public money, be inereased to $500,000. But that is wholly apart, 
according to the belief of these people, in which I join, from that which 
is of immediate concern to them at this time. 

I hope, therefore, the Senate may be willing to make a concession of 
this kind, of something which will not seem according to the views of 
any one, whatever he may think about the results to be obtained, to 
be in the line of meeting the wishes and the absolute needs of the peo- 


ple of this section of the country, in order that whatever result may 
come they shall themselves feel that they have been fairly treated under 
the peculiar and the very serious circumstances in which they are sit- 
uated. 

I hope, therefore, that some amount will be voted, under such re- 
striction as the Senate may agree upon, and which wil! not involve 
entering upon the ground of investigation which has been denied in 
other directions, and which will not enlarge what the Department of 
Agriculture is doing for other interests, but will at the same time meet 
this duty, which is practically an emergency extending all over this 
great northwestern country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President, Montana has not been heard from in 
this discussion. I hold no malice whatever against Major Powell, but 
his system is an utter failure in my State. What he has already ex- 
pended of money there he has expended where there has been no Gov- 
ernment survey, and the topographical survery under Major Powell’s 
system is a total failure anywhere in the country preceding the Gov- 
ernment survey. Every intelligent engineer will coincide in this as- 
sertion. Why, then, do you want to appropriate money for a topo- 
graphic survey that is utterly worthless? 

I do not for a moment say that Major Powell coincides with me. I 
believe he honestly thinks he is doing us some good. I went to the 
Territory in 1860 on a Government survey. I have paid particular at- 
tention to the drainage business from then until the present time, and 
I have not found a scientific man, a man who understands engineering, 
and particularly Government surveys, but what agrees with me in toto 
that money spent upon a topographic survey made prior to the Gov- 
ernment survey is money thrown away. 

The lines projected on these surveys will not register, and there is 
nothing in any sense in the project that is for the benefit of any settler 
in Montana. Of thisI am positive, and I hope that so far as my State 
is concerned the appropriation will be cut down. The system is 
wrong. 

As I said before, I have no blame to attach to or malice against any 
man connected with it, but as a Senator representing my State I 
certainly must speak against it, and I will say further that the under- 
flow water, the artesian appropriation, is something that we vitally 
need. Taking the base of the mountains in Montana for nearly 1,500 
miles to the mouth of the James River, that whole country can be 
utilized and water found almost anywhere with very little money, 
with a very small appropriation to develop the artesian water, and if 
you can not give us $100,000 give us $50,000, give us $40,000, give us 
something to start that enterprise which our people need so badly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hold in my hand what is known as the urgent 
deficiency appropriation bill, which was passed on the 4th day of April, 
1890. I read from that: 

Location for artesian wells: To authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to 
make such preliminary investigation of an engineering and other character as 
will, so far as practicable, determine the proper location for artesian wells for 
irrigation purposes within the area west of the ninety-seventh meridian and 


east of the foot-hills of the Rocky Mountains, $20,000; and a report of a!) opera- 
— and expenditures hereunder shal! be made to Congress immediately after 
uly 1, 1890. 

Provided, That no part of said amount shall be expended in sinking wells or 
the construction of irrigation works, and the work done under this appropria- 
tion shall be completed and a report of the same made within the appropriation, 
and nothing herein shall commit the Government to any plan of irrigation or 
the construction of works therefor. 


I hold in my hand Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 179, Fifty- 
first Congress, first session. It is: 


Letter of the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting synopsis of the report which the 
Department of Agricullure will make upon the subject of irrigation by artesian 
wells, etc. 


{July 1, 1890.—Presented by Mr. Stewart, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed.) 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

Washington, D. C., July 1, 1890. 
Senator: In compliance with your request of yesterday, I have the honor to 
transmit herewith, for the use of the Committee on Irrigation, as ee. 
the following hurriedly prepared synopsis of the forthcoming report which this 
Department will make upon the subject of irrigation, ete., by artesian wells. 
This statement will, I think, indicate some of the most important facts already 
obtained, The duty of completing the full report ordered by Congress is in 

rapid progress, and the report will contain about 300 pages when completed. 


Very respectfully, 
J. M. RUSK, Secretary. 
Hon. Wiiti1amM M. STEWART, 
Chairman, eic,, United States Senate, 


Now, here is the report: 


The work of the investigation was divided into office and field sections. The 
office and general direction, under the con' rol of the Secretary of Agriculture, 
has been earried forward by the special! agent in charge, Mr. R. J. Hinton, while 
the field work has been conducted under the immediate supervision of Edwin 
S. Nettleton, supervising engineer, United States Irrigation Survey. It was 
arranged into engineering, geological, and statistical divisions. There will be 
two sections to the con.plete report, one being that relating to artesian waters, 
their extent and utility as required by the law of April 4, and the other, mate- 
rials for which have been obtained without cost to the Government, containing 
a large amount of valuable data in relation to remarkable sources of under- 
ground water supplies in other regions than that covered by this survey. Be- 
sides general reports from the special agent in charge, the supervising engineer, 
and the chief geologist, there will be a series of field reports from the geologists 
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~~ ae al agents who were in charge of and operated in the several divis- | W quate to make the road within the territ of the arsenal 
o wi | orv)i thet tha haave +: } : } 
The Dakotas, Western Kansas, and Nebraska, Wyoming east of the foot-hills yvatervilet so that the heavy tru ‘ in the ul 
the Public Land Strip we at of the ninety-seventh degree, and the one hundred | £! yunds, 
and fifth ree of west lo ude in Col senting Guienadnaedl Ware Mexico east Mr. ALLISON. I will sav to tl C \ : . - os 
of the foot ls of the Roe ky Mountains, or 150 degrees west longitude, that Roa az : ti at , ’ ey LAL bile 
being generally the nearest foot-hills line, and the divisions of Texas between ommittee on Appropriations di ot have t nec y ed in- 
97 degreesand 105 degrees west | itude. formation to enable them to fix certainly the t 1 
These latter reports will describe the subdistricts into which each divisior that $14,700 was too much f ‘ : . : 
was formed and will give a tabular statement showing the num! or of flow : genet cag : 
wells, the total flow in gallons per minute, the average flow, the elevations, t! a Son Cee we wee . I 
owners’ names, pressure of water per square inch, use of sai d wells and their | cerned, to allow the ¢ yt 
supp whetie for city, domestic, or agriculture; and, if for irrigation, the udoy ted 
number of acres served The increase or decrease of the f flow is also: ote .~ Mr WepH Pann 
complete history of a large number of flowing wells has thus been obtained gece LCP ELEN . , 
Coupled with the use made by the supervising one of railroad topo- in the House of Representatiy .- 
graphical data, and the aid obtained therefrom, under his dir 1 by the field | tion. 
agents, the entire field has been measurably covered and surveyed. The accu PRESIDIN 
racy of the data is most remarkable, considering the shortness of the time em i i LLIN it 
ployed and the largeness « f the area embraced. The appropriation under will be stated. 
which this investigation was authorized, did not become available until the Lith e { Cy ( | 
of April. Upto date leven weeks have been consumed, During that time t a Shao ‘ . : 
supervising engineer has traveled over 12,000 miles, the chief geologist at least | ™ , y ame OY BS 
13,000, the several division employés from 2,000 to 7,000 each, making in actual 
travel at least 70,000 miles, } : f 
Then he goes on and gives the area and shows that work has practi- | ee oe — eis 
cally been completed under this, and yet this work is to be opened — -® .. ie 
wain. Theation of the Committee on Appropriations, which report ed a eee = a . airy to ina : 
this bill and which was discussed for three or four days, must now ‘ ' mC] ee 
t be opened over again and the action of the Senate in agreeing to these : oe F 
amendments must be reviewed. That seems to be the work betore ; . 
the Senate now, and it wiil consume some little time to reinvestigate | 
and rediscuss these propositions, The amendment w 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment. The PRESIDING ii 
Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the proposed amendment ? be stated. 
The Pp tESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. | The Cuier CLER} On page { 
r RETARY. On page 54, line 17, it is proposed to strike out | the Senate, as in Committee of t 
and insert ‘‘ three;’’ so as to read: ve and, after the word inds } 
For topographic surveys in various portions of the United States, $300,000. } . 
‘ ‘ ¥ | 1 es VW 1 
Mr. PASCO. On that the yeas and nays were asked. | ane aa ae ~~ 
rp . . “43. . . ps s ra ) 2 a 
Mr. BUTLER. No, I withdrew the call. | cial plat of su: . : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Senator | thigh and about 80 ‘ s if 
from South Carolina to withdraw the call. ze — 
d The amendment was concurred in. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next reserved amendment will And in lieu thereof inserted ‘‘ six so as to make cla read 
be stated. For surveys of pub : 3. SHO itr 4 ‘ 
Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw the reservation I made. fp ge oe meander ines, 3 for township and ' 
Mr. ALLISON. But the amendment will have to be acted on. | of surveying townships occupi riiabe ar st. bre i 
> Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be agreed to. | the surveys sh | 
Mr. ALLISON. It must be voted upon. ip 
aonaene “ . - le alia i ‘ = Thea PPECTI y | > TY 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is on page 55, the irrigation survey. I will Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. Th stion 1s ¢ ring in the 
let it be agreed to. |; amendment 
Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the amendment on page 55, line 22, down | he amendment was concurred in 
Tha PRPFSIDI - : . , . : 
to and including line 25, and all of page 56, be mekiod as agreed to rh » PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk informs the Chait 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us know what it is. that there are no other res¢ 1 amend ‘ 
Mr. COCKRELL. I will let that be agreed to. | Ir. EDMUNDS. The Chief Clerk is staken. I reserved 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will beconsidered as concurred in | 4°" iment on page 112, it isin my print, about the Gover it 
unless there be objection. | Printing Office, the getting of land, 1 I reserved it merely for the 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us know what it is, | purpose of correcting, at the suggestion of my friend from Massachu- 
The SECRETARY. After the word “ dollars,” in line 17, page 54, it setts t vO or three words of mere pblrase to m uke it clear, and I ha 
is proposed to insert—— | left at the desk the suggestion I have to make. 
. - m1" | rm} poLTr ho "Ts i . 
Mr. ALLISON. That has been agreed to. | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment to the 
Mr. COCKRELL. I will read it to the Senate: on page 55— | amendment adopted in Committee of the Whole will be stated. 
Irrigation survey: For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the lhe CHIEFCLERK. In line 37 of the amendment on page 112, afte 
arid region of the United States, etc., $50,000. the word ‘‘with,’’ insert iby one or more of:’’ so as to read 
That was stricken out in the Committee of the Whole, as it was rec- | Or if said board hereby created shall be unable to pu use said land , 
ommended by the Committee on Appropriations to be stricken out. | ™°™* W'*) 88Y One or more of the respective own + ® Freaso 
; centers ro. COEPEnT eras : ; ; 
The | RESIDING OFFICER. Thatamendment will be regarded | Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to that 

‘ concurred in unless there be objection. | ‘The amendment to the endment was avreed t 

Q . ‘ ifl i ( tui li (allie ra ALi ee LU 

é The amendment was concurred in. Mr. EDMUNDS. There are ons two ot] 1m 

¢ TE - ss i . 4 4 . er Art } Ol ( ne ( the 

i Mr. PIERCE. I move to amend, in line 19, page 54, after the | same kind. 

‘ S ; ; The CHIEF CLERK. In line 42 of the sa umendment, after the 

Mr. DOLPH. I would ask if all the reserved amendments have | word ‘“‘land,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘not so purcl 
“ been disposed of. | read ; a ee 
, mo feng bree an : ae ae 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is unable to ascertain if | And directed to make ay ition to the s ft ( 
“— any Senator has an amendment that he wishes voted on separately. | !umbia, at any general or spe: term there 1y pe , 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHErson] | “°" °% ich land not so purchased, and for the ascerta 
had an amendment reserved on page 65. The iment to t} — nas 

; » Pp The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 

: Mr. McP HERSON. The amendment to which I alluded was on Mr. EDMUNDS. There is ther é 
page 65, line 20. The CHIEF CLERI i ‘A alt yee, 

+ : “ee a as : i RA im il! ; i e! vyord pert f nro- 

: , The Sx RETARY. On page 65, line 20, after the word ‘‘roads’’ | posed to insert ‘‘ not so and { : 

; the Senate as in Committee of the Whole inserted ‘‘ within the arsenal Such petition sha aie 
grounds, > and in the same line struck out ‘fourteen thousand seven | chased and selected for the | ‘ r, ete, 
hundred ”’ and inserted “ five thousand: ’’ so as to make the item read: | The amendment to tl 

, 1 ; ; , aeae i 3 ‘ ‘> | t r to 
For macadamized roads within the arsenal grounds, $5,000. The PRESIDING ¢ ( 
IE Dane, 2 i i NG OF! i recurs upo ) r 
Mr. Mi PHERSON. I desire to move an amendment to the com- | in the amendment as 
mittee’s amendment. I move to strike out the word “‘five”’ and in- The amendment as amet i ( lin 
; Sert *‘ten;’’ so as to make the amount $10,000. Mr. MOODY. Ne 
aed > > > Y > , ; 
There seems to be an impression in the minds of the con imittee or of | fered as in Committee of 1 V he , " ' 
some members of it that it was the intention to imapro yve grounds out- | cent. discount. 


side of the arsenal, which is not true. The sum of 5,000 is codtiate | The PRESIDING OI CER t t 
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The Cuter CLERK. 
to insert 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue bis investigations for the 
purpose of determining the extent and availability for irrigation of the under- 
flow and artesian waters within the region between the ninety-seventh degree 
of longitude and the eastern slope of the Rocky Mountains, and to collect and 
publish information as to the best methods of cultivating the soil by irrigation, 


20,000, 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The Chair put the question and declared that the ayes appeared to 
prevail. 
; Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask for a division. 

The question being put, the ayes were 15. 

Mr. ALLISON. I bope no further count will be insisted upon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the motion to lay on the table is lost. 

Mr. COCKRELL and Mr. GORMAN. No; it is not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; it is. You can not carry anything by 15 
votes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
again by a viva voce vote. 
amendment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MOODY. 
the Senator having this bill in charge and other Senators I do not call 


for the yeas and nays because that call would disclose the want of a 
quorum at this time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, Mr. President, there are. I move to amend 
the bill on page 63, line 16, beginning after the word ‘‘that’’ to the 
end of line 20. Down to line 16, including the ‘‘end,’’ in the print 


1 have, it has already been stricken out. I move to strike out the rest 
of what appears in the print: 


The Chair will put the question 
The question is on the motion to lay the 


Are there further amendments to the 


That so much of the conditions attached to said appropriation in said sundry 
civil act as requires the work shall not be commenced until the city of Rock 
Island shall deposit in the Treasury of the United States one-half of said appro- 
priation towards reimbursing the United States for the expenditure be, and the 


same is hereby, repealed, 

Now, Mr. President, I have this to say upon this subject: It was 
only a year anda half ago when, asI supposed after full consideration— 
perhaps the same sort of consideration that we give to these subjects 
to-night—the Congress of the United States on the 2d day of March, 
1889, intheappropriation bill made this provision about this viaduct—— 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me one moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. At this hour of the night I would rather, as far as 
I am concerned or have any authority about this question or any voice 
about it, consent to the striking all of the proposition rather than have 
any more time spent in the debate. 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senator from Vermont to the fact that in line 2 the word ‘‘ Pro- 
vided’’ has not been stricken out by the committee, so that it will be 
necessary to go back to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not mind about that. If the Senator from 
Towa in charge of this bill, since we had a small discussion about this 
matter a day or two ago, has become satisfied that it is for the public 
interest to strike that thing out, then, of course, ifthe other Senators 
agree with him, I have nothing to say; but there is a history about 
this business that would be interesting if anybody insisted that pro- 
vision ought to stay in. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there is any history about it, I shall sit down 
patiently and hear it. If the Senator from Vermont supposes or indi- 
cates by that observation of his that this provision was inserted in the 
bill in 1889 without full discussion and understanding of every pro- 
vision and ev«ry detail of it, then I shall be glad to hear him explain 
how that is. 

Mr. EWMUNDS. It is exactly the reverse, Mr. President. I seem 
to be very unfortunate to-day in exciting the sensibilities of my friends, 
because it was exactly what I was going to say, that the provision of 
1889 was undoubtedly adopted after careful consideration and that I 
was endeavoring now to show to the Senate that it ought not to be re- 
versed in less than a year and a half without some very potent reason 
for it. Thatis my point. If the Senator from Iowa agrees with me 
about that then it is not necessary for me to say anything more upon 
that point. I certainly did not mean to imply any reflection upon 
him. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will say merely this: Of course this is a matter 
of public interest, in which every Senator here does the best he can. 
This matter came to us from the House of Representatives upon the 
statement, made by those who knew most about it, that it was im- 
possible to secure the assent of the city of Rock Island to pay its half 
of this property, and that this was necessary in the interests of the 
Government and in public interests. That may be soor it may not 
be so. 

I think the world will not come t6 an end if this matter should be 


postponed for another year, or even five years, and therefore I am per- 
fectly willing to let it go. 


At the end of line 21, on page 55, it is proposed 


I want it distinctly understood that at the request of 












Mr. EDMUNDS. I am satisfied. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont to strike out the lines indicated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, I move tostrike out, on page 
63, lines 21 to 25, inclusive. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 63 it is proposed to strike out from 

line 21 to 25, inclusive, in the following words: 

For the further development of the water-power pool at Rock Island, as per 
plans and detailed estimates submitted in House Executive Document No. 381, 
‘ifty-first Congress, first session, $101,000, ° 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to call the attention of my friend from 

Iowa to the act of Congress passed on the 8th of October, 1888, on the 
subject of this Moline water-power—that is what this dam business 
is—which provided— 


For the reconstruction of the Government dam at the Rock Island arsenal 
and for the immediate construction ofa temporary dam to furnish water-power 
for said arsenal and to be used as a coffer-dam when the permanent dam is re- 
constructed, $275,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War: Provided, That this appropria- 
tion shall not be construed or held as importing or implying any obligation on 
the part of the United States to maintain said dam or works by reason of any 
obligation tosaid Moline Water-Power Company, and no money hereby appro- 
priated shall be expended until the Moline Water-Power Company shall agree 
that no liability on the part of the Government to maintain the dam, water- 
power, or other works in connection therewith exists whenever the Govern- 
ment shall see fit to relinquish the use of said power: Provided further, That 
whenever the Government shall cease to maintain or use said water-power it 
shall reconvey in fee-simple, to said Moline Water-Power Company, its right 
and title to use the same. 


Now, in the same sense that my friend from Iowa has said, for I have en- 
tire confidence in his judgment and discretion, in view of this act of a 
year and a half ago, saying we would not go on with that pool business, 
which my friend perfectly well understands and which was discussed 
when this matter came up of digging out the sand at the head of the 
flame of the Moline Water-Power Compary there, I ask him to let this 
go out for the time being, until he can consider it in conference and do 
what he thinks to be right and report to us. Iam perfectly willing to 
do it, because it will take some time to go through the history of 
this Moline water-power business and the acts of Congress that have 
taken place about it, and the contentions of the company, etc. Inas- 
much as less than a year and a half ago Congress made the positive 
determination that it would not go on and expend money in cleaning 
out the sand if it got in at the head of their dam, which they contended 
Congress was bound to do, and I thought, and the Senate thought, and 
Congress thought a year and a half ago we were not under that obliga- 
tion, I am perfectly willing to trust my friend from Iowa to take time 
to consider it. 

Mr. ALLISON. ifthe Senator will allow me, I do not understand 
that we decided anything in the provision except that we did not by 
the appropriation imply that we were bound to do a certain thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And we said we would not spend a cent of money 
except on those conditions. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree now that there isa provision in the statute 
of 1888 that escaped my notice, and that is that the money appropri- 
ated here for the construction of this dam should not be expended until 
the Moline Water-Power Company should agree to certain provisions 
respecting the water-power. Now, I take it for granted that that 
agreement has been made. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. No, it has not. It is just as it was before. 
Mr. ALLISON. If that agreement has not been executed, then I 
think there is some force in the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Vermont. I should be very glad to know from either Senator from 
the State of Illinois whether the Moline Water-Power Company has 
executed such an agreement as is contemplated here. I know the work 
is going on, and I do not see how the money could be expended with- 
out this agreement being made by the Moline Water-Power Company. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Money is being expended, but not for that par- 
ticular purpose, as I understand it. The Senator will see that the 
clause that I move to strike out refers to House Executive Docu- 
ment No. 381, Fifty-first Congress, first session. Now, when I turnto 
House Executive Document No. 381, Fifty-first Congress, first session, 
I find that it is dated on the 14th of May, 1890, and refers simply to 
House Executive Document No. 300, Fiftieth Congress, first session. 
That is what it really amounts to. It merely takes that up; and that 
was sent to the House of Representatives on the 4th of May, 1888. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the passage of the act. I understand that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; and the act was passed, not in accordance 
with the recommendation of the document, but as Congress thought 
it fit to make it, with those limitations. I may be mistaken, but I 
think I am not. 

As I understand this provision as it stands here in the bill, it binds 
Congress to go straight on according to this recommendation embraced 
in House Executive Document No. 381 of this year, and taking up 
Document No. 300 of last Congress, and sets all that legislation aside, 
Now, if the Senator is willing to let this go out, so that the question 
will be kept open and can be looked into and the right thing done, I 


shall be content. 
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1890. 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I want to say one word more. 
the obligation of the Government respecting this water-power, I have 
looked into that with some care from time to time, and I must say that 
from year to year I forget a great many things respecting it, because I 
can not remember the details from year to year. This matter has been 
before the Senate Committee on Appropriations for a great many years 
and ina great many ways. We are bound, as I understand, to develop 
that water-power. 

When I say ‘‘ we,’’ I mean the Government of the United States is 
bound to develop that water-power according to a plan made by Gen- 
eral Rodman many years ago. But we are not bound to do it either 
to-day or to-morrow or next year. We can do it whenever we please, 
but in our own discretion, because the provision or contract states that 
this improvement shall depend upon appropriations to be made bh; 
Congress. 

There is no present need, I think, that is, no absolutely present need, 
of this water-power. The reason why two Secretaries of War have 
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recommended that this water-power pool be adjusted is that during the | 


construction of this dam it will be a great deal less expensive to im- 
prove the water-power as proposed here than it will at any future time. 


This $101,000 in this bill for the improvement of this water-power | 


will complete it, whereas if we allow the dam to be rebuilt, as it is 
nearly rebuilt now, and the water to be turned in and thrown upon 
it, it will cost a great many thousand dollars to again withdraw the 
water and improve this water-power pool as is proposed. 


That is all there is in it; and that is why the Secretary of War two | 


years ago sent, and why the present Secretary of War sends, to the Sen- 
ate the document of 1888, because he believes that it can: be more 
wisely improved now than at any other time. If there is any doubt 
of it, as far as Iam concerned, I am willing it shall be examined into 
more in detail. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr.EDMUNDS. If theSenator from Illinois will allow me, I should 
like to say a word further. It will be noticed by any Senator who 


cares enough about the public money to read the clause, as everybody | 


does, that the Secretary of War in sending the document mentioned in 
this clause in the bill makes no recommendation whatever. He sim- 
ply transmits it for the consideration of Congress without any recom- 
mendation whatever. It is a mere statement for the consideration of 
Congress of what is suggested by the engineer, and that supersedes ap 


parently all the legislation and the careful provisions made less than | 


a year anda halfago, That is the trouble about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, if the Senator will allow me, I can not fora 
moment conceive how it is that the Government of the United States, in 
the face of the statute, is going on to expend money for rebuilding this 
dam unless the Moline Water-Power Company has complied with every 
provision of the statute. Any Secretary of War to do it would be sub- 
ject to impeachment, I think. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He has not recommended anything 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not speaking of the recommen 
speaking of the conditions of that statute. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The building of the dam is one thing and the 
arrangement of this pool for use on one side of the island and the Mo- 
line Water Works and on the other side of that stream between the 
mainland and the island for the use of the Government works is quite 
another thing. : 

Mr. ALLISON. 
other. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly; and therefore when you come to read thi 
detailed estimate in this Document No. 300 of the year before, which 
Congress had before it at the time when Congress made this provision, 
you will see that this provision of this bill is not right as it appears. 


of the kind, 
dation; I am 


Absolutely different; they have no relation to each 


All that I wish to do in the present state of the Senate is to keep the 
matter open, so that the two committees of the two Houses may find 
out exactly what the state of things is and make the proper recom- 
mendations; otherwise I should endeavor to go into a still fuller ex- 
planation. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I can not undertake to go to work 
to read a dozen documents here to-night on this question, because | 
think it would be imposing apon the Senate. However, there is no 
doubt in my mind that the provision in the bill is in exact accordance 
with the contracts existing between the Government and the water- 
power company of that place. If it had not been so, the Secretary 
of War, if he had done his duty, would have said so; but upon the con- 
trary he sends in a report here referring to the legislation of 1888. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; he does not refer to it at all 

Mr. CULLOM. I think he does. I am not sure exactly what he 
says; I have not the report in my hand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There itis 

Mr. CULLOM. He says: 





TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 23, 189. 

: Ihave the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Con- 
gress, copy of a communication from the Secretary of War of the 27th instant 
submitting additional estimates by the Ordnance Department of the Army for 
appropriations as follows. y 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


Sir 


Then follows what the Secretary of War said. 























Mr. CULLOM. The Secretary of War savs 

Ss I have the honor to forward for trans 7 t « 
t ites ppropriations required for t Lt 

Chat does not refer to the water-power 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is House Executive Dox ent 381, is it not? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have in my hand Docu it No 31 

j . ‘ 
| Mr. CULLOM. Here is the report of the Secretary of War, and I 
| wil! read it: 

4 temporary dam has been< - t t h wa ver for the arsenal 
and to be used asa coffer-dam when the | r! inentdam is re« striucte she 
work of repairing and reconstructing the dikes and e inkments of the wa- 
ter-power | lis in progress vd « tracts ha een ma and st 
ered for re structing the per ur t dam i re 1 t < the 
Rock Island bridge. 

Mr. ALLISON. That the Senator does not need to read Hlere is 
the document to which the Senator from Vermont referred 

Mr. CULLOM. This is the report of 1889, what the present Secre 
tary of War says. 

Mr. ALLISON. That isa detailed report Here is the report where 
he alludes to the question, 

| Mr. CULLOM. Very well. It says 

} Phe Secretary of War is the hon to tra nit to the House of R esenta- 

| tives, for the information of the Comr c I s, a letter } © 
Chief of Ordnan lated the 29th ulti a H se Executive D 1- 

|} ment No. 300, ieth Congress, first sessio being a sp il estimate of $101,- 

| OO for the further development of the water-power pool at the Rock Island 

| arsenal 

{ REDFIELD PROCTOI 

| The SPEAKER OF THE HovseE or Re! SENTATIVES 

i Then follows the letter of the ¢ 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Sen: d that It gives a very 
good reason why the appropriation ni now 
| . . . we 
| Mr. CULLOM. It is as follow 

} O! Or g, W I ART I 

| 

j Was ( A} SoD 

| S I have the honor to submit copy ot House Executive Doc ent 00 
Fiftieth Congress, first session, being a spe al estimate of $101,000 “for the 
further development of the water-power pool at the Rock Island arsenal,” 

| Thisestimate was before Congress at the t ewhena t riation .dam 

to replace the one firstswept away in May, ISs8, by the sw en rive was to be 

|} made, and nothing was done by eress 

Ch improvement of the pool that Sto supply the ler ‘ dl I ted 
as soon as the dam is 1¢ partiesin interest at Mo e have been dey lof 
| the benefit of the water-power for two years and more and are entitled to a 
plenty of water as soon as the dam is complet 

In the low stages of water the river the rock ¢ va i € ary to 
} permita proper supply oi water to reach the i swor 3 therefore urgent 
and action sh ild be taker vy { wress at its} me ts 
| Respectfully : 
| 3. V 
| ‘ 
| The SEcRETA! ‘ Wa 

Now, if that do not show that the Government of the United 
| States regards it as important that this work shall go on, I do not 
know what does. The Senator from Vermont co 3 in here t the 
very last moment in reference to this bill, and when for the purpose of 
accomm dating Senators we consent to the g ivy out of one pr on, 
he follows that up and p! »yposes to strike out the rest of the li, I sup 
pose, which refers to that arsenal or anything about it 

So far as I am concerned, I propose to stay here until we sett 
question one way Or the othe | W y as a matter of ‘ 
modation, to let the other pro on £o out ol I did not b V 
it ought to go out, and I t k the 1 that ht no 
to have gone out. But Iam not willing that tl } l go 
out, because it is important that the work should goon the ithe 
Government has bound itself that should do s ind the Secretary 
of War practically rece nen t 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President t Senat rom | vis will 
read the contract made by Ge LG t | t 
pany, as I dare say he often has, I tl he will agree as a lawyer and 
as a Senator that the preter } this water-pow Corpor in 
respect of what isthe duty « he United tat ibout the |} ess 
are entirel) 1, an 1 t t the Chief of Ord 
nance says t expl ) Lou t 

rr { at terest i ) 
porat i 
ae CULLOM ar 5 
noration. Ift » (5 nment is avreed to do l ft 
i 
make any d ference whe { 1 water-power « Ul 46 
demands it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS K tly so, Mr ident the Gover ent has 
agreed to do this thing 

Mr.CULLOM. And it ha 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Th t ‘ from 
Illinois and myself, if I may do ut offense to him, may differ. 

Mr. CULLOM. Do as you pleas 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hay hee o unhappy to-day in giving offense 
to people that I do not even dare to dilie! with the Senator trom I l- 
nois on a mere question of law without the danger of serious personal 
| encounter, as we sit so near to each other, 
| Mr. CULLOM. You are entirely safe, sir 1 ca iv Ww ou 


| have a mind to. 









ee es ne 


~ RP 
< 


wee 7 
= ain 


pn 








_ 





AC ieee 


eens ~~ 


GL. Ss 


a ee 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is very charming. 
Mr. President, between the United States and the 


I") nir t 
he contract, 


water-power company is here in print. On previous occasions when 
1) ime contest for what are called on one side the rights of this cor- 
poration and what are called on the other side its extortionate and un- 
founded demands has been before us, the question has been carefully 


considered by Congress, and the last outcome of it was the act passed 
jess than a yearand a half ago upon the subje t, when, in spite of what- 
ever Opposition the water-power company could make, by whatever 
means it could get hold of, Congress passed into a law the provision 
which I have once read, and which the Senator trom Iowa has again 
referred to, and has stated with his usual candor that there was one 
provision in it that had escaped his notice; that this business of pro- 
viding water for this company should not go on except upon certain 
conditions named. 

The recommendation which the Chief of Ordnance now makes refers 
to his estimate of the year before and his letter and statement which 
was made three months before Congress passed this act, and he said 
Congress did nothing about it. Congress did do this thing about it: 
Monthe after his report had been sent to Congress 

Mr. ALLISON. Uf the Senator will allow me 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dorn in the chair). 
Senator from Vermont yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. My mind now recurs to the manner more in de- 
tall. The amendments which have been alluded to were offered by 
the Senator from Verment to this very provision as respecting the re- 
construction of the dam, and it wus done upon the ground that the 
Moline Water-Powei Company were claiming in some sense that they 
were greatly damaged because of the washing away of the original dam, 
and the Senator from Vermont insisted, as I now remember, that this 
money should not be expended for the reconstruction of thedam until the 
Water-Power Company shonld give such guaranties and such relin- 
quishments as would cut off any idea of damages because of the wash- 
ing away of the original works. So that amendment, which is all 
right enough and had escaped my mind for the moment, was put on 
under those circumstances. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suppose it was put on by the Senate, and not 
by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. ALLISON. I meant on motion of the Senator from Vermont. 
The Senator from Vermont suggested the amendments and they were 
very properly agreed to, I think. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Sol thought, Mr. President, and they became a 
law; and in spite of that it is proposed now in this bill to do some- 
thing else and different. If Congress wishes to do it, then it ought to 
understand all the history of this transaction, these contracts, and the 
money that has been spent in pursuance of them, and all that sort of 
thing, if we do business in the regular way. It is possible that my 
friend from Illinois, as he says this is in conformity with the last law 
upon the subject, would be willing to have this House provision so 
modified as to provide that it should besubject to the provisions of the 
act of October 2, 1888. If he is willing to do that, then I will with- 
draw my motion to strike out the whole paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can see no objection to that. I think that is a 
very wise amendment. If that relinquishment has not already been 
made, which I am sure it has been, 1 am perfectly willing that this 
money shall be expended on the same condition, so far as Iam con- 
cerned, and I have no interest in it other than the public interest. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will state what the amendment is 
that he proposes, so far as I am concerned, I will tell him whether I 
agree to it, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
draw his amendment ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; I move to perfect the paragraph to be 
stricken out first, which I believe isin order. I move to add at the 
end of the paragraph: 








Does the 


Does the Senator from Vermont with- 


Subject to all the provisions contained in the act of October 2, 1888, entitled 
“An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,” relating to the 
reconstruction of the Government dam at Rock Island arsenal, and the Moline 
Water-Power Company. 


That will cover it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I withdraw my motion to strike out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont with- 
draws the motion to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, there is one more observation that 
I have to make about this subject of Rock Island, which relates to 
water-power, on page 62, but I shall make no motion about it at this 
time. I think it right to say in halfa minute that Congress provided, 
about 1879, by an express law relating to the Reck Island bridge, asit is 
called, the railroad bridge across the Mississippi River, that the bridge or 
railroad company, whoever had the use of it, should be entitled tocharge 
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$3 a car for the passage of cars over that bridge, which was built at an 
expense of ever 50 many hundred thousand dollars, I do not know how 
much, and that two-fifths of the money thus received should be paid 
into the Treasury of the United States for the car-bridge service, the 
railway company taking three-fifths and the United States two-fifths. 
Monthly accounts were required to be rendered, and I have the act 
here at hand, but I will not take time to read it, as I only want to 
call attention to it. The money was to be paid in monthly. 

I sent an inquiry to the War Department and to the Treasury De- 
partment this morning whether the railway company, now covering a 
period of, I think, a little more than ten years, had ever paid in any- 
thing. The Treasury Department and the War Department replied 
that the company never had. I find in the reports of the Chief of 
Ordnance about Moline and this bridge a statement of the amounts 
of traffic over the bridge, of course ever so many thousand cars each 
year, etc. Soif that act of Congress had been obeyed there would 
have come into the Treasury before this time probably more than 
$100,000-—— 

Mr. HOAR. Has nothing been done to secure it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, nothing at all done. Secretary Lincoln 
called the attention of the Attorney-General to it in his career, but at 
that particular time, the thing just going into operation, the amount 
apparently then was less than $5,000, and for some reason it was sug- 
gested that it should wait until the share of the United States should 
be more than $5,000. Perhaps it was on account of appealing to the 
Supreme Court or something of that sort. But both theSecretary of the 
Treasury and the Secretary of War report to me to-day—and I have 
their letters and telegrams in my pocket—that nothing bas ever come 
in at all, and there the thing rests. 

Now, we go on to provide continually for keeping up the bridge at 
Government expense, one-half of it. I believe the company has paid 
its share of repairs, etc., but this requirement of the act of Congress 
for the payment in of two-fifths of this bridge car-service for this pe- 
riod of a dozen years, amounting now to a great deal of money, has 
never been complied with at all, according to their statement. 

Mr. CULLOM. I would inquire of the Senator if there is no way 
of collecting it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think I can imagine what the contention of the 
companies would be, for companies have generally some contention. 
It may be that the original joint resolution passed in 1868 or 1867 or 
thereabouts providing for the construction of this bridge, partly at the 
cost of the United States and partly of the company, this railroad 
bridge, etc., did not contain a clause of amendment or repeal, which 
we are extremely careful to put in now, and doubtless the contention 
of the company is that, inasmuch as that act of Congress did not con- 
tain a provision for amendment or appeal, it was not constitutionally 
competent for Congress atterwards to change the law and require part 
of that bridge car-service to be paid into the public Treasury to help 
pay our share of the repairs, etc. But that is a mere suggestion of 
mine that it may be the contention. The fact is, however, that what 
Congress required to be done has been, apparently with deliberation, 
omitted to be done. 

I am not going to move any amendment, but I thought it proper to 
make thisstatement. It wasan amendment of the act of 1865, volume 
21, page 482, and the original act of 1868 is in volume 15, page 259, 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know the fact, but I take it for granted 
that if this railroad company has violated any law in failing to pay its 
proportion of what the law requires the Attorney-General ought to in- 
stitute suit and make the company pay if there is any way to do it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that is true, and I think it might be 
worth considering for the tax-payers whether we ought to go on and 
help keep up this railroad bridge if the company do not furnish part 
of the money to help do it. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Vermont that I 
have no doubt if he should add to this paragraph a direction to the 
Attorney-General to examine the state of that account and cause the 
claim to be enforced, if it exists, it would go in by unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I dare say, but it is no use. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to cast any reflection upon any of 
the executive officers of the Government without at least a jrima facic 
case. Section 2 of the act of 1881 provides—and I should be glad to 
have the Senator from Vermont note what it says— 


That the joint resolution approved July 20, 1868, authorizing the construction 
of the bridge over the Mississippi River * .o connect the island of l'ock Island 
with the cities of Davenport Rock Island ” is hereby so amended as to re- 
quire the Chicago, Rock Island and Pac fic Railroad Company to charge for 
any cars carrying freight other than tho: e passing over its own road, and for 
its own cars when carrying freight for other roads, which it may carry across 
said bridge, a sum not exceeding $ for every loaded car, two-fifths of which 
sums shall be paid by said railroad company into the Treasury of the United 
States each month; and the monthly returns thus made shall be in such form 
and with such authentication as the Secretary of War shall direct. 


That provision was made in 1881, and there was a contention be- 
tween the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad Company and 
the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railroad Company respecting 
the use of this bridge; and it was intended as a coercive power upon 
this Rock Island company to allow other railroads to use the bridge, 
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| 
which it contended, and I believe other bridge companies contended, | I will use the privilege granted to 
they were not obliged to do. |} manner, I desire i ) a 
The Senator says the Rock Island company owes the Government| JheSPEAKER 
$100,000. I venture the statement, without knowing anything about | irom lichiga 
it, that the Rock Island Railroad Company does not owe the Govern-| i tere was noo ; 
ment 100,000 cents under that contract, or the tenth part of 16. | Mr. CHIPMAN Mr. S : I re 
ir. EDMUNDS. In 1882 it amounted to over $3,000. | 4 Congress. Itist t it embr: 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there are no further amendments, | the State, but that emphasizes the \ I 
the question is, Shall the amendments be engrossed and the bill be | found 1 1 
read a third time? ; | u enail Of |} 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read | of e it ional. 
a third time. hibition is rightand becau c we Lay 1 } 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. to StOp Une Sale 0: beer and wine as article u 
THE REVENUE BILL. } here is no other gro which i ' 
ne & > . 2 } power, and ought t er ttoadaot I i p 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the unfinished business be laid before Sih, Sf siieee Miietieieann ‘Medceens alien meal. ine ied 
the Senate. : ; hes. ccxemedien 4 rer ee ft eget wae ee 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair lays before the Senate the | stood. and that centlemen ae senting wine and r States . 
unfinished business, being the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue | j.. ¢11) view of thee seceus a M Seaviaak initia cited h 
and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. a | are opposed to prohibition, aia scans, emai, Giliaieen te cme 
Mr. ALDRICH. I give notice that I shall call up the bill for con- | ¢. i ure of beer and wine ar ceianids eadtanatetliads tn " ! 
sideration on Monday next, at 2 o’clock. tected by law. We must he nie ee on , 
Mr. PASCO. I move that the Senate adjourn. - 1 eaneenin fren if ib in ecidell to One diseretios to.46 : “a 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 8 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) | on vinced of our constitutional po eel 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 21, 1890, at 120’clockm. | jr we have such powel ' : 
| A political reason will not be su ient. The exigen ! - 
ee ee proaching election will not be an answe t peopl 4 1 t 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ee eres eee en ne 2 > 
of the citizen to trade is just as sacré 1d the Const é 
SATURDAY, July 19, 1890. | rig ts of th » States r lati e to the United States. I ca 
| stand why a Federal right is less sacred than a State right, r wi 
The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curnpert, | a State’s rizht shall be subordinated toa Federal power There no 
D. I., of Washington, D. C. } vacuum between the power of the State and of the General Govern 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. | ment, between State rights and Federal rights rhere : 
UNION PACIFIC LAND GRANTS. | yround Yhere one ends the ot begin The Federal | 
Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding with the special or- | “O'S Sy @Fe Um ee ee eee : eae 
der this morning I would like to ask unanimous consent to introduce | “7° "*t'© powers ane brnararons of secera’ powers. 44 minority 0 
a short resolution and have it read for the information of the House |<", PoObIC A & prodrbition rate aa ‘8 
before its reference. On account of its importance I ask to have it a. Pee ee 
read in the hearing of the House and printed in the REcorD. ? ea et oe : seer 2 
Mr. GROSVENOR. What does it relate to? = se ee ee ee Noe - 
The SPEAKER (after examining the resolution). To the issue of see aa in asec agar eager" aaa eae t ee a 
land patents to the Union Pacific Railroad Company. the a ee ee ae oan ; 
There being no objection, the resolution was read, as follows: z — glee rs pie 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, ete., That the Secretary of : ” “s : 42 — - . : 
the Iuiterior be, and he is hereby, directed to suspend the issue of patents for | ."* © great Wi : . ™ t - t 
lands to the Union Pacific Railroad Company until the adjustment ofthe debt | Uberty oO: t i 
due the United States from said company; and the Attorney-General is author he term 0 0 j r ‘ 
ized to instivate such legal proceedings as may be in his opinion necessary to : 7 5 ’ i 
subject the lands granted to and held by said company to the payment of th« ee ee ee eene es : aes Peat — ; 
said debt due the United States. over funct 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee | ~ SE = ee eee p be page 
on the Public Lands. = ms sip aan xceptio eee , ' <u 
Mr. MCRAE, Mr. Speaker, I do not question the reference, which | Se ec : ee sees ; 7 eee 
I think is a proper one, but in order to settle any question of jurisdic- | "°° ! : 
tion which may arise between the Committee on the Public Lands and ‘ a ce ae ee re ial . - 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads I call the Speaker’s attention to eee ae ‘~ es — ere Td 
the subject of the resolution, with a view to settling the question | ee og 
whether the resolution should go to the one committee or the other. | P.°** a ea aa ti Se care 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend from Arkansas will ask unani- | * <e or ope Ao pastayg onge ee ee a 
mous consent to put that measure on its passage now. I do not be- |“) *** ® aon. sn, as a ‘ oe ee eae 
lieve there will be any objection. ee ee een re eee aS a IS © cae! 
Mr. McRAE. I will now prefer that request. power of Congress over interstate comm ae : 
Mr. DINGLEY. I demand the regular order. tr is Maga ie tan BRS tive Sopra wo 
Mr. THOMPSON. I shall object if it is going to take up any of the mit to it ed ~ fei irene mamta ge 
time allotted to the corfsideration of the original-package bill. ee ee one et tt I 
Mr. McRAE. The only question, then, Mr. Speaker, is as to the | » well en €Vourt in mvs. 
jurisdiction of the two committees named. me. ee ae oe , . 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has already announced its reference to | see cn etigee mad ode : oe ais duk dade 
the Committee on the Public Lands, which reference has been ac-| ww s« the very Hesion of the crant of 1 to t 
quiesced in by the House. eee eer ae lim ie Mr ae : 
Mr. MCRAE. That is satisfactory to me. a Fe ie —nasgpatho we See et rer es 
im posibg i 5 ercou vi ( ‘ i ¢ I 
ORIGINAL-PACKAGE BILL. | nation [The Supreme Court | D ] 1 t t 
The SPEAKER. The special order before the House is the further | true design of 1 commerce power. Th have, to 1 
consideration of the bill (8. 398) to limit the effect of the regulation of definition of the commerce which we 1 regulate, that it excl 
commerce between the several States and with foreign countries in | #!! power of State interfer 
certain cases, new doctrine. It is old, and has been defined t ) t 
Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desired very much to enter some | #24 4galt [t was asserted in Gil eae Mary 
remarks in the RECORD in opposition to the original-package bil] now | /4"4. in the license cases, and other i e Field in Welton 
before the House. My people are opposed to it and I am opposed to | ' Missouri, speaking for the court the ext 
it; but I am suffering from very severe illness, and though I had ex- , POW*t by description of the object of its control. He says 
pected to address the House I find myself utterly incapable of doing : erce comprehends r for the eoftrade in any and all its 
so. Under these circumstances I ask consent of the House that I may | (2°"\". Bcuding the transportation, purchase, séle, and exchange of commod 
be permitted to publisn some remarks in the REcorp. I assure the | countries and between the citizens of the different States 


Honse that I will not abuse that permission by inserting anything per-| This is the nature of the commerce we are authorized to regu 
sonal by way of reply to any gentleman who has spoken, and I think | the Constitution and are bound to protect again 
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“intercourse,”’ 


it is ‘‘transportation,’’ ‘‘purchase,’’ ‘‘sale,”’ ‘‘ex- 
it is the right of the citizen to buy and sell in every part 
of the country, untrammeled by local discriminations, vexatious local 
rules, or local prohibitory burdens. 

Now, sir, it is our duty to preserve the rights of the citizen in this 
commerce—to defend him against harm from any quarter. A State 
has no capacity to deprive him of the Federal regulation and protec- 
tion on subjects over which Congress has power. If it could do that, 
we would be obliged to propose laws to the States instead of enacting 
them here; to obtain their assent to every step of our action. The 
Union would be a convenience tolerated on sufferance. Our powers 
would be as peripatetic as the whims and fancies of different localities. 

I am surprised at the accession of State-rights zeal which is the an- 
imus of 1™s bill. I had supposed that not distant events had settled 
that question and that the determination was ‘‘State rights in their 
place, Federal power in its place—the last supreme in its constitutional 
function.’’ This, sir, was the deliverance of years of discussion, and 
was at last formulated in blood and battle as the true relation of the 
States to the nation and the nation to the States. 

Sir, no man prizes more highly than I do the power of the States, 
Their rights are equally precious with the rights of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and are as necessary as the laws which fix the planets in 
their orbits and group constellations in a mighty sequence. On every 
subject over which the States have jurisdiction let them be supreme. 
Let us take no invasive steps into their domain; let us uphold their 
dignity and their power in every just particular; let us cherish them 
as performing beneficent functions for liberty, for enlightenment, and 
seli-government; let us consider every one of their defined powers as a 
limitation on our power here—a barrier over which we must not try to 
leap, a safeguard essential to the perpetuity of free institutions. 

This, sir, is our reasonable and patriotic duty to the States; but we 
have a duty to the Constitution we have sworn to obey and defend; to 
the people who have definite rights under the terms of that instrument. 

Now, sir, I repeat, the original-package decision announces no new 
doctrine. We have had repeated decisions that a State can not dis- 
criminate against the citizen of another State by the imposition of 
taxes on the right to trade. What difference is there in principle be- 
tween a discrimination created by a tax, or other hostile regulation, 
ind one created by ostracism of the products of States or of foreign 
countries ? 

There is no difference. Solongas an article is a subject of commerce, 
of interstate or foreign trade, the Constitution bids the States to stand 
hack, It is within the circle of Federal power. Until its office asa 
subject of commerce is performed, until trade has been interchanged, 
the State must hold aloof. In the language of the Supreme Court: 

If, at any time before it has become incorporated into the mass of the property 
f the State or nation, itcan be subjected to any restriction by the State Legis- 


lature, the object of investing the control in Congress may be entirely defeated. 
Welton vs. Missouri, 91 U. 8S. R., 281.) 


change. 


Does any one deny this? Is it not the inevitable logic of the Con- 
stitution? Is itnot, applied to all the powers of the Constitution, the 
very soul of the greatness and stability of the Government? 

The power over this subject, then, is ours. It is in no sense the 
power of the States. We can not share it with them; we ought not 
to share it with them. Weshould act in our constitutional limits as 
supreme over State and people alike, and be sure to act according to 
the very right. 

Weare called on by this bill to dosomething more than to acquiesce 
in the action of certain States. We are called on to determine that 
that actionis right, for surely we can not indorse it, adopt it as our own, 
if we feel that it is wrong. We can not and ought not exercise our 
power to sanction an abuse. If our discretion only is evoked we are 
still brought face to face with the propriety of exercising it. 

Shall we have one rule for everybody on the same subject, or shall 
we institute one condition of law in one State and another in another ? 

Shall complaisance to local feeling take the place of broad and gen- 
erous constitutional principle? Shall we determine that the sale of 
certain commodities 1s wrong in Maine, Iowa, and Kansas and right 
in New York, Michigan, and Illinois? Shall we outlaw from the Fed- 
eral power a legal product of an overwhelming majority of the State? 
If we do these things we will present an amazing legislative spectacle. 

If we do this in deference to the small number of States which have 
embarked in prohibition, we abandon our power of general, and enter 
on the precarious experiment of special, regulation. Indeed, we estab- 
lish the rule that our functions shall cease whenever a State passes 
laws repugnant to it. But, sir, we doa greater wrong. We abdicate 
our jurisdiction; we betray our duty to protect the rights of all the 
people to buy and sell, to exchange, to transport, to carry on commerce 
between the States. The bill before us proposes to do that as to every 
article prohibited by the States. It contemplates an entire surrender 
of the commerce power. Can we constitutionally do this? I wish to 
answer this question in all fairness, to discuss this bill from a purely 
legal standpoint. I do not deny that we may and ought in certain in- 
stances to adopt State regulations of subjects within our power. But 
the rule to guide us when we do that is very plain. The regulations 
adopted must be in aid of the rights which are protected by our power, 
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not in subversion of them. We have done this in this very matter of 
commerce, As early as 1779 Congress adopted the health laws of the 
several States for the purposes of quarantine. After that, in 1729, I 
think, Congress prescribed that the State pilotage laws should remain in 
force *‘ until further provision is made.’’ 

This action made the health and pilotage laws Federal laws, because 
at the time they were adapted to the carrying out of the power to regu- 
late commerce; but afterward Congress restricted the application of 
the pilotage laws by permitting the pilots of one State to act within 
the limits of another on waters forming the boundary between the two; 
and again by prohibiting discriminations in the rate of pilotage be- 
tween vessels engaged in trade within a State and vessels engaged in 
trade between different States or in foreign trade, or between steam and 
sail vessels. In these last instances Congress overrode the State laws 
as hurtful to commerce. By the adoption of the State regulations and 
by the adoption of regulations which abrogated them, the Federal 
power over the whole subject was asserted. 

The State law was permitted to be the Federal law only to the ex- 
tent that it helped commerce, and was abrogated so far as it became a 
burden and oppressed the citizen engaged in it. We have the choice 
of all methods which can help; we are inhibited by the very nature of 
the constitutional grant of control over commerce to select any which 
will impede or destroy. 

Now, sir, we must not forget that the Federal power embraces every 
article of commerce. This bill proceeds on that principle. Itis the ref- 
uge and support of every kind of trade. The States alone can offer 
serious resistance to it by seeking to impose restrictions, the motives 
of which would be as multiform as the local interests and prejudices. 
Their tendency is to discriminate in favor of their own products and 
their own citizens, their own revenues and their own views of morals. 
It is easy to illustrate how each of these would lead to a conflict with 
the commercial rights of the people of other States. 

Suppose the crusade against tobacco should result in prohibition to its 
use and salein any State. Would we tolerate and adopt legislation cut- 
ting off the market for so\great a productof our common country? A 
State, too, might assume the power to prohibit the importation and sale 
within its borders of some article which it produces largely, and which 
it wishes to protect from outside competition. 

There are different kinds of commercial contracts held valid by most 
of the States, and adopted by the general usage of merchants in inter- 
state transactions. How far cana State assail them, and how far would 
we be justified in joining that assault ? 

In Alabama an attempt was made to tax telegraph messages passing 
between that State and other States. The Supreme Court declared it 
unconstitutional. So in Missouri a discriminating tax was imposed on 
dealers in sewing-machines manufactured outside of the State. It 
met the same fate as the telegraph tax, and now in some of the States 
we have prohibition of the saleof wine and beer. In these instances 
we have the tax on telegrams for purposes of revenue, on the sale of 
sewing-machines for the purpose of protecting a home-made article, 
and the prohibitory law for the satisfaction of a local moral sentiment. 

It is plain that the passage of laws by Congress to gratify the peculiar 
ideas of particular States would result in a particolored legislation, 
uninformed by any general commercial policy, and weakly founding 
itself, not on the Constitution, but on the local limitation put on com- 
merce. This would be State rights rnn mad. It would distinguish 
between the Federal rights of the people of a State and the rights of the 
State itself. It would recognize the independent sovereignty of each 
State in the most practical and absolute manner. Congressional leg- 
islation would consist in a series of exceptions to suit localities. The 
work of shaping national policies would be done at the State capitals, 
and all Federal regulation would be achieved through negotiation with 
the different States. We would have abdicated our power to decide, 
and the differences between the States would become irreconcilable; 
the authoritative force of the Constitution would vanish. 

Sir, we can give no reason for the exercise of a power, save that it is 
in the Constitution and that we are right in our manner of exercising 
it. The adoption of a wrong State law is as reprehensible as the in- 
vention of a wrong Federal law. 

If State action is a reason for Congressional action, where will you 
fix the limit? Will you confine it to the liquor traffic? Why will you 
do that because a State desires it, and refuse to do something else a 
State desires? The present bill is logical, if it is unconstitutional. It 
relegates the entire subject to the States, from which, for wise purposes, 
they were excluded by the Constitution. 

Will you do it because a particular traffic is wrong and you hava 
power to stop it? 

If that is your reason, stop it everywhere. That would be plain 
duty. That would be in consonance with the theory of your power, 
to wit, it would be national in the broad sense of regulation of com- 
merce. It would establish uniformity. It would act ona general prin- 
ciple. Beyond this, it is the only reason which would justify us, if it 
was a true reason, and if the Constitution permits us to barter off the 
rights of the citizen to trade for any reason. 

If that reason does not exist, and it does not exist, with what con- 
science can we vote for this bill? 
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I continually hear that the police power of the States may deal with 
certain subjects. But what is the police power? Who can de 
Where does it begin, where end? If it may override power « ‘ 
Federal Constitution, why not another? Why may it not determine 
against a tariff ta detrimental to fair dealing and good mora!s 
Why mav it not demand that laws regulating immigration should be 
ur vated 1 cer | ilities » that Chinese or tract ) I 
enter ury fr 

If < ) ! t xceptional feeling in particu S sisare 

ib of our constitutional powers, wh t for every othe 

ther a single power of the State, » after all 
‘ tl ivep ver. as the foundation for this pt la i 
Why shall not the taxing power of the State perform the 

hy did we not adopt the telegraph tax and the sewing whine 

ared uncovstitutioral by the Supreme Court? Why use the term 

police power ? lf we are to have indirect nullification of the Federal 
tuthoritvy, why not manfully referthe whole matter to the sovereignty 
of the State? Why not frankly admit its sup rity on its own 
to the laws of the nation ? 

Sir, I can find no ground to justify the passage of this bill. The 
Federal Government can not condemn a great business, lawful in near! y 


ill the States, and drive from the protection of the law an articl 
hich is recognized as property throughont the civilized world. We 
io not legislate for the States alone, but for all the people of the nation 
Chey have their Federal rights as they have theirState rights. Neither 
of these rights is an abstraction. They are both practical privil 
of every-day use and value. Inevery State where prohibition prevails 
there are large numbers of citizens who believe that it isan assault on 
their personal liberty. 

These people have aright to buy as other people have a right to sell 
the commodities of commerce. This is their constitutional right, 
which we may regulate and protect, but neverdestroy. Wecan neither 
deprive the people outside of a prohibition State of the right to ell, 
ir inside ofit of the right to buy. If we did we would not regulate, 
hut destroy. 

I will not enter on the subject of what poli the Federal 
Government has under the Constitution. This is not an occasion tor 
such a discussion. The liquor traffic between the States would not be 
a subject for the exercise of those powers. To apply them to that sub- 
ect would be a precedent fraught with menace to every lawful in 
dustry. It would be the exercise of the power of embargo between t 

tates. It would imply a control in Congress so boundless that 
productions of any State might be rendered valueles Yet, sir, t] 
bill, if it becomes a law, will assert that control notonly over beer 
wine, but over everything else. That would be the essence of our : 
tion, and the limitation put on the power of the State to do mischief 
io commerce between the States would be the source of the very mis- 
chief it is designed to prevent. 

Sir, I believe that prohibiiory legislation is tyrannical and that the 
Constitution of this country does not authorize tyranny. 


Pall 





lt proceeds 
on a wrong theory of government. The opinion of the siiiealas s di- 
vided concerning it, but preponderates against it. The brewerand the 
wine-grower are deemed by a majority of the people to be useful citi- 
zens. Their business is now legitimate under the Constitution. Their 
product is taxed by the Government. Their contracts are enforced by 
the courts. Their traffic constitutes to-day, as it always has, a large 
part of the volume of commerce. They have a rightto sell to whoever 
wishes to buy, and whoever wishes has a right to buy. 

This is their right as citizens. They are entitled to the prote 
of the law against hostile State regulations just as the tele; 
panies and the sewing-mackine dealers were, just as the 
tobacco, cotton, wheat, and wool are. 

Believing this, I can not support this bill. I would not dare to r 
turn to my constituents if I supported it. I will not vote toadopt t! 





tion 
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wrong legislation of any State. 
I will not help to strip citizens of their right to buy and se!] and nse 


any commodity simply because a State has ostracized it. I will not 
vote to decrease the value of invested capital, to drive men from profit- 
able labor, and to force my fellow-citizens to obey laws which are op- 
pressive. Iwill not abtlicate my power and duty as a legislator for the 
whole peopie to propitiate a sentiment which I regard as wrong 

There is an apprehension created by the decision of the Supreme 
Court in the ‘‘original-package’’ case, that it takes from the States the 
power to regulate the saloon. ‘That decision does not authorize the 
sale of liquors to be drunk on the premises where sold. The regula- 
tion of drinking places is an undoubted prerogative of the 


One sale, one change of ownership of the original package, alter i 
brought into the State determines its office as an article of commerce. 
It exhausts its capacity for protection under the Federal power and 


relegates it to the common property, and subjects it to the local regu- 
lation of the State. 

No tippling places can be established under the Federal authority. 
rhe number of such places will neither be increased nor diminished. 
All the reasons which render the control of such places necessary exist 
now as they did before the decision. The power of control remains. 
Nothing is altered, because the court have only declared the well 
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re ks on the o nal-package 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that pnivileg 3s been ted 
Mr. COB] If not, I ask that it be granted nov 
The SPEAKER. he ¢ I ed that that « t ee 
given. 
ir. FRANK. Only to those, Mr. Spe r, who have lressed the 
House to extend their remat 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle 
man from Alabama Is there objection to permitting gentlemen who 
desire to do so to print remarks in the RECORD on this bill ? 
»> was no oMmection, 
] I 4 
Mr. THOMPSON Mr. Speaker, the necessity for the zislation 
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e proposition of this bill is to draw the line between Government | 
and State control over property thus imported at the point where the | 
property is transported into the particular State and there held or of- 
fered tor sale, instead of at the point w bere the property has been sold 
or disposed of by the importer. The decision of the court fixes the 


i 
time when such property shall be deemed to have become a part of the | 
OMMon Mass o1 property within he State and ubject to the laws of | 

| 
' 
| 
| 


‘ 
the ate, at the time of its sale by the importer. The proposition of 
t] ] 

I tw eranya e of commerce is imported into any State from an- 
othe t I or or foreign nation, and there held or offered for sale the 


ia ‘ : ect to the lav fs i State 


ed into the par- 
{ i tate and there held or offered for sale, it shall be deemed 


poses that as soon as the property is 


vi i the cont plation of the law as part of the common mass of | 
pr rty of 1 State and subject to its laws and such od 
m | 

It objected, however, that this bill, if enacted into law, would vio- 
late + ( tution of the United States; that it would bean attempt 
to dk ate to the States a power which by the Constitution of the | 
United States is vested exclusively in Congress. I do not so under- | 
tani it. regard it as strictly and | gitimately a regulation of com- | 
merce: an exercise of the power ‘‘to regulate commerce with foreign | 
nations and among the several States,’’ and not a delegation of that | 
power It n terms a regulation of commerce. There is no propo- | 
ition to « upon the States any power to regulate commerce or to 
control the traffic between the States: and if it is claimed that it con- 


} 
fers any such power upon the States, it isa matter of inference and 
construction and can not be found within the terms of the bill. 

Under the assumption of thecourt, there is, in the absence of legisla- 
tion by Congress upon the subject, absolute free trade among the States. | 
Now, this bill proposes a restriction upon the commerce between the 
State The power to regulate commerce is a broad one, and includes | 
the right to restrict or prohibit, and if you please to discriminate, and 
I know of no limitation upon this power except that whichis found in 


clanse 6. section 9, of Article I of the Constitution of the United States, 
where it is declared that ‘‘ no preference shall be given by any regu- 


lation of commerce or revenue to the ports of one State over those j 
another.’’ 
And if there is any other limitation upon this broad power to regu- | 
late commerce to be found in the Constitution of the United States, I 
have failed to find it. e 
lsut the power is broad and covers the entire field. It ineludes not 
only what we understand ordinarily by regulation, but prohibition and | 
discrimination if you please. It is to be presumed that Congress will | bed 
legislate for the best interests of the people, will legislate to promote 
the welfare of the people and not the contrary; but we are speaking | 
now of a question of power, not of questions of expediency or of policy. 
I hold that it is entirely competent for Congress in the exercise of this 
power to say that articles of commerce, when transported into a State 
for use there, shall immediately become subject to the laws of that 
St: althoug h thereby the sale of the commodity may be defeated. | 
in ‘the bill under consideration there is no limitation upon the right | 
to import for use, but simply upon the right to import for sale, and 
the restriction imposed by the provisions of this bill is, that immedi- | 
ately upon the property being located in the State and there held and 
offered for sale—not for use, but there held and offered for sale—it 
shall become subject to the laws of the State, it shall be deemed within | 
the contemplation of the law as having become a part of the common 
mass of the property of the State, and therefore subject to its laws. 

Mr. HILI Do 1 understand your construction of the bill offered 
by the committee is that it means simply held for sale or offered for | 
sali 

Mr. THOMPSON. That is the language of the bill. 

Mr. HILL. May it not mean held for use or held generally ? 

fr. THOMPSON. No, sir; I de not so understand it. 
ir. HILL. Would it not be better that way? 

Mr. THOMPSON. ‘‘Shall be held or offered for sale” is the lan- 
guage of the bill. I understand by the terms of this bill there is no 
limitation upon the right of a citizen of lowa to import beer from the 
State of Illinois for his own use; but if he imports it for the purpose of | 
sale within the territory of Iowa he would be restricted by the opera- 
tion of this bill, if it should becomea law. He would be restricted in 
this, that the moment it was located in the State and offered and held f 
for sale it would become subject to the laws of that State, and to that | 
extent there would be a restriction of the absolute freedom of com- | 
merce which obtains in the absence of any legislation upon the subject. | 
This does not defeat the purpose for which this power was conferred | 
by the Constitution upon Congress, because it is provided in this bill | 
that | 


‘ 


No discrimination shall be made hy any State in favor of its citizens against 
those of other States or Territories in respect to the sale of any article of com- 








meree, nor in favor of its own products against those of like character produced 
in other States or Territories; nor shall the transportation of commerce through 
any State | t s,cept in the necessary enforcement of the health laws 
of such Stat« 





So that the State must apply to its own people the rule which it ap- 
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plies to the people of other States; and besides that, it is within the 
power of Congress at any time to repeal this law and enact such law 
or laws as may be demanded by the welfare of the whole people. 

I fail to see in the proposition of this bill, therefore, anything more 
than a legitimate exercise of the power to regulate commerce. It im- 
poses a restriction upon the alsolute freedom of trade and commerce 
between the States, it is true, but one clearly within the power of Con- 


erTress, 


if you import simply for your own use, there is no restriction; there 


| is absolute freedom; and in that view of the matter I coniess I would 


prefer, after some thought upon the subject, the Senate bill to the 
Hiouse amendment. I have been discussing the House amendment. 
But I would prefer on reflection to limit the legislation to the particular 
article of commerce which was the subject of the decision of the Su- 
preme Court, and which is the subject of the Senate bill. 

It is an article of commerce, recognized as such by the court, but 
one which needs restriction and regulation in the interest of the morals 
and the health and the peace and good order of the people, and per- 
haps it would be wise to limit our legislation to the particular question 
betore us. We should meet the exigency which is presented to us, and 
not enter into an unknown field ofjlegislation. There is a demand by 
the people of this country for legislation of this character. It is indi- 


| cated, so far as my State is concerned, by a letter which I have from 
one of the most distinguished lawyers in my part of the State, from 


which I will read briefly: 


it is of the first importance that the bill that has already passed the Senate, 
curing the evil effects of the decision ofthe Supreme Courtof the United States 
in the case known as the “lowa original-package case" should be passed at 
onee. The opinion almost universally prevails that the States have no control 
over the sale of intoxicating liquors, either by high license, taxation, or proli- 
bition, when sold in “original packages’’ brought in from the foreign States; 
and the result is that every town and village in Ohiois being raided with what 
is denominated as original packages, and drunkenness is becoming very prev-, 
alent. Intense feeling is being rapidly developed upon the subject, and polit- 
ical parties will be badly wrecked in the near future if aspeedy remedy is not 


afforded. 

Now, we have statements and complaints of this kind from the peo- 
ple of every State in the Union, and I believe we all agree that some 
proper, wise, and salutary law upon this subject is needed to meet the 
disturbed conditions that follow the recent decision of the Supreme 
Court. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has forty minutes remaining. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, the question how far Congress has 
a right to legislate in this matter in view of the decision of the Supreme 
Court is one which I gladly leave to the distinguished lawyers of this 
body. 

I desire to make, however, a few practical suggestions. 

It will be admitted by all that the decision of the Supreme Court 
would never have been made if it had not been thata few of the States 
of this Union had adopted prohibition. Itis unnecessary to state that 
all the people of the United States are, and should be, opposed to the 
evils of intemperance. I am thoroughly convinced that the adoption 
of prohibition and local-option laws by the States, or by certain local- 
ities in the States, is not in the interest of the good morals of the cit- 
izens and not in the interest of true temperance. 

It would seem from the speeches which have been made on the floor 
of this House, and from the reports in the newspapers concerning the 
conduct of the people who for years have lived in districts where 
prohibition exists that since these “‘original-package’’ stores have been 
opened a moral depravity is shown such as could not be found in any 


| place where the open saloon had flourished but where decency and 
| sobriety always existed. 


Either one of two things is true. Either those gentlemen who have 


| communicated with the membersof Congress, or with the press—min- 


isters of the gospel as some may be—have, in order to exert an influ- 
ence on the House, slandered the fair name of their own communities 
for the purpose of carrying out temperance legislation, or the charges 
that we read from these districts are true. If the latter are founded 
on fact, then what crimes can be laid at the door of those prohibitionists 
who have succeeded in fastening upon these States a system that has 
not elevated the character of any of its citizens, but brought about this 
condition of moral depravity. If, however, the former be true, is it a 
wonder that the common-sense citizen stamps the rantings of these so- 
called reformers as pure hypocrisy? I can not think of anything so 
detestable as a member of a community who knowingly and willfully 
will descend to the level of a base slanderer of his fellow-citizens for 
the sole purpose of carrying a temporary point. 

The orgies of the small village in the State of Pennsylvania, recently 
described by a clergyman, one could not find in any manufacturing 
town in my State. 

INTEMPERANCE WILL NEVER BE ROOTED OUT BY LEGISLATION, 

I have not time to go into this matter as fully as I might wish; but 
let me say here that from my personal observation I am satisfied that 
intemperance is on the decline. This I think is largely due to the in- 
troduction and use of that mildest beverage—beer. To the zealous 


| prohibitionist and fanatic, however, this is the most detested of all 


stimulants. He has not such strong words of condemnation for the 
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: man who carries with him a bottle of whisky under the cover of a | more assaults upon the creed and integrity our institutions, a 
“aie prayer-book or Bible and secretly and hypocritically indulges in the | more shocks to the public conscience, | hall stand merely a 
5 liquid. Expe rience has also shown that these zealous advocates of pro- | shadow of our former name. 
fs hibition are much given to exaggeration and untruthful statements \ little more centralization, a es to 
7 \ large portion of our citizens of German birth and parentage on ac- | the miserable level of local depend f 
count ot their universal custom of using this mildest form of stimulant that we have been taught to! 
, seem to have excited the special hatred of thes e people. We have but | patriotic heart-tendrils ] tw 
‘ to look at the condition of this clase of clidnenn to retute their slanders. | in the temples whet » have i 
3 I was present at an investigation held in Cincinnati, a city where one- | work will bed 
g third of the population is of German birth. The evidence shows that No th ] 
# th people, many of w hom came to this country with but few dollars | w ut irm a r 
‘ in their pockets, now own over one-half of the area of the city. ¢ 1 OF 
4 In Newark, my own city, it is also true that the great aim of the ‘ ts d le d 
¢ cititens of German birth is to provide for themselves and the Lil ! ; ‘ 
2 a home You will find there, as you will in every other city where | | ! ‘ 
. these people live, thousands of mechanics living in their own homes 
i having in their yards a miniature farm. On the books of the saving 
+ banks their names will be found enrolled, savi up money for use in ns ; r t rals \ 
4 case of an emergency. { r 
$ They drink beer, it is true, but it is used by many of them as an 
hs article of food in the family, taking the pl we ‘of tea or coffee at th 
“ midday or evening meal. I respectfully submit to those g¢ 1en at ‘ 
y who are apt to be- guilty of exaggeration that these people, who have | regulated and ¢ 
made your prairies bloom and your cities gain in aaah could not do Che Congress y 
so if drunkenness and excesses of any kind prevailed among them. | to be superadded to the incl wl t] 
I have had oceasion to visit many cities in this country, but I desire | made within the territory int ( 
to take no better example than one which we all know—Washington, | sacred from Federal aggression. 
I think that-every member on the floor of this House who has any Mr. Speaker, after all is said that can a ) irmed 
knowledge at all of this city will agree with me that it would be a | garding the dignit 1 lom 
base slander on its citizens to say that drunkenness and debauchery pre- | our respect and reveren r t ermin ifter every 
vailed among them and that such conditions as are depicted in the lo- | to the illustrious character of thos ive min red t 
calities where the ‘‘ original-package’’ stores have recently been opened | of justice; after the recognition t e : 
could exist here at any time. | of their persons; after all is con t t D ( em and 
I do not believe that the failure topass this proposed legislation will they owe to the country, it m ted th are t 
, permar nently debauch the States it is sought torelieve. I havea higher | antsof thesons of Adam, tashion ter.the sim of a i 
opinion of the people of Maine, Kansas, and Iowa than some of their | and notexempt from many of the in ties of 1 Land bat 
Representatives seem to have. It may be possible that the first open- | the flesh is heir. 
ing of the ‘‘ original-package ’’ stores may have produced excesses on | [ven courts haye been known en es in t 
the part of some of the citizens who have been under this prohibitive | substance of decisions which have en subsequently rectified, and 
restraint, but I have too much faith in the American people to fear | laps not infrequently in the use of language i employment of 
that morality and virtue will not triumph over grosser natures. phraseolog; P Ss ibly sulteck to ancettainte ox variety of conetsuet 
I am in favor of a well regulated license system giving to the State | Absolute perfection and infal ty in word, in deed, in ure 
all the police regulation that is necessary. I believe that the substi- attainable * yy hile ¢ we linger here below.’’ The Constitution is a 
tute proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] will meet | cred to meas asworn Representative of the people, and th ation 
all the requirements in this case. I am no lawyer, but I believe that to its support as binding, as they are to the S ipreme Court of the 
the decision of the Supreme Court in so far as it conflicts with the police | United States; as such my sphere is as independ nt as t 
regulations of the States is wrong, and [ confidently expect that at the No legislator is constrained either from duty o poli 1 
e next opportunity it will be so modified as to meet with universal ap- | affirm what he may conscientiously believe to be an error of judica 
¥ ae a Eee nor is his want of icq uiescence in the perpetuation of sucl or re] 
x et the Representatives on the floor of this House who come from pro- | hensible. 
x hibition districts write to their constituents and tellthem thatthey have | ! ving as I do that the power retained by the ‘‘States r i 
7c itw ithin th eir own power under the law to effectively close every ‘‘ orig- | and the people’’ can not be added to iken from then Cr 
j inal pack sage’’store in their State. The remedy is simpleand effective; | gress is specifically limited by the the Constitution in the « 
ap in fact, so simple and effective that I wonder it has not been thought | « e of its authorit that no t itive of expedi y should 
# of before. The best way to get rid of their ‘‘ original-package ”’ stores | stand in the way of a faithful support and strict observance of ev 
<4 is not to patronize them. Do that, if the sentiment of the community provision of the Constitution i ‘ lo that futna 
+3 is against it, and it will not be a week before the shutters will be put | judicial i 1ation ft t loud kness al t 
4 upandthe front doors closed. [Loud applause. ] more careful and comprelh« nsid a 1 t_ma 
a Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes of my time to the | thisdiscussion is e' n possible to tl ipreme Court i that t 
3 gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. in their own good time and on some suitable future ox 
q Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am truly obliged to my friend fro: lieve the temporary embarrass t t t ; 
Arkansas [Mr. RoGers] for his kindness in yielding to me five min- | tion, I shall vote against this 
utes of his time. I can not discuss the proposition before us at any During the delivery of the fore arks hen fi 
length in that brief time, but I beg the indulgence of the House while | ha . xpired, Mr. RoGERS vielded to Mr. LANHAM ; 
I submit a few hasty observations, preliminary to the announceme — ‘ a ae 
of the vote [ shall give. Mr. KOGEINS addressed the House. See Append! 
It seems to me that to the careful observer of the trend of modern| Mr. ROGERS. I ! ) mil to my ft ] 
adjudication and the manifest tendency of recent legislative action | HAyrs] er 
there is discovered a condition of things well calculated to excite the 
gravest apprehension. , ww, DERSON. of Iowa i 
That dual system of government contemplating the full and legiti- | , id t , a ee ae 
s mate exercise of all the functions of State autonomy and at the same | > neral deficiency bill eS ee ae 4 
time the appropriate operation of all normal and necessary Federal |” yj HA y a ” oes on Appeepers 
authority, with the corresponding obligations, duties, and privileg: Mi . *NDE ao ‘ 
i of State and national citizenship, which bh: ave been the pride and beauty el ae nin (HT R11 : - 
and constituted the wonderful symmetry of our republican, democrati on rm io me = a F ) 
5 existence as a people and marked our distinctive organization among | ; eee ee aes ; 
the governme nts of the world, has been, it seems to me, more seriously | ,..9'+ oe ea t ( t : nes nteal 
4 assailed and imperiled since the beginning of the Fifty-first Cong: _ of ti e Unj a ape ee a eee ne , ee 
than has ever occurred in our national history. We have fallen upon |” y,. ROGE ge aaa — a, Cae oS ee 
evil times; our foundations are trembling and giving way; our vigor a a a ip ea 
is being impaired; our strength is failing. 
A few more decisions of the courts inimical to the settled order of The SPEAKER f man from Iowa 
construction, a few more judicial ratifications of the encroachments of | for ten minutes. 
Federal power upon the rights of the States, a few more partisan en- | Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speak I bave no desire to occupy much t 
actments invading the reserved domain of popular sover: ignty, a few | this question as it is 1 yw presented. Iam, as an or ginal pt 





lt 


opposed to any legislation on the subjectat this time; donot believe ther 


is any occasion for haste, and although, generally speaking, this House 
has c¢ ed to be a deliberative body, and its proceedings have been 
uch as to subject it to the contempt of the people, still I believe a 


halt should be called, and that a proposition as here made, cl ang- 
ing, as it does, the whole policy of the General Government under 
which we have erownand prospere i for over one hundre l years, should 


be amply and fully considered and that the effects of the decision 


claimed to be the moving ca » of all of this trouble and necessity 
should be allowed to be seen and demonstrated, whereas it was an- | 
nounced less than three months ago, and it is impossible to test it in 


that time. 

However, if legislation is to be had, I hope the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] will be adopted, and fo 
reasons which | will give further on. 

The simple fact is that this propose i legis 
is founded under a covert desire and intention to aid the cause and 
curse of prohibition, and it is speciously sought to attach some State- 
rights ideas to it to gather some strength that it would otherwise not 
have 

There is no State-rights doctrine connected withit, and it is ashame 
to besmirch an honorable principle with such contact. 


If, as decided, the matter is one delegated to Congress, the doctrine | 


of State rights in no wise demands that it shall be redelegated to the 
States, even if it can be done under the Constitution, and having my- 
self lived in a prohibition State for a quarter of a century and seen its 
inefficiency as an aid to true temperance, its fraud, its corruption, its 


trampling under foot the liberties of the people, even murder being | 


committed in its name and the courts so terrorized that they have 
ceased to be a barrier and protection to the people, even so construing 
laws that the sacred right of trial by jury is denied in Iowa and claimed 
offenders prosecuted and punished by proceedings in equity, and gen- 
erally so conducted on this question as is generally believed with an 
idea of pleasing the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union rather than 
the enunciation of constitutional and legal doctrines, that I prefer a 


State rights. 

If there isany necessity, by reason of this decision or otherwise, for 
legislation npon this subject, let us meet it squarely and make such 
provisions as should in our judgment be made, and then they can be 
discussed and considered at least in the Senate, and not hide behinda 


doctrine that has no application. In this event it would be a pleasure | 


to me to show up some of the practical workings of this class of legis- 
lation in Iowa and to show why there has been such a revulsion of 
popular sentiment there in regard to it, as is well shown by the last 
election and as is demonstrated in the last Republican State conven- 
tion, where this party of professed great moral ideas straddled on this 
question and did not dare take its old or any other position, but dealt 
only in meaningless, glittering generalities. 

A comparison between the leading counties in Iowa where prohibi- 
tion is ignored with those where it issaid to be enforced as to material 


prosperity, worth, progress, crime, criminal expenses, and pauperism | 


would make an honest Prohibitionist blush. 

The fact is, to make an argument for this class of legislation, the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court in the Leisy case is continuously miscon- 
strued and misinterpreted and its own plainly set out distinctions ig- 
nored. No new doctrine has been announced, and the decision of the 
court in no wise abridges the well recognized police powers of the 
States. The idea that following it license and such laws are broken 
down, and that so-called original-package saloons will spring up every 
other door, is absurd, and lowa furnishes a good practical example that 
beats mere sentimental theory out of sight. 

This example furnished is that Iowa, with all her stringent prohib- 
itory legislation on the statute-books for thirty or forty years, had dur- 
ing all of this time, up to 1888, an express statutory recognition of the 
original-package doctrine, with no penalty imposed on such sales, and 
still I never heard of an original-package saloon there under this ex- 
press recognition or during its continuance. 

I was very much amused yesterday by the “‘ tale of woe’’ of my able 
and emphatic colleague [Mr. HENDERSON]. I observe that it was all 
founded on what some one had written him. Although I believe 
he has very lately been in Iowa, it is a safe proposition that he saw 
nothing of the kind, but that he did see in his own city some hundreds 
of the ordinary varicty that are running now, have run there openly 
for years unchecked, unhindered, unlicensed, and unmolested, right in 
the teeth of the most stringent and most infamous prohibitory law 
that ever disgraced a statute-book. 

The simple fact is that this pretended sentiment through the coun- 
try is manufactured to order at the behest of the prohibitory element, 
as is well shown by its organ, the Voice. To further show the ab- 
surdity of this idea as to Iowa, I will say that during the Jast year, as 
I am advised by the Internal Revenue Department, there were 2,758 
licensed retail liquor-dealers in Iowa and 35 wholesale dealers. Even 
Kansas has no less tlien 1,254 retail dealers. 

The sales that can be made in original packages, and certainly as 
defined by the substitute of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs], 
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affords no help to saloon business, and still does recognize the inherent 
| right of any man to buy, and all police rights and powers of States are 
| amply recognized, and if any of the proposed legislation is to be adopted 
| I hope it will be the substitute of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will my colleague permit a question ? 

Mr. HAYES. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Do I understand that you deny the 
existence of original-package saloons in Iowa since this decision was 
announced, and that it is merely a question of sentiment ? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes, sir, I do deny that most emphatically, and for 
, several reasons. In the first place, I know from an experience of years 
there that no such thing ever existed under the law when it was recog- 
nized. I know that the ordinary forms of saloons existed all over the 
State of Iowa, and I have never yet been in any portion of the State 
where there was any trouble in getting all the liquor any one wanted, 
to say nothing of myself, and I know that I liave just been in the State 
of Iowa and I neither saw nor heard of any such thing as an original- 
| package saloon, although I was there a week, and in different parts of 
| the State, and I never heard of it until I got back here. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let me say to my colleague that there 
are but few towns in the interior of my district where original-package 
saloons have not been opened since this decision was announced. 

Mr. HAYES. Are you referring to Dubuque? 
| Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iam referring to the towns in the in- 
| terior of my district. In Dubuque, asin Davenport, I understand there 
|; are saloons, although they have been prosecuted in Dubuque, but there 
| are but few towns in my district where original-package saloons have 
not been started since the decision of the court was announced, and 
this is true in towns where to save your life before that decision was 
announced you could not get a drop of liquor to wet your thirsty throat. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Both the gentlemen seem to he speak- 
ing from experience. 

Mr. HAYES. I know to the contrary. I was never in any part of 


| the State where it was not possible to get all the liquor any one 
| wanted. 
little practical personal liberty rather than a great deal of sentimental | 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You are in a strong Democratic dis- 


| trict, and probably there is more liquor there. 


Mr. HAYES. No; I am speaking of what I know outside of my 
own district as well. 

Mr. ROGERS. All the tendencies out there are Democratic nowa- 
days. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Then my colleague [Mr. HAYES] has 
never been over my district. I will say that in my district, before this 
decision was announced, there were a great many towns where liquor 
could not be obtained, and since the decision was announced original- 
package saloons have been opened in nearly every one of them. I 
want further to ask my colleague this: If the resolutions which have 
been passed in almost every town at mass meetings held in the public 
streets, and by different organizations, denouncing the decision and its 
effects, and letters from representative and able citizens all over my 


of such saloons, even if I have not been in Iowa since November? 

Mr. HAYES. I say itis mere manufactured sentiment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The statements that have come to 
me are good enough evidence for me to the contrary. 

Mr. HAYES. I think I heard the city of Des Moines mentioned in 
the remarks of some gentleman. It has been stated that prohibition 
was in force there. I was there at a State fair, two or three years ago, 
perhaps, and the Des Moines Register, then published by the Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General, Mr. Clarkson, came out with an editorial 

| which said that some man from another State was very much surprised 
to see how great a gathering could be there and not a drop of liquor 
sold and no drunken men, when it was a well known fact that such a 
state of debauchery among an equal number of people had rarely been 
exhibited before at any time or any place, and you could goon the 
fair grounds any morning and pick up bottles that were scattered all 
over the ground, and as a matter of fact places were running there with 
the full knowledge of the authorities, aud upon money being paid them 
for that purpose, where lots were fenced in and liquor was hauled in 
in barrels, and there were so many people around them you could not 
get in to get a drink. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You can find violations of all laws, 
but crime is on the decrease in Iowa since the temperance laws were 
| passed, and the expenses of the courts have fallen off materially all 
| over Iowa. 

Mr. PICKLER. And the voters will show by 25,000 majority that 
they propose to sustain the prohibitory law. 

Mr. HAYES. In which districts of the State has crime decreased 
the most, in the prohibition districts or elsewhere ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Crime has decreased in that State 
since the adoption of the prohibitory law, and statistics have been col- 
lected by the State authorities showing a falling off in the expenses of 
almost every city in the State in the matter of criminal costs and pros- 

| ecutions. 
Mr. HAYES. Which counties show the most remarkable decreasq 
| the prehibition counties or the others? 


| 
j 
| 
| 
| district and all over the State, are not good evidence of the existence 
| 
| 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair 
The time of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYEs] has expired 


Mr. ROGERS. I reserve the residue of my time 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, in the little time which 
I desire to occupy I would like first to call the attention of the House 
back to the real subject which we are considering. This is not a 
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question of prohibition, or of license, or of local option. It is not a 


question whether the law is enforced in Iowa, or in Maine, or else- 


where, and I regret, Mr. Speaker, that these local questions which af- 


fect the attitude of members one way or the other are brought into | 


the debate at all. 

The question isa broad one. It is national. It is not partisan; 1t 
is vital: it is fundamental. It goes to the very root of the fundamental 
principle of our institutions. The question is whether the States of 
this country shall control their own police matters, whether they are 
in favor of prohibition or license or whether they prefer perfect free 
dom, whatever restrictions or regulations they may put upon this traf- 
fic, the question is as to whether this matter of local self-government 
shall stand in this country. It isa practical question, and it is en- 
tirely independent of and a greater question than the question of pro- 
hibition or of license or of local option. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that during all my term of service in Congress 
no question has been presented of equal importance with this. Let 
me say I am under someembarrassment in discussing this question. | 
regret that it is here; it never should have been here. It is one of 
those questions which should always have remained a local question 
for each subdivision of this great country to settle for itself. 
deprecated the inauguration of what is called the national Prohibition 
party of this country, not because it affected my party or the Demo- 
cratic party, but because I have deprecated national legislation on a 
subject which I believe it is vitally necessary should be remitted to 
and remain with the local constituencies of this country. 

If the liquor trafiic of this country is to be regulated by Congress, no 


t 

his Government. 
o Congress, you must have your constabulary in every hamlet of this 
country and the hand of the General Government on all the people 
and everywhere; and I could conceive of no greater evil. Mr. Speaker, 
Jama Kepublican. I represent a constituency which is always Re- 
publican; but I ama State-rights man, and am willing to go to that ex- 
tent, even if the consequences follow which my friend from Arkansas 
| Mr. RoGERS] mentions. 

There is a good deal more danger in the other direction than that 
every State shall determine precisely what shall be sold in that State. 
{ do not think the safety of the institutions of this country would be im- 
periled if that was the law to-day inthis country. The drift of the 
Supreme Court has been constantly toward centralization. The mam- 
moth railroad corporations of the country, wherever the States or the 
Representatives of the people have undertaken to tax their gross re- 
ceipts, have been met by the Supreme Court of the United States with 
the decision that it is in violation of the interstate-commerce clause. 
They say, ‘* You can not tax the gross receipts, because by doing so 
vou tax interstate commerce.’’ The telegraph monopolies, with their 
vast income, when the local Legislatures undertake to derive any rev- 
enue from the enormous investments which the wealthy men have 
made in those corporations, by undertaking to tax the gross receipts, 
are told, ‘‘ Why, you can not tax us, because you interfere with inter- 
state commerce.”’ 
health or general welfare by a system of inspection of beet cattle, they 
are met by the Supreme Court with the declaration that it interferes 
with the interstate-commerce clause; and so the great corporations and 
the great ‘‘four’’ in Chicago swell their coffers, and the people are 
powerless. 

Finally, the Supreme Court has decided that a State, under its police 
power, can not control or regulate the sale of intoxicants imported from 
anotherState. This mostunfortunate judgment is a reversal of a well 
considered decision of the same tribunal which received the unanimous 
concurrence of all the able and learned judges who graced that high 
office half a century ago, and which has been for nearly fifty years the 
accepted law on the subject by State Legislatures, courts, and by the 
bar of the country. The court now holds that intoxicants in original 
packages may be sold by the importer despite local restriction, thus 
subjecting each State to irresistible, irresponsible, wholesale, and un- 
restrained deluge of intoxicants of all sorts. 

Now, I believe, as my friend from Texas said yesterday—and it i 
my settled conviction, and I do not like to argue against my own con- 
victions—that this police power was reserved in the States; that the 
Government is the grantee of what powers it exercises; that Congress 
has no business whatever with this question and can not confer this 


power upon the States. That is my personal belief. And let me say, 


Mr. Speaker, that in my judgment, if the unanswerable argument, so | 


far as it went in that direction, made by my distinguished friend from 
Texas had been addressed to the Supreme Court of the United States 
before that decision was rendered it never would have been rendered, 
and never ought to have been rendered. [ Applause. } 

But, Mr. Speaker, while I admired, as I always do, the utierances 


Ifthe farmers of Minnesota propose to protect their | 


I have 


If the sale and regulation of intoxicants is remitted | 
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Now, that sounds like prophecy, in 1 cht of what is trans; i” 
t lay all over this count Mr Speake tis not so much because 
this is a question of the power and right of a State to regulate the 
liquor traffic that I make this point. I think my friends who kn 
me will at least give me credit for not being a ‘‘crank”’ on that or any 
other subject. Ido not stand here as the peculiar representative of any 
party, either the license, the anti-saloon, or the prohibitionist party. 1 


stand here for the right of self-government in the States of this country 
and if the Supreme Court has put this question in such a form that 
legislation by Congress is necessary to give it tous, let us have it. ‘That 
is my position. Trrespective of all local matters, irrespective of the 
beer in Newark, or of the beer in Chicago, or of the beer in Milwaukee 
the bourbon of Kentucky, or the rum of Medford, I stand upon this 
ground. It goes without saying that the owner of every brewery, of 
every distillery, of every saloon, of every groggery in the United 
States is anxious that there shall be no legislation upon this subject. 
While I do not represent them, I claim not to represent anybody else 
except the independent, liberty-loving citizens of the States who be 
lieve in self-government. That is my position 

Now, then, to the practical question as to what shall bedone. Tw 
propositions are presented. First, the Senate bill Chat touches only 
the subject out of which this unfortunate situation arises. It re! 
the country so far as that particular question isconcerned. I need not 
say what every courtin this country that has ever made a declaration on 


L 


| this subject (except the majority of the Supreme Court in this last case 


has recognized, the fact that the unrestricted sale of intoxicant 
unmitigated public evil, and that every civilized country, so far as I 


know, on this side of the water and on the other, has found it nec« 
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IS au 


to put the traffic under some form of restriction. Yet the decision of 
the Supreme Court denies the right of the Government to put it un- 
der any form of restriction, either by prohibition, license, ortax. The 
is where the thing rubs. 
Che gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HAYES], who discourses only upon 
the inefliciency of the prohibition system in Iowa, does not touch the 
| real question. No man who deals with it on the low plane of the cor 
troversies between the various factions in this country does any just 
| tothe subject. It is a higher anda broader question than that It re 
| lates to your liberties and my liberties, the right of self-government, 
| and the right of self-control, and the cutting off of the most prolifi 
source of poverty and crime and wretchedness that was ever inflicted 
upon the human race. Thatisthequestion. Itis a burningquestion, 
and the peopie in all parts of this country and of all parties feel it to 
beso. For, thank God, this is not a party question, and it is refresh- 
| ing to me to be able to stand up here and talk about something which 
does not involve a party controversy between my friends on the other 
side and my friends on this side of the House. 
My friend: from Arkansa ‘ir. ROGERS] says he is opposed to the 
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Senate bill because it does not go far enough. Hesays th: 
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proposes by this bill to delegate a power to the States to legislate. 
With great respect to my friend, I deny it. I say that the clause of 
the Constitution which authorizes Congress to regulate commerce 
among the States does not prescribe in what manner that regulation 
shall be made, and when my friend talks about the necessity of a uni- 
form rule applicable to all the States alike, I make this reply: If he 
lived in England, where the country is a unit and the Government 1s 
a unit, and where the power of Parliament extends all over the coun- 
try, and a uniform rule is 4bsolutely necessary, his argument might be 
good. In any country that is a unit that argument might be good, 
but itis a practical impossibility for Congress to regulate commerce 
among the States in the manner in which he says it should do it. He 
should consider that under our form of government, with this central 
government which is supreme within its jurisdiction, and with this 
congeries of States, each with local powers and local jurisdiction, the 
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case is a very different one, and I undertake to say that the only way 
in which this power of the General Government can be exercised is 
precisely in the way proposed. Why? Because we have these dif- 


ferent communities composed of different elements, situated in widely 
separated sections, living under different conditions and requiring dif- 
ferent modes of legislation. Take, for instance, the subject of tem- 
perance; while prohibition may be necessary or may be wise in one 
community, it is not so in another. 

I:verybody knows that the enforcement of all sumptuary laws must 
rest upon the general sentiment of the community. If that is adverse 
you can not enforce such laws, and it is unwise to enact them. So 
when Congress comes to deal with this subject it makes a general rule 
analogous to the local-option laws adopted in many of the States. 
Where the State enacts a local-option law, giving local option to munic- 
ipalities and counties, it does not delegate the legislative power to the 
inferior jurisdiction, but it makes a broad general law, saying to each 
county and municipality: ‘‘If you vote so and so, you have prohibi- 
tion, or you have license,’’ as the case may be. So here Congress lays 
down a broad general rule. It says, here are forty-four States, extend- 
ing over a wide area of country, North and South, East and West, with 
different kinds of people making up the different communities. For 
instance, in one place there is a large majority of Germans, who want 
their beer, as my friend from New Jersey [Mr. LEHLBACH] says, and 
they will have it, and no legislation can prevent it. If the Germans 
are in a large majority and they want their beer, it would be very un- 
wise, as a matter of practical legislation, to undertake to choke them 
off, because you can not do it, and in undertaking to do it you only 
enact a law which in practice is a nullity, and thereby bring the law 
into contempt, which it is always an unwise thing to do. 

Now, ia dealing with this question Congress very wisely (and if it 
did not do this it would be very unwise) lays down the broad general 
law and says to these different States, with their different classes of pop- 
ulation, including Germans, Irish, Italians, Swedes, and Norwegians, 
all of them bringing to this country their national and diverse habits 
in regard to a great many of these matters, we lay down the broad 
general rule, for example, that intoxicants shall not be sold in a State 
if it is against the will of its people formulated into law. That isa 
regulation by Congress and it is a proper regulation; it is the sort of 
regulation which necessarily grows out of the system of government 
under which we live and nothing else would be tolerated. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Does not the gentleman consider 
that an invasion by Congress of the police power of the State? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Certainly Ido. It is an invasion of 
the police power of the State. But the court has said that this is a 
commercial matter and that we may regulate it. That is the fault I 
find with the decision of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Then Jet me ask one other ques- 
tion only, for I agree with most of what my friend has said. Does the 
gentleman believe it is within the power of Congress, in the exercise 
of its commercial power, to pass a law which will define the limit of 
thas power, the extent to which it reaches, and beyond which Congress 
has no right to go? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Thegentleman refers to the commer- 
cial power? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I think that Congress may in this 
matter in the exercise of its discretion authorize the States to do any- 
thiing which Congress might do by affirmative legislation; but looking 
at this subject ina practical way, and looking at the construction of our 
system of government, my proposition is that the measure here pro- 
posed is the only method in which it can be done. And the uniform- 
ity of the rule is not brokeu because different localities may take dif- 
ferent views, any more than the uniformity of a law is broken which 
gives local option to the different subcommunities of any one State. 
That is my proposition. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Here are two jurisdictions,. Neither 
party has aright tosurrender any of its jurisdiction to the other. Now 
is it within the power of Congress, in attempting to deal with the con- 
dition of things produced by the decision of the Supreme Court, to en- 
deavor to find the line that marks the boundary between the two juris- 
dictions? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








JULY 19, 





Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I think Congress may endeavor to 
find it, and Congress possibly may findit; but ultimately this isa purely 
judicial question, and when any dispute arises you go to the Supreme 
Court with it. Thatis my proposition. I think it isthe duty of Con- 
gress as a co-ordinate branch of the Goverament, whenever a question 
of this kind arises, to decide for itself where the constitutional limita- 
tion is. In making that decision it may err, and if it does then the 
question goes, as all similar questions go, to the Supreme Court for 
ultimate determination, because this is ultimately a judicial question. 
But as a co-ordinate branch of the Government it is the duty of mem- 
bers of Congress to determine this question in the first instance, andif 
they are overruled by the Supreme Court to submit, as we areobliged 
to submit to the decision of the Supreme Court in the present case. 

Now, my friend trom Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] omitted to make a 
reference to a part of the decision of the Supreme Court which I think 
justifies this legislation and justifies the view whichI take. That gen- 
tleman, as well as my friend from Arkansas [Mr. RoGeErs], says that 
this is a delegation of power which Congress has no right to make. 
Congress can not delegate any power which it should exercise. But I 
deny the proposition that this is a delegation. Now, what does the 
Supreme Court say on this subject? How much this decision is worth 
every gentleman must determine for himself. I have already indicated 
how little respect I have for the judgment of the Supreme Court in 
this case. But for the purposes of this occasion and for the emergency 
which is upon us, I think we are bound to take this decision as the law 
for the time being. The court says: 

Undoubtedly it is for the legislative branch of the State government to de- 
termine whether the manufacture of particular articles of traflic or the sale of 
such articles will injuriously affect the public; and it is not for Congress to de- 
termine what measuresa State may properly adopt as appropriate or needful 
for the protection of the public morals, the public health, or the public safety. 
But notwithstanding it is not vested with supervisory power over matters of 
local administration, the responsibility is upon Congress, so far as the regula- 
tion of interstate commerce is concerned, to remove the restriction upon the 
State in dealing with imported articles of trade within its limits which have not 
been mingled with the common mass of property therein, if in its judgmentthe 
end to be secured justifies and requires such action. 

Now, that is what the Supreme Court of the United States say; and 
I put that against what my friend from Arkansas [Mr. RoGrErs] says. 
The Supreme Court say that what we are after all called on to do is to 
remove the restriction; and in another part of this opinion, delivered 
by Chief-Justice Fuller, he talks about ‘‘ permission by Congress,’’ 
using that term, showing that in the view of the Supreme Court of the 
United States this thing may be done by Congress without positive, 
without aflirmative or definite legislation as to what shall be done with 
reference to a given article. I take it that my friend from Arkansas 
[Mr. RoGERs] would not want Congress to select out the various 
States of the Union and apply different rules to them, taking the 
States which are prohibitory and applying one rule to them, saying 
that in certain States of this Union what is technically called liquors 
should not be introduced at all because the State laws prohibit it, and 
in certain other States that they can not be introduced except on being 
licensed as the States require. I think ifsuch a rule were adopted he 
would get into worse difficulties than the present; that he would run 
into a worse’evil than the one he seeks toavoid, and he would better, 
in order to avoid such an evil as this, permit Congress to do that to 
which I have already alluded, and to which the Supreme Court has 
hinted, that is, to determine the question that interstate commerce of 
this character should be subject to such regulations as the States may 
themselves impose. That leaves the States free todo as they please in 
reference to the matter. If they want prohibition, so be it. If high 
license, so be it; or if any other form of taxation, so be it. It is a 
flexible rule, and in my judgment arule which meets that condition of 
things which grows out of the relations of the States to each other, to 
the communities within the States, and to the legislative power of the 
General Government. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am free to say that if I believed that the Su- 
preme Court of the United States would reverse this decision within a 
year, I should be willing, for one, to bear all of the evils which have 
resulted from that most unfortunate decision, and would be content to 
await a proper adjudication of the subject that would leave the question 
precisely where I think it ought to be left. But I donot think that we 
are at liberty to reason in that way. It is perfectly well known that 
the personnel of the distinguished and able gentlemen who joined in the 
majority decision does not point toany sudden changesofopinion. They 
are not chickens. [Laughter.] They are men of ability, maturity, 
and great learning, and it is not supposable that the men who deliber- 
ately made up that most erroneous and unfortunate judgment are going 
to reverse it. It is at least doubtful that in the face of popular clamor, 
however just, the Supreme Court of the United States will immediately 
indulge in the self-humiliation of reversing its deliberate judgment. I 
do not believe that Mr. Justice Bradley, or Mr. Justice Miller, or Mr. 
Justice Field, these able, distinguished, and learned jurists who have 
deliberately come to this conclusion, and who have come to it step by 
step, gradually encroaching upon the power, as I conceive, reserved to 
the States, are going to reverse their decisions in the face of popular 
clamor. 


Meantime here is the situation: Here is a popular demand for ac- 
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| 
tion, and here is presented the instant necessity of conceding that the 
States should resume the control of the subject, and if they can not do | 
it in any other way, then under an act of Congress. If in time to come 
the Supreme Court shall come to a better mind and correct the decis- 
ion, I think it will hold this law, as it ought to hold it, to be a nullity. 
I think the time will come when the Supreme Court will so declare, be- 
cause this power, as Judge Harlan, Judge Gray, and J udge Brewer said, 
in the unanswerable dissenting opinion by Judge Gray, 1s a power re- 
served to the States, and hence Congress has nothing to do with it. 
But \ have not reached that point yet, and I do not think we can 
hold our breath or that we ought to hold our breath and bear mean- 
while the intolerable evils of this flood of invasion of this accursed trafiic 
from one State to another. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Which of 
the three propositions does he advocate ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I advocate both. 

Mr. PICKLER. ‘There are three. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Iam in favor of either. There are 
only two. 

Mr. STRUBLE. There is the proposition of the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Oh, I beg pardon; I did not allude to 
the proposition of my friend from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. Of course 
Iam opposed to that. I think, as was said on yesterday, that is a 
recognition by Congress in this period of the nineteenth century, in the 
face of the universal sentiment of this country—a recognition by Con- 


gress of the traffic in intoxicating liquors. Now, I am opposed to any 


recognition of it at all except such as will remit tothe States the whole | 


question, and permit them to do what they choose in regard to it. 

Now, as to the bill reported as a substitute, I am perfectly willing 
to support that, though I think that perhaps under all the circum- 
stances it would be better to pass the Senate bill, because that meets 
the present emergency, and the present emergency is a great one 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. On that point will the gentle- 
man permit me to ask him aquestion? ‘The constitution of Louisiana 
permits lotteries in thatState, and lotteries may become a very prolific 
source of commerce in that State. Now, under this decision of the 
Supreme Court, why would it not be entirely proper for original pack- 
ages of lottery tickets to besold inall the States and agencies established 
and thus work the entire overthrow of the laws of thirty-five of the 
States of this Union against lotteries? And if that be true, then does 
not the House proposition, the broader and stronger one, apply to meet 
this evil as well as the one we are talking about? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I have too much respect 
for the Supreme Court of the United States to believe that they would 
ever hold that a package of lottery tickets was an article of commerce. 
(Laughter. } 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. A chose in action. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. Is it nota lawful article of com- 


merce in one of the States of the Union to-day under the constitution | 


of that State, and if that be so can we throw aside the fact by a sneer 
at it? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I begthe gentleman’s pardon. I did 
not intend tosneer. I hope he will not take it as personal. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It was said in a Pickwickian sense. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. If the gentleman has read the opin- 
ion of the Supreme Court 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. I have read it very carefully, not 
only once, but several times, 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. He will find that what the court 
recognizes as an article of commerce is only what is so recognized by 





the United States and not by the State; and they put their decision | 


largely on the ground that inasmuch as intoxicants are recognized by 
United States law as legitimate articles of commerce, to be imported 
into this country and levying duties thereon, therefore they are within 
the commerce clause. SoIdo not think my friend’s point is well taken. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to extend my remarks, except to 
make a single reference to the bill oftered by my friend from Illinois 
{Mr. ADAms]. I think, as was said by the chairman of the committee, 
that his bill is worse than the decision of the Supreme Court; therefore 
I lay it out of the case. Having already expressed my view on that 
subject you can understand what I think about the Adams bill. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. If the gentleman from Vermont 
will allow me, the Adams bill, as stated by me last evening, should be 
styled *‘ A bill to increase the size of the drink.’’ [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Yes, a bill to increase the size of the 
drink, and, of course, the law in that regard could be very readily 
evaded. If you have twelve quart bottles as an original package, twelve 
men could form a temporary copartnership and delegate one of their 
number 


Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Could form a syndicate. 





Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Yes, could form a syndicate and dele- | 
gate one of their number to purchase twelve bottles and then proceed to 


divide them, and that would not be violation of the prohibitory law, 
because each man would have an undivided interest, by law, in that 


amount of liquor, and therefore it would not be a sale, it would not be this bill we propose simply to place the commerce of the Stat 
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same footing and under the same lawsas understood and interpreted by 
along line of decisions of the Supreme Court, and which have been our 
guide down to the time of the delivery of the decision which has re- | 
cently been handed down. 
Does he not know that under the Constitution and laws, as under- 
stood and administered prior to this decision, the commerce of these | 

United States has prospered more than that of any nation in the world? 
What, then, would be the result of the passage of this bill? I answer, | 
a simple restoration of the relations which we have borne so many 

years and the prosperity which has resulted therefrom. Mr. Speaker, 
I can not understand the conclusion which my distinguished friend | 
has reached after an argument so profound and able. | 
I call attention of members of this House to the law as it has been 
promulgated from the bench down to the time this decision was made, | 
Forty-three years ago, in the famous license cases, there was a con- | 
j 
j 
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troversy in the States of Massachusetts, Khode Island, and New Hamp- 
shire. They may be found in 5 Howard, 504. These cases were all 
similar; all were considered in the Supreme Court at the same time. 
In New Hampshire case dealers purchased a barrel of gin in Boston 
and took it in the original package to the State of New Hampshire, 
where a license required by everybody who sold intoxicating 
liquors. This barrel of gin was sold in the original package by the 
defendant, who had no license. A prosecution was instituted and the | 
vendor was convicted. The case was taken to the Supreme Court of | 
the United States, Chief-Justice Taney delivering the opinion. After | 


reviewing this whole subject of commerce between the States, the | 


Chiéf-Justice closes his learned and able opinion with the following 
language: | 

WVpon the whole, therefore, the law of New Hampshire isin my judgmenta 
valid one, for although the gin was an import from another State, and Con- 
cress have clearly the power to regulate such importation under the grant of 
power to regulate commerce among the several States, yet as Congress has 
made no regulation on the subject, the traftic in an article may be law/ully reg- 
nlated by the State as soon as it is landed in its territory and a tax imposed upon 
it, or a license required or the eale altogether prohibited, according to the pol- 
icy which the State may suppose to be its interest or duty to pursue. 


The law regulating commerce among the several States has remained 
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as here interpreted to the present year. It has been the law for forty- 
three years, and under this great decision thus promulgated the com- 
merce—the interstate and domestic commerce—has been transacted 
with great uniformity in all eections of the country. 

Now, going a step further, in 1484 some parties took a shipment of 
coal from Pittsburgh, in the State of Pennsylvania, to New Orleans and 
deposited it there in the hands of an agent, to be sold to parties who 
might desire to purchase. 

A tax was levied upon this coal. The owners resisted the tax. An 
action was brought to cancel the tax, and it reached the Supreme Court 
of the United States. I ask gentlemen to mark the language of the 
court in that recent case, and which wasin the line of the New Hamp- 
shire decision: 

As to the character and mode of the assessment little need be added to what, 
has already been said. It was not atax imposed upon the coal as a foreign 
product, or as the product of another State than Louisiana, nor a tax imposed 
by reason of the coal being imported or brought into Louisiana, nor a tax imposed 
whilst it was in a state of transit through that State to some other place of des- 
tination. It was imposed after the coal had arrived at its destination and was 
put up forsale. The coal had come to its place of rest, for final disposition or 
use, and was a commodity in the market of New Orleans, It might continue 
in that condition for a year or two years, or only for aday. It had become a 
part of the general mass of property in the State, and as such it was taxed 
for the current year as all other property in the city of New Orleans was taxed. 
Under the law it could not be taxed again until the following year. It wassub- 
ject to no discrimination in favor of goods which were the product of Louisiana 
or goods which were the property of citizens of Louisiana, It was treated in 
exactiy the same manner as such goods were treated. 

Such was the law, reiterated in that decision, found in 114 United 
States Reports, 632. 

Now, then, the difficulty arises in determining what is domestic com- 
merce and what is interstate commerce, All hinges upon the solution 
of that problem. Two years ago an action was brought against the 
Northwestern Railway Company in the city of Chicago fer refusing to 
ship into the State of Iowa quantities of beer. The railway company 
claimed that the laws of lowa prohibited the importation of that ar- 
ticle, and they refused to make the shipment. Suit was brought and 
a recovery was had against the railway company for damages, upon 
the ground that the shipment involved a question of interstate com- 
merce, and that a party living in the city of Chicago had a clear and | 
unquestionable right totransport his goods into the State of Iowa, not- | 
withstanding the prohibitory enactment of that State. 

Whattollowed? Lateron, intoxicating liquors were shipped into the 
State of Iowa, and were seized by a constable for the purpose of de- | 
struction, under the laws of the State, after they had reached their place | 
of destination, An action of replevin was brought to recover the goods 
from the officer. That is the case that reached the Supreme Court and | 
which caused the overthrow of the former decisions. The Supreme 
Court in that case held that the right to ship goods into a State, as | 
held in the Bowman case to which I have referred, carried with it the 
right to sell; that the right to ship into a State carries with it the 
right to dispose of and sell the commodity in order that it might be- 
come a part of the mass of common property in the State. In this de- 
cision lies the fundamental error, 
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To repeat, the Supreme Court hold, in effect, by its late decision, 
that property shipped from one State into another carries with it the 
right to sell, so that the property may thereby become a part of the 
common mass in the latter State. : 

Why does it not become a part of the common property as soon as it 
reaches its place of destination ? 

Does a retention of ownership by the importer prevent the property 
from acquiring a status with other goods of like character found in the 
State? 

If that be true, its status might never change. Its character would 
depend upon the success of the shipper to sell his wares. It might re- 
main in store for years, receiving the protection of municipal or other 
local laws enacted for the preservation of like property manufactured 
or owned within the State, and still be free from necessary taxation to 
provide the means of protection. The proposition seems to me un- 
sound, 

The moment the shipper offers his property for sale he subjects him- 
self to the law of place where his contracts are to be made. He may 
enforce collections for the price of his goods when sold in the courts 
provided at State expense, and in all his transactions he is governed 
by the laws of the State in which he carries on his business. Can he 
do this without subjecting himself and his property to the laws of the 
State that govern sales? The Supreme Court say he can. In this I 
think they go too far, and this bill proposes the remedy. 

In effect it restores the law as understood and obeyed before the re- 
cent decision. The laws of the State subject the shipper to no hard- 


| Ships not laid upon its own people in its own domestic manufactures 


and trade. The shipper knows before he transports his goods the Jaws 


| and regulations to which domestic wares are subjected at the place of 


destination. Should he expect better treatment or a more profitable 
trade than is enjoyed in domestic transactions of like character? The 
State makes no discrimination against the products of other States. 
It imposes no greater burdens thaa are placed upon the same class of 
property held by its own citizens, Why should the importer seek this 
warket if the trade in his line is unprofitable? 

It is not to be supposed that a Sta. will impose unnecessary bur- 
dens upon its own productions, but on the contrary friendly legisla- 
tion is usually had for the protection and promotion of such industries 
as are deemed beneficial, observing due care at all times that no dis- 
crimination be made against the products of other States. 

While goods are in transit they take the character of interstate com- 
merce, but when they have reached their destination and are offered 
for sale their character is changed to domestic commerce and should 
from that time be subject to the laws of the State. When the prop- 
erty is severed from the common mass in the State from which it is 
shipped it becomes a part of the property in the State where it is held. 

To illustrate further, suppose a shipment of beer or butter or cheese 
is made from the State of Illinois to Des Moines, Iowa. Thejurisdiction 
of interstate commerce attaches to this property in its entire transit 
until it reaches its place of destination. But when those goods reach 
their destination and are unloaded at the depot in Des Moines, taken 
toa store in that city, there held and offered forsale by the original ship- 
per or through his agents, the jurisdiction of domestic commerce at- 
taches the moment they are deposited in that store and so offered for 
sale, and at the same time the jurisdiction of interstate commerce 
ceases, 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CASWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Why should the attaching of the State jurisdiction de- 
pend upon the goods being offered for sale? Why should not the 
jurisdiction of the State attach as soon as they are delivered to the 
consignee ? 

Mr. CASWELL. While the goods are in transit they should be sub- 
ject to the laws of commerce and to the power of Congress to regulate 
interstate commerce, but when they reach their place of destination 
and the owner or the shipper of the goods places them in a store and 
offers them for sale it is very clear to me that he surrenders them to 
the jurisdiction of domestic commerce, and they should be subject to 
the laws and regulations of the State. 

Mr. CONGER. If the goods are billed to the city of Des Moines, 
for instance, which the gentleman has just mentioned, when they arrive 
at the depot there and are nolonger in transit why should not the State 
jurisdiction then attach ? 

Mr. CASWELL. Asa matter of business between man and man, 
when goods are unshipped at the depot the place of their destination 
and delivered to the agent of the importer for sale the transaction of 
shipment is closed. How can it be claimed, then, that the power ot 
interstate commerce bas not ceased to influence goods so delivered ? 
After such delivery of goods from the cars and they are within the con- 
trol of the police powers of the State it isan absurdity to claim they are 
still within the control of interstate commerce. What difference at- 
taches to the ownership of the property? Let me remind gentlemen 
that any other construction than that for which I here contend would be 
a discrimination against the citizens of the State into which the ship- 
ment is made and in favor of the citizens of the foreign State. Such 
construction would permit the people of one State to take goods in 
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original packages of any character whatever, carry them into another 
State, deposit them in astore, and transact the entire business for all 
the people in that line to the exclusion of home competitors, who have 
to pay taxes upon their property. 
Suppose a license fee were required from every storekeeper before he 
could sell his goods, yeta man from another State with foreign products 
could place them in stores and sell them in original packages without 
being subjected to this taxation, while all other merchants would be 
compelled to submit to the State authority. Is the country to rem: 
in this dilemma? : 
us in this attitude, and it becomes our province, as I think it is our 
duty, to relieve the people from the disastroussituation. Why should 





The Supreme Court, by the late decision, has placed | 


we confine this legislation to the sale of intoxicating liquors? Six years 


ago there arose in Pennsylvania a case under the oleomargarin« 
The Legislature of that State, as well as that of New York, 
the sale of oleomargarine. Thisis the Pennsylvania case referred to by 
the gentleman irom Arkansas [Mr. RoGers 


rhe validity of the statute was brought in question. The statut 
imposed a fine upon whoever had in his possession oleomargarine for 
the purpose of sale. That case was taken to the Supreme Court ot t 


United States, and the decision of the State court susta 
lidity of the enactment was aflirmed. Under that statute any man in 
the Stati of Pennsylvania was subjected to a fine for having oleomat 
garine in his possession for the purpose of sale, whether imported or 
manufactured within the State. Nodistinction isn 

by thestatute. Here is a decision very recent, holding thestatu 
Pennsylvania valid, which imposed a fine upon whoever had in his 
possession within the State oleomargarine for the purpose of sale, l, 
I may repeat, without distinction asto whether the product was imported 
or not. ae 


a8 bo hoid 
that a man may take intoxicatin: 
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in that! ect 





Yet the court now go so far in the recent lowa cas 
fi Lowa from 
another State and be shielded from all taxation or regulation, and may 
sell them in the original package without license or permit. Didany- 
body ever see a greater conflict in the decisions of this eminent court 

I want now to call attention to another case which arose a short time 
ago in the State of Pennsylvania. The city of Philadelphia imposed a 
tax of one-half per cent. upon the sales of auctioneers of all domest 
goods and three-quarters of 1 per cent. upon the sales of all goods im 
ported. Point was made that this regulation was imination 
against foreign products, and that therefore the law was void. That 
case reached the Supreme Court of the United States; and I want to 
read a paragraph or two from the decision, found in 97 United State 
Reports, 570: 

The case stated shows that the goods sold by the defendant were imported 
goods and that they were sold by him in the packages in which they were 
originaliy imported. It is said that the importer could himself have made sale 
of his goods without subjecting the sale to the tax. 

That was, upon the theory of this late decision, he being an importer 
it was claimed he could sell the goods without paying any taxes, as 
they were under the protection ofinterstate commerce. But the couit 
says: 

The argument is fallacious, because without an auctioneer’s 
not have sold at auction even his own goods. 

This was the decision of the Supreme Court in 1878. Now the 
court holds that a man may sell his own goods, if he imports them, 
so long as retained in the original packages, and that until he does sell 
them they do not become a part of the common mass of the property of 
the State. Clearly if they did become a part of the common mass‘oi 
property they would be subject totaxation. They would be articles 
of the domestic commerce of the State and subject to its rules and 
regulations. Congress relinquishes its jurisdiction over the property 
the very moment it becomes a part of the common mass of the property 
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of the State, and at that moment the jurisdiction of interstate com. 


merce ceases, 

In the Iowa case the court holds that property in original packages 
does not become a part of the common mass of the property of the State 
and subject to State jurisdiction until the original importer has sold it. 
In this conclusion lies the fundamental error, if error has intervened. 
[ insist that interstate commerce has lost its jurisdiction the moment 
the goods are delivered, the moment they reach their place of destina- 
tion and are placed ina position to be sold or used. They are then en- 
tirely beyond the line of transit and out of the reach of any regula- 
tion Congress might be disposed to enact to govern the importation of 
property. They are beyond Federal authority and now rest within the 
police powers of the State. Such goods become subject to taxation and 
regulations under the police powers of the State. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Then, as I understand the gentleman, 
his doctrine on this point corresponds or runs parallel with the com- 
mon-law principle as to the right of the seller to resume possession of 
his goods while in transit to the purchaser on account of non-payment 
of the purchase-money or by reason of anything fraudulent connected 
with the purchase? 

Mr. CASWELL. Exactly; thatisavery good illustration. If fraud 
be perpetrated by the purchaser of a stock of goods, the vendor may 
pursue and seize the property when he discovers the (raud, provided 
he can obtain possession of the goods while in transit. But the mo- 
ment they reach their place of final destination the right to seize in 


| 


transit ceases. When the right to t ar 1 the ju 
of interstate commerce is at an end. 

Chis question does not turn upon the con fauthority between the 
State and Congress No one can quest that t power to regulate 
comimerce among the sevs ral Stat ed { I No one 
should claim that Congress can delegate that } | 
law on that subject was well settled by the decisi ( 

Marshall in the case re ed to i 
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New York, or into any other States that I might mention, they 
their property when it reaches the place of destination to the la 
those States. Is there any sound reason why such property should not 
under such conditions, be subject to the laws of the State? 
Mr. HiLL. Right there will tl ntleman allow a ques 
Mr. CASWELL. Certainly. 
Ir. HILL. I wish to call your attention to the language of the 
House bill, which is: 
henever anv article of « ‘ linto y State 
state lerritory, or for gn nat i ¢ Te i S 


w, I would like to have thi 








words ‘* held or offered for sale. 

Mr. CASWELL. When it is ‘‘ there held or offered for sale 

‘i l By the term ‘‘ held for sale’ o you understand it to 
mean for use or consumption 

Mr. CASWELI Che interpretation given by the committee to that 
lanvuage Luat — ld ’’ or ‘‘ offered for sale’’ mean the same thing. 
Not that the importer deposited it there for temporary purposes, but 

r purposes of actual sale; upon the theory that when he takes his 


goods trom the railwa‘ where he can handle and ell 


‘ 


station to a plac n 
them in the city, he then subjects them to the laws and regulations 





of that State and he should obey them. Is there any reason why he 
should not? What a proposition, to permit the manuracturers o1 
merchants of my State to take their goods into the State of Min ota 
and sell them when the people there are not pe rmitted to sell their 
own productions of like character. Is it right to permit a party be 
cause he lives in anot! tat id h irticles manufactured there 
to come ir State and monopolize and control the market, and 
in fact sell es which vour State Legislature has condemned ? 
Some States have deemed it unwise to permit the sale of oleomar- 
garine. ‘There areother States which have prohibited, or may p 
the sale of co ipound I Chere are still other States w have 
determined the standard of safety for kerosene oil when offered fi 
sale within their border Now. I ask y mas ie iators, asl who 
eee to do justice to all the peo Ye throughout the « int adj 
I » sound policy or us to adjourn tbis sess and Ie he ¢ yin 
th ituation: that citizens of another State may carry on a business 
in your presence which you can not do yoursel That they may sell 
| articles there without limit or taxation simply because they are the 
products of another State? Wh yme gentlemen will say we ough 
to be careful how we obstruct commerce, that we ought not preve 
the people of another State from co g into ours with the right to 
sell whatsoever they may please 
If the Legislature of any State think it for the good of their people 
to forbid the manufacture or sale of any article, can they not extend 


that prohibition to the citizens and commodities of other States? NO 


| discrimination is made in favor of the domestic article, and no one 
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has just ground for complaint. It is not to be supposed that a State by 
its Legislature will place unnecesary burdens upon its own products. 
We have every reason to expect they will enact laws which promote and 
encourage every line of industry beneficial to the people. Untriendly 
legislation should not be anticipated. Ifit is against the interests ot 
the people of a particular State to manulacture and sell a given article, 
if they do not discriminate against importations from other States, why 
are not such laws within the police powers of the State? 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORSE. If I understand the gentleman’s position he favors 
the House substitute because it takes in oleomargarine. 

Mr. CASWELL. It includes everything. 

Mr. MORSE. The importation of compound lard and of kerosene 
under certain conditions is interdicted by some of the States. Now, 
does not the gentleman think that there is an urgency existing and 
pressing upon us at this time with reference to the one particular thing— 
that is, the original-package saloon? Had we not better take that up 
first and dispose of it; and would not the adoption of the House sub- 
stitute carry the matter back to the Senate and involve a long delay ? 
In a case of emergency like this, ought we not to do the best we can— 
take what we have before us and dispose of it, and then bring in a 
separate bill for oleomargarine, lard, and kerosene? 

Mr. CASWELL. Why have a separate bill for each of these mis- 
chiefs, when we can just as well, in a very brief sentence, include all 
of them in one? Would it not be more reasonable, more in keeping 
with a generous Legislature, to provide laws that would embrace all 
of these subjects at one time, rather than to level our guns upon those 
who sell intoxicating liquors solely? Your suggestion might do for 
New Hampshire; it might do for New England; that might possibly 
answer the people of Iowa and Kansas, but, I think, only in part. I 
want to say to you gentlemen that it will not answer the great States 
of New York and Pennsylvania, which have prohibited the manufacture 
and sale of these articles, nor will it answer the Northwestern States, 
certainly not the State in which I live; and had we not said it was un- 
necessary, the dairy interest of my State would have been represented 
here, the farmers would have been here in large numbers, insisting that 
some law should be enacted to protect them from a wholesale intro- 
duction to every part of the State of these obnoxious articles which our 
Legislature deems it wise to suppress. 

Mr. MORSE. Allow me another interruption just there. Iam in 
periect sympathy with you as to your views on oleomargarine. I think 
it is a fraud and an injury to the agricultural interests and ought to be 
legislated against, and 1 will vote for sucha bill. Bring in another 
blanket bill to cover these other things and I am with you; but let 
us have this one thing now. 

Mr. SAWYER. Do the farmers of the country require more imme- 
diate protection against oleomargarine or against whisky? Let them 
answer the question. . 

Mr. CASWELL. The farmers of my State and almost the entire 
population desire protection against all these evils, and, in my judg- 
ment, the whole country, in the interest of good order and universal 
prosperity, demands it, and we should not hesitate to do our whole duty 
while we can 

Has not my friend from New Hampshire discovered how difficult it is, 
and especially at this late hour of the session, to bring up and consider 
and pass a new proposition, however meritorious it may be? Under 
these embarrassments does he wish to drop out of this bill some of its 
most valuable provisions and leave us without hope? What reason 
is there for eliminating these most important measures from a bill that 
is upon the eve of its passage? That part which subjects intoxicating 
liquors to the laws of a State might, as I have already said, do for New 
England, but it will not do for this great family of States, with its 
millions of farmers interested in the dairy as well as other wholesome 
products, and where so many people live who are interested in sup- 
pressing Che sale and use of deleterious articles of food as well as in the 
suppression of intoxicating liquors. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CASWELL. Most certainly; I will yield. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. lamin favor ot your oleomurgarine bill, but does 
it not occur to you thet in trying to hitch your biil on behind the 
original-package bill, and to have your bill pull that one through with 
it, you may stop the train, so the result will be that nothing will be 
done ? 

Mr. CASWELL. How stop it? 

Mr. MASON, It is a pretty serious question with some of us. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. You may stop it by sending it back to the Sen- 
ate, which is already so loaded down with legislation that it might 
postpone this bill until the next session at least. 

Mr. CASWELL. I want to say to you gentlemen that there are sec- 
tions of the country that do not like to be loaded down with a temper- 
ance bill simply; but when we are able to strike at every evil of that 
character: when we are able to go to our constituents and say that this 
measure is leveled at no particular industry or calling; when we can 
go home and say to our people that it applies to all articles of com- 
merce, be they intoxicating liquors, or oleomargarine, or adulterated 





lard, or articles of any nature which the Legislatures of the States have 
felt called upon to refuse the sale of, then no man or set of men can 
condemn us for discrimination, but they will say, ‘‘ Well done, good 
and faithful servants; you have enacted a law for the whole country as 
well as for a particular section.’’ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We want the original-package bill to cover the 
whole country. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The friends of this bill are willing that it should 
stand upon its own merits in this House. Now, does not my friend 
betray a little Jack of confidence in his bill when he desires to tie the 
two together ? 

Mr. CASWELL. Notatall. Inthe bill which the House proposes, 
we know no oleomargarine, no intoxicating liquors, no adulterated food 
of any description, but we simply say that any article of commerce that 
is shipped from one State to another, when it reachesits place of destina- 
tion and is there held for sale, shall be subjected to the laws of that 
State. In some States the people desire to suppress the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors; in others they suppress the manufacture and sale of 
oleomargarine and compound lard and other articles deemed injurious 
to the people. 

Why not conform our legislation to the wants of all the States, and 
not to one ortwoStates? Itis justaseasy, in my judgment, to include 
all these evils as to provide against one. ‘The same principle is involved 
in all. The fact that we have some fear that the Senate will not agree 
with us is no reason, in my judgment, why we should shirk our duty 
or our responsibility. Let them meet the question and review their 
first action. Let them examine the proposition of the House, whose 
members are the near representatives of the people with constituencies 
immediately behind them. Let them ask themselves if our proposi- 
tion is not the best under the circumstancese Let them inquire if there 
is not some protection needed for Wisconsin, for Pennsylvania, and 
New York, as well as for lowaand Kansas in their particular grievances. 
If an agreement can not be reached, then let acommittee of conference 
be appointed, consisting of men who will sit down in soberness and 
have a free and full conferenee over this great question. I myself 
earnestly desire some legislation, but I want it to cover the wholesub- 
ject, and let one enactment answer the purposes of ail. This question 
was very thoroughly examined by the committee, and I think there 
are no friends of the bill on that committee who do not prefer the House 
bill to the Senate bill. ; 

Mr. MORGAN. The chairman of the committee recommended us 
to vote for the Senate bill. 

Mr. CASWELL. He expressed himself before he yielded the floor 
as preferring the House bill, but said that, as a matter of expediency, 
he did not know but it was best to take the Senate bill; take a part, ' 
if we could not secure all. ButI want to tell you that if you pass the 
Senate bill without amendment you inflict a blow upon the people of 
my State which will be irretrievable. 

Mr. MORSE. Pass the other bill later. 

Mr. CASWELL. It is too late in the session. 

If I should vote for a bill which excludes the great dairy. interests 
of this country, if I should turn my back on the great mass of my people 
who desire legislation on this subject of deleterous food,and leave our Leg- 
islature powerless to prohibit its importation and sale, I would cer- 
tainly deserve, if I did not secure, a retirement from Congress. The 
Senate bill goes but a short way in the settlement of this great ques- 
tion of commerce among the several States. 

We ought, in my judgment, here and now to settle the law, as no 
one doubts the authority of Congress to do, as to how far a State may 
go in the exercise of its police powers over property transported within 
its boundary from other States. It is important to know at what point 
interstate commerce ceases to have jurisdiction over such property, and 
just where the property assumes its domestic character. This is impor- 
tant, not only to know the rights of importers, but also that munici- 
palities may understand where the taxing power of the State over these 
acquisitions may begin. As the law is now interpreted, shipments of 
goods from other States may rest in store, or even upon the shelves of 
merchants, for sale, for an indefinite period, if not forever, and free 
from taxation, because they are still ari icles of commerce, and are not 
a part of the mass of property in the State where they are so offered for 
sale. Hence, I say, we should do our vy hole duty on this subject and 
free the country from doubt. 

Mr.SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, until the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the recent case of Leisy et al. vs. Hardin, it had 
been the practice of the several States by their legislation to regulate 
the sale—restrict or prohibit—of alcoholic liquors and other articles 
of property even in the original packages in which such articles had 
been imported into such States. The right of the States to do this, 
although it affected commerce between the States practically, has been 
unquestioned until very recently. 

In this case the State of Iowa attempted by law to prevent the man- 
ufacture or sale of intoxicating liquors, and in the enforcement of this 
law certain property of Leisy et al.—beer—was seized and taken into 
custody by a constable by virtue of a search-warrant duly issued. 
The said beer was offered for sale and sold only in the original pack- 
ages in which it was brought into the State. The court held that the 
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; seizure and the law under which it was made, and so much of the law Again 
as permits such seizure, was unconstitutional, being in contravention s vi 3 
of section 8, Article I, of the Constitution, which is as follows: ! e is concerned, to remove the ; 
The Congress shall have power * * * to regulate commerce with foreig ported articles ude w 1 its with 
‘ nations, and amoung the several States, and with the Indian tribes ' noid « a 
} The only question affected by this decision relates to property—in Again, in iding t] opinion, t 
3 this case, heer—brought intooneState from another, and while remai 
ing in the original package in which it was bronght into the State, a | the 
g question aflecting “‘eommerce’’? among the several States. wercaped _ ae -_s ; w 
4 Iam not aware of any definition of what constitutes an “original yo yar 
; package ’’ made by any statute or any decision of any court ver t 
q The Chief-Justice in his opinion says soe 
F That ardent spirits, distilled liquors, ale, and beer are subjects of ex , at mitt t 
3 barter, and traffic like any other commodity in which a right of traffic exists f t S i proposit 
and are so recognized by the usages of the cc mmercial world, the laws of ¢ i- hia ‘ision |} 4 
gress, and the decisions courts, is not denied é ol aie 


It is conceded that when any article of interstate commerce has het escel in its sound 
brought into one State from another and has so been acted upon by the | ers as given to it by the Const 
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q importer ‘‘that it has become incorporated and mixed up with the | « iv b ved 1 prot —_ : 

4 mass of property in the country, which happens when the original | secured 

: package is no longer such in his hands’’ (opinion of Chief-Justice), iny Stat ll atte 7 ‘ 
that in such a case the State has full power over the article and may | « e citizens of at ( " ‘ I 

t regulate, restrict, or prohibit the sale thereof. é t. The right of ever tate to prote vD , 

" This decision changes what has been the opinion of the larger part | the purchase or sale or t t 

: of the people of the country, and subverts the laws of almost every | article which may injure t : 

State of the Union so far as the same relate to the sale in the original | prosperity of its own t 

‘ package of property imported into one State from another. by it all ment, and wishes as to what 

: laws regulating, restricting, or prohibiting the sale of any property | condition will be fu e , ut ( 
recognized as articles of interstate commerce in the hands of the im- | the power to protect t citizens of 

: porter and while remaining in the original package are annulled. DI p r interfe ee with their ht 

: In the absence of any binding detinition of what is an “‘ original pack- | other Stati 

age,’’ we find in different localities packages of all sizes containing y what I have 1 . n mt 

‘ liquors and beer imported into a State, and existing State laws regu- | course for us to ] t! 1 t t { 

3 lating the sale of strong drinks practically abrogated, and from all parts | t eulate this au . ' ‘ 

: of the country comes the demand that something should be done to | so to do according to their) f what is just and } ary for their 
protect the people trom the disastrous effect of this decision. own protection, having 1 DOW ‘ ‘ y. to interfere when 

a The necessity for such action is conceded by all. The necessity for t sit 

. some regulation or restriction on the sale of strong liquors is also con- And inasmuch as decis ect ’ : tw J 
ceded by all, and is shown by the fact that legislation on that subject | prefer the House bill. 
exists in every Siate of the Union. The great question is, What shall : Mr. OATES. Mr. Spea { 
be done? of gentlemen generally upon this important t, itis with 

By the terms of the Constitution to Congress is given the power to | some feeling of diffidence that I rise to speak. es illy f 
regulate commerce between the States, and this decision holds that so | that I differin opinion with severa Scones Okan ide of t 
long as Congress fails to pass any law to regulate interstate commerce | If gentlemen will give me their attention I will end wor to be a 

é “it thereby indicates its will that such commerce shall be free and | brief and as succinct in the argument I s l esent as possil d 

3 untrammeled.’’? (Opinion of Chief-Justice Fuller. ) will treat it in the following order : 

; Now, no such law has been passed, and under these circumstances First. The evil complained of. Second. The power to remedy it 
this case decides two propositions: Third. Which is the best means of remedy propos 

First. That all laws now passed by any State to regulate, restrict, The evil complained of it is wel ive wn is ac 
or prohibit the sale of any property recognized as a proper article of | Court, recently rendered, the effect of which to 2 
interstate commerce by an importer while in the original package are } lise. and articles ymmerce to ] myported int f from 
unconstitutional. anv other State or foreion nation and there sold : aialien sere 

; The effect of this decision has already been alluded to. without regard to State laws or vat 

5 But the second proposition decided by the court is that Congress Now, I admit that that an ¢ for the it t fect of it is to 

= may allow, consent, or permit any State to pass any law regulating, re- | nu the laws of nearly every State in the Union in respect to the reg 

3 stricting, or even prohibiting the sale of such property, thus giving to | ylat f the sale of liquors. whether it be bv total prohibition i 1} 

4 each State the right to do in the future what they have been accus- | option.or otherwise. It interferes with t] ws of those States h ch 

3 tomed to do in the past. permit liquors to be sold by any one ‘elias iiattE iiiin Rete i aaias 

That I have correctly stated that second proposition as a partof such | can be required of a citizen of anothe » Se te w aiaiieeii en ei - hi 
decision I desire to submit the following quotations from the opinion | and into another State liquors or oth¢ r art of comm ein an ori 
of Chief-Justice Fuller: : a8 enalvess en es , 

Hence, inasmuch as interstate commerce, consisting in the transportation The Supreme Court has been very severe criticised by gen 10n 

A purchase, sale. and exchange of commodities, is nationalin its character and | },,.4) en of ; han } 

3 must be governed by a uniform system, so long as Congress does not pass a both sides of this Chamber for that decision i m st re to 
law to regulate it or allowing the States so to do it thereby indicates its w some ot you; nevertheless, having give some attent 1 toit, lam n 
that such commerce shall be free and untrammeled. | one of those who indulge in i riticisy i te +} 

Again: | the decision is a perfe 1 n s r ) ! lecis 

If the importation can not be prohibited without the consent of Congress, ions of that COUrt Of Wore than yom 
when does property imported from abroad or from a sister State so become a | Now, upon what prin € does t s Ge on | i rhe third 
part of the common mass of property within a State as to be subject to its un- | subdivision of section & of the Constitut i read respect to the pows 
impeded control of Concream , 

The opinion quotes approvingly from the opinion of Mr. Justice | To regulat: anda 
Matthews in the Bowman case, as follows: vith the India 4 
, For the purpose of protecting its people against the evils of intemperanc« Mark the language of 

" The State— tions, and among the several Siates, and wi 4 
has the right to prohibit the manufacture within its limits of intoxicating liqu: Many laws have been passed f the reg t l 
it may also prohibit all domestic commerce in them between its own « itizens the Indian tribe Laws have been 1 t nd aga to miate 
eee the articles are introduced from other States or foreign countrics; it siete, eel ont a3 ao 4 . ste r of ¢ es 

ay punish those who sell them in violation of its laws; it may adopt any | CO™Mmerce with foreign nation aso Us Ue ara 
measures tending even indirectly and remotely to make the policy effective ter But nowhere nor at anvt e has t! ( r been a general statuts 
until passes the line of power delegated to Congress wnder the Constitution. | passed by Congress to rezulate the commerce ainong the States. C 

» With > gress, express or implied, regulate « } | 
merce between its people and those of other States of the Union in order to ef- | "SS as two orthree times mer touched the question to bridge ov 
fect its end, however desirable such a regulation may be. a chasm then presented by i gislat There has not been a 
The opinion of the court in this case further says: general act which drew the and was or can be construed fa 
The conclusion follows that, as the grant of power to regulate commerce among ee en ee 


the States, so far as one system is required, is exclusive, the States can not ex- he interstate-commerce act is an exception, but only t \ 1 


ercise that power without the assent of Congress. extent. It dealt with an instrument of commerce in the transp it 
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but does not enter fully into the regulation of commerce. Now, what 
is meant by the regulation of commerce among the States? I have 
ust shown that Congress has never exercised that power so as to meet 
a case likethat presented. Nogeneralstatute has been passed. What, 
then, is the power of the court in the absence of Congressional legisla- 
tion’ Is there any limit? Is there any restriction? You leave a 
naked power under the Constitution to be exercised by the jadiciary; 
and as early as 1820 the Supreme Court of the United States passed 
upon that question. They have repeatedly done so; and I propose not 


to read enough to inflict your ears and try your patience listening, but | 


will read a part of the decision, which lies at the very foundation of 
this question. It was delivered by a man whose memory is revered 
by all parties, the great Chief-Justice John Marshall, speaking for the 
entire court, with only Justice Thompson dissenting. 

Chis was not the first case. Gibbons vs. Ogden, which will be found 
in § Wheaton, was the first. This case of Brown vs. Maryland was de- 
cided in 1827, two cases having preceded it. This casearose upon a tax 
imposed by a law of the State of Maryland upon foreign goods which 
had been imported, and the question was whether the State had any 

ight under the Constitution of the United States to impose such a tax. 
Judge Marshall, in the opinion in this case, said: 


hat, then, is the just extent of the power to regulate commerce with foreign 

ne and among the several States? This question was considered in the 
ease of Gibbons vs. Ogden (9 Wheaton, Rep. |), in which it was declared to be com- 
pie in itself, and to acknowledge no limitations other than those that are pre 
. ibed by the Constitution rhe power is coextensive with the subject upon 
which it acte, and can not be stopped at the external boundary of the State, but 
must enter its interior Wedeem it unnecessary now to reason in support of 
these propositions Their truth is proved by facts continually before oureyes, 
and was, we think, demonstrated, if they could require demonstration, in the 
case already mentioned. If this power reaches the interior of a State and may 


be exercised there, it must be capable of authorizing the sale of those articles 
‘ i it introduces. Commerce is intercourse; one of its most ordinary in- 


gre is traffic 

[t is inconceivable that the power to authorize this traffic when given in the 
most comprehensive terms, with the intent that its efficacy should be com- 
plete, should cease at the point when its continuance is indispensable to its 
value To what purpose should the power to allow importation be given, un- 


rccompanied with the power to authorize the saleof thethingimported? Sale 
is the object of the importation, and is an essential ingredient of that inter- 
course, of which importation constitutesa part, Itis asessential an ingredient, 
as indispensable to the existence of the entire thing, as importation itself. It 
must be considered as a component part of the power to regulate commerce. 

Congress bas a right not only to authorize importation, but to authorize the 

porter tosell. Ifthis be admitted, and we think itcan not be denied, what 
can be the meaning of an act of Congress which authorizes importation and 
ffers the privilege for sale at a fixed price to every person who chooses to be- 
come a purchaser? How is it to be construed if an intent to deal honestly and 
fairly, an intent as wise as it is moral, is to enter into the construction? What 
can be the use of the contract? Whatdoesthe importer purchase, if he does not 
purchase the privilege to sell? What would be the language of a foreign gov- 
ernment which should be informed that its merchants, after importing accord- 

ng to law, were forbidden to sell the merchandise imported ? 

What answer would the United States give to the complaints and just re- 
proaches to which such an extraordinary circumstance would expose them? 
No apology could be received, or even offered. Such a state of things would 
break up commerce. It will not meet this argument to say that this state of 
things will never be produced, that the good sense of the States is a sufficient 
security againstit. The Constitution has not confided this subject to that good 
sense. It is placed elsewhere. The question is, where does the power reside, 
not how far will it be probably abused? The power claimed by the State is, in 
its nature, in conflict with that given to Congress; and the greater or less ex- 
tent in which it may de exercised does not enter into the inquiry concerning its 
existence, ‘ 


‘ 


I could read more, but I have read perhaps enough for my purpose. 
Gentlemen will see that this doctrine is not new. If anybody is to 
blame for this decision of the Supreme Court going to the extent to 
which it has gone, the blame belongs more to Congress than to the court. 
‘They have pursued a logical line of decision according to precedent, It 
is true that in this recent decision of the court the writer speaks of Con- 
yress giving the States ‘‘permission’’ todosuchand such things. That 
is an idea which, as a man who believes in constitutional government 
and the limitations of the powers of this Government, I can not indorse. 

I am satisfied, however, that it is simply an inapt expression which 
did not convey the exact meaning of the writer, for evidently he meant 
tosay that under the power to regulate commerce it was competent 
for Congress to draw the line and say where Federal authority should 
cease and State authority begin. As was said by the gentleman from 
‘Texas [Mr. CULBERSON | on yesterday, one of the main objects or the 
greatest object which the fathers who framed the Constitution of the 
United States had in view was the right of the Federal Government to 
regulate commerce so as to secure as mnch uniformity in that respect 
as could well be secured. My friend from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON ], 
a very able lawyer, to whom I always listen with deep interest, if he 
had been upon the supreme bench delivering an opinion on this ques- 
tion, would have been entitled to much commendation, because, while 
the result was logical, it was within the power of the court to have 
limited somewhat the effect of the opinion, but not to such an extent 
as to have kept it from going beyond their former decisions, and I will 
tell you why. All of the decisions by that court heretofore touching 
this question have simply met the cases in hand. While in the New 
Orleans case they held that when the coal arrived in the barge to be 
used in the State of Louisiana it was subject to taxation there, that 
view would not have answered the facts in this case. What are the 
facts? An enterprising citizen of the State from which my colleague 
on the Judiciary Committee [Mr. ADAMs, of Illinois] comes exported 


| ‘original packages ’’ of beer into the State of Iowa, and claimed the 
| right to sell them. 
| Iam apprehensive that he was a better lawyer than a good man 
of us on this floor. He or his counsel had studied these decisions an 
| Saw that that was a logical conclusion from what the court had pre- 
| viously decided. The particular case which came before the court is 
| one which never had come before it previously; hence it had to go a 
step beyond what it had before decided, but it did so in accordance 
with a long line of precedents more than sixty years old. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. How did that case differ from the New Hamp- 
shire case in regard to the barrel of gin? 

Mr. OATES. I have not investigated the New Hampshire case, and 
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I will not undertake to answer the question. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Has the gentleman investigated the case of Bow- 
man against the Northwestern Railroad Company ? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Did not the Supreme Court go practically as far in 
that case as in this? 

Mr. OATES. Not quite so far, practically. If it had done so we 
would have had the same complaint as we have in thiscase. The facts 
did not call upon the court to go quite so far. The court was pursuing 
this logical line, but it was only when this last case was presented that 
it was called upon to go so far. 

I freely admit—no one is more completely of the opinion than my- 
self—that there ought to be legislation on this subject, and I have no 
criticism upon the Supreme Court for this decision. My friend from 
Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR], the chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, let drop while on the floor the remark that Justice Lamar, 
and perhaps Justice Field, it not the Chief-Justice, had always clamored 
for extreme State rights, and the gentleman claimed they had sanctioned 
a violation in this decision of the doctrines they had formerly advo- 
cated, As the gentleman chose to divide the judges of the Supreme 
Court on political lines in his criticism, I will cite to him Justice Miller, 
and I assert that there is not a better State-rights man on this floor 
than that able judge. He has rendered some of the most luminous 
and excellent decisions which preserve and mark the line between 
State and Federal power, with an ability never surpassed. And he 
sanctioned this decision. 

Now, who can say where the court ought to stop in the absence of 
legislation under this constitutional power? A power is conferred on 
Congress to regulate commerce among the States; Congress does not 
do so; the matter is left to the Supreme Court; and that court in de- 
ciding the question goes back to the elementary decisions, the first 
cases ever decided, and follows to a logical conclusion the precedents 
set by them. That conclusion invokes the exercise of the power which 
the framers of the Constitution vested in Congress. 

Therefore, I differ with my friend from Texas [ Mr. CULBERSON ] and 
my friend from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERS], who are inclined to the opinion 
that we ought to do nothing, but that the Supreme Court should be com- 
pelled to reverse its decision. It can never do that without stultifying 
itself. I believe that now when the exigency has arisen for the exer- 
cise of this power we should meet it like men and not upon any narrow 
technical line, but in a manner which will preserve clearly and dis- 
tinctly the demarkations of Federal and State power. 

In my opinion the bill of the Senate is too narrow; it does not meet 
the exigencies of the case at all. It is nothing more than a pill of 
temperance legislation. Speaking with all due respect to that body, 
this measure appears to me a mere dodging of the responsibility which 
this decision has thrown upon Congress. It is an evasion. It amounts 
to but little more than the enactment by Congress of the Iowa prohi- 
bition law. Now see whether I can sustain this assertion. This bill 
of the Senate provides— 

That all fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors or liquids— 

Mark the language— 


transported into any State or Territory — 


Let me drop a word of criticism upon both this measure and tha 
substitute. ‘'Territories’’ are not embraced within this commercial 
power as defined in the Constitution; but I can not see any harm which 
will be done by including the Territories, and therefore I raise no ques- 
tion in this regard, although this proposed legislation treats the Ter- 
ritories as States, which the framers of the Constitution did not do. 


That all fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors or liquids trans- 
ported into any State or Territory, or remaining therein for use, consumption, 
sale, or storage therein, shall, upon arrival in such State or Territory, be sub- 
ject to the operation and effect of the laws of such State or Territory, enacted in 
the exercise of its police powers, to the same extent and in the same manner as 
though such liquids or liquors had been produced in said State or Territory, and 
shal! not be exempt therefrom by reason of being introduced therein in original 
packages or otherwise. 

As gentlemen will see, this provision clearly covers and prohibits the 
importation of liquors or liquids for use orconsumption. Has it come 
to this, that the Congress of the United States will disregard so far the 
intention of the framers in enacting this clause, which was intended 
to give the freest commerce among the States consistent with the main- 
tenance of their autonomy and reserved rights? Isit possible that this 
Congress is prepared to enact a statute which violates personal liberty 

and denies to any one living in a State like lowa the right to import a 
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bottle of liquor for his own use if he wants it? This is a flat deni ul of 
personal liberty that can never receive my vote or sanction. : 

I donot believe in drunkenness; I do not believe in prohibition; but 
according to my very nature I am, in this as in everythi: * a con- 
servative. I believe that a man’s personal right to drink and to} 
drunk, if he desires to do so, is absolutely connected with and belongs 
to his personal liberty. But I would not allow him, in the exe! 
of this liberty, to abuse or infringe the rights of others. As a State 
legislator I introduced in my own State and finally procuted the en- | 
actment of a law making public drunkenness indictable. If a man 
wants to be a hog and drink himself full, and if he goes to his private 
room for that purpose, that is his individual right, and the law of the 
State should not reach him. It is contrary to the soundest principles | | 


of legislation to enact a law to interfere with individual rights for 
supposed benefit of the person. It can be justified only when it isa 
regulation for the protection of society. 

You might just as well prescribe what kind ofa hat a man should wea 
or what kind of a coat he might have, or that he should not use to 
bacco or eat to excess, I am opposed to all sumptuary laws 

But now we will go a step further in criticism of the Senate bill. A 
man can not introduce liquors into a State ‘‘for use, consum 
or storage.’’ 

A man sees proper, for instance, to invest his money in liquors or 
liquids, and takes the risk of making a profit by so investing and hold- 
ing them for five or ten years. Why should he not exercise that right 
to his personal advantage, as much as to invest his money in any other 
character of property, enterprise, or speculation? Now notice: 

That all fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors or liquids, trans. 


ported intoany State or Territory, or remaining therein for use, consumption, 
sale, or storage therein, shal!, upon arrival in such State or Territory, be subject 
to the operation and effect of all of the laws of such State or Territory enacted 
in the exercise of its police power— 

Who knows the extent of the police powers of the State? Read Judge 
Greer’s opinion, and you will find it extends to and covers almost in- 
numerable objects. This Senate bill extends to all of the police pow- 
ers — 
to the same extent and in the same manneras though such liquids or liquors 
had been produced in said State or Territory, and shall not be exempt there- 
from by reason of being introduced therein in original packages or otherwise. 

Why, under the provisions of this bill the man shipping liquors to 
Minnesota, and passing through the State of Iowa, would be subject 
to have his liquids seized the moment they crossed the State line, un 
less the State laws provide for allowing them to pass. Itisinthevery 
teeth of every decision of the Supreme Court of the United States on 
this question. The courtalways held that articles of commerce can be 
transported through any State to another without any sort of let or 
hinderance by the State, unless in the necessary enforcement of its 
health laws. This Senate bill is too narrow and I can not vote for it, 
though I do desire legislation upon the subject. Itisdue to the coun- 
try. Then what ought we to do? 

Mr. Speaker, the majority of the Committee on the Judiciary reported 
the following substitute for the Senate bill. Now let us review that and 
see what it accomplishes, because now I am on the third branch of my 
subject: 


ption, sale, 


That whenever any article of commerce 
other State, Territory, or foreign nation 


That is the language of the Constitution, except ‘‘ Territory 


is imporied into any State from 


and there held or offered for sale, the same shall then be subject to the! f 


se IAWS OL 


such State. 


What is the subject of commerce? What does Judge Marshall, in 
delivering the opinion of the court in the case of Brown vs. Maryland, 
12 Wheaton, say is its object? € 
in the absence of a law of Congress to say where the Federal power 
shall cease and the State authority begin is by the Constitution vested 
in Congress. Congress in this class of cases have a right to enter the 
State and secure to the importer the right to sell. Does it not follow 
logically as a sequence? For what do you import anything into your 
State unless for personal use or to sell? That which is usually de- 
nominated ‘‘commerce”’ is always imported for the purpose of use or 
sale. ’ 

Now, I want the greatest freedom—and this secures it—to the intro- 
duction into any State of any article of commerce. But when once it 
is in, whether in original packages or broken, and the man to whom it 
is delivered holds or offers it for sale, that is a sufficient mingling of it 
with the property of the State, so that the laws of theState ought right- 
fully to attach to it and regulate the sale. If Iowa wants to totally 
prohibit the sale of liquor, or if Kansas or any other State wants todo 
so, I would not interfere with them. 
ment. 


cise, of drawing the line between the exercise of Federal and State pow- 
ers; and it is no usurpation, it is no violation of the Constitution 
some of my friends, even on the committee, assert, but it is giving a 
clause of the Constitution operation and effect, and this is the dutv of 
Congress. 

It has been suggested to me that inasmuch as the Constitution con- 
fers upon Congress the exclusive power to regulate commerce ‘‘among th« 


States,’’ that the latter can not regulate commerce to any extent unless 


I believe in local self-govern- 


It is to give freedom to the sale; and | 


But at the same time here is a duty that Congress must excr- | 
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| that applies only to liquor and l { 1 
port i small bottle even f in wal 
; option. In my own State we have l of t sin any 
| locality of the State can havea t 1 ow 
| the sale of liquor. Furthermore, the e lay roviding for the 
| greater security for the sale of thi \ rticle by persons of 
| proper character and habits req t hin cel 
| tain distance of the place where tl propo , a certain numbe1 
| ol householders and freeholders to indo the Pp 1 seller as one 
| of character and proper habits to be licensed the sale of liquors. 

| I do not want these privileges interfered wit! I wantethem to be 
preserved; and neither do I want the decision of the Supreme Court to 
be operative to the extent it goes, and the only way to prevent it is for 
Congress to pass a proper bill. Let us begin, then, at the proper place, 

Now, here follows a proviso to the House bill. Some say that under 
| the substitute without the proviso the dressed-beefde nin Virginia 
could not have been made, and that the passage of this law would over- 
| tu itl it decision. Perhaps without the proviso would. Let me 
read it 

i t 1s t f its 
} t ns against those ol othe Stat i a v 
article of commerce 

No State shall discriminate in favor of its own citizens and against 
those of other States in respect to the sale of any article of com ree, 
no matter what it is—everything that is sold in the countr every 
thing that is used by man that is properly denominated as an ; le 
of commerce. Some one suggested here that Illin might pass a law 
discriminating against Texas beef and exclude it f ithe State. You 
can not do it unless the Jaw also excludes [Illinois beef. The next 
clause makes that perfectly cleat Itisa parate proposition, but a 

part of the proviso 
\ favor of its own | 
| other States or Territories 
Now, I admit that a State may, ifit sees proper to prohibit any pro 
} uct of its own people, prohibit li products of the people of ot 
States. Is not that right? Ought not they be lowed to do that 
Does that endanger commerce in reneral se! I think not 
think that is safe. 

You must put the line somewhere or totally break it down. The 
| Supreme Court’s decision breaks it down. If youa 10t going to al 
| 1k that to stand, where are you to pla Ought i not 
| to allow the people of the States some voi n ct to other ma 
| ters than liquors merely ? 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman permit me ippose the artic: 
| carried in is not of like character or kind as any within that St ! 
| what? 

Mr. OATES. If my colleague will read the de on of Chis 
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diciary department, but that Congress shall have power to regulate 
commerce among the States. In the absence of such regulations, so 
long as the court is left simply te éxpound and to enforce the Consti- 
tution, the extent to which the court has gone is a perfectly logical 


and reasonable one, ‘The case called for it, and it is not at ali in con- 
with past decisions. 
Lsut it is said by some gentlemen on the other side, and perhaps by 


some on this, that it is best to pass the Senate bill, that it is late in the 
session; that it is to be feared that if this substitute is to be adopted we 


will not get anything, and the country will go to sheol at once. Now, 
to show you, for I only need call your attention to it, how slender a 
thread this argument hangs by, do you not know that if you adopt this 
sulstitate, for that is what it is, what will follow? The House asks 


it mimittee 


Be will not agree to it, do you lose the Senate bill? Have you not 
stil! open to you the opportunity to adopt that measure? 

Mir. DINGLEY. Can the House ask for a conference until the Sen- 
ate has disagreed? Is it not necessary for the Senate to take the bill 
up with all the debate that goes in connection with it? 

Mr. OATES. That was done only recently on the forfeiture bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ata late date in the session it is usual to do it 
in order to facilitate business, The course indicated by the gentleman 


from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] is the parliamentary way, but at a late 
date in the session this course is adopted. 

Mr. OATES. I know it isusual, butthe other course may be adopted 
although late in the session without endangering the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. OATES. Ido not know about that. Conferences are often or- 
dered at once. I think it has been done. It was done on the forfeit- 
ure bill. I do not know that there was ever an objection interposed. 
Well, suppose it is sent to the Senate and the Senate will not agree to 
it, what results? A committee of conference. There will be no de- 
lay. If the conferees can not come to an agreement, they make their 
report to their respective Houses, and if you can not get the substitute 
those who desire the Senate bill have their opportunity. 

No resolution has been introduced yet to fix aday of adjournment. 
I hive not seenit. I wish I could see it. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. 
Speaker, | promised the House when I began that I would consume 
no more time than was necessary in my judgment to discuss this ques- 
tion properly. Ihave finished, and I thank the House for ita atten- 
tion. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Will the gentleman permit one question? 

Mr. OATES. Certainly. : 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. In the line of what you have said as to the 
personal liberty of the individual in importing for individual use, and 
subsequently as to the matter of local self-government by which States 
or communities might enact prohibitory laws, are not those two things 
in direct conflict ? 

Mr. OATES. Oh, yes. ButI never would favor prohibition to that 
extent. The State may enact a prohibition law, but the idea of set- 
ting up a law to judge of the appetites of its people and to prescribe 
what they may use, and what they may not use for private consump- 
tion, I think is a direct assault upon personal liberty. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, And if then by any Congressional action the 
prohibitory statute of a State is recognized, such action on the part of 
Congress would be a denial of such personal liberty, would it not ? 

Mr. OATES. Of course under this Senate bill it is an adoption of 
the law if it exists in Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. Do you know of any such law as that? 

Mr. OATES. I said that I was not familiar with the Iowalaw. If 
there is nothing of the kind in existence then this is foolish and use- 
less language employed in the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER, Is it any more the adoption of the Iowa law than 
of the Nebraska law ? 

Mr. OATES. Oh, no;no more. Iam not familiar with the laws of 
all the States on the subject. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 
maining ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has sixteen minutes. 

Mr. OATES. Before taking my seat I wish to submit a request to 
the House which has been suggested to me by several members, and 
that is, to ask that the decision of the Supreme Court and the dissenting 
opinion may be printed in pamphlet form for the use of the members 
ol the House. I ask for the printing of the decision and the dissenting 
opinion in this Iowa case. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Will the gentleman indicate the number? 

Mr. LACEY. ‘That has already been done in the Senate. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, Not the dissenting opinion. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, both of them. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Make it five thousand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] asks unanimous consent for the printing in the Recorp of the 
decision and the dissenting opinion of the Supreme Court in the Iowa 
case. 

ix. OATES. My request is not to print them in the Recorp, but 
in pamphlet form, for the benefit of members; and I make my request 


of conference, and it goes to such committee. If the | 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent that 5,000 copies of the decision of the Supreme 
Court, with the dissenting opinion, be printed in pamphlet form for the 
benefit of members. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, it is also suggested to me to request 
that, as a great many gentlemen wish to make arguments and to ex- 
press their views upon this important question, I ask for an evening 
session forethe purpose of debating, commencing at 8 o’clock. 

Mr. REILLY. I would suggest that instead of that the House meet 


| earlier on Monday morning. 


Mr. OATES. That the evening session shall begin at 8 o’clock and 
the speeches be limited to fifteen minutes. 

Mr. REILLY. I will submit a motion that we meet earlier on Mon- 
day morning, and by that means we will have about as much time as 
we would have in an evening session, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent that a session be held this evening, beginning at 8 
o'clock, for the purpose of debate upon the pending bill, the speeches 
to be limited to ten minutes and the session to be closed not later than 
11.30. 

Mr. REILLY. I would submit a motion, if I could obtain permis- 
sion to do so, that we take a recess to-day until 10 o’clock on Monday 
morning. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wonld suggest that, as the vote is to be taken im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal, that would have the effect 
ot causing the vote to be taken at 10 o’clock. 

Mr. REILLY. Butif we take a recess that will obviate taking a 
vote at that time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that it would 
be inadvisable to do that. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman trom Alabama? The Chair hears none, and itis so ordered. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, if the question weresubmitted to 
Congress to determine judicially whether intoxicating liquors exported 
from one State into another State for purposes of sale and consumption 
in the latter State should be bubjected to the laws of the State where 
they are offered for sale, I have no doubt that the lawyers of this 
body, with but few exceptions, after the most painstaking investiga- 
tion and most mature consideration, would determine that sach power 
does exist in the State, always had existed, and is inherent in the State 
asa municipality, charged as it iswith the protection and good govern- 
ment of its citizens. 

We might have reached this conclusion by different paths and by dif- 
ferent modes of reasoning, but that we would have concurred in the 


judgment rendered I have no manner of doubt. For myself I would 


have been content to have followed in the footsteps of Mr. Justice 
Grier, of my own State, when; as one of the judges of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in deeiding what are known as the license 
cases (5 Howard, page 631), he said: 

The true question presented by these cases, and one which I am not disposed 
to evade, is, whether the States have a right to prohibit the sale and consump- 
tion of an article of commerce which they believe to be pernicious in its effects, 
and the cause of disease, pauperisim, and crime. I do not consider the ques- 
tion of the exclusiveness of the power of Congress to regulate commerce as 
necessarily connected with the decision of this point. 

It has been frequently decided by this court“ that the powers which relate to 
merely municipal regulations, or what may more properly be called internal 
police, are not surrendered by the States, or restrained by the Constitution of 
the United States; and that, consequently, in relation to these, the authority of 
a State is complete, unqualified, and exclusive.” Without attempting to define 
what are the peculiar subjects or limits of this power, it may safely be affirmed 
that every law for the restraint and punishment of crime, for the preservation 
of the public peace, health, and morals, must come within this category. 

But Congress is not the court of last resort for the determination of 
constitutional questions. The judiciary, one of the three co-ordinate 
branches of the Government, has thisduty to perform, and when its 
decrees are registered it is the duty not alone of all good citizens to 
tacitly submit to them and obey them, but it may be the duty and 
often is of the legislative and executive branches of the Government to 
so act as to give, when needed, vital force and effect to the decisions of 
the courts by appropriate legislation or by legislation to prevent evils 
that may result from such decisions. 

At this juneture we are confronted with a decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States that overturns all our preconceived and, as 
we believed, well established opinions as to the rights and powers of 
the States as such. The case of Leisy & Co. vs. Hardin, decided on 
April 28, 1890, holds that intoxicating liquors ‘‘are subjectsof exchange, 
barter, and traffic like any other commodity in which a right of traffic 
exists,’’ and are therefore articles of commerce. The court holds fur- 
ther that the power to regulate commerce ‘‘among the several States,”’ 
including, as it does, commerce in intoxicating liquors, is confided ex- 
clusively to Congress by the Constitution; that such articles of com- 
merce are not within the jurisdiction of the police power of the State 
unless placed there by Congressional action, and that, having the right 
to import the liquors into the State, the importer bas also the right to 
sell them, any law of the State to the contrary notwithstanding. 

It will be observed that the decision of the court is put upon the 
broad ground that the States have no power to prohibit, regulate, or in 
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if so imported or carried for purposes of sale or traffic. And in the | 
bill under consideration Congress is not attempting to delegate to the | 

eral States in this Union the anthority which is given to it under 
the Constitution, ‘‘to rezulate commerce with foreign nations, and 
among the several States, and with the Indian tribes,’’ but is clearly 
exercising a power inherent in itself, 

In the Senate bill Congress only declares that the interstate com- 
merce in intoxicating beverages may be carried on by the parties en- 
gaged therein subject to the regulations and restraints imposed by the 
Legislatures of the several States of the Union. Only this and nothing | 
more; and can it be said logically or consistently that this is an abro- 


gation of its constitutional power 

Another theory, and I think a logical one, upon which this proposed 
legislation may be upheld is that Congress can accept the legislation 
of a State as its own, and provide that it shall be respected and con- 
formed to as itsown. By doing this we do not delegate power; we do 
not abrogate the privilege given to Congress under the Constitution. 
It is an exercise of power that Congress has heretofore in many instances 
availed itself of. We can accept the legislation of the several States of 
this Union as our legislation, and say in language that is unmistakable 
that when intoxicating beverages are taken from one State to another 
as interstate commerce they go charged with the penalties and legisla- 
tion of the State to which they are carried. 

Mr. Speaker, as I have suggested, in my judgment no decision ren- 
dered in the history of the Supreme Court is more unfortunate than 
this recent one. In my own State it has sent to us as invaders hun- 
dreds of lawless characters from the sister State of Missouri, who have 
organized in all the towns and hamlets of our State so-called ‘* United 
States Supreme Court saloons.’’ [Laughter.] They may have left 
Missouri for the good of Missouri, but they have not come to Kansas 
for the good of our Commonwealth. They come and organize these 
original-package houses and bring, under the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, these so-called original packages with them 
[exhibiting paper box and half-pint flask], and sell them without re- 
straint, without license, without regulation or control, to A, B, or C, 
and others who will buy them—to minors, to those addicted to habits 
of using intoxicating liquors, on the Sabbath day, on the 4th day of 
July, on every other day of the week, and each week in the month, 
and all restraint and regulation under State legislation is denied and 
treated with contempt. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Is what you hold in your hand one of the sam- 
ples? 

Mr. PERKINS. Itis. They import these under the authority of 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, and the courts 
of Kansas are upholding them, and declaring that they are remediless 
in the matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
Foster. 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly, and by Judge Caldwell, who succeeded 
Judge Brewer as the presiding judge of the seventh circuit of the 
United States, who has discharged upon writs of habeas corpus, as I 
understand it, all those who have made application to him for such 
writs, if prosecuted for a violation of the statutes of the State. 

This ‘‘package’’ that I have here (a half-pint flask), probably in a 
different condition from what it is now, for itis now empty [laughter], 
was ‘‘imported ’’ into our State under the recent decision. This is a 
‘*Supreme Court package,’’ and it was used as evidence in a case that 
was tried at Fort Scott, and, according to the evidence in that case, 
this was one of five hundred ‘‘original packages’’ that came consigned 
to aman at Fort Scott, shipped loose in a car like so many bales of 
hay. Some of these ‘original packages’’ contain a half-pint, some a 
pint, and some a quart. So that, under this decision of the Supreme 
Court, in every community of our State, regardless of the wishes of 
the people, regardless of the legislation of the State, regardless of the 
statutes that have been enacted for the protection of our homes, we 
find these packages offered for sale to whoever will buy. 

I repeat, therefore, that it is not a matter of license, it is not a mat- 


Also the United States court by decision of Judge 


ter of local option, it is not a matter of prohibition, but the question is | 


‘whether Congress, in consequence of this decision, will give to the sev- 
eral States of this Union the authority to control and restrain this 
traffic as in the judgment of the people of those States it should be re- 
strained and controlled. If there is a Statein this Union which thinks 
that it should have unrestrained, unlicensed, unrestricted rum traffic, 
this legislation will not affect that State or such a people. But I am 
clad to say that there is no such Statein this Union. Thereis noState 
in this Union which has not some legislation upon this subject; legis- 
lation enacted for the protection of the home and the fireside; legisla- 
tion in the interest of good morals and good government, and all legis- 
lation of that kind is affected by this decision just as our prohibition 
legislation in Kansas is affected. 

it may be that for the present the prohibition States are affected 
most. It may be that men who desire to engage in this traffic are go- 
ing first into the prohibition States because they find less competition 
and hence a more inviting field there, but in a short time the State of 
Arkansas and every other State in the Union will be invaded by these 
lawless people, and the license legislation, and the local option legis- 
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lation, and all legislation intended to regulate the liquor traffic will 
be ignored and trampled upon, and these ‘‘ United States Supreme 
Court saloons’’ will be found in every community in the Union, arro- 
gant, defiant, and lawless. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman permit a question for informa- 
tion? 

Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. ROGERS. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
Federal courts in his district have upheld that sort of traffic? 

Mr. PERKINS. They have. They hold that under the recent de- 
cision of the Supreme Court there is no legislative restraint so long as 
the thing is sold in the original package, Congress not having legislated 
for the restraint or control of the traffic or given to the State the right 
to so legislate. 

Mr. ROGERS, 
erroneous decision. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They have held that these half-pint bottles are 
‘* original packages’’ within the meaning of the decision of the Su- 
preme Court? 

Mr. PERKINS. They have held that these half-pint bottles are 
‘* original packages,’’ and the proof in the casein which this ‘‘ original 
package ’’ was produced in evidence was that five hundred of such 
packages had been consigned to one consignee in Fort Scott, and had 
been shipped to him loose in a freight-car from Kansas City, Mo. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I notice that this bottle has stamped upon it, 
“Original package. Packed expressly for export.’’ 

Mr. PERKINS. This original package is labeled, ‘‘ W. H. McBriar. 
Old Kentucky Bourbon, 1880, Original package. Packed expressly 
for export. Louisville Importing Company, 1327 Grand avenue, Kan- 
sas City, Mo., sole agent.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, this only emphasizes the necessity for such legislation 
as that now pending and the necessity for dispassionate but decided 
action upon this subject by this House. No question of so much im- 
portance to my people or, in my judgment, of so much importance to 
the people generally has come to this House for its consideration dur- 
ing this session of Congress. We may differ concerning the propriety 
of prohibitory legislation. We may differ concerning the propriety of 
high license or of low license, but it seems to me that there is not a 
gentleman occupying a seat upon this floor who does not recognize the 
right and the propriety of restraining and controlling, to some extent 
at least, the traffic in rum, and I believe that is the almost universal 
judgment of the American people. The different States have different 
ways of legislating upon this subject. 

I am not here to apologize for the legislation of my own State. My 
people believe in decency, in sobriety, and in good government, and 
in the contest as between the saloon and the home they believe in the 
home, and in the contest as between the rumshop and the school-house 
they believe in the school-house. [Applause.] They have legislated 
in keeping with their convictions and in the interest of the young peo- 
pleof the State and in the interest of their homes and firesides, and they 
make no apology here or elsewhere for their legislation. But, as I 
suggested a moment ago, that is not the question that concerns us here. 
It is not whether we shall have prohibition as a nation or whether we 
shall have some other method of restraining and controlling this traffic, 
but it is whether the people in their sovereign capacity, through their 
State Legislatures, may enact legislation that will restrain this traffic, 
that will compel it to pay some respect to the State statutes, and will 
tend to protect the people, the home, the family, and the good morals 
and decency of the State, and there ought not to be a vote cast in this 
House in opposition to this proposed legislation. [Applause. ] 

There may be those here representing constituencies that do not be- 
lieve in prohibition, but they represent constituencies that believe in 
license; they represent constituencies that believe in legislation of some 
sort to regulate this traffic, and, in the interest of all such legislation, 
I ask them, when they come to cast their votes upon this subject, to so 
vote that their States or their communities may restrain, may license, 
may control this traffic as in the judgment of the people it should be 
regulated, restrained, controlled, and prohibited. And that is the 
issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt of the power of Congress to legislate 
upon this subject. I think this is clearly indicated in the opinion ren- 
dered by Chief-Justice Fuller; and realizing the importance of such 
legislation to the people of my State as well as to the people of the 
country, [am glad indeed that we have this early opportunity of ex- 
pressing our views and of casting our votes upon the proposed legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. PICKLER. Which proposition do you prefer? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think that under the circumstances it is better 
we should take the Senate bill. The Senate has carefully considered 
the subject ; has formulated and passed a good measure. Some ofthe 
objections urged by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] to 
the Senate bill have, I think, been answered by the decisions already 
rendered by the Supreme Courtof the United States. The evil that is 
aimed at by the Senate bill goes unrestrained and uncontrolled in all 
the communities of the land to-day. This evil urgently demands a 
remedy ; and I think itis wisest and best that we should take the bill 
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dorsement at once, that it 
proval and signature with 


plause. ] 











| now vield fi vinutes tomy coll o » {Mr KELLEY j 

Mr. KELLEY Mr. Speaker, on the constitutional or other legal 
points contained in this bill I desire to Say nothing furthe t than to 
mark that the impli ation contained in the decision the Supreme 
Court, that Congress has the power to apply the remedy: n my judg- 
ment, decidedly the best part of the decision. The court, after Instt- 
tuting the evil, suggested an excellent remedy, and to that extent thi 
decision is popular. ; . 

he plan of salvation is orthodox, and is the only part of the decision 
that meets my approval, and I can not help but think it would h 


been been better had the court refrained {rom introduc 


an evil it certainly has been and an evil itis. So far 
people of the State that I have the honor in part to re 
floor, I desire to say that for more than ten years th 


nestly engaged in perfecting prohibition. Ten years a tion 
was submitted to tle people and put into the constituti ate 


by more than 8,000 majority. 

“Since then the people have been engaged to some extent in perfect- 
ing the law; for years before the promulgation of this decision no open 
saloons were to be found in that State; the fame of the 
cellent effects went abroad over the whole land, an i 
from other States were induced to move into the State with their fam- 
ilies in order that their children might be raised away from the influ- 
ence of liquor saloons; and there are thousands of lads and lasses ten 
to fifteen years old living in that State that, until the promulgation of 
this decision of the Supreme Court, did not know what a saloon was 

The prohibition law was working excellently, equally as well if not 
better enforced than any Jaw on the statute-books of that or any other 
State, but since this decision the State has been invaded by men from 

Missouri and other States, and by them saloons have been opened in 
almost every town and hamlet in the State, and the people are very 
indignant and are very much aroused, and they are praying and im- 
ploring Congress to apply the remedy and give them relief; they ar 
holding mass meetings, delegate conventions, Sunday-school conven- 
tions, church conventions, Alliance conventions, political conventions, 
all passing resolutions denouncing the decision of the Supreme Court, 
and portraying in vivid colors the infamous eflects of the same and im- 
ploring Congress for relief. 

Mr. Speaker, since the people on that memorable fourth day of July, 





le 
i 
1 iy neonle 
1 many people 


more than a hundred years ago, clustered around the old Independence 


Hall, in the city of Philadelpha, and with bated breath waited and 
listened for the bell in the steeple to announce to them the glad tidings 
that the Continental Congress had adopted the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, no people have ever watched and waited with so much eager- 
ness as do the people of Kansas wait and watch and pray for the pas- 
sage of this bill; snd whenit shall have passed, ifit does pass, hundreds 
of bells from more than a hundred cities in that State will peal forth 
the joy and thankfulness of that people on account of their happy de- 
liverance from the power and the body of this death. 








bition enforced can little realize the feelings of horror and indigna 

tion that took possession of the people of Kansas when these Stfpreme 
Court saloons began to open up in her cities and towns, and when they 
began to sellin original packages containing a half-pint, a pint, and a 
quart, and the proprietors were arrested by the local authorities and 
fined, and put in jail for violating the laws of the State, and when they 
were taken outon writ of habeas corpus by the Federal court and dis 

charged by virtue of this decision of the Supreme Court, and the local 
authorities enjoined from making any further arresis for the sam« 
cause, and this ina State where with ten years of prohibition the peo- 
ple had seen the population of the State increase more than 50 per cent., 
and in the same time had seen the crime of the State decrease more than 


Mr. Speaker, people living in other than in States that have prohi- | 





60 per cent., I say that people surrounded by other environments than | 
these can not realize the repulsion the people have for these saloons, and | 


they can not realize the eagerness with which the people of Kansas are 
looking to Congress for relief. Senator INGALLS, in a magazine article 
published a year ago, said: 

Kansas has abolished the saloon. The open dram-shop traffic 
as the sale of indulgences, A drunkard is a phenomenon. The bar-keeper 
has joined the troubadour, the crusader, and the mound-builder. The brew- 


ery, the distillery, and the bonded warehouse are known only to the arc 
grist 





is as extinct 


hieolo- 


Imagine a community with these pleasant surroundings suddenly 
contronted with the recent decision of the Supreme Court and the sa 
loons that soon followed; imagine a people who, having made a gallant 
fight against the saloon and won, see them now come back with the 
power of the Federal courts behind them, to take the violators of the 
laws of the State out of jail when imprisoned, and enjoining the officers 
of the State from interfering further with the violator of the law. and 
you have a people that entertains but very little respect for the or 
nal-package decision. 


Che gentleman from Texas [ Mr. CULBERSON] says the decision is 





erroneous, but the best remedy is to sit down and wait until the court | 
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o ill 
Mfr. MASON M weaker. in ‘ sutes al 
expre 1y Opposition to wha 3 eli 3 
he Senate bill I wish 1 iSS t ‘ s t ‘ 
ne sSiadao acity dist n y contest that ma i ¢ I 
oon i am tl ] i i ¢ 
KI ppiau mdla lor these! ] ‘ 
inst on this point I wish to be parti 
wi t 3 t d for Ie ' l 
on any ubrect i t i Vv < ts wa toward 1 
summation, tl ar i Sone itlemen W ’ l 
some ] uli pet < e to sre { I the 
purpose of det tion s to be enacted, « n < ¢ 
to have their pet schemes placed upon the statute-books. 
[he or gin il bill now before us as it came from the Senate a 
to deal with one question; and I[ consider that a it moral q 


a great question that must be decided by the people of the several 


. : r 
States. But I protest against injecting into this Senate bill pr 


which would destroy the commercial life now existing among the States 


of this Union. Coming from the city of Chicago, I represent 





ferent business enterprises lake our dressed beef a ‘ Weean 
dressed beef in the different States of this Union cheaper than the local 
butchers can supply it, because we utilize every portion of the anima 
from the horns to the hoof. Yet people cry out ag: us, and 

take to secure the passage of laws against the selling of dressed beef in 
States where it is not slaughtered, simply for the purpose of buildi 
up their own local business and destroying ou 

“Mr. OATES. Ido not think that can be do under the su tute 
at all. 

Mr. MASON. I know the gentleman from Alabama, and have the 
very greatest respect for his opinion; and I say that knowing his long 
service on this Committee of the Judi ry as W j sh experience 
1 member of this House. But I disagree with him for this reason 
fake, for instance, the manufacture of compound lard, so called, made 
from cotton-seed oil and beef, the t t id healthiest food pro etin 

| the world 

Mr. OATES And manufactured in ir district 

Mr. MASON. And manufactured ir y distri n eles ‘ 
[laughter i fine, healthy food pre ing ind sold at a much lower rate 
than the dishonest stuit called pure lar 

A MEMBER Also made in your ¢ rict. rughter 

Mr. MASON. Nodoubt some of it is alsomade there. } 
let anv State that will do so prohi it the n u ture of mpound 
lard its own citizens: butif all the tize that State want to 
bu | use d d beef. or « } i ‘ 4 y then 
t! — i sid i rl i ‘ a « } OT i bit 
can be le ) 

t does not, therefore, vol © g tion o | as y¢ claim 
atall; and I do not nk you ¢ it to ta tontot 1s th 

notleman from Maine says, why tack on thi rt to the train en 
vou have got it started My hu é é t t Dose 
is to defeat all leg ation wn t Lol 

Mr. OATES. You can reach the po ‘ 
fectly clear by striking out the words from the stitute *‘ products 
of like character 

Mr. MASON. That would not help the ibje 

Mr. OATES Oh, yes, that makes it perfectly clea 

Mr. MASON. Ithink not. I think tl lifficulty dee} than 
that. Let me give you an illustration ‘ } 1me subject o oO 
pound lard, so called. [tis a substan like lard in ippearance \. ‘ 
all you have todo is to passa law prohibit compounding of 
lard with any other substance; and the ] ‘ want to! t} 
product are bound by the State laws not to do so, for you can not fir 
any one who can sell compound lard under your legislation Che 
is no principle found in this thing except the pr ple of bu : 
the commerce of one State to the detrime: L 
no moral principle involved in this branch of the subject Chere is 
no principle of morals or ethics or anything e!1 r ed j ny prod- 
uct of the State, to be touched by t f 1 except in 1 rd te 
the sale of liquors. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why not adopt the wording of my b 

Mr. MASON. That 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we are tra ng a very dangerous ground The 
bill is calculated to excite je ' prevent commerce betwee 
the several States I you pre { ne sa of dressed beef. oleom 
garine, compound lard nd art es of that character produced in ou 
State, we will have to pass a law, embodying the same principle, pro 
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viding that all boots or shoes made outside of the State, or made as far 
north as Massachusetts, would not be healthy for Illinois feet. 
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hibitory law which does not injure any one in their own State, pro- 
| hibit the sale of that article from other States and from our State, 


Mr. BOUTELLE. They would not be large enough. [Laughter.] | which is the great commercial center of this country. I simply say 


Mr. MASON. Well, they may not be large enough. We wear large | 


shoes and reasonably large hats. [Laughter.] And we have just 
enough of the “‘ gray matter’’ in the upper part of our anatomy to 
know when our interests are at stake, or when our business enterprises 
are assailed. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Now, I repeat that this substitute is introduced for one of two pur- 
poses, and most likely forboth. It is to be used either todefeat proper 
legislation to enable the people of the States to govern their own 
States in the matter of the sale of intoxicating liquors, or else it is to 
defeat, or attempt to defeat, the sale of certain products made largely 
in the city of Chicago 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman give an illustration of any lan- 
guage embodied in the provision in question which, if enacted into a 
statute, would be likely to accomplish that purpose? He has got his 
illustrations all wrong. 


Mr. MASON. Well, let me call your attention to the wording of 


this substitute— 

That when any article of commerce is imported into any State from any other 
State, ete. 

Now, take for instance this same subject of compound lard, which is 
made up from your cotton-seed oilandour beef. Itisa fine food product, 
ani comes largely from Georgia and Alabama and Illinois. Now,what 
is to prevent the State of Pennsylvania, represented here so ably by 
my friend on your left [Mr. McCormick], from prohibiting the manu- 
facture and sale of lard compound, or any other compound made in 
imitation of lard, in that State, as they have done with regard to 
oleomargarine ? 

Mr. OATES. Have not they a right to do so? 

Mr. MASON. No; that is just the very point Iam coming to. I 
say when the State says to its citizens, ‘‘ You can not eat a cheap and 
a healthy food product because it is not made within the limits of the 
State,’’ and forces them to take the dearer and more unwholesome food 
product, then you have enacted legislation worse than the worst system 
of protection between the States. 

Mr. OATES. But how can they, if that principleis right? Forin- 
stance, the State of Iowa or the State of Ohio may be prohibited from 
selling liquors in Illinois, or Ulinois prevented from selling liquors in 
Ohio. 

Mr. MASON. I was saying to the gentleman that I am not discuss- 
ing the liquor branch of that question. 

Mr. OATES. Ah, but it is the same principle. 

Mr. MASON. That is just where I disagree with you. I simply 
say this, whether it is or not, I will not even stop to discuss that. I 
say that by your House substitute you say that any article of com- 
merce, Ido not care how clean or healthy, or how cheap it may be, 
or how satisfactory to citizens of a State—you invite the men who con- 
tro) the Legislatures of the different States to go to those State Legis- 
latures and say to them, ‘‘Protect our industries and our business, 
protect our butter and our lard against the butter and the lard of 
every other State in the Union,’’ and you do worse than make tariff 
between the States. 

Mr. OATES. Read the proviso. 

Mr, MASON. I will be very glad to read it: 

Provided, That no discrimination shall be made by any State in favor of its 
citizens against those of other States or Territories in respect to the sale of any 
article of commerce, nor in favor of its own products against those of a like 
character- 

There is where the difficulty comes in— 
produced in other States or Territories, 


Now, is our lard compound of like character? 

Mr. OATES. Strike those words out. 

Mr. MASON. I would be delighted to strike itall out; it might be 
done with my consent. 

Mr. OATES. I will not agree with you on that. 

Mr. MASON. That is all I care to say, except one word in conelu- 
sion. I wish my colleagues to understand that I am not discussing the 
question of the original-package decision of the Supreme Court. I 
realize that the people of this conntry want something done on that 
subject, and 1 am a home-ruler, whether it wins or losesin my district. 
I believe the people should be allowed to govern themselves in great 
questions of morals and matters of that kind, but I wish to be under- 
stood that it is not fair to the products of one part of this country to 
say that a State may prohibit the sale of ‘‘any article of commerce”’ 
simply because the people in that State do not make it, but make 
something similar to it, that they want to have the advantage of driv- 
ing the other article out of existence. That is exactly the case with 
many articles that we make. You know very well that when the rail- 
roads started the stage-drivers protested against the railroads because 
it was going to ruin the business of stage-driving. The people who 
manufacture lard compounds out of cotton-seed oil and beef stearine 
are the railroad people, and they are driving the other people out. 
They produce a cheap food product, better, cleaner, and more health- 
ful, and yet those States that do not produce, by simply passing a pro- 





that it is not fair. You are taking in more than you agreed to take in 
| in your original propesition by amending the law in this particular. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I believe that immediately after 
the reading of the Journal on Monday next we are to vote upon this bill. 
I hope we shall vote for that bill which will most speedily effect legis- 
lation and meet the great emergency that is upon us; and with thatin 
view I hope we will vote for the Senate bill and pass it through this 
House within fifteen minutes after the reading of the Journal on Mon- 
day, and that it will be enrolled and go to the President and become 
a law before Monday evening. You can not hurry this thing up any 
too much to suit me. 

This decision of the Supreme Court that a State can not regulate, or 
tax, or prohibit the sale of any article which the State may deem harm- 
ful to the citizens of the State, if it comes across the State line, coming 
after the decision of Chief-Justice Taney in the case of Pierce vs. New 
Hampshire, forty-three years ago, which has been considered the law 
of the land ever since, falls likea thunderboltoutof aclear sky. Chief- 
Justice Taney in that case, which was referred to by my distinguished 
friend from Wisconsin [ Mr. CASWELL] and iskuownasthe ‘‘gincase’’— 
I will state, before reading the language of the court, that a barrel of gin 
was bought in Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, and carried in the 
original package into New Hampshire and sold there, and the question 
was whether the license law of New Hampshire applied to that barrel 
of gin—the Chief-Justice says: 

Upon the whole, therefore, the law of New Hampshire is, in my judgment, a 
valid one; for, although the gin sold was an import from another State, and 
Congress has clearly the power to regulate such importations under the grant 
of power to regulate commerce among the several States, yet, as Congress has 
made no regulation on the subject, the traffic in the article may be lawfully 
regulated by the State as soon as it is landed inthis territory and a tax imposed 
upon it, or a license required, or the sale altogether prohibited, according to 
the policy of the State which it may suppose it to be its interest or its duty to 
pursue, 

Now that was the law laid down by the Supreme Court of the United 
States forty-three years ago and which has been the law of this land 
ever since until the recent decision which has evoked this debate. And 
it remained for the present Chief-Justice to overrule that decision by 
laying down the law that the liquor must not only be imported into 
the foreign State before it becomes subject to the law of that State, but 
that it must be sold within the foreign State before it becomes mingled 
with the mass of property in that State. That gin case was fairly 
upon all fours with the beer case recently decided in which a di- 
rectly opposite conclusion was reached. 

No decision more far-reaching than this has ever beenenunciated by 
the Supreme Court of the United States. It overturns a large partof 
all the police regulations of every State in the Union, the laws relating 





| not only to the traffic in intoxicating liquors, but the laws relating to 


This decision does not affect alone the States where prohibition ex- 


high explosives, combustibles, and many other articles that might be 
mentioned, and a demand comes up from every part of the country that 
we, with whom alone the power is vested to undo this decision, shall 
undo it and restore the former status of the law. 


ists; if that were so it would be comparatively harmless. It equally 
affects the power of the State to tax any article whatever that has come 
across ‘the State line, unless it has been sold or the bulk broken. It 
strikes at all license laws as to liquors or other articles of commerce 
carried from one State into another. It strikes down all inspection 
laws as to combustibles, impure foods, fish, meats, explosives, butter 
and lard compounds, and every other commodity coming from another 
State and sold in original form, 

The State, so far as its power for the protection of its citizens in re- 
gard to these things goes, is wiped out. : 

There are two remedies for this decision. The first is Congressional 
legislation and the other is political action that will reverse the Supreme 
Court. I mean reverse it in a legitimate manner by reconstructing it, 
unless it reverses itself. When the same Supreme Court rendered the 
Dred Scott decision a political revolution ensued that reconstructed that 
court and put it in harmony with the will of the nation, and there 
are now none so poor as to do reverence to that decision. 

When, later, the same court rendered the decision in the legal-tender 
case, the court was not as strong as the popuiar will, and that decision 
was reversed; and so in this case the evil is not without its remedy. 

The Supreme Court in its decision has pointed out clearly the rem- 
edy in the case. Thecourt have done this in this very decision, so that 
the antidote goes along with the poison. 

First, upon page 7 of this document, printed by the order of the 
Senate, where the court says: 


Whenever, however, a particular power of the General Government is one 
which must necessarily be exercised by it and Congress remains silent, this is 
not only not a concession that the powers reserved by the States may be ex- 
erted as if the specific power had not been elsewhere reposed, but, on the con- 
trary, the onty legitimate conelusion is that the General Government intended 
that power should not be affirmatively exercised, and the action of the States 
can not be permitted to effect that which would be incompatible with such in- 
tention. Hence, inasmuch as interstate commerce, consisting in the transporta- 
tion, purchase, sale, and exchange of commodities, is national in its character, 
and must be governed by a uniform system, so long as Congress does not pass 
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any law to regulate it or allowing the States so to do, it thereby indicates its ‘ 


% will that such commerce shall be free and untrammeled 





‘““So long as Congress does not pass any 
ing the States so to do’’ is the language of the court, a plain con 


sion that the Congress may allow the State to do so 
Again, on the same page, it says: ; 





That ardent spirits, distilled liquors, ale, and beer are subje i 


barter, and trafi ike any other commodity in which a right o 
andare so ret ized by the 1 es of the commercial world, ta ws of Co ; 
gress and the decis 1s eo is not denied, Leirng thus articies of c« . 


merce, f 








ean a State, in the absence of legislation on the part <« cress 
4 hibit their ir iportation trom a road or from a sister State or Ww n i rted a¢ 
prohibit their sale by the importer? 





Avain in this decision, on page 13, the court sa; 
The conelusion follows that, as the grant of the power to regulat ume 4 
among the States, so far as one system Is requ red, is exclusive, t! States car ° a . 
not exercise that power without the assent of Congress, and in the absence « NOrlul I ‘ ea 
legislation it is left for the courts to determine when State action does or 
not amount to such exercise, or, in other words, what is or is 
of such commerce. 
A clear implication that the State may exercise the power with the 
assent of Congress. J 
And again, on page 15, the court says: 
Undoubtedly it is for the legislative branch of the State governments to de ; 
termine whether the manufacture of particular articles of traffic or the sale « : 
such articies will injuriousiy affect the public, and it is not for Congress to equally ay 
termine what measures a State may properly adopt as appropriate or needful | | the Hou t 
for the protection of the public morals, the public health, or the public safety eae 
but, notwithstanding it is not vested with supervisory power over matters o P / ; 
loca! administration the responsibility is upon Congress, so far as the regula nerce ul ed ! . h 
tion of interstate commerce is concerned, to remove the restriction upon the roverning s 1 sub s \ +) 
State in dealing with imported articles of trade within its limits, which have 
not been mingled with the common mass of property therein, if in its judgment : ; : 
the end to be secured justifies and requires such action. ihe rea 1 








s ‘*The responsibility is upon Congress to remove the restriction upon 
the State,’’ says the court. aaa oe “13 
Once more, in concluding, the court clearly implies that the State Ce tame sea en at eer ; 
may control articles of interstate commerce by State laws, with Con es ai San Se 
gressional permission, in the following words: Sas tae _. 
Whatever our individual views may be as to the deleterious or dangerous | , RL ; : aes re ad 
qualities of particular articles, we can not hold that any articles which Congress 7 “gh. ? ae ; ~~ a 
recognizes as subjects of interstate commerceare not such or that whatever are ; cy SO tO ¢ »T t > ed 
thus recognized can be controlled by State laws amounting to regulation w 
they retain that character; although, at the same time, if directly dangers 
themselves, the State may take appropriate measures to guard against in 
before it obtains complete jurisdiction over them. To concede to a State t ent sentiment int Sta 
power to exclude, directly or indirectly, articles so situated, without Congres hen. ¢ in. ¢ ¥ 
sional permission, is to concede to a majority of the people of a State 
sented in the State Legislature, the power to regulate commer 
between the States, by determining what shall be its subject rhen that power | O! the sup le po ! X ( t 
' was distinctly granted to be exercised by the people of the I ted States, rep- | by wholesale or otherwis« or ¢ reasit ts 1 
resented in Congress, and its possession by the latter was considered essent “he 
to that more perfect union which the Constitution was adopted to create. 
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Not less than five times in this decision the Supreme Court has rec- | }iJeod yy 
: ognized the truth that Congress may sanction the legislation of the | ; 
a State, may make the regulation of the State its own regulation. It is 
not a matter of delegated power. It is merely a matter of adoption 

of the regulations already made by the State Legislature or which may { 
hereafter be so made. P 5 ee ; aii 
I think that there is no difficulty whatever in the situation. Ou 








duty is plain. Theevilis apparent; the remedy is before us; and that 
: is, instead of limiting ourselves here as the Congress of the United | , i l 
4 States to reguiate interstate commerce by regulations which we may ‘ 
% ourselves formulate, and which would not, by reason of their univer- ‘ . v le , 
sality, be adapted to the varying conditions of the several States, 1 salt 


a 
simplv say that, with reference to these articles which have been deem: 
y say eer 




















by every State in the Union worthy of restriction and regulation, the | ¢)e desirat 
regulations made by the local communities shall be recognized by Con- the 
gress as its own regulations and become the law of the Jand as to t! ‘ ! 
State or community. o t 3 t t I 
Now, Mr. Speaker, as I do not desire to detain the House unneces- | eptirely outside of : 
sarily, I will only repeat that our plain, solemn, and urgent duty is to M EILLLY I i 
make that law which can most speedily be put upon the statute-book: | the fr t ’ 
and then at some future time, if need be, bring in this broader bill. | amend 
. . . , . . . = “ul : . 
/ applicable to all articles of interstate commerce—bring it in at once— | an o ty t i 
= and let it be fully discussed and considered, following up this first leg- | and printed 
a islation, which meets this special emergency, by broader and more et ! 
. . - - — . : , 
¥ general legislation, to meet all future emergencies which may require 
Ses Congressional action. Nothing less will meet the demand of this hour. : NI fer 5 ( 
w Nothing less will acquit us before the people and the world. ‘That this | por to an ate 
may be done is my most earnest hope and wish. [Applause. ] sale there ar 
ae Mr. HAYES. I desire to offer an amendment. — rede Se ee ee 
s The amendment was read, as follows: — 
= Amend the substitute proposed by the committee by adding after the wo Mr. DINGLEY Is thi - = ; rinted 
; “State,” in line 6, the words “hereafter passed.” : or information ? 
So that it will read: Mr. REILLY. I desire t » offer it, if I get an 
That whenever any article of commerce is imported into any State from any | OPP2Ftunity to cle 
other State, Territory, or foreign nation and there held or offered for sale. the The PEAKER I to 
same shall then be subject to the laws of such State hereafter passed: P ed pril lin + | 
a That no discrimination shall be made by any State in favor of its citizens acainst |* ; 
4 those of other States or Territories in respect to the aale of any article of com- ihere W ay a 
4 merce. nor in favor of its own products against those of like character produced 
¢ = other States or Territories. Nor shall the transportation of commerce LOSS O ! ) 
rough any State be obstructed except in the necessary enforcement of the 
5 health laws of such State. |} Mr. McCORMIC] us « I lin 
pril 
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the Recorp the bedy of the following memorial, which was referred 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals 
New York, May 20, 1890, 
To the honorable the Senate and Nouse of Representatiocs in Congress assembled: 
GENTLEMEN: We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States, respectfully 
but earnestly ask for the appointment of a committee to investigate the cause 


of spreading of rails on railroads and the accidents and loss of life arising 
therefrom, 


‘The reasons which induce us to present this, our petition, we think should 
commend themselves to every reflecting mind, and the same are more fully set 
forth in the accompanying statement, to which your attention is most respect- 
fully called. We believe that ifthe suggestions contained in the accompanying 
paper were carried out and adopted by Congressional enactment it would be 
of great benefit to the traveling public, and thereby prevent great loss of life. 

Your petitioners humbly pray that the matter of the appointment of a com- 
mittee to investigate the cause of the spreading of rails on railroads and the ac- 
cidents arising therefrom be considered by your honorable body. 

All of which is respectfully submitted, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Mupp, until Wednesday next, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. BuNN, for ten days. on account of business. 

RECESS. 


Mr. HAYES. I move thatthe House takea recess till 8 o’clock p. m. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And aceordingly (at 5 o'clock and 6 minutes p. m.) the House was 
declared in recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired the House reassembled at 8 0’clock p. m., 
and Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, as Speaker pro tempore, called the House 
tw orde r. 

ORIGINAL-PACKAGE BILL, 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, a few months since the 
Supreme Court of the United States startled the country with an un- 
expected decision. It decided that a citizen of Illinois could carry 
original packages of intoxicating liquors into the State of Iowa and 
sell them therein violation of the laws of the State of Iowa. In other 
words, it decided that a citizen of any State can carry an original pack- 
age of liquor, whether it be a bottle or a jug or a barrel, intoany other 
“tate and sell ib in violation of the laws of the State into which it is 
carried, 
be done. 


For a hundred years it had been supposed that this could not 

For a hundred years the decisions of the courts had accorded 
to the States the right to regulate this traflic in theirown way. The 
Dred Scott decision, which robbed a whole race of its humanity and 
manhood, could not have surprised the country any more than this de- 
cision. It nullified the laws of all the States on this subject and gave 
unbridled license to a traffic which is held in check by some sort of 
legislation in every State in the Union and in every civilized country in 
the world. 

To meet this emergency and to prevent the dire calamity which 
this decision invites, is the object of the bill now under consideration. 

This bill has passed the Senate, and if it passes the House it will, 
when signed by the President, become a law. The Judiciary Com- 

ittee has recommended a substitute for the Senate bill, to which I 
sce no objection except the delay it may cause or the peril it may bring 
to the final passage of the bill. I can cheerfully support either the 
Senate bill or the substitute, but I prefer the Senate bill and believe 
that we should pass it at once and take up afterward other needed 
legislation, The Senate bill meets every phase and remedies every 
fault of the Supreme Court decision. 

The question of authority for this kind of legislation is raised on both 
sides of the House. There is a wide difference of opinion among 
the members on this question. Some say it belongs to the delegated 
powers of the General Government and some say it belongs to the re- 
served powers of the States. I donot believe that it belongs to either. 
The power in a State to control Jegislation which relates to the safety, 
health, morals, and general welfare of the people of the State is an in- 
herent and inalienable right. Itis the police power of the State, with- 
out which no State can exist, a power which the State can neither 
delegate to the General Government nor reserve to its own people, as it 
is an inalienable right, incapable of being the subject of grant or reser- 
vation. It is nota right to be found in any constitution, State or na- 
tional; it is aright that exists in the State, paramount to all laws and 
all constitutions, 

This power is to the State what the law of self-defense is to the in- 
dividual. No. man needs to tarn to the Constitution to find his right 
to defend his life, his property, his home, his wife, his children. This 
is a part of that unwritten law that is conceded to all men, everywhere, 
never doubted by anybody; and it isas much conceded to an individual 
as if it were written in a thousand constitutions. Soit is with a State. 
The existence of statehood carries with it as an incident this police 
power. It is the life of the State, the blood that flows through its 
veins and arteries, witbout which statehood would cease and the crea- 
tion of States would be a failure and a folly. 

This is all I care to say in reply to the constitutional arguments 
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which have been made on this floor in opposition to this bill. In my 
judgment the police power of the State is an inherent right of the State 
to protect the lives and the health and the morals of the people, and 
can not be questioned any more than the right of an individual to pro- 
tect and defend his own life and the lives of those under his immediate 
care and protection. This is a kind of State rights that I believe in. 
I do not believe that a State has a right to secede or rebel, but I do be- 
lieve that it is the duty of the State to care for the welfare of the citi- 
zens of the State and to provide every possible safeguard against im- 
morality, vice, and crime. This is an implied power which belongs to 
every State, and should be exercised by every State in the interest of 
the people. 

lf, however, I am mistaken in this view, I am willing to turn to the 
minority decision of the three distinguished judges who dissented from 
the opinion of the majority of the court and compare their arguments 
with the arguments announced by the Chief-Justice. This decision is 
now the law because it is the judgment of a majority of the court, but 
in the years to come the opinion given by Justices Gray, Harlan, and 
Brewer will be the law of the States of this Union and the funda: 
mental law of the American people. 

Courts are not infallible, and I sometimes think that the minority is 
just as likely to be right as the majority. The minority opinion this 


| year may be the majority opinion next year. A good illustration of 


this is the recent decisions of the Federal courts in regard to the taxa- 
tion of national banks. Section 5219 of the Revised Statutes provides 
that the States shall be permitted to tax the shares of national banks 
located in the States, provided such taxation shall not be at a greater 
rate than is assessed upon other moneyed capital in the hands of indi- 
vidua! citizens of such States. This law was in 1862, and for 
twenty years the State courts and the Federal courts held that this 
Jaw related only to the rate, and not to the aggregate or proportionate 
taxation paid by the banks or individuals and had nothing to do with 
valuations; or, in other words, that this law only aeanaiel the Legis- 
lature from assessing bank stock at one rate and the property of indi- 
viduals at another; that if one paid 2 per cent. the other must pay 2 
percent. Buta few yearssince, after this had been the law for twenty 
years and after more than two thousand national banks had been or- 
ganized, the courts decided that this law means that bank stock and 
other personal property shall be appraised for purposes of taxation in 
the same manner and in the same proportion. That is, if horses and 
cattle and sheep are appraised at 60 per cent. of their true value, bank 
stock must be appraised at 60 per cent, of its true value. At one time 
the courts said this law meant one thing, now they say it means another. 

Two or three men, who are said to be great lawyers, made speeches 
against this measure, and their speeches are said to be great speeches. 
Great applause followed their great utterances. And these men say 
that the power to regulate commerce between the States belongs ex- 
clusively to Congress and that Congress can not delegate a power to a 
State. They further say that Congress received this power from the 


| States and can not give it back. To prove this doctrine they read from 


en 


a pile of books which the pages carried in, and when they had com- 
pleted their arguments both they and their admirers seemed perfectly 
satisfied that no such bill as this could be passed by Congress. 

But wise men differ. Congress has been doing this very thing for a 
hundred years, and no one ever questioned this authority before. If 
you will turn to the nine hundred and fourteenth section of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, you will find these words: 

The practice, pleadings,and forms and modes of proceeding in civil cases 
* * * shall conform, as near as may be, to the practice, pleadings, and forma 
and modes of proceeding existing at the time in like cases in the courts of record 
of the State within which such circuit or district courts are held. 

Now, no one doubts that Congress has the right to prescribe the forms 
and methods of procedure of the United States courts, and yet here, by 
express statute, it remits this power tothe States and requires Federal 
judges to conform their rules of pleading and their rules of evidence 
and their methods of procedure to the laws of the State in which the 
Federal courts are being held. I do not care whether you cali this a 
grant of power or a concession to the States; it is doing precisely what 
we propose to do by this bill—no more, no less. 

The thing that has surprised me the most, Mr. Speaker, during this 
discussion is that the men who generally cry out the most about State 
rights are the men who are opposing this bill. I supposed that all 
who make State rights a hobby and declare from time to time that 
the Government has no powers of any kind, except those expressly 
granted in the Federal Constitution, would be in favor of this bil! or of 
some bill which would secure tothe States the control of this traffic and 
every other traffic that can be regulated by thelaws oftheStates; but te 
my surprise I find itotherwise. Thenarrowconstruction which would 
give to the General Government only the powers enumerated in the 
Federal Constitution would only give to the States the powers enu- 
merated in the State constitutions, thereby rejecting theimplied powers 
which belong to both. Away with such narrow constitutional law! 

The decision of the Supreme Court obliterates all State laws prohib- 
iting, taxing, or regulating the traffic inintoxicating liquors. It is as 
fatal to local-option laws in Georgia and Maryland as it is to prohibi- 
tion laws in Maine and Iowa. It permits intoxicating liquors to be 
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sold on election days and on Sundays to minors and to drunkards and 
sets at naught every law of every State in the Union on this subje: t. 
The original-package saloons, which now disgrace and degrade State and 
nation, and open wide the flood-gates of crime and lawlessness, are com- 
ing into every State and into every community, and are aiming to reach 
every home and fireside, and the time has come when thealarm should | 
be sounded and when the implements of self-defense and sel tion 
should be wielded ; 

For thirty years we had in Ohio laws preventing liquors from bein 
sold to be drank in, upon, or about the premises where ld, preventing | 
theirsale to minors, intoxicated persons, or persons in the habit of getting 
intoxicated, preventing sales on Sunday and on election days, and 
other like provisions; but it never entered the brain of the‘ hio courts, 
or the Ohio bar, or the Ohio people that intoxicating li . 
put in pint or quart bottles, wrapped in paper wrappers, labeled ** orig- 
inal packages,’’ and then shoveled into box cars, and 
brought into Ohio and sold in violation of every law upon our statute- 
books, as they are now doing in other parts of the country. It is 
strange that it took a hundred years to discover this new law which | 
the Supreme Court has dug out of the debris of a buried century. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, to the credit of the Supreme Court, that 
they announced this opinion with a consciousness of its character and 
with a hope of its speedy removal. In delivering the opinion Chief: | 
Justice Fuller, no less than five times, pointed out the remedy for this 
unfortunate conclusion to which a majority of the court arrived,and the 
remedy that he points out and holds up like a pillar of cloud by day 
and a pillar of fire by night is Congressional legislation, the very 
thing we now propose. Indeed, the decision of the court seems to be 
based upon the silence of Congress, and, if the silence of Congress pro 
duces such fruit as this, for heaven’s sake let Congress be silent no 
longer. 

We have always supposed that the police powers of a State were in- 
herent, inalienable, and inextinguishable rights, never to be separated 
from the State by laws or constitutions and never to be ignored or 
disregarded by the people. This has been the opinion of the Ameri- 
can people all through the past century. Inspection laws, the laws of 
internal commerce, quarantine laws, health laws, and all local and 
sanitary laws, and laws intended to protect life and property, health 
and comfort, good order and good morals, have heretofore been remit- 
ted to State legislation; but now comes the Supreme Court and says to 
us, modestly, of course, that when these things fall within the scope 
of the General Government they are not within the police power of the 
States, unless placed there by Congressional action. ‘This is what we 
are plainly invited to do, to take Congressional action, and we can 
not do if in a better way than in passing the Senate bill or the Hons« 
substitute. The only way at present to prevent the ruthless and god- 
less invasion of the States where we have license laws or tax laws or 
local-option laws or prohibition laws, or any other laws, by these origi- 
nal-package saloons, with all of their accursed influences, is to pass this 
measure and meet at once the imperative demand of the people. 

Mr. Speaker, while I should vote for any measure looking to the | 
suppression of this traffic, I think it is better and safer to let each State 
make and enforce its own laws in regard to intoxicating liquors. A 
State Legislature is nearer the people than a National Legislature. 
The people have a larger representation in a State Legislature than 
they have in the National Legislature. All of the representatives ina 
State Legislature are from the same locality, from contiguous terri- 
tory, which is not true of the national Congress, and an effort made by 
the people to accomplish a reform of any kind is more likely to succeed 
when taken up by States than when undertaken on too large a scale. 
Therefore, I think it was wise in the framers of our Constitution to 
create States and to endow them with these great powers which relate 
to the welfare of the people. 


[Mr. STRUBLE addressed the House. See Appendix. } 
{[Mr. PICKLER addressed the House. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, after the able discussion of this ques- 
tion before the House by the members of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, there is but little left to say by those gentlemen who are inter- 
ested in this question and who discuss it from a point of view entirely 
outside of the committee. I wish in the few moments that I have be- 
fore the House to call the attention of the members present, briefly, to 
what I understand to be the direct question in issue. 

There is no such sanctity in a judicial decision that we can not attack 
it by legislative action norspeak against it either in the Halls of Con- 
gress or on the public streets. A judicial decision must stand upon 
the solidity of its own reasoning. It muststand upon its justice. ‘he 
opinion in the present case expressly overrules a former decision of the 
Supreme Court holding directly the contrary opinion, thus showing 
that that great court itself has taken widely different views of the same 
question. In 5th Howard the Supreme Court makes the following 
statement of the law: 
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See Appendix. ] 


The conclusion of the opinion of Mr. Chief-Justice Taney is in these words 
“Upon the whole, therefore, the law of New Hampshire is in my judgment a 
valid one. For, although the gin sold was an import from another State and 
Congress has clearly the power to regulate such importations under the grant | 
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quart bottles. Next is the Senate proposition to meet iandiatea 


liquors on arrival in the State, and there subject them to the laws of 
theState. On the other hand, we have thecommittee substitute, which 
provides the right to put.all commercial articles upon the same footing. 
Whilst I am willing to thus include all articles of commerce, yet I be- 
lieve that the Supreme Court will retrace their steps upon this question. 
It will not be the first time they have overruled themselves, and the 
most honorable and noble thing that a court ever does is to ‘‘eat its 
leek’? at u succeeding term, and take back a decision which subse- 
quent cool judgment shows to be wrong. The wisest of men are those 
who may see and admit their error. 

Therefore it is 


afe for us to proceed just as far as they have gone, to 
meet them step bystep. Let us follow them as far as they have gone. 
Either the Senate bill or the committee's resolution will, in my judg- 
ment, effectually annul the effects of the decision in question. But as 
the Senate bill has passed that body and reaches the real root of the 
present difficulty the simplest way would be to pass the Wilson bill, 
and when other subjects of interstate commerce come in question laws 
should ver them all as they arise if it should be neces- 


cl le Pp ssed to ¢ 


sary, But I fully believe that the Supreme Court will at an early day | 
retract the new doctrine contained in this decision. 

lhe scope of « decision often is not fuily understood until it is tried 
practically,and the practical workings of this new decision show that 
Chief-Justice Taney in the case which I have cited took a more reason- | 
able view of the police power of the States when he said that where | 
‘Congress has made no regulation on the subject the traffic in the arti- 


cle may be lawfully regulated by the State as soon as it is landed in its 
territory, and a tax imposed upon it or a license required, or the sale 
altogether prohibited, according to the policy which the State may sup- | 


pose to be its interest or duty to pursue,’ 

The decision in question is as damaging in a license State as in one 
where prohibition prevails. Every State where the liquor traffic is | 
controlled in any method is interested in having its police powers un- 


limited and unrestrained, so that the traffic may be taxed, regulated, 

and controlled, There is noState in this Union where there is not some 

sort of regulation of the liquortraftic. This decision in effect destroys 

all these regulations. An early legislative correction of the evils re- 
i!ting from this case is demanded on every hand. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I have made no preparation to discuss 
this important question and shall not undertake to do so in ten min- 
ute Whatever we may think about the soundness of the decision in 
question (and I do not assert that it is not law), all agree that it strikes 
at if it does not destroy the doctrine of ‘‘home rule,’ so far as the 
control and regulation of the liquor traffic is concerned, and that some- 
thing should be.done to restore this right to the local and State gov- 
ernments. | am not satisfied with either bill. Asa choice between 
the two bills, I prefer the one recommended by the majority of the 
House committee, but I hope it will be amended so as to strike out the 





words ‘‘of like character,’’ in line 10. 

My purpose in rising was to read the following petition signed by 
some o! the best citizeus in my district. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will my friend state the substance of it? 

Mr. McRAE, It states that the district is being flooded with these 
original-packaye saloons in counties where the sale of liquor is pro- 
hibited. We have local option in Arkansas and in some of the coun- 
ties we have liquor sold and in some we do not. We let each county 
manage its own affairs. Ina number of counties in my district these 
saloons are being opened. In the counties where liquor is permitted 
to be sold it interferes with the licensed saloons. We tax them from 
$750 to $1,200, and they are being interfered with in wet counties. 
The prohibition towns are being interfered with, and this petition 
simply states this fact. 

Mr. DINGLEY. DolI understand the gentleman that this decision 
seems to interfere with license as well as prohibition ? 

Mr. McRAE. There is no question about that. It interferes with 
the right to tax, control, and reguiate in any manner. 

The petition is as follows: 


To the Senators and Members of Congress from the State of Arkansas : 

Whereas in the supreme wisdom of certain judges of the United States Fed- 
eral courts they have seen proper and fit in certain cases pending before them 
concerning the sale and disposition of spirituous and intoxicating liquors, where 
the same have been regulated and prohibited by the laws and regulations of 
certain States of the United States, to render decisions and rulings in the same, 
by and through which it is declared that the States have no authority unto 
themselves to control, regulate, or prohibit the vending of intoxicating liquors 
within their borders uncer certain conditions and circumstances; and 

W hereas, that certain persons unmindful of the strong moral sentiment prev- 
alent, and the numerous statutory laws against the sale and bartering of 
liquors under whatever condition, as well as unmindful of all sense of propri- 
ety and common decency, have at various places and towns within this the 
Third Congressional district of the State of Arkansas, as well as in other por- 
tions of the State, established and put into operation what is known asthe orig- 
inal-package saloon, where spiritous and intoxicating liquors are openly sold, 
bartered, and exchanged in flasksand otheremall! packages in opposition to the 
will and desire of the majority of the citizensas well as in opposition tothe laws 
of the State prohibiting the sale of said intoxicating liquors, yet such persons 
claim in this to act under the authority of law and sanction of the superior courts 
of the United States, and therefore bid defiance to all State powers to regulate, 
control, or restrict such traflic, and by reason of such opinions and decisions of 
the Federal court protecting such traMie we are no longer able to restrict such 
sales or prohibit fhe trespass on our moral, social, and what onght to be dele- 
gated asa power to each State to regulate and restrict such sales; and 

Whereas we regard the sale of liquors in our midst as having a tendency to 
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degrade individual persons, to destroy the peace, happiness, and prosperity of 
private homes, and to greatly endanger society, and being powerless to call to 
our support the aid of local laws or police regulation for the suppression of the 
same; 

We, therefore, as citizens of the Third Congressional district of the State of 
Arkansas, having due regard for the preservation of morals,respect for society, 
and a protection of our own families,do hereby respectfully and earnestly 
solicit our Representatives in the Congress of the United States to use their 
efforts to have Congress pass some law delegating to each State the power to 
regulate and prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors within its limits and to 
prohibit what is known as the original-package sale within its bounds. 

Wherefore, the premises considered, we will ever pray for the relief asked. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, the traffic in intoxicating liquors 
is a form ot commerce universally admitted to be a’ proper object of 


| regulation and control. The lowest standards of morality and the 
| cheapest theories of public policy agree in this particular with the 


most advanced opinions on the moral and economical phases of this 
question. In every State the law has set penalties upon the liquor 


| traffic, in some prohibiting it, and in those which license it often re- 


serving to each neighborhood a local option for or against the saloon. 


| The people of the State which I in part represent here, having tried 


all the methods known to experience to abate the evils and burdens 
of the saloon system, have adopted the plan of prohibiting the traflic 


| in intoxicating liquors. This plan has been in operation among our 


people, except as to the lighter liquors, for more than thirty years. 

In a large portion of the State the saloon has been entirely unknown 
since itssettlement. In such a community the new interpretation of 
the law promulgated by the Supreme Court has invited a form of 
lawlessness which calls for a speedy and adequate remedy. 

Whatever may be said of prohibition in the great centers of popula- 
tion, few men will dispute that saloons in the cities and villages of a 


| jarming community are a public nuisance out of the reach of apology. 


As the gentleman irom Arkansas [Mr. McKkakr] has just said, the re- 
cent decision of the Supreme Court breaks down the local-option stat- 
ute of that State as completely as it destroys the statute of lowa. 
Since then every method of controlling the liquor traffic known to 
the statute-book is defeated by the new right of interstate commerce 
just discovered by the courts, it is the plain duty of Congress to regu- 
late this commerce by securing to the people of every State their 
hitherto undisputed right to choose for themselves the most acceptable 


| methods of dealing with the saloon. [Applause.] I yield the re- 


mainder of my time to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTEeLLe]. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
DOLLIVER] has covered the ground of my opinion in regard to this 
matter very fully and very clearly. As I understand, we are not called 
upon as a House of Representatives to consider now the question of 
sustaining or overruling any decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. That court has rendered its judgment, and that judgment 
must starid until it is reversed by the same authority which has given 
the deliverance. In rendering that opinion, however, the court has 
clearly pointed out a method by which the evil effects that may follow 
the decision may be averted by the action of Congress, so that I can 
see no necessity, even pending the possible future reconsideration by 
the court of its present attitude, for any collision or conflict or any- 
thing approaching thereto between Congress and the supreme judi- 
ciary in consequence of such action as we may find necessary to take in 
order to remedy the mischiet that grows out of the operation of the laws 
of the United States under this new construction. The court itself in 
its opinion says: 
While by virtue of its jurisdiction over persons and property within its limits 
a State may provide for the security of the lives, limbs, health, and comfort of 
»ersons, and the protection of property so situated, yet a subject-matter which 
- been confided exclusively to Congress by the Constitution is not within the 
jurisdiction of the police power of the State, unless placed there by Congres- 
sional action. 
Again the court says: 


The conclusion follows that, as the grant of the power to regulate commerce 
among the States, so far as one system is required, is exclusive, the States can 
not exercise that power withuut the assent of Congress, and, in the absence of 
legislation, it is left for the courts to determine when State action does or does 
not amount to sueh exercise, or, in other words, what is or is not a regulation 
of such commerce. 


Finally the court says: 


To concede to a State the power to exclude, directly or indirectly, articles so 
situated, without Congressional permission, is to concede to a majority of the 
people of the State, represented in the State Legislature, the power to regulate 
commercial intercourse between the States by determining what shall be its 
subjects, when that power was distinctly granted to be exercised by the people 
of the United States, represented in Congress, and its ssion by the latter 
was considered essential to that more perfect Union which the Constitution was 
adopted to create. 


So that the court itself has clearly pointed out the remedy for any 
evil results flowing from its opinion. 

My understanding of the judgment of the court was that, prima- 
rily holding the power of Congress to control interstate commerce, the 
court also held that Congress had exercised that power by the enactment 
of the interstate-commerce Jaw. This opinion of the court seems to be 
very largely based upon the terms of the interstate-commerce law, itself 
resting upon the constitutional power of Congress set forth by the court. 
Holding that view, I introduced at an early date in this session a bill 
to provide for amending the interstate-commerce law and thereby do- 
ing away with the legislative difficulty in which we found ourselves 
placed by this opinion. House bill 10048, as introduced by me on the 
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6th of May last, proposed to amend section 22 of the interstate-com- 
merce law by a proviso that- 
Nothing itain ] be construed toa th any sale of « 
traffic in intoxicat State contrary to the laws thereof 
I had no prid ut the wordin this measure. | 
w introduced irpose of bringing the matter to the 
attention of t! referred to the Committee on Com- 
mer Upon consultation and conference and in view of the fact t that 
the Senate Judiciary Committee had in the mean time reported a bill 
on the subject atter careful consideration, it was deeme d best to report 
ba he Senate bill asa substitute. With that I am content, and I 
prefer it to the House bill because it deals onl: with the traffic upon 
v h the decision was invoked and concerning which the people are 
most iterested at this time The object we all have in view is to 
I ‘ acondition in which we have been placed by tl 1 ne ’ 
re rkable decision of the court; and it seems to me that ther ly 
t! t be equally de ired by those who believe in pronibi- 
) o believe in high license, in low license, o1 any of th 
other methods of the regulation of the liquor traffic, which in some 
form or degree I believe all civilized communities have found it 1 
sary to establish, in order to put restraint and more or less of re 
tion or prohibition upon this busin 3, which is so prolific a source of 
human misery. { Applause. | 
{ere the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE addressed the House. See Appen 
Mr. KINSEY Mr. Speaker, I have listened with profound att 
t the discussion of the great « titutional question 
b fore thig House fi r the last two days. lo my mind it i 3 
ti f ‘ not riance than any other that ha 
befi 1 t 1 I do not hope in the lim 1 time 
) il me to-night t id anything to what has already been said 
I 1, I would 1 : conte nt to say nothing upon this question but tor 
tl t that it seems to have been assumed throughout this d i 
tl he manuf turers of intoxicating | juors in this country ( 
larly of beer, are determined to violate every local law and de 
cen nd to invade the rights of the people of the veral State } 
the guise of authority granted by the latedecision of the Supreme Co 


I have the honor to sepeete nt upon this floor, Mr. Speaker, a d 
trict in which there is located the largest brewery in the United Sta 
a district that produces probably a million and a half barrel of a 


is 


every year. I want to say to you, in behalf of that constituency, that 
we have no such purpose as seems to be attributed to us, but that we 
invite legislation upon this question. I voted for the consideration of 


this bill, representingthem. Iam here ready to effect legislation, rep 
resenting them: and while I may not be prey spared to go to the extreme 
length that my friend from South Dakota [Mr. Px KLER] would go, 
or perhaps go to the extreme length that the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. BouTELLE] and others would go, yet I want to have it distinctly 
understood that we are ready to meet this issue in a fair, candid, and 
conservative way. 

I know, Mr. Speaker, that there are men who are engaged in the 
liquor traffic who have taken advantage of the situation, and, by fol- 
lowing an unwarranted construction of the decision of the court, have 
established what are called ‘‘original-package ’’ houses throughout the 
State ot Kansasand elsewhere, but I want to have it distinctly understood 
here to-night that the responsible men who are engaged in this busi- 
ness are not in favor of that course, but, on the contrary, condemn it; 
and I take pleasure in stating in the presence of this House and of the 
country that the responsible mea who are engaged in this business in 
my district have said to me, ‘‘ You may say on the floor of the House 
of Representatives for us that we are opposed to this sort of thing 
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, in dealing with this question, I hope it will 
be remembered by the House that this is nota case of the preservation 
of local self-government against lawlessness so far as the brewers of 
my district are concerned, but that they are as well disposed and as 
law-abiding as you are. 

-I ought, perhaps, in this connection to say in behalf of a larger con- 
stituency whom I have the honor to represent, the German-American 
people of St. Louis, that they, too, are opposed to the extreme meas- 
ures bearing upon this question which have been submitted to the 
House for its consideration. 

These people, both here and in the country from which they c 
have always been accustomed to the use of beer and light wines in t! 





in 1elr 
homes and upor social occasions, until the custom has become inter- 
woven as a part of their social fabric. They are among the most law- 
abiding t, public-spirited, and loyal citizens of this cor ntry, ever ready 


to defend her honor and her flag. 
Those of us who have enj joved their generous hospitality know 1 
free from just criticism the use of these light bever ages among them is 
and how utterly uncalled for all legislation is which seeks to inva 
the home or social circle and to strike down this eustom by law. 
I beg to remind the House that the German-Americans as well as 
other libe ‘ral-minded people in this country look with no smal] 


of solicitude upon the tendenc y of such les gislation as is 
the Senate bill now before us. 
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policy has prevailed, 
traffic, ev one ol which is rendered void until Congress acts. lowa 
has no more need of this than other States. In her law is found sub- 
tantially the same spirit of prohibition that is in local option, which 
bits in a township or a municipality, that is, in license, which, 
ecause some one is unable to pay five hundred or a thousand dollars, 
prohibits the running of a saloon in a municipality or a township or a 
county, as is the case in many of the other States of the Union. The 
tate of lowa makes the State instead of the municipality the unit to 
determine whether or not there shall be saloons. 

! would not faithfully represent the people of the State of Iowa if I 
should fail to speak upon this question here, and to speak too of the con- 
dition of affairs which has been brought about to some extent by this 
decision of the Supreme Court. In localities where sach a thing as a 
saloon has not been for years, where the sentimentof the people is and 
has been against any such thing almost unanimously, these so-called 
houses have been opened; I have received letters 
and petitions from men and women of those localities, stating that 
drunken men were reeling in the streets, creating disturbance by 
fighting and yelling, and stoning the houses, and that such a condition 
of demoralization existed as had never been known there before. 


‘‘original-package ’ 


In every State Jaws exist restraining the liquor | 


shop as a prolific cause of misery, vice, and crime would properly ap- 


| peal to Congress for relief from the consequences of this unfortunate de- 
| cision; would justly ask for a continuation of the right of home rule 
| as to local matters, a right exercised by every American State from the 


adoption of the Constitution. 
ut this decision takes away from not only prohibitory States, but 


| also from license States the power to regulate or restrict in any man- 


ner one sale of intoxicating liquors imported from another State. The 
decision is so clear on this point that I have only to refer to a few of 
the passages in the opinion which show this beyond controversy. The 
majority of the court say: 

It isonly after the importation is completed and the property imported is 


| mingled with and becomes a part of the general property of the State— 


Men, women, and children, Republicans, Democrats, probibitionists, | 
and anti-prohibitionists, have sent these petitions and letters begging | 
| we can not bold that, in the absence of Congressional permission to do so, any 
| articles which Congress recognizes as subjects of interstate commerce are not 
| such, or that whatever are thus recognized can be controlled by State laws 


Congress to give them the speedy relief which this bill will bring. No 
civilized community can endure the sale, without restraint or regula- 
tion even, of intoxicating liquor. Our people must have the power to 
protect themselves ayainst the worst of society and against the worst 
of social disorder 

My honored and esteemed colleague from Iowa [Mr. HAYEs] re- 
ferred to-day to the fact that two or three years ago on a visit to the 
State fairin the city of Des Moines, the capital of the State, he saw 
great evidences of the use of liquor; that empty bottles were scattered 
all about there and that drunken men were seen almost everywhere. 
i was astonished at that statement, knowing that the people who at- 
tend the State fairs in Iowa are not drunkards, are not addicted to the 
use of intoxicating liquors, knowing that the farmers of Jowa who priz- 
cipally patronize those fairs are as sober, intelligent, law-abiding peo- 
ple as any tobe found in the world. I wasastonished too from the fact 
that I have been much in the city of Des Moines, at State fairs and 
other times, and never saw such conditions as my colleague described. 
It struck me therefore that he described a most anomalous condition of 
things and one which I could not account for without looking into it 
further. I knew that his veracity was not to be questioned. 
honored colleague and I honor him, but I knew there must be some 
explanation of the matter. So I went into the Congressional Library 
and taking the files of the Des Moines Register covering the dates he 
mentioned, I found there the full and complete explanation. I found 
that both two years and three years ago, on the day before the State 


of Des Moines. [| Laughter. | 

| Ilere the hammer fell. | 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the pending bill is made necessary 
by a recent decision of the United States Supreme Court which affirms 
in substance that in the absence of Congressional permission State laws 
regulating, restricting, or prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors 
within their territory are inoperative and void as to liquors imported 
from another State or from a foreign country until the original package 
in which they were imported is broken or until there has been one sale 
by the consignee or purchaser, ‘‘ by which act alone the import is 
mingled in the common mass of property ’’ and made subject to State 
laws. : 

Heretofore the decisions of the highest court and the accepted policy 
of both national and State governments have regarded the line of di- 
vision between the national authority under the commerce clause of 
the Constitution and the reserved police power of the States to be at 
the point of delivery to the consignee or purchaser of the package im- 
ported from another State or foreign country, where the article was a 


proper subject for police control, as it is conceded intoxicating liquors | 


are. By this decision, however, the State is denied any authority to 
regulate, restrict, or prohibit the sale within its limits of imported 
liquors in the originai package until after there has been one sale, un- 
less Congress shall legislate otherwise. 

DANGERS ARISING FROM THE DECISION, 

Mr. Speaker, a studious attempt has been made during this debate 
to create the impression that this decision affects only the laws of pro- 
hibitory States and that any legislation by Congress is solely in their 
interest. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LEHLBACH] affirmed 
that State prohibitory laws are responsible for the decision. The gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] intimated that the proposed 
legislation is for the benefit of Maine and other prohibitory States, and 


not of any consequence to Wisconsin and other license States. The | 


gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] even asserted that the decision 
simply touches prohibitory laws and does not prevent the regulation 
by reasonable State license laws of the sale of imported liquors in orig- 
inal packages. 


Sir, even if this were true, those States which prohibit the dram- | rections. 


Heismy | 
“, | Subject. 


Which comes to pass only after there is one sale or the package is 
broken— 


that State regulations can act upon it, except so far as may be necessary to in 


| sure safety in the disposition of the import until thus mingled. 


The last clause refers to such articles as gunpowder, and not to intoxi- 
cating liquors. 

The court farther say: 

Up to that point of time— 


The mingling of the import with the common mass of property— 


amounting to regulations, 


‘**Can not be controlled by State lawsamounting to’’—what? Not 
to prohibition, but amounting even to simple ‘‘regulation.’’ 

Can anything be clearer than that the decision of the court wipes out 
regulative license laws just as completely as prohibitory laws, so far as 
imported liquors are concerned ? 

But, Mr. Speaker, the three members of the court who dissented from 


| the majority, Justices Gray, Harlan, and Brewer, and who were made 


thoroughly familiar with the éxact intention of the majority opinion, 
have made the scope of the decision so plain that I will read what they 
say: 

ifthe statutes ofa State restricting or prohibiting the sale of intoxicants within 
its territory are to be held inoperative and void as applied to woe sentor 
brought from another State and sold by the importer in what are called original 
packages, the consequence must be that an inhabitant of any State may, under 
the pretext of interstate commerce and without license or supervision of any 
public authority, carry or send inte and sell in any or all of the other States 
ofthe Union intoxicating liquors of whatever description, in cases or kegs, or 
even in single bottles or flasks, despite any legislation of those States on the 


Mr. Speaker, I commend this statement of members of the court as 
to the exact scope of the decision to the gentlemen who have been en- 


| deavering to represent that nobody is interested in legislation looking 
to relief trom the effects of this decision, except prohibitory States. 
fair began, the Democratic State conventions were opened in the city | 


There are scores of gentlemen on this floor representing license States, 


| especially license States giving to municipalities the right to prohibit 


dram-shops (as a majority of the States of the Union do), who have 
said to me during this debate that this decision of the court is seriously 
interfering with their State regulation of dram-shops, and that ‘‘ origi- 
nal-package ’’ saloons are springing up, which are selling liquor in an 
‘‘original-package’’ containing half a pintof whisky, without license, 
on Sunday and at all hours, to drunkards and minors, without license 
and in defiance of all the regulations and restrictions of their State 
laws. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE]—not a prohibitory 
State—has a memorial signed by a large number of citizens of his dis- 
trict, representing that ‘*‘ original-package’’ dealers are selling in that 


| State intoxicating liquors in defiance of !aw, in opposition to the wishes 


| 


| of the great body of citizens, and asking for the passage of the pending 


| bill. 


| 





THE LET-ALONE REMEDY, 


Mr. Speaker, I will not detain the House with further evidence ot 
the extent of the mischief already done, mischief which is daily in- 
creasing in volume. There can be no serious denial of this. It has 
been admitted by most of the gentlemen who have spoken. 

The practical question before the House relates to the remedy. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LEHLBACH ], who has taken oc- 
casion to eulogize beer as a great social blessing and as an article of fvod, 
in spite of Professor Liebig’s announcement that there is as much nour- 
ishment in the flour which can be held on a penknife blade as ina gal- 
lon of beer, and who has berated those States which have regarded 
dram-shops as evils to be prohibited rather than blessings to be licensed, 
yet confesses that the decision of the Supreme Court is wrong so far as 
it restricts the ‘‘reasonable’’ police power of the State. His remedy, 
however, is not the passage of this bill. He would be willing to ac- 
cept the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois to limit *‘ the orig- 
inal package’’ to a dozen quart bottles, but on the whole he thinks the 
true remedy is not to be found in any legislation, but for the people 
in communities assailed by the ‘‘orginial-package ’’ saloon to refuse 
to patronize it, a remedy strikingly in conflict with his eulogy of beer. 

I suggest to the gentleman that he extend his remedy in other di- 
If the laws which aim to remove or minimize the tempte 
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tions of the dram-shop do not aid in promoting sobriety, and therefore 
ought not to be enacted, then only laws which aim to remove or minimize 
gambling places and houses of ill-iame ought to go with them for the 
same reason. If the former do not on the whole promote sobriety 
surely the latter can not promote virtue. If the former encourage * ‘hy- 
pocrisy ’’ certainly the latter are subject to the same criticism. The 
only way to get rid of ‘‘hypocrisy’’ is to discard virtue. 

The legislator who should seriously propose the repeal of such laws 
on the ground that the only proper way to remove or mitigate the ev ils 
of gambling places, houses of ill-fame, and dram-shops is to not pat- 
ronize them, would be likely to soon learn that laws restraining or 
punishing evil-doers are intended, not for those who desire to be good 
citizens, but for those who have no such desire or who are too weak to 
withstand temptation. 

UNCONSTITUTIONALITY OF ANY REMEDY. 

Icomenow, Mr. Speaker, tothe second remedy sugge sted—akin to the 
first in its impotent conclusion—and that is the remedy proposed by 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] and the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. RoGErs], namely, to fold our hands in the hope that the 
Supreme Court may in the distant future reverse its decision or perhap 
by and by to consider the expediency of a constitutional amendment; be- 
cause, as they argue, Congress has no constitutional right to legislate 
as proposed in order to avoid the admitted evil consequences of the 


court’s interpretation of the commerce power of the nation, for the reason | 
that Congress can not delegate its power to regulate interstate com- 


merce, 

I must confess that I have little patience with those excellent gentle- 
men who always find a ‘‘ constitutional’’ objection in the way of right 
action. 

In this case the ‘‘ constitutional ’’ objection has so little to support 
it that I am amazed that so clear-headed and so able lawyers should 
entertain it. And 1am all the moreamazed because the same majority 
of the court that have placed upon the commercial power of Con- 
gress the new interpretation which has created the diiliculty have 
said in the same opinion that Congress has power to provide a remedy 
by exactly the legislation proposed by the Senate bill. 

This ‘‘ constitutional ’’ objection seems to implicitly accept the Con 
stitution as interpreted by the court so far as it protects the liquor 
traffic, but at the same time rejects the Constitution as interpreted 
by the court so far as it declares that Congress has the power to pro- 
vide a remedy by legislation. I insist that the opinion of the court 
shall be taken and acted on as a whole. 

But it is said by the gentleman from Texas that the court has only 
made vague references to the power of Congress to provide a remedy 
for its decision restricting the police power of the States. 

Certainly there is no vagueness in the repeated statement of the ma- 
jority of the court that their decision restricting the police power of 
the State, presumes the absence of ‘‘ Congressional permission,’’ which, 
it is repeatedly assumed, Congress can give. But there is one para- 
graph of the opinion which the gentleman from Texas did not read, and 
which is so explicit on this point that I desire to call special attention 
to it, as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] hasalready done. The 
court say: 


Undoubtedly it is for the legislative branch of the State government to deter- | 


mine whether the manufacture of particular articles of traffic or the sale of such 


articles will injuriously affect the public; and it is not for Congress to determine | 


what measures a State may properly adopt as appropriate or needful for the 
protection of the public morals, the public health, or the public safety. But 
notwithstanding it is not vested with supervisory power over matters of local 
administration, the responsibility is upon Congress, so far as the regulation of 


interstate commerce is concerned, to remove the restriction upon the State in | 


dealing with imported articles of trade within its limits which have not been 
mingled with the common mass of property therein, if in its judgment the end 
to be secured justifies and requires such action. 

‘“*The responsibility,’ say the court—and responsibility includes 
power as well as duty—‘‘ the responsibility is upon Congress, so far as 
the regulation of interstate commerce is concerned, to remove the re- 


strictions upon the State’’ in the very case proposed by the pending | 


bill. 

What could be more clearly expressed than this statement of the 

court that Congress has the power to enact the pending bill. 
STATE CONTROL OF LIQUOR TRAFFIC, 

But the gentleman from Texas says that the pending proposition pro- 
poses to delegate the exclusive power of Congress to regulate interstate 
commerce to the several States. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Judge REED] has conclusively shown that 
the bill does nothing of the kind; it simply exercises the commerce 
power of Congress by making the laws of each State the regulation of 
interstate commerce so far as imported intoxicating liquors which have 
reached their destination in such State are concerned. 

From the adoption of the Constitution to the present time Congress 
has from time to time exercised its exclusive power by making State 
laws its own within the several States so far as the case in hand re- 
quired. 

Why, the first Congress which assembled under the Constitution, 


composed in large part of the same men who had framed this funda- | 


mental Jaw, in the exercise of the commerce power which is now the 
subject of debate, passed an act providing not only that the then ex- 
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This brings me, Mr. Speaker, to the legislative remedy propos 
the pending Senate bill and the House substitute. 
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I shall vote against substituting the House bill wr the Senate bill 
mainly because I fear that the substitution of so broad a bill for the 
bill which has passed the Senate at this late day of the session, when 
the Senate is crowded with more business than it can attend to, will 
result in no legislation. By passing the Senate bill now legislation on 
the point of immediate necessity is secured at once and will not prej 
dice legislation in other directions, 


If, however, a majority of the House shall vote to substitute the House 


| bill for the Senate, I shal 


i ote for the bill as amended, n the hope 
| that legislation will be ultimately secured 

i AMS A} MI 
| Mr. Speaker, I desire to ¢ pI my unqual 1 disapproval of the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] 


which provides in effect that liquors imported from another State in a 
) 


case containing not less than 15 


quart bottles ora keg containing not less 


than 5 gallons may be sold in any State (whether once or indefinite 
is not stated), “‘subject to the r mable police regulations of such 


State regulating the sale of such liquor as a beverage. 

This, it will be seen, is an attempt to secure Congressional legisla 
tion not only authorizing the sale of imported liquor c 
ages, but also overriding all State prohibitory laws, all local-option 


| laws in license States, permitting municipalities or counties to ex 





| clude the liquor traffic from their Not only that, but even in 
license communities the whole question is to be opened as to whether 
| their regulations are ‘‘ reasonable,”’ 
I imagine that courts can be found to 
liquor shops on Sunday and prohibiting the sale to minors and ¢ 
ards very unreasonable. 


Such a proposition a3 is made by this amendment, if it st 1 
would be so much worse than the decision elf that any rr 
which shou!d enact it into law would | eedily followed with con 
demuation. 

rhe only practical remedy for the 1 hief arising from the decis- 
ion of the court is the one suggested by the court itself, the prompt 
passage of the pending bill lr] esponsibility now on Con 
and gentlemen can not avoid it. Let us meet tl esponsibilit 
do our full duty. [Loud applauss 

PROIIII nN I TE { 

Mr. Speaker, so far as this bill is concerned it I essary that 
I should reply to certain assaults which have been 1 le { effect on 

| this bill during the progress of this debate, on the pe pre 
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ing dram-shops which has been maintained in the State of Maine (which 
I have the honor in part to represent in this Chamber) for nearly forty 
years, with two years’ exception, from 1856 to 1858, when we had a 
license law. Justice to Maine, however, and to the policy of prohibi- 
tion requires that I should st te the facts. 

Gentlemen have intimated that this policy has been a failure, and 
that it has increased the sale and use of intoxicating liquors and con- 
sequent evils in Maine, and have intimated that a failure to pass this 
bill and a consequent reign of *‘ original-package’’ dealers in Maine 
might be in the interest of temperance and sobriety. 

There is acertain kindof newsabout one’sown State, notintormation, 
but rather misinformation, which can be gathered better abroad than at 
nome. This kind of newsabout Maine and the failure of the Maine law 
prohibiting dram-shops is regarded by the great body of the people in 
Maine, where we have personal knowledge of the facts, just as we re- 
gard other misrepresentations circulated by the liquor interest for effect 
abroad. Ilere; and in States distant from Maine, these misrepresenta- 
tions are rvpeated so often that they gain a credence even in the minds 
of gentlemen who would be above such slanders if they understood 
the facts. 

Fividently if the liquor interest believed the probibitory policy a 
** failure,’’ if they believed that more liquor is consumed in prohibitory 
States than in license States, they would not oppose prohibition as 
strenuously as they do now. 

When a gentleman on this floor or elsewhere asserts that the policy 
of prohibiting dram-shops in Maine 1s a failure, I alwavs feel that he 
ought to explain what he means by “ failure.” 

If he means that it has tailed to absolutely extinguish the dram-shop 
in Maine, and therefore should be repealed, then I reply that the laws 
in every State prohibiting gambling resorts, houses of ill repute, lar- 
ceny, robbery, and even murder are a *‘ failure,’’ and should beabrogated 
for the same reason, because gambling, prostitution, theft, robbery, and 
murder still goon in spite of these prohibitory laws. No law, not even 
the divine law, can absolutely extinguish in this world the offenses or 
sins which each prohibits. 

The test which we apply to other laws in determining their success 
is not whether they extinguish the offenses which they prohibit, but 
whether on the whole they diminish the offenses and protect society to 
a large extent against the evils arising from them. Why not, then, 
apply the same test to the laws prohibiting the dram-shop in Maine ? 

Judged by this test, Mr. Speaker, I affirm that the Maine law, so 
called, has heen as success{ul in Maine as the laws prohibiting crimes, 
and especially the offenses of panders to vice, in other States. I go 
further, and assert that the laws of no State which impose some kind 
of restrictions upon the liquor traffic are better enforced than the laws 
of Maine prakibiting the dram-shop, with this marked exception in re- 
sults, that the suecessiul enforcement of prohibition results in closing 
the dram-shop, while the successful enforcement of the restrictions of 
license resultssimply in confining the sale to those authorized by law. 

Maine tried license in some form not only for a century prior to her ad- 
mission as a State in 1821, but also for nearly thirty years afterwards, 
having within her borders the usaal average of about one licensed 
open dram-shop to every 200 inhabitants, distributed in every part of 
the State. In 1851 she adopted the policy of prohibiting the dram- 
shop. After five years’ trial a reaction took place, and license was sub- 
stituted in 1856. But two years’ trial of license afforded so marked a 
contrast with the condition ot things under prohibition that in 1858 
the license law was set aside and the prohibitory law re-enacted and 
approved by a direct vote of the people. 

For thirty-two years this policy of prehibiting the dram-shop has 
been maintained since its re-enactment in 1858, and has constantly 
grown in popular favor. In 1884 the prohibitory policy was incorpo- 
rated in the constitution of the State by a vote of 70,783 to 23,811. 
The Republican party of Maine has always made the prohibitory policy 
a plank in its platform, 

For many years the Democratic party in State convention has 
refused to adopt resolutions offered against the prohibitery policy 
and in favor of license. At the last regular State convention of the 
Democracy of Maine, held early in June of the © present year, a simi- 
lar resolution was rejected by a vote of 176 to 273. The death of the 
Democratic candidate for governor having m: ule’ it necessary to recon- 
vene the convention to nominate another gubernatorial candidate on 
the 2d of July, the liquor interest took advantage of the absence of most 
of the delegates trom the rural towns, who supposed that the platform 
adopted by a full convention in June would not be modified by a mi- 
nority reassembled simply to nominate a candidate to fill a vacancy 
caused by death, to secretly gather enough delegates from the cities 
and liquor sections of the State to secure the adoption of license reso- 
lutions by a vote of 145 to 99, and nominate a license candidate for 
governor against the well understood wishes of a majority of even the 
Democratic party of Maine, who are expressing their disapproval of the 
trick by which they have been misrepresented in a most trenchant 
manner. 

Such evidence of popular approval of the policy of prohibiting dram- 
shops after a trial of so long a period affords the strongest evidence 
that the intelligent people of Maine, who understand by personal ob- 
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servation the comparative results of prohibition and license, know that 
our prohibitory policy has been a success; a success not in the sense 
that it has absolutely extinguished the liquor traffic—tor no law against 
any crime can do this—but a success in the sense that it has done more 
than license or any other policy that ever has been tried to mitigate 
the evils of the liquor traffic. 

In the rural parts of Maine it has well-nigh extinguished the secret 
as well as the open dram-shop. Investigation shows that there are 
three hundred and sixty-eight townsin Maine where neither secret nor 
open dram-shops exist, where under license there were formerly from 
two to ten open dram-shops in each town. 

In the cities and larger villages, with the exception of a few places 
where public sentiment has not been well maintained, prohibition has 
for the most part closed the open dram-shop, compelled the remnants 
of the liquor traflic to resort to secret, out-of-the-way resorts, largely re- 
duced the number of places where liquors are sold, and diminished the 
sale and consumption of intoxicating liquors to less than one-fourth of 
its proportions under license. General Neal Dow, whose personal ex- 
perience in temperance work in Maine extends over nearly seventy 
years, recently stated in a public address that there is not one-twenticeth 
as much liquor per capita consumed in Maine as there was when he first 
came into active life, at the period when license was the policy of the 
State. 

His reasons for this conclusion are found in the fact that in those 
** good old license days ’’ nearly every store sold intoxicating liquors as 
freely as they sold the necessary articles of merchandise, where now 
not one general store sells liquors; that each one of these stores retailed 
a hogshead of New England rum where now a secret dram-shop can 
sell a few gallons; that nearly everybody drank liquor, where now a 
majority of our people are total abstainers; and that drunkenness was 
then so common as to attract no attention or remark, while now an in- 
stance of drunkenness in the rural parts of Maine is rare, and even in 
the cities and larger villages, where all the drunkenness of the State is 
concentrated, the arrests for drunkenness are far less proportionately 
than in license cities in States where general license more evenly dis- 
tributes drunkenness, 

Our prohibitory laws in Maine have aided materially in making the 
teraperance sentiment which prevails in Maine. Among the moral 
and educational forees which contribute to the making of public senti- 
ment and personal habits, law is by no means the least potent. What- 
ever the law condemns and prohibits is made to a great extent disrep- 
utable and whatever it licenses and gives a certificate of legality and 
respectabilty to is made to an equal extent commendable. This isa 
serious objection to laws licensing dram-shops. The condemnation of 
the dram-shop by law contributes to the making of liquor-drinking 
discreditable, and the approval of the dram-shop by law contributes 
to the making of liquor-drinking fashionable and popular. You may 
not make a man virtuous or temperate by law, but you can do much by 
law to strengthen a public sentiment which strengthens the inclination 
of a man to be virtuous or temperate and aids him to withstand temp- 
tation not only by increasing his will power, but by lessening the evil 
influences of panders to vice. As Gladstone has well said, *‘ Good 
laws make it easier to do right and harder todo wrong.’”’ 

These general conclusions of our own people as to the benefits of our 
policy of prohibiting instead of licensing dram-shops are confirmed by 
an examination of the internal-revenue statistics. For revenue purposes, 
as is well known, the United States imposes a tax on the manufacture 
and sale of intoxicating liquors. For the year ending May 1, 1889, 
the revenue from this source was $98,575,073, or $1.95 per inhabitant 
on the basis of the population of 1880. 

As these taxes on manufacturers and dealers of intoxicating liquors 
are collected with substantially uniform thoroughness in every State 
of the Union, a comparison of the amount collected in the several 
States gives us some idea of the relative extent of the manufacture and 
sale of distilled and fermented liquors. In New York the amount of 
tax collected by the Government from this source was $2.30 per inhab- 
itant; in New Jersey, $2.95; in Pennsylvania, $1.49, and in Maine, 33 
cents per inhabitant. 

The suggestion has been made that prohibition mainly interferes 
with the traffic in malt liquors, but does not seriously restrict the 
traflic in distilled liquors. 

Inasmuch as the Government impoves a higher tax on retail dealers 
in distilled liquors than on retail d:alers in malt liquors and keeps 
the two classes of liquor-dealers sep:.rate, we have reliable means of 
comparing the number of retail dealevs of distilled liquors in the sev- 
ral States, as it is well known that nearly all persons who propose to 
sell such liquors pay the small United States tax of $25 rather than 
run the risk of incurring the severe penalties of the United States laws. 
According to the official returns of the officers of the internal revenue 
for the year ending May 1, 1890, there were 185,868 retail dealers in 
distilled liquors in the United States, or 1 liquor-dealer to every 275 
inhabitants, on the basis of the census of 1880. 

In New York there was 1 retail dealer in distilled liquors to every 
150 inhabitants; in New Jersey, 1 to 175; in Ohio, 1 to 230; in Penn- 
sylvania and Massachusetts, 1 to 400; in Indiana, 1 to 325; in Dela- 
ware, 1 to 160, and in California, 1 to 75. 
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The average in all the States which have general lic 


dram-shop to 250 inhabitants. a 

In Maine there is 1 retail dealer in distilled liquors to every 700 
inhabitants; in Vermont 1 to 820; in Iowal to 520; and in Kansas 1 to 
SOU. 

In Maine nearly all of the liquor traffic remaining is found in our 
cities and larger villages, where, with the exception of three or four 
places, the trafiic is carric i on secretly and with considerable diffi ulty 
In these cities, with a population of 144,863, there is, according to th« 
interual-revenue returns, 1 retail liquor dealer to every 350 inhabit- 
ants hough the absence of dram-shops outside of the cities and larger 
Villag In sixty 
license cities reported outside of Maine, the proportion of licensed 
dram-shops is 1 to 155. 

In the rural portions and villages of Maine there is 1 retail liquor 
dealer to 2,000 population. In the rural county of Oxford in the dis 


nse laws 1s one 





s makes the proportion to population served, 1 to 700. 


trict which I have the honor to represent, there are only five retai 

liquor dealers, and those conducting their business in the greatest se- 

crecy, with slight sales, and often prosecuted, in a population of 32,618. 
r } 


As I have already stated there are 368 towns in the State in which there 
is not one open or secret dram-shop. 
The average in all the States which have general prohibitory 
one dram-shop to every 750 inhabitants, or one-third of the 
in wholly license States. 

There are also such States as Georgia in which five-sixths of the 
counties are under local prohibition, in which the average of dram- 
ps is substantially the same as in generally prohibitory States. Itis 





noti able, also, that the dram-shops in nearly all the States which have 
not adopted general prohibition diminish in number substantially in 
proportion as local prohibition is adopted by counties or municipaliti 

Am significant fact diselosed by the internal-revenue returns is that 


there is not a single distillery or brewery in Maine. 

t, Mr. Speaker, the evidence of the Internal Revenue b 
there are only one-third as many retail liquor-dealers 
other wholly prohibitory States as the average in wholly license States 
loes not show the full benefits of our policy of prohibiting dram-shop 
for the reason that one open licensed dram-shop sells more intox 
liquors than a dozen secret drinking places in Maine, wl 
trade is a few gallons or a dozen bottles of liquor brought in with<« 
siderable difficulty and sold furtively, with one eye on the 
one hand ready to throw the small stock of liquors into the sink. 

Gentlemen who visit Maine for the purpose of writing dow: 1 
policy of prohibiting dram-shops obtain liquor in some of these secret 
places, usually with the aid of a local guide, and then report that the 
had no difficulty in obtaining what liquor they wanted; and usual! 
add that more liquor is sold in Maine thanin any other State, and that 
they never saw so much drunkenness. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not difficult to test the accuracy of these repre- 
sentations by official figures, because in Maine cities every person who 
makes a public exhibition of drunkenness is arrested and reported. 
The arrests for drunkenness in Maine cities in the last year, for which 
I have the official reports, is seventeen to every thousand of the popula- 
tion of those cities. The number of arrests reported in sixty license 
cities in other States was twenty-seven to every thousand, in some 
cities rising to forty. And it should be borne in mind that in license 
cities as a rule only intoxicated persons who become disorderly are 
arrested. 

sut a comparison of arrests for drunkenness in cities alone does not 
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do justice to prohibition, because in license States the liquor traffic is | 


generally distributed throughout the State, but in prohibitory States 
whatever dram-shops remain are in the cities and larger villages, and 
therefore all the drunkenness for a population several timé@s as large as 
that of the cities is concentrated in the cities, 

The just comparison should be arrests for drunkenness in the entire 
State, and not in cities alone. 

The most recent statistics of arrests for drunkenness in Maine in any 
one year show four arrests to every thousand of the population. 

There is not a wholly licensed State in the Union in which the ar- 
rests for drunkenness in any year are not many times as great. 


Mr. Speaker, I might continue to cite evidence to show that the | 


policy of prohibiting dram-shops in Maine, which has been tried for 
thirty-seven years and which has heen twice approved by the people 
on a direct vote, has, on the whole, proved for us so much more effective 
than license as a restraint on the evils of the liquor traffic that it h: 
become almost as firmly fixed iathe popular judgment and conviction 
as the policy of prohibiting gambling places and houses of il!-fame. 

In a letter written a few years ago by Hon. James G. Blaine, that 
distinguished statesman and careful observer, thus summed up the 
good results of prohibition in Maine: 





Intemperance has steadily decreased in this State since the first ena 
the » ry law until now it can be said with truth that there ji 
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ing liquor is consumed as among the 650,000 inhabitants of 
_Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, but a short time ago we believed the 
liquor traflic of this country was under control. Some of th: 8 
had adopted prohibition, others had adopted high license, and others 
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| days, and during that time I did not see onedrunken man. I am told 

| that to-day in the same beautiful ec > number of drunken m 
may be seen staggering up and down streets with « nal pack 
ages in their pockets, or so much the same as they do not have in 
their stomachs. Laughte1 Now, Mr. Speaker, it is this evil wv 
want to fight. 

Why attach to it this amendment for the purpose of controlling the 
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this body, and let the people of this country know that we are upon The prohibitory law of Maine has stood the test for a generation and 
the side of right and justice, not only to the States, but to individuals. more, and it will continue to stand among our statutes because the 


[ Applause | 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, the only question before this House 
now is whether we wish to cure the evil which has occurred on account 
of the recent decisionaf the Supreme Court. I did not suppose when 
the bill was called up for consideration that we should have so many 
arguments and so longa discussion of constitutional questions involved 
and the right of Congress to correct thisevil. But that is nothing new. 
Since we have had a history, when anything was to be done somebody 
has always found some provision or something in the organic law of the 
country standing in the way of doing so. 

More than two thousand years ago, when a great question was dis- 
cussed between Demosthenes and Jschines, the latter being undoubt- 
edly at heart a traitor to his country, Demosthenes said of him, ‘* He 
quotes the written law to prevent the prosperity of his own country.’’ 
And so now to-day, in this advanced age, we find our friends on the 
other side of the House, not all of them, but many of them, willing to 
shut down the gates and stop the flow of ram which the decision of 
the court has caused; but there is this trouble and that trouble and 
the other trouble to be found in the Constitution of the United States 
to prevent its being done. 

I can remember a time when that same Constitution of the United 
States bad a much greater strain upon it than can be caused by any 
legislation that will be framed by this Congress in order to prevent 
free rum everywhere in this country, and I remember at that time 
that the same course was pursued, and that a distinguished President 
of the United States said that certain States of this country had no 
right to secede from the Union, but he could find no warrant in the 
Constitution to prevent them from doing so. And so our friends on 
the other side of the House deplore in eloquent terms the fact that 
the court has opened the grog-shops, but they find in the Constitution 
no opportunity for a remedy. ‘That is the lion they see in the path- 
way to every reform proposed in this House. The Constitution was not 
framed for the purpose of being astumbling-block to reform and healthy 
progress, and I have faith that when a great wrong is perpetrated the 
good sense of the people will find a constitutional way to remedy it. 

if this House can not find any such way, they will send a Congress 
here which will find it. Whether the recent decision was well founded 
or not I will not discuss, for it has already been discussed quite enough; 
but the decision of the court has given an impetus to the sale of intox- 
icating liquors in the United States. It has given encouragement to 
the rum-sellers; it has given encouragement to the brewers; it has 
started up many a low groggery. The rum-sellers have all received 
from ‘‘ high authority ’’ encouragement to embark with new confidence 
and zeal in their harmful trafiic again; and hence to meet this exigency 
I believe it is the duty of the Congress of the United States to pass the 
Senate bill now before us and thus set a shining example the other 
way. We have an opportunity to do it now, and I have little doubt 
that it wiil be done. 

I have no serious objection to the House substitute except that it 
takes in so many subjects that 1 fear it may not come outof conference 
with an agreement between the conferees of the two Houses, and that 
therefore nothing will be accomplished. In the mean time the rum- 
seller will be left free to force his injurious traffic without hinderance 
of any kind into States and communities where the people do not want 
it. If Maine, or Minnesota, or any other State does not want the free 
sale of intoxicating liquors within her borders, how do our State- 
rights friends on the other side find warrant in the Constitution to force 
it upon her? Or if, like the court, they find such warrant, what 
clause of the Constitution prevents Congress from applying a remedy ? 
Now, the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. RoGrERs |—and I am sorry he 
is not present in discussing this question—asked why prohibition was 
pot enforced in the Stateof Maine. Prohibition is enforced in Maine, 
especially in all the rural parts of the State. Indeed, it is everywhere 
there enforced better than election laws are enforced in the gentleman’s 
State of Arkansas, where it is worth a man’s life to stand up and be- 
come a Republican candidate for Congress. 

I have no doubt that there may be spots in that State where there 
are good people, where popular sentiment is in favor of law and order, 
and where a man can yo to the polls and vote freely and have that vote 
fairly and honestly counted. but there are places, certainly, in his 
State where the public sentiment does not sustain the election laws 
and where they are disobeyed. Now, everywhere in the good State of 
Maine, where we have had prohibitory laws for forty years or more, 
the law is enforced except in a few spots in the cities, where vice gath- 
ers, where people from foreign countries come, and where the public 
sentiment is not up to thestandard which we find in the fresh and healthy 
country towns of the State, and if the gentleman would abolish that law 
because somebody evades it or because some people violate it, then on the 
same principle he would abolish all law, because all laws are more or less 
violated. He certainly would abolish the law against murder and all 
the crimes in the catalogue of crimes, in his own State and everywhere. 

It is not to be said that we should not pass a law providing a whole- 
some restriction, to do away with the evils that flow from rum-selling, 
and stop crime because some criminal slips through the net of the law. 


sober-minded men of the State, they who earnestly wish for the pros- 
| perity and happiness of the people, having seen the good results of the 
| law, believe in it and mean to retain it as the best shield yet invented 

against a great vice. 
| The Supreme Court has, by its decision, unfettered and let loose a 
great evil. While a majority of the court seem to have felt constrained 
to do this, they have at the same time more than intimated to Congress 
that it might arrest the harm which its decision has already caused, a 


| harm which will continue to grow until it shall be arrested. 


The bill which comes from the Senate touches that question, and 
thatalone. That is the only question agitating the country, I think, 
in this particular. I do not believe it would be a good thing to harness 
anythingelse up with it. I want to see that question considered in the 
House bare of anythirg that can possibly embarrass or compromise it. 





I believe the House is ready to apply the remedy to heal the trouble 
and to stop the great evil consequences which are to grow out of this 
decision; and I do not think that anybody who has his eyes open at 
all questions these evil consequences. They are too patent to the 
world to be questioned. 

My German friend argues for beer, and it may be true that his peo- 
ple can drink beer and not become drunkards; but he should remem- 
ber that the decision of the court lets loose all the hard liquors as well 
as the milder ones, and if Congress does not come to the rescue by 
giving the States police regulation over the liquor traffic, every com- 
munity will be helpless as against any person who shall attempt to 
establish a nuisance in its midst and place temptation to ruin before 
hoth youngandold. The Sunday laws, the lawsagainst the sale of in- 
toxicants to minors, license Jaws, and all other restrictions of the ram 


| traflic, as well as prohibition, are swept away by this decision. I am 





thoroughly satisfied that we have the constitutional power to enact 
this bill into law and arm the States with authority which we have 
heretofore supposed they’ had to control or prohibit the liquor traffic 
within their jurisdiction. 

This is a bill to give the people of the States the power to protect 
their homes and families from one of the greatest ills that have brought 
sorrow and suffering to mankind. Let us do our duty in this emer- 
gency and give back to the people of the States police control over the 
rum traffic. The sober people, the thoughtful people, they who are 
lovers of their race and desire its good, expect us to do this and do it 
promptly. I earnestly hope that the Senate bill will pass the House 
and at once become a law. [Applause. } 

[Mr. DUNNELL addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, it has generally been conceded that the 
several States of the Union were sovereign except so far as they had sur- 
rendered that sovereignty to the General Government by the adoption 
of the Constitution. That Constitution distinctly provides that the 
powers not delegated by that instrument to the General Government 
are reserved to the States respectively or to the people. It has gen- 
erally been supposed and accepted as a fact that what is known as the 
police power was reserved under the Constitution to the States; ‘‘ that 
inherent power,’’ as is said by the minority of the court whose decision 
makes it necessary for legislation by Congress, ‘‘ essential to the very 
existence of civil society and the safeguard of the inhabitants of the 
State against discord, disease, poverty, and crime.”’ 

This power, it was supposed, had never been conceded to the United 
States. That this is the power under which States regulate the sale of 
intoxicating liquors there can be no question. Until the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Leisy et al. vs. 
Hardin, lately rendered, it does not appear to have entered into the 
mind of any one to deny the right of the States under all circumstances 
to exercise this power; all the States had up to the time of that de- 
cision exercised this right not only as to intoxicating liquors recognized 
as belonging to the mass of property within the State, but also as to 
liquors imported into the State in commercial packages; and this power 
has not been confined to regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors, but 
has extended to dangerously combustible articles, such as illuminating 
oils, gunpowder, nitro-glycerine, and to unwholesome toods, adulter- 
ated butter, cheese, and a vast number of other articles which have 
been or can be made to be the subjects of commerce. 

So it will be seen, Mr. Speaker, that this is not a question of the pro- 
priety or expediency of prohibitory liquor laws or of license laws, high 


or low, but a grave and important question as to whether the States of 


this Union shall continue to exercise powers which have heretofore been 
conceded to them, and without which they cease to have adequate 
authority to carry on those functions which maintain the very exist- 
ence of civil society, or whether they shall be deprived of the same; 
in fact, sir, a question of whether or not the States shall exist for any 
useful purpose, or whether their powers shall be absorbed in those of 
the General Government, for by this decision of the majority of the 
Supreme Court that part of the Constitution which provides that Con- 
gress shall have power to regulate commerce among the several States, 
without any action on the part of Congress, but by the mere force of 
the Constitution itself, permits the inhabitants of one State to import 
into the territorial limits of another State anything that is the subject 
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of commerce in the State from which it is sent and sell the same in the 


packages in which it was shipped without control or restraint, not- | 
withstanding the fact that the State into which the shipment is made | 


may have, by positive law, under the authority of its police powers, pro- 
hibited the sale of the same or permitted the sale under restrictions only. 

he effect of this decision has been to do away absolutely with all 
prohibition and license laws in relation to the sale of intoxicating 
liquors, in defiance of the laws of the States, and it will be readily 
een that the decision will equally nullify all laws in relation to the 
«ale of spurious butter and other like articles, and, in fact, make the 
people of a State utterly defenseless in protecting themselves from 

disorder, disease, poverty, and crime,’’ which are the main objects 
of government. No one, 1 venture to say, thought such potent au- 
thority dwelt in the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution un- 
til this decision was rendered. The license laws of the State of Wis- 
consin are overthrown as well as the prohibitory laws of the States of 
lowa aud Kansas, 

rhis decision astonishes me much, and the people of the country 
have been startled by it, for it appears to them a deliberate attempt to 
wipe out State lines and destroy State governments; in fact, sir, to 
many this decision appears revolutionary in the extreme. 
the court intimates that the evil effect of the decision can be counter- 
acted by an act of Congress limiting the effect of the interstate-com- 
merce clause of the Constitution as interpreted by the court. This 
remedy, in my judgment, Mr. Speaker, is as bad nearly as the effects 
of the decision itself. It vestsin Congress theauthority tosay whether 


the police powers of the States shall or shall not be carried out and en- } 
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It is true 


ited the action of the State laws to those laws now 





existence l 
judgment it would have been much better, for there may be danver 
that under this provision a State may destroy int t el y 
legislation intended to protect its own commerce at the expense of the 
commerce of neighboring States. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. My colleague from W isin 
aware of the fact that the Legislature of our State has passed 
the law of 1889, restricting the sale within the State of an 
tions of dairy products, such as butter o eese. Under the ‘ 
of this decision of the Supreme Court my colleague has nodoubt, | 
pose, that any adjoining State or any State in the [ 1 mig | 
into Wisconsin, notwithstanding those prohibitory laws, ad 
of any ot these dairy products. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have not the least doubt of it That is the tend 
ency and reasoning of the decisiou 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Now, if that 30, is there any reaso the 
world why the operation of our proposed legislation should 1 e ex 
tended for the protection of the health as well as the morals of every 
State in the Union to all adulterations of food ? 

Mr. THOMAS. If this legislation is to be had at all the no 
reason in the world why the law should not go to the extent indicated 
by the question of my ¢ league [Mr LA FOLLETT! If the a 
fined it to the present condition of legislation in the various States | 1 


see no objection to it, and much of the appreher 


ded danger ( 
kind of legislation would be done away with. I 


\ can not see, sir, W 
we should confine this legislation to intoxicating liquors when, as m 


il) i 
PS i 





colleague from Wisconsin says, we have in the various States sp 
forced. | hibiting the sale of adulterations of butter, cheese, oleomargarine id 
If Congress can legislate to restrain the effects of that decision it other articles nearly if not quite as dangerous to the health, « ort 
can legislate extending the powers and operations of the Constitution | and welfare of the community as intoxicants. 
under that decision, until every vestige of State authority shall be Mr. Speaker, all these matters are covered by the decision of th 
taken away. ‘This istoberegretted. Mr. Speaker, we have, neverthe- | Supreme Court, and consequently it becomes important, when we ha 
less, to meet the fact that the decision of the Supreme Court is the law of | to legislate upon this subject, that we legislate tully and in the right 
the land, however much we may deprecate it and however much we may | direction, and not be governed by a single idea, and thereby fail to 
feel that itis erroneous. It is unquestionably our duty to follow the | ea full and complete remedy. What harm can this legislation do 
intimation of the court and enact a law upon this subject which under | unless carried to the extreme by the States suggested in the remarks 
other circumstances would be, in my judgment, an unconstitutional ex- | | have submitted? There is no danger so far as the liquor question is 
ercise of authority by Congress. There isalso another danger, sir, that | concerned, forthatis covered as well as the others. Why, th ould 
appears to have been overlooked. If we say generally that all artic! ve not stand by the amendment of t Tudiciary Committee I am 
imported into a State shall be subject to the laws of such State certain with the amendment I si tt tis an improvement upon 
place it within the power of a State to prevent any interstate com- | the Senate bill, and I believe if we have to do th : thing at 
merce whatever. ould do it well. If we do legislate upon this subject we should be 
Chesubject is very difficult indeed. On the one hand, we placeatwo- | careful to legislate rightly, fairly, fully, completely, and justly, I 
edged sword in the hands of Congress; it may by act restrain the op- | then we can go home and say that we have d the best under t 
erations of the constitutional provision so as to allow the States the | circumstances that we could. A pplau 
rights they have heretofore exercised or it may by act absolutely an- [ Here the hammer fell. ] 
nihilate these rights and go a long way towards abolishing State gov- |} HILI Mr. Speaker, I am glad of an opportunity tot 1 t 
ernments; on the other hand, the States may take advantage of what | i1 tant quest e" ora fey tes; and I very much 
seems to be the only just remedy by act of Congress, and impede and | t! me accorded me does not permit l extended co t 
eventually utterly destroy commerce between the States in the en- | of matter. Ihave listened with 4 est 1 I hope ‘ 
deavor to protect their own commerce. I ) the discussion of this q t und I am free to tt 
The decision appears to me to be unfortunate and fraught with dan- | \ have gradually undergone mor I le Opening 
gerous consequences in whatever point of view it may he examined. | of liscussion my impression w ‘ e H substitute for tl 
Che duty, however, is thrown upon Congress to legis! in this mat- | Senate b as re l it iry Cor ttee was preferable 
ter, and in this difficult situation we must rely upon the judgmentand | 7 has I i l t and ow 
moderation, not only of Congress, but of the people of the various States; | v matter I shall ende I n to sec the passage of 
and in doing this I donot believe it well to go half way,whereby anew | | te bill i ble to ol 1 t I her 
statute will be required at every session of Congress, but to meet the te for the Hou titute 
situation fully and fairly, as does, in my opinion, the amendment I er, therear ) il I tn 
the Judiciary Committee of the House, which extends the remedial | « its¢ 1 t r of ¢ ess t act the propose 
legislation not only tothe importation and sale of intoxicants, but to | legislation and, sec to tl expediency of such g 
the importation and sale of any other commercial articles which a State | islation 1d, in a word, I may that I h no do upon either 
has sought to control under it police powers. The only amendment I | proposition ceed t } . ; 
would suggest is that the importations should be subject to the laws | us recur briefly to the facts that le 3 discussi 
of the States as they now exist. It seems that I y ( oO eor ' t ipped ¢ : 
The Senate bill as it came to the House is defective in many particu- | quantit rf be jua hart eighth barre Le st y Ke 
lars; it is extremely doubtful, it appears tome, whether intoxicating | | | e offered t i for ( age Phey 
liquors could under that actbe sent through a State having prohibit- | were then sé ib f t i I the inicipa der 
ory laws; at least there is danger that the courts will decide that such | t r or rather pro ting tl e of int 
liquors could not be temporarily stored in the State,even though tem- | liqu: it of Iowa and rep by Le & Co 
porarily delayed in passing through the State, and thus raise a doubt ec ‘ tried fore the lows ur one of the State i 0 
ful constitutional question as to the power to interfere with the through | Iowa nd a decision was rendered in favor of the plain 
transportation of such commodities, which if decided adversely would | Co. he case was then taken to the npreme court of Iowa 
defeat the act and remedies thereunder. The House amendment | judgment reversed. Leisy & Co. then brought the case to th 
meets every contingency; it is carefully worded; itis more in con- |! preme Court of the United States, and that court held, 
formity with what I regard as the meaning of the Constitution; it pre hat the plaintiffs, Leisy & Co., had the right under the la 
vents discrimination by any State in favor of its citizens against those | der the Constitution as they stand at the present time to take this 
of other States in respect to the sale of any article of commerce, and | } in the original packag to t of Jowa and offe 
also prohibits like discrimination by a State in favor of its own prod- | it for sale, and that up to that point, up to the time of transfer by 
ucts against those of like character produced in other States, and for- | Leisy & Co. to some bona fide purchaser, it was not subject to the 
bids the obstruction of commerce through any State except in the |; State laws regulating th e@ ¢ fiseation of intoxicating | ors in 
necessary enforcement of the health laws of the State—all of which | that State. 
provisions are lacking in the Senate act. \ good deal of criticism has been indulged in here upon the Supreme 
In fact, the amendment of the committee is well guarded, and it ap- | Court of the United States. I have read this decision, word for word 
plies to every article which the State has the right under its police | carefully: and, in my view, there is a great misapprehens in the 
powers to coiftrol, regulate, or prohibit. If the amendment had lim- | minds of many members as to the grounds of that decision. The d 
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viding line between the majority and the minority of the court rests 
really, in part at least, upon a presumption and in part upon differing 
views of the members of the court as to the prior decisions of that tri- 
bunal. ‘The majority opinion proceeds upon a statement or supposition 
in reference to the provision of the Constitution authorizing Congress 
to regulate commerce between the States. It states that Congress has 
never exercised that power (which is true) in the direction that we are 
now proposing to exercise it. It is true they have passed what is called 
the interstate-commerce law on an entirely different line, regulating 
commerce of an entirely different character and in an entirely different 
way. And the majority of that court say that inasmuch as Congress has 
never exercised the power vested in it by the Constitution to regulate in- 
terstate commerce or commerce among the States in the manner now pro- 
posed the presumption is that Congress intended that this character of 
commerce should remain free, untrammeled, and unrestrained. They 
go further. and, while admitting that in what are called the “license 
cases,’’ in 5 Howard, and especially in the case of Pierce rs. New Hamp- 
shire, which is one of those so-called “‘ license cases,’’ that tribunal de- 
cided that when intoxicating liquors were taken trom one State toancther 
in the original package they then became subject to the police laws of the 
State to which they were taken, yet the majority opinion goes on to 
cite various decisions of the court to show that those cases have been 
constructively overruled, not directly, not in terms, but that other de- 
cisions have been made since the so-called “license cases’’ changing 
the law upon that point and holding in substance that articles of com- 
merce when transierred or taken from one State to another were pro- 
tected not merely until the time of their delivery to the consignee, but 
until they were sold by the consignee, 

In other words the Supreme Court holds that, in the absence of Con- 
gressional legislation to the contrary, the shipper or importer of in- 
toxicating liquors from one State into another has the lawful right to 
sell them in the original packages in which such shipment was made 
and that they do not become subject to the State laws until such sale 
is made. / 

Absence of Congressional legislation on this subject is thus made 
the very pivet and turning-point of the decision, the court holding in 
substance that this whole matter is within the control of Congress. 
That this is so will be apparent trom a few extracts from the opinion 
of the court. At the very opening of the opinion Chief-Justice Fuller 
says: 

The power vested in Congress ‘‘ to regulate commerce with foreign nations and 
among the several States and with the Indian tribes’ is the power to prescribe 
the rule by which that commerce is to be governed and is a power complete in 
iteel!, acknowledging no limitations other than those prescribed by the Consti- 
tution. 

It is coextensive with the subject on which it acts, and can not be stopped at 
the external boundary of a State, but must enter its interior and must be capa- 
ble of authorizing the disposition of those articles which it introduces, so that 
they may be commingled with the common mass of property within the Terri- 
tory entered. (Gibbons vs. Ogden, 9 Wheaton, 1; Brown vs. Maryland, 12 
Wheaton, 419.) 

And while, by virtue of its jurisdiction over persons and property within its 
limits, a State may provide for the security of the lives, limbs, health, and com- 
fort of persoris and the protection of property so situated, yet a subject-matter 
which has been confided exclusively to Congress by the Constitution is not 
within the jurisdiction of the police power of the State unless placed there by 
Congressional! action. : 

This is a distinct admission or statement that Congress may, by legis- 
lative action, subject such articles of commerce to the operation of 
State laws whenever and wherever it sees fit so todo. Again, on page 
6 of the pamphlet copy of the opinion, the court say: 

Where the subject-matter requires a uniform system as between the States, 
the power controlling it is vested exclusively in Congress, and can not be en- 
crouched upon by the States; but wherein relation to the subject-matter,different 
rules may be suitable for different localities, the States may exercise powers 
which, though they may be said to partake of the nature of the power granted 
to the Genera! Government, are strictly not such, but are simply local powers, 
which have full operation until or unless circumscribed by the action of Congress 
in effectuation of the general power. 

Again, page 7 of the pamphlet, the court say: 


Whenever, however, a particular power of the General Government is one 
which must necessarily be exercised by it and Congress remains silent, this is 
not only not a concession that the powers reserved by the States may be ex- 
erted as if the specific power had not been elsewhere reposed, but, on the con- 
trary, the only legitimate conclusion is that the General Government intended 
that power should not be affirmatively exercised, and the action of the States 
can not be permitted to effect that which would be incompatible with such in- 
tention. Hence, inasmuch as interstate commerce, consisting in the transporta- 
tion, purchase, sale, and exchange of commodities, is national in its character, 
and must be governed by a uniform system. so long as Congress does not pass 
any law to regulate it or allowing the States so to do, it thereby indicates its 
will that such commerce shall be free and untrammeled. (County of Mobile vs. 
Kimball, 102 U.S., 691; Brown es, Houston, ll4 U.S., 622,631; Wabash Railway 
comeney vs. lilinois, 118 U.S., 557; Robbins vs. Shelby Taxing District, 120 U.S., 
489, 493. : 

That ardent spirits, distilled liquors, ale,and beer are subjects of exchange, 
barter, and traffic like any other commodity in which a right of traffic exists, 
and are so recognized by the usages of the commercial world, the laws of Con- 
gress, and the decisions of courts, is not denied. Being thus articles of com- 
merce, can a State, in the absence of legislation on the part of Congress, pro- 
hibit their importation from abroad or from a sister State, or when imported 
prohibit their sale by the importer? If the importation can not be prohibited 
without the consent of Congress, when does property imported from abroad or 
from a sister State so become part of the common mass of property within a 
State as to be subject to its unimpeded vontrol ? 


The court then enters upon a long review of the previous decisions 
of that tribunal, including that of Pierce vs. New Hampshire, 5 How- 


ard, 504, one of the so-called ‘‘ license cases,’’ which held that intoxi- 
cating liquors shipped from one State into another could not be law- 
fully sold in the Jatter State in violation of its laws, and then the court 
adds: 


The authority of Pierce vs. New Hampshire, in so far as it rests on the view 
that the law of New Hampshire was valid because Congress had made no regu- 
lation on the subject, must be regarded as having been distinctly overthrown 
by the numerous cases hereinafter referred to. 

The doctrine now firmly established is, as stated by Mr, Justice Field in 
Bowman vs. Chicago, etc., Railway Company, 125 United States, 507,“* that where 
the subject upon which Congress can act under its commercial power is local 
in ite nature or sphere of operation, such as harbor pilotage, the improvement 
of harbors, the establishment of beacons and buoys to guide vessels in and out 
of port, the construction of bridges over navigable rivers, the erection of 
wharves, piers,and docks.and the like,which can be properly regulated only by 
special provisions adapted to their localities, the State can act until Congress 
interferes and supersedes its authority ; but where the subject is national in its 
character, and admits and requires uniformity of regulation, affecting alike all 
the States, such as transportation between the States, including the importation 
of goods from one State into another, Congress can only act upon it and pro- 
vide the needed regulations. 

“The absence of any law of Congress on the subject isequivalent to its declara- 
tion that commeree in that matter shal! be free. Thus the absence of regulations 
as to interstate commerce with reference to any particular subject is taken as a 
declaration that the importation of that article into the States shall be unre- 
stricted. It is only after the importation is completed and the property im- 
ported is mingled with and becomes a part of the general property of the State 
that its regulations can act upon it, except so far as may be necessary to insure 
safety in the disposition of the import until thus mingled.” 

The conclusion follows that, as the grant of power to regulate commerce 
among the States, so far as one system is required, is exclusive, the States can 
not exercise that power without the assent of Congress, and, in the absence of 
legislation, it is left for the courts to determine when State action does or dues 
not amount to such exercise, or, in other words, what is or is not a regulation 
of such commerce. When that is determined controversy is at an end. 


Again, page 15 of the opinion, the court says: 

Undoubtedly it is for the legislative branch of the State governments to deter- 
mine whether the manufacture of particulararticles of traffic, or the sale of such 
articles, willinjuriously affect the public, and it is not for Congress to determine 
what measures a State may properly adopt as appropriate or needful for the 
protection of the public morals, the public health, or the public safety; but not- 
withstanding itis not vested with, supervisory power over matters of local ad- 
ministration, the responsibility is upon Congress, so far as the regulation of 
interstate commerce is concerned, to remove the restriction upon the State in 
dealing with imported articles of trade within its limits, which have not been 
mingled with the common mass of property therein, if in its judgment the end 
to be secured justifies and requires such action. 


I have been thus particular in setting forth extracts from the opinion 
of the court, because the power of Congress toso legislate as to subject 
intoxicating liquors shipped from one State into another to control has 
been most strenuously denied, not only in the Senate, but on the floor 
of the House. On the last page of the opinion the court says: 


We hold that, in the absence of Congressional permission to do so, the State 
has no power to interfere by seizure, or by any other action, in prohibition of 
importation and sale by the foreign or non-resident importer. 


This and one or two other sentences of a like character have been 
seized upon and characterized as obiter dicta, or merely careless, un- 
guarded remarks entitled to no weight whatever, when, as I have shown, 
from beginning to end the opinion proceeds upon the theory that 
Congress has full control of the subject, but has not seen fit to exercise 
it. z 

The dissenting opinion was delivered by Justice Gray. 
set of his opinion this learned judge says: 


Mr. Justice Harlan, Mr. Justice Brewer, and myself are unable to concur in 
this judgment. As our dissent is based on the previous decisions of this court, 
the respect due to our associates as we!l as to our aero ey induces us to 
state our position as far as possible in the words in which the law has been here- 
tofore declared from this bench. 


He then proceeds to examine the previous decisions of the court at 
great length and with great learning, and then says in conclusion: 


The above review of the judgments of this court since the decision in the 
license cases appears to us to demonstrate that that decision, while often re- 
ferred to, has never been overruled or its authority impugned. 

It only remains to sum up the reasons which have satisfied us that the judg- 
ment of the supreme court of Iowa in the case at bar should be affirmed. 

The protection of the safety, the health, the morals, the good order,and the 
general welfare of the people is the chief end of government. Salus —_ su- 
prema est lex. The police power is inherent in the States, reserved to them by 
the Constitution, and necessary to their existence as organized governments. 
The Constitution of the United States and the laws made in pursuance thereof, 
being the supreme law of the land, all statutes of a State must, of course, give 
way, so far as they are repugnant to the national Constitution and laws. But 
an intention is not lightly to be imputed to the framers of the Constitution, or 
to the Congress of the United States, to subordinate the protection of the safety, 
health, and morals of the peop'e to the promotion of trade and commerce. 

The police power extends tothe control xod regulation of things which, when 
used in a lawful and proper manner, are subjects of property and of commerce, 
and yet may be used so as to be injurious « r dangerous to the public safety, the 
public health, or the public morals. Common experience has shown that the 

neral and unrestricted use of intoxicating liquors tends to produce idjeness, 
isorder, disease, pauperism, and crime. 

The power of regulating or prohibiting the manufacture and sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors ~ a gename £4 belongs, as a branch of the peepee to the Leg- 
isiatures of the several States. and can be judiciously and e ‘ectively exercised 
by them alone, according to their views of public policy and local needs; and 
can not practically, if it can constitutionally, be wielded by Congress as part of 
a national and uniform system. 

The statutes in question were enacted by the State of Iowa in the exercise of 
its undoubted power to protect its inhabitants against the evils, physical, moral, 
and social, attending the free use of intoxicating liquors. They are not aimed 
at interstate commerce; they have no relation to the movement of goods from 
one State to another, but operate only on intoxicating liquors within the terri- 
torial limits of the State; y include al! such liquors without discrimination, 
and do noteven mention where they are made or whence théy come. They 
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affect commerce much more remotely and indirectly than laws of a State (the longs M than forty vears ago J ‘ VT] f the bes 
validity of which is unquestioned) authorizingtheerection of bridges and Gams | 4)... , ; : el ; 
across navigable waters within its limits, which wholly obstru the course o = : . _ = *): ne 
- and navigatio or than q antine laws, which operate direct Ss 0 1.2ed icé 
sll ships and merchandise coming into the ports of the State i 
12 statutes of a State, restricting or prot ge the saie of it aut ~ 
s within its territory, are to be held ve and void as appli« , acts 
. nt or br g ro ul er Stat i by the importer in w t , Are O88 
i Z pa ges consequence must be thatan inhabitantof! a 
iy the j of interstate commerce and without < _ 8 % 
c ny public hority, carry or send into and sell in any or aii amerce tha 
r States of the Unio ntoxicating liquors of whatever descrip t a < 
es, or even in single bottles or flasks, despite any legislation of | Moras or enca 
S os on the subject, and although his own State should be the only one | ©# to all ge 
id not enaci similar jaws it would require positive and explicit rij Ss st 
on the part of Congress to convince us that it contemplated or in- | ! > Of gt w 
suchar t oS 
! sion it » license cases ( How. 504) by which the court, maintain- to guard sta 
se Vv vs. un mously adjudged thata general statute of a State, pro- Dhese exce 
ig Sai of intos ating liquors without license from municipal author 
neluded liquors brought from another State and sold by the importer in L t s ~ g 
the original barrel or package, should be upheld and followed ; because it was , ‘ ‘ » exe ; 
made upon full argumentand greatconsideration ; because it established a wis« i ted pow S 
and just rule, regarding a most delicate point in ourcompiex system govern- sed ‘ r " ‘ sed 1 ‘ t ~~ 
ment, a point always diMicult of definition and adjustment, the contact between | ! ‘ rhe Stat r te t SA f r 
the paramount commercial power granted to Congress and the inherent police | t is valid, t gh : . ‘ I a 
power reserved to the States; because it is in accordance with the usage and |! And} ca 3 
practice which have prevailed during the century since the adoption of the Con- | « ( n 
stitution; because it has been accepted and acted on for forty years by Con- ‘ 
gress, by the State Legislatures, by the courts, and by the people; and becaus: : 
to hold otherwise would add nothing to the dignity and supremacy of the pow- 
ers of Congress, while it would cripple, not to say destroy, the whole contro! of . 1 { LY 
every State over the sale of intoxicating liquors within its borders. iol 

The silence and inaction of Congress upon the subject, during the long period agen 
since the decision in the license cases, appearto us to require the inference th , ‘ : 
Congress intended that the law should remain as thereby declared by this cour » th t s ~ ] 
rather than to warrant the presumption that Congress intended that com merce p | t . , 2 he powe , 
among the States should be free from the indirect effect of such an exercise of ‘ } { bat t 
the police power for the public safety, as had been adjudged by that decision to = : , , , 
be within the constitutional authority of the States, € L rt i 

For these reasons we are compelled to dissent from the opinionand judgment al p ' . 
of the majority of the court. it : | ¢ 

1 A LHUS i ro i I \ t 3 
These extracts will suffice to give a clear view of the differences of | substitute, intoxicating could be | py ino 
opinion of the majority and minority members of the court on this | State for use or storage and t be ected to the control of Sta 
great question. In my opinion,the minority, in at least one important | laws. Clubs could be formed and liquorsshipped in for the use of that 
particular, are right, and that is, in holding that intoxicating liquors | clu runkards and even minors could la rt 
when brought into a State should be subjected to the laws of that State ynsu t his would l he « 
regulating or controlling the liquor traffic. This ought to be so, in The Adams ame ent. s alle s even more ectionabl It 
] part, with all articles of commerce, and especially so with those imply provides ; é S , nal pa f 
which seriously affect the health, happiness, or general welfare of the | i icating lique { t] unit t : nd } 
people of such State. enacted into law, ti« nent f r t t ther « | 
Under the commerce clause of the Constitution, giving Congress the | ages’ of intoxicating liqu taining not { 1 twelve bottle 
power to “‘regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the sev- | of one quart each, and t ‘ is would impair, 
f eral States,’’ shippers should have the right to transport their goods to | if not destroy, the « I Sta this st t. Under 
x any part or portion of the-State, unless the exercise of that right would | it ‘‘ original packag \ ( only in 
. prove deleterious to the health, happiness, or welfare of its people or | prohibition cit nd tow l id othe se States well 
‘: injurious to their morals; but why give the importer the right of sale ? | as in Kansas, lowa, M } if : nil t and 

What is interstate commerce and when does it cease to be such’? = o ig] 

Goods may be articiesof commerce and still not be articles of interstate is ‘ 

commerce, ) 

Merchandise shipped from New York to Joliet are clearly articles of ( 
interstate commerce {rom themoment they are shipped from New York | tr hall vote the § ( as n iy f 
until they reach Joliet, and perhaps until their delivery to the con- | t the u ed 1 u 1 
signee; but after their delivery to the merchant or consignee at Joliet | t ! t ; 
they are as < learly articles of commerce and not of interstate commerce. f i ! 

Why, then, should the commerce clause of the Constitution relating CHI M er. f { 
to commerce ‘‘ among the several States’’ be held to include the right | « ta ‘ la popu 
of sale by the shipper at the point of destination? n he « i cage cast i id urt, by 

The right of stoppage in transitu, as every lawyer knows, ceases with | a n it a 
the delivery of the goods to the purchaser. Why the commerce clause | citizen of on ate « lj ort in f 
of the Constitution should go further and protect intoxicating liquors | merce ands t the or kag port t 
in the hands of a consignee until sold by him, I ean not well see. This | out any rete e to 
was the precise point determined in the case of Pierce vs. New Hamp- | is in my opinion a decision p 
shire over forty years ago, and should, in my judgment, have remained | made to centralize powe ‘ t ind 
undisturbed. The Supreme Court have now overruled that decision. | abridge the powers the und t ‘ ! thi 

rhe effect of this new decision is to open the flood-gates of commerce, | has ever transpired in our natio 
not merely to the introduction, but the sale of intoxicating liquors, [ belir in { itio t t 
without control, regulation, or restraint in every State of the Union. | rights of the States and i é p W hile 
Under that decision “‘original-package”’ saloons could be opened in | I would not, I could, a t ( 
every town, city, and county of Illinois, as they have been in Iowa and | at the same 1e I wou @ st the powers whi 
Kansas, and intoxicating liquors there sold in violation of our State | reserved to the States and to the ] e! What were the fact t 
laws, and this, too, without payment or issue of license and in total | Leisy-Hardin case? | ( I t Stat I 
disregard of our laws. It is a most sweeping and dangerous decision. | nois; they sent into the State of lowaa large quantity of be t 

: It is not even certain that it would not permit the free and open sale | ofiered it for sale in violation of th vs of the State of | which 
of liquors to minors and drunkards or upon the Sabbath or election | prohibited its sa Hardin was mar t id 
day. If the State laws are not valid for one purpose it is difficult to | « constable of Jackson townsh Lee ( ty, 
see why they should be for another. 4s such officer he seized said be« ed { on 

Iam not an alarmist and have never been a prohibitionist, but I | of the lawsof theState. Tyr ‘ t o thesu 
believe in the regulation and control of the liquor traffic. This can not | preme court of the State rt was give that court, which held 
be done by Congress by one uniform and inflexible rule without break- | that the prohibition law va wer | and constitutional and 
ing down or interfering with the laws of the various States on this im- | not repugnant to and in con! tion 8 of Article I of th 
portantsubject. The laws of no two States regulating the liquor traflic | Constitution of the United r 1 purpose of 1 ving t 
are precisely alike. Some, like lowa and Kansas, have absolute pro- | judgment a writ of error w rom the Supreme Court of the 
hibition; all the others, Illinois included, have the license system in | United States. With ig t tatutes of Iowa, which prohibit 
One form or another. the sale by a person, | ird, or agent, directly or indirect 





This whole matter should be left to the State, where it properly be- | of any intoxicating liquors or keeping then for sale, it is only neces ry 
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to say that the plain and simple question before the court was, can a 
State, in the exercise of the police powers which are conceded by every 
court to be exclusively reserved to the States, regulate, restrain, or 
prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors which have been imported 
from another State and which are held for sale in the original pack- 
uges in which it was imported? And to the universal surprise of the 
country the majority of the court decided that the State could not ex- 
ercise the police power to regulate its sale until after it had passed 
from the possession of the importer by a sale in the original package 
in which it was imported into the State; that it did not become amen- 
«ble to the laws of the State until after such a sale, because it was not 
commingied with the mass of the property of the State until after it 
had passed from the possession of the importer by a sale. 

To this decision Justices Gray, Harlan, and Brewer dissent in an 
opinion rendered by Justice Gray which, to my mind, presents a line 
of argument and decisions which are unanswerable. A motion for a 
rehearing was filed, which the court refused; so that this decision of 
the court must be held to be the law; that is, hereafter commerce be- 
tween the States must be held to exist until the article brought from 
one State into another State has been delivered in the State and has 
been resold as it was delivered. 

I had thought, Mr. Speaker, that the chief end of government was 
‘to protect the lives, the health, the morals, the good order, and to 
promote the general welfare of the people.’’ The grant of power to do 
this is inherent in the States, reserved to them by the Constitution of 
the United States, and absolutely necessary to their existence. 

The effect of this decision of the Supreme Court is to relegate the pro- 
tection of the lives, morals, good order, and general welfare of the peo- 
ple to the rear and to make the chief end o! government the promo- 
tion of commerce between the States; and sofar as this particular article 
of commerce is concerned to make the commerce in intoxicating liquors, 
an article that has been for centuries under the ban of both statute and 
common law, paramount in importance to the protection of the lives, 
the morals, the good order, and the general welfare of the people. Is 
if any wonder, then, that there should be a universal demand from all 
sections and parties for Congressional action to prevent, as far as possi- 
ble, the injuries which must follow this decision ? 


1 remember to have learned Blackstone’s incomparable definition of 


civil law; he said it was ‘‘a rule of action prescribed by the supreme 


authority of the state, commanding what is right and prohibiting what 
The experience of all the past ages tells us that the in- 
evitable results of the unrestricted use of intoxicating liquors in every 
age, and in every clime, and by every generation have been to bring un- 
told evils, physical, moral, and social, upon the people; hence the traf- 
fic both as to the manufacture and the sale of intoxicating liquors has 
been under restrictions, varying with the age and people, but always 


is wrong.’’ 


under the regulation and restriction of the police powers of the state. 


I need not pause to argue the question of the effect of the unre- 
It is everywhere conceded that 
it produces idleness, disease (physical and moral), pauperism, and crime. 
Under our complex theory of government, in which there are govern- 
ments within governments, each with its sovereign powers clearly de- 
lined, it can not be denied that the power to regulate, license, or pro- 
hibit the traffic inheres in the States, belongs to them, and that the 


stricted use of intoxicating liquors. 


States alone should enact and enforce them. 


Thegentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] gave the House an object- 
lesson this afternoon which at once becomes an unanswerable argument 
in favor of the imperative necessity for a final declaration in favor of 
the doctrine that the police powers must inhere solely in the States. 
ile introduced an original package which, under the recent decision of 
That package 
“ Under this decision half-pint 
original packages of liquor can be—yes, have been—imported into Kan- 


the Supreme Court, had been introduced into Kansas. 
contained a half-pint bottle of liquor. 


sas, and under the same decision they can be sold. 


How is it possible, under this decision of the court, for the State of * * 
Kansas or any other State to license, regulate, or prohibit the manu- 
facture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the State if an importer can, 
under the commerce act, import and sell at any time to any person 
priginal packages of these liquors in quantities of a quart, a pint, or a 
Justice Woodbury rendered an opinion in 1846 in the li- 
cense cases, 5 Howard, and in the light of the object-lesson by the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Perktns] it must be conceded that he 
spoke as one inspired when he said, in speaking of the powers of the 


half pint? 


State: 


It has by the Constitution the exclusive power to regulate its own internal 


ecommerce and business in such articles and bind all residents, citizens or not 
by its regulations if they ask its protection and privileges; and Congress, in 


stead of being opposed and thwarted by regulations as to this, can no more in- 


terfere in it than the States can interfere in regulation of toreign commerce. 


If the proposition was maintainable that, without any legislation by Con- 
gress as to the trade between the States (except that in coasting, as before ex- 
plained, to prevent smuggling), anything imported from another State, param 

,not 
subject to any license or internal regulation of a State, then it is obvious that 
the whole license system may be evaded and nullified, either from abroad or 
And the more especially can it be done from the 
latier, as imports may be made in bottles of any size, down to a half pint, of 
spirits or wines; and if its sale can not be interfered with and regulated, the 
retail business can be carried on in any small quantity, and by the most irre- 


or domestic, could be sold of right in the posiage in whichit was import 


from a neighboring State. 


sponsible and unsuitable persons, with perfect impunity. 
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Again this learned jurist said: 

The subject of buying and selling within a State is one as exclusively belong- 
ing to the power of the State over its internal trade as that to regulate foreign 
commerce is with the General Government, under the broadest construction of 
that power. 


Mr. Justice Grier, in the same cases, in an opinion that goes directly 
to the heart of the controversy, in summing up the question, said: 


The true question presented by these cases, and the one which Iam not disposed 
to evade, is, whether the States have aright to prohibit the sale and consumption 
of an article ef commerce which they believe to be pernicious in its effects and 
the cause of disease, pauperism, and crime. Ido not consider the question of 
the exclusiveness of the power of Congress to regulate commerce as necessarily 
connected with the decision of this point. 


In speaking of the absolute authority of the State in exercising the 
police powers, he said: ; 

Without attempting to define what are the peculiar subjects or limits of this 
power it may safely be affirmed that every law for the restraintand punishment 
of crime, for the preservation of the public peace, health, and morals, must 
come within this category. 

As subjects of legislation they are, from their very nature, of primary impor- 
tance; they lie at the foundation of social existence; they are for the protection 
of lifeand liberty, and necessarily compel all laws on subjects of secondary 
importance which relate only to property, convenience, or luxury to recede 
when they come in conflict or collision. 

If the right to control these be “complete, unqualified, and exclusive’’ in 
the State Legislatures no regulations of secondary importance can supersede 
or restrain their operations on any ground of prerogative or supremacy. The 
exigencies of the social compact require that such laws be executed before and 
above all others. 


’ 


These cases were decided by the Supreme Court more than forty years 
ago. They were considered with a thoroughness that is exceptional, 
the full court with two exceptions rendering opinions. The ques- 
tions involved were considered and treated at length. Every possible 
phase of the question was covered by the opinions, and a careful read- 
ing will show that all the judges held that, in the absence of Congres- 
sional legislation, a State could for the protection of the health, the 
morals, and the safety of its citizens, control by any form of license or 
prohibition, atits discretion and according to its notions, the sale by the 
importer of intoxicating liquors brought within its jurisdiction from 
another State, and remaining in the packages in which they were im- 
ported into the State. 

Justice Gray in the Leisy case, in speaking of the power to exercise 
the police powers, said: 

The language thus applied to Congressional supervision of the manufacture 
within one State of intoxicating liquors intended to be sold in other States ap- 
pears to us to apply with hardly less force to the regulation by Congress of the 
sale within one State of intoxicating liquors brought from another State. How 
far the protection of the public order, health, and morals demands the restriction 
or prohibition of the sale of intoxicating ‘iquors isa question peculiarly apper- 
taining to the Legislatures of the several States, and to be determined by them 
upon their own views of public policy, taking into consideration the needs, the 
education, the habits, and the usages of people of various racesand origin, and 
living in regions far apart and widely differing in climate and in physical char- 
acteristics. The local option laws prevailing in many of the States indicate the 
judgment of as many Legislatures that the sale of intoxicating liquors does not 
admit of regulation by a uniform rule over so large an area as asingle State, 
much less over the area ofa continent. It is manifest that the regulation of the 
sale, as of the manufacture, of such liquors manufactured in one State to be 
sold in another, is a subject which, far trom requiring, hardly admits of a uni- 
form system or plan throughout the United States. It is, in its very nature, not 
national, but local; and must, in order to be either reasonable or effective, con- 
form to the local policy and legislation concerning the sale or the manufacture 
of intoxicating liquorsgenerally. Congress can not regulate this subject under 
the police power, because that power has not been conceded to Congress, but 
remains in the several States, nor under the commercial power, without either 
prescribing a general rule unsuited to the nature and requirements of the sub- 
ject or else departing trom that uniformity of regulation which, as declared by 
this court in Kidd us. Pearson, above cited, it was the object of the commercial 
clause of the Constitution to secure. 

The above review of the judgments of this court since the decision in the li- 
cense cases appears to usto demonstrate that that decision, while often referred 
to, has never been overruled or its authority impugned. 

It only remains to sum up the reasons which have satisfied us that the 
judgment of the supreme court of Iowa in the case at bar should be affirmed. 

The protection of the safety, the health, the morals, the good order, and the 
general welfare of the people is the chief end of government. 

* & 7 * + 

If the statutes of a State restricting or prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors within its territory are to be held inoperative and void as applied to 
liquors sent or brought from another State and sold by the importer in what 
sre called original packages, the uence must be that an inhabitant of 
any State may, under the pretext of interstate commerce and without license 
or supervision of an ee authority, carry or send into and sellin any or all 
of the other States Union intoxicating liquors of whatever description, in 
cases or kegs, or even in single bottles or flasks, despite any legislation of those 
States on the subject and although his own State should be the only one which 
had not enacted similar laws. It would require positive and explicit legislation 
on = part of Congress to convince us that it contemplated or intended such a 
result, 

The decision in the license cases,5 How., 504, by which the court, maintaining 
, | these views, unanimously adjudged that a general statute of a State, prohibit- 
- | ing the sale of intoxicating liquors without license from municipal authorities, 
included liquors brought from another State and sold by the importer in the 
original barrel or , should be upheld and followed; because it wasmade 
upon full argument and great consideration ; because it established a wise and 
just rule regarding a most delicate point in our complex system of Govern- 
ment,a point always difficult of definition and adjustment, the contract be- 
tween the paramount commercial power granted to Congress and the inherent 
police power reserved to the States; because it is in accordance with the usage 
and practice which have prevailed during the century since the adoption of the 
Ceeeieee | pone it has been —— — ones 2 bg Suete yes oy 
Con, e State Legislatures, by the courts,and by the people; an be 
cause to hold otherwise would add nothing to the dignity and supremacy of 
the powers of while it would cripple. not to say destroy, the whole 


control of every State over the sale of intoxicating liquors within its borders 
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The silence and inaction of Congress upon the subject during the long period 
since the decision in the license cases appear to us to require the 
that Coygress intended that the law should remain as thereby declared by this 
court, rather than to warrant the presumption that Congress 1 led that 
mmerce among the States should be free from the indirect effect of such an 
exercise of the police power for the public safety, as had been adjudged by that 
decision to be withiu the constitutional authority of the States. 


nierence 


The judicial determination of the questions involved in the Leisy 
case do not preclude Congressional legislation, but, upon the contrary, 
i Che Constitution of the United States and Congressional 
legislation in conformity therewith must be the supreme law of the 
land, and State laws that are in conflict with it must be held to be 
noperative. Congresscan and should enact a law regulating commerce 
between the States, defining clearly the time when such articles of 
commerce become amenable to the police powers and restrictions of the 
State into which they are imported. I think that every consideration 
of public policy demands that this be done. 

The House substitute, in my opinion, ought to pass. 
effective, so far as the liquor traflic is concerned, as the Senate bill, 
while it is broader in its scope and defines the time when these articles 
cease to be subject to the power of Congress’in its regulation of com- 
merce and become amenable to the police powers and restrictions of 
the States. 

The Supreme Court, in the Leisy case, in the absence of Congressioua! 
legislation, had to declare at what time articles of commerce imported 
into a State became commingled with the mass of property of the 
State, and hence subject to State restrictions and regulations, 

The court held that the commerce powers attached to these articles 
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ple. The only safeguard of the peo; 
to those which inhere in the States. 
for forty years Maine and Vermont have st p ! 
gly is that principle ingrafted 
10se States that no party would da wl 
t under the decision of 
smperance education and sentiment are set aside, 1 rs 
constitution detied, 
every town and village 
order that there may be f 
States and because Congress has neglected to re 


the Supreme Court all t yrt ears of 
, 
i 


) 
are and original-package saloons ¢ 


nth 





| tween the States. 


It is equally 


until after theimporter hadsold them in the original packages in which | 


they were imported. We have had an object-lesson of the effect of that 
decision upon the liquor traffic of the States. Neither prohibition, 
high license, low license, local option, nor any form of State restriction 
can stand against it. We have seen that under that decision half-pint 
original packages of intoxicating liquors have been, and are now being, 
imported and sold in defiance of State laws which absolutely prohibit 
its sale within the State. 

What is the result ? 


1 


Kansas, Iowa, and the Dakotas thought t 
trattic under the ban of prohibition, whil 
nse system was an effective one 
mistak They did not imagine 
whole temperance system hung. 
col 


ha t 
Indiana supposed that its 
these Stat 
upon what a flimsy thre 
They had not heard from the ox 


nmeree; had not known of its methods and its inordinate greed f 


lie n The people of 
, i 


en, 


gain. They have heard now. They have seen and do know just what 
it can do. Congress now stands face to face with this momentous ques- 
tion, a question of infinitely greater concern to the people of the United 
States than the pension, silver, tariff, and election questions combined 
and I would not in the least detract from the importance of either one 
of these. They are questions of great moment to our people, but th 
question rises like an impassable barrier before them. 

For more than one hundred years the people thought they were tre¢ 
men, that they had the right to regulate in their own way their do 


mestic affairs; to enact laws by their State Legislatures to se 


lives, their morals, their health, and their general we I They I 

for a century put the liquor traffic under the ban of the po owe 
of the State, as it had been for centuries before under the ban of th 
} common law, and the courts of the States and the Supreme Court of 
i the United States had uniformly held that this right to regulate and 
| control the trafiic inhered in the States and in the people until April 

28, 1890, when the Supreme Court of the United States, in the now 

famous original-package case, decided that this right did not inhere in 


This—and nothing less than this—that unless | 


Congress shall, in the exercise of its admitted power, enact a law recnu- | 


lating commerce between the States, declaring that articles of com- 
merce imported into a State and held for sale shall become amenable 
to the police powers of the State regulating its sale, we shall } 


nave 


in all the States the free and unrestricted sale of intoxicating liquors by 


persons who, while they are residents, are not citizens of the State, per- | 


sons who are irresponsible and perfectly indifferent as to the ruin thei: 
business will bring upon the community where they sell original 
ages of rom, 


} 
7 ivfK- 
pack 


struction of the entire fabric of local self-government by the people | 


through the police powers of the State in order that we may have 
and unrestricted commerce between the States. 

We shall be compelled to see, without the power to resist by any 
known legal power, original-package saloons opened in our towns and 
villages, when ex perience, thesafestand best of all guides, teaches us that 
it will bring only wretchedness, pauperism, and crime in its traio. 


tree 


The | 


people in a half dozen States have thought that the drink traffic was 


made subject to the laws of their States and practically prohibited. 
Other communities where a saloon has never been opened because the 


public sentiment ef that locality would not tolerate a saloon stand ap- | 
palled in the presence of the effects of this decision, when they realize | 


that neither license, prohibition, public sentiment, State laws, nor any 
other power, under existing conditions, can save them from the power 
of free and unrestricted commerce between the States. 

The people have been taught to believe that this was a ‘‘ Govern- 
ment of the people, for the people, and by the people.’’ They now 
realize that it is a Government of free commerce between the States, 
for tree commerce between the States, and by free commerce between 
the States. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that the moment any article of commerce, I 
care not what it may be, that is imported into a State to be held for 
sale within the State is delivered to and is received by the person or 
persons to whom it was consigned, that moment it becomes commingled 
with the mass of property of the State and is therefore a part of it and 
becomes subject to the laws of the State. 

The commerce power does not guaranty to the importer that in the 
State into which the article may be sent he shall be left free to do what 
he pleases with it, without any reference to the police poéwers of the 
State, which may in a measure restrict its sale, because Congres i 
the power to regulate commerce between the States, and the power to 
regulate carries with it the power to place whatever restrictions upon 
it Congress may deem necessary, and it is clearly within the power of 
Congress to determine when the commerce power shall end, and thus} 
implication when the police power of the State shall inh 

I repeat what I said in the first part of my remarks 
the nationality of the Union. I also believe in the rights of the States 
and in the rights of the people. The decision of the Supreme Court 
has been the prime factor in convincing my judgment that upon no 
provocation whatever would I yield one jot or tittle of the rights 
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ople, because an importer could bring liquors 
same without restraint before tl 


the States and in the p 


into a State and sell the e powers of 


the State and the people could lay hands upon it, and that sale, as in 
Kansas, in half-pint packages, will do all the injury that the people of 
the several States have sought to prevent, « t least restrict as far as 
possible, by legal restraints 

Mr. Speaker, I prefer, if possible, to secure the passage of the Hous 


| substitute, because I think that the power to regulate the commerce 
We shall be forced to fold our hands and behold the de- | 


} } 
»> the ple, 


State and the pe ] 
that arise 


trade in which the 


and business of a State belongs of right t 
All the varied questions, and there is a vast nu 
in reference to the limitations and 


mber of them, 


restrictions ol 


| lives, morals, and security of the people are directly interested, should 


he subject to the legal control und restrictions of the States. Hence as 


there are other articles of commerce that may be affected by this decis- 
and while Congress is laying hands upon this question, 
act a general law which shall cover the whole field, and under which 
there need never hereafter be any conflict whatever between the au- 


ion let it en- 








thority of the General Government and thatof the States. The House 
substitute is so brief and comprehensive that | give it in full. 
That whenever any article of commerce is imported into any State from any 
ther State, Territory, or foreign nation there held or oflered for sale, the 
shall then be subject tothe laws of such Stat« Pi led, Thatno diserim- 
ination shall be made by any State in favor of itscitizens against those of other 
States or Territories in respect to the sale of any art : ol commerce, nor in 
+ favor of its own products against those of like character produced in other 
| States or Territories. Nor shall the transportation of commerce through any 
i State be obstructed ex eptin the necessary iforce ent of the he iws of 
such State. 
The distinguished gentleman from Texas [ Mr. CULRERSON ], whose 
ability as a lawyer is acknowledged by all who know him, said insub- 
| stance ({ quote his words from memory), that he was opposed to the 


| has exclusive 


which belong to and have been reserved to the States and to the peo- | the States 


House substitute and the Senate bill, because he would not have the 
greatState of Texas come to Congress as a mendicant, pleading for the 
right to exercise the police powe which under the Cor tution 1n- 
hered in the State. 

I can not agree with my learned friend upon that statement. It 
either the House substitute or the Senate bill shall become a law, I do 
not think it will be because any one of the States appeared as a mend 
cant pleading for the right to exercise the police powers which belon 
exclusively to the States, but it will be because Congress, t] overeign 
authority, has, in the proper exercise of its acknowledged power, de- 
fined and prescribed by law the limits of its control over commerce 
between the States. 

It is true that Congress has not he fore exer ei that control 
yet it is equally true that it had the right to do it, and I may say 
should long since have defined its ¢ Lo the commerce between 
the States. I venture the opinion tha Congress had acted the fa- 
mous original-package d sion W d never have been heard of. Be 
thatasit may, both House substitute and the Senate bill are proper 
subjects for Congressional action. Under the Constitution Congress 
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‘The enactment into law of the House substitute will fix the bound- 
ary line between the commerce powers of Congress and thepolice powers 
of the States. It will leave to Congress exclusive control over com- 
merce between the States and it will leave to the States absolute and 
sovereign control over the police powers of the States. It will not be 
a concession by the States of auy powers which inhere in them and in 
the people, nor can it be tortured into an abridgment by Congress of 
any rights which belong to it. 

i ask for its adoption because it deals with the whole subject of com- 
merce, while the Senate bill deals with the article of intoxicating liquors 
only. If the House shall decide not to adopt the House substitute | 
shall gladly vote for the Senate bill. The same principle is involved 
in both weasures; the Senate bill deals with one article only, while the 
House substitute covers all articles of commerce. 

I count myself fortunate indeed in being permitted to speak and vote 
for it, because it detines with certainty the limit of the power of Con- 
gress over the commerce of the country. It ‘‘commands what is right 
and prohibits what is wrong’’ by saying, in language that can not be 
misunderstood, just where the boundary line of Federal control over 
commerce ends, at which point the police power of the States must be- 
gin. I give the proposition my cheerful support because it is a legal 
declaration by Congress that the States have absolute control over the 
police powers, a principle I have learned to believe belongs of right to 
and inheres in the States and in the people. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the original-package decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States is fraught with graver 
consequences to the people than any legal or legislative declaration for 
aquarter of a century. The Dred Scott decision did not so arouse the 
public mind, for this affects every State, North and South, and may 
touch every home, high or low. It appears that certain persons in 
Iowa, a prohibi.ion State, imported liquor from Illinois and sold it. 
The State prosecuted them for violation of the law, but the defend- 
ants claimed the goods were sold in the original packages in which 
they were imported; the State refused the defense and they were con- 
victed. On an appeal to the Supreme Court it was held that an article 
imported inte a State from a foreign country or another State is not 
subject to the laws of that State while in the hands of the importer. 
The article must be disposed of by the importer and get into a new 
ownership before it becomesa subject of State regulation. 

The decision is founded on the clause of the Constitution. which 
says: 

Congress shal! have power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and 
among the several States and with the Indian tribes. 

Congress alone has control over commerce among the several States, 
and, as it has never enacted any law on this subject, the court says: 

The absence ot regulations as to interstate commerce with reference to any 
yarticular subject is taken as a declaration that the importation of that article 
nto the States shall be unrestricted. It is only after the importation is com- 
pleted and the property imported is mingled with and becomes a part of the 
general property of the State that its regulations can act upon it, except so far 
as may be necessary to insure safety in the disposition of the import until thus 
mingled. The plaintiffs had the right to import this beer into that State, and 
in the view which we have expressed they had the right to sell it, by which act 
alone it would become mingled in the common mass of property within the 
State. Upto that point of time we hold that, in the absence of Congressional 
permission to do so, the State had no power to interfere by seizure or any other 
action in prohibition of importation and sale by the foreign or non-resident 
importer. 

Without any regulation of interstate commerce it is free, but it is not 
free if the State law can prosecute an importer for handling his wares. 
He has a right to disposeof them as he pleases, provided he retains them 
in the original packages. When, however, he transfersownership toa 
second party the wares are merged into the common mass of property 
and are subject to the law of the State if further transference is pro- 
posed, 

lor a hundred years the people have thought a State exercised con- 
trel to her borders on all prohibited articles; in all that time no citizen 
impérting a prohibited article ever attempted to sell it. This once 
more demonstrates that a healthy public sentiment is as effective as 
the law. ‘The gentleman on my right from Wisconsin and the one on 
my left from Lowa [pointing at Mr. LA FoLLETTE and Mr. SWENEY ] 
have both in their speeches this evening condemned the Supreme Court; 
in fact, with the exception of one, every member of the House who has 
spoken during these two days has roundly denounced that august body. 
They do not quite reach the level of the Indianapolis Sentinel, which, 
when the supreme court of Indiana did not render a decision as it 
demanded, displayed an editorial with the head lines, ‘‘ Damn their 
cowardly souls.’ But these three hundred and odd Congressmen have 
told the Supreme Court what an indifferent set of lawyers occupies its 
bench. [Laughter.] A few have indulged the hope that the court 
would revise or modify its decision, but an application has been made 
and a rehearing has been refused. A more carefully considered de- 
cision was never rendered by the court. It is constitutional and it 
will never be reversed. No right of a State has been invaded. The 
State’s misfortune is that an imported article is not legally in the com- 
merce of the State until it has been transferred to a second owner. It 
ig this transference trom the importer to the ownership of the second 
party that lilts the flood-gates and lets the disaster in. 

In the case of liquor this is all that is asked. Every saloon-keeper 


becomes an importer and hands the original package across the bar to 
his customer; the customer can not be prosecuted for dealing in the 
article, for he does not sell it; the article does not enter the commerce 
of the State, it enters his pocket or he drinks it then and there. The 
saloon is enthroned and no law of the State can touch its business, 
The liquor traffic is given unlimited control of the markets of the 
country. lowa’s prohibitory law is stricken down. Pennsylvania’s 
license law is stricken down. Ohio’s tax law is stricken down. The 
four-mile law of Tennessee is stricken down. The night-closing law is 
stricken down. The Sunday law is stricken down. The election-day 
law is stricken down. The minor law is stricken down. So that every 
wholesale and every retail liquor-dealer from ocean to ocean may keep 
open everywhere at any place and at all times. All laws are stricken 
down because Congress has exclusive power to regulate commerce, and 
commerce between the States exists until the property bought out of 
the State has been delivered in the State and resold in the State. 

The country suddenly findsitself confronted by the confessed great- 
est of evils, and the proclamation of the United States court giving it 
the freedom of the land. The country is appalled and turns to Con- 
gress. The Supreme Court itself saw the inevitable resultsand coun- 
sels Congress to exercise its legitimate functions. It is a condition of 
things that meets with the approbation of nobody in the Government. 
The representatives of all the liquor associations of the country have 
time and again declared that they believe the liquor traffic should be 
under regulations. 

The gentleman from Texas, Judge CULBERSON, descants pathet- 
ically over the crime of an unfettered liquor traffic, but sees no way 
for escape. But the Supreme Court has pointed the way. Let that 
public sentiment in which we have lived and believed and practiced 
for a hundred years, thinking it was the law, be now made the law. 
Let each State, in its domestic, health, and police regulations have un- 
restrained control to its borders. Congress, that regulates commerce 
among the States, has but to proclaim it. Itisasserted that such action 
would be the delegation of power to a State. It would not be a dele- 
gation of authority. This power of Congress is conferred by the Con- 
stitution and can net bedelegated. Itis Congress exercising its original 
power of regulation, for Congress does not transfer this jurisdiction, 
but finding an anomalous condition it says to the several States, ‘‘ We 
approve and adopt as our own whatever of police regulations you enact 
that enter into commerce.’’ Plainly an enactment that has the effect 
to preseribe a rule for the government of interstate-commerce traflic 
is a regulation: within the meaning of the Constitution. 

There is no need of a deprivation of any interstate-commerce privi- 
lege. Let this stand as it has always stood in the people’s understand- 
ing; let the citizen import what he will, but do not let the arm of the 
General Government protect that original package into the possession 
of another man. Todo this would be to overthrow the autonomy of 
the States and leave the domestic and police regulations of these com- 
munities to the caprice of Congress. No power should control the 
police and domestic affairs of the State save the people of that State. 
If we get away from this landmark we are approaching the centraliza- 
tion ot Government that invites trouble and looks toe tyranny. 

My State has a law requiring all coal-oil sold in the State as an 
illuminating fluid to be of a certain proof; that law was founded on 
experience for the public welfare. It will be valueless under this de- 
cision, and six months from now will have fallen into disuse. Iowa 
has such a law and already low-grade oils are being imported and the 
beneficent statute of the State for protecting life and property is power- 
less of enforcement. There are many other articles of commerce de- 
manding regulation quite as well as the liquor traffic, and a law should 
be enacted applicable as well to all the subjects. This is better than 
for the State to appeal to Congress in every exigency that arises. No 
good citizen wants to see the laws of his State of uncertain action or 
the effort to protect their own domestic affairs smitten helpless by some 
Supreme Court decision. The family must be left to its own control 
free from State restriction. In the very necessity of things this must 
be. So the State has domestic and police regulations that must be en- 
tirely its own. There is no touch between the Federal and State 
Governments that the Federal Government should apppreciate what 
be touched with feelings of 
the State’s infirmity and sanction its effort to promote good order and 
sound morals, for if these are impaired the foundations of the Govern- 
ment are not sure. 

Let Congress, that has power to regulate commerce among the several 
States, declare that whatever laws a State may enact regulating her 
domestic and police concerns shall be reeognized by the interstate-com- 
merce law. [ Applause. 

Mr. McCORD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 


ourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I would like one-half 
minute only in reply to the gentleman from Missouri, who referred 
two or three times to myself as taking an extreme position upon this 
question. I desire to say, asa prohibitionist of South Dakota, that 
the position I take in regard to this question is this: That where a 
majority of the people in any State or municipality are in favor of 
they should be permitted to have it, andif they favor prohibi- 


they are, put the supreme power should 











1890. 





tion they should have it or such other regulations as the people them- 
selves may determine upon. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro temp Does the gentleman from Wisconsin 
withdraw his moticn? 

Mr. McCORD. I do for the present. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. I do not wish, Mr. Speaker, to trespass upon the 
pati 1e House, and shall do so but very briefly. I only wish to 
staic that I heartily favor the passage of this Senate bill as am: nuded 
by the Hou und for the reasons that have been advanced by my 
friends from Wisconsin, Mr. TuoMAs and Mr. La FOLLETTE, am 
oth: 
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We up in Minnesota, the State I bave the honor in part to represent 
on this floor, would control the traflic in oleomargarine, butterine, co 
pound lard, and oils. We have enacted laws for that purpose. They 
have been in successful operation for some time. They are threatened 
by this decision of the Supreme Court. We believe that itis essential 
to the dairy interests of Minnesota that such laws as we have enacted 
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should remain in full force and effect in that State. 
But we are confronted by a gigantic concern in Chicago engaged in 
the m 
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inufacture of various compounds which are sold to the people 
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as genuine butter. It is not only wrong in itself, but it is a great in- | 
jury to our agricultural interests, especially the dairy interests of the 
State. The product which is offered, while it may be wholesome, and 


cleanly, and proper, and even healthful as an article of food—— 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. And may not. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Yes, and may not—is still sold under a payi 
rate for genuine butter; sothat the manufacturer of the genuine articl 
of butter is driven from the market and great loss is entailed on a cla 
of people in the State who can ill afford to bear it. 

Now, 
legisiation on this question it may just as well cover the entire field 
as to confine itself to the trafiic in alcoholic liquors. It certainly is to 
the advantage of the people. It is right that the people should know 
that the article of food they purchase is not adulterated, and this adul- 
teration of food products has gone to a point beyond the conception of 
most people. Therefore, I favor this Senate bill, as amended, in the in- 
terest of the people of my State, and especially the agricultural por- 
tion. [Applause. ] 

Mr. McCORD. I now renew the motion that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 35 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 








EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
CLAIM OF JAMES H, SAVILLE. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of 


a communication from the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
in relation to a judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of James H. 
Saville for $1,260—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
REGIMENTAL BANDS FOR THE ARMY. 

Communication from the Secretary of War, inclosing a letter from 
Chief Musician Charles Lamar, Twenty-first Infantry, and a petition 
from the members of the hand of that regiment, asking that the pro- 
visions of House bill 5944, ‘‘ to reorganize the band of the United States 
Military Academy,’’ 
bands of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. McRAE: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to 
inform the House of Representatives as soon as practicable by what authority 
and why he has authorized and directed the issue of patents to the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company for the lands granted to the said company prior to 
the payment of the debt due the United States from said company ; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
report to the House the amoun? of land that has been patented or certified to 
each of the land-grant railway corporations of the Union Pacifie Railway svs- 
tem up to this date. ma’ 


Resolved further, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to suspend 
the issuing of patents or the certification of lists of lands to the several rpora- 
tions of the Union Pacific Railway system until the further action of Congress 
in relation to the grants of public lands heretofore made by Congress to said 


corporations ; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 
Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
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Fisheries, reported favorably the bill the Senate (S. 3738) to place 
the American merchant marine engaged in the for n trade upon an 
eq ality with that of other nati 3 l re rt No 
2766)—to the Committee of the W te of the 
Union. 
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Mr. WAL ‘E, of New York, from the Committ n ) 
reported fave >the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. | itl 
izing Comm r Dennis W. Mullan, I ed Sta 
medal pre d to him by the Chilian Governme ’ 
I to the Committee of t W hole t 
Mr. HITT, from the Committee on gn i d 
bly the joint resolution of the House Res. 1 
nothing in the diplomatic and consular approp l i 
strued to interrupt the publication of the reports « 
American Conference, accompanied by a report (No. 2774)—to t 


H se Calendar. 

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10036) granting an increass 
of pension to James B. Reed, accompanied by a report (No. 277 -to 


the Committee of the Whole House. 


8 AND JOINT 


BIL] 


RESOLUT! 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following t was in 
troduced, read twice, and referred as follows 

By Mr. STIVERS: A bill (H. R. 11460) to provide for the t 
and pay of certain officers and enlisted men of the te or 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

Under clause 2 of Rule X XII, the following change of refer ew 

\ bi for the relief of Rea yn & A ( i 
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le XXII, private bills of the follov titl 


Under clause 1 of Rul g 
were presented and referred as indicated below 


By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 11461) granting an 
sion to Washington M. Rice—to the Committe: 








By Mr. FRANK: A bill (H. R. 11462) for ther M vi 
iams—to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 11463 
to Amos 8S. Bauserman—to the Committee « In i 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H.R.114 yr ft ! 

Grove to the Comr é I tar A 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 114¢ or ft I f P 
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laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of t rt 1 a Merchan al 
change, relating to House bill 9416—to ( tt n W 
Means. 

By Mr. BULLOCK: Petiti of H. Slaughter and 50 othe f A 
chua County, Florida, asking passage of H bill 7162—to the Com 
mittee on Ways and Mea 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of 650 citizens of Fort Scott, Ka or 
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By Mr. GREENHALGE: Memorial of C. B. Coburn & Co. and oth- 
ers, citizens of Lowell, Mass., protesting against legislation by Con- 
gress compelling railroads to transport petroleum barrels free—to the 
Committee on Commerce, ; 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protest of the Tax Reform Club, of River Zglls, 
ierce County, Wisconsin, against the McKinley tariff bill—to t mi- 
iittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LESTER, of Virginia: Petition of citizens of Franklin County, 
for passage of Louse bill 8645 to prevent adulteration of food, etc.--to 
the Cominittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of Stafford Grange, No. 418, of Genesee 
(‘ounty, New York, in favor of pure lard—to the Committee on Agri- 
eulture. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: Petition of 85 citizens of Hartford, Conn., in 
favor o! the pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 25 citizens of Kensington, Conn., in favor of same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
MonpDAY, July 21, 1890, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
. EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communieca- 
‘ion from the Secretary of War, transmitting certain papers for the con- 
sideration of the Committee on Military Affairs in connection with 
“Senate bill No. G01 to provide for the reorganization of regimental 
bands for the Army; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Zach. Taylor Post, No. 42, 
(;rand Army of the Republic, of Fulda, Minn., praying that pensions 
ie allowed to all soldiers and sailors from the date of their disability 
vho can prove the incurrence of their disabilitiesin the service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WASH BURN presented a memorial of theCleveland Democratic 
(lub of Minneapolis, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the 
lodge Federal election bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Kansas City (Mo.) Live- 
stock Exchange, remonstrating against any restrictive legislation on 
ihe manufacture, sale, or transportation of oleomargarine; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ITARRIS presented resolutions of the Single ‘fax Association of 
Memphis, Tenn., remonstrating against the passage of what is known 
as the McKinley tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CASEY presented a memorial of the board of managers of the 
lake Carriers’ Association, remonstrating against the passage of House 
hill 395, House resolution 104, and House bill 9486, providing that 
certain Government piers on the Great Lakes shall be given over to the 
‘ree and exelusive use of certain firms and corporations for the purposes 
of private gain; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Southern States’ Colored Repub- 
lican Association, praying for the passage of the Lodge Federal election 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Kit 
Carson County, Colorado, praying for the passage of the Conger lard 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

ile also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Kit Carson 
County, Co'orado, praying for the passage of House bill 5353, known 
as the Hutterworth option bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the Merchant Tailors’ Ex- 
change of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the importation, 
duty free, of ready-made clothing; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I present three petitions signed by 100 citizens 
of South Dakota, praying for the passage of the bill prohibiting the 
transportation of intoxicating liquors from any State or Territory or 
the District of Columbia into any other State or Territory contrary to 
the laws thereof. I move that the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
toads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1379) to pay William Brad- 
tield for carrying the mails, sabmitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1579) for the relief of the estate of Albert L. Berry, deceaseg, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 
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Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8951) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act for 
the relief of settlers on railroad lands,’’? approved June 22, 1874, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3462) for the relief of Bryan Tyson, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whgm was referred the bill (S. 2944) for the erection of a © 
public building at Fergus Falls, Minn., reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 4221) to confirm certain sales of the Kansas trust 
and diminished reserve lands in the State of Kansas, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by theSpecial Committee on Relations with 
Canada to make a partial report. The committee have taken testi- 
mony quite extensively in regard to the relations of the principal cities 
of the country with Canada and in regard to the resources of that 
country and its relations to the United States as a customer, as a pro- 
ducer for our use, and asa competitor. I ask that the report be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received and 


| printed. 


Mr. HOAR, from the Select Committee on Relations with Canada, 
reported the following resolution; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Relations with Canada be authorized 
to continue its investigations with all of the duties and powers authorized by 
the resolutions of the Senate relating to that committee of July 31, L888, Decem- 
ber 6, 1888, and December 4, 1889, during the coming recess and the next ses- 
sion of the Senate. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT QUINCY, ILL. 


Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2550) authorizing George A. Anderson, 
S. N. Stewart, and James N. Sprigg to construct and maintain a pon- 
ton bridge across the Mississippi River, at the city of Quincy, in the 
State of Illinois, to report it favorably, with amendments, I believe 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] desires the present considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. As that isa bridge bill, and not a very long one, and 
has been delayed for some time on account of the want of information, 
| ask that it be put on its passage now. 

by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 3, to strike out the words ‘*George A. Anderson, 8. N. Stewart, 
and James N. Sprigg, their’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ the 
Quincey Ponton Bridge Company, its;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That it shall be lawful for the Quincy Ponton Bridge Company, its successors 
and assigns, to build, construct, and maintain a ponton wagon and foot bridge 
across the Mississippi River at some convenient point in or near the corporate 
limits of the city of Quincy, in Adams County, in the State of Illinois, and ex 
tending across said river to the Missouri shore opposite to said city. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 3, after the word ‘‘ width," 
to insert the words ‘‘in the clear;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That said bridge shall be constructed with one suitable ponton draw of not 
less than 40) feet in width in the clear, located over the main channel of said 
river, which said draw shal! be opened promptly upon reasonable signal toallow 
the passage of boats, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, to add as a new section the following: 

See. 6. That if the actual construction of the bridge herein authorized shal\ 
not be commenced within one year and completed within three years from 
the date of the approval of this act, the rights and privileges hereby granted 
shall cease and be determined. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill authorizing the 
Quincy Ponton Bridge Company to construct and maintain a ponton 
bridge across the Mississippi River, at the city of Quincy, in the State 
of Illinois.’’ 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4249) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Isabella Gorman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 4250) granting the public lands 
in the State of Nevada, except mineral lands, to said State in aid of ir- 
rigation; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4251) to incorporate 
the Washington Compressed-Air Company; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
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North Dakota to appropriate a certain school section in said State as a 
site for the Academy of Sciences; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4253) authorizing the State of North 
Dakota to appropriate a certain section of land in said State as a site 
for the soldiers’ home; which was read twice by its title. and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning 
If there be none, that order is closed. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the Indian appropriation bill, being House bill 10726. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII be- 
ing in order, the Senator from Massachusetts moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10726) making appropri- 
ations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, 
for the year ending June 30, 1591, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will find that 
he will be able to grant the request that I shall make, and that is that 
he allow nie in the morning hour to so far displace the important bill 
which he has in charge as to briug up the bill I reported from the 
Naval Committee about four months ago, the only matter of business 


business ? 


Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (S. 4252) authorizing the State of | 


reported from that committee concerning the general administration of | 


naval affairs at this session, and which has been Jaid aside frora time 
to time in order not to antagonize matters which were considered fot 
the time being moreimportant. The bill to which I refer has been de- 
bated on two or three different days in the morning hour on both sides 
of the question, and I really do not believe that there is much more to 
be said upon it on either side. 

So far as I am concerned, I can assure the Senator from Massachu- 
etts that no time will be oceupied by me beyond the few minutes nec- 
essary to state what the bill is that is brought before the Senate. IT ive 
minutes perhaps will suffice for anything I may wish tosay, and I will 
then be willing, so far as I am concerned, after the discussion that has 
already been had, to agree to what further disposition the Senate may 
make of it; and the Senator from Massachusetts can then cajl up the 
Indian appropriation bill, after we have expedited the business of the 
Senate so tar as the disposition of a bill of some public importance is 

meerned. 

Mr. DAWES. If I may be indulged for a moment, I wish I could 
see my way clear to yield to the request of the Senator from Delaware. 
I am quite anxious, as well as he is, for the passage of the bill to which 
he alludes; and if I were not in straits I should not say a word, but 
would give way to him. However, there are only nine days left of 
his month, and if the Indian appropriation bill is not completed within 
the month there will have to be separate action of both Houses of 
Congress, involving very serious questions in reference to all the In 
diau contracts that cover millions of dollars, that are made conditional 
upon the passage of the Indian appropriation bill and bear date the Ist 
of Jaly. It is entirely optional with every contractor whether he will 
take his contract from August or not. Therefore it is of the utmost 


which will not have in some way to take some little time from 





consideration of the tariff bill—for th: t few weeks certainly, 
| perhaps for a longer time—lI do not think t Senator from Vert 
at the very outset need to unnecessarily | ’ that thing shal 
have the right of way or be considered comes in pro 
trom a standing committee of the Senate and n on the ¢ 
for more than four months 
All that I ask is to be permitted an oppor ty to ti 
the Senate upon this matter and dispose of it. lam res} 
as the member of the committee who reported the bill t é 
and I have that feeling of responsibility only in ad 
longs to a Senator; but I hardly think it is very fair 
least, on every occasion when I am seeking to dis i ity 
lor those who may be opposed to the ] 1 | ive n { le 
ect some obstacle such as is intimated now the i 
Lont If it be so that nothing else is t e considered 
| at 1 the disposition of the tariff bill, I think we may : \ Snow 
o! there is to be adiscrimination made between the bills t upp 
| to be in charge of certain Senators d those in the charge of « 
think we m ty as well know that it tail event I am { 
deavor to discover what is the sense of the Senate upon the 
Mr. MORRILL Mr. President, I do not propose to anta ‘ 
bill of the Senator from Delaware, but I propose < tl 1 
tion of the tariff bill. that ta aco 
of time, In opposition to ar 1 may be pres 
Mr. SHERMAN E : 
Mr. MORRILL. Exc rbills. 17 
in charge of the Senator f oneo hat 
I shall feel bound to yield; but I can not yield to anythin 
Senator from Delaware had been here some time ago 
nt, he might have gotten up his bill, I suppose 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I have been here constai ‘ 
than the four montbs that the bill has been on the Calenda i 
have endeavored, with due respect to those who have had other matt 
in charge, at convenient t mes to bring the bill before the Sena 
it s been antogonized by one Senator and anothe wh ud 


importance that the Indian appropriation bill be finished before the | 


end of this month. I shall, however, be under the control, as of course 
{ must, of the Senate, and if the Senate shall feel disposed to permit 
the Senator from Delaware to come in with his bill previous to the tak- 
ing up of the appropriation bill, I shall not say a word. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the Senator from Massachusetts yields on that 
bill, I shall move to take up the tariff bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. I rose at the time the Senator from Delaware did 
to ask the same indulgence of the Senate that was granted to the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], for the passage of a very short bridge 
bill, on which there is urgent necessity for action. As itis well known, 
we have not had recently any chance to get up any bil!s on Saturday. 
The bill I desire to have taken up is the bill (S. 3929) authorizing the 
city of Albany, in the county of Linn, State of Oregon, to construct a 
bridge across the Willamette River in said State. It will only take 
five minutes to read the bill; probably less than that. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Delaware is aware that if I yield 
to him he will be antagonized on the tariff. Under those circum- 
stances, I do not know whether the Senator will desire to test the sense 
of the Senate, 

Mr. GRAY. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts for his courtesy, which is always extended I know where he can 
do it with respect to the duty he has in hand; but the Senator from 
Vermont has stated that he would antagonize the bill I have had. the 
honor to report from the Naval Committee some four months ago with 
the tariff bill. Of course the Senator from Vermont does not view the 
hill T have in charge with the same degree of complaisancy that I do; 


hut I hardly think that with a measure such as he has in charge he | 


expects to exclude from the consideration of the Senate all other mat- 
ters. However important may be the scope and extent and magnitude 
and general importance of the tariff bill, as there is no legislation that 
can be considered by the Senate during the remainder of this session 


tant 


business in charge it is true, until I tind myse!f pushed to the 


of the session with an important measure in my charge in danvet 


y rail 
ceiving no consideration at all. It bas already been debated; the pros 
ind cons on both sides have been presented to the Senate, and 1 
very little room for further debate Che subject is a simple « it 


lies within a narrow scope; the reasons for the measure and whatever 
objection may be urged against it can all be stated in the limit of a 
few minutes debate, and there may be no further debate 
Atall events, I have made a reasonable proposition to the Senate in 

regard to its own business upon its own Calendar, and it will be for it 
to decide what shall be done with it. I am much obliged to the Se 
ator from Massachusetts for his courtesy. 

Mr. DAWES [ hope the Senate will not consume much time in 
ebate on the business it will take up. I leave it to the Senat 
ask the Senate to take up the appropriation bill. 


Che PRESIDENT prot mpore Che q lestion recurs on th motion 
ot the Senator from Massachusetts that the Senate proceed to the con 
sideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not know but that tne Senator from Delaware 


expected that I would let him ask the Senate to let him take up his 
bill first. Is that his desire ? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, I wish to do that. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator is entitled to take the sense of the Sen 
al upon it. 

Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. GRAY 


I obiect to that 
I ask the leave of the Senator from Massachusetts to 


take the sense of the Senate on proceeding to the consicerat 
House bill 6944. 
Mr. DAWES. I have already given the reasons why I thi: t 


public needs require the appropriation bill to be taken up 

The PRESIDENT pro t The Chair understands t at 
from Massachusetts to withdraw bis motion to proceed to the consid 
eration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. DAWES. 


the sense of the Senate on proceeding with the other | 


I yield so that the Senator m Delawa y i 


Phe PRESIDENT pro tempor The Senator from Delawar ove 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H 6944 
transfer the revenue-cutter service from the Treasury Dey t 
the naval establishment 

Mr. ALLISON. On that motion I ask for the yea vi na 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name wascall I announce my pair with 
the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Prov ; 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called 1 am paired with theSen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. BARBouR 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when |} name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland |Mr. Wirson]. I withhold 
vote, 


The roll-call was concluded. 
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Mr. PLATT. I observe that political lines are not being adhered to 
on this vote, and I will vote *‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
am paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. I with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. GEORGE, 
vote? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. GEORGE. 1 withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay ]. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 23; as follows: 


Did the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLarr] 


He is not recorded. 


YEAS— 3 
Berry, Cullom, McPherson, Teller, 
Butler, Daniel, Mitchell, Vance, 
Call, Yarwell, Morgan, Vest, 
Cameron, Frye, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Carlisic, Gray, Payne, Walthall, 
Casey, Hampton, Reagan, Washburn. 
Coke, Harris, Sawyer, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Spooner, 
NAYS—23. 

Allen, Edmunds, Morrill, Pugh, 
Allison, Evarts, Pettigrew, Sherman, 
Bate, Gorman, Pierce, Stewart, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Dawes, McMillan, Plumb, Wolcott, 
Dixon, Moody, Power, 

ABSENT—3L 
Aldrich, Dolph, Higgins, Ransom, 
Barbour Eustis, Hiscock, Sanders, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Jonesof Arkansas, Squire, 
Blair, George, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Kenna, Turpie, 
Brown, Hale, Manderson, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Hawley, Paddock, Wilson of Md. 
Davis, Hearst, Quay, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE JAMES P. WALKER. 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, conveyed to the Senate the intelligence of the death of Hon. 
James P, Walker, late a member of the House of Representatives from 
the State of Missouri, and transmitted the resolutions of the House 
thereon. 

TRANSFER OF REVENUE-MARINE SERVICE. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6944) to transfer the revenue-cutter service from the 
Treasury Department to the Navy Department. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill has been read at length and 
is in Committee of the Whole, and theamendments proposed have been 
agreed to. The bill is open to farther amendment as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been some time since this bill was considered 
by the Senate. I ask that it be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length as 
amended. ‘ 

The Ghief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, I move that in line 4 of the first section 
of the bill the word ‘‘.July’’ be stricken out and the word ‘*October’”’ 
inserted in lieu thereof. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuier CLERK. It is proposed in line 4 of section 1 to strike 
out ‘‘July’’ and insert *‘ October;’’ so as to read: 

That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint, on or before 
the Ist day of October, 1890, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
all the officers of the revenue-cutter service. 

Mr. ALLISON. LIhope the Senator from Delaware will insert the 
Ist of January, 1891, instead of the lst of October next. I think there 
ought to be ample time given, if this bill shall pass, to enable the Pres- 
ident to properly determine upon these appointments. 

Mr. GRAY. I will accept the suggestion if there is any good rea- 
son which can be given by the Senator from Iowa for making the 
change. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say frankly to the Senator from Delaware 
that I am opposed to this whole scheme, and I believe that it is very 
injurious to the Navy, and certainly injurious to the branch of the 
revenue-marine service now in the control of the Treasury Department; 
but it seems to me that if we are to import and inject into the Navy 
two or three hundred officers, giving them rank and grade, it ought to 
be done when the Senate isin session and when we can have an oppor- 
tunity of passing upon the men appointed. Take the 1st day of Octo- 
ber and the Senate may not be in session at that time, and these ap- 
pointments are made and these men go into the Navy, and the whole 
system of promotions and grades is disturbed without the advice and 
consent of the Senate. ~ That is my objection to that date. I think 
when this law goes into effect the Senate should be in session. I do 
not know but that it will be on the Ist of October, but I hope it will 
not be. 


Mr. GRAY. ! trust that the Senate may not be in session on the 
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Ist day of October, but whether appointments are made when the 
Senate is in session or after its adjournment, the nominations must all 
come before the Senate for confirmation. If that is the only reason, I 
do not sufficiently appreciate its force to consent to the suggestion, be- 
cause from now to the Ist of October will give ample time, for very 
little is required to make the transfers provided for by this bill if it 
should become a law. Iam disposed to adopt any suggestion which 
there is any good reason for adopting. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Delaware will see that there will 
be a natural constraint on the Senate if these two hundred and eight 
officers, or whatever the number may be, are appointed by the Presi- 
dent and put into the service and are occupying the positions when 
the Senate is called upon to act. The Senate will be under the con- 
straint to confirm some of them when perhaps it would not feel so 
constrained if the whole matter was open and the appointments made 
while the Senate was in session. 

Mr. GRAY. I accept the suggestion made by the Senator from Iowa 
to substitute January for October, as proposed in my amendment, so 
that it shall read ‘‘ the 1st day of January, 1891’ instead of the ‘“‘ 1st 
day of October, 1890.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Citer CLERK. In line 4 of section 1, after the words “‘first 
day of,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘July’’ and insert ‘‘ January,”’ 
and in line 5, to strike out ‘‘ ninety ’’ and insert ‘‘ninety-one;’’ so as 
to read: 

That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint, on or before 
the Ist day of January, 1891, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
all the officers of the revenue-cutter service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihavealready stated my objections to this bill and 
I am not in the habit of making speeches merely to consume time, 
and do not propose to do so now. But I think that this is one of the 
worst bills which have been before the Senate with a favorable hope of 
passage for many years. It destroys a service that has been organized 
now for over a hundred years. , It reverses the decisions of at least 
half a dozen Congresses before whom this proposition has been made. 
To my personal knowledge, it will disarrange the revenue marine so 
that practically it will be of no service in the collection of the customs 
revenue. 

It will be a jar, sudden and complete, in all the functions that are 
now performed by the revenue marine. The only motive that can be 
given for it, the only object that I can see in it, is to advance the pay 
of the officers of the revenue marine at the rate of $121,000 a year, 
which is the interest on avery large sum. That is the inducement and 
the only inducement that leads the officers of the revenue marine to 
sign this petition and concur in thismovement. Besides the increased 
pay, they will get the Navy retired pay for life when they reach a 
certain age and keep their place on the register of the Navy. They say 
so themselves in the petition that is printed in the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee of the House of Representatives. They say they 
are denied the same facilities, the same pay, and the same privileges 
which are granted to officers of the Navy; and there is a measure of 
justice in this complaint that the revenue marine is not treated so 
favorably as the Navy. 

The Navy has always been a favorite in legislation so far as the pay 
of the Navy is concerned and their rank and privileges, their pride and 
authority, while the revenue marine, composed of hardy seamen and 
practical men, self-made men, not educated cadets, as the officers of the 

Navy are, but practical sailors who have been raised and bred, as you 
may say, fought and served in the harsh and hard service of the coast- 
ing service, arresting smugglers, protecting the revenue from fraud, 
and in a thousand ways performing duties of the highest importance 
by seamen, has been neglected by the lawmakers. This service has 
not been performed by skilled and experienced officers full of the 
knowledge of gunnery and all the various divisions of human know]l- 
edge connected with the Navy, but plain seamen, who are now sud- 
denly to be transferred into officers of the Navy. 

Mr. President, think a moment of the effect of it. You take these 
officers with this kind of education, accustomed to other duties, and 
transfer them into the Navy, and what will be the result? They will 
be like poor boys at the huskings. They will have no chance for pro- 
motion. They have not the facilities or the knowledge of a naval 
officer. If you send them abroad to perform the ordinary duties of a 
naval officer, they would be entirely without any skill. They are not 
fitted by training for such duty. On the other hand, if you transfer 
the naval officers to this service and put a young naval officer in charge 
of a revenue-cutter who would be compelled to go out at the call of a 
collector of a port, compelled to perform duties under a different De- 
partment than that to which he belongs, because this bill still requires 
him to be subject to the orders of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
collectors of customs, it would seem to be somewhat incongruous. 

These vessels are under the orders of the collectors of customs; and 
a young naval officer is called upon to perform to him this strange 
duty suddenly in winter and in summer, on shore or at sea—not in 
the open sea where the sailor loves to be, but along shore from coast to 
coast, from point to point, watching smugglers or seizing vessels and 
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dealing with commercial men. That is the duty you propose to give | throw this system of revenue ma t has had the aan 5 
to officers of the Navy. In other words, you reverse the whole theory | Secretary of the Treasury f , ie 
— whieh this system is founded. i to th s ti » Secret of t ound qi 
You have given the revenue-marine officers such pay that they co: ich a mea * 
plain. You deny the increase of that pay although you have increas l ] the | 
the pay of the Navy and have given the Navy a retired-list. oure liescence, 1 in 
fuse to do this for these officers, and thereupon they sign the petition | t I the } t 
which is published in the report made by Mr. Lom giving their | no one tamil 
reason, and say that as they have been denied any other relief by Con- | the tra 
gress, they p! Ay to be transferred to the N avy | so that they ma cet Now 
this increased pay, get thisallowance, and then as a quid pro quo tothe | ta of i ren writ : 
naval officers there can be no more of these revenue marine officers ed ers of t 
ucated at a trifling expense—the whole expense being about $32,001 > are . 
a yea! It is estimated that = fifteen naval officers lh will tak n order that ’ . i 
their places hereafter in this new service cost $167,000 a year by the | t younger of ; 
estimates in this report. So ane is no diminution of expense. It | t ire keen for i \ rd ‘ : at ‘ t} 
cuts off the possibility of a sailor, an ambitious young fellow, gettin; ' 
into the revenue- marin e service by being educated as a cadet in that | Un has re 
; service, and by slow degrees finally attaining the rank of a captain h o1 tan . : \ . in 
even a lieutenant, in the revenue-marine service. All this re-enfo ; position des r He sees in i 
ment from private and common life is cut offin order to provide th 3 what he thinks would \ sant emplo t nd 
fifteen naval cadets whose education has cost us $167,000, according | where the young o \ y I : nd 
to the statement here made. where they would hay \ Lg (s ex- 
I do not blame these officers for seeking this relief. Perhaps if | ressed it, ‘‘ Whatad fu rj e to he . 
was in their position, I, too, would insist upon it. I have myself ad b revenue-cutter ! The younger « W ke to 
vocated an increase of their pay, and I am sorry that it has not been | that the duty they were educated th yvern! t 
given. Ifthe Committee on Commerce who have charge of this matter— Their duty as ofticers of tl vAVY \ venu urine 
because it is a commercial institution—would give that attention to | not to catch smugglers, but to fight the « T f their country on 
this branch of their duties that they do to others, they would no | th 1, to |} i warfar i ymanship, and in 
doubt have provided some relief and prevented this bill from being | everything else that ‘ servie t 
: presented here for passage; but they have not doneit, and now these | Their education is 1 en to L expense fi 
officers ask to be transferred to the Navy. They surrender the exist- | the purpose of securing t 0 1 rue ' t the 
ence of their corps. They disband the revenue marine asa service and | dut i the only duty ‘ 1e-marine officers is to collect 
4 strike it out from the list of employments under the Government of | the revenue, In time of war, u tedly, they are the best field 
: the United States and transfer it to the Navy to be commanded by | for lits for the naval serv and the revenue marine and the ec 
naval officers. sl marine of the countr tl t schools the naval! 
What is the reason given for it? No reason under heaven is given 1 time of war; and w r ou iw h een assailed « und 
in these papers or by the gentlemen who support this proposition ex- | « 1 sea, from the beginning iI t to this time, the rev- 
cept that they want employment for the Navy. They want to give | enue marine never failed to periorm its f part o luties to the 
employment to fifteen officers every year who otherwise would b ernment; and then v t ‘ t men went back 
Q dropped out of the service and remanded to private life, to give them rain to their civil « t, they t back to perform their duties 
5 service which they have not been educated to perform, which they are | o! catching smugglers, And ipaired - 
not fitted to perform, service as seamen in the revenue marine under | turbed by this sudden revolution and ng t will perform thesam 
the Department of the Treasury, to deal with custom-house thieves | duty in the future as in the past. 
3 and smugglers, not with foreign powers in manly war, or sailing over No complaint has ever been mad the pe ce of duty by tl 
the sev in pursuit of the duties imposed upon them by the Navy D revenue marine by these plain people, ed te iy, from the 
partment. Why this strange perversion? For what motive? What | ginningas cabin boys uy the head grades, and ena kind of 01 - 
f public reason can be given for it? ng on shipboard, on av l, I believe, whicl ised t 
é Can it be said that these naval officers will do the service better than | po vith no gorgeous surroundings, with no attachm« ich a 
¢ the old skilled revenue-marine officers who have lived all their lives ynected with the Naval Academy. 1 re t men who have 
7 in this duty? Noman can say that; no man does sayit. In the re- | been educated to perform this service, and from the beg g of th 
; port upon your table there is no pretense that the naval officers can per- | Government to this hour no complaint |} ever beet ide that they 
4 form this duty better than the revenue-marine officers. How comesit, | have not performed their duties du 
§ then, that this proposition is made after this long experience of one All I have to say is that from my sense of public duty, with a full 
. hundred years? The answer is that the revenue-marine officers signed | knowledge of the nature and char r of the work performed by these 
3 & petition and sent it to Congress asking for relief. They do not ask | men, I am satisfied we ought not to grant their petition as they now 
for this transfer ab initio, they do not ask for this transfer merely as a | make it, but we ought to grant their petition for a reasonable relief, a 
measure of justice. No, they have asked you to give them an in- | reasonable increase of t ala ind a reasonable provision for old 
+ creased pay corresponding to the pay of the naval officers of the same | aze, and such other prov Ss are granted to rs of the Navy 
* rank; they have asked you to give them a retired pay at the end of a | but we ought not to dist the organizat yf t ve ought to 
3 certain number of years of service, the same a3 naval officers. That | leave it as itis, as a rcial corps, as a cory \ 1e G ne 
‘ is what they ask; but Congress has denied this petition over and over | in the collection of its revenue, to aid our eo! ‘ 
2 again because this is a small service, a service that is very economical | please, as a store-room ‘ 0 i ay be riled 
q in all its branches, the expenditure for which has been reducing year | in timeof war, a service that is cheaper than almost any other bran 
by year, as the tables show, until now the whole expenditure is less than | costing less than one half the same number o icers of the Na 
a million dollars a year. | Under these circumstances I shall consider my duty as already p 
The seamen employed in the revenue marine are carefally elected | formed by what I have said about thi ind b y vote against t 
for their local knowledge of the place where they are to he stationed. | bill at whatever stage it may be taken. | , re- 
For instance, if a revenue-cutter is to be in the harbor of Boston, per- | lief to these ollicers, as e an iyie ( i l n lin vould 
sons there familiar with all the outline points of Boston Harbor, fa- | give it tothem. If youg these o rs the same pay that is awarded 
miliar with the coast of Massachusetts and of Cape Cod and the region | to the corresponding ranks mentioned in this bill, that is what the 
thereabouts, are selected as the seamen on this vessel. They are Ameri- | desire, what they ought to have, and what ought tobe granted to th 
cans, nearly all of them, and they have a knowledge of the locality | but in order to get this co sion they have agreed to i 
where their duties are to be performed, because a vessel may serve | of their corps so that filteen cadets from the ul Acade 
year in and year out at the same place and the crew become skilled. | transferred to the servic th ttom 
All this is to be disbanded by turning the service over to the Navy; | object of and the only motive for thi 
and seamen are taken for the Navy on an entirely different rule a: id I do not believe if this matter had | l in th 
principle, and the officers in command are quite a different sort of men. | House of Representatives th e. I am 
I say there is no public necessity for this except a desire to secure | amazed that the subject s t a matter of 1 
employment for fifteen young naval officers who otherwise might be | importance, to be | 1 ng t 
remanded to private life with an honorable education given tothem by | way of great appr rf ng for t 
the Government, with all the avenues open to them for employment | collecting of the 1 t t 
that may be given to anybody else less favored than they. This isthe | advance the interests o! , the you 
object and the only object. cadets and the older « the revenue marine, should 
Mr. President, I think it unwise for our Government to saddle upon | the way of important s, when I believe that the resu 
itself the increased expenditure of $121,000 a year to thwart and over- | measure will be to destroy the efficiency of the collection of ther 
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by this service and to bring discord and confusion into the public | 
service, | 

Mr. SPOONER. Every one must admit, Mr. President, that when 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is opposed to a proposition 
which has any relation whatever to the administration of the Treasury 
Department, a person ought very carefully to re-examine his position 
before favoring it. 

Phe Senator not only seems to be opposed to this proposition, but to 
be very bitterly opposed to it. If it is palpably vicious, if there is no 
principle of public policy upon which it can be supported, if it is | 
purely and simply an eflort upon the part of a few officers to obtain | 
higher pay, then I beg to say to the Senator from Ohio that a great 
many very respectable people have gone very far wrong on this sub- | 
ject, 

In the first place it is recommended by the Secretary of the Navy— 
not simply ‘‘ acquiesced ’’ in, but recommended—I suppose it is safe to 
say upon due consideration and careful study and with reasonable 
knowledge of the effect it will have upon the mora/e and dignity of 
the Navy if the proposition should be adopted, The letter of the Sec- 
etary is very brief and I beg leave to read it. It is dated January 4. 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 4, 1890, 
My Dear Sin: I have the honor to return herewith the copy of House bill 450 
transmitted to me with your letter of the 2d instant, 

In reply to your request that I should make any observations or suggestions 
occurring to me in reference to this bill, I have to say that having given it a care- 
ful and detailed examination,! bave no alteration to suggest and heartily ap- 
prove of it, and would recommend its passage not only in theinterest of the two 
services concerned, but also in that of the Government generally. 

In this connection I beg toinclose a copy of my annual reportand to ask your 
attention to the portion marked, which deals directly with the subject of this 
bil 

“ Very respectfully, 

B. F. TRACY, 
Seerctary of the Navy. 
lien. CHARLES S. BAKER, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, House of Representatives, 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not hear what the Senator was reading from. 

Mr. SPOONER. A letter of the Secretary of the Navy to thechair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce of the House of Representatives, 
favoring this bill without alteration, and calling attention to a portion 
of his annual report in which he dealt directly with the subject. I 
have not known of a Secretary of the Navy who would give wiser or 
more careful consideration to a subject connected with his Department 
than the present Secretary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator please tell me from what page 
of the House report he is reading ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam reading from page 6. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There were several reports, and I did not know 
which one the Senator was reading from. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have been reading from page 6. 

‘The Senator from Ohio says that the Secretary of the Treasury has 
not recommended this measure, that he has not indicated his approval 
af it, but that he simply ‘‘acquiesces’’ in it. I call attention to a 
*.tter of the Secretary of the Treasury upon the subject which is very 
brief, 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, January 9, 1890. 


Str: Ihave respectfully to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 2d 
instant, transmitting for my examination and views House bill 450, providing for 
the transfer of the revenue-cutter service from the Treasury Department to 
the Navy Department, and in reply have the honor to state that I have exam- 
ned the bill with the view to the interest of the Government and the officers 
concerned, and that it meets with my approval. 

The bill is herewith returned as requested. 

Respectfully yours, 
W. WINDOM, Se retary. 
lion, CHARLES 8, BAKER, 
Chairman Committee on Commeree, House of Representatives, 


The letter is a short one, but it is a strong one and as clearly indi- 
cates that the Secretary of the Treasury approves this measure as it is 
possible for one by the employment of the English language to do. 

So it appears that the Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of 
the Treasury are both on the record each having before him this bill, 
in favor of its passage as in the general interest, in the interest of the 
Treasury Department, and in the interest of the Navy. 

It is well known that while the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] was Secretary of the Navy he recommended the transfer 
of this service from the Treasury jurisdiction to the Navy Department 
and made a strong argument in favor of such action. I now read from 
a paper which has been handed to me, showing something of the sup- 
port accorded to this proposition generally and of the demand for it. 

It has been unanimously and favorably reported by the Committees on Naval 
Affuirs of both Houses of Congress. 

May I have the attention of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
amoment? It is stated here that this bill— 
has been unanimously and favorably reported by the Committees on Naval 
Affairs of both Houses of Congress, 

Is that correct? 

Mr. GRAY. That is correct. 

Mr. SPOONER. So we have not only the approval of the Secretary 
of the Navy and the Secretary of the Treasury, but a favorable report, 
presumably upon due consideration and after proper investigation, by 
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both of the standing committees of the House of Representatives and 
of the Senate who have jurisdiction of this subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Commerce ought to have ju- 
risdiction of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. The Committee on Naval Affairs is 
fairly competent to deal with the subject, at any rate so faras the sub- 


ject has relation to the Navy and to its effect upon the Navy. The 


bill passed the House of hepresentatives—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ought tosay to the Senator that all matters with 
reference to the revenue marine go to the Committee on Commerce, and 
therefore the Committee on Commerce would have jurisdiction of the 
question of the revenue marine. 

Mr. SPOONER. The matter, to use a legal phrase, has a double 
aspect. It relates to commerce and it relates to the Navy, and either 
committee, the Committee on Commerce or the Committee on Naval 
Aflairs, would have jurisdiction of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will permit me in that connection, I 
should be very glad if he would cal! attention to the recommendations 
of the various commercial bodies found on page 11 of the report: 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not reached that yet. The Senator from 
Ohio will not doubt, at any rate so far as its effect upon the Navy is 
concerned, that the Committee on Naval Affairs is abundantly com- 
petent to deal intelligently with this subject. 

It has been recommended by the Legislatures of Massachusetts, Ney Jersey 
Maryiand, and Virginia. It has received the indorsement of the boards o 
trade and chambers of commerce of nearly every city and town on the coast 
from Maine to Texas, inclusive, andthe principal cities on the Pacific coast, and, 
finally, the transfer is desired by the oflicers of both services, the revenue ma 
rine and the Navy. 

With this support of this bill, official and unofficial, including the 
Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of the Treasury, the unani- 
mous reports of two standing committees of Congress, and the almost 
unanimous vote of the House of Represenatives, any Senator takes a 
pretty large contract upon himself when he asserts that he can show 
that there is nothing behind it of public policy, nothing behind it in 
the interest of the Government, but that it is based solely upon the 
desire of a few officers or their friends to secure for them a higher grade 
of service and better pay. 

But, Mr. President, had it not been favorably reported, and if it were 
not recommended by either of the Secretaries to whom I have referred, 
if there had been no public demand for it whatever, I submit to the 
Senate that there are good reasons in the general interest why this 
transfer should be made and why this bill should become a law. 

Military duties have been conferred by statute upon the revenue ma- 
rine; they have been directed by law to co-operate with the Navy in 
time of war, and they have obeyed that direction with conspicuous gal- 
lantry and with great efficiency. Many of the duties of the revenue 
marine are duties which are entirely in harmony with the proper duties of 
a Navy officer. Some I concede are not naval duties strictly, but lam 
unable to see that there is anything in the duties of a revenue-marine 
officer which a naval officer might not without loss of self-respect perform. 

What is there about a naval officer which makes him so sacred in the 
eyes of Senators? Why should he object to performing any honorable 
duty upon the deck of a Government ship under our flag? Does it de- 
grade him at all to chase and capture smugglers and fight them if need 
be? It has not degraded the naval officers of England and of other 
countries, Why should it ours? Does it degrade the naval officer in 
command of a Government ship for the time being engaged in revenue 
duties to follow our coast and save life in storms? No higher and 
nobler duty can come to any sailor than that, none requiring higher 
seamanship, none requiring more steadiness of nerve, none requiring 
more of courage. The coast is the place of danger, not the open sea. 

You do not see the anxious look upon the face of the captain of the 
ocean liner, no matter what the storm may be, if he is in mid-ocean, 
but when he is near the coast his face is pale. It calls for courage, 
Mr. President, and nerve in the storm along the coast to steer and 
guide a ship to rescue those who are in danger, and I undertake to say 
that there is no naval officer who has the heart of a genuine sailor in 
him who would not hail with delight as giving him an opportunity of 
high honor, in the face of danger, to do that part of revenue duty which 
involves the saving of life at sea. 
* It is not long since the whole civilized world were paying homage to 
Captain Murrell, of the steam-ship Missouri, for what he gallantly did 
in mid-ocean to save the passengers and crew of a sinking craft, and it 
is idle to say that so far as this branch of the revenue-marine service is 
concerned it would degrade any officer of the Navy to participate in it. 

What else is there? I have read the list of duties by law imposed 
upon the revenue officers, which was read sometime ago by the Senator 
from Ohio, and for the life of me I can notsee one that aself-respecting 
naval officer might not and ought not to be perfectly willing to per- 
form. It is infinitely better, Mr. President, that naval officers should 
go upon the deck of a ship evenif the service is under the jurisdiction of 
the Treasury Department, than that they play the part of carpet knights 
at the Capital or in the great cities of the seaboard. 

The revenue officers now to be transferred would become, of course, 
under the operation of this law, naval officers, but they would displace 
no naval officer now in the service in the duties of the Navy proper. 
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They would continue to discharge the duties of the revenue marine, 
they would continue to command these vessels, assigned for that duty. 
It would not injure the morale or dignity of the Navy to have this body 
of officers transferred to the Navy, because, as the Senator from Ohio 
says—and it is trae—there is no band of better seamen orof braver men 
in any country than the men who have had command of these revenne- 
cutters. When they are no longer fit for service—and I deal only with 
those who are in that service—they wonld be placed upon the retired- 
list, and their places would be taken by men educated at the Naval 
Academy. 
Mr. President, why not place them upon the retired-list lo 

they are placed upon waiting orders and kept year alter year, by a sort 


of fraud upon the law, under pay, 1t never being exp cted I 
stand, thatthey shall be ordered tosea again. Having spent their lives 
upon the water in Government vessels doing naval duty or marine duty 
until they have grown too old to face the storms any longer, why such 
men should not be put upon the retired-list as well as men who have 
spent a time at sea, but have spent the remainder of their lives in bu- 


reausat Washington orsomewhere i 
I am unable for one to see. 

After the present revenue-marine officers shall be retired t 
vessels are to be manned and commanded by naval officers, those who 
have been educated at Anvapolis, and here to my mind is one o! the 
strongest arguments in favor of this transfer. 

It issaid, I believe, in the report of the Senator from Delaware that 
it often happens that these naval officers, these young cadets at A 
napolis, are without position and must be retired or discharged. 
would afford a position for each of them. That of itself would not be 
ground for the passage of this bill; but this service is the best school 
in the world for the young naval officers, better than all the technical 
instruction they get in the way of seamanship atthe academy. What 
they learn of seamanship in responsible service upon a revenue-cutter 
they get by practice and not by theory. 

1 would like to recall, but I can not, how many times within the last 
five years I have read in the newspapers of some Government vessel 
along our coast being run aground going down the Potomac or going 
into Newport or somewhere. 

It seemed to me for a time that those occurrences came very often. 
The naval officers transferred to the revenue marine would be ec 
pelled in the discharge of their duty to become pilots, every one ot! 
them. They would be compelled to familiarize themselves with our 
coast and its whole extent on the Atlantic and Pacific, and when they 
had earned promotion and were in command of the great ships of this 
country they would know anywhere along the coast that they might 
be where the danger points were. 

That is not all. <A great many of them would find employment on 
the Great Lakes. the great inland seas. They are all dangerous waters. 


L pleas int and Safe and easy p 


I believe the average sailor would rather sail the ocean in a storm than | 
Ts it of no consequence that we shall be giving to the | 


the lakes. 
country and to the Navy, year alter year, well educated, intelligent 
men, who by years of experience have become familiar with Lake 
Michigan, with Lake Superior, with the bodies of water in the interior 


which in the event of war it would be necessary that we should de- | : 


fend? It is worthsomething. It is worth all that this transfer would 
cost in addition to the present system, if it would cost anything in ad- 
dition. It would not only make good pilots, but it would make good 
seamen, and I venture to say it would not degrade, in any sense what- 
ever, the naval officer. He would take it, if he were sound-minded, 
as a preliminary service of great honor and of great usefulness to the 
country. 

The Senator from Ohio said in a speech he made some time ago, as ] 
recollect, that the vessels used in the revenue-marine service could be 
more cheaply obtained under the Treasury Department than if this 
transfer were made tothe Navy Department. Why? That ought not 
to be so; and to say that it is so is an impeachment of the efficiency of 
the Navy Department. The same class of vessels would be needed. 
The Navy Department could secure their construction in precisely the 
same way and for precisely the same cost. 

Mr.SHERMAN. It would cost more. 

Mr. SPOONER. It ought not to cost more. If theNecretary of the 
Treasury can procure the construction of a vessel in this country for a 
particular service and upon a particular plan for a specific sum, why 
under heaven can not the Secretary of the Navy do the same thing ” 
If he does not do it, he ought to be made to doit. To say that he can 
not do it, is to say he does not attend to his business, is inefficient, o1 
that some of the methods of that Department need overhauling and re- 
forming. 

I do not wish to consume any further time of the Senate, although 
there are other suggestions which might properly be made in favor of 
this bill. = 

The Senator from Ohio paid the high compliment to the Navy when 
he spoke before of saying that there is a great deal of smuggling among 
the officers of the Navy. If there is, it would not bea bad idea tosend 
some of these sharp, well-educated young naval officers into the coni- 
mand of the revenue ships to detect the smuggling committed by some 
of their superiors. I am not prepared to believe that the Senator from 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Ohio was correctly informed upon the subject I hope he was not. and 
i is correcti lniorme 1] i | } 
I will not believe that of the Navy t t is é proven 
Mr. President, I have heard no rea iw to me seems an 
juate ¢ againstthis transfer. I lx , att ‘ sition t 
» far as the outside opposition is « t t 
bureau in the Trea Department \ 3 
bill should become a 
Mr. SHERMAN, I not want to lu l 
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I hope the bill will pass 
Mr. ALLISON. 


The Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER] in his 


closing observations respecting this bill states that he knows of no 
hostility to it except that which may ne from a certain bureau in 
the Treasury Department 


Mr. SPOONER. I said ‘ outside hostility.”’ 
Mr. ALLISON. Outside hostility. Nohuman being in any bureau 
of the Treasury Department or connected with any 


+ ' ' 


LW e 


ureau has spoken 
pon this subject, nor have I been addressed in any way uponit 
except by those favoring the passage of this bill lor one I should be 
o give it my support if I could doso, but [thoroughly agree with 
| the statement made by the Senator from Ohio {[Mr. SHERMAN | that 

under our organization and system it is the most vicious bill that has 
ever to my knowledge been presented to Congress with respect to the 


idministration of our Government. 
[t is vicious in a double sense. It takes away from the Treasury 
as respects the colle tion o the 
I nue, and turns it over practically to the employ¢s or permanent 
ofticers of another Departwent. 


Mr. GRAY 


Department its proper power and duty 


I should like to ask ths Senator from lowa a qt 


How does this bill take away from the Treasury Department the proper 
control and supervision of its own force or any part of it? 
Mr. ALLISON. I will say frankly to the Senator from Delaware 





that [I had not the ghtest idea that this bill would come up this 
morning to the exclusion of the appropr ation bills, and with the mul- 
tiplied duties we have here it is impossible for Senators to examine 
every bill in detail that comes up, and therefore whatever critic i I 
have to make respecting this bill in its details must be made with a 
reservation that I may not be familiar with all of its details 

Mr. GRAY. Ithink the Senator is quite excusable for not |} 
ing anything about the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think so, too; but I mav be able to discov 
things about it before I get through my observatio 

Now, as I understand from this bill, the Secretary of the Treasury 
I may be mistaken, and if I am the itor will correct me—is to call 
upon the Secretary of the Navy for a deta mir n that 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Then the Treasury Department is un 
der the control and at the merc t Secretary of the Nav The 
Secretary of the Navy is to say by the « rs that he details who sha 
man these vessels, who are to protect and care for the revenues o 
Government fere is the operation of two discretions, the Se 

| of the Treasury asking fo 1 officer and the Secretary of the Navy de 


| tailing an officer. Am I right in that? 
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Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is not only right in that, but the See- 
retary of the Navy selects the vessel for each particular place assigned. 
I will read irom the bill: 


Src. 4. That the Secretary ofthe Navy shal! at all times, upon the requisition 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, assign suitable vessels, with the proper com- 
plement of officers and crews, to perform the duty now performed by the rey- 
enue-catter service, ete 


Mr. ALLISON. In other words, the Secretary of the Treasury has 
no control either over the personnel or over the vessel. Now, I submit 
to ihe Senator from Delaware, if I know nothing about this bill, 
whether I state in my innocency the truth respecting this matter. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not infer from any- 
thing I said that I meant that he knew nothing about the bill. Ionly 
said that he was stating facts and circumstances which entirely excused 
him from knowing about it, and I supposed he alleged those facts and 
circumstances as an excuse. That is all. I am very far from charg- 
ing, and I know the Senator from Iowa too well to charge him with 
being ignorant of any matter he debates. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That is my objection, in the first place. In the 
next place, | object to this bill because it is not sufficient in its details 
for ihe purpose indicated. Senators upon this floor know well that the 
most bitter and severe antagonisms which have arisen in the Navy have 
arisen because of contests relating to the rank of officers in the Navy 
by imeans of loose and inconsiderate legislation, Without criticising 
this bill in this respect, I desire to say that, in my belief, it is not ac- 
curate in its details so as to prevent future controversies and contests 
respecting it. 

What are the provisions of the bill? I will not detail its various pro- 
visions, but will give what I understand to be the substance of the bill. 
First, it imports into the very center or vitals of the Navy 1 numberof 
officers without specifying that number. There is nothing from the 
beginning to the end of this bill which shows how many captains there 
are, how many first lieutenants there are, how many second lieutenants 
there are, or how many engineers or passed assistant engineers there are 
in therevenue-marine service whoare to be transferred. Itimports into 
this service the whole body of the revenue marine. There may be 
twenty captains, or fifty, or forty, or thirty, and so of every other class 
of officers named. It gives them a rank and a status immediately in 
the Navy, and then it is provided in the bill— 

That the number of officers so transferred shall be a permanent addition to 
that ied allowed by law in the Navy, in the several grades herciubefore men- 
tioned. 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does not the report of the Treasury Department 
show how many captains and how many lieutenants there are in the 
revenue-marine service? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then why treat of that in this bill? 

hr. ALLISON, I will give the Senator a reason in a moment. In 
the Navy there is a roster of all the officers from the Admiral down, 
giting their rank, their ages, and their terms of service. The Senator 
trom: Wisconsin, in his observations a moment ago, said that there were 
scar-worn veterans in the revenue-marine service who had been there 
for long years and years, and who were now on waiting orders because 
they were not competent to discharge the active duties of officers of that 
service, 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘Two or three, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator says two or three, I ask the com- 
mitiee to tell me how many, because under the provisions of this bill 
every revenue-marine officer, whether he be a captain or a first or 
secoud lieutenant, or whether he be an engineer or a passed engineer, 
the moment he is imported into the Navy, if he be sixty-two years of 
age, he is at once placed upon the retired-list. 

As everybody knows who has investigated the subject, the retired- 
list of the Navy is top-heavy to-day, if I may use that expression. 
How often have we listened to the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], 
who is not now in his seat, in his delineation and discourse upon the 
enormous cost of the retired officers of the Navy; and yet here is a bill 
which by its very provisions imports into that retired-list, I do not 
know how many, but | will venture the statement that it puts into that 
retired-list one-third of these officers, and I will await a response from 
the Senator in charge of this bill to tell me the namber. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not know what number would be 
available for retirement under the general laws of the Navy if this bill 
were to be operative to-day. There would be afew; as I said before, 
I can not tell how many. But every man, be they many or few, who 
would go on the retired-list of the Navy is already held upon the lists 
of the revenue-marine service, drawing bis full pay from the Treasury 
of the United States. So it makes no difference so far as the Govern- 
ment and the people who pay the taxes are concerned, whether they 
pay them out of the right pocket or the left. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I have asked in vain for the number 
of men in this revenue marine who will be at once by this bill imported 
into the retired service of the Navy. The petition of these officers states 
distinctly that 25 per cent. of them are worn out in the service of the 
Government. 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 
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Now, I say that if the Senate proposes to import into the retired-list 
of the Navy a number of men it should be done by name, as we put 
on the retired-list such eminent persons as we have voted to do from 
time to time. I say that we have no right in this yeneral way to put 
captains and lieutenants and second lieutenants and engineers and 
passed engineers upon the retired-list of the Navy. 

We have not that right foranother reason. When these men go into 
the Navy they go into it with all the benefits and emoluments and in- 
cidents of the Navy. Thereforé, in case of their death they are at once 
imported into the pension-list as well as put on the rolls of the Navy. 
I do not know that I ought to complain of this, but I should be glad 
to know what the extent of it is, and I think we have a right to know 
it before we give a vote here upon this bill. 

But that is not.all. AsI understand, the bill provides that these 
men shall be held in mid-airin the Navy. They are suspended as 
lieutenant-commanders, and will never get beyond that grade. Am I 
right in that? That is, these two hundred and eight or two hundred 
and fifty officers, or whatever the number may be—nobody can say 
what that number is—are suspended in mid-air. They never can reach 
beyond a certain grade, and the junior efficersin the Navy jump them, 
as it were, after a certain time. But these captains are to be lieuten- 
ant-commanders in the United States Navy, according to this bill. How 
many of them are there? There are forty, if you please. 

Mr. GRAY. Thirty-six. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; there are thirty-six. Now, without 
knowing—nobody has given me that information—I venture the state- 
ment that of these thirty-six eighteen are beyond sixty-two years of 
age; and I will venture to say that twenty of them are beyond that 
age. Now, these eighteen are imported into the Navy, and they are 
at once retired, and there are eighteen vacancies in the position of lieu- 
tenant-commander in the Navy, are there not? 
| Mr. BUTLER. I understand those very officers to whom the Sen- 
| ator refers are now On waiting-orders pay. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not talking about that; Iam talking about 
| 








the effect upon the Navy. Here are eighteen lieutenant-commanders, 
whose places by this very bill will be made vacant in twenty-four hours 
after it becomes operative. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The appointment will be at the foot, though. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, theappointment will be at the foot; but 
the bill provides that the number shall be increased by the number im- 
ported. Therefore, there will be eighteen vacancies by the retiring of 
these men. Those vacancies will be at the foot, of course, but they 
will take their places. 

Here are a great lot of young officers who are anxious to become 
lieutenant-commanders. Are they to be at once pushed up, I should 
liketoask? Arethere to beeighteen new lieutenant-commanders made 
from the present roster of the Navy? If that be true, Iam not surprised 
that the Navy is anxious and willing that this bill should pass, be- 
cause it is an indirect method of increasing at once the lieutenant- 
commanders, who are now limited to a small number. I have forgot- 
ten the number; but the lieutenant-commanders are limited now by 
law. It adds eighteen to their number, and eighteen of them go up, 
which leaves a vacancy in the lower grades for all the others. 

3ut the Senator from Delaware will reply to me that these junior 
officers in the revenue marine will go up also. So they will, but there 
you will find, of the first lieutenants in the revenue marine who have 
a grade still below that of lieutenant-commander, they are to be lieu- 
tenants of senior grade in the Navy. There will be vacancies at once 
there, and there will be first a contest in the Navy Department and 
then in this Chamber as to whether the regular officers of the Navy 
should be promoted or whether these newly imported lieutenants from 


Therefore, Mr. President, if we are to have this new injection into 
the roster of the Navy I submit that it should be done in detail and 
not by general provision. These men are not only imported into the 
Navy, but they are all made part of the naval establishment at once. 
Every one of the men who are now enlisted in the revenue marine is to 
There are a thousand of them. They have enlisted 
They are to be transferred nolens volens into a 


be made a sailor. 
for a civilian service. 
military service. 

Suppose they do not want to do that; suppose they do not choose to 
enter into that service; are the enlisted 1 1en of the Navy to be detailed 
at once from their naval service into the revenue-marine service ? 
Surely not, Mr. President. That would demoralize the enlisted men 
of the Navy. 

But that is not all. Here are a thousand men and forty officers who 
are to be transferred into the Navy and then immediately transterred 
out again to the Treasury Department at the will of the Secretary of 
the Navy. Every man knows what that is. 

The Senator from Wisconsin talks about outside pressure and outside 
influence respecting these bills. No man who runs, even although he 
can not read, can fail to see that there is an immense projecting motive 
for this bill, not only in the revenue-marine service, but in the Navy 
itself. The Navy, in the first place, is enlarged by this provision, and 
a great number of officers will ily receive promotion who now re- 
ceiveittardily. Therefore the Navy is willing that this should be done. 
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Many of those who are now in the revenue-marine service are, in the 
first place, at once put upon the retired-list. When they die their wid- 
ows will receive pensions. They receive nearly one-third more pay in 
the Navy than they now receive in the civil list, and therefore they are 
anxious that this bill shall pass. 

Mr. President, if we desire at this time to add largely to the retired- 
list of the Navy, if we desire at this time to increase largely the oppor- 
tunities for promotion, if we desire to increase largely the expenditures 
necessary to collect the revenues of our Government, then we ought to 
yote for this bill. Believing, as I believe, that it is a vicious measure 
and unjust to the Government, I shall vote against it. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HArriIs:in the chair The hout 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business, which is the bill (iH. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue 
and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. VoorHeES and Mr. DAWEs addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana. Does 
the Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes; I will hear what the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has to say. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam compelled again to appeal to the Senate to lay 
aside informally this bill and take up the Indian appropriation bill. 

I will not interfere with the Senator from Indiana if he insists upon 
going on. I supposed I had given reasons which would control the 
action of the Senate, but of course the Senate thought I had not. |! 
desire once more to acquit myself of all responsibility in reference to 
the Indian appropriation bill. I will state to the Senate that in my 
opinion it is imperative that that bill should be taken up and acted 
upon, and I therefore ask unanimous consent to lay aside the unfinished 
business and proceed to the consideration of the appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 


the unanimous consent of the Senate that the untinished business may | 


be laid aside informally in order that the Indian appropriation bill 
mav be considered. Is there objection ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I was recognized upon the floor before the mo- 
tion was made, and I suppose it could not be made without my con 
sent. I have every disposition in the world to oblige the Senator from 
Massachusetts and the business of this body, but there are reasons of 
a character which I can not explain, personal to myseli, why it is 1m- 
portant that I should go on and have this labor out of my way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana is entitled 
to the floor. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bil! (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on im- 
ports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, the bill now under consideration 
is the result of « system of progressive evil; itis the offspring of a long 
continued evolution in unjust taxation, the bold culmination, the 
climax of a series of oppressive enactments, extending through more 
than aquarter of a century, whereby at least one-third of the earnings 
of labor have been bestowed as a gratuity on the idle rich, the privi- 
leged few, while the laboring men and women of the United States 
have been given over by law to toil for their taskmasters two days 
out of every six without a farthing of profit or income to themselves. 

In the great old forests of the world trees are sometimes found by 
the traveler bearing bread-fruit for his support, while others are found 
dripping with poison for his destruction, and each tree simply presents 
the growth and development of the original ingredient, whether for 
good or for evil, which it contains. The bill before the Senate springs 
from a parent stock whose life germ is vicious, whose sap and vitality 
are imbued with a venom fatal to liberty and equality; it springs from 
the worst doctrines of a high protective tariff carried to criminal excess. 

The committee-rooms in this Capitol where it was conceived and 
brought forth were besieged by emissaries of hoary, bloated, and ex- 
perienced avarice, each striving to so shape and fashion the forthcom- 
ing tipancial monster as to give it increased strength for the enrichment 
of special interests. Every claw with which it was to tear the fruit 
of labor from the farmer and every tooth with which it was to ren 
and crush his substance were carefully inspected in the lobbies an 
found to be sound and reliable. 

A few days ago the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], in his 
place on this floor, cited the startling and dangerous fact that while the 


beg 


population of the United States will reach 65,000,000, and perhap 
more, yet 100,000 people, only one out of every 650 of our entire 
habitants, own at this time one-half the wealth ‘of this, the richest 
country on the globe;”’ and he might with equal truth and accuracy 
have said that this favored tew, the 100,000, either directly or indi- 
rectly, either by actual possession or through trusts, monopolies, com 
bines, colossal corporations, and plethoric loan associations, this d 
exert the full and absolute control of ownership over all the wealth 
not merely one-half—but all the wealth protected by the American flag. 
And it is only in the impure and tainted political and moral atmos- 
phere, generated by such a corrupt concentration of enormous wealth 
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in the hands of the few that a financial measure like the one now | who have access to 





























pending would dare to show the hard outlines ofits guilty face; much 
less W it expect to be treated with respect, spoken well of, and 
thrust as a law sto the already « 1a =pro- 
tes 

Certain speciesof vegetation and certa L life wand 
flourish only where the noxious miasma f with ‘ at 1S, 
and so it is that certain depraved conditions ot | vice and 
of habitual submission to insolent op; i t it xi 
before a scheme such as this, support y nota sil ist pI pl 

honest reason, but res Ing al ec, } | 
could be brought forward i 

On the high plane where ou i aw \ l 
t vernment, in the uplands, if I ) Spe f 1 his- 
t yre th y powe ad and ] 

wd t ol al ¢ cient ol t ove imen tha i 
W nd perished ina moment, Instead of being fed 
al tical malaria of the present day, 1t would ha 
bet f nd horror i pure, untainted public opin 
l out Dy pright! n ol | ti 

5 1 | character this b before taking up 
i mo ed sever i wiil atti oint 
chal ) eu id of t cou! t ) 1- 
ing fact that of the fourteen schedules of dutiable articles which the 
ill contains, the only reductions made are in the schedule relating to 
sugar and molasses, which, in the light of the proposed bounty to sugar 
planters, is no reduction at all, and in the schedule relating to spit 
wi id ot beverages, w! no reduction ought to take place 

very 0 of the laining tw chedules, ¢ ra as they 
do all the ess ‘ l in exist the i s I 3 
to pay have been increased In the minority report of the Wa ind 
Means Committee of the louse, written by the Senator from Kentucky 
Mr. CARLISLE], ther member of that body, the followi tatement 
is made 

No reduction has be made in the t of duties imposed under a 
schedule except ating tos ira isses in t er een 
schedules of dul ~ bracing a ntar pe 

exce « ri 4 ases 
ade, t t t 

It | here seen t th V n the Hou contained no 
reduction of dutis n spirituc is liquo , Dutthe & inan Committee of 
of the Senate, in order, as it would seem, to make it somewhat worse, 
have provided for lowertaxes on imported brandy, whisky, champagne 
cordials, liqueurs, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, vermouth, and 
other spirituous beverages known to the high-priced palates of the rich 
and self-indulgent, while on every article absolutely necessary to the 
home life of the farmer, the mech c, al the day laborer existing 
tariff taxes have he ret ed l m m¢ vit in en¢ 
mou creased 

It st 3 bel ind exhausts all forbear e towards such 
i tem of taxation when we find from actual ligures é it 
plain light of day that the 1 ue to be derived from imported spirits 

f all ds is made |] ter to consumers by t 1of $2 8] 
annum, whil 1 the schedu relating to wool and t manufactures 

the annual increase in the amount of revenue to be derived 
therefrom under the provisions of this bill is put down by the authors 
( } 3e] it T ts j t } 

: in what age are we livil id if inner of people 
we legislating? Is this a period larkness, and are the American 
} p nor ¢ | bereft of reason to asx tain their wrongs, but al » des- 

tute of every instinct of equality and justice in their own behalf? 
ven the po r blind worm turns in resentment when it is trodden on 
Do the authors and advocates of this most unnatural and most re 
ing measure expect its victims to do less? 

Are we living in the torrid zone where a int measure of cotton 
cloth constitutes a suit of clothes, and where woolen wear is not one of 
the wants of life? Are we legislating !or 1 barbarian races of int 
rior Africa who are clothed with little else than sunshine, and to whom 
taxation on wearing apparel is an k1 n te 
not here making laws for a great and stalwart peop r north of the 
equator, where the mercury in the tube marks from zero to 40” below, 
and with whom wool and the manufactures of wool are i 3 universal 
use, and are as imperative a necessity to life, as the air they br he 

From infancy to old age, from the cradle to the grave, at « tep 
of the way on lift toilsome journey, one ( A u I ( . 
want of the American peopie 1 lor manu l pro j ) 
wool; and for that reason, and that reason alone, t ili levies an ad 
ditional blackmail of nearly $15,000,000 a ye t { e wan 
of men, women, and children, there being non ape ts pay 
ment than there is from deat} 

There is no pretense that thisin i 1 woolen goods is 
made for purposes of revenue, or t le Treasury; it is 
simply the doctrine of protection run land developed into a Chir 
wall of prohibition against importation, thus leaving the Amer 
manufacturer without competition in erican markets, there 
his own prices with no one to undersell him, there to force thi ! 
his commodities at double their actual value on unwilling pur ers 

no other markets, and there to glut, cra and 
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gorge himself with worse than stolen millions while the farmer con- 
tinnes to mortgage his farm, and the wage-worker continues to toil 
and economize in order that his wife and children may have, if possi- 
ble, one square meal a day. 

The mask is off at last, clear off. Weare no more to be deluded 
with soft and skillfal words in behalf of protection as an incident to 
revenue, nor are we any longer to listen to the siren’s pathetic song in 
the nursery of infant indastries. These infants, whose crying woes and 
puerile attempts to walk alone for the last hundred years have excited 
so much sympatby and subsidized so much eloquence, have now be- 
come full-grown, robust highwaymen, no longer asking protection for 
their weakness, but demanding the legalized privilege as a right, and 
without disguise to raid, loot, and plunder every precinct of honest 
industry in the United States, 

The miserable reptile in the fable that was warmed back into life 
from a frozen, dying condition, and at once sought to fasten its fangs in 
its benefactor, has many and powerful imitators and disciples in these 
days. Tostered and built up by the patient drudgery ot the Ameri- 
can people in sustaining the indefensible principle of protecting one 
interest by taxing another, the manufacturing monopolists have finally 
seized the mastery of the country, and are now crushing out the pros- 
perity and the happiness of every class except theirown. A further 
examination of this bill, however, reveals still deeper depths of wick- 
edness in its provisions than a mere general increase of tariff taxation, 
however great that increase may be. During the short ministry of 
the Divine Nazarene on earth it will be found that he bestowed his 
blessings on the poor and his maledictions on the rich, This bill pro- 
poses to reverse the ideas and the administration of the Savior. 


OPPRESSION OF THE POOR, 


The curse of increased taxation is laid all along the line, from the 
beginning to the end, on the cheaper grades of manufactured goods of 
all sorts and kinds which are used by the poor, while the blessing of 
lower rates is given to the rich. Romantic robbers of brilliant fiction 
have been depicted sometimes in the colors of chivalry, and as sparing 
the needy and distressed while they politely preyed upon the opulent 
and the richly endowed, 

‘The robber barons of this country do not belong to so refined a type 
of predaceous chevaliers. They plunder the poor as a matter of choice. 
It is said that the poor have few friends and make no new ones. They 
can make but little noise in the world. They have no newspapers, 
and their sighs and groans die away unheard and their tears fall un- 
seen around their humble hearth-stones. Their very helplessness in- 
vites the horrible oppression contained for them in this bill. 

The laboring man can not come here to look after hisinterests. He is 
not able to spare the time nor themoney, while millionaires for whom 
he works asa slave, and to whom he pays daily tribute, are here in 
control of everything, not only on the outside, but also on the inside of 
both branches of Congress. Let us look for a moment at the increased 
burdens and the additional chains ofservitude prepared in the measure 
before us for the bended shoulders and the aching limbs of that dis- 
tant laborer, wherever he may be, in his anxious, unrestfal home. 

Standing in the presence of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
the oldest, best known, and most reputable importers of foreign mer- 
chandise, coming from Chicago, New York, Philadelphia, Cincinnati, 
Hoston, and from every other importing center in this country, said: 

We contend that the proposed tariff bill in almost all its sections provides for 
a higher rate of duty on low-priced and staple articles necessary to the well- 
being and comfort of the people, and thus materially increases the cost of liv- 
ing, especially for the poorer classes, placing the American artisan and pro- 
ducer at a disadvantage in the production ofall kinds of commodities, 

if Senators will turn to the schedule of woolen manufactures they 
will speedily discover the overwhelming proof of this statement. It 
will be there found that the duty on the cheaper grades of woolen and 
worsted yarns, made wholly or in part of wool, has been raised from 
70.32 per cent. ad valorem under existing law to 132.14 per cent. in 
the bill now pending. 

On woolen or worsted cloths, knit fabrics, and all fabrics made on 
knitting machines or frames, and all manufactures of every descrip- 
tion made wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, 
goat, alpaca, or other animals, the duty has been raised from 65.73 per 
cent. ad valorem, the lowest rate on any of these goods under existing 
laws, to 175.65 per cent. now proposed. Here is a raise after the pro- 
tected monopolist’s own heart, and it was dictated by his greedy, sordid 
soul; a raise of tariff duty of 109.92 per cent. to be added to what the 
law gives now, and what the American manufacturer is protected in 
charging up to his enforced customers. 

Duties have been increased from 40 per cent. ranging all the way up 
to 110.84 on blankets, wool hats, flannels, women’s and children’s dress 
goods composed wholly or in part of wool, woolen underwear, ready- 
made clothing, wearing apparel of every description composed wholly 
or in part of wool, cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, gorings, 
webbings, suspenders, and on many other like articles, all entering 
into the practical details of home life amongst the laboring classes. 

On another point arising under Schedule K, the woolen schedule, and 
embraced in section 394 of the bill as it passed the House, but now in 
section 376, Mr. Daniel McKeever, of New York City, a merchant and 
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importer, addressed the Finance Committee of the Senate so admirably 
and conclusively that I can do no better than quote his remarks in illus- 
tration of the fact that this bill makes brutal discriminations against 
the poor. Mr. McKeever spoke as follows: 


I desire tosay afew words to you on the subject of goods for men and women’s 
wear, Schedule K, section 344. Coat linings are one of the necessary things for 
people who think they have to wearacoat, I present here, and will leave with 
the committee, two samples, both made of the same material, and both costing 
the same in England. They cost 10 centsa yard. They are 32 inches wide. 
The rate of duty is 78} per cent.at present. One of the articles they propose to 
raise to 102 per cent., and the other one, under the McKinley bill, to 155 per cent, ; 
in one case 50 per cent. and the other 100 per cent. more than the present duty 
on precisely the same thing. 

lu the semmer, or in warm weather, we wear a light coat and we want a 
light lining. In winter-time we want a heavy lining. One of the samples here 
weighs 3} ounces to the running yard and the other 3.8 ounces, The extra 
weight is simply to give more warmth to the poor man, because gentlemen who 
can afford a very fine coat will not buy a 10-cent article. This addition is made 
by making goods that are over 4 ounces in weight pay 44 cents and 20 per cent. 
ad valorem. There is no difference whatever in the samples except a slight 
difference in the weight, and both cost l0centsa running yard. Oneisadvanced 
from 78} to 102 per cent. and the other from 78} to 155 per cent. Mr, McKinLey 
las evidently made up his mind that the poor man,if he wants to wear any 
clothing, shall pay very heavy for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, What is this made of? 

Mr. McK gever, Of mohair, with worsted filling and cotton warp. 

| now present sample No. 2, costing 9} cents a yard, 32 inches wide. 
ent rate is equal to 80 per cent. ad valorem. 
per cent. 

I also present another sample, costing 15} cents, the present duty being 68 per 
cent,, and it is proposed to raise it to 122 per cent. for the reason, again, that the 
goods will run 4 ounces to the square yard, and is used for linings in these heavy 
winter coats. 

Mr. Vance. Can you give us the reason why these gentlemen ask for this in- 
creased duty? 

ir. McKeEvVER. I can not, sir. 

Mr. Vance. Is there any economical reason or reason of trade? 

Mr. McKeever. The gnly reason is one that applies to everything in the bill, 
that the idea has been to make the poor consumer pay twice as much for his 
goods as the wealthy consumer would have to pay. 

Mr. Vancr. Is not the tariff as established by the present Jaw sufficient to 
enable the home manufacturers to compete successfully with the foreign man- 
ufacturer? 

Mr. McKeever. Yes, sir; it ought to doso. The samples which I have here 
are protected to the extent of 78; per cent., and that oughtto beenough. * * * 

I will not take up the time of the committee by going into the figures, be- 
cause the data is attached to each sample. 

The next question to which I wish to call the attention of the committee is 
paragraph 348, relating to cotton corduroy. Of course you gentlemen are aware 
that there is no duty on cotton in this country, but there is a protection in this 
ae Cotton has got to be shipped away and reshipped here manufactured, 
and that, together with the matter of freight, insurance, etc., equals a duty of 
35 per cent. on those goods. Itis proposed to make a specific and ad valorem 
duty so that an article costing 11{ cents is raised from 35 per cent, to 70 per cent., 
an increase of 100 per cent. ad valorem. As we go along from goods costing 15} 
cents to 17 cents we find that the duty is raised from 35 per cent. to 64 per cent. 
These are cheap goods, When we come to something costing 36 cents, the rate 
is only increased from 35 per cent. to 4l per cent. Asa matter of fact, these 
goods are not made in this country. I may make that statement, because the 
production is so small that it does not amount to enough to be worth mention- 
ing. 

I now come to Schedule K, paragraph 413, relating to velvets, plushes, or other 
pile fabricsin the piece. ‘These are goodsthat are used for women’s cloaks. A 
mechanic whose wife can notafford a sealskin garment wants to have the next 
best thing she can get. Here is an article in which a garment retails for about 
$15 or $16. Itis a very good imitation of regular seal. The completed garment 
retails for about $15 or 316. The cost of that in England is about $2.50 a yard, 
and the present duty 50 percent. Itis proposed to raise that duty to 225 per 
cent., an increase of 350 per cent. I have been informed that there is only one 
mill in this country which makes this, and if any industry needs such protec- 
tion as that it ought to die. 

Mr. ALLtIson. How many yards make a pound of that? 

Mr. McKeever. These goods run a pound anda half in the rough tothe run- 
ning yard, They cost in England $2.50 a yard, and according to the duty pro- 
posed, they would cost $5.25 by weight, and 15 per cent. ad valorem, which 
figures are equal to a duty of 225 per cent. That is forthe poorman. Now, 
take a better grade of these goods, worth $6.50 a yard, and the duty at pres- 
ent is 50 percent. It is proposed to raise it so that it only equals 90 per cent. 

Mr. Vance. How much is the increased duty on them? 

Mr. McKeever. The duty is increased from 50 to 90 per cent. in one case and 
in the other one from 50 to 225 percent. In other words, a man or a woman 
who can afford to buy a $15 cloak would be compelled to pay a 225 per cent. 
duty. 

Here is an article in astrakhan goods,costing 50 centsa yard, 
paragraph 392, 

Mr. ALLIson, Is that cotton? 

Mr. McKEEVER, No, sir; it is worsted. The present duty on that is 74 per 
cent. I understand that these goods are not made in this country. 

Mr. Atutsoy. Is thatarticle known in the trade as astrakhan? 

Mr. McKeever. Yes, sir. The present duty is 74 per cent. and they propose 
to raise it to 165 per cent., an advance of 123 per cent. The goods are 52 inches 
wide. These goods are made of the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals. 

Mr. Auutson, Are they made on knitting-machines? 

Mr. McKeever, No, sir; they are regular worsted cloths. These goods are 
used exclusively for outer coverings. he man or woman whocan not afford 
to pay $100 for an astrakhan cloak wants a $10 or $12 article, which this repre- 
sents, Hereis another one of the same generic class which costs 14 cents; on 
it the duty is 72} per. cent., and itis proposed to raise it to 160 per cent. 


I am told by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] that the 
Senate Committee on Finance has made an additional increase there. 
It was so bad, as it occurred to my eye, without noticing the increase, 
that I felt like apologizing to the other side of the Chamber for pro- 
ducing it in their faces here. I give them the benefit, however, of the 
suggestion of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. Voorurrs— 

I remarked by way of inquiry— 

This is very generally worn? 


Mr. McKeever. They are very generally worn by the mess consumers through- 
out this country, where they need warm garments, They weigh fron: 24 to 2¢ 


The pres- 
It is proposed to raise that to 115 


It comes under 
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ounces per yard. Theyare a heavy, coarse fabric. They have paid a duty here- 





























tofore as I say from 72} to 74 per cent., and it is proposed to raise it to 100 aud 
5. 

Now, when you get into finer goods costing $2.50, also a heavy goods, b sed 
y the better class of consumers, on which the duty to-day is 61 per cent,, they 
propose to raise it to 100 per cent., thus discriminating again against the poor 
onsumer, 

First. I respectfully submit that the rates of duty provided in bill H. R. S16 
n plushes, etc.. under section 348, is unnecessary, prohibitory in many 
stances, and discriminates against the poor consumer 

Phe American manufacturer of the goods covered by section 348 has his y 
nat al free, whereas the foreign manufacturer is obliged to pay ense 
of t g it to his factory, and then shipping it to this coun 

ent the duty on this class of goods (section 348) isfrom 3) to 40 percent 
m, which, in the proposed rates, will run from 80 per cent. down toa 

ttle over 30 per cent., but here is where the discrimination comes in suse 
the lower rates would be assessed on the finer goods, while th igher rates 
would be levied on the poor man. 

The samples representing goods covered by this section, which I have the 
pleasure of leaving with your committee, will fully, I think, exemplify this 

Second. I respectfully submit that the rates provided for under section 504 


on stuff goods is equally as discriminating 348. 


This odious vice of discrimination against 
women of the country is confined to no one schedule; it pervades 
them all, wherever an increase of tariff taxation is made. To plunder 
he laboring poor seems to have been as great a pleasure to the original 
framers of this bill as it was to Blucher to sack cities. Theirskill in 
the oppression and spoliation of those who eat their bread in the sweat 
of their faces is displayed in a sort of wanton exuberance in every part 


as section 


the working men and 





of this measure, as if it was their favorite pastime. I hold my 
hand the statement of Mr. P. B. Worrall, of New York, made before 
the Senate Committee on Finance. He said: 
Phe article of which I have to speak in the first instance is that of cotton co 
red velvets, paragraph 348, Schedule I. Cotton colored velvets are used almost 


exclusively by the laboring classes. They pay at present an ad valorem duty 


of 40 per cent. This duty is large enough for revenue, as the goods are not 
made here. There is not a single solitary piece of these goods ma i in this 
country that I know of, and there can be no reason for est tabl ishing the industry 


here because—— 
































Mr. Vance. Do you say that none of the articles mentioned in paragraph ois 
ive made in this country 

Mr. W« ALL. This particular article of blac nd colored cotton velvets 
not made here and they do not require the pro ion which the bill proposed 
givesthem. The goods for which we now pay 5 pence per yard in England 

iy an ad valorem duty of 40 per cent., aud under the proposed rate they pay 
70 per cent., as the duty propose: in this bill 10 cents per square yard and 
per cent. ad valorem. You go along t to the higher class until you get to thos 

sting 15 pence in E and hese goods absolutely pay the same rate of duly 
OW as ® proposed | his present bill. The same remarks made by Mr. M 
Keever with reference to the mohair go« ods, plushes, astrakhans, et villapp 
very well to these goods, As the sre is no one to ta ke to consideration ex rt 
the consumer of the goods, we do not sce why the duty should be advanced, and 
no reason has been given for it. 
* * “ * 

Chis iswhat we call acotton-warp cassimere,and the woof nade from wool 
which is imporied largely from Australia. This is a piece of merchandise. It 
s 45 inches in width and at present costs 18} cents a yard, The present duty is 

} per cent. and the proposed duty is 10i percent. That represents a very large 
class of merchandise that is almost universally worn 

Mr. ALLIson. How much of that is wool? 

Mr. WorRRALL. The weft is wool. 

Mr. Voornres. These tremendous increases are a surprise tome. What i 
son is assigned in the trade, that is, in th » business, to justify them ? 

Mr. Worratr, Itis nothing but prohibition. It is not protection 

* * + * * * 

Now I want to call your attention to this sample. This is an article J4 inches 
wide, made with a soft wool weft, cotton warp, and intended for lining coats 
Che same rate of duty is also proposed to be put upon cotton-warp goods used 
or women’s wear. At present this article costs 15 pence in England, and under 






the present duty it costs in the city of New York 54 cents. 
tariff it will cost us 74 cents. 
per cent. net. These cal 


Under the proposed 
The present duty is 69 per cent. net and the new 
91 ‘ulations are all made irrespective 


of any loss of 





interest or cost of cases or cartons, etc., and under the proposed bill it is intened 
to tax these articles ) percent. * * * 

{ have here some other samples. Here is an article of the same kind. 17 
duty is advanced on that article from 66 per cent. to 99 percent. Thesea a 
solutely the net duties 

Mr. SHERMAN. Are these goods made in this country? 

Mr. WoORRALL. Yes, sir, S 

* . ‘ * * 

Mr. Auutsox. They are all wool and cotton ? 

Mr. WorRatt. All wool and cotton. 

[ have here some samples of cotton-warp goods made of mohair weft It is 


ipposed that most of the warp put into these goods is transported from the 











United States to England. The weft comes from Turkey and Asia principally 
rhis article to-day pays an equivalent ad valorem duty of 69 per cent., and it 
ig proposed to raise it to 90 per cent. 

Mr. ALLIsox, What is the weft? 

Mr. WorRALL. It is mohair; an article not grown in this country at all. to 
my knowledge. 

rhese are fair representative samples of the differences between the } t 
aud the proposed rates of duty on this class of goods. 

Now, there is one extract that I am going to read to you, gentlemen, made by 
4 man who is our stron; gest competitor in the manufacture of these articles in 

1e United States of America. He stated to his stockho atter part 

f March, I think—I have no hesitati yn in giving you the ;Mr.W 
man, treasurer of the Arlington Mills, At a special meeti tock! 
held on the 29th of March, 1890, he said: 

[ have been your treasurer for a consecut! ive period oftwenty years. During 
this pe riod the average eart gs have been 20.8 per cent, upon t 1e capital, The 
earnings of last vear were ly three anda half times those of the vear pr 
ous, and there is every indic ati m that the coming year will be one of the most 


profitable in the company's history. 


; This isa stat nt of an American manufacturer to his stockholders under 
the present tariff. 
Me. Vaxsce. A manufacturer of what article? 


Mr. WW ORR: ALL. bie isa m: nu: vcturer of these very articles 
wool weft, mohair, and men’s dress goods. 
The duties proposed by Mr. McKIs ey in thist 


, these cotton warps, 


ll are absolu 





tely prohibit 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 



































and I be ve that if that bill were to be : Ww i result in tl lo 
ng of the anufacturers of the country . is, | believe th ey 
wo ibey tect totheirdeath, * * *® 

8 tene « r article I w 1 i tist art s of 
French cassimer You will find here tl Ww the claasi 
ication under the present rate of duty and that sed ra 1 
nm Y wer grad { goods they are i . er 

ss t duty ts reased 20 pe ent ui t 
through the entire tariff bill 

That is to say, the principle of increasing the dut which t 
sumer has to pay on the lowe1 udes of goods, which poor people « 
afford to buy, thus leas he lightest burdens to ! ryt 
runs like a thing of evil yugh this entire 1} 1 ten | ‘ 
witnessed the sneer of ill-gotten wealth and of its representatives on 
this floor and elsewhere at tl ] : f this Gov 
ernment is now, and has n of ac u ) 
still farther agerandize and en h by still furthe l 
poverishing and oppressing th poor. 

Wi 1 the same insolent sne¢ he stateme of M 
Whitman, treasurer for twenty years of th ton Mills, w 1] 
have just read to the Senate? These mills inufacture tl] ton 
warps, wool-weft mohair, and men’s dr roods, on W 1 an enor 
mous increase of protective duty a ist foreign competition pro- 

vided in the McKinley b and yet the treasurer, speaki to th 
stockholders of the company on the 29th of March last, says that their 
average earnings upon the capital invested for the last twenty 
have been over 20 per cent.; that last year the earnings w more 
than three times as large as they were the year befo ind that eve 
indication points to the coming year as probably the most protitabl 
any in the comp s history. 

sir, it bafiles the resorrces of the | 1 Iar ! th 
suflicient force, and at the same time wit! econ 0 mn the 
face of such a factas this. ‘hese manufacturers of the weari ‘ 

ol boring pec opie, in receipt aes it. d lends tor twe 3 
past, and v with better pros; ects ahead, are clamoring li empt I 
ing leeches for more, while there is not farmer in the Un i 

who in the same twenty has seen a 3 per cent. divid i iis 
nvest its in the cult 1 of his f ) wl 1 the i 
has anything brighter in store 

low much longer, and until when, w t civen to the I of 
lehate, graceful ir, and hu 1 t it and Ww 
within, to uphold before honest peop 1 buge and hid 18 fal 1 
that tariff protection is a blessing to the farmer rather than to the ma 
ufacturer, and that as between th vo the farmer has tl etter 
of the poli » A few days ago a great and notab ved el place 
in London. Stanley, the explorer, wa larrie Members of the 
royal family honored the asion with t pI *, and the oldes 
and wealthiest nobility of the realm were there. Wee ie } its of 
fabulous values were showered on the hero of th Dark Conti t’? 
and his bride. Crowned heads brought t! offerin n with 

wh other ~ munilficence. 

It is stat however, that a protected Ameri ; 
there and oa towed upon the bridegroom and h her 
rarer, and far more costly than even the Queen of Ex nd or the King 
of Belginm conld afford. It was Carnegie, and his t isan uncut 
diamond of such size and qt ial ty that neither the 1 hest crown jewel 
in Earope nor the moonst one of India surpass it in valu And WwW 
ecame th American king of steel and iro to have ad md beyond 
the re ch of the other kings of the world and | to e it away? 
Did he inherit it as an heirloom descending as partof a vast patrimony ? 
Did ab int and find it in the diamond fields of Africa? Did he toil 
from day hada economize e up the earnings of a lifetime, and buy 
it? Nothing of all this 

The farmers of the United States have paid for that diamond ten 
thousand times over, in the last twenty years, by paying an average 
of 30 af per cent. tariff tax on every article of ind steel with which 
their houses have been built and their croj ed and gdthered in. 
They have paid for it and for all « the onaire manufacturer 
owns in high rates of freight over railroads, because of the tariff tax 
on steel and iron rails and on all rolling-stock material. 

At last the farmer pays for all, and if this bill becomes a law he will 
have an increased duty to pay on all his iron and steel of from 38,24 








per cent. to 51.75 per cent., notwithstanding present rates of protective 
taxat have made mam rs richer than royal families and have 
laid mortgages on the homes of farmers more destructive of the fruits 
of Jabor than the locusts in their fields or disease amongst their flocks 
i 1 hy '< 

Sir, this bill may be carefully scrutinized from end to end; it may 
b nsacked schedule by schedule a: L n, and the same 
general increase will be found atevery point the burdens of taxation 
on all such manufactured goods I nd rchandise as civilized 
man of the industrial classe exist without. In proof of this 
fact I might dwell for |} sO nt grades of wool; on the 
lowest grades of plush good ed in upholstering furniture, with an 
increased duty from 73 to 148 per cent.; on silk and cotton velvet of 
the cheaper grade, ‘‘used almost entirely by the poorest classes, the 








poor woman "s luxn ry, the Sunday attire of our working girls, with 
an increased tax from 50 to 118 per cent. proposed by the McKinley bill, 
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I might dwell on the prohibitive duty on linens contained in that | factured at all in this country, and yet which all classes must have 


bill as it came from the House, making an increased cost to the Ameri- 
con consumer of at least $8,000,000 a year; I might point out window- 
glass and ssware of all kinds, pocket and table cutlery, carvers, 
razors, butcher-knives, scissors, and the like, all articles of hardware, 
covers for tables, stands, mantels, pianos, and similar articles of do- 
mestic use, corsets, braids, curtains, wood pulp, shawls of every de- 
scription, with the duty increased 100 per cent. on those that are very 
cheap; and I might wind up this partof my work on the bill by show- 
ing that its authors propose to increase tariff taxes on the cheapest 
grades of spectacles and eye-glasses, costing only about $2 per gross, 
from 45 to 335 per cent., while the increase they make on the higher 


grade, costing $12 per gross, is from 45 to only 85 per cent., thus evinc- 
ing « purpose on their part to leave the poor in darkness, and to render 
it more difficult for them to see and comprehend the manifold villainies 
of « high protective tariff than it is for the rich. f 
TIN-PLATE, i 
I will tarn, however, at this point to a new and st@ange ingredient 
now for the first time thrown into the bubbling caldron of dishonest 
taxation and dishonest taxes. Another device has been discovered 
by which something more can be wrung from the homes of labor for 
the benefit of monopolies yet to come. Tin-plate, in universal use in 


every household, is not manufactured in this country. 

lis history and the processes by which it is produced are so full of 
interest at this time, and more especially to the tin-bucket brigades of 
workingmen and working-women, that I venture to submit an article 
from a scientilic writer on that subject: 

The manufacture of this article— 

He says— 

forms a branch of the iron trade. The art of tinning plate-iron is said to have 
been invented in Bohemia about the beginning of the sixteenth century, al- 
though the tinning of copper was known some time earlier. Tin-plate was first 
made tn England about the year 1670. Sheet-iron for tin-plates is made either 
of charcoal or coke-bar which has been rolled with particular care in order to 
avoid scales on the surface. Before tinning the plates are called ‘‘ black piates.”’ 

When the iron has been cut to the required size the plates are ‘‘ pickled,’’ that 
is, they are immersed in hot sulphuric or hydrochloric acid, which has been dt- 
luted by 16 parts of water to | of acid, the use of the acid being to remove all 
oxide and other injurious matter. *After this, the plates require to be washed 
several times in water; and then follows an annealing in closed cast-iron boxes 
in a reverberatory furnace, where they are subjected to as high a heat as they 
will stand without softening. The next operation consists in passing the plates 
two or three times through chilled iron rollers highly polished with emery and 
oil, so as to give them a well-polished surface. 

This both saves tin and gives them a good appearance when finished. Once 
more they are sent to the annealing furnace, passed again through dilute sul- 
phurie acid, which is followed by another washing, but this time in runnin 
water, and then scoured with sand. This should leave them quite clean an 
bright forthe tinman. Each plate is now put singly intoa pot of melted grease, 
which has become sticky by use, and left until it iscompletely coated, after which 
the plates are taken in parcels and plunged into a bath of melted tin covered 
with grease, called the “ tin-pot.”’ 

They pass from this to another vessel with two compartments, called the 
“ wash-pot,”’ both of which contain melted tin of the purest quality, and, like the 
last, covered with grease. The plates are put into the firstcompartment in par- 
cels, where they receive a coating of purer tin than that of the “ cman endian 
then withdrawn one by one oan wiped on both sides with a hemp brush, the 
marks of which are obliterated by another dipping in the second compartment 
of the “ wash-pot.”” This last dipping also gives the plates a polish. 

The next thing is the removal of the su uous tin, which is generally two 
or three times more than what is left onthe plate. It isdone by immersingthe 
plates in an upright position in a pot containing tallow and palm oil, main- 
tained at a temperature no higher than will keep the tin in contact with the oil 
liquid and so allow it to run off. The final treatment consistsin working the 
plates cagnentely in troughs of bran with a little meal, and then rubbing them 
with flannel. 


If this somewhat elaborate description of the manufacture of one of 
the great staples of plain domestic life may seem tiresome to Senators, 
perhaps it will seem less so to the industrious housewives of the coun- 
try, especially when the amount of tax they are made to pay on their 
kitchen utensils, and the reasons for such taxation, are pointed out and 
explained. There is not a mill in the United States, and there never 
has heen, engaged in the manufacture of tin-plate. There are but three 
American mills which produce even the iron plates, or black sheets 
necessary for the manufacture of tin-plate, and their annual product 
does not exceed 12,000 tons. 

Those who make tin cups, tin buckets, tin pans, tin spoons, and tin 
disbes for the tables of the poor import all the tin-plate used in their 
business. In 1889 they imported 377,000 tons, which was cut up and 
made into tin-ware for household purposes, and the people of this coun- 
try paid for this tin-ware more than $90,000,000. The duty under ex- 
isting law on tin-plate is 1 cent per pound and the netrevenue derived 
last year from this source amounted to at least $5,541,900, paid by those 
who purchase and use tin-ware. 

Butthat is a mere tap on the till of the industrious masses, the bread- 
winners, the basy bees who gather honey for the indolent, bloated 
droves of the hive to eat compared with what the McKinley bill now 
preposes. The Finance Committee of this body has reported that bill to 
us raising the tariff tax on imported tin-plate to 2.2 cents per pound, an 
inereaseot 120 percent, over the present rate, and swelling the aggregate 
of revenue on this one class of goods from a little over five millions and 
a half annually to over $15,000,000. 

If some one is ready to ask what explanation can even be pretended 
for this flagrant and wanton increase of taxation on an article not mann- 


except the rich, I am equally ready to give the anomalous and extraor- 
dinary reason assigned by the committee in a foot-nete to section 137: 

The duty on tin-plate— 

Says this foot-note— 
is increased from 1 cent per pound to 2.2 cents per pound after July 1, 1891, in 
order to establish and protect domestic industry. 

When it is known that nosuch domestic industry exists in the United 
States to be protected against foreign importations we are forced to 
confront an idea which I believe is entirely new inthe motley and ring- 
streaked history of protective tariff legislation. We have heretofore 
been called on to protect industrial infants already born into the world, 
and trying to keep up with their elder brothers and sisters; by this 
bill we are required to establish infants, and bring them forth, in or- 
der that they may be hereafter protected, not at the expense of their 
guilty progenitors, but at the expense of the innocent and disgusted 
publie. 

it is here deliberately proposed to levy a tariff bonus of $10,000,000 
a year in addition to that already granted out of the pockets of the peo- 
ple, in order to inspire the birth here and there of another infant 
American monopoly, soon to be fostered and protected into a stalwart 
bully and robber, invading every household in the land. Far better 
would it be to pay a bounty for the death not the birth of such mon- 
strous legislation, just as the pioneer farmers of the West once paid for 
wolf scalps in order to protect their sheep-folds, their cow-lots, and 
their pig-pens. Some one who well understands this question has said 
recently in the public press that— 

The proposition to put a duty on tin-plate was denounced by a Republican 
leader in Congress some years ago as a call to protect an infant industry which 
isas yetunborn, The House of presentatives has voted, and the Senate is 
expected to agree, to tax the people of this country from $10,000,000 to $16,000,- 
000 a year to develop and protect this still unborn infant. For what purpose ? 
To give employment, it is said, to the 24,000 workmen now idle, who would 
be required to make the tin-plate used in this country. * * * It would befar 
cheaper for the country to pay 24,000 idle men average wages to do nothing 
than to tax every square of tin roof, every dinner-pail, tea-pot, milk-pan, and 
tin can simply to build up haifa dozen more monopolist millionaires, and en- 
able them to give coaching parties through Scotland to protection leaders, and 
to found libraries from the savings of a 15 per cent. reduction in their working- 
men’s wages. 

Nor is this proposition for the establishment of a hospital, as it were, 
for the birth of an illegitimate infant industry inspired by good faith, 
or with an intention to carry it out. The proposition is simply and 
necessarily a speculative one. There are four hundred and sixty-five 
mills at this time manufacturing tin-plate in England, with more than 
two hundred years of experience, and with an annual output of 627,- 
000 tons. We imported, as already shown, last year 377,000 tons, or 
more than one-hali of all that England had to sell. 

There is not a business man in the United States who will pretend 
that the manufacture of tin-plate can be established in this country, 
and built up to the extent of supplying the amount we now import, 
within less than the next ten years, during which time, and from year 
to year, the people will be taxed at higher and higher rates of bounty 
under the various pretexts which fraud, cunning, and avarice never 
fail to provide in their own behalf. ‘‘ The American Tinned Plate As- 
sociation,’’ agit styles itself, of Pittsburgh, alone, as farasI can learn, 
is clamoring for the 120 per cent. increase in question. That company 
has never made a ton of tin-plate, and years will pass away and the 
people will be robbed of hundreds of millions of dollars before it or 
any like company will make it in sufficient quantities to pay even their 
own expenses, much less compete for a single month in the year with 
the supply from abroad. 

In the mean time, if this duty is raised companies will be organized 
for the manufacture of tin-plate, their stock will be boomed in the 
name of this tremendous bonus, and sold at high speculative profits, 
but the tin-plate supply for the American people will continue to be 
imported, and the gigantic, mountainous tax will continue to be paid 
by American labor. Of all the great staple articles treated of in tariff 
legislation tin-plate has the firse right to be on the free-list, and at the 
proper time I shall move that it be placed there. 

There is no manufacture of it in this country, and nothing therefore 
to protect, even if protection in itself was right; it is in universal use, 
and a common want with laboring people, and ought therefore to bear 
no tax. May I not, sir, with propriety, in taking leave for the pres- 
ent of the tin-plate section, call on all the men and women who use 
tin pans, pails, cups, strainers, tea-pots, coffee-pots, wash-basins, cook- 
ing pans, bread pans, pie plates, cans for fruits and vegetables, and tin 
for roofing their houses, to join in pronouncing anathema maranatha 
on this bill. And the doctrine of a high protective tariff here carried 
to its full limit, and displaying, without further attempt at disguise, 
all its frightful capabilities for evil, might well exclaim with the false 
prophet of Khorassan when he unveiled his hideous {ace to his ignorant 
worshipers: 

Here, judge if hell, with all its power to damn, 
Can one curse to the foul thing | am. 


ALLEGED PROTECTION FOR HOME MARKETS, 
But there are certain great merits and useful functions always ve- 
hemently claimed for the protective policy in tariff legislation which 
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it would be unfair to overlook or fail to consider. It is claimed that 
a market here at home is thereby created for the farmer, and in order 
to insure such a result a duty is proposed on the various agricultural 
productions which may be imported into this country from abroad, 
In this way it is insisted that the farmer will be protected against 
foreizn competition in the sale of his corn, wheat, hogs, cattle, pota- 
and eabbages at high prices in his Lome market. 

Uuder existing laws tariff rates are to be found on nearly all such 

things; rates that are dead letters in the statute-books, empty, unmean- 


ing words, null and void as to revenue, protection, or anything else, 


toes, p Impalgas, 


except as a means of fraud and deception on the minds of those who 
are willing te be misled rather than do their own thinking. Duties 
now exist ranging at ad valorem rates from 10 to 100 per cent. on bacon, 
hams, beef, mutton, pork, potatoes, corn, corn-meal, hogs, oats, wheat, 


wheat four, milk, and on a long list of vegetables not otherwise 
vided for. 

Sir, the record shows that so few of these articles strag 
poor blighted markets from abroad last year that the en 
of duties paid on them at our custom-houses would not pay the ex- 
penses of this Government from 6 to 8 o’clock in the morning of any 


pro- 


7 . 
led into our 
t 


ire amount 


one day out of the three hundred and sixty-five which have to be pro- | 


vided for. It is now proposed in the bill before us to raise these dead 
and idle duties to nearly or quite double what they are now, the an- 
nual revenue to be derived from them being estimated at $56,546, 
enough perhaps to meet the expenses of the Government for two hours 
and a half out of all the hours and days of the year round. 

The American farmer is also presented with the same sort of sham 
protection on beans, peas, onions, hay, broom-corn, eggs, green apples, 
peanuts, hazel-nuts, walnuts, and acorns. And by virtue of such a 
miserable false pretense to the farmer as this he is expected to wel- 
come 
of $14,412,653 per annum on woolen wear, and to shout with delight 
over a similar inerease of $10,000,000 on kitchen utensils made of tin. 
The wheat-growers of Russia and of the Indies and the growers of ag- 
ricultural products in every part of the globe are laughing at the idea 
that they will seek the barren and prostrate markets of the United 


with rapture the blood-sucking nightmare, murderous increase | 


States in which to sell their commodities, when in point of fact the | 
American farmer can not there sell his own for half enough to pay | 


freight and the eost of production. 

These tariff duties laid and to be laid as if the productions of foreign 
farms were swarming to our shores in vast quantities by all the great 
fleets and channels of commerce, and thus glutting and breaking down 
prices in our markets, are exciting the derision, contempt, and scoff of 
the world. Less than 2,000 bushels of wheat and less that 2,500 bushels 
of corn, all told, were brought into this country from abroad last year, 
not for the market, of course, while American farmers, after selling 
what they could at home, exported more than 46,000,000 bushels of 
wheat, 9,000,600 barrels of flour, and 69,000,000 bushels of corn, to be 
disposed of in the open, unprotected, free-trade markets of Europe. 

The revenue derived from wheat imported last vear amounted to 
$389; from corn-meal, $39; from corn, $238; from hogs, $954; from milk, 
$568; and it is to protect American markets from being overcrowded 
by such trifling and vagrant importations as these figures denote that 
the tariff on them is to be raised, with a flourish of trumpets, by this 
bill of so many abominations. Let the intelligent farmer sit down and 
for himself figure this fraud to the bettom. His protection at the 
hands of the framers of this bill is the same as that extended by the 
wolf to the lamb. 


You tell him he shall be protected from competition with farm prod- 


ucts from abroad, which no more seek our markets than the people of | 


Africa seek Iceland or a polar bear seeks the equator, and yet you ex- 
pect him te accept with submission, if not with joy, this hollow cheat, 
this transparent burlesque on common sense and common honesty, as 
an equivalent for the merciless increase of taxation on every prime 
want and necessity of his existence. With one hand you extend him 
protection where none is needed, and which is of no value, while with 
the other you plunder him of from 35 per cent. to 150 per cent. on all 
his woolen and cotton clothing, bagging for cotton, earthen and stone 
ware, window-glass, chains, cotton-ties, and all other such necessaries 
of life. 

Sir, as I believe in the justice of God, I believe in the inevitable 
overthrow of such a policy of government. AsI believe thatthe down- 
fall of Babylon was decreed in righteousness, so I believe that the pres- 
ent criminally wicked system of tariff protection in this country is 
rushing to its swift destruction, and that such as have waxed fat and 
insolent on its extortions, who have devoured the substance of the 
poor, and been drunken with prosperity founded upon ruin and nurt- 
ured with tears, are destined soon to encounter the stern spirit of 
retributive justice, and to feel the scourge and the desolation they have 
inflicted on others. : 

_ L rejoice with a fall heart to-day that there is at last a spirit abroad 
in the land which will not down at the bidding of the accursed pln- 
toeracy. 
an allianee embracing honest people of all parties, it is most welcome 
to me, and my prayer is for a giant’s strength in its arm as it strikes 


Whether that spirit is of my party, or of your party, or of 
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mail-clad robbers, who, under th protective t : 
are riding over and trampling down t poor 

J il the manifestations of concerted s mers the 
dire n of financial reform in the great ¢ ( I 
I here represent, and I am willing for th ( 
my e to be tried by the farmers { ! V 
ago the fa 3 of t l f W 
lows 

twea \ 
tha he grat zy 
a2 ) a ~ a \ 
p ucers <« certa 
st : 
- ; a oe , 
\ ta z the ‘ 
I he s s at ‘ 
‘1 sail tecened : : 
‘ : \ sas 
+h t and 14 ; 4 
ns, itisamatterofr it the W ! [ ( 
of the House and the Finar ( Litt ft ’ ‘ 
been instructed in true states ship by the ter before t rted 
the MeKinley bill. 

But let us at this point take another step and inquire ther 
what connection a protective tariff has with home marke vhat 
influence it can have, except for evil, in obstructing the nat trade 
of the world 

Home markets for the American farmer are not created ‘ 

| Stimulated by acts of Congresson the sul tof the tant. We 
food-producing nation of the earth, and after feeding ours« , : 
largely in feeding the rest of mankind. Our vast surplus productions 
of grain, of meat, and also of cotton and other sources of wealth have 
their selling prices fixed, both in Europe and at home, under the un- 
repealable law of supply and demand in the markets of Liverpool and 
other great centers and distributing points of the world’s tra 

An act of Congress makes a home arket for the American manu- 


} Cilbii 


facturer and compels the farmer to buy in it at the manufacturer's own 
prices by protecting him from all legitimate competition, but the pr 
for all the farmer has to sell, not only here at homs, but abroad, are 
fixed and regulated in foreign markets where absolate free trade pre- 
vails, where competition without restraint exists, and where | 

in selling rivalry with the productions of the pauper labor of « 


neath the sun. The total value 





exports from the United 


States in 1888 was $695, 954,639, and of this entire amount near] y 3500 


a 


000,000 were made up of breadstuffs, beef and hog products ittle, 
| and raw, unmanufactured cotton. 

All this surplus of American agriculture went not upon a home, but 

upon a foreign market, not upon a market where high prices are se- 


to the seller by protection, but upon a market where trade was 
free, open, and unrestricted The American farmer s@ls every bushel 
uch a market asthis. In other 


he can spare from his 
words, the price of wheat and other American provisions at Louisville, 
i York is fi 


eureu 


own use in 
. : . 
Cincinnati, Chicago, and New 


ed at Liverpool, and is exactly 
the sai 











» subject only to such differences as are made by the expense 
of transportation. An old and intel r ina recent magazine 
article thus truthfully and indignantly describes the situation on this 
pe int 

Now t us see 

He remarks— 
how this infernal system wor us ft er I ! i e 
All the surplus 2 0 t i goes to | e, W r Con 
gress has no jurisdic n, @ where the | ced t only for what is sold 
there, but for all that is sold a ) + is fr trade He is free to sell 
withont tax or charge w : rds l ! And this . et he 
comes in contact wit t ’ 1 pa : Ww to : i 
How is it when he comes to y? It isthe pro ) J article « th 
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und tect und s re C 

It is } 1 nect ry to add that th yle and well informer 
farmer does not now te the Rep blican ticket, nor need it be sai 
that the organs of the r barons art i ett r ed t 
his views than they are with mine, Are the farmers of the countr 
generally, however, any more enrapt ! ‘ th t 
kets, In which a protective tariff adds a ndred | lt 
have to buy, and leaves them to tl ie of free trade and compe- 
tition with pauper laboron all th ave tosell? But suppose, in thei: 
desire and in their natural right to buy, 28 well as to sell, to their own 
| advantage, and not for the ben ’ others, they seek foreign, cheap 
markets in which to pur e what they want and need. Let us see 
how that will work. Suppose a farmer has 1,000 bushels of wheat to 





| sell, and he learns it will bring him $1,000delivered at Liverpool. He 


| 
| 


also wishes to purchase 1,000 yards, we will say, of cloth, which he as 
certains can be done in foreign markets at $1 a yard, and of the quality 
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that will suit him. It oceurs to him to make an exchange of his agri- 


search of work, and often at last degenerating into the haunts of vice 


cultaral prodact for the manufactured product, and he goes abroad with | and crime. 


his wheat for that purpose, and succeeds in doing so. 

Ife starts back gratified with a tair trade in a market where there is 
no act of Congress to rob him; but as he lands on the shores of this 
mighty Republic, where people are called free and equal, but are not, 
a Government custom-house official confronts him with a demand for 
50 per cent. duty on that cloth before be can bring it for use or for sale 
to Indiana or to any other State. He pays the duty; he has no choice; 
or let us say, the cloth is cut in two in the middle, and he gets home 
with 500 yards of cloth, worth $500, in exchange for a thousand bushels 
of wheat, worth a thousand dollars. 

But sappose he sells his wheat in this country for a thousand dollars, 
and seeks to purchase the cloth I have mentioned in our own markets; 
the result isthe same. The cloth has been forced to pay the 50 per 
cent. tariff in order to get here, and it has been added into the price, 
and-again he is compelled to barter a thousand dollars’ worth of wheat 
for $500 worth of cloth, because he is taxed the other five hundred to 
protect the American manufacturer from honest competition. There 


is no-eseape for him as long as a party is kept in power which levies 
taxes by millions and hundreds of millions on the production of his 
daily toil in order to protect, enrich, and agygrandize another and a 


more fuvored class. 
THE FRAUD ON WAGE-WORKERS AS A CLASS. 

sut if no home market is secured for farmers and no protection given 
to their interests at home or abroad by the present system of our tariff 
legislation, what other class of laborers have we in our midst to whom 
‘uch legislation is a blessing and not a curse? Are we still to be con- 
fronted with the stale, worn-out, and spurious claim that men and 
women in the factories, toilers in blast-furnaces and rolling-mills, 
coal-miners, and wage-workers as a class are protected by this system 
‘rom any of the ills and oppressions which labor is heir to when placed 
in the power of those whose tender mercies are cruel ? 

This claim has been exploded at every step in the history of tariff 
protection and in every way known to human reason and human ex- 
pericuce. No tariff law ever contained one line or word protecting or 
«ven remotely and indirectly guarding employed labor in the mills, the 
iactories, and the mines from the avarice, the rapacity, the brutal in- 
difference to want and suffering on the part of employers in making 
contracts at starvation wages, in violating them whenever it is their 
interest to do so, in enforcing sudden and heavy reductions in their 
terms for labor employment by the presence of armed forces, and in 
ejecting families from their homes in mid-winter, because of their at- 
tempted non-compliance with the instincts and practices of Godless 
and Christless monopoly. 

You bestow uncounted millions on those who employ labor, and then 
depend upon their generous sense of justice to confer a fair portion of 
the naked gratuity they receive on men, women, and children whose 
wants compel them to work tor what they can get or die. As well 
might you depend on the forbearance of the tiger when he has tasted 
blood and knows there is more yet to be had from the veins of his help- 
less victim. 

Who can find out the heart of man or fathom its lust for wealth? 
Insatiate greed for rapid and colossal gain is the giant curse of the age 
in which we live, and I would no more trust eager wealth-gathering 
monopoly with unrestrained power over the wages of labor at this 
time, than I would have trusted Nero and Caligula with life and lib- 
erty had I been a citizen of Rome in the first century of the Christian 
era. Solomon has said: 

He that hasteth to be rich hath an evil eye, and considereth not that pov- 
erty shall come upon him, 

An eye with more of evil in it than was ever known to Solomon 
is the eye with which a manufacturing monopolist of the present day 
looks upon good, remunerative wages for working people. The evil 
eye is bright as it scans fat dividends, palatial residences, pleasure 
yachts, gold and silver plated banquets, and the blaze of diamonds, 
while it darkens at the demands of impoverished industry and looks 
with indifference on Lazarusas the dogs lick his sores at the rich man’s 

te. 

Protection tolabor! Sir, in all the essentials of secure homes, ample 
subsistence, moderate work, kind care in sickness and in old age, the 
slavery of the South before the war afforded far greater protection to 
the negro and his family than the McKinley bill will afford to the 
pale-faced toiling men and women of the United States when it becomes 
alaw. Who is required by tariff laws to care for the sick miner or 
factory hand? Who visits the inside of his poverty-pinched and often 
miserable home to nourish and comfort his scantily fed and scantily 
clothed wife and children ? 

When he is unable longer to work, or when his work is no longer 
needed, who is obligated by law or by christian usage to keep him 
and his from the poor-house or from being left todieof want? These 
are questions which the advocates of pale-faced bondage under a pro- 
tective tariff can never answer. A new word has been coined in our 

descriptive of a new in American history. Tramps 
were unknown in name as well as in nature until as late as 1873, 
when they were first spawned by tariff taxation and financial contrac- 


tion, as an idle, unemployed class, wandering from place to place in | ducing t 





Their number was once estimated by labor statisticians at not less 
than three million, and they are still to be found in every neighbor- 
hood, hamlet, and village in the whole land. I rejoice in the disap- 
pearance of African slavery from American soil, and so do Senators who 
sit around me; nor are we willing to see in its place and stead, either 
in the North or in the South, another and far more ruthless system of 
slave labor established for the race to which we ourselves belong. 

But looking still further into the general scope and avowed purposes ot 
this measure, amazement and indignation are excited to a high degree 
over the fact that it is here at all, and at the hardihood which inspires 
its presence, It is entitled ‘‘An act to reduce the revenue and equal- 
ize duties on imports, and for other purposes;’’ the only truth in the 
title being the admission that the act is for other purposes than those 
declared, With sugar nominally on the free-list, and an annual reve- 
nue of $55,000,000 from that source abolished, yet the other schedules 
contain increased duties on the necessaries of life to the amountof $65- 
000,000; while if the bounty of 2 cents a pound to be paid to sugar- 
growers in this country should result, as friends of the bounty system 
urge it will, in a domestic supply equal to the whole domestic de- 
mand, then, according to last year’s statistics, the American people will 
find themselves paying an annual sugar tax of $61,528,426 under the 
masquerading and fraudulent process of so-called free sugaf, in alliance 
with high protection and gross subsidy. 

Nothing is furtherfrom my purpose or from my nature than to give per- 
sonal offense to those with whom I servein this body, but in the face of an 
actual increase ot nearly $10,000,000, and a probable increase by bounty 
reaching over $60,000, 000 besides, in this bill, I feel myself bewildered, 
staggered, and unable to comprehend the effrontery, the gall, the 
malignity of its presence here and the support it is receiving. 

I appeal to the record when I say that if Moses or one of the prophets 
had risen from the dead twenty-seven years ago, when this Govern- 
ment was spending $3,000,000 a day for the support of armies and 
navies, or twenty-five years ago, when peace came, and had foretold 
that in 1890 tariff taxes on the necessities of life, levied alone for war 
purposes, would be still in existence at aggravated rates, and that a 
new proposition would then he pending for another gigantic increase, 
such a messenger, though known to be from another world, would have 
been stoned, thrown into old Capitol prison as disloyal, and denounced 
as a Southern sympathizer, opposed to the war. 

The statements made by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRrILL] 
during the war, then a member of the House, now chairman of the 
Finance Committee of the Senate, that each increase of duty ingrafted 
on the Morrill tariff as it then stood were only for the exigencies of 
war, and would be but temporary, are familiar to us all. In 1864 he 
concluded a strong appeal for a heavy advance of tariff rates by saying: 

This is intended as a war measure, a temporary measure, and we must give 
it our support as such, 

No tax, however, then fixed in that so-called temporary measure on 
any of the great staples of human necessity has ever been repealed or 
lowered. - 

Mr. MORRILL, 
rupt him ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 

Mr. MORRILL. I believe the Senator from Indiana has never voted 
against any pension bill, publicor private. Does he not recognize that 
there is a necessity now for raising more revenue than there would have 
been if soldiers had not been pensioned, and having imposed that bur: 
den on the Government some means ought to be provided to discharge it ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Whenever a man is hard pressed in debate on 
this floor I always observe that he injects some foreign substance that 
has not a thing todo with the question. Thatis all the answer I have 
to make. 

From the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] I will also quote certain 
familiar sentences which contain much truth, but which have astrange 
sound here and now, coming from a supporter of the McKinley bill. 
In discussing matters relating to the internal revenues, while a mem- 
ber of the House, the Senator from Iowa said: 


This large internal-revenue tax was made the excuse and the cause of the 
advance of the tariff of July 14, 1862, and June 30, 1864. I quoted the lan 
yesterday of the then chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means in 1868, 
Mr. Thaddeus Stevens, himself a protectionist, and certain)y in favor of the 
protection of the t interest of Pennsylvania, iron. He madea pledge upon 
this floor in 1852 that those additions of duties upon mannfactured articles im- 
ported in this country were mace necessary because of the internal-revenue 
taxes. Both he and Mr. Morrill, subsequently chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee, declared that the act of June 30, 1864, was a temporary measure, a 
war measure, and was not intended asa measure which should remain upon 
the statute-book as a protective tariff in the time of peace. 


Mr. ALLISON yielding the floor for a moment to Mr. Cox, that gen- 
| tleman said: 


I desire to say in addition towhat has been said by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLIson| that I was on the committee of conference upon the tariff of 1864. 
The reason why that conference report was made as it was the reason 
given by Mr. 

| raised, b 


Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to inter- 


Does the Senator from Indiana yield 


ORRILL and Mr. Fessenden, was that the internal tax had been 
that the moment that tax was reduced they would be in favor of re- 
custom duties. That was understood when the report was made 














1890, 








upon the tariff of 1864; it was one of the conditions leading the conference com- 
mittee to report that measure. 

Mr. ALLISON said further: 

It is admitted by all that the increase of the tariff wascommenced and earried 
on upoi the basis of the protective duties of the Morrill tariff of 1861; the increase 
of direct taxation, added to the price of domestic manufactures, rendered an in- 
creased tariff necessary in order to prevent our country being floodec! with 
cheaper foreign productions. Certainly, then, upon the decrease of internal 
taxation the tariff may be, and ought to be, decreased in proportion, the danger 
being no longer in existence which was sought to be averted by these increased 
ay may be asked how this reduction shall be made. I think it should be 
made upon all leading articles, or nearly all; and for that purpose, when I get 
the opportunity in the House, if no gentleman does it before me, I shall move 
that the pending bill be recommitted to the Ways and Means Committee w ith 
instructions to report a reduction upon existing rates of duty equivalent to 20 
per cent, upon the existing rates, or one-fifth reduction. Even this will not be 
a full equivalent for the removal of all internal taxes upon manufactures. It 
will not be difficult to make a reduction upon this basis. 

I make these citations with no mere desire to involve the Senator 
from Iowa in contradictory opinions held at different times, but for the 
purpose of showing how far a great party and its ablest leaders can be 
driven from their own avowed convictions by the coercive power of the 
plutocracy. The 20 per cent. or ene-fifth reduction, here advocated by 
the Senator from Iowa, was afterwards indorsed by the noted Tariff 
Commission and recommended to be carried out by law. Notasingle 
step, however, has ever been taken in that direction by the party in 
power. 

‘Taxes of one kind have been repealed by wholesale, because private 
greed and monopoly could not divert them into their pockets and away 
from the Treasury, while taxes of another kind have remained, and 
continued to increase from year to year, because monopoly is enabled 
by crooked legislation to obtain from them $4 for protection, while the 
Government receives $1 for revenue. Once there was a long list of 
specific taxes levied upon sources certain to pay, and to produce revenue. 

There is no such list now. Once the manufacturers themselves were 
assessed 5 per cent. on their products for the privilege of manufactar- 
ing and selling, but that tax was repealed twenty-one years ago, al- 
though the manufacturers still retain the increased duties which they 
demanded and received at the time as remuneration for that very as- 
sessment. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana yield ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. No, sir; I decline to yield. Itis not the kind of 
speech to be broken in upon, especially as I am nearly through. 

Mr. PIERCE. I beg pardon of the Senator. 

Mr. VOORHEES. There was once a time, during and since the war, 
when incomes from bank dividends, bank profits, railroad companies, 
and from the salaries of United States officers and employés were taxed; 
but all such burdens on those best able to meet them have long since 
been swept away, while taxes on trace-chains, tin buckets, flannel shirts, 
and the like have had amanifold growth. Theshining congregation of 
brokers once paid specific taxes to help the country along in its trouble— 
brokers in stock, produce, land-warrants, and in substitutes: pawn- 
brokers, commercial, custom-house, insurance, and cattle brokers. But 
not a feather’s weight rests on them now; while the farmer, like Issa- 
cher of old, couches down between twofold burdens, and becomes a 
servant unto tribute. 

Revenue for the Government no longer accrues, as it once did, from 
the receipts of express companies, steam-boats, ships, insurance com- 
panies, bridges, ferries, canals, lotteries, and lottery-ticket dealers, 
railroads, telegraph companies, theaters, operas, circuses, museums, 
billiard-rooms; nor from specific levies on plate of gold and silver, on 
gold watches, yachts kept for pleasure, patent-right dealers, jugglers, 
lawyers, gift enterprises, and real-estate agents. Aj] such persons, 
property, and pursuits have been rescued from the last vestige of war 
taxation, while according to the present rate of taxation on farms and 
in workshops the war is still raging and costing more than ever before. 


Two years ago, in the debates on the Mills bill, the leaders of the | 


party in power claimed credit for a reduction of war taxes to the amount 
of $350,000,000. I have here shown what kind of taxes have been re- 
pealed, what burdens have been thrown overboard, what classes have 
been favored with relief, while on the productions of the iron mills and 
steel works, and on all the fabrics of the looms and spindles, for which 
Jabor has to pay, there have been no remissions; but, on the contrary, 
huge and unsightly enlargements in tariff taxation. 

Who will dare stand before the country and say that the party so 
long in control of this Government has dealt fairly with the people 
on this subject or met their just expectations? In repealing taxes it 
has ignored the precincts of labor, passed by the farms, the workshops, 
and the homes of wage-workers, and like the priest and the Levite of 
old, has left those who have fallen among thieves to perish or to be 
cared for by others. 

There are other great issues before the public mind, bat none greater 
than the one now in hearing. The principle which taxes one class of 
people for the enrichment of another class leaves not a single element 
of free government unassailed. It involves the overthrow of free in- 
stitutions from turret to foundation, It is the mighty parasite of the 
age, fastened on the natural rights of man, and fatal to them all. 

The enslavement of labor Jays the corner-stone and completes the 
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| tee on the part of the Senate the Senator from Missouri [Mr. V: 





work of despotism. Where such a curse prevails, life loses its value 
and liherty its existence, while the pursuit of happiness becomes an 
The character and the amount of currency in cir- 
culation, and whether it shall be of gold, silver, or legal-tender paper, 
or of them all combined, are questions of great 
great as the question whether labor shall be fre 
enjoy what money it earns. 

To the slave it isof small concern whether money isscarce or plentiful, 
or whether it is at par with the gold standard. His ery is first for a 
fair chance to secure his share of what there is, and after that he can 
assist in making further improvements in his rights. Nor can election 
laws, either those in existence or to come, be more obnoxious or fatal 
to liberty than a system of taxation whereby the giant and satanic 
spirit of monopoly in wealth has seized upon the machinery of this 
Government and extorted miilions upon millions from enslaved labor, 
with which to pollute the ballot-box, debauch the elective franchise 
in the hands of people reduced to penury, control States by the use 
of ‘blocks of five,’’ and thus purchase the Presidency of the United 
States, as shamefully and almost as openly as the imperial purple of 
Rome was purchased in the most degraded days of the Roman Empire. 
Sir, the battle for liberty, justice, and equality will be fought out in 
every part of the field, but at no point is victory more essential than 
where floats the banner of tariff reform. 

PRINTING OF SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. Owing to the adjournment of the other House this 
morning it was impossible for that body to have the sundry civil ap 
propriation bill printed with the Senate amendments. I therefore move 
that the bill be printed by order of the Senate, with the amendments 
numbered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DEATH REPRESENTATIVE J. P. WALKER. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the resolutions from the House of Rep- 
resentatives communicating intelligence of the death of my colleague 
in the House be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
resolutions from the House of Representatives; which were read 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 21, 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound regret the announcement 
of the death of Hon. James P. Walker, late a Representative from the State of 
Missouri. 

Resolved by the House of Representat he Senate con That a select 
committee, consisting of seven members of the House and three members of 
the Senate, be appointed to take order for superintending the funeral, and that 
the necessary expenses attending the execution of this order be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be 
to take such stepsas may be nex 
visions of this resolution. 

Resolved, Thatthe Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions to the Senate 
and that, asa further mark of respect to the memory of the de« the House 
do now adjourn. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tions which I send to the desk. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret and profound sorrow 
the announcement of the death of Hon. James P. Walker, late a member of the 
House of Representatives from the State of Missouri. 

Res Phat the Senate concur in the resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives providing for the appointment of a committee to attend the funeral of the 
deceased, and that the committee on the part of the Senate, to consist of three 
Senators, be appointed by the Presiding Officer. 

R ved, That the Secretary « imunicate the forego t stot 


House of Representatives. 
The resolutions were considered by unanimous 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chai 


consent 


. and agreed to. 
r announces as the commit- 
EST ], 
the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. P! 
[Mr. BERRY]. 


MB], and the Senator from Ar! 


cansas 


Mr. COCKRELL. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration: 
Resolved, That as an additional mark of respec t men y of the deceased 


the Senate do now adjourn. 


y: and (at3o’clock and 53 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday. July 
, 1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


The resolution was agreed to unanimously; 
minutes p. m 


Se) 


HOUSE 


OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MonDAY, July 21, 1890. 


The Honse met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Rev. J. H. Curn- 
BERT, D. D., as follows: 

O God, our heavenly Father, Thou art the Father of Lights in whom 
is no variableness or shadow of turning. We thank Thee that in a 
world of darkness we may look up to the light of heaven and ina 


world of change to the unchangingand Unchangeable One. 
Thee for the Sabbath rest since }: in this House, its mean 
ing and memory for the past its hope and its promise for the 
time tocome. We pray that we may so order our lives as to enter at 
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last upon that home ‘‘ where the wicked cease from troubling and the 
weary be at rest.’’ 

Let Thy blessing, O Lord, be upon Thy servants before Thee, the 
Speaker, and the officersand members of this House. We humbly be- 
seech Thee to bless them and to make themablessing. Help them, in 
their personal livesand in their public lives and actions, to be Thy good 
and faithful servants. We would remember at this time the removal 
by death of one of their number, who so recently stood with them in 
his official relations here. The places that knew him will know him 
no more. The friends that greeted him will greet him no more. We 
humbly beseech Thee to remember in great mercy his afllicted family, 
and to regord in mercy all his associates and colleagues and help them; 
and help us also to. live so that when the time shall come for us to go 
we may be ready to give in our account with joy and not with shame, 
so that when it shall be evening-time it shall yet be light in our souls, 
and so that when all earthly voices are hushed forever we may hear 
the still small voice saying to us, ‘Well done, good and faithful serv- 
ant, enter thou into the joy of thy Lord.’’ 

And to Thy great name forever, Father, Son, and Spirit, be present 
and everlasting praises. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 





UNION PACIFIC LAND GRANTS, 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa privileged question. On Sat- 
urday last a resolution of inquiry was presented by the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] and referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, which we report back with an amendment and a favorable rec- 
ommendation. I ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested 
to inform the House of Representatives as soon as practicable by what author- 
ity and why he bas authorized and directed the issue of patents to the Union 
Pacitic Railroad Company for the lands granted tothe said company prior to 
the payment of the debt due the United States from said company, if he has 
authorized such action. 

The committee recommend the following amendment: 


Amend by adding: 

“And that he also report to the House the amount of land that has been pat- 
ented or certified to each of the land-grant corporations of the Union Pacific 
Raiiway system up to this date.” 


Mr. PAYSON. I move the adoption of the report as amended. 

- TheSPEAKER. Thequestionis upon theamendment reported by the 
committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The report as amended was then agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of 
the committee was adopted: and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to request unanimous consent 
that the vote on the “‘ original-package bill”’ be taken to-morrow, im- 
mediately after the reading the Journal, instead of to-day; and that 
the vote on the ‘‘ bankruptcy bill’’ be taken on Thursday, immedi- 
ately after the reading of the Journal, instead of on Wednesday ; in 
other words, that proceedings on each bill be postponed for one day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] 
asks unanimous consent that the vote upon the original-package bill be 
taken to-morrow instead of to-day, and on the bankruptcy bill onThurs- 
day instead of on Wednesday, and that all proceedings be postponed 
oneday. Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none. 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 

Mr. BREWER. Before the gentleman from Missouri proceeds, I 
ask that the Speaker name a member of the conference committee on 
the fortifications appropriation bill in place of Mr. Burrerwortu, 
who is absent and unable to attend to business. I ask that General 
CoGSWELL may be named as a member of the conference committee. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, Mr. BurrERWortTH will 
be excused and the Chair will name Mr. CoGswE 1. to take his place. 
[A pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 


DEATH OF HON, JAMES P. WALKER, OF MISSOURI. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, it has been but a little more than 
twelve months since, standing at this very desk, I announced the death 
of that eminent Missourian, Hon. James N. Burnes, 

To-day the melancholy duty devolves upon me of announcing to the 
House the death of yet another colleague. 

The grim summons came unheralded to my friend, Hon. James P. 
Walker, at his home in Dexter, Mo., on last Saturday afternoon at 2 
o’clock. His death resulted from congestion of the brain. 


Mr, Speaker, Missouri mourns his loss, for he was loyal to her in- 
terests, faithful in the public service, honorable and true in all the re- 
lations of private life. 

Sir, this is not the hour to pronounce a eulogy upon our distin- 
guished departed colleague, but at some appropriate time in the future 
the Missouri delegation will ask the House to lay aside its ordinary 
business that a fitting tribute may be paid to his memory. 
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Mr. Speaker, I ofter for present consideration the resolutions which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound regret the announcement 
aoe — a of Hon. James P. Walker, late a Representative from the State of 
Missouri. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That a select 
committee, consisting of seven members of the House and three members of 
the Senate, be appointed to take order for superintending the funeral, and that 
the necessary expenses attending the execution of this order be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and directed 
to take such steps as may be necessary for properly carrying into effect the pro- 
visions of this resolution. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions to the Senate ; 
and that, as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, the House 


do now adjourn. 

The question was taken upon the adoption of the resolutions, and 
they were unanimously agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. Pending the announcement of the result, the Chair 
desires to appoint the following members of the committee referred to 
in the resolution: Mr. DockERY, of Missouri; Mr. FRANK, of Mis- 
souri; Mr. Crisp, of Georgia; Mr. MorrILu, of Kansas; Mr. McMIL- 
LIN, of Tennessee; Mr. BAKER, of New York, and Mr. DAvipson, of 
Florida. 

The result of the vote was then announced; and accordingly (at 12 
o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

CLAIM OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI UNDER PUBLIC ACT NO. 72. 

A communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of the reportof the Third Auditor of the amount found due the 
State of Missouri, namely, $996.37, in pursuance of an act of Congress 
(public act No. 72) approved April 17, 1890—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 636) for the relief of L. A. 
Davis, accompanied by a report (No. 2776)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was re- 
ferred a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury (H. R. Ex. Doc. No. 
364), transmitting a communication from the Secretary of State, with 
its accompanying papers, in relation to certain expenses incurred by 
the late George Walker, consul-general at Paris, for storage of archives 
of the consulate-general, said expenses having been authorized by the 
Department of State but disallowed by the First Comptroller, reported 
in lieu thereof a“ bill (H. R. 11478) for the relief of the estate of the 
late George Walker; which was read twice, and, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 2777), referred to the Committee of the Whele House. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
duced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. WADDILL: A bill (H. R. 11467) to authorize the purchase 
of additional ground adjoining the national cemetery at the city of 
Richmond, in the county of Henrico, State of Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: A bill (H. R. 11468) authorizing the Secretary 
of Agriculture to establish uniform grades for grain—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BANKS: A bill (H. R. 11469) granting a pension to Charles 
lorbes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 11470) increasing the pension of 
William O. Murrell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11471) granting a pension to Mrs. Lou B. Tayler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11472) for the relief of Tyni B. Turpin—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 11473) for the relief of Aaron E. 
Welty, of Olney, ill.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 11474) — @ pension to Eliza A. 
Phelbrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCORD: A bill (H. R. 11475) to permit Maria Burt, of 
Tomahawk, to homestead or purchase certain lands belonging to the 
Government—te the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 11476) granting a pension | 
to Mary A. Enright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 11477) to remove the charge of 
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desertion from the military record of Ebbert Sutton—to the Committee h was read twice by its title, and,v { 0 
on Military Affairs. referred to the Committee on Indian 
|} Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 4 é ral 
PETITIONS, ETC. | representative ot the estate of William H. H. Bi 
; ; se | twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and. papers | Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 4237) to auth as sae 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: : | it tan Cente he comatrack & brides a a a ; 
By Mr. BANKS: Memorial of 25 citizens of Somerville, Mass., Dr0- | + near Brownsville, Tex.; which w 1 twice 
testing against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to trans- | Seuvedl 40 the Comemntites on Counmneres 
port petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. ; ante age eA BE ee 
Also, memorial of 21 citizens of Waltham, Mass., for the same relief— | _ PUI LIC BUILDING AT RACINE, WI a 
to the Committee on Commerce. | Mr. SPOONER. Some time since I 3 ade a motion, which wa 
By Mr. BREWER: Petition of Robison Bros., Lansing Lumber Com- | adopted by the Senate, asking the return by the House of Represent 
pany, and other Companies of Lansing, Mich., praying for the passage | @Ulves lor further consideration of the bill (S. 3796) to provide for th 


of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the.Committee on the Judiciary. | 

By Mr. COLEMAN: Petition of 48 masters, engineers, pilots, and | 
mates, asking for prompt attention to their claim for excess of fees paid 
by them for certificates of license—to the Committee on Claims. 

" Also, petition of over 100 prominent mercantile firms and business 
men of New Orleans, La., asking for the early passage of the Torrey 
bankrupt bill, now pending in Comgress—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, petition of 62 prominent law firms and lawyers of New Orleans, 
La., for passage of same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. COVERT: Petition of T.S. Townsend and others, citizens of 
Greenport, N. Y., in favor of the passage of House bill 5987-—to the | 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr: DINGLEY: Petition of citizens of Maine, for restriction of 
immicration—to the Select Committec on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

3y Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts: Memorial of John A, Obermeyer 
and others, citizens of Boston, protesting against legislation by Con- 
gress compelling railroads to transport petroleum barrels free—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of Cassander Hall, asking that his pen- 
sion be increased—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Petition of the merchants of St. Paul, Minn., 
favoring.the passage of the Taylor bankruptcy bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petition of Edgar Betts and 40 others, 
citizens of Geauga County, Ohio, for the passage of House bill 283—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of same persons, for passage of House bill 8648—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 
SENATE. 
TUESDAY, July 22, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Joseph Broders and 401 
other citizens of Alexandria County, Virginia, praying for the repeal 
of the act of retrocession of that portion of the District of Columbia 
to the State of Virginia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the C. Reiss Coal Company 


| does not require an amendment 


and others, of Sheboygan, Wis., praying Congress to take such action | 


as will secure to Sheboygan a reasonably deep harbor-channel; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Tax Reform Club of River Falls, 
Wis., remonstrating against the passage of the McKinley tariff bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. , 

Mr. DAYIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 4233) granting a pension to Jessie Frémont; and 

A bill (S. 3711) granting a pension to Ellen M. McClellan. 

Mr. SAWYER. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8532) granting a pension to Mary Webster, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 4198) granting an increase of pension to John E. Dog- 
gett, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred a petition 
of citizens of Rushville, Ind., praying that an act be passed to restore 
Eliza Wallace to the pension-rolls, reported a bill (S. 4254) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Eliza Wallace, and submitted a report thereon. 


| crease in the salaries of $2,500, 


purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
cine, in the State of Wisconsin. 


Ra- 
I find upon examination that the bill 
I therefore move that the Secretary 


return the bill to the House of Representatives 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BI . 
‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 


If there be none, that order is closed. 
Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 10726, the Indian appropriation bill. 
The PRESIDENT prot re. The Calendar under R 
ing in order, the Senator from’ Massachusetts moves that 
proce¢ d to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10726 


| TT 
ule VIII 1} 
e Senate 


making appro- 


priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Ds 
partment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 

Yr} motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of t] 





| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Che bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations, with 
amendments, 

Mr. DAWES. Iask that w the b | read the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Ap riatior 1y be considered as they 
are reached in the reading 

The PRESIDENT prot If there be no objection the formal 


reading of the bill will be dispensed with, and the amendments of the 
Committee on Appropriations will be acted upon as they are reached 
inthe textof the bill. TheChair hearsno objection. The Chief Clerk 
vill proceed with the reading of the bill, 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, in ippropriations for pa 
of Indian agents, on page 2, line 9, to increase the item for pay of In- 
dian agent ‘‘at Yakama agency”’ from $1.800 to $2,000. 

I umendment was agreed to 

he next amendment was, on page 2, line 11, to reduce the item fo 
pay of Indian agent ‘‘at the Col! e ag f $1,600 to 31,500. 

| amendment was agreed to 

rhe next amendment was, on page 3, line 14, to reduce the appro- 
pri mn for pay of Indian agent ‘‘at the Fort Belknap agency’’ from 
41,500 to $1,000, 

Mr. COCKRELL. My-attention was 1 t imendment 
mm page 2, line 9, increasing th he \ ia agency from 
$1.00 to $2,000 was reached, and in the next amendment at Colville 
agency the salary is reduced from $1,600 to $1,500. There is probably 
one other increase besides the one at the Yakama agency. I should 
like to know what is the necessity for the increase. 

Mr. DAWES. The other House made the following changes in the 


salaries of the agencies: At the Colville they added $100 
the Fort Belknapagency, $500; at the Standing Rock agency, $100; at 
the ~outhern Ute and Jicarilla agency, } t the Po 

Great Nemaha agency, $200; at the White Earth age 


created a new 


agency 
$200; ttawatomie and 
ney, and 
making an in- 
They reduced the Yakama agency 
200—irom $2,000 to $1,800; the Pueblo, $300; the Mesealero, $20¢ 


ugency, 


Hoopa Valley agency, at $1,200, 


and the Union agency, $200; making $900—a net increase in al 
$1,600, one of which is the creation of a new agency. 
Phere is no doubt, Mr. President, that the salaries of the Indian 
| agents need to be revised. Quite a number of them are very poorly 
paid in most important positions, while some of them are quite wel 
enough paid for the laborand responsibility which they have. But the 


| mittee therefore put back all of the 
pecting to get such informat 
| sult 


committee of the Senate had no i 
nation here made, 


iforma to the discrimi- 


1 in respect 
why in 


one case t House cut down and in one 
added, and therefore the committee were desirous of putting it in such 
a shape that the conference committee could get the advantage of all the 


erH 


information which governed the ot use in thisaction. The com- 
agencies to the existing law, « 
yn in conference as would govern the re 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 3, line 22, to reduce the 
item for pay of Indian agent at the Standing Rock agency from $1,800 
to $1,700. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
What was it before? 

Mr. DAWES. It was $1,700. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The committee put it back to where it was? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir; the committee put it back to where it was, 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on paze 4, line 15, to increase the appro- 
priation for pay of the Indian agent at the Paeblo agency from $1,500 
to $1,800, 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
Senate committee increased it to $1,800. 
$1,800? 

Mr. DAWES. That is what it was. All these amendments, with 
the exception of a single one, restore the salary to what it is in the ex- 
isting Jaw. In one single case is the salary raised, and there was in- 
formation upon that subject. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 18, vo increase theitem for 
pay of Indian agent ‘‘at the Mescalero agency ”’ from $1,600 to $1,800, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendnyent was, on page 4, line 21, to reduce the item for 
pay of Indian agent ‘‘at the Southern Ute and Jicarilla agency ’’ from 
$1,600 to $1,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 2, to reduce the item for 
pay of Indian agent ‘‘at the l’ottawatomie and Great Nemaha agency ”’ 
from $1,200 to $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 16, to increase the appro- 
priation for pay of Indian agent ‘‘ at the Union agency ”’ from $1,800 
to $2,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 18, to reduce the item for 
pay of Indian agent ‘‘at the White Earth agency’’ from $1,800 to 
$1,600, 7 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 21, to increase the appro- 
priation for pay of Indian agent “ at the Green Bay agency’ from $1,500 
to $2,000. 

The amendment was azreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 7, to increase the total 
amount of the appropriations for pay of Indian agents from $89,000 
to $39, 100, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 8, after the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ to insert the word ‘‘dollars;’’ so as to read: 


There the other House appropriated $1,800. 


There the other House put it at $1,500 and the 
Is that what it was before, 


For buildings and repair of buildings at agencies, and repairs of the same, 
$25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line 
19, on page 11. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts if that matter has ever been before the courts in any way to de- 
termine this amount, the clause on page 11 included between lines 10 
and 19, which reads: **This amount, to reimburse the Choctaw Orphan 
reservation fund,’’ etc, 1 find that there is no estimate made for that 
amount by the Department, and, as faras I can see, no recommendation. 
of an appropriation for it. 

Mr. DAWES. This was put in by the House of Representatives, and 
the discussion in the House is in the REcoRD on page 6681, in which 
they give the history of the case, and there is a portion of that fund 
Jeft, and this clause was supported by letters from the Interior Depart- 
ment, There has been no estimate for it, but it was supported in the 
other branch by letters from the Department saying that it was a just 
matter which should be paid. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If it was a just matter within the knowledge of 
the Department, why did not the Department make an estimate for it? 

Mr. DAWES. It is one of those claims against the Government that 
the Departments do not themselves gather up and estimate for, but 
waitand have their attention called to them, as all the Departments do. 
One would suppose that a Department transacted on business princi- 
ples would look at its debtor side just as it does its creditor side, and 
see that both were kept clean, and especially a business man who has 
abundant capital, so that he can keep both sides clear; but there are 
exceptions, as the Senator from Missouri well knows. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The one exception is the Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. DAWES. 
cation of it. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 20, on page 11. 


Yes, sir. I knew the Senator would see the appli- 


The 


next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Fulfilling treaty stipulations 
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with and support of Indian tribes,’’ in section 1, on page 13, after line 


14, to insert: 
CREEK NATION OF INDIANS, 


For payment to the Creek Nation of Indians in the Indian Territory, out of 
their funds in the Treasury of the United States, as provided in third article of 
treaty proclaimed August 11, 1866, between said Creek Nation and the United 
States to be paid to said Indians per capita, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior, as provided in said treaty, $00,000: Provided, That the Creek 
Indians, through the national council of said Creek Nation, shall receipt to the 
United States for the above sum in full for the $400,000 specified in the third 
article of the treaty of 1856, proclaimed August 11, 1866, 


Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that 

I should like very much to have an explanation of this amendment on 
age 13. 

. Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, this is taken from a bill reported to 

the House of Representatives, No. 1507, of the present Congress. The 

report is accompanied by a history of this claim. [can have it read 

or state it in brief. The Senator will find it in the report accompany- 

ing this bill, on page 5. : 

When we made our fast treaty with the Creeks, in 1866, we provided 
for a deposit in the Treasury of $400,000, upon which, while it re- 
mained there, we were to pay them 5 per cent. interest, and it was to 
remain there until certain lands in which they aud the United States 

| had a joint interest were sold. That was involved in the transaction 
of the last Congress by which we acquired from the Creeks a consider- 
able tract of land which is part of Oklahoma. The contingency upon 
which that fund was put into the Treasury having occurred, there was 
no reason or right for us to retain the $100,000 from the Creeks, and, 
asa matter of business, it was not worth while for us to retain ita 
moment longer than the Creeks desired it, and pay 5 per cent. interest 
to them on it. They are desirous of having it paid over to them, and 
there did not seem to the committee to be any reason in the world why 
it should be retained another hour in the Treasury. 

Mr. GORMAN. Just at this point, in addition to the statement of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, who has stated the case very fairly 
indeed, I ask to have inserted in the REcoxp, or to have read at this 
time, the letter of the Secretary of the Interior in regard to this claim. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would suggest to the Senator from Maryland, 
as this is a very large increase put upon this bill by the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate, and doubtless the Senate will be roundly 
abused for its extravagance and prodigality in some other locality in 
this country not a thousand miles distant from this Senate Chamber, 
that so much of the report of the Committee on Appropriations on pages 
5 and 6, beginning ‘‘ Money due the Creek Nation,’’ going down to the 
middle of page 7, may be read for the information of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The portion of the report referred 
to will be read, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


MONEY DUE THE CREEK NATION, 


{House Report No. 1507, Fifty-first Congress, first session. } 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred H. R. 3804, having 
had the same under consideration, beg leave to submit the following report: 
This bill seeks to appropriate $400,000 due the Creek Nation under the third 
article of the treaty of 1866, which provides that the sum of $400,000 shall be paid 
in money and divided percapita to said Creek Nation, unless otherwise directed 
by the President of the United States, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, as the same may accrue from the sale of public lands to other In- 
dians, 
This provision of the treaty of 1866 has never been carried out. The lands al- 
luded to in said treaty have all been sold, and inasmuch as this sum is bearing 
5 per cent. interest and of no advantage to the Government, and inasmuch as 
the Indians through their national council request its payment, your committee 
are of the opinion that said sam should be paid as stipulated in the third article 
of said treaty of 1866. Said nation now has a trust fund in the Treasury of the 
United States amounting to the sum of $3,399,368, all of which is beari@g interest 
yielding an annual income of $169,968.40. Should the amount provided in this 
bill be paid over to them, there will still be an annual income arising ae 
eir 


remainder of their trust fund of $149,968.40, which will be ample to sup 
States of 


national government schools, etc., and will be a saving to the Uni 
$20,000 or 

The Interior Department, including the Indian Office, recommend the passage 
of the bill with an amendment, in which your committee concur, The reports 
of the Indian Office and Secretary of the Interior are hereto ed as a part 
hereof; and as amended your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, March 19, 1890, 


Str: | have the honor to acknow the counts of your communication of 
25th February last, inclosing copy of House bill F a $100,000 to 
the Creek Nation of Indians, as per third article of treaty of 1866." 

In response thereto I transmit herewith copies of communications of 4th and 
— —~ we from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to whom the matter was 
referred. 

The correspondence shows that the vision of Article 3, ‘* that $400,000 shall 
be paid in money and divided per capita to said Creek Nation, unless otherwise 
directed by the ident of the United under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, as the same may accrue m the sale of land to other In- 
dians,"’ has not been carried out, but that the Indians have received the inter- 
est thereon at 5 per cent. per annum. 

_ Commissioner recommends that the bill be amended by the following 
proviso: 

“ That the Creek Indians shall receipt to the United States for the above sum 
in full for the $400,000 named in the third article of the treaty between the United 
States and the Creek Nation, proclaimed August 11, 1866.” 


Very respectfully, 
‘ JNO. W. NOBLE, Secretary. 
CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives. 











1890. 








DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., March 4, 1890. 

Sin: I have the honor to be in receipt, by your reference of the 25th ultimo 
for report, cf a communication from Hon. B. W. Perkwns, chairman. House 
Committee on Indian Affairs, dated the 25th ultimo, inclosing House bill 3804, 
entitled “A bill to appropriate $400,000 to the Creek Nation of Indians, as per 
third article of treaty of 1866,” with the request for any suggestion or recom- 
mendation therewith that the Department can make, : 

The bill enacts that“ the sum of £100,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
appropriated, to pay the Creek Nation of Indians in the Indian Territory, as 
provided in third article of treaty proclaimed August LI, 1566, between said 
Creek Nation and the United States, said sum to be paid to said Indians per 
capita, under the direction of the Secretery of the Interior, as prov ided in said 
treaty.” ’ ; ; 

In reply I have the honor to state that,on the 10th day of July last, a Creek 
delegation, consisting of L. C. Perryman, principal chief, N. B. Moore, treasurer, 
Ward Coachman, president House of Kings, and Roley Mcintosh, speaker 
House of Warriors, addressed a communication to this office inclosing an act of 
a called session of the national council of the Creek Nation, approved June 22, 
1889, by which act the Creek Nation appropriated the sum of $400,000 to make 


a per capita payment to the Creek people out of moneys secured to the nation | 


by their treaty of 1866, for the purpose of relieving their pressing necessities 
and to afford means for the improvement of their houses and farms 

In the above letter of the delegation a request was made to be informed 
whether, under the third article of their treaty of 1866 (14 Statutes, 787), a part 
of the consideration to be paid for the cession of their lands is at present avail- 
able, and, if so, whether the consent of the Department could be obtained for 
the payment per capita to the Creek people of the sum named. 

On tie 19th day of July the papers referred to were submitted to the Depart- 
ment with an opinion that “inasmuch as the $400,000 have never been di- 
rectly appropriated by Congress and are not carried on the books of the Treas- 
ury and this Department, and, further, thatthe United States have never received 
any revenue from the sales of Creek lands to other Indians, the said amount 
ean not be paid without an appropriation by Congress.” 

On the 24th day of July the Department replied to this report, concurring in 
the above opinion, and directed that the matter should be presented to Congress 
at its next session. 
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is adopted, when measures of great importance and great excitement in 
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| one branch or the other will ride on an appropriation bill through to 
an enactment that never could reach that point otherwise 

rhe Senator is impressed, but no more than other members of the 
committee, with that necessity. I submit to him that he will see that 
there is no distinction between thisamendment and ot} ‘ in the 
bill for fulfilling treaty obligations with the Indians. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I hope there will r« 
jection to the adoption of this amendment. In addition to the reason 
just presented by the Senator from Massachusetts, that itis carrying out 
atreatystipulation which has existed for years and which has been ovet 
looked and neglected by the Governmentot the United States, the present 


1 


condition of the Creek Indians, as I understand, is such as to render 


it 
imperatively necessary that they shall have this money. Itistheir own 
money. It has been in the Treasury for vears, The Government 
| paying 5 percent. interest on it, a higher rate of interest than it is pay 
ing on almost any other class of debts. These Indians need the mon 
The Government is under obligations by treaty stipulations entered 
into years ago to pay them this $400,000 to be distributed px ipita 
amongst their people. 
There is an agent here, and the treasurer of the nation is here and 
he has told me personally the cond the treasury of the tribe is 


itinn 
Mion 
) 


in now and the great necessitv for the appropriation to them of this 


sum of money. It is not an appropriation in any proper,sens: It is 
the paying of a debt that the Government owes and upon which it 
| now paying a high rate of interest. It seems to me it is to the inter- 
est of the Government to pay this debt off at the earliest possible m 


Under the third article of the treaty above referred to the | 


United States agreed that the sum of $400,000 should be paid in money and di- | 


vided per capita to the Creek Nation, unless otherwise directed by the President 
of the United States, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, as the 
same may accrue from the sale of lands to other Indians. This provision of the 
treaty has never been carried out. 

Under this article the Creeks are receiving by annual appropriation 5 per cent 
interest on the sum of $675,168. The Creeks desire that $100,000 of this sum shall 
be appropriated, 

The Creek Nation now has a principal amounting to & 8, yielding an 
annual income of $169,968.40. If this appropriation shall be made by Congress, 
which is recommended by this office, the income of the nation will be reduced 
to $149,968,40—a reduction of $20,000—which sum will be ample for the support 
of its government, schools, and other institutions, and will be a saving to the 
United States in the sum of $20,000 annually. 

I return herewith the letter of the chairman and inclosure. 

Very respectfully, 


> 
>, 


399,36 


T. J. MORGAN, Co 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, March 10, 1890 
Referring to office report dated the 4th instant, on House bill 384, en- 
titled ‘‘A bill to appropriate $400,000 to the Creek Nation of Indians, as per third 
article of treaty of 1866,’’ I have the honor to supplement said report with ihe 
recommendation thatsaid bill be amended by the addition of the following pro 
viso, namely: 

‘Provided, That the Creek Indians shall receipt to the United States for the 
above sum in full for the $400,000 named in the third article of the treaty be- 
tween the United States and the Creek Nation, proclaimed August 11, 1866.” 

Very respectfully, 


Sir: 


T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to inquire of the Senater from Mas- 
sachusetis, as it is stated in the report that there is a bill pending to 
make provision for the payment of this $400,000, why not let that bill 
go through as a separate measure, and not encumber the appropriation 
bill with this amount at this time? That bill, as I understand, has 
passed the other House and is pending here. 

Mr. DAWES. There is a bill pending. There are two or three of 
these matters due under treaty obligation with the United States that 
have been put into this bill, which are still pending, not to the Creeks 
but to other tribes. It was the wish of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to keep the bill clear from private elaims as far as possible, but 
obligations under treaty are, in the opinion of the committee, an ex- 
ception, and the proper place for the payment of money with which 
we are obliged to fulfill treaty stipulations is in the Indian appropria- 
tion bill after all; and though the Senator from Maryland knows full 
well how every member of the Committee on Appropriations is dis- 
tressed at the pressure we have for all manner of private claims upon 
an appropriation bill, this bill isremarkably clear from them. But this 
bill has exceptions and, I think, an exception that can be justitied, of 
whatever obligation is due under treaty stipulation should be fulfilled 
in this bill. 

The bill time out of mind has had such a heading as this on page 8, 
‘fulfilling treaty stipulations with and support of Indian tribes.” 
Under the first clause of this head all such claims, and this claim par- 
ticularly, are in the strictest sense the fulfilling of a treaty obligation. 

I should like to see the day when every appropriation bill should be 
stripped of everything in the world except appropriations to carry on 
the Government as fixed and prescribed by law. I think every appro- 
priation bill ought to be confined to carrying on the Government ac- 
cording to existing law, and whatever changes in the law the wisdom 
of Congress shall deem proper should be in measures separate and dis- 
tinct from appropriation bills. The time will come, unless such a policy 


ment and stop this high rate of interest-as soon as it can be stopped 


| believe it is wise that the Creek Nation should have this money 
and that they are going to use it for a wise and bumaue purpose, and 
I hope therefore no Senator will oppose the adoption of the amend 


ment. I think it is wise and proper in every respect and there can | 


no legitimate objection to it. 


Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Arkansas is familiar with this 
| matter,and I see the provision of the treaty was that this $100,000 
was to be paid in money per capita to the Indians by the Secretary of 


| the money appropriated, because they were in a prosperous condit 


sale of these lands, unless it should be other 


the Interior upon the 


wise directed by the President of the United States. I should like to 
know the reason why that stipulation has not been carried out, whether 
because of an order of the President, or tailure on the part of Cong 
to make the appropriation, or what it was, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I can not answer that positively, but my 
impression is that there has been no order made in the premises. My 
understanding is that for some years the Creeks have not asked to have 


I ion 
and did notneed the money. The treasurer of the nation has stated to 
me this summer that the Creek people are in an unusually strait 
ened condition. That does not apply to Indians alone, but there ar 
a great many other people in the United States who are very much de 
pressed and in straitened circumstances. I presume those people are 
suffering, as agricultural communities are suffering in all parts of 


the country. ‘They are in absolute need of the money and the Go\ 





ernment is paying a high rate of interest upon it. There can be no 
reason why the Government should not pay it. There might be some 
question as to whether it was wise to allow the Indians to take this 


money; but there can be no doubt now in regard to the wisdom of that 


| course and that it is wise on the part of the Indians to have the money 


paid and wise on the part of the Government to pay it. 

Mr.GORMAN. Why? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Because you are paying a higher rate of 
interest for this money than for other money you use. You have mill- 
ions of do}lars in the United States Treasury that should be devoted to 
the payment of the public debt, and whenever it is possible for the 
Government to pay any part of its debt it ought to pay that part of the 
debt drawing the highest rate of interest. Now, how much of the debit 
outstanding against the United States is there upon which is paid as 
high a rate of interest as 5 per cent.? Certainly a very small amount. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is none except trust funds, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is none, as the Senator from Mis- 
souri says, except these trust funds. While we are paying a much 
smaller rate of interest on our debts, while the Government has an 
opportunity to pay an existing debt which bears a high rate of inter- 


| est, it is certainly the part of wisdom to pay it off as rapidly as poss 


ble. I should be opposed to paying this unless the Creek Indians were 
willing to receive it. I would not be willing to pay this fund to the 
Indians unless | believed from my knowledge of the « 
the statements of intelligent men who are her 
that they need the money and that it 
put it in their treasury, but that it si 
lation provided it should be 
their people. 

Mr. GORMAN. How many are there? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I do not remember the number. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think about 16,000 

Mr. MORGAN. About ten or twelve thousand, 
recollection. 


rcumstances and 
and who represent them 
would be a waste of the fund to 
maid be used as the treaty stipnu- 


listributed per capita amongst 


j } 


used. to bes 


according to my 
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Mr. DAWES. About ten thousand. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Creek Nation is a very enlight- 
ened body of people for Indians and considering the rapid advance that 
they have made from a state of barbarism in the last thirty years. 
‘They have their organized government, a written constitution; they 
have a supreme court as well as inferior courts; they have a most ex- 
cellent educational system and all of the appliances of civil govern- 
ment framed upon the organizations of the States. Amongst that num- 
ber are some very excellent lawyers, men who would be a credit to the 
bar of the Supreme Court of the United States, and who would be a 
credit to any State in this Union, I expect, if they had seats on the 
floor of the Senate. They understand how to manage their affairs about 
as well as any State in the Union. They know the necessities of their 
people, and they are a very wise and economical people. They have 
had a country to subdue out there, and that has not been a very easy 
task. They have had all those institutions to build up which are the 
attendants upon an advanced state of civilization, including school- 
honses and seminaries and public hospitals of different kinds, roads, 
bridges, and the like. Indeed, the taxes upon them, the drafts upon 
their resources, have been very great and very rapid. 

I wonder that they have not pressed this matter through before now. 
But they have resisted the pressure of their necessities and have come 
here, as we are informed, at the latest hour to which this matter could 
be postponed, for the distribution of this $400,000 amongst their peo- 
ple, largely to enable them to pay taxes that they have to pay to sup- 
port their government. 

I believe this is a part of the Oklahoma purchase. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. This is the first installmeut that was due after what 
was paid on the Oklahoma purchase, which we completed during the 
last year, and paid for that portion that we last bought a large propor- 
tion in money. 

I will remark here that the Creek Nation has found it necessary to 
put out scrip or bonds bearing a pretty severe rate of interest, and 
which were sold necessarily at very considerable discounts, in order to 
mect their public engagements, and I understand that a large part of 
all of that last installment which we paid upon Oklahoma in cash was 
applied to the extinguishment of this national debt. Now they want 
the other $400,000, which has been due them since 1866, and upon 
which we have been paying 5 per cent. interest per annum. 

The agreement of that treaty was that they should be paid it in 
money and that it should go per capita to their people. A wild In- 
dian is not apt to understand the distinction thatis properly taken in 
political economy between paying him $5 or paying $5 into the treas- 
ury of his tribe to be applied to general purposes. 

When he knows that there is a sum of money due him from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States individually, that that is the contract, 
he is very apt to be discontented until that money is paid, more so per- 
haps than the white people, but not very much more so, for I find that on 
the pension-roll, for instance, where a man gets only $3 pension a 
month, he is very apt tobe on hand with a view to assert his rightsto it; 
and so we are not any more forbearing in our demand upon our debtors 
than the Indians are. After reciting the consideration of this money 
that we are going to pay them, the treaty proceeds in article 3 to say: 


One hundred thousand dollars shall be paid in money and divided to soldiers 
that enlisted in the Federal Army and the Joyal refugee Indians and freedmen 
who were driven from their homes by the rebel forces, to reimburse them in 
proportion to their respective losses. 


That has all been paid, I understand. 

Four hundred thousand dollars ne poll Se, in money and divided per capita to 
said Creek Nation, unless otherwise d by the President of the United 
States, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, as the same may ac- 
erue from the sale of land to other Indians. 

Now we have intercepted the sale of that land to other Indians by 
buying it ourselves. That feature of the treaty of 1866 is obliterated. 

The original intent of the purchase of lands in Oklahoma that be- 
longed to the Creek tribe, as indicated by this treaty, was the same 
that we were buying lands for from other Indians, the Cherokees and 
sthers. The original purpose was that friendly Indians might be lo- 
eated upon them, and that the Government of the United States would 
sell the lands to the friendly Indians, probably in exchange for their 
reservations elsewhere, or in whatever way we choose to pay them we 
could sell the lands to them and pay the Creeks. 

The matter went along and friendly Indians did not go there. We 
took no pains to settle friendly Indians upon that portion of the coun- 
try. After awhile the boomers surrounded it, and we had to break 
down the barriers and let them go into the Oklahoma country. I felt 
very kindly towards the Creeks when they, seeing the difliculties with 
which we were surrounded as well as themselves, gave way and consented 
that they would change by anew contract the substance of their treaty 
of 1866 and would allow the Oklahoma land to be purchased by the 
United States, and instead of settling other friendly Indians upon it, 
a matter in which I suppose they had a very natural concern, we set- 
tled white people, more or less unfriendly to the Indians, upon that 
same land. 

Thereupon we made it impossible, of course, to sell these lands to 
friendly Indians,and in that way to realize the money that was to be paid, 
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the $400,000 which the treaty seemed to contemplate was to be ptid, 
and the proceeds of the sale of lands to friendly Indians that should 
fall into the Treasury. 

Now, having made that impossible, the next question which arises 
is whether the President of the United States has given any instruction 
to the Interior Department that this money shall be paid to the Creek 
tribe of Indians per capita. Nosuch instruction has been given. That 
disposes of the whole question of our duty to pay it, it seems to me, 
conclusively. 

Then the question arises as to whether the Committee on Appropri- 
ations is the proper committee to consider a matter of this kind. This 
is not a claim against the Government, It is much more in the nature 
of a deficiency than it is in the natureofaclaim. A claim against the 
Government of the United States is something that has not been liqui- 
dated, something that the proper tribunal or committee here have not 
passed upon in detail so as to ascertain the sum due. But the treaty 
ascertains specifical)y the amount due, and that it is then payable, and 
we have been paying interest upon it at 5 percent. during all this period 
of time, I understand, Theamount is, therefore, ascertained, the treaty 
is a law, and the appropriation is merely to pay a sum of money ascer- 
tained by law to be due to these people, and to take the matter up and 
make the ‘payment mandatory or compulsory instead of leaving it to 
be dealt with by the President or the Secretary of the Interior. 

Of course the President would not direct, he could not probably 
direct, the payment of this money unless an appropriation had been 
made, Now we propose to make the appropriation, and when that is 
made it ends the whole matter. The Committee on Appropriations 
was the proper committee to consider it, and the only one that really 
could, because it is a matter of appropriation. 

I hope that there will be no difficulty about turning this money 
over to these people, who need it. They need it per capita to meet 
their taxes and a great many other things they have to meet that we 
are not aware of, 

I take the liberty of remarking as I go along that the Indians of the 
five civilized tribes are being very seriously and very unjustly imposed 
upon by the people who flock in there from our different States, and 
the Government of the United States I will not say is not doing its 
duty in trying to prevent these impositions, but I will say that the 
Government is powerless to prevent them. I was talking no later 
than last evening with the present Indian agent, a very enlightened 
man, who has charge of what is called the Union agency, an agency 
that has jurisdiction over all the five civilized tribes. He said to me 
that if the Army of the United States of 25,000 men were strung around 
the borders of the five civilized tribes they would be unable to prevent 
the trespasses that are occuring there daily and hourly. 

So J trust, Mr. President, that at every chance we get here we shall 
show a very liberal spirit towards those people, and at least a justone, 
and that we shall meet their reasonable demands. This certainly is a 
or resting upon contract, and in every respect reasonable and 


7 he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on A: ions was, on page 15, line 11, to reduce the 
total amount of the appropriations for the ‘‘ Crows,’’ from $92,500 to 
$91,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘Miamis of 
Kansas,’’ on page 18, after line 20, to insert: 

eee See to the Miamis of Kansas cay 
That pay ited Blates, per capita 


all the moneys now for them by the United 
to Thomas F. Richardville the sum of $2,000, balan: 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no objection, Mr. President, to the 
amendment of the committee which has just been read, but I desire to 
call the attention of the Senate to what occurs to me as a questionable 
if not a vicious practice, and it is covered by the very amendment now 
under consideration. Here it is proposed to pay to these Miamis of 
Kansas all the moneys now held for them by the Government, but a 
proviso is inserted that before that shall be done Thomas F. Richard- 
ville, who seems to have appeared here as their agent or representative, 
shall be allowed to collect such fees as he has charged for the services 
that he is presumed to have rendered. Now, if these people are capa- 
ble of receiving the moneys that are due to them, it seems to me that 
they should be allowed tosettle according toagreementand contract and 
ray those whom they have employed to t their interests here. 

I simply desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
this amendment either follows a bad precedent already established or 
it establishes a precedent that I do not think a safe one, w 
Congress undertakes, in treating with a tribe of people and paying over 
the moneys found to be due to them, to refuse to allow them to re- 
ceive a penny until the agent or, more correctly described, the lobby- 
ist who comes here, more than half the time a self-constituted agent, 
to bother and bedevil Senators and Members of the House, shall be 
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allowed to extort what he pleases as a condition precedent to the pay- 
ment of the money that is due to that tribe. I do not think itisa 
proper thing for us todo to undertake to settle the claims of these 
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they all joined in saying that their old iould have $2,000 of it 
Phat is the history of the matter 
Now I agree to every word the Senator from Kentucky says about 








agents or lobbyists by Congressional enactment and make it a condi- | this evil. If the Senator w ill go to work to « in the right way 
tion precedent to the payment of the money found to be due to this | I shall be glad. He may change the phraseology of this amendment 
tribe. just as he pleases. I have no interest to have it s n t WAY 

I ask the Senator from Massachusetts, who is in charge of the bill, if | or that shall be either $1,000 $2,000. Iwasa i il is 
it wonld not be well toamend the amendment propesed by the com- | pré ssed with the old man. He is feeble and he is t ast all ¢ 
mittee by leaving it to the discretion of the Secretary of the laterior, | chiefs. His tribe have become citizens of the | d Stat and h 
if indeed Congress is to undertake to collect charges made by such per- | is an ex-chief, like the ex-chiefs of the United Sta h no place 
sons. I would not agree that he himself should incorporate into an assigned him, and h 2 wants this little recognition 
appropriation bill a proviso that so much money, whatever sum he | Mr. BLACKBt RN. Mr. President lave nO pK al fe x about 
may demand, shall be paid before treaty stipulations shall be carried | this cl lim or this fee. I have never seen t x-chief; L |} ) per 
out or the obligations of the Government towards this tribe shall be sonal information as to the value of the alle 1 to have been 
discharged. 1 would sooner strike the whole amendment out. | Ten lered; but I do know tl! 1 many insta hese agents, self-con- 

Mr. DAWES. I apprehend that if we modify the amendment as is | stituted agents of the different tribes of Indians, come here and 
suggested like some others those interested would take interest in it | lect large sums of money under the provisions incorporated in ese 
no more. The Senator, however, alludes to an evil which has grown | ap] ropriation bills and do not settle fairly with those who w en 
up and is increasing every day. The Government holds a great many } gaged with them in the prosecution of ( 
trust funds belonging to Indians. ‘The Government owes the Indians | Iam indebted to the Senator from M a eferred 
on unliquidated sums a great amount of money which in any forum | to the Choctaw case. There was a manemployed w vas no lawyer; 
where law and equity governed it could not resist fora moment. The lam not advised that he « | , id a law book since 
Government has stood back and held back and omitted and neglected | he was born. He was a professional, self-a ed lobbvist about th 
and refused to recognize and pay these claims as long as it could, and halls of Congress. I! with the ¢ uws, and he em- 
they have been, in small sums and in large sums, if I may use the | ployed some of the mos id ru ibe the 
phrase, wrenched out of the Government by importunity and persis- | bar of this city. They 4 m through the courts to a 
tency and by those processes to which the Senator has alluded by men | final decision by the Su of the United Stats Chey re 
who come here because the Indians to whom they are duecan getthem | covered his judgment { lin pocketed a large sum of 1 
in no other way. The day of final judgment would come before the running into the millions, and left the country and divided w ) 
Government of the United States would take notice of itself oi sé body, and paid no attorney. Tha per xd by ¢ on < 
obligations | Congress, 

In the Revised Statutes it is enacted that men who come hereasthe Mr. DAWES. The friends of the Choctaws felt less grieved wl 


agents of Indians for these purposes may enter into contracts with the | 
Indians for a certain percentage or a certain sum out of the money 

claimed, which contract, before it is valid, must be approved by the Sec- | 
retary of the Interior, and then it is recognized, as of course the Sena- | 
tor remembers cases. Take the Choctaw claim, which was for thirty | 
years here a constant yearly petitioner for the payment by the United 
States of an award, not only an award, but an award rendered by the 
Senate of the United States as a board of reference. For more than 
thirty years the Choctaws were here trying to get that award paid, and 
they made contract after contract with men to promote their claim. 
One man they promised 20 per cent. of it, and he worked at it for sev- 
eral years, and got discouraged and gaveit up. Then they made an- 
other on top of that for 20 per cent. more, and then athird. By and 
by some attorneys here, new parties, were employed to put that case 
before the Supreme Court through the Court of Claims, and the Supreme 
Court rendered a judgment against the United States for $2,700,000. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Would it interrupt the Senator to allow me 
to suggest right there that that same agent, on whose petition that | 
judgment was rendered by the Supreme Court, pocketed the money 
and left this country, and swindled everybody who was connected 
with it? 

Mr. DAWES. I wish the Senator would not take my speech out of 
my mouth. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. DAWES. When that judgment was rendered there turned up 
all these claim agents, four or five claiming 20 per cent. of the whole; 
in the end the man who employed these highly respectable attorneys 
here to appear in the Supreme Court—that man, with some $700,000 
of the money realized, disappeared and dwells now, I am told, on the 
bordeg line between this country and the Dominion. That is one of 
the evils, and it grows out of the fault of the United States. 

These poor Indians without some such agency as that would be help- 
less; as one of their chiefs said to me, they would be “‘ stripped as naked 
as a bird.’’ The only way they can getit is so. It is an evil, tor- 
menting committees of the House and the Senate, and it ought to be 
remedied in some way; but the alternative is that the Indians would 
get nothing; and so it has been tolerated. 

Now, take this case, where it is proposed to pay an old chief $2,000 
out of this appropriation. His tribe petitions that he may be allowed 
$2,000 of this money. “ The Secretary of the Interior recommended 
that it should be only $1,000. Thetribe think he ought to have $2,000, 
not for his service here alone, but, as is recited in the amendment, for | 
what is due him from his tribe. He is an old man who has pursued 
this claim for a long time, and this sum of money is the last that the 
tribe have in the Treasury, 

The hesitancy of the committee whether they would allow this arose 
from another feature of the case. This was embraced in a bill which 
provided for the final allotment of a remnant of their land; and it was 
thought by the Committee on Indian Affairs that the payment of this 
last money they had in the Treasury should go along with the final al- 
lotment of their land, so as to help them along in taking care of it; 
but the friends of this very man and those Indians, who found that 
they were not going to get the allotment bill through, said that it was 
best for the Indians at any rate that they should have this mouey, and 
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the whole of it by virtue of five t 
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| that money passed into the pocket o 
| avoided the process of the court 








took off that money because it was a contest between him and all the 


ontracts | 4p pe 1 one on t other, and who claimed 
betwen him and them. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Wil 
me to interrupt him one moment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The statement made by t! 
Kentucky was that this is the fault of Congress. iake a 
correction right there. The money of which he is speaking now was 
paid, every dollar of it, to the Choctaw Nation. They paid the money 
to their agent ; it was not paid by Congress. It was not like this case. 
Here is a proposition, as I understand it, for Congress totake the money 
out of the fund belonging to the Miamis and pay it to th 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This is a worse case than that. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Isay so 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In the Choctaw case there could in my 
pinion be no objection to the course Congress took. The money was 
directly and faithfully, every dollar of it, paid to the Choctaw Nation 

Mr. ALLISON. It was directed that it should be paid to them in 
the appropriation. The appropriation itself so directed 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It so directed 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It was not paid, because suit was promptly 
instituted and payment was enjoined, and the suit was prosecuted 


@ Senator [rom 


I propose to 





ir agent 


iT 


| through the courts to the Supreme Court of the United States 


Mr. ALLISON. I know thatin the final appropriation, made upon 
the judgment of the Supreme Court of the United States, as I remem- 
ber, it was provided that the money, and all of it, should be paid into 
the treasury of the Choctaw Nation. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That is the fact. 

Mr. DAWES. Save and except $700,000 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. No, sir; there was not an exception of a 
dollar. Every dollar of it was paid to the Choctaw Nation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Every dollar paid went to the Choctaw Nation 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It was provided that the money might 
remain in the Treasury of the United States, subject to the order of the 
Chuctaw authorities, and it was to be paid out upon their requisition, 
made by their authorities, and it was so paid. The money was so paid 
which went to that agent. There can be no responsibility attached 
to Congress in that transaction. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, The recollection of the Senator from 
and my own is not alike in this matter. But, hows 
whether he be right or whether I be right, the 
may not be disputed that seven 


Arkansas 
ver that may 

idmitted and 
1 odd thousand « 


pe, 
hundred an ‘ lollars of 
f a thief, who left this country, 
and failed to discharge the obliga- 
tions he had assumed. 


Mr. President. what I want to call attention to right here is whethe: 





it is a proper thing for Congr to deal with a tribe of Indians as 
thongh they were responsible and capable of conducting their own | 

ness affairs, for we certainly assume that they are when we pay them large 
sums of money, as is provided inthis amendment. Shall we deal with 


them as responsible agents, paying them the money that is due, the 
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last dollar that the Government holds to their credit, taking their re- 
ceipt, and then say they are not responsible and not to be trusted to 
adjust their own accounts and settle their own indebtedness, if indeed 
they be indebted to some man who claims to have rendered service for 
them ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 
him a moment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The objection I have to the amendment 
which is under discussion now, and to which the Senator from Kentucky 
has called the attention of the Senate, is that Congress is undertaking 
to pay a debt due from the Miami Indians, as it assumes, to one of the 
members of thattribe. I believe that that is viciousand wrong. I be- 
lieve that this money ought to be paid’ to the Miami Indians, and if 
they owe any debts they ought to be alluwed to pay their own debts. 
Congress onght not to undertake to collect the debts of other people. 
I undertake to say positively that in the case of the Choctaw Nation 
every dollar of the money that was appropriated by Congress was abso- 
lutely to the Choctaw Nation and under their control. It was paid to 
them and Congress is not responsible for the distribution of the money 
by them. 

Mr. } LACKBURN. I want to say one thing more, and I have 
done with this matter, and it is this: There is controversy as to the 
amount of money that is due to this ex-chief, even if there be any due 
him. He claims $2,000, and this appropriation bill proposes arbitra- 
rily to fix the sum at $2,000. The Secretary of the Interior says that 
it is twice too much. The Secretary of the Interior has stated to the 
Committee on Appropriations that $1,000 is amply sufficient and is 
the amount that ought to be given to this ex-chief. All that I was 
trying to do was to keep the Senate from agreeing to determine these 
matters and to-adjust this indebtedness at all. Butif the Senate is 
determined to do that or to recognize the claim such as is presented 
here, why not leave it to the discretion of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior? He says that this man is charging twice as much as those peo- 
ple owe him. 

Before the bill was ever draughted or any agreement or any prospect 
of ils payment was secured we can readily understand how he could 
get a tribe to sign a petition asking that he be allowed $2,000, or $10,- 
000, or whatever sum he pleased. But that petition should go for 
naught here, especially in the face of the report made by the head of 
that Department, a Cabinet officer, who says that this sum is extor- 
tionate and double the amount that ought to be paid to him. 

I suggest that the Senate ought to do one of two things, either to 
strike out this $2,000 item from the amendment altogether or remit 
the whole question to the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 
1 move to strike out that part of the amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. For the purpose of keeping the matter of 
history straight, although the Choctaw item has nothing to do with the 
pending question, I ask leave to read a section of the appropriation act 
inaking an appropriation of $2,800,000 of money to the Choctaw Na- 
tion. It is section 9 of the act of 1888: 

That for payment to the Choctaw Nation, $2,858,798.62, the said sum being the 
amount of the a rendered in favor of said nation by the Court of Claims 
on the 15th day of December, A. D. 1886, on a mandate issued by the Supreme 
(Court, at the October term of said court, together with such further sum as may 
be necessary to pay the interest on said judgment, at 5 per cent. per annum, 
from the date of the presentation of the transcfipt of said judgment to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for payment, as provided in section 1090 of the Revised 
Statutes, to the date of this act. 

The appropriation hereby made shall be a peemneees and continuing appro- 
priation, not subject to lapse or to be covered into the Treasury; and said sum, 
towether with the interest thereon, shall be paid from time to time and in such 
sums as requisition or requisitions therefor shal! be made by the proper authori- 
ties of the Choctaw Nation to the national treasurer of said nation,or tosuch other 
person or persons as shall be named in said requisitions therefor, in accordance 
with article 12 of the treaty between the United States and the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw Nations, concluded June 22, 1855: Provided, That no interest shall 
be paid on this appropriation after the passage of this act, but the amount 
herein appropriated to be immediately available and to be in full satisfaction 
of all claims against the United States arising under article 12 of said treaty. 

This shows that this whole amount of money at that time was by 
the act put absolutely under the control of the Choctaw authorities, 
and that Congress did not undertake to distribute it to anybody. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee by striking out all after the words ‘‘ United States’’ in line 23. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT inthe chair.) The amend- 
ment moved by the Senator from Kentucky to the amendment of the 
committee will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 23, after ‘‘ United States,’’ strike out 
the words: 

First paying therefrom to Thomas F. Richardville the sum of $2,000, balance 


due him for services rendered his tribe and expenses incurred as chief and agent 
from March, 1886, to May 31, 1890, 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts a question in this connection, and his answer will de- 
termine my vote. I should like to know if the Miami Nation have in 
any authoritative way expressed a desire or given their consent to the 
payment of this money to this ex-chief? 

Mr. DAWES. I understand they have. Iunderstand that they pe- 


‘tition not only for the payment of the money, buttbat there be paid first 
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out of it to their chief $2,000, out of what they get, for services ren- 
dered here, which the Secretary of the Interior says in his judgment 
are worth not more than $1,000, and also to make up for something 
that is due from the tribe to him, and so it is recited in the amend- 
ment. I know nothing about the merits of the claim as to what is 
due from the tribe tohim; I only know that the Miami Indians desire 
that he shall have $2,000 out of the fund. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I do not care anything about the merits 
of the transaction between the Miami Indians and this man, but my 
point is this: There is now pending in Congress a bill to pay to the 
Choctaws or Chickasaws, one or the other, $54,000, which it was claimed 
the Government paid to Gwin, of California, thirty years ago or more, 
as an attorney for that tribe. The tribe now comes in and says there 
was never any obligation on its part to pay Gwin this fee. The Gov- 
ernment made the appropriation and paid Gwin $54,000, and the tribe 
is now here asking the Government to make that good by paying this 
fee. I do not want a case like this, that the Miami Indians shall come 
back here afterwards and say that there was no authority for payins 
this man $2,000. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is not. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. !f the Senator from Massachusetts is 
satisfied that the Government is protected against any subsequent claim 
of this kind, I am perfectly willing that the provision shall remain in 
the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There was not a paper in the hands of the Com 
mittee on Appropriations or anything else in the hands of the Govern- 
ment that protects the United States to the extent of one penny. If 
we arbitrarily provide that this given sum of money shall be taken out 
of a fund that is due the Miami Indians and divert it to this or any 
other purpose, we have no protection against their claim for restitution 
and reappropriation. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It was on that point exactly that I asked 
the Senator from Massachusetts if there has been any authoritative ex- 
pression on the part of this tribe’in favor of paying this money; and I 
understood him to say there was. 

Mr. DAWES. I have not in my possession the petition, but I s¢ 
understand it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Is the Senator satisfied that the Govern 
ment will be protected? 

Mr. DAWES. Iam satisfied that the Miami Indians want him te 
have $2,000. Whether it is right that we should give him $2,000 I dea 
not know, and I do not oppose the amendment, if the Senator from 
Kentucky wants to strike ont the clause. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. But the point with me, if the Senator 
will bear with me just one moment, is whether the Miami Indians can 
come in hereafter and claim that this appropriation was not made with 
their authority and that they ought to have this money, as it was mis- 
appropriated. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the Miami Indians may be trusted with this 
money to settle fairly what their ex-chief shall receive. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Then I think it is better to let the clause 

out. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like the Senator in charge of the bill to 
state the amount due the Miamis and let us appropriate the exact 
amount, and not so much as may be due them. 

Mr. DAWES. I have a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
giving the history of the matter, which, perhaps, had better be read. it 
was a letter written to me in reference to a bill which contains two 
parts; one was the alloting to them the residue of their land and the 
other as to the paying over of this money; and so far as it pertains to 
the paying over of the money I ask that it be read. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest that we insert in this amendment tho 
words ‘‘the sum of $30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated.”’ 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave found the place inthe letter, I ask the Chief 
Clerk to read what I have marked. : 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

ae pare a funds that will be i < — sien} Pome carro sixth sec- 
that that sum So iouetedl atonal of “$30,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary,” in lines 15 and 16, 

Mr. DAWES. That refers to another bill, and not this bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest after the words ‘‘ United States’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘and the sum of $30,000, orso much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. It does not seem to me that anything is gained by 
putting in the precise sum. The phraseology is ‘‘ whatever may be 
due.’”? The sum that was due at the date of that letter may not be 
ee There may be a little more interest or a little 

ess. 











1890. 





Mr. GORMAN. Make it ‘$30,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary,’’ and that will cover it. 

Mr. DAWES. We can not decide on such a day of such a month 
what the sum will be. I only want to havethe booksclosed. Thatis 
all I care about. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
amount should be? 

Mr. DAWES. 
so much. 
date, so many thousand dollars. 

Mr. GORMAN. I accept that suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

ut his amendment in form? 

Mr. DAWES. After ‘‘ United States’’ insert ‘‘said amount being,”’ 
on the date of that letter, so many dollars. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the date of the letter? 

Mr. CALL. 
Does it not bear interest? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. Then putting in the amount at the date of the letter 
will not cover the amount that will be due at the time of payment. 

Mr. DAWES. The letter asserts that the amount to be paid is so 
much. 
Treasury belonging to these Indians. 

Mr. CALL. At what date? 

Mr. DAWES. At the date of the letter. That is what I stated. 

Mr. CALL. Then the date of the payment will be the time when 
the sum paid should be computed, not the date of the letter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment of the committee will be read. 

The CurEr CLERK. In line 23, after the word ‘‘States,’’ add: 

Said sum being on the I4th day of June, 1890, $27,651.33. 

Mr.CALL. I suggest to the Senator that if it is an interest-bearing 
fund the sum that was due in’ June woulfi not be the amount payable 
in July. It seems to me very clear that there would be a balance leit 
of the claim against the Government due these Indians. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations fo1 


The question is on agreeing to the 


The amendment moved to the amend- | 
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Will the Senator make a suggestion of what the | 


Put the amount due on the date of that letter to be | 
Leave it as it is now, whatever amount being due on that | 


Will the Senator from Massachusetts | 


I ask the Senator if that is not an interest-bearing fund. 


So I understand that that means there is so much in the | 


out, so that that disturbing element might exist in this peaceful 
negotiation. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the chairman of t! ) whet! this 
reservation is a reservation under executiv 

Mr. DAWES. This is under exe ive 5 

Mr. MORGAN. Is this the Northern band of Cheye the band 
over which Little Chief is the ruler ? 

Mr. DAWES It isa portion of that ind that « cape 1 fro the 
Indian Territory. The Senator remembers tha 1at band, a p f 
them, were finally assigned to the Pine Ridge agency and part o lem 
located up at Tongue River 

Mr. MORGAN, I wish to say about that band, if the Senator will 
indulge me just a moment, of Little Chi this band of which I 
spoke = 

ir. DAWES. I think Little Chief went ith the to Tongue 
Ri er, 

Mr MORG AN, They were bro ight down irom tne Sioux Co intry; 
| they are Sioux Indians by affinity, if not by regular tribal organiza- 
| tion Chey were brought down trom the Sioux country into Fort Reno 

i that vicinity in the Indian country, and remained in that Indian 
country for quite a while, wher 1 the Arapa ind ¢ unes in the 
Indian country broke loose and went through Kansas, devastat the 
country, making their way back to Tongue River Rose Bud, or 


‘Northern | 


Cheyennes and Arapahoes,’’ on page 20, line 4, after the words ‘' To | 


” 


enable the,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Secretary of the Interior’’ and insert 
** President of the United States;’’ after the name ‘‘South Dakota,’’ 
at the end of line 9, to strike out ‘‘and with the Sioux Indians of said 
Pine Ridge reservation; ’*’ so as to read: 

To enable the President of the United States to appoint a commission, to con- 
sist of three persons, with authority to negotiate with the Northern band of 
Cheyenne Indians on the Tongue River reservation and in its vicinity in Mon- 
tana,and with the band of Northern Cheyenne Indians on the Pine Ridge 
reservation in South Dakota,for such modification of their treaty and other 
rights as may be deemed desirable by said Indians and the Secretary of the 
Interior, etc. 

Mr. GORMAN. Isuggest to the Senator from Massachusetts whether 
it is wise to strike out the words ‘‘and with the Sioux Indians of said 
Pine Ridge reservation.’’ There have been one or two inquiries made 
in regard to that. 

Mr. DAWES. The condition of the Northern Cheyennes or Tongue 
River Indians has been the subject of considerable investigation within 
a few months, growing out of the troubles that have arisen there be- 
tween them and the settlers. There has been a very great desire on 
the part of the settlers to get them away from their present location. 
The Interior Department, through the War Department, has instituted 
a very thorough examination there, with General Ruger in charge, and 
he has submitted to the Departments and they have communicated to 
Congress, and it was before the committee, a very voluminous report 
upon the subject, the conclusion of which was that the Northern Chey- 
enunes were more sinned against than sinning; and that the trouble 
arose from two causes, one the fact that the cattlemen were crowding 
upon their reservation there, which is natural enough, because of the 
excellency of the region of country for grazing, and, secondly, from the 
fact that they were never provided sufficiently with support; that they 
were a great share of the time in a condition of want, almost of starva- 
tion, and very naturally they killed the cattle nearest at hand, and they 
were always the cattle of the people around there, and that induced 
the trouble. 

There is now instituted a movement to appoint a commission to get 


them out of that country and put them somewhere else. There is a 


portion of the Northern Cheyennes at the Pine Ridge agency, and they 


have been a source of just as much trouble there as up at Tongue 
River. When the commission idea was instituted there appeared in 
it a proposition to remove the Indians from Tongue River down to the 
Pine Ridge agency. General Ruger reports very decidedly against 
that, and the South Dakota people also are very decidedly against it. 
General Ruger’s recommendation, and the recommendation of the South 
Dakota people together, induced the committee to move to strike that 


wherever their former home was. Little Chiefandh 


s band remained at 
peace on the Indian reservation, 


and when we came to make up some sort 
of settlement of that affair, these Arapahoes and Cheyennes, who were 





really prisoners of war upon that reservation there above Fort Reno, 
were separated trom Little Chief's band at his request, and he was sent 
back to the Northern Cheyenne country. 
Now the way that these Cheyennesand Arapahoes happened to get into 
the Indian Territory wasthis: Afterthe Custer warorduring that period 
of time, they were identitied m or less with the Sioux tribe in 
| dians, Sitting Bull and his confederates, and were engaged in that out- 
break, but it was clearly established that Little Chief and these North- 
ern Cheyennes did not participate in that outbreak at all, but were 
friends of the white people. Nevertheless, they were taken in com- 
mon with all the other Arapahoes and Cheyennes from that country and 
carried as prisoners of war down infot Indian t and were 
kept there and are kept there yet in that condition. Chen the Congress 
of the United States or the President—I think it i f ¢ 
however—permitted Little Chief to retui oh ative land wit 
band of Indians. And I remember that , ida mit 

going back there that no provision was made tor rations o1 

any kind, and it was said he would starve on the way. L 

said he would neverstarve as longasadog was livingamongst his friends 


in the Northern country; they wanted him back and they would divide 
| their dogs with him, and they would live upon dogs, and I ex; hat 
was literally the fact Phat was the subsistence upon which they made 
most of their journey from the Indian country to their native land in 
the mountains of the North. 
Mr. President, it would take a good deal to convince me that Little 
Chief and his band of Chevennes have been guilty of any injustice 
towerds the people of the United States. Their fidelity to our people 


was marked trom this period of time when the temptation to adifterent 
course was very poweriul, and they withheld themselves from all co- 
operation with Sitting Bull and those hostile 


Sioux, and became out- 
laws amongst the Indians, practically, 


in consequence of that fact. 
Then when they were taken down South they had another opportunity, 
under the temptation of returning to their homes, of going with this 
band of outbreakers who went through Kansas and committed those 
horrible massacres and other deedsof crime. They refused togo. They 
remained upon their reservation in quiet imprisonment there. 

Then the Government of the United States permitted them to go, but 
furnished no facilities for going, and I think they traveled nearly the 
whole distance on foot through the wilderness and through the mount- 
ains to get back to their native land. I want to do anything I can 
still to keep up an expression on the part of the United States of con- 
fidence in Little Chief or the Northern Cheyennes, and the feeling of 
respect, if not of gratitude, to them for the mannerin which they have 
stood by the white people of this country. 

I think it is due to that man whom I happen to know personally, 
and to his people, that I should make this statement on the floor of the 
Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will look at the fortieth page of 
bill he will see something like that he is 

Mr. MORGAN. That is all right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of 
the Senator from Massachusetts who is in charge of this bill to a dis- 


speaking of. 


| crepancy between the present clause under consideration and a very 
| similar one on page 46, towards the close of the bill. 


In order to make 
this bill consistent with itself, I would suggest that there should be 
an amendment in line 6, on page 20, the clause now under considera- 
tion. After the word ‘pers I would suggest, in order to make 
it conform to the provision on page 46, where a similar commission is 
being raised, that after the word *‘ persons,’’ in line 6, of page 20, there 
should be inserted ‘‘not more than two of whem shall be of the same 


ns 


’ 





BIL So 


TEL aa ime acini ge Climatgt i ds 


: 
: 
' 
‘ 
; 
: 
; 


iF 
j 
ya) 


a 


oe awe 


a oe en ee 
Se 
Re Re Re EF le Nae ES Sigg ennns A toe 





DOT STE eee 0D ie 


er fae Seen eet 


7946 


political party and not more than one of whom shall be a resident of 
any one State.”’ 

Mr. DAWES. That last clause I am inclined to think should be 
stricken out. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The State residence; I do not insist upon that. 

Mr. DAWES. Yea, but as to the other matter I have not the 
slightest objection to the insertion of that provision. I will tell the 
Senator the reason why it is not found in all these commissions is be- 
cause all of them, except the one on the forty-sixth page, are of very 
inconsiderable importance. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am very sure it was not the purpose of the 
Senator from Massachusetts or the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. The oneon the forty-sixth and forty-seventh pages is 
of a great deal of importance, and when the suggestion was made in 
the twenty-second line there it was most cheerfully acquiesced in. I 
will] ask the Senator from Maryland, when we come to the forty-sixth 
page, to consent to having stricken out the words ‘‘ and not more than 
one of whom shall be a resident of any one State.’’ That might em- 
barrass the commission. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We do not object to that. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Kentucky desires the insertion 
of the other phrase in regard to this unimportant commission, I have 
no objection, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This is a commission clothed with authority 
to modily the treaty rights and provide for the reservation and removal 
of this tribe ot Indians. So, with the consent of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, | move that after the word ‘‘ persons,’’ in line 6, on page 
20, there be inserted the following words: ‘‘ Notmore than two of whom 
shall be cf the same political party,’’ and leave out the rest of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment in line 10, striking out the words ‘‘ and with the Sioux 
Indiins of said Pine Ridge reservation.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] will now be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 20, line 6, after the word ‘‘ persons,’’ it 
is proposed to insert ‘*‘ not more than two of whom shall be of the same 
political party.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being the 
bill (H. R. 9614) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on im- 
ports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. Ilask unanimous consent that the unfinished busi- 
ness may be laid aside iniormally. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be laid aside tem- 
porarily in order to proceed with the consideration of the Indian ap- 
propriation bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so erdered. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent to offer an amendment 
which I send to the desk, and I move its adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 20, line 15, it is proposed to strike ont 
the words ‘‘South Dakota ’’ before ‘‘ Wyoming.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. I believe an amendment of the committee next pre- 
ceding that has not been acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. We have hot yet arrived at the point 
in the bill which the Senator from South Dakota proposes to amend. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations will be 
stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 

206, line 12, to strike out ‘‘Secretary of the Interior’’ and insert 
** President; ’’ so as to read: 





For such modification of their treaty and other rights as may be deemed de- 
sirable by said Indians and the President. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Sonth Dakota [Mr. PErriGREW] will now be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 20, line 15, before the word ‘‘ Wyom- 
ing’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘South Dakota.”’ 

Mr. POWER. The Indians have got to go somewhere else, and I 
object to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on the amendment 
of the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. GORMAN, I should like to have some explanation of why we 
should strike out ‘‘south Dakota,’’ leaving only ‘‘ Wyoming and Mon- 
tana,’’ so as to confine it to these two States. Iunderstand that the 
Department recommended that the commission should have a discre- 
tion between these three different States. ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Not at all. These Indians do not wish to go 
to South Dakota, and the recommendation of General Ruger, who in- 
vestigated the matter, was that they should remain where they are. 
We have 25,000 Indians in South Dakota now, and there are about 
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11,000, I think, in Montana. Weare willing to keep what Indians we 
have, but we object to receiving any more. The Indians have been 
gathered from three or four of the Western States into South Dakota, 
and while we are willing to undertake the effort of civilizing those we 
have we object to taking any more Indians within our borders. 

Mr. MORGAN. How long does the Senator expect that these 25,000 
will last? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from Alabama ought to be better 
informed about that, as he has given the subject greater consideration 
than I have. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think they will hove a short shrift. 

Mr. POWER. These Indians came into Montana of their own ac- 
cord. Our settlers do not want them. They came there after the 
settlements were made by white men, and there is a great deal of dis- 
cord, and I hope that South Dakota will not be feuced out. Iam 
perfectly willing to leave it toa commission to say where the Indians 
shall go. Ido not insist on their going back to South Dakota, but 
we in Montana do not want them as they are now situated. Those 
are our instructions. 

Mr. SPOONER. Who does want them? 

Mr. POWER. Ido not want any one State fenced out and put up 
a bar and say, ‘‘ You can not come.’’ Iam perfectly willing to leave 
it to the commission, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Commis- 
siouer of Indian Affairs to say where the Indians shall go, but I want 
a free field. 

Mr. MORGAN, In dealing with these people we ought in all re- 
spects have some regard for their traditional family relationships with 
each other. An Indian marries from one little band into another band 
er tribe, and he immediately becomes naturalized in the tribe into 
which he marries. The rule is exactly the opposite of the relations 
that hold between husband and wile in the white race. These are all 
whataretermed Sioux Indians; they all belong tothegreat Sioux family. 
They are divided up into different tribes, and these tribes are divided 
also into different bands. It is entirely proper, in bringing these In- 
dians from a more northern reservation and bringing them down and 
concentrating them upon oneof the three Sioux reservations, that they 
should be permitted to divide themselves around amongst the families 
into which they have married, and not by an arbitrary rule separate 
them from each other and break up that relationship which to them 
is not only very agreeable, but the basis of their rules of inheritance of 
property, the transmission of property by descent, and all that. So I 
think that, because some particular portion of the great West in which 
these Indian reservations are made might object to havinga superabund- 
ance of Indians amongst them, we ought not to exclude the Indians 
from their right of natural resort to the different tribes and different 
bands to which their marital relations have led them and in which 
they are incorporated in that way. 

I think it would be an injustice to them, and 4here can be no partic- 
ular necessity in a small number, as the Northern Cheyennes comprise, 
of having them divided up and sent off to prevent the overflow of a par- 
ticular reservation by their being broughtin. It seems to me the bill 
as it stands is correct; that they should have the right to go to either 
of those reservations according to their natural affinities and natural 
relations. 

We are not paying enough attention to this. We are trying to civ- 
ilize these people. Everybody in the United States has the same senti- 
ment towards them in that respect. There may be a few who yet think 
that a dead Indian is the best Indian in the world, but I think that 
barbarous thought is disappearing from the public mind and that there 
is a great deal of real and genuine humanity and philanthropy in re- 
spect of the progress of these people. 

We do not want to exterminate them or permit them to exterminate 
themselves. We have already dissipated one form of extermination 
amongst them by compelling them to keep peace with each other, and 
we have found that their numbersare increasing with considerable ra- 
pidity. We have also kept out infectious diseases amongst them, and 
in that way have relieved them very greatly from the ravages of death. 

I think, Mr. President, that we make a mistake in not adapting our 
systems of civilization and education of these people to their tastes and 
peculiarities, what we might call their idi I do not think 
it is possible to educate any man from barbarism to civilization with- 
out taking him as he is and cultivating the best points in him, without 
severely antagonizing those features ia which he may be obnoxious to 
us because of our greater enlightened minds. 

I believe if you were to teke a thousand or two thousand youthful 
Indian boys and men and put them into regiments, put them into a 
school somewhat modeled after the fashion of West Point, and culti- 
vate their military spirit while you are training them up, keeping them 
in the service as enlisted men for a period of eight or ten years, until 
they shall have outgrown some of their natural savagery, and cultivat- 
ing the military spirit among them, we should find in that an incentive 
to their improvement, not merely in learning out of books, but in learn- 
ing all the modes of civilization, and we should immediately find a very 
rapid and very substantial progress in the civilization of these 
and in teaching them that first and indispensable lesson of civilization, 
to depend upon themselves for their own food and clothing. 
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Now, take these Cheyenne Indians up yonder. I would cultivate 
their friendship. ‘They are not a people to be treated with hostility. 
There is not an Indian tribe in the United States to-day that is net a 
tribe all of whom are prisoners of war virtually. If we had captured 
them in war, as we have captured a great many of them in war and 
hold them in captivity now, and this very band were captured in war, 
and if they were negroes irom the heart of Africa, or if they were Pat- 
agonians, or whatever else they might be, we should find ourselves 
constrained by humanity to treat them benevolently, to say the least, 
and not tothwart them in all their wishes and desires and make them 
bend absolutely to our purpose and our convenience. 

So I think we make a mistake about that. We are not de/erential 
enough to them in these particulars. When we go to make a contract 
with them for buying their lands we make a sham contract and send 
an agent out there upon the supposition that they have title to their 
lands or the title of occupancy upon one of these executive reservations, 


and we required the signatures of two-thirds of the adult male Indians | 


Tnited 
Well, 


to a paper which is reported back here to the Congress of the 
States, and we cali that a contract for the sale of their lands. 
we would not treat anybody else in that way. 
each Indian on the reservation had a right per capita to a tenautcy 
there and occupancy there in that country, we would not treat any- 
body else in that way. 

I am against all these contracts because I believe it is the duty of 
the Government to take care of these Indians as wards, not as persons 
who are competent in the civil condition or tribal capacity to mak« 
contracts with us. But the relation of guardian and ward does obtain 
between the United States and the Indians, and, more than that 
relation of conqueror and prisonerof war obtains. Both the character 
istics have impressed themselves upon the situation, and I would re- 
spect all the benevolence and all the kindness that ought to be re- 
spected when men occupy these relations to each other, and in doing 
so we should do that which we have never heretoiore done, we should 
win the confidence of the Indians. I must say in respect of them that 
I have not heard yet a recital from history or from my own observa- 
tion or experience from which it can be stated truthfully that Indians 
have been regardless of their obligations and without provocation have 
visited the people of this country with savage demonstrations. They 
have always some excuse for them, and too often they have had a ver} 
good one. 

So I think now we are dealing with this subject properly in the 
bill, and that South Dakota ought not to make any objection to these 
Indians going there. They are not going to hurt South Dakota. It 
is as easy to handle ten thousand as it is five thousand on 2 reserva- 
tion. It seems we have got to feed them, no doubt take care of them 
anyhow, and I think the larger the number massed on a particular 
reservation the easier for the Government to dispose of them. 

Mr. DAWES. I have before me the report of General Ruger 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have that read. 

Mr. DAWES. And the accompanying reports; and General Ruger’s 
letter summing up the whole case is printed on the tenth page of the 
report which accompanies this bill. 
against the idea of removing these Indians from the place where they 
are, and the whole drift of it is that the fault lies in the United States 
permitting them to be crowded upon and driven into narrower quarters 
by the cattle-men outside. He says it is a very excellent grazing coun- 
try and the cattle-men want it, and for years after these Indians went 
up there they developed a disposition to work and sustain themselves 
and were peacefal, quiet Indians, until the desire for their lands got 





possession of the cattie-men, when the cattle business was so much | 


more prosperous than it is now, and they set about driving the Indians 
out. 


General Ruger’s whole report is | 


If we recognize that | 


, the | 


1947 


dian strutting about with a plug hat, and one of them laid a wager 








with the other that he could put a rifle bullet through that hat and 
not hurt the Indian. The wager was taken, and he put the rifle bail, 
t igh the hat a little too low and the Indian fell; it grazed the skull 
it did not kill him. The man dropped, and the other Indians 
thought he was killed, and they pursued the cow » their house 
and burned their house and drove them out, and then they come heré¢ 
and want to be paid out of the Treasury of the United States for that. 
| That characterizes the relation between those parties. If General Ru 
} ger’s advice is pursued and take care of these Indians and build 
them up, this trouble will « 
Mr. COCKRELI Is that bill b e the ¢ mittee on Indian Af 
ra? 
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Mr. COCKRELI I do not think that such cases as th 
monstrosities, ought to be allowed to sleep in the archive they ought 
to be brought back tot Senate ¥v la se 1 writing, so 
that the country can know e what t 

Mr. DAWES. I admit the shortco ( 

| dian Affairs in that respect. 
fr. CAI Che amendme 1 sed Senator from Sout 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] ought to adopted |} Senate As J 
understand, it was rreed rt th i é of the Commi 

1 Appropriations and was omitted from thi by mistake. 

I unde id that eS to om South Dakota does not propose 
to ex ide these Indians fro1 ng intothatState, but simply to leave 
ul discretion in t tary of t terior to send them any- 

hi¢ but not to designate tl State ol h Dakot is t! nec- 

sarily for them t , 

I hope the amendment will be adopted. I think it is a reasonable 

| one and the committee approved it. 

The PKESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment of 
the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. POWER I want a division on that amendment 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 10, noes 4. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
call the roll. 


‘ . - ‘ + 
Yo quorum Voting 


, the Secretary will 


he Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 

| to their names: 

Allison Edmunds McPherso Sherman 

Berrys Evarts, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Farweli Moody Teller, 

Blair Frye, Morgan Turpie, 

Call, George, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Casey, Gorman, Pasco Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hale Payne, Washburn, 
Coke, Harris, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hawley Pierce W olecott 

Davis Hiscock, Platt, 

Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Power, 

Dixon, McMillan, Sawyer, 





The Indians naturally resisted, and al! this trouble between the | 
white men and the Indians, he says, has grown out of that, and he | 


| 


suggests that the Governmentof the United States address itself rather | 


to the taking care of them there, and to taking the Cheyennes from 
the Pine Ridge agency up there and taking care of them. 

I know that the white people, as the Senater from Montana [ Mr. 
POWER] says, do not want them there. That is true, and I do not 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators have answered to 
their names. The Chair will again put the question on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Dakota [ Mr. Perricrew]. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest a modification of the amendment which will 
meet everybody's views. I suggest to strike out, in lines 15 and 16, 
on page 20, the words ‘‘in South Dakota, Wyoming, or Montana,’’ 


| and then it will read: 


know of any region in the United States where the people do want | 


them. 

Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. DAWES. 
in Massachusetts. If we had the grand prairies that there are in 
some of the Western States and the magnificent mountains and valleys 
which are the pride and glory of Colorado, we should be able to finda 
piace for some of them. But we have very little land there. We have 
not so much land in Massachusetts as there is in a single county in 
Dakota. 

Now, to illustrate the situation of these poor Indians and their rela- 
tion to the white men, I want to tell the Senate of a bill which is pend- 
ing in the Committee on Indian Affairs for recompense out of the 
Treasury of the United States fora depredation committed by thi 
Indians upon peaceable white men. When the commitiee came to in- 
vestigate they found that it was adepredation of this kind: Two cow- 
boys, in charge of cattle out in that region, rode into the reservation 


Do you want them in Massachusetts? 





one day, and they saw what yoa can find on every reservation, an In- | 


The Senator from Colorado inquires how it would be | 


r upon one of the existing reservati 


Toa permanent settlement togeth 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
accept the proposed modification ? 


ons 


Does the Senator from South Dakota 











Mr. PETTIGREW. I accept the modification 

Mr. POWER, I do, too. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let it be id as i llb 1en those words 
are stricken out. 

The Secretary read as follows 

For such modifi on of their treaty and other 1 3 as uv be d ed 
desirable by said In sand the President and for t rem ul of said North- 
ern bands of Cheyenne Indians to a permanent sett rent tog yon one 
of the existing reservations 

Mr. MORGAN Now I move to further modify that amendment, 


and I have the consent of 1 from Massachusetts to do it, by 


striking out the word ‘* togethe1 line 14 and striking out the word 
‘fone’? in iine 15 and » as to read: ‘‘and for the 
remeval ofsaid Northern bands of Cheyenne Indians toa permanent set 
tlement upon any of the existing reservations.’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lbetore that is acted upon, it seems to me that we 
are changing the whole sectior I should like to have the report of 


General Ruger read, to which the Senator from Montana alluded. 
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Mr. POWER. It is not necessary now. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I should like to have it read. 

Mr. DAWES. The letter of General Ruger is in print in the report 
which accompanies this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the question. 
It is proposed to amend the bill as the Secretary will now report. 

The SECRETARY. On page 20, line 14, after the word ‘‘ settlement,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘ together;’’ at the beginning of 
line 15, to strike out the word ‘‘one”’ and insert ‘‘any;’’ and io the 
same line, after the word ‘‘reservations,’’ to strike out ‘‘in South 
Dakota, Wyoming, or Montana;’’ so as to read: 


And for the removal of said northern bands of Cheyenne Indians to a perma- 
nant settiement upon any of the existing reservations. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Now I move an amendment to strike out from 
line 4 to line 23, inclusive. That covers the whole clause. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let us pass on the pending amendment first, which 
is to perfect the text. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with that I shall ask that the Sec- 
retary read the report of General Ruger, which will be found on pages 
10, 11, and 12 of the report of the committee. 

The PKESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri will not be in order, the Chair thinks, until after 
the pending amendment has been acted upon, as that is perfecting the 
part proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that; but while we are amending 
it Iask that the report may be read, so that the Senate may have the 
information before it in regard to this matter, and then I shall offer my 
amendment after the other amendment is acted upon. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

NORTHERN CHEYENNES AND ARAPAHOES ON TONGUE RIVER, MONTANA. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, July 9, 1890. 


Sin: I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy of a communication from 
the honorable Commissioner of Indian Affairs, together with copies of reports 
of military officers in regard to the troubles at Tongue River agency, Montana, 

1 which he requests that Congress be urged to appropriate for the current fis- 
cal year, in addition to any othsr appropriation proposed, $25,000 for the sub- 
sistence and civilization of the Northern Cheyennes on the Tongue River, in 
Montana. 

| heartily indorse the request of the honorab!e Commissioner, and therefore 
respectfully urge that an item be inserted in the Indian appropriation bill for 
the fiscal year 1891, as he suggests, in order to meet the urgent necessities of his 
office with respect to these Indians 

Very respectfully, 
JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 

Hon. H. L. DAwWEs, 

Chairman Committee on Indian Affairs, United States Senate, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Orrice oF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washinglon, July 8, 1890, 

Sin: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of 
the 26th ultimo, inclosing numerous reports by military officers in regard to the 
troubles at Tongue River agency, Montana, and instructing me in particular, 
among other things, to endeavor to have the Indians there better fed, and to 
say in reply that this office, with the funds at present appropriated by Congress, 
will be unable to do much, if any, more in the way of furnishing these Indians 
ith subsistence in the future than was done during the last fiscal year. 

For the subsistence and civilization ofthe Northern Cheyennes and Arapahoes 
Congress last year appropriated $35,000, with the proviso that the amountshould 
be expended pro rata as near as may be for the Northern Cheyennes and Arap- 
ahoes in Wyoming and on the Tongue River in Montana. The same amount, 
with the same proviso, is included in the Indian appropriation bill for the fiscal 
year 1891 as it passed the House of Representatives. Of this the pro rata share 
of the Northern Cheyennes on Tongue River, Montana, will be $16,117.53. Ex- 
perience has shown this office that this amount will not permit of the purchase 
of subsistence for these Indians in any greater quantities than has heretofore 
been purchased for them. 

i therefore respectfully request that Congress be urged to appropriate for the 
present fiscal year, in addition to the $35,000 already referred to, $25,000 for the 
subsistence and civilization of the Northern Cheyennes on the Tongue River 
in Montana, and for that purpose to insert an additional item under the title 
‘Miscellaneous supports,’’ in the Indian appropriation bill for the current fis- 
cal year. 

Copies of the reports of the military officers referred to in vour letter of June 
26 are herewith inclosed, which, with a copy of this letter, it is respectfully re- 
quested be forwarded to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs with your approval and request for immediate consideration and favora- 
ble action. 

Very respectfully, 
T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner. 

The SecRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF DAKOTA, 
St. Paul, Minn,, May 20, 1890. 


Sir: I have the honor to report as foliows in response to the indorsement of 
April 15 last from the headquarters of the Army, and that of the 16th of April 
from the office of the Adjutant-General, transmitting for such action as the cir- 
cumstances might require, and directing report be made of action had, the letter 
of April 14 last (herewith returned) from the Secretary of the Interior addressed 
to the President, embracing copies of telegrams of April 14 from United States 
Indian Agent Upshaw at Tongue River agency, Montana, one requesting the 
arrest by military force of two Bannock Indians and the other stating that a 
company of infantry would be needed at the agency all summer for the protec- 
tion of life and property. 

Upon the receipt of the papers, direction was sent to the commanding officer 
of Fort Custer that Major Carroll, First Cavalry, who, with a command of three 
troops of the regiment belonging to the garrison at Fort Custer, had been at the 
Tongue River agency since Apri! 14, report generally as to condition of affairs 
at the agency; the cause leading to or supposed to have led to the cal! a short 
time before made by the agent for military assistance; the attitude of the In- 
dians in general, and in particular toward the agent and the rules of the Inte- 
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rior Department, and whether it would be necessary or advisable to have a mili- 
tary force at or near the agency during thecomingsummer. Furtberdirection 
was given the commanding officer of Fort Custer to continue the command of 
Major Carroll at the agency until further orders. Instruction was also given to 
cause the two “‘renegade Bannock Indians” at the agency to be arrested if to 
be found, provided they had or were doing harm or were cause of such trouble 
or dissatisfaction on the reservation as to render their arrest advisable, and that 
in case of arrest they be detained at Fort Custer until further orders. 

With reference to the arrest of the two Bannocks it was reported by the In- 
dian agent that “it was decided their arrest was not necessary,and they were 
dismissed with admonition to go at once to their reservation.”’ 

With respect to the necessity for a military force at the agency during the 
coming summer, it appears from the reports of Major Carrol}! that, whilst there 
is no spirit of hostility on the part of the Tongue River Cheyennes, there is 
general dissatisfactiou, the principal grounds, as stated by them, to be insuffi- 
ciency of food; the separation of the Cheyennes who are attached to Tongue 
River agency from those at Pine Ridge, which involves in some instances the 
separation of members of families; the lack of necessary farming implements; 
scant supplies of clothing, which comes to them piece-meal, and lack of con- 
tidence in their agent. Other minor matters of complaint are stated in reports 
above referred to, made by Major Carrol!, one of the 7th instant and one of April 
20, copies of which accompany this and enter quite fully into details relative to 
the present state of these Indians. 

It will, in my opinion, be advisable to retain a force at the agency for a time, 
until a more settled state of affairs exists, and such would have been my pur- 
pose. In this opinion I have taken account also of the possibility that some if 
not the greater part of the Cheyennes of the Pine Ridge reservation may at- 
tempt to join the Tongue River Cheyennes, which, if as likely would be known 
to those at Tongue River agency, would cause more or less excitement there. 

There is, as heretofore reported, a force detached from Fort Meade to prevent 
the Pine Ridge Cheyenne Indians from migrating to Tongue River. 

With respect to the time a force will be required, whether for the summer, as 
requested by the agent, Mr. Upshaw, or less or more time, can not be stated in 
advance. And this leads me to say that the condition of affairs at this agency, 
which is naturally sequent to that in 1887, when in August some two hundred 
Cheyennes were returned by military force from the Tongue River to the Pine 
Ridge agency, and at which time, as is evident from the reports then submitted, 
serious trouble was prevented only by the firmness and judicious action of the 
command, and particularly on the part of Lieutenant-Colonel Snyder, then 
major of the Fifth Infantry, who fortunately also had from former association 
with these Indians gained their respect and confidence. The principal grounds 
of dissatisfaction then, as now, were lack of confidence in their agent, lack of 
food, and enforced separation of the two parts of the tribe. 

The essential question is not whether a military force shall be kept for a few 
months, more or less, at the Tongue Riveragency, but what action shal] be had 
for the quiet and contented settlement of these Cheyenne Indians? 

I would suggest that the attention of the Interior Department be invited to 
the necessity for amelioration in the condition of these Indians. The positive 
requirements for bettering their condition are, as I conclude, an increase of 
food, a thoroughly efficient agent, and that the parts of the tribe now at the two 
agencies of Tongue River, Mont,, and Pine Ridge, 8S. Dak., be united on one 
reservation. 

The quantity of food now issued at Tongue River agency, as appears from 
the reports of Agent Upshaw (a copy accompanied the report of Major Carrolj 
of April 22), is 75 pounds of beef and 40 pounds of flour, 2 pounds of coffee, 34 
pounds of sugar, and 2 pounds of salt per one hundred rations; also, it appears 
by the same report, the quantity of beef is less by 25 pounds per hundred ra- 
tions than was issued in 1886. I think it evident that the allowance of food, in 
absence of other sources of supply, is not enough. 

The term of office for which United States Indian Agent Upshaw was ap 
pointed will, I suppose, soon end. In the selection of his successor it is very 
desirable, in view of the quite long-continued state of dissatisfaction of these 
Indians, that especial care be exercised. 

With respect to bringing together the two parts of the tribe, it is very desira- 
ble, if not essential, to insure content to the greater part of the Cheyennes at 
Pine Ridge as well as at the Tongue River agency. The question was presented 
in connection with the duties performed by the troops in removing Cheyennes 
from ‘Tongue River back to the Pine Ridge reservation in 1887. and there was 
then a concurrence of opinion by the officers concerned that the union of the tribe 
should be effected. In this connection, I have for convenience of reference had 
copies made of reports made at that time and of my report, which are trans- 
mitted herewith. These reports present about the same general state of affairs 
at the Tongue River agency as now exists. 

There isa disadvantage of some lack of arable land, or that may by irriga- 
tion be made available, on the Tongue River reservation, but there would be an 
advantage in placing all who desire it upon this reservation, where they would 
be better satisfied than on the Pine Ridge reservation, where the domination of 
the Sioux, of which the Cheyennes there complain, would not exist. 

Nodoubt there would be strong local objection in Montana to any increase in 
the numbers of Cheyenne Indians on the Tongue River reservation, especial ly 
as it would seem to indicate indefinite retention of the reservation. The land 
is chiefly valuable for grazing, but if so for such purpose for settlers and owners 
of cattle, it is, for like use, suitable for these Indians who are there and wish to 
remain. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOS. H. RUGER, 
Brigadier-General Commanding. 


The ApJUTANT-GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY. 
(Through Headquarters Division of Missouri, Chicago, Il.) 
[Fifth indorsement.]} 
HEADQUARTERS DIvIsIon OF THE MIssovunt!, 
Washington, D. C., May 2%, 1890, 


Respectfully forwarded to the Adjutant-General of the Army, in connection 
with other papers on this subject, forwarded this day. 
For the major-general commanding division. 
THOMAS M. VINCENT, 


Assistant Adjutant-General. 


Mr. POWER. I havea petition here giving the other side of the 
question, and from which I think the data there given were taken. I 
should like to have it.read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLoM in the chair). The pa- 
per presented by the Senator from Montana will be read, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. DAWES. Would it not be better to have it inserted in the 
RecorD without reading? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it ought to be read. 

Mr. POWER. I think it had better be read because it gives the 
cause of the trouble. 








1890. 








The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Mies City, Mont., June 26, 189. 


GENTLEMEN: Some days ago I had the honor of addressing you a communi- 
cation advising you of the forwarding of a petition in relation to the Cheyenne 
Indians from the citizens of Custer County to the honorable Secretary of War, 
through Colonel Swaine, commanding at Fort Keogh. 

The petition referred to was sentto Colonel! Swaine, and in due time returned 
to the citizens’ committee with a letter explaining why it could not reach its 
destination in the manner proposed. F 

As the original movement appears to have become inextricably entangled in 
red tape the committee have thought it expedient to forward the papers direct 
to you, and have so instructed me. I therefore have the honor to in lose here- 
with: 

i. The original petitions. 

2. Colonel Swaine’s letter returning same to committce. 

Which duty accomplished, I have the honor to be, 

Very respectfully, 
S, GORDON, 
Secretary of Citizens’ Committec. 


Hons. W. F. Saxpers, T. C. Power, and Thomas H, CARTER, 
Washington, D. C. 


Fort KeoGu, Montana, June 23, 1890, 


Sin: The inclosed petition of your committee was forwarded by me on the 
14th instant tothe department commander and returned to me with his in- 
structions of the 20th instant, directing me to return it to the committee with 
the information that as it would be requisite, should the paper be forwarded to 
its address by the military authorities, that it be accompanied by a report from 
the latter, made independently and upon full investigation by them as to all 
the matters of fact stated in the petition, and as delay would be necessary to 
make some additional investigation, it is not deemed suitable by the depart- 
ment commander that he should undertake the part of presenting to the War 
Department a petition presenting questions a decision upon which relates to 
the functions of the Interior rather than the War Department. 

He suggests that your comniittee take any action they think fit relative tothe 
presentation of their petition either to Interior or War Department independ- 
ently of military officers, and directs me to inform them, though it is presumed 
they are already aware of the facts,that steps have been taken by disposition 
of troops and orders thereto, and otherwise, to prevent any outbreak or acts of 
hostility on the part of the Cheyenne Indians and insure the protection of prop- 
erty from depredations by them. 

It is understood from published reports that the question of the settlement of 
the Cheyenne Indians in Montana has not only the attention of the Interior 
Department, but has also been brought before the committees of Congress. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
P.T. SWAINE, 
Colonel Twenty-second Infantry, Commanding 
C. R. MippLeron, e 
Chairman Commilice of Citizens of Custer County, Montana, 





To Hon. REDFIELD Procror, 
Secretary of War, Washington, D. C. 


(Through Col. P. T. Swaine, commanding Fort Keogh, Montana 


Your petitioners, the undersigned, a committee of the citizens of Custer 
County, Montana, in pursuance of a meeting of said citizens had and held at 
Miles City on the 12th day of June, 189, at which meeting was considered and 
discussed the present condition of affairs at or near the northern Cheyenne 
agency in Montana, and after a full discussion of which said committee was 
appointed and directed to formulate a statement of facts and requests on be- 
half of the said citizens, more particularly those south and east of the agency. 

Now, therefore, pursuant to the powers and duties intrusted to the said com- 
mittee, we respectfully show and represent: 

That on or about the 6th day of May, 1890, a white man by the name of Rob- 
ert Ferguson was shot and murdered ata point in said county some 3 or 4 
miles north of the reservation; that his body was found wrapped up in a saddle 
blanket and wound up in such a manner as is usual with said Indians in the 
disposition of dead bodies; that the body was found in a wash-out covered 
with but a few inches of earth, and indication of the earth having been scraped 
onto the body with human hands, the finger-marks clearly appearing on the 
surface ; with the body was buried the saddle upon which Ferguson had been 
riding the day on which he was murdered. Around where the body was found 
were observed a large numberof tracks, apparently of human feet in moccasins, 
the moccasins being of a shape known to be peculiar to the Cheyenne Indians. 

At a distance of about 600 yards from the place where the body was buried the 
horse that Ferguson had been riding was found shot through the neck and 
dead; that the stock inspector, W. D. Smith, and other persons who have charg: 
of the prosecution have procured the arrest of five Cheyenne Indians who are 
charged with this murder, and now in jail in this county; that said inspector 
and other persons who have been working up the evidence claim to have posi- 
tive proof that some of the Indians now in custody, charged with said off e, 
are guilty of the murder; that these officers refuse to disclose at the present 
time the evidence which they have against these Indians, for fear, as they as- 
sert, that if the other Cheyennes now upon or in the vicinity of said reserva- 
tion had knowledge of the witnesses who would testify against these Indians 
they would put them out of the way before a trial could be had. 

Since the time when the body of Ferguson was found, which was about two 
weeks after he was supposed to have been murdered, the movements and ac- 
tions of these Indians in and about that vicinity have been such as to occasion 
extreme alarm on the part of the citizens there residing. That that portion of 
Custer County is inhabited quite extenstvely by white settlers with their fam- 
lies. upon small ranches, each of them having small bands of cattle; that many 
of these settiers have within the last few days been notified and warned by 
friendly Indians of this tribe. some of whom have been in their employ, to im- 
mediately remove their families, as there was liability of an outbreak by these 
Indians, and that they and their families,if they remained upon their own 
premises, would be in great danger. 

That pursuant to such warnings many of these settlers have already removed 
their families to Miles City and other points for protection; that these Indians 
are at the present time scattered, many of them being oft from their reservation 
and on the Tongue and Rosebud Rivers, some of them being as far distant as 
25 miles or 30 miles from the reservation; that they are to some extent congre- 
gated in small bands, the squaws and children having mostly gone to the 
agency or to the Mission, near Ashland Post-Office ; that since the killing of Fer- 
guson, at two different points on Tongue Kiver, and elsewhere, off from the res- 
ervation, cattle have been slaughtered in large number by these Indians. On 
one creek two lots of dead cattle were found, about fourteen head in each bunch, 
and but a short distance apart, which from all appearances had been rounded 
up Lo Indians and dei:berately shot, not for food, as not one of the carcasses 
had a knife put into it. and the indications would suggest pure devilishment 
on the part of the Indians; that these Indians have fora long time been killing 
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cattle belonging to the different ranchers and stockmen in that vicinity. Such 
wholesale slaughter as this will in a sh« me deplete the herds of Custer 
County to a greater degree than the hardest wint« i with as little prospect 
of relief to the owners, unless actual protection is immediately effected by the 
Government 

Most of these Indians are 


rt 
rut 





well armed 





with 1 s, and are bountifally sup- 
plied with ammunition. That the settlers in that vic ty and the cow-boys 
are practically without arms and ammunition and totally unprepared to pro- 
tect themselves and their property against these Indian That one Old 
Crow,” a friendly Cheyenne, has warned a rancher by the name of Lum Holt 


that there was danger of an outbreak and advised him to take his wife away 
that Mr. Holt immediately spread the warning to other settlers in that vicinity 
and in twenty-four hours there had assembled atthe ranch of T. J. Bryan four 
teen of the neighboring settlers, where they remained until the 8th instant, dur- 
ing which day one William Henderson, a settler on the Upper Tongue River, 
came to the ranch of said Bryan and stated that he had been ordered by the 
Cheyenne Indians to leave his ranch immediately, which he did. Mr. Hender- 
son also stated that he had seen a large band of Ch ks camped ina 
protected place in the timber bottoms near Tongue Riverand entirely concealed 
from sight from the surrounding country 

Aiter hearing these reports a consultation was held by the settlers congregated 
at Colonel Bryan’s ranch and it was concluded that it was not safe for them to 
remain longer in the vicinity, and they immediately started’ for Miles City, 
where they arrived on the 10th instant, and have since remained. Thata let 
ter has been received from H. A. Robinson, of Sweeney Creek, a stockman 
and rancher residing about 50 miles north from the agency, detailing the fact 
that for two or three days prior thereto quite a number of Cheyenne bucks had 
been seen in the vicinity of his ranch rounding uy sand actingin a 
very insolent manner. That a letter was received by Stock Inspector W. D, 
Smith, on the 10th instant, from Whit. Longley, manager of the Green 
Mountain Live Stock Company, stating that there was a very unusual move- 
ment of Cheyenne Indians in his vicinity; that on Sunday night, the Sth in- 
stant, nine teepees were in sight where Indians had camped ona high knoll 
onvenientto water 

Between the V. M. ranch on East Emme ran on 
the west fork of Emmell’s, there were 1 but it was 
noticeable that the camp was pitched where they could not be surprised and 
where a good defense could be made Phat in this same vicinity on or about 
the 10th or lith of June, as reported by RK. O Bean, one of these Cheyenne In 
dians went to the house of one H.S.Gasaway and inquired of him the distance 
to Lame Deer Creek, and also the time of day; that thereafter and in a short 
time this Indian, with two other Cheyennes, returned to Gasaway’s, or near it, 
and their movements being such as to alarm him, he being alone 
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he took his gun and went into the brush; that these Indians fired four or five 
shots into his house, they being in plain view from where he was hiding; that 
he could have shot and perhaps killed them, but considered it would not be 
wise to do so. That on or about the 3d day of June the person, Lum Holt, 


hereinbefore mentioned, was visited at his rat 
worked for him oft and on for several years ar 
a good Indian; that this boy, Joe by name, told 
going to fight, that two of the tribe had been sent 


n Indian who had 
i whom he always regarded as 
t the Cheyennes were 


him that t 
tothe Sioux agenc tStanding 


h by young 








Rock to get the Sioux to come and help them; that they were going to take 
Agent Upshaw’s scalp sure, and that in doing that would have to take some 
soldiers’ scalps, as thev believed the soldiers would defend Upshaw. He also 
said that the Indians had plenty of ammunition and w ld get all the guns 
they wanted before they commenced to fight 

Upshaw’s scalp they were going to take way down low (describing the action 
by making a motion across the back of his neck), as ithe Indians wanted a 
piece of it and it would have to bea big scalptocut upall around. Healso said 
that there were sixty-five bucks with forty-eight guns then at the mission near 
Ashlend. This last statement is corroborated by Stock Inspector Smith, who 


saw these sixty-five bucks and who appeared to him to be well armed, and Mr. 
Holt, to verily the statement of this Indian 






went to the mission the next morn- 
ing and on arriving made known his wants to one Sam O'Connell, whotold him 
that there were no bucks at the mission, and nothing but women and children 
and old men inthe camp. Holt and O'Connell then decided to walk over and 
see for themselves, and on searching the camp they foun bucks and guns 
there in just th imber that Joe had stated The stat nt of this young 
Indian Joe astothe Cheyennes being in communication with the Sioux at Stand- 
ing Rock is further corroberated by several settiers there, particular by G. W. 
Daniels, a residenton Little Pumpkin, and by R. R. Selway on Big Pumpkin 
Creek, their ranches being about 15 miles apart and about 5) or 60 miles east of 
the agency. 

r. Selway states that on or about the 5th of June he saw two Indians claim- 
ing to be Sioux pass his place going east and having with them about eleven 
pontes He talked with them and they produced a paper w 1 indicated that 
tt were friendly Sioux, and that the object of their ir y was to join the 
whites 

It is believed by thecitizens in that vicinity that these two Indians purport- 
ing to be Sioux were ontheir way with these ponies to the Sioux agency at 
Standing Rock for the purpose of procuring assistance from the Sioux. That 
many of the Indians who have heretofore been wearing citizens’ clothes and 
known to be settlers have abandoned the citizens’ clothing and gone back to 
the blanket and breech-clout That squads of Indians have repeatedly been 
seen on high places signaling with the glass and by such other means as they 


have, ina way that is believed to be unusual, excepting att 
meditated an outbreak. 

It is the belief of settlers here, many of whom 
ition of the facts that cause the Ind 
warlike aititude, is due to the fact that for 


ies when they pre 


have made 


something of an 
iang to kill cattle and assuming a 
t long time they have not been fur- 
nished by the Government sufficient rations upon which to subsist, and to con- 
firm this statement we hereto attach 
Robertson, first lieutenant, First Cav 
troops on Lame Deer Creek, and whi 
lowstone J« ial, a news; er print 
county of Cu r. 

We would therefore respectfully demand that the Government take such im 
mediate action as will result, without unnecessary delay, in all of these 
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said 





North- 
,and held upon their reservation 
and there disarmed. And we would further petition and show that in justice 
to the settlers in and about that portion of this county, that the Department of 
the Interior make immediate investigation into the matterofthe rations issued 
to these Indians, looking to an ine: your petitioners will 
ever pray. 





ase of the same, and 


cc. R. MIDDLETON, 

3+, GORDON, 

r. J. BRYAN, 

«. H, LOUD, 

ED. JI. JONES, 

Cc. C. HOWES, 

FRANK C, ROBERTSON, 


Committee. 


Dated at Miies City, Moyr., Ju A. D. 1890, 
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THE [INDIAN QUESTION—AN ARMY OFFICER REVIEWS THE CHEYENNE TROUBLE. 
Editor Yellowstone Journal 

Sia: The murder of Mr. Ferguson on this reservation has awakened a horror 
and indignation among the settlers of this vicinity as widespread as it is just 
and natural, But that it should be made, admitting the Cheyennes to be the 


perpetrators, a plea for summary and universal vengeance upon the Cheyenne 
tribe is a view as hasty and unjust as the crime iteelf was atrocious. I attended 
the inquest over Mr. Ferguson, know al! the facts as far asany while man now 
knows them, and admit all the pathos of his death amid a wilderness in which 
he was one of the sturdiest young pioneers. I know ali this, and am no more 
than my brother officers a sentimentalist concerning the Indian; but I believe 
this question should be looked squarely in the face and the blame of such out- 
rage placed waflinchingly and plainly where it belongs. 

Nearly every one of the cavalry officers of this camp has had extensive ac- 
quaintance with Indian tribes throughout the West; we have patrolled this 
country for many weeks, and have spared no pains to get at the facts of the sit- 
uation here. A careful investigation reveals that the discontent of the Indians 
hase its origin iu causes that would drive any community on God's green earth 
to rebel against and break the law under which they live. Every old settler 
knows that this portion of the Cheyenne tribe has occupied its present reserva- 
tion for nearly a decade. It is unnecessary to review the events that led to 
their being placed here. It is sufficient to know that the location was approved 
by the Interior Department, and that when it placed the Indians here that De- 
partment was invested with the obligation to feed and care for them as its 
wards, These Indians had shortly before surrendered as prisoners of war, 
after fighting the troops in several campaigns with a courage rarely excelled 
by the American savage 

The surrender was madein good faith, and the obligation thus imposed on the 
Interior Department was a double one—first, to fulfill the pledges made them 
by the military arm of the Government that had fought and whipped them; 
and, second, the legitimate obligation of theirown guardianship. Has this ob- 
ligation been discharged? Let any unprejudiced witness ride a day’s march 
through the hunger and squalor of the Cheyenne camps, and between the ris- 
ing and the setting sun he will bave abundant proof upon this point. Instead 
of feeding them, the Department has kept them on half rations, withholding 
from them the means of getting a livelihood from farms of theirown. It has 
for eleven years kept many of them separated from their husbands, wives, and 
children, who were confined in theirturn on a reservation 300 milesaway, thus 
showing a cruel indifference to the laws of nature worthy ofthe worst days of 
old-time slavery in the South, 

Tt has satisfied itself with the inspections of inspectors who have never prop- 
erly inspected, and, finally, it has turned for nearly ten years an eareitherdeaf 
or unheeding to appeal after appeal of these unfortunate people for redress of 
their grievances, as the books of the present agent, Major Upshaw, who has 
tried to remedy some of these things, will show. Held thus by the iron hand 
of foree upon their reservation, and subjected to such miserable want and in- 
justice in a country not many years ago all their own, and full of wild game of 
which civilization has deprived them, it is astonishing that their instincts, as 
yet untouched by the higher influences of the white man’s education, should 
have been restrained so long, and that cattle and human life should not have 
suffered years ago. 

Helpless in their hunger and privation, their old-time braves—men with just 
ae much dignity and sensitiveness in their Indian way as the white man pos- 
sessen—treated as so many boys in leading-strings, threatened frequently with 
forcible removal, and the victims often themselves, be it remembered of the 
thefts and outrages of the vagabond white men who used to roam this country— 
under all this these Indians have shown a patience and submission creditable 
to any white community in the world. But, Mr, Editor, there is a good deal of 
human nature even in the breast of the Indian, and the relation between cause 
and effect is the same the world over. <A blind idiot might have foretold the 
result. Indian morality could hardly go on forever deaf to the cravings of a 
hungry stomach. Ifthe white man applies the prineiple of “survival of the 
fittest '’ to the Indian and thus comfortably sits down to see him starve, the In- 
dian may carry it lower to the cattle, which he kills on the hills around him. 
That the Cheyennes had eked out their rations for a year or more by such 
killing is indisputable. 

For four years their daily food supply per head has been: Beef (including 
bone), three-fourths of a pound; flour, four-tenths of a pound; coffee, three- 
tenthsofan ounce; sugar, five-tenths ofan ounce; salt, three-tenths of an ounce. 
This is issued to them every two weeks, the Indians being sometimes compelied 
to come 30 miles to draw it. Thispetty ration istheir all. Their game is gone; 
they have no farm produce to speak of, nor can they have, with tas poor and 
few implements the Department gives them and on land everywhere lacking 
water, and the laws that control them forbid them to seek support elsewhere. 
Compare the above ration with that of the United States soldier, with less ca- 
paeity for food than the Indian. He gets of meat, twice as much; flour, five 
times: coffee, three times; sugar, seven times; and vegetables and other stuff 
adtibitum. Now, it is known as a fact, from a careful inspection of officers and 
citizens here, that these Indians generally eat their scanty rations within the 
first week of issue; some of them do not consume their flour, but this is only in 
the case of those who have extra meat. 

Where this extra meat comes from there can be little doubt. A gentleman 
named Esau, | believe, oncesold his birthright for a mess of pottage. Is it ex- 

eted that these ignorant and unfortunate people, trained to no idea of moral 

aw, will turn away from the fat cattle of their neighborsand lie virtuously down 

to die? There are manifestly two sides to this whole question. The Lene 
hard-working settler has a right to his wrath. It is not difficult to realize his 
feclings at outrages thus committed upon him through no fault of his own. 
But let him point the finger of denunciation at the real offender, the Depart- 
ment that fathers the system that controls these Indians. Let the citizens and 
ewepagets of the country demand, in terms that all shall not misunderstand, 
that this Department does its duty by the Indian, instead of driving him, through 
want and ervel neg!ect, to the depredation and murder he now stands charged 
with, and if it can not do this, let the people urge the abolition of a guardian- 
ship so inefficientand unequal to its task. 

The interests of the settlers and of the Army in this matter isthe same. The 
history of the West is full of wars where the Indian has been goaded to out- 
breaks by the very abuses that exist upon this reservation to-day, and which 
have resulted in Mr. Ferguson’sdeath. The country in such cases howls about 
Indian atrocity, the Interior Department calls frantically for assistance, and the 

' settlers and the military expiate its criminal neglects and blunders by the 
usual sacrifice of one? and life. The recent report of Maj. Henry Carroll, 
First Cavalry, commanding here, upon the situation, foreshadowed this late 
trouble. Belore it oceurred he pointed out in unmistakable language, that un- 
less the Cheyennes were fed at least, collision between them and the cattle men 
must ensue, and he made recommendations which, if they do not meet with an 
eventual waste basket in the Interior Department Office at Washington, ought 
to prevent further diseontent and trouble in this vicinity. 

It remains to see what action they will produce. Meantime let the Chey- 
ennes have a show. It is folly to hold their whole number responsible for the 
late murder. Yesterday, of their own accord, the head men of the tribe, ac- 
companied by the boy's own father, came in and surrendered White Buffalo, 
one of the young bucks accused of the crime. No action could be more credit- 
able to the law-abiding spirit of any community than this. The writer him- 





self made the arrest, by order, of another one of the suspected men, and every 
officer bere is interested in seeing the guilty Indians punished to the full ex- 
tent of the law. But as thesettler has a right to better protection for his inter- 
ests than now exists, so let the Indian meet with humanity and justice. 

The Cheyennes have brave warriors, their women are models of virtue, and 
their record, barring the killing of cattle to which hunger has driven them, has 
been singularly free from crime of every sort since this has been their reserva- 
tion. These Indians are stijl suffering for food. Let the press of this country, 
upon which the Indian Department has forced them as unweleome guests, see 
at least that hunger and cruel treatment shall not drive them to future acts of 
depredation. It is not true that re-enforcements have been asked for this camp 
and the situation here is now quiet. 


Ss. C. ROBERTSON, 
First Lieutenant, First Cavalry. 
Camp Unirep States Troops, 
Lame Deer Creck, Montana, June 6, 18990, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the pending 
amendment, which will be again reported. 

The Cuier CLERK. On page 20, line 14, after the word ‘“‘settle- 
ment,’’ it is proposed to strike out the word “ together;’’ at the be- 
ginning of line 15, to strike out the word ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘any;’’ 
and in the same line, after the words ‘‘ reservations in,’’ to strike out 
‘*South Dakota, Wyoming, or Montana;’’ so as to read: 

And for the removal of the said northern bands of Cheyenne Indians to a 
permanent settlement upon any of the existing reservations. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, these amend- 
ments will be treated as one question. Is the Senate ready for the 
question ? 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, if that is all the amendments pending, let 
the clause be read just as it stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are amendments of the com- 
mittee to the remainder of the paragraph. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let them be read. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, beginning on line 
16, page 20. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 20, line 20, before the word ‘‘ thousand.’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and 
insert ‘‘five;’’ and in line 21, after the word ‘‘ necessary,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘to be immediately available.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The paragraph will now be read as 
amended. 

The Chief Clerk read the paragraph as amended, as follows: 


To enable the President of the United States to appoint a commission, to con- 
sist of three persons, not more than two of whom shall be of the same political 
party, with authority to negotiate with the northern band of Cheyenne Indians 
on the Tongue River reservation and in its vicinity in Montana, and with the 
band of Northern Cheyenne Indians on the Pine Ridge reservation in South 
Dakota, for such modification of their treaty and other rights as may be deemed 
desirable by said Indiansand the President, and forthe removal of said north- 
ern bands of Cheyenne Indians to a permanent settlement upon any of the ex- 
isting reservations; and if the result of such negotiations shall make it neces- 
sary to negotiate with any other tribes or bands of Indians for such portion of 
their reservation as may be necessary for the permanent settlement of the snid 
northern bands of Cheyennes, as herein contemplated, $5,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, but no agreement shall take effect until ratified by Con- 
gress 


Mr. COCKRELL. I have given notice of an amendment to strike 
out this whole clause, and I should like to know why thereis any ne- 
cessity for this negotiation. Are the Indians notat a place where they 
are satisfied? Are they dissatisfied? Are they upon reservations on 
which they can not supvort themselves? Why shall we inaugurate 
this commission for the purpose of making a change? I should like 
to have a reason. 

Mr. DAWES. It will be observed that this is a provision which 
came in the bill to the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is true. 

Mr. DAWES. It did not originate here. The documents which 
have been read have been put into the hands of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations since the bill came here. The committee are of opinion, 
I certainly am of the opinion, that it would be utterly futile to get the 
consent of these Indians to a removal from where they are. That an- 
swers the question whether the Indians want to go or not. 

I am satisfied and I think the committee are satisfied that the great 
trouble arises, as it has arisen in so many other places, from the desire 
ou the part of the white people, naturally enough, to get possession of 
this land, and they feel as if the Indians should be removed ‘rom that 
region down to Pine Ridge, where a portion of them are, or somewhere 
else. I do not think the white people there are particularly anxious 
to designate the place. I think they will be content with any other 
place than that. That, I think, is the origin of the whole matter and 
the merit of the whole matter. 

The committee, however, inasmuch as this clause came from the 
House of Representatives in the bill, and as it depended upon the con- 
sent of the Indians—in this day we do not negotiate by violence—and 
inasmuch as anything that Was done would have to be ratified here- 
after, would not set up their opinions oe the opinion of the body 
which sent the provision here in the bi 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest-to the Senator from Missouri 
that I think this commission to be appointed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know the reasons for it. 

Mr. TELLER. I will state very briefly why I thinkso. The Chey- 
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enne Indians are Indians who were living, when I first went into the 
Western country, largely in Northern Colorado, Wyoming, and Mon- 
tana. Iam somewhat familiar with the tribe, and have seen them a 
great many times, and know something about their charaeter. j 

They were peaceful for many years and then they became very hos- 
tile. They are fine warriors, and really physicaily and mentally they 
are amongst the best Indians on the continent. They were taken pris- 
oners and a large number of them sent to the Indian Territory. They 
were very much dissatisfied there. Having been northern Indians 
the climate was unsuited to them. The character of the country was 
entirely different from their former habitat, and it was found very dif- 
ficult to keep them there, although there are now 2,200 still in the In- 
dian Territory at the Cheyenne and Arapahoe agency. 

I will not undertake to give the dates, because those things pass out 
of one’s mind, but a number of these Indians broke away from the In- 
dian Territory and went up across Kansas, committing some horrible 
atrocities, and escaped into Northern Wyoming, where they were re- 
taken and brought back into the Indian Territory. They went away 
from time to time and ran away. While I was Secretary of the Inte- 
rior quite a number of them went off on their own account without 
the aid of the Government and went back to their former habitat, which 
was really up in that section of country where they are now. A res- 
ervation was established, which I understand to be this Tongue River 
reservation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where is that Tongue River reservation ? 

Mr. TELLER. It lies adjoining and near, as I understand, the Crow 
reservation in Montana. A portion of the Cheyennes were also put, 
after the Kansas troubles, at the Pine Ridge agency, as I recollect. 
A portion, as I am told, were captured and taken up there. Therefore 
there are some 500 or 600 of them now at Pine Ridge and about 800 or 
900 on Tongue River, and about 2,200 of them at the Indian agency in 
the Indian Territory, making somewhere in the neighborhood of 3,600 
or 3,700 Indians, all told. That is very many less than there were 
when I first knew the tribe. : 

Now, I do not believe it is possible to satisfy the Indians unless there 
is an honest effort made to unite the two branches—the Indians at 
Pine Ridge agency and those on Tongue River. It is barely possible 
that they could be induced to go back to the Indian Territory, but I 
doubt that very much. 
mained now forso many years in the Indian Territory would be con- 
tent to stay there. I do not hear that they are making any complaint. 

3ut the Indians at Tongue River and the Indians at Pine Ridge have 

beth been dissatisfied, and largely dissatisfied, because they are kept 
apart. They have relatives in one camp and relatives in the other, 
and they feel that they ought to be together, and that has caused a 
good deal of trouble. 

I doubt very much myself whether they will ever all be willing to 
go to Pine Ridge; I doubt whether the Indians in Montana will be will- 
ing to go into Dakota; but I think the Indians in Dakota would be 
very glad to go into Montana. Of course it is not a gracious thing to 
talk about putting the Indians in a State where they do not belong, 
but if part of them go, Isuppose the rest might be willing, forit would 
make very little difference. 

They went first upon Tongue River and built themselves houses with- 
out any aid from the Government, and I think the report of the special 
agent—I have not looked at it for a long time—shows that they built 
during the fall fifty cabins of their own, and had scattered themselves 
up and down theriverand sustained themselves principally during that 
winter by huuting without any aid from the Government atal!. Since 
that time there has been an agency established there, and they are now 
supplied—I do not know to what extent—with Government supplies; 
but the Government supplies them to a considerable extent, I suppose. 





| to say that I understand the condition of these people. 


| and most horribly and cruelly treated; 


I think hkely the Cheyennes who have re- | 
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ern edge, as marked on this map of 1539 the Crow reservation in 
Montana. 

Mr. TELLER. I believe t 

Mr. COCKRELL. And th t i 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELI Are t utis é 

Mr. TELLER. I understand t ! ’ ] 
other portion are not satisfic und th 
do not have their relatives with the 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where are the « I 

Mr. TELLER. At Pine Ridge, in u | \ 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Pine R wad ¢ Rose uwencies are 
side by side. 

Mr. TELLER. They are all th 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many are at the Pi Ridge agen 

Mr. TELLER. I looked at that a few m nts since, and I find 
there are 557 at Pine Ridge and 867 at Ton civer, making 1,424 in 
all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Tongue M an it it not so 
marked on this map. It is marked ‘‘ Northern Cheyennes That 
what you mean by Tongue Riv 

Mr. TELLER. Thatis what I mean The Tongue River agency 
and ‘*‘ the Northern Cheyennes’’ mean the same thing 


ion in Daketa be 


vat 
ieyenne River.’’ Is there a 


he 16 rest 


Mr. COCKRELL. I see ont map in tl 
low Standing Rock it is marked ‘‘ Chey 
part of them there? 

Mr. TELLER. I think not. 

Mr. MOODY. 


ly 


If the Senator will permit me to interrupt him, I wish 
They are a part 
of our people, and I have lived there many years. Those Cheyennes 
at the Cheyenne River agency are a different band of Indians entirely. 
That is a band of Indians that was sent to the Indian Territory, and 
aiterwards a portion of them escaped and went to Tongue River; a por- 
tion was captured and brought to Fort R near the northern 
line of Nebraska, ard into what is now the Pine Ridge ageney. 
These Indians were brought there 





»binson, 


and put in prison in the barracks 
and the Ogalalla Sioux, 
Red Cloud band, as it is known, eccupving Pine Ridge agenc 


relatives of the Cheyennes, took them temporarily 


ab or the 
y, being 


onto their r 





erva 
tion. The Ogalalla Sioux, or Red Cloud band, as it is known, took pity 
|-upon these people and asked that they be sent to their reservation. 


| they are aliens there, and since that spirit of 
| has passed away from the Ogalalia Sioux they 


| stand that these Cheyennes 


‘hese people are exceedingly anxious to leave that 


reservat 
and hun 


the subject 


ion, because 
nity 
of much 
rhe Ogalalla Sioux under- 
they think they 
and they are compelled 


refo 
rei 


sympathy 
are 
injury and outrage by the Ogalalla Sioux. 
do not belong there, and 
ire usurping some of theirrights and privileges 


to share with them their rations, etc., and th re this state of feel 





ing grew up between the two bands, and, though they are related, the 
Cheyennes are very discontented and the Ogalallas are desirous of get- 
ting rid of them. 

Recently, as the report shows, a matter ut within wn 
knowledge, the Cheyennes at Pine Ridge agency have endeavored to 
go to their relatives at Tongue River. They madea wt and troops 

| were sent after them, and they were captured and have been driven 
back upon thet reservation. 

My colleague | Mr. PeErriGREw | objected to any proposition by which 
these Northern Cheyennes should be ought there, because they do 
not belong there. Itis not their home. They are not attached to it, 
They are strangers there, and it would be a source of great outrage 
upon them, and discontent, of course, would arise among them, and it 


About $17,000 a year, the chairman of the committee tells me, is ex- | 


pended for 867 of these Indians who are there. 

I believe what is here proposed will be a good thing. It does not 
cost much, and I believe it will have a tendency to placate and satisfy 
these people, even if they are not moved, to have a commission go 
there and see what can be done, and see whether they are encroached 
upon by the white settlers or whether they are encroaching upon the 
white settlers. 

These Indians, I wish to repeat, are a pretty stalwart clasa of In- 
dians out of which I think something may be made. They were good 
fighters. No Indians ever fought better on this continent, I think, 
than the Cheyennes did, and I believe they are worthy of some atten- 
tion on the part of the Government with a view of satisfying them that 
the Government is doing the fair thing by them, of which they have 


never been satisfied. Of course they are bloodthirsty, like all other | 


Indians; they are wicked and cruel in war, and the atrocities they 


cozsmitted in Kansas were frightful, and if they should attempt— | 
which I do not suppose there is any great danuer of their doing—to | 


commit atrocities upon the settlers adjoining them they would be very 
severe and very wicked. There is no doubt about that. 
desperation by what they consider ill-treatment they might do it. 

I ask the Senator from Missouri, knowing something about this, %0 
let this commission try and see if they can not do something. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand, these Indians are upon the east- 


would be evil and not good to bring them 
Weare willing, of course, to ma 


. 1 


there, 


ke no objection to the Indians remain- 


ing where they are, but we do not want any more; not out of a spirit 
of cruelty to the Indians, as has been intimated, but because we not 
| only believe, but we absolutely know, that it is for the good of the Jn- 


| 


If driven to | 


dians that to their ancient home where have 
for generations lived. It istrue they have roamed, asthe Senator from 
Colorado hassaid, from Northern Colorado through Northern W yoming 
up into what is Montana, and their home covered a large extent of 
territory, but it included the region of country in which they now are. 

I would suppose thatthe Department would have abundant authorit; 
under the law as it now stands, without any further negotiation, to re- 
move these Indians that are at Pine Ridge that do not belong there, 


they should be sent 


they 


that have no rights there, up to Tongue River, where they do belong 
and where they haveights. But if there was any question about it 
there can be no harm in the appointment of the commission. Some 


thing should be done to settle the controver 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the 
not exercise it? I can not 
$10,000 in sending 
among the Indians. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I do not think th« 
partment can remove these Cheys and Arapahoes to Pine 
without some authority. hey can not do it without 
tion, at all eventa. 


Departmen the authority now, why 
sity for spending $5,000 or 


> 
a comm ere that may stir up bad blood 
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Mr. COCKRELL. This appropriation is not for the removal, but it 
is to be spent by these commissioners in going around and visiting these 
Indians 

Mr. TELLER. What I was going to say was that the Department 
would not want to come here and ask for an appropiation to remove 
the Indians until there was some examination made by some compe- 
tent authority as to whether they ought to be removed. These Chey- 
ennes at Pine Ridge are there legally and rightfully, and they are just 
as much entitled and should have been and I do not know but were in 
the negotiation considered as Sioux, because when the Sioux went to 
that reservation it was with the distinct provision in the treaty that 
the Government might put any other Indians there it saw fit; and 
while, as stated by the Senator from South Dakota, these Indians went 
there really because Red Cloud’s band requested that they might be 
sent there, they have been brought there, and are properly located 
there now, but they will never be satisfied there. It is ina low coun- 
try and ‘they are really mountain Indians. As I stated, they ran all 
over the country, all over the plains, and what was really a mountain 
region thirty years ago, and that was their habitat. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What kind of a reservation is the Northern 
Cheyenne reservation in Montana? 

Mr. TELLER. That is in the mountain region. They are not the 
same class of Indians as the Sioux. They have intermarried with those 
Indians, but they are of a different stock; they are of adifferent lingual 
stock, entirely different. 

Mr. DAWES. One of the troubles, if the Senator will allow me, 
arises from the fact that those at Pine Ridge are all the time growing 
less in number and those on Tongue River more, because they are get- 
ting away from Pine Ridge on an appropriation of $40,000. I think 
this is distributed pro rata between the two according to a census that 
was taken some time ago. So while the Tongue River Indians have a 
certain fixed sum every year their numbers are increasing because the 
Vine Ridge Indians are getting up there as fast as they can, and that 
is one of the troubles. 

Mr, TELLER. That is true. The number of Indians at Tongue 
River or the Northern Cheyenne agency must be double what it was 
live or six years ago. That is an accretion by gradually departing a 
few at a time from the agency at Pine Ridge and going up there, and 
hut for the intervention (as stated by the Senator from South Dakota) 
of the military they would all have been up there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By what authority did the military stop those 
men’? By the authority of the Interior Department? 

Mr. TELLER. By the authority of the Interior Department. Of 
course these people were rightfully and properly located at Pine Ridge, 
and the Department can not allow Indians to change from a location 
at will, It is necessary that they should be restrained where the 
treaties provide that their annuities shall be paid. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has not the President authority to remove these 
Indians from Pine Ridge agency to Montana if they desire it, and it is 
for the bes? interest of the Indians that it should be done? 

Mr. TELLER. I am not clear but that the President might do that 
under his general power to oversee and take care of the Indians, but 
the President would not want to do it unless some competent authority 
had examined into it; but in thecondition of the public mind on this 
question no Secretary and no President would want to arbitrarily move 
a lot of Indians, even if he had sent out some employés of the Depart- 
ment to see whether it was proper or not, because, as I found when I 
was Secretary of the Interior, and that has been my observation since 
and before, very frequently aspecial agent sent out who thinks the De- 
partment wants a certain thing done will report that it is very easy to 
do it, when it is found in fact to be very difficult. Therefore this in- 
quiry ought to be made by somebody who is pretty independent of the 
Department and who could give the Departmenta proper notion of the 
real condition of things at that agency. I think $5,000 is as little as 
we can hope to do it with. If the Senator thinks that is too much he 
might make it less, but [ think there should be a commission beyond 
all question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the character of the Pine Ridge agency 
and the character of the Northern Cheyenne agency as to the support 
of the Indians? Which is best suited for them to make a living and 
make a permanent home upon? Because we can not be shifting these 
Indians from piace to place all over the country. 

Mr. TELLER. Pine Ridge agency is a farming section. I can not 
state, never having been at the agency, exactly how valuable the land is. 
The Tongue River agency is in a mountain region where what farming 
land there is is upon the small streams, Tongue River, and Mud Creek, 
and Lame Deer Creek, and some other creeks thatcome in there. All 
the reservation is a good stock country, a good horse country, and a 
good cattle country, and there is plenty of farming land. I find by 
looking on the map that they took down the arable farm land at 14,000 
acres, 

Mr. COCKRELL. At the Northern Cheyenne agency ? 

Mr. TELLER. I think it is probably more. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Does that include the Crow portion of the reser- 


vation? 
Mr. TELLER. Thatis 


No, it does not tonch the Crow reservation. 
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a large reservation, and there is a great deal more land there. There 
is an abundance of farming land for these 1,400 Indians, and there 
would be for many years a full opportunity for them to raise cattle. 
It is in a country where they are entirely at home, where the cli- 
mate is such as the old ones have been accustomed to in their youth, 
and it is in every way a country that they would prefer to any other I 
know of. The trouble will be that a commission will not probably 
have very much opportunity for looking for other places, for they will 
insist upon going to Montana, and I suppose the people ot Montana, if 
they are to havethe present agency, might just as well have the others 
and have peace and quiet. 

Mr. DAWES. It is not broad enough for them to go up there. 

Mr. TELLER. It ought to be. 

Mr. DAWES. I think not. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator who has the bill in charge says he thinks 
it is not broad enough to authorize the negotiation. To send the 
Cheyennes from Pine Ridge up there is quite useless, 

Mr. DAWES. The object of the provision was the reverse of that. 

Mr. TELLER. I am quite sure it is useless to negotiate to send 
them down anywhere else. They might be sent to other regions of 
the mountains; they might be sent to Wyoming or some northern 
region in Idaho; but I do not believe they will ever consent to go to 
Pine Ridge any more than to the Indian Territory. 

Mr. POWER. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado about 
what the size of the Northern Cheyenne reservation is. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not remember. It is a small reservation. It 
is not large. 

Mr. POWER. Do you think it is large enough for the 860 Indians 
that are there now ? 

Mr. TELLER. And the others? 

Mr. POWER. No, for those who are there now. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes; it isa good deal bigger than that which 
they are using. I have about made up my mind that it does not make 
much difference whether the reservation is big or little so long as the 
Government supports the Indians. 

Mr. POWER. Are there not settlers all through there? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Montana asks me if there are not 
settlers all through there, and another Senator in private conversation 
tells me there are. I think not; but, however, if they were there those 
settlers were badly treated by the creation of the reservation. I have 
not looked at the order making the reservation, but I will venture to 
say that the order making the reservation protects and excludes all set- 
tlers from the effect of the order. That would leave the settlers legally 
there, but in a very unpleasant place, and as they are there the Gov- 
erment ought, when this matter is settled, to take the settlers out by 
paying them for their land, which has been done in a number of other 

laces. 
. Mr. POWER. That is the reason why this commission could ask 
for an appropriation of $5,000. Nothing can be done without an ap- 
propriation, as the Senator from Missouri well knows. Settlers are in- 
terspersed all through that country. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Of the Northern Cheyennes ? 

Mr. POWER. Yes, they are all through there, from your State, 
from Kentucky, and Ohio. I have a petition here from good, respon- 
sible men, which was just read, stating this case. Those people had 
to remove their families down to Miles City this summer, not that 
these Indians are bad or apy worse than any other Indians, but because 
they were not fedenough. Thatis not a farming country. Although 
the land there is good, it needs more work than an Indian will do to 
raise crops there. The appropriation has been very sparse, and conse- 
quently the Indians came near starving, and so they killed cattle. 
This report was read half an hour ago and at the Senator’s suggestion 
for his information. It is a great hardship to those people to have the 
Indians there as they are now. If the appropriation is allowed for the 
commission they may settle them on the Crow reservation. There is 
a bill now pending to cut down the Crow reservation, and they may 
settle them there altogether, but it is a sjock-raising country where 
they are now, and it is the desire to get them by themselves or with 
other Indians surrounding them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If it is no interruption, let me ask the Senator 
if the Cheyenne agency adjoins and is practically a part of the Crow 
agency. 

Mr. POWER. If theSenator will notice, it adjoins it on the east. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, I see; on the east. 

Mr. POWER. Ido not know but that the settlers would be satis- 
fied if these Indians were moved even farther west or into the interior 
somewhere where they could get land enough. They have not sufii- 
cient land there to exist now, and their presence inter/eres with the 
settlers who were there already. The Indians came there less than 
ten years and that country was settled twenty years ago. So you 
see the hardship, where people are raising families, to have those In 


dians there in a starving condition. 
Mr. COCKRELL, 
of this reservation ? 
Mr. POWER. The Crow reservation is an immense reservation, as 
the Senator will see. 


hat is the Crow reservation? Thatis just west 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I know; but what is the character of the land? 

Mr. POWER. That is very good land. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The same as this? 

Mr. POWER. It is far better. It ison the Big Horn River, and 
very good land. I do not wish to say that these Indians shall go to 
South Dakota, or anywhere else, but we want a commission to go there. 
We solicited an appropriation suflicient to pay that commission and to 
remove these Indians, could they agree on some place, and I do not 
think it is unreasonable to ask that. We asked for $10,000. The com- 
mittee cut it down to $5,000. Ithink $5,000is ample, but as it is now 
those people would have to abandon the homes that they settled fifteen 
years ago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
the number stated. 

Mr. POWER. ‘There are seven I know personally who have homes, 
family, and stock. 

Mr. DAWES. How many were there before the Indians came? 

Mr. POWER. There were over a dozen families, I understand, be- 
fore the Indians cane there. 

Mr. DAWES. These are part of them ? 

Mr. POWER. Yes, sir; these are part of those who were there be- 
fore the Indians came. 

Mr. MOODY. Have they intermarried with the Indians ” 

Mr. POWER. No, sir: they are white families. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask what is the number of the 
Crows. Are they numerous enough to utilize all the land of their 
reservation ? 

Mr. POWER. No,sir. Thereis going to be a commission appointed 
to cut down a portion of that reservation. They are going to dispose 
of it. 

Mr. DAWES. There is another commission provided for in the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know. 

Mr. POWER. The Crows have more land than they really need. 
It isa hardship to the State for the Indians to have so much land. 


I have forgotten 


How many settlers are there? 
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; tribes, one after another, in separate colt 


Our people want to make a treaty with them and buy it of them so as | 


to get white settlers in there. The Indians cover too much territory. 
I hope the amendment will not prevail. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw the amendment for the present 
I 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor 
reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the next 
paragraph, as follows: 

OSAGES. 

For interest on $69,120 at 5 per cent. per annum, being value of 54 sections o 
land set apart by treaty of June 2, 1825, for educational purposes, per Senate 
resolution of January 9, 1538, $3,456; and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized and directed to pay to the Osage Indians in quarterly payments the 
interest on their land fund as it accrues, except so much as may be n¢ 
for the establishment and support of schools and pay of employcs 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 
of the bill a question. 








essary 


I should like to ask the Senator in charge 
The cjosing words of the paragraph are: 


Except so much as may be necessary for the establishment and suppor 
schools and pay of employés. 


Do the Osage Indians pay for the expenses of all their schools? 

Mr. DAWES. , 
pay for. One isa mission school and one is aschool recently established 
by the Government. With those exceptions they pay for all their 
schools, such as they have. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 
the Government ? 

Mr. DAWES. No, the mission school is not supported by the Go 
ernment, and the Government has a school there besides. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Government has one school. 

Mr. DAWES. One school. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 
the Osage fund ? 

Mr. DAWES. ‘They are paid for out of the Osage fund. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. How long has the school the Govern- 
ment maintains in the Osage Nation been in existence? 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know that I can tell how long 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is immaterial. I thought perhaps 
the Senator knew. I find in the report of the Commissioner of Indian 


The mission school is not supported by 


And the other schools are paid for ont ot 


The amendment is withdrawn. The | 


There are two schools down there that they do not | 


Affairs that there are five schools supported at the Osage agency. I do | 


not know how long they have been in existence. Two of them, the 
Kaw boarding-school and the Osage boarding-school, are reported as 
being supported by the Government and a religious society—a sort of 
partnership it seems between the Government and some society. ‘Then 
there are three, the St. Louis boarding-school, the St. John mission 
school, and the McCabe boarding-school, that are contract sch 

Mr. DAWES. Then I have stated it correctly. I state] from my 
memory. The Senator has the report before him which of course would 
be more accurate than my memory. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I suppose from the paragraph which has 
been read in the bill, and I think I have been told, that these schools 
are actually supported out of the funds belonging to the Osage Indians 
and the expenses are not paid out of the Federal Treasury at all. 
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Mr. DAWES. Perhaps the Senator is right. As the Senator knows, 
the Osage Indians have a very large fund in the Treasury and are very 
rich 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I was aware of that fact; but I do not 
know of any other tribe of Indians who pay the expenses of their own 
schools when they are controlled by the Government Ldidr know 
whether these Indians were different from the other nation t re 
spect or not, and I was asking for information on that point 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill look the matter up before the bill is closed 
and try to give the Senator the necessary mation. I have a list 
of all the contract schools before m ull ie Go ent have 
entered into any contract for 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think it would he p Y » allow 
that list to go into the Recorp. 

Mr. DAWES. IJ was proposing to put it into the Recor» when we 
come to the schcol paragraphs in the bi 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is immaterial about putting it in now. 


I think perhaps it ought to be put in the 
to give us an opportunity to see it. If the Senator has no objection, I 
should be glad to have it gointothe Recorp now. We may not reach 
the school paragraphs this afternoon, and I can have an opportunity to 
look at the list in the morning. 

Mr. DAWES. I said I had a list of all the school I have not the 
list in detail of the contract schools, but I have a list of the ap; 
tions forall kindsof schools. I havesomewhere a list of all the schools 
and where located, which I will furnish. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I willask the Senator if the list of schools 
set out in the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs on pages 
382 to 390 does not give all that information, and whether it gives it 
accurately ? 

Mr. DAWES. 
does. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, 


RECORD at some time, so as 


ppropria- 


I do not know anything to 


The schools are named in that report by 


ns, and the methods of sup 






porting the schools is given whether by the Government or by contract. 

Mr. DAWES. That is what I was trying to find 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is on page 380 of the report of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs for 1829. 

Mr. PLATT. What does it say about the Osage schools ? 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to state 
to him that there is no Government school at the Osage a l. 
as I understand. There are two schools there, one under the charge 
of the Catholics and one under the charge of the Methodist 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In re ply to the question of the Senator 
from Connecticut, who asked me what is said vat the Osage s 
I will say- 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator give me the page? 

Ir. JONES, of Arkansas. This is on page 382, at the bottom of the 
page. It says that at the Osage agency there are tl 





Kaw boarding- 

1, the Osage boarding-school, the St. Lonis boarding-school, St. 
John’s Mission boarding-school, and the McCabe boarding-school. 
Chose are given as the list of schools at the Osag rency. rhe first 
two schools are stated as being supported by the Government and a re- 
ligious society I do not understand about the relation that exists 
between the Government and the religious society, nor what society it 
is. The three last named schools, the St. Louis boarding-school, the 


St. John’s Mission boarding-school, and the McCabe boarding-school, 


are all under contract. They are mentioned as contract schoo! They 
» schools, as I suppose, with which the Government has made « yn- 
tracts. 
Mr. PLATT. Probably my information or observation not very 


correct, but I supposed that the boarding-schools at the Osage ag 
and also at the Kaw agency, both being practically one age 
Government schools and supported by the 
know. 
Mr. DAWES. I call the attent 
fn 


the document he is readin 


n of the Ser tar { » Ar 


g irom ihat relates tot Usage agency 


} and not the Osage Indians. The Osage agency e1 31 
he 


Osaze Indians, but several others The Senator w ee in the col- 
imn there the names of the different little bands of Indi | 

hat is the explanation; but [am und 

he Osages there is a Catholic school, and also a school support 
| 





1e Government. Th 


» Senator from Colorado say NI 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. What tribes besides the Osag ider 
the control of the Osage agency ? 

Mz DAWES. Under the charge of t] (isa t 
of them right there I will tell the S tor ir t 

Mr. PLATT 
report of the superintendent « iis he 
Osage agency there are four scho e supported by the G 
and three contract schoo r f t latter li 
one is under the supervision of the Women’s Home Missionary Society} 
of the Methodist Episco Chur Chere is one school suy / 
the Government, as I : ippose, at the agency, in the ¢ ernment 
building. 
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r. TELLER. Lam very certain that the Government school is not 
in operation at the present time. 
PLATT. If not, it has been discontinued lately. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. This gets back to the original difficulty. 
ed what tribes besides the Osages were under the control of the 
Osage agency I have not been able to find that out. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator will find on page 325 that the Kaw In- 
dian school is at the subagency connected with the Osage reservation. 
One agent has control of the Osage agency; and at the subagency the 
Kaws are located. 

Mr. TELLER. 


tT. 
A 


I understand that the Government has a building at 


this agency, but that there is no schoo! kept in it; that is to say, no 
Government school; but on the contrary there is a contract made with 
the Catholics by which they have the charge of it in some way, I do 


not know just how. I think that is the fact. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkan I did not understand the Senator’s state- 
ment 

Mr. TELLER. I say I think the Government owns alarge building 
there, but I doubt whether the Government has kept up the school. 
[ have understood that the school is kept up by the Indians themselves 
out of their funds 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Government, I understand, some 
years ago erected the building, and it was placed subsequently under 
the control of the Quakers, and they kept it up for some time. I 
think perhaps that school was abandoned, but what was done subse- 
quently | did not know. I thought from the phraseology of this bill that 
these Indians weré perhaps paying the expenses of their own schools 

f they are, the language ought to be made more distinct in the ap 
propriating clause. When we appropriate so many thousand dellars 
for the support of Indian schools, it ought toappear whether the money 
comes out of the Treasury of the United States or out of the funds of 
the Indians. 

What I was trying to ascertain was how much of this fund that is 
distinctly reserved in the bill for theeducational purposes of the Osages 
is paid out of Osage funds and how much of it comes out of the Treasury 
of the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam underthe impression, from a former connection 
with these Indians in the way of having conversed with several chiefs 
when they were here some years ago, that they pay all the expenses 
of their schools themselves. Theyare very rich. ‘The Osages are prob- 
ably the richest people in the world. I guess that per capita they have 
more wealth than any other community which can be named anywhere. 

It is my recollection that they told me, and that it was a fact, that 
they were supporting their schools, except these missionary schools ot 
the Methodists and the Catholics. The Catholics have expended con- 
siderable money there, and so have the Methodists, I understand, in 
keeping up schools. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have been informed that the Catholics 
have a private school at the agency, but that it has no connection with 
the Government; it is not a contract school nor a Government school. 

Mr. TELLER, They have acontract. They get a certain amount 
from the Government to aid the Indians, but it 1s taken out of Osage 
money. The Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs allows them so much per capita for scholars, but it comes out 
of the Osage money and not out of the Government funds, as I un- 
derstand it. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Arkansas will move an amend- 
ment to the bill making an appropriation for an index to this report 
of the Interior Department he will serve the Osages and all the rest 
Ol us, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I had the same difficulty the Senator 
has and obviated it by sending down to the folding-room and getting 
a bound copy, which has an index. I have just got mine withina few 
minutes. If the Senator will send to the folding-room he can get a 
copy 

Mr. DAWES. The book furnished us from the document-room has 
not any index. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I had one from the document-room all 
day and had the same trouble; but the bound volume from the fold- 
ing-room has an index. : 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator’s book has an index and he will turn 
to ‘‘ reservations,’’ he will find a table there of all the reservations and 
the tribes embraced in each one of them. I can not find it because 
there is no index to my copy. 

Mr. PLATT. If the report of the superintendent of Indian schools 
is correct, the schools at the Osage agency and at the Kaw subagency 
are supported by the Government. The report of the superintendent 
of Indian schools is dated September 5, 1889. 

Mr. DAWES. What page is it on? 

Mr. PLATT. It begins on page 313 of the report of the Secretary ot 
the Interior. Turning to page 382,there are statistics as to the Indian 
schools supported in whole or in part by the Government during the 
year. 

At the Osage agency is the Kaw boarding-school with 70 scholars, 
12 employés, an enrollment of 50, an average attendance of 41, in ses- 
sion ten months, and cost the Government $6,330.37. The Osage board 
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ing-school has a capacity for 150 boarders, has 17 employés, and has an 
enrollment of 168, an average attendance of 117, was in session ten 
months, and cost the Government $17,182.03. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. That is all for Osage Indians, I suppose. 
In the list of reservations referred to by the Senator from Massachusetts 
I find that the Osage agency embraces the Great and Little Osages and 
the Quapaws. If the impression of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] is correct, that these people are paying all the expenses of 
their schools out of their fund, it seems to me that this bill ought to 
show in the clause making appropriations for these schools how much 
of this money comes out of the Federal Treasury and how much of it 
comes out of the fund of the Osage Indians. 

When we go further on with the bill and come to the clauses making 
appropriations for Indian schools, there isso much money appropriated 
for different schools for different purposes; but I have seen nothing to 
indicate in any of those appropriating clauses that any part of this 
money comes out of the Osage fund. 

What I was calling attention to here was that it would seem that 
this paragraph authorizes the taking of this money out of the Osage 
fund, and at the same time, in the appropriating clause, it comes out 
of the Treasury of the United States, without any explanation that 
part of it is to be paid out of the Osage fund, and is not to come out of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] just read 
from the table which the Senator will find on page 382 of the docu- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I read from that table in the beginning. 

Mr. DAWES. That table shows just what the schools cost, how 


| supported, their capacity, the number of employés, etc. Atthe Osage 


agency the Kaw boarding-school has 70 pupils, number of employés 
12, etc., and the cost to the Government is $6,330.37. The St. Louis 
boarding-school is under contract, and costs $3,653.16. TheSt. John’s 
Mission boarding-school costs the Government $1,633.37. The McCabe 
boarding-school costs $2,812.50. That is the cost to the Government 
without any reference to the expenditures from other sources, 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know but that I shall have to correct my 
statement that the Government pays all these bills; but it ought not 
todoso. There are not to exceed from 1,400 to 1,500 Osage Indians. 
They have a fine fertile tract of land which belongs to them in fee. 
They have, if I recollect aright, about $8,000,000 in the hands of the 
Government, of which they do not use even the interest. Recently 
the council allotted to the Roman Catholics, who have a school there, 
$60,000 to erect a building for school purposes, and to the Methodists 
$40,000. I believe the Department did not approve of it, and so the 
money was not expended in that way; but they are abundantly able 
to pay their own expenses, and there should be no money appropriated 
for the Osage Indians, except what is taken out of their funds. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If this $30,000, which it seems is appro- 
priated for the support of schools at the Osage Indian agency for each 
year, is appropriated, it certainly ought to appear in the appropriation 
bill whether it comes out of the Indian fund or out of the United 
States Treasury. It would seem inthis paragraph that it would come 
out of the Osage fund, but I have looked in vain in the latter part of 
the bill and through the other appropriations made for schools to find 
any explanation made, or anything to show that this money comes out 
of the Osage funds and that it does not come out of the Treasury. 

Mr. DAWES. There is nothing in the school paragraphs in refer- 
ence to that subject. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There are two contract schools mentioned 
here. Inthe first paragraph, underthe heading ‘‘ Forsupportofschools,’’ 
there is appropriated $911,870 ‘‘ for support of Indian day and industrial 
schools, and for other educational purposes not hereinafter provided 
for.”’ I presume that out of that $912,000 this $30,000 is paid. Now, 
the question is, if it is taken out of the Osage fund it ought to appear 
here that of this amouzt of money $30,000 comes out of the Osage 
fund, and is not taken out of the Treasury. 

Mr. DAWES. My impression is that there is this state of facts down 
there: The Osage Indians do not want to be educated. The young 
Osage Indians are not making any improvement. They are an illus- 
tration of the curse of riches, and will never in the world, if left to 
themselves, be civilized. They are listless; and I have an impression 
that inasmuch as they have a right to do what they please with the 
interest on their fund, and they do not appropriate it for school pur- 
poses, this is an attempt on the part of the Government toawaken a 
disposition for education in trying to get them waked up. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to say 
that I think he is mistaken. A few years ago they sent a delegation 
to Washington that they might be put in the record here as the sixth 
civilized tribe, and when the Secretary of the Interior asked them what 
claim they had to be treated as the sixth civilized tribe, they asserted 
that they had passed a law, which they were enforcing, that every In- 
dian must send his children to school or he could not participate in the 
tribal fund. As I stated a moment ago, they made recently out of their 
funds an allowance of $60,000 to the Catholics and $40,000 to the Meth- 
odists, as a donation to erect buildings in which to educate their chil- 
dren, which indicates to me that they are disposed todo something. I 
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admit they have not made the progress that we thought they would 
make, and that perhaps they ought to have made. 
Mr. DAWES. I think it will turn ont, as they gave this fund for 
the erection of buildings really out of their own moneys, that they 
maintain thes But lam not cert Chey wanted to be the 
sixth civilized they supported themselves and had a 
form of That is all true. They could not 
help supporting them the money they have; but from 
all accounts, sin he; to that Territory, with ail t 
money, they have been going back as well in numbers as 1n status 
I am not certain, I do not know, but it may be that the Government 
ypriating money out of its Treasury to maintain s 
ould get hold of the Osage fund that fund ought to support t 
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Mr. TELLER. I suppose it will not be denied th 
ment of the United States holds this money in trust for th Indians, 
and that the Government can divert it, if it « 
nary use that they are putting their moncy to, for buying food, to edu 
cational purposes, if the Government sees fit. 

Mr. DAWES. Unlessthe Government is bor treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think the G« und bv ; 
treaty that would require it to do otherwise. I think myself it would 
be a wreat outrage upon the people of the United States to appropriate 
monev for the education of Osage Indian children in view of the tact 
that they have in the Treasury of the United States, I think, $8,000,000, 
on which they are drawing interest, and a large tract « 
they do not make useful except by leasing it, mainly t 
pasture cattle and cultivate it and give them a share of the crops. 

I think the Senator from Massachusetts is right when h 
they have not made much progress. I do not think any In 
tribe will make progress that has no incentive at all to labor. If the 
Government feeds them they will not work. If they are rich enou 
to live without labor they will not labor, and that is one of the curse 
of the methods we have pursued. These Indians never ought to have 
had $8,000,000, , If they had had half a million dollars it yuld have 
been all that they ought to have had. They not only have had t 
$8,000,000, but they have had a great deal more. They paid $500,000 
for this ground that they occupy, and I understand ther 
exceed fourteen or fifteen hundred of these Indians all told. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The point, however, that Is 
this matter does not seem to have yet been disposed of. - 
graph seems to provide that the money appropriated for these Osages 
shall be taken out of their fund. In the appropriating clauses of the 
bill, which appear on pages 54 and 55, there is a provision for appro- 
priating $912,000 for the education of Indians, and there is nothin 
whatever said of so much of this money that is used for the Osage 
being taken out of the Osage fund. So it would seem that we are ap- 
propriating this $30,000 out of the Federal Treasury in one clause of 
the bill, and in another clause of the bill we are providing for taking 
the $30,000 out of the fund of the Indians. That would seem to be a 
double appropriation, or rather a taking of the $30,000 out of the Osage 
fund, and then taking $30,000 out of the Treasury for the purpose oi 
paying $30,000 of expenses. 

Mr. DAWES. As I read the paragraph unde 
little different from that: 

For interest on $69,120 at 5 per cent. per annum, being value of 54 sect 
land set apart by treaty of June 2, 1825, for educational purposes, 
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It seems that so many sections of land were set apart by treaty, and 
we agreed to capitalize it and pay so much for educational purposes 
downthere. This particular feature required us to pay the interest on 
that for educational purposes. 

And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to pay to 
the Osage Indians in quarterly payments the interest on their land fund 
accrues— 

That has been done, I understand, heretofore— 


exceptso much as may be necessary for the establishment and support of scho 
and pay of employés. 


as 1 


The interest of the fund is to be paid to them except so much : 
necessary for school purposes. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That is to be reserved. 

Mr. DAWES. Now, when you turn over to the general appropria 
tion you find ageneral appropriation without saying anythingabout this. 
It comes to be a matter of administration; and the Indian Department 
may be open to criticism if they take any part of that general appro- 
priation and put it to the support of schools in the Osage agency, on 


consideration, it isa 


the ground that there is no need of any such appropriation there, be- | 


cause they have money enough; but it does not seem to be necessary 


to mention it in the appropriation; it is better to leave it to the ad- | 


ministrator. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Then I understand the Senator to be un- 
der the impression that the appropriation made under the head of ‘‘ For 
support of schools’’ will not be used for the Osage Indian schools at 
all, whatever the bill provides ? 

Mr. DAWES. I should say with my present information that if I 
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of the United States has no right to blame them if they have not been 

making advances since that time. The responsibility rests with other 

people and not with them. We have violated our treaty stipulation. Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs ought 

While we have been urging them to adopt the religion of the Bible, we | to see to it that no money is thrown away. If we can point out some 

have been setting them an example of violating the pledges that we | things of that sort the time is well spent. 

have made to them. At Denver it seems there is the school of The Good Shepherd, a board- 
Now, lam nota Catholic. My sympathies are not with the Catho- | ing-school, under contract, where the pupils cost the Government $3.69 

lies. On the contrary, I am in every fiber of my being a Protestant. | apiece. 

But I believe in the freedom of religion in this country, and that In- Mr. TELLER. Per month. 

dians a8 well as white people have the right to select their own modes Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Per month, and in this day school I have 

of worship and to worship in whatever way they please. If the state- | just spoken of the cost is $26.48; and in the Government school, the 

ments made here are correct, that these people are sustaining theirown | day school, I understand the pupils are not fed; they are not clothed. 


Mr. TELLER. That was appropriated out of the general fund. It 
was not appropriated specially in the appropriation act. 





schools out of their own money, it seems to me they ought to havea Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire if the Senator has the num- 
right to select who shall yo among them as teachers, and when, and how. | ber of pupils at the day schools in the Southern Ute agency. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senatorif these mission- Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That is given here. 
aries and Catholic school-teachers have never been permitted to go back Mr. TELLER. How many are there? 
to the Osage agency according to the prayer of that petition ? Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The enrollment is seventeen. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I understand that there is now a Cath- Mr. TELLER. What is the attendance? 
olie school permitted in the agency, but I do not think the agreement Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The average daily attendance is twelve. 
that was made with these Indians was ever carried out. The Catho- Mr. TELLER. That is better than I ever knew them to do. 
lics have now, I understand, one school there, that they sustain them- Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The number of employés they have in 
elves, that the Government does not sustain, and that the Govern- | connection with that Ute school is 3; the amount of money spent was 
ment does not pay for out of the Osage fund. $1,906.62; and it cost the Government an average ot $26.48 per pupil 
Mr. PLATT. In this contract school the Government pays a por- | per month. In the Grand Junction school, in the same State, which 
tion of the expenses by contract. Itis acontract school | is supported by the Government, there is a capacity ot 60; there are 5 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Catholic school ? employés in the school; there is an enrollment of 28, with an average 
Mr. PLATT. Yes daily attendance of 16; in the boarding department there are 16; and 
Mr. DAWES. ‘There is a contract with one Catholic school there. the amount of money paid out was $6,793.24, or $35.38 per month 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Which one is that ? per head for the pupils attending that school. 


Mr. DAWES. ‘There is a very good Catholic school there; whether Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator that that money 
it has any contract with the Government I do not know. One has a | was taken out of funds belonging to the Utes. That is not Govern- 
contract with the Government, and one, as I have understood, is a | ment money. 
separate, independent Catholieschool. Thenthe Methodists wentdown | Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Then the Government of the United 
there and the Osages appropriated $40,000 for a Methodist school there. | States has acted most outrageously in throwing away money, if it be- 
The superintendent of Indian schools being of that denomination, and | longed to the Utes. It would be an inexcusable waste of money if it 
being opposed to the appropriations for religious denominations, ad- | belonged to the Government to allow money to be used in that way; and 
vised against it, and the Department here disapproved it and did not | it is certainly no defense to say that the Government was not wasting 


accept it. | itsown money, but was simply squandering money belonging to the Utes. 
Mr. TELLER, I should like to say to the Senator from Arkansas | We have a contract school in that State which feeds and clothes—— 

that I understand this Catholic school is paid $120 a year per capita Mr. TELLER. The cost is $100 a year per capita at Denver? 

for the children in school. Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes, sir; about $100 a year. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. My impression has been that the Catho- Mr. TELLER. It is just $100, according to my recollection. 

lic school at the Osage ageucy is not a contract school at all. Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have here one of these contracts show- 
Mr. TELLER, It is a contract school. | ing what the contract schools agree todo. They obligate themselves 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Which one is it? in section 4 ‘‘to supply the pupils of said school with suitable and suf- 


Mr. TELLER. The St. Louis school was burned up last winter. I | ficient clothing, subsistence, lodging accommodations, medical attend- 
do not know what they call the otherone; but I had an opportunity to ; ance, school-books, stationery, school appliances, and all other articles 
examine into the matter abont a year ago and I know they had a con- | necessary to their personal comfort, and also to supply the schools with 
tract at that time. About that time ora little more, perhaps two years | mechanical tools and all other articles necessary in a properly conducted 


ago, the other school was started there called the McCabe school. industrial school.’’ Allof this is done in the contract school for a little 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is another school there, the St. | over $8 a month, while in the day school, where there is no supply, 
John’s Mission school. : where there is no clothing, the expenses are in one $26 a month and in 
Mr. TELLER. That is a Catholic school, I understand, also. | theother$35amonth. We have in addition to that paid the expenses 


Mr. PLATT. That is over at another part of the reservation, which | of the buildings for these Indianschools. The Government necessarily 
is called Hominy Creek, It isa school which has been established furnishes the buildings, and the amount of money appropriated by the 
away from the immediate agency, about 25 miles. | Government to erect these buildings is over and above the enormous 

Mr. TELLER. It is said here in the report that it is located in a | expenses that are incurred month by month for the education of the 
wild out-of-the-way place, and the number of pupils is about twenty- | young Indians. 
five. That is the St. John Mission School. It seems to me that this is unjustifiable extravagance, and I think 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, ‘There is another feature in connection | the time has come when the Senate should call a halt in making ap- 
with this matter that I will call attention to right now, but I propose | propriations and requiring the expenditure of $35 a month current 
to have something more to say about it as we get further along. It is | outlay, not counting the expenses of the building for the education of 
a striking circumstance in looking over this list of schools in parallel | these Indians. 
columns here, giving the capacity of the schools, the number of attend- Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me a word as to the South- 
ants, the amount of cost, the cost per month, and a number of other | ern Ute agency? 
things which are valuable, that we find in this Osage agency that the Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Kaw boarding-school has a capacity for 70 pupils, has12 employés, has Mr. TELLER. ‘There is a school out there, and the last I heard of 
50 in the enrollment, the average attendance is 41, and the cost to the | it was when I saw areport of the agent, in which he said it was propped 
Government is $15.44 per month for the pupils at the Kaw school; in | up with a pole to keep it from blowing over. ‘There has never been 
the Osage school the cost to the Government is $14.69 per month; in | any disposition on the part of the Ute Indians to get an education. A 
the St. Louis boarding-school, which is a contract school, the cost is | few years ago twenty-eight of them were sent down to Albuquerque 
$8.42 per month. after a good deal of trouble. They staid there some time. They were 

Mr. PLATT. Thatis the cost to Government. sent down there from this agency. Unfortunately, measles or scarlet 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The cost to the Government at the St. | fever or something broke out—I do not remember what it was—and 
John boarding-school is $9.35 a month, and at the McCabe boarding- | seven or eight of them died, and the rest, of course, were taken back 
school it is $10.42 a month per capita. A more striking difference ap- | home. Since that time the Ute Indians have been afraid of a school. 
pears in the schools of Colorado and the Southern Ute agency. There | I have a picture here of the school-house at the Ute agency. I will 
is an agency day school supported by the Government which costs the | send it over and let the Senator from Arkansas look at it and see if he 
Government per capita per month $24.48 per day pupil. wonders that there were no children in that school. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator that in my judg- Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I haveseenit; Iam familiar withit. I 
ment it costs about four or five times that, for practically there is no | should like the Senator to explain how he can undertake to justify the 
school there, and never has been, The Southern Ute school is a waste | expenditure by the best Government on the earth of $35 a month—of 
of money. money that belongs to these Ute Indians—apiece for children sent to 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, There was an appropriation last year of that school. 
$1,906.62 for that school. So I hope when we reach that clause in Mr. TELLER. I explain it on the ground that it is the best Gov- 








the bill the Senator will move to strike that out. | ernment in the world, and if it was not it would not doit. I explain 
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it also upon the same hypothesis that I explain the fact that we are 
supporting at that agency a thousand Indians whom we are not under 
any moral obligation to support. We voluntarily assumed it. We 
never bought an acre of land from them, for they never owned an acre 
to sell us. 

When we bought New Mexico we bought it clear of this Indian title. 
We bought the whole country. If we did not buy the Indians we 
bought the land at least; but we found these Indians on our handsand 
we made a treaty with them by which we agreed to keep up a school. 
It is true that they agreed to send their children to school as much as 
we agreed to keepup the school. They decline to do it, and year atte 
year the Government has, not only at that agency but over in Utah 
where there are Ute Indians, the Government has been trying to main- 
tain schools for their benefit with justabout the same expense, I think, 
that has been incurred down at the Ute agency. 

It was thought there might be a boarding-school established in the 
neighborhood where these Ute Indians had lived. Thereupon the 
school was established at Grand Junction, which was an absolute fail- 
ure so far as the Ute Indians were concerned. They could not be in- 
duced to go except in a limited number, as seen by the statement the 
Senator has just made. Last year the Grand Junction school was aban- 
doned as a Ute school and it is now in a condition, I think, to do some 
good, and the expenditure is now limited to the usual expenditure for 
other schools. So, if there has been an abuse heretofore, it will not 
longer continue. 

Mr. President, it is not fair to say that there has been any abuse. 
There has been an honest effort on the part of the administration of In- 
dian affairs to induce these Indians to gotoschool. Itis true the Goy- 
ernment has not built a very good building at the Southern Ute agency, 
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many conditions, as, first, how many schol 
of one hundred is run per capita cheaper than a school of 
and a school in one locality where there is no difficulty in 
children is run cheaper than one where you hav 
police officer forthem every morning. There area variet tions. 
In the contract schools the contractor always says that 
scholar under the cost, but that | added 
ments of a school, it is an inducement to him to take scholars alo 
with his other scholars, and they say that they take them 


A school 
wenty-five, 
getting the 
» to send out an Indian 


> & 





yot conal 


elng to the existing arra 


inder cost 

That may be true, and in some instances I know it is the case. Ther 

are a great many reasons why when you distribute it per capita you 
find that it costs more than it does in the contract schools. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, there isno doubt of that 

In reply to what the Senator from Massachusetts has just now said, I 

want to remark that it does not strike me as wise to have asuperintend 


t ‘ | 
ent at $1,500, with an assistant superintendent at $750, with a matron 


at $500 a year, and half a dozen other employ¢s for a school that has 
twelve pupils. Men who are ordinarily prudent in the management 
of their affairs would not incur such expenses with any such sized 
schools. . 

The Senator from Colorado attempts to justify this expenditure by 
saying that the money belongs to the Utes; that we are simply using 
their money for this purpose. This does not justify it, in my opinion 


Weare under as much obligation to spend the money that belongs to the 


Utes as economically, fairly, and with reasonable amount of jud 
| ment as we are to spend the money of the United States in that way 
We have a better right to waste and throw away the money in th 
Treasury than we have to waste and throw away the money that is 
held in trust for these humble people. 
But, while the Senator from Colorado was submitting his remarks to 


and if it had built a building as fine as this Capitol it would not have | 


got another child into the school. That is not the trouble. 
hostility to education and to the white man’s ways, as they say. 

Mr. MORGAN, And language. 

Mr. TELLER. And to his language and to everything else that is 
connected with civilized life. 

Mr. DAVIS. Except his whisky. 

Mr. TELLER. That is, everything that is good that is connected 
with civilized life they are opposed to. 

Now, the Grand Junction school, I believe, will be a valuable school 
for the few Indians who can be induced to go to it, and those Indians 


lying west of us in Utah, and the northern Indians, and perhaps the | dren without the aid of the contract system 


Navajoes, who are about to send toit. The agent said to me the other 
day that he could procure fifty or more, if the school would take them, 
of children of the proper age; that the children would be glad to go. 
I understand the Department expects to make a reasonably economical 
school of it; that is, it will not be so expensive as the school has been 
heretofore. Of course, if it could not be made more advantageous than 
it has been, it would be very wise policy to abandon it. However, 
this expenditure has been made from the Indians’ money, and while 


It is their | 


it may be that it is a pretty extravagant thing, it has done them more | 


good than the money would in any other way, because they have been 
practically supported by the Government, and whenever they get a 
dollar of this money it goes for luxuries and for other things that do 
not do them any good. 
Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator from Colorado a question ? 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 


Mr. PLATT. The Grand Junction school is an industrial school in | 


addition to its being a school where simply branches of education are 
taught, and, as I understand it, is a more expensive school on that ac- 
count. In these contract schools the Government does not pay the 
teachers, and that accounts for their being conducted at less expense 


per scholar than any Government school where all the teachers are | jyore work than he can do well. and $1.500 a year ata rem 


| always secure a high order of executive abil 


paid by the United States, 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say in addition in regard to the school at 
Grand Junction that the people of that town, a little hamlet then, I 
think, of not more than five hundred people, donated to the Govern- 


ment 160 acres of land, paid a $4,000 donation, and farnished the | 


water right, and it isa very handsome piece of land now, quite valua- 
ble, the town having grown to quite an extent. It was the purpose 


of the Indian Office to there teach these Indians agriculture by irriga- | 


tion, because if they ever do become agriculturists in that section the 
Senator is aware they must practice irrigation. 
fort made to teach those Indians there, and that is one reason why it 
costs more; but the great reason why it cost so much was the small 
number of children. It costs just as much for ten children as for sixty: 
T mean to say, for teachers, superintendence, etc. ; 


There has been an ef- | 


Now, Mr. President, as to the Denver school, that is a Catholic school, | 


and it is a very good school, and it has been of very great advantage 
undoubtedly to the children who have been sent there. They have 
been well cared for and well instructed and ata reasonable rate. 
derstand the authorities are still willing to take children at that rate, 
and that they are doing a very excellent work in connection with it. 
Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Arkansas loses sight of two or three 


a contract school. In the day school the cost per capita depends upon 


Tun- | 


Ww [ | did not know at all. 
other conditions which make the cost in these day schools per capita | 


more than the education of the same number of scholars would cost in | 


the Senaie, 1 was struck with the strong likeness of what he described 
as the condition of things out there to a letter which Bishop Whipple 
wrote, and which I read some time ago, and [turned toit. It strongly 
supportssome of the ideas presented by the Senator from Colorado, and 
I will read it to the Senate. It is partofa page. He says, in writing 
to Herbert Welsh—everybody here knows who Bishop Whipple is, and 
his character and reputation: 


My memory goes back thirty years when all Indian schools were inthe hands 
of the Government. ‘They were a disgrace to the nation and a robbery of the 
Indians. Under our political system 1 do not believe that it is possible for the 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs to provide for the education of the Indian chil 

1, I fear that the place of teacher will be sought as a reward for political sery- 
ice. It destroyed the schools before, and I believe will 

2. There will be danger that the lack of confidence in the administration of 
the schools, or other adverse influences, will prevent Congress making the 
needed appropriations, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs may at any 
time have the schools suspended or interrupted. 

3. The influence of the benevolent women who are behind these so-called 
contract schools is most valuable to the Government in creating a healthy pub- 
lic opinion, and also in watchful care over the schools. 

4. Among the wilder tribes, or those who have just entered our civil 
parents will take the children out of school. It is well-nigh impossible to pre 
vent it. Girls are thus subject to fearful temptations, and the good gained in 
school is destroyed. 

The last ten years has shown more progress than half a century before. 
The people and Congress are willing to appropriate all the money needed for 
the education of Indian children. Why change It will surely cast a damper 
on the hopes of the Indian’s need, and, I believe, strike a fatal blow to work so 
well begun. 

x Wherever possible to have an efficient Government school it ought to be 
established, and at the same time the present contract schools maintained 

9. Ido not raise the question of the injury to the benevolent people who have 
paid out large sums of money which will be made useless. I only express my 
conviction, founded on an experience of thirty years, that it is not possible for 
the Government, with our system of patronage and its dependence on po 
ical agents, to take the entire educational systerm of Indian schools into its h 
without failure. There is no educated civilized constituency in the Indian 
country to watch and guard the schools. Your political Indian agent has now 
te agency will 
written as brief! 


do so again, 


zation, 














ty I have 
} 


could my views, and hope that no change will 


some of our best Indian schools 


I have some very positive opinions, Mr. President, about the general 
question of Indian education, which I propose to present when we 
reach that part of the bill, but I have only in this discussion confined 
myself to the circumstances that seemed tos 

Mr. DAWES. I move that when the 


urround these Ute schools. 


Senate adjourn to-day it ad 


journ to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet to-morrow 
11 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I want to make one reference to the 


statement made by Bishop Whipple as to the politics in Indian schools. 
I think there is very little politics in these sch At Grand June 
tion, the only school I have given any personal attention to of late, 
there was some dissatisfaction with the superintendent. The Com 
missioner of Indian Affairs wrote to me early in his administration that 
he was not satisfied with the superintendent, who was a man whom I 
I believe I had never met him, although I knew, 


1 
oo1s. 


of course, his name. 
I wrote to the Commissioner that so far as I was concerned, and I 
spoke for my colleague, we had no desire to use the school as a political 








agency; that he was at liberty to select the superintendent from any 


class of people or from any State; he need not even look to our State, but 
might go anywhere that he saw fit and put in any man of any politics 
or any religion he saw fit, provided only he got a good man; we would 
only regard him as responsible for the conduct of the school. He sent 
a man from one of the New England States—I do not remember which 

tate, and I do not know that I have ever known. I hear from the 


community from which this man has come that he is a very excellent 
man. I have never heard a suggestion made by anybody in that com- 
munity that we ought to have had a local man appointed, or any sug- 
gestion about this man’s politics, and I have not the slightest idea what 
it is. 

| belieye*that is the general rule that prevails with reference to these 
Indian schocls. I think it has been very rare that there has been any 
politics in the schools. Certainly while I had close connection with 
them I know there never was, and I am not aware that there is now. 
I do not believe that there is. I know at Grand Junction at onetime 
there was a man tnere about whom there was some little complaint 
made tome. It was while there was a Democratic Administration, 
and it was stated that he was somewhat offensive in his partisanship; 
and yet I never made any complaint to the oflice and nobody ever asked 
to have him removed that I know of. He was not the superintendent; 
he was some subordinate. 

Now, [know nothing about the politics or religion, I will say, of 
any man or woman in that school. The school is doing remarkably 
well, | understand, and that is the thing I am interested in; and I be- 
lieve that is all the Department is interested in. 

Mr. PLATT. I think that, in justice to the present Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, it ought tube soid that he is about the last man who 
would be suspected or charged with having made any appointments in 
the Indian schools of this country from any political motive. I have 
sometimes thought that perhaps he went too far in the other direction 
and refused to consider those questions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thereading ofthe bill will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, beginning at line 11, 
on page 21, and read to line 12, on page 23. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know about that provision. Do 
they keep three blacksmiths and their assistants running there all the 
time ? 

Mr. DAWES. In most of them they actually maintain them and in 
some of them they commute that for so much valuein money. We 
bound ourselves permanently without limitation to furnish these three 
blacksmiths and assistants and iron and steel for shops as recited in 
this treaty. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The point I want to raise on that is this: We 
may have made that agreement at atime when it was thonght to be 
the interest of the Indians that it should be carried out. Now, if we 
commute that, by the same authority that we commute it we have a 
right to alter the treaty by making a new agreement with them that 
will be satisfactory and substitute something else for this senseless 
thing. 

Mr. DAWES. It would be very desirable, in my opinion, to revise 
all these treaties in some way. Thereare what appear now to be very 
senseless provisions in very many of them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some of them, for example, provide for a mill- 
wright to build some old horse-mill or some water-mill. The necessity 
for that kind of thing has passed away. It seems to me the height of 
folly and absurdity for us to be going on. making appropriations for 
these ridiculous things, nominally to carry outatreaty. I want to call 
the attention of the Senate to that particular place because it does seem 
to me that the Pottawatomies must be a verysmall tribe. I was try- 
ing to find out what the numberof them was. Does theSenator from 
Colorado know the number of Pottawatomies ? 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not remember the number. I can find it very 
soon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think there are only about a thousand of them, 
if | am not mistaken, though I would not be very positive about that. 

Mr. TELLER. The Prairie band of the Pottawatomies numbers 
447. 

Mr. DAWES. There is no question but what this is an old treaty 
which has been regarded by the Government as binding upon it, and 
it is disposed to keep it to the letter unless it can be reformed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I find that the Citizen band of Pottawatomies 
numbers 457, and they are the ones, I understand, in the Indian Ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. TELLER, Is that for the Indian Territory ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not say where these are, but it is for the 
whole Pottawatomies. I suppose they are the ones in the Indian Ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. TELLER. The Pottawatomies are in Kansas. The Pottawa- 
tomie Prairie band in Kansas number 447, according to the last report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the suggestion to theSenator from Massa- 
chusetts that if the Executive Department does not take hold of this, 
as we have to make the appropriations and we see these defects, the 
Committee on Indian Affairs ought to call the attention of the Presi- 
dent and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of 
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the Interior to these things and let them have them revised and cor- 
rected, 


Mr. DAWES. I think the matter is worthy of consideration, and I 
trust the committee will take it under advisement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next paragraph was read, 
as follows: 


For permanent provision for 50 barrels of salt, per second article of treaty of 
July 29, 1829, $156.54, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There is another provision—50 barrels of salt. 
If there are only four hundred of the Indians, to turnish them 50 barrels 
of salt would seem to me a very ridiculous and farcical affair. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for the Pot- 
tawatomies, to strike out the clause from line 24, on page 23, to and 
including line 9, on page 24, as follows: 

That the sum of $2,100 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
moneysin Treasury of the United States of America not otherwise appropriated, 
and that the same be paid to the Pottawatomie Indians, known as the Citizen 
and Prairie bands, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, according 
to their respective rights and interest. Said sum, when so paid, to be in full 
for principal and interest due said Indians on one thousand-dollar interest- 


bearing bond on the State of Indiana, and known as the Fitch bond, said to 
have been ‘abstracted, lost, or mislaid ” by Mr, Fitch, 
And in lieu thereof to insert: 
MEXICAN POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS OF KANSAS, 

That there be paid to the Mexican Pottawatomie Indians of Kansas the sum 
of $27,011.60, to be apportioned among those now living and the heirs of those 
who may be dead, by the Secretary of the Interior, as their respective rights 
may appear; and that forthis purpose there be appropriated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $17,995.46,and that the 
Secretary of the Interior be authorized and directed to pay them the further 


sum of $9,016.14 from funds standing to the credit of said Indians on the books 
of the Treasury. 


Mr. DAWES. I desire to put in the Recorp a correspondence in 
reference tothe part proposed to be stricken out, which has never been 
put anywhere where it could be preserved. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Let it be read. It is a short letter. 

Mr. DAWES. It is a correspondence between the Commissioner of 
Indian Aflairs in 1863 and the then Representative in Congress, after- 
wards Senator from Indiana, in reference to that bond, which it is due 
to them both should be published. I ask that these documents be 
printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that they be read now. There is some- 
thing mysterious about the loss of the bond, and I am not certain that 
the clause ought not to be amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ‘etters will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washinglon, July 14, 1890. 

Sir: In compliance with verbal request I have the honor to inclose herewith 
a detailed statement showing the disposition made of the sum of $28,000 appro- 
priated on accountof transportation of Indian pupils during the fiscal year 1890, 
also a similar statement showing that the sum of $9,091.02 has been drawn from 
the “civilization fund” to meet expenses incident to transportation of pupils 
during the last fiscal year. 

I also inclose a copy of a letter addressed to Hon. G. M. Fitch, May 8, 1863, in 
regard to the $1,000 bond of the State of Indiana held in trust for the Pottawat- 
omie Indians and lost or mislaid by him, also a copy of his reply to said com- 
munieation, also a copy of a letter to the Indiana State nt, dated May 9, 15863, 
and his reply thereto, in which he stated that said bond had not been surren- 
dered to the State. 

In regard to the proposed item of appropriation for the relief of the Mexican 
Pottawatomies, your attention is invited to House report 210, Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, first session, which gives a full history of the case. 

In regard to the item of additional land required for the Haskell School, 
Lawrence, Kans., the proposition is to purchase 30 acres of land north of and 
immediately adjacent to the school grounds for $12,000. There is now on this 
land a good two-story brick house, in good repair, with all the necessary out- 
buildings, which are also in good repair. The superintendent reports that this 
house and out-buildings are well worth $6,500 or $*.500, and thatin his judgment 
$12,000 is a fair valuation of the perty. Additional lands and buildings are 
needed to meet the anticipated increased attendance of pupils during the cur- 
rent fiscal year. 

Very respectfully, 
T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner. 

Hon. H. L. Dawes, 


Chairman Commitice on Indian Affairs, United Slates Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Orrice oF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, May 8, 1863. 
Srr: Lhave torequest that you forward to this office the bond of the State of 
Indiana, No. 564, for $1,000, dated April 13, 1835, which was banded to you by 
Goddard Bailey, late clerk in the Interior Department. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WM. P. DOLE, Commissioner. 
Hon. Grawam N, Fitcn, 
Logansport, Ind. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Orrice or INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, May 9, 1863. 
Str: Will you please to inform me at your earliest convenience whether a 
certain bond of the State of Indiana, of the Wabash and Erie Canal loan of 
$400,000, namely, No. 564, for $1,000, dated April 15, 1835, and — 1875, with 
coupons attached, payable July 1, 1855, and thereafter, has nm surrendered 
to said State’? If aoe whom — what time. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
- WM. P. DOLE, Commissioner, 


Ocean Bank, New York). 


STATE AGENT OF THE STATE OF INDIANA 
(Care of D. R. Martin, esq., 
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Orrice INDIANA STATE A xscy, No. 36 WALL STREFT, I 


Sin: Yours of the 9th instant has been re In reply I would say t 
the Indiana Siate bond No. 564, dated July 1, 153) (5 per cent.), sold April ! 
1835, to the Secretary of War and issued on a int of the Wabash : 1 Erie \ 
Canal fund, has not beer surrendered ac * to the books of this agen ' 4. Go-she-was 

Very respectfully, your ob« 





nt servant, ‘ 
JOHN C. ZACKEN, Agent. 
Per GAPEN, 


P.S.—You have date of sale April 15. Sr 
p Was 
Hon, WiiwiaM P, Dour, \ 


Commissioner, Washington Cil ; —yoerciimigaicigl 4 , 


Srr: Yours of 8th instant was duly received and would have edi- 14. Ch 
ately answered, but 1 spent the interval in renewed diligent inquiry after the » W 
missing bond This State has issued several classes of bonds, upon som f | , 
which it pays interest and will redeem, others it refuses and declares worthless i7 kK 
The oneto which you refer was sent me fromthe Interior Department @s a spe : 
men of its class for the purpose ot hav nz me Open & correspondence with the ] P 
then State executive (Governor Willard), with the view of ascertaining whether n sain aici a Ra i . oe pe 
or not some arrangement tor payment could be made . ; epi grt cee ning aad 

I inclosed the bond to him with inquiries, He answered, with t returning oon 5 a oe ; det : —s s 
the bond, that it was one of a class which by mutual arrangement betwee = ‘sp f ana ‘ 1 WAS pa 





a ‘ ' ' ‘ 
a majority of the bondholders and the State authorities, was or was to have | , > anneeny youu a : , : a a 
been surrendered within a certain time, and the Wabash and Erie Canal trans ahaa ae iat ae : ay, 
ferred in part payment thereof, and other and a different class of bonds forthe : : nigger ee oa : : ee 
remainder; that notice having been given, the State refused to pay or recogniz ; ; ' : 
any of the bonds not surrendered, and they were consequently worthless : ’ i= ae smi ‘ cnet ‘i 
Such would have been the case in fact had they been surrendered, as the canal ‘ 
had proved valueless to the bondholders and been abandoned by them. ' aos 
Finding the bond to be one of this class, | was careless about asking its retur n cae ulead the cliteen teks ts ae ; : s 7 : 
from the governor. Subsequently, at the time of the detection of Bailey's af ; erat rte alice eaetiaten dle ’ esi r om 
fair with bonds of the Interior Department, my attention was called to this one eee 3 Ss . aoa nit . eee : aaa ee 
and I gave in the Senate an explanation of the matter. Inquiry after my re rn the an att i $14 fo is ; : es : . 
at the end of that session convinced me the governor had never returned the “sy . 
bond. I wrote him on the subject. He was absent sot f the hae ’ . ‘ 
then died. His wife soon lef this “tate and also died. His papers, pub came, POT a Baar echoes “ge . : ee 
private, are in a confusion a ! ttered; but lam using every effort to have citizens t a ha + fai = be Z . ome ‘ cain al trea 
them searched for the bond, and if found (which I think will surely be the | 7.0. tis ae 0 a age oe ie : 
case), it shall be immediateiy forwarded to your office. to the parties, we retained by Super ‘ ‘ ver 
Very respectfully, yours, ; 


es wrens ireasury »> their iit i 1} their ils a i t $ 
G. N, FITCH. » : 


Hon. W. P. Dore, eee 


4 
; = | In 1875 steps were 
Commissioner Indian Affairs. | i lea 





Mr. DAWES. I desire to add in connection with these letters that | C*!'ed deceased Pottawat es and for t t sa ent 
while it appears to be perfectly clear that the bond has been lost, yet Oe the 
it is among the possibilities that it has, since the correspondence, been | | rict co gment was 
presented to the treasury of Indiana: and therefore, not having any oe os age ust the cues BY. So BE ye vely exe ns 
information upon that subject, the committee have instituted a corre- | ready refunde ' 
spondence with the treasurer of the State and are awaiting his reply. | viously collected by him on their nee 
They therefore strike out the clause, for consideration in conference, | *¢ sums collected ee oy be 8 

The amendment was agreed to. i dnananie takin aantadt ans Gilen tan amis ; 5.6.7.8 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. | amounting to $5,289.56, w) 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not know that the amendment in italics | 04° 0n the boo! 
had been agreed to. <a aaa pp eee « en iran ait 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It had been read and was agreed Che sum due is $27,011.60, of w! runt $17,9 only i © appro} 
to, but the Chair will submit the question again formally if the Sen- | *¢¢ out of the moneys not otherwise appropriated, the balan L4, be 
ator desires, , aa 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought the question was on the amendment | pen «h ere — 
to strike out, on which the letters were read. I want, in connection | Sixteen shares of $661.19, to George | : ot re 
with the part of the amendment proposing to insert, to have the Chief | O'" Stare of Se 19. paid to E.G, Nadeau and not recover f ) 


» ks of this off t 3 it « wad taw ies & 





Clerk read from pages 7 and 8 of the committee’s report, so that the | ~y,.4ian not onthe list of thirt “ie 
Senate may see why this amendment has been put in here under the | increasing the number to thirty 
heading ** Mexican Pottawatomie Indians of Kansas.’’ It is a short 
letter, and I wish it read in explanation. 
Mr. DAWES. It is more fully set out ina letter I have here. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Then have that read, please. 
Mr. HOAR. Can not it be printed without reading ? ania 
% — . . * ihe papers subn tec re returne here 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have it Very respectfully, ” 
read at length or printed in the RECORD without reading ? A. B. UPSHAY 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is a short letter, which is explanatory of this | The bonorable Secrrrary or THe INTERI 
amendment, and had better be read. DEPARTMENT OF THE | ror, O AFFAIRS 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The letter will be read. a * July 22, 1890 
7 : j rue copy. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: es 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Orrick OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., October , 
Str: Tam in receipt, by your reference of the 24th instant for report, of a com- 
munication dated the 2ist ultimo, from the House Committee on Indian Affairs, | line 18, in the items of appropriation for the Senecas. 
inclosing H. R. 11439, to provide for the final settlement with the Mexican Mr. DAWES I want toecall the attention of the Senator from M 
Pottawatomie Indians of Kansas in accordance with certain treaty stipulations. | “*!+ 474 aS. Were SUCRE. CaO Desceewes Os See a 
The committee requests such information as may be just and proper in the | sourito these treaty provisions after the sixty-fifth p 
| 
| 


the favorable action of the Depar entand t ( 


2, 1838. i 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will procee 
The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill and read to page: 





A ¥ hia 
premises. 

The bill enacts that there shall be paid to the Mexican Pottawatomies the sum 
of $27,011.60, and for this purpose appropriates, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $17,995.46, and authorizes the Secretary ; 
of the Interior to pay the further sum of $9,016.14 from funds standing to the | of the President, and with the consent of sa 9, expressed in the usual 
credit of said Indians on the books of the Treasury. Sethian dels: ah Wieden aaheneis. ininae tan toe nein. be ess, at its next session 

In relation to the claims of the said mentioned Indians, I have the honor to | cecal’ all tele scales eeelinee iain cmeve tall P P 
state that on the 24th of January, 1881, and March 27. 1882, this office reported j 2 —" eT a 
to the Department the history of said claims and submitted adraught of an esti- | 
mate for the action of Congress appropriating the amount named in the accom- 


And that the several appropriations herein made tor n — — 
engineers, carpenters, physicians, and other persons, and for various ar es 
vided for by treaty stipulati 
other uses for the benefit of 


for the several indian tribes ay be d > 
6 said tribes, res W 





This part of the bill seems to have the idea that the Senator appears 
to have in mind. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that the report will be made, and instead 

The treaty of February 27, 1867, with the Pottawatomies (15 Stats., 531) pro- sina : his wav that some permanent arrangement will be 
vided that where allottees under the treaty of 1861 had died they should be cons of hav ne ~ ” os 7 — = Sie 
sidered as citizens of the United States,and their lands should be patented in | made with them, Valen Gn 36 YS) ; 

fee-simple, their shares of the treaty funds should be capitalized, and the courts | Mr. DAWES. It is very advisable, and I see that the idea is shad 

of Kansas should take charge of the settlement of their estates and appoint | gwed forth in this provision 

guardians of their orphan children. Early in 1871 a list of Pottawatomies who | The PRESIDED T ta ill 

desired to become citizeus of the United States and to receive their per capita | 1€ — ae yew 


panying bil), but no action was taken thereon. The following is a history of 
the claim in question : 


we. The reading of the bill will proceed. 
j 


i 
share of the tribal fands was prepared and duly certified by the business com- The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next ame 





: 
t 
: 
' 
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ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations Mr. DAWES. The provision of the treaty is in these words: 
for the ** Senecas,’’ on page 28, after line 3, to insert: The Senecas cede to the United States a strip of land on the north side of the 


lo enable the Seeretaryof the Interior to pay per capita to the Seneca tribe | present reservation in the Indian country ; the land so ceded to be bounded on 
Indians, in the Indian Territory, the sum of $1,405.66 for 1,405.66 acres of land | the east by the State of Missouri, on the north by the north line of the reserva- 
en from said tribe without compensation by the United States, in excess of | tion, on the west by the Neosho River, and running south for the necessary dis- 

© amount authorized to be taken by the first article of the treaty with said | tance; to contain 20,000 acres; for which the Government is to pay $20,000 upon 
concluded February 23, 1867, $1,405.66. the ratification of the treaty; the south line of said tract to be ascertained by 


Mr. GORMAN. Iask the Senator from Massachusetts whether there | ““\\° = eee pee : J 
is a communication from the Departme nt in regard to the purchase of Now, oS CUrES out that, while the treaty required the south line to be 
that land ? so run as to contain 20,000 acres, it was, In fact, sorun as to contain 

Mr. DAWES. ‘There is a document I have here somewhere. 21,405.66 acres, ond this yg ga ney See EDEN ey eneee 

Mr. GORMAN. I think it is in the Senator’s report. I see here on a <1 ee of the 20,000 —— lati f th h 

uge 4, at the bottom of the page, a short communication which I — thin on reading os the stipu ation of the treaty that 
Sainte Grad hedhee hn cand there was evidently a real mistake. The line was to be run only so 

Mr. DAWES. There isa document referred to, House Executive far as to include 20,000 acres, and they did not sell a specified tract of 
Document No. 340, of this session, which I have here before me, which land which happened to contain this number of acres aneee, but they 
vives the history of it more fully than does the report which accom- sold a tract of land, bounding it by monuments on three sides and by 
panies this bill in its presentation to the Senate a survey on the fourth side, so far distant as to contain 20,000 acres, 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘Phen let that be read. I should like to hear it, | "there was a mistake in the survey. I think, therefore, that there 

Mr. DAWES. I will ask that it may be inserted in the REcorD. can be = reason Why this land should ae be paid for. _ 

Mr. COCKRELL, If the Senator is not going to have that read, I Mr. GORMAN. l — rereading it I think myself the equities ae 
will ask to have the statement read in the Senate report, so that it all on the side of the Indians, ond - is coma suanter, ib is onggested 
may ao in the Reconp and Senators may know why the item is ia- by my friend from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL ] that there may be a ques- 
serted here. I am tired myself of having constant publication made, aon per yeep ters oe States gets a title to the whole 21,000 acres 
coming from some source or other, every time a little addition is made Neer ee at fe ow to give $1 
in an appropriation bill, that the Senate is extravagant and prodigal |} ~ sf “20 000 rea pcg ter eal por yor be 7” woe as a 
and waste/ul and pays no attention to its business, and all this and os a ~ oe or a pr gg - ncaa lige pe oat 

)0 acres and by mistake 1,405.66 acres more than was intended were 


that. I think the Senate is still a deliberative body and considers | . eee : : : ae 
the questions that come before it and passes its judgment upon them. included, the question is, will this estop the Indians from making 


slaim—— 
I will ask to have the letter read. . : : 
nM PESIDENT . a a a oa . Mr. DAWES. That might have been recovered by the Indians. 
olla PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tt will be read if the Senator de-) — yt- COCKRELL. ‘That might have been recovered by the Indians; 


Mr. DAWES. Poth the Senator from Maryland and the Senator | but will this be an estoppel of the Indians from laying any claim to 
from Missouri are members of the Committee on Appropriations, and I the exeess over 30,00 neces? : 
tie didi Dea ee ee so news Mr. DAWES. I think there would be no doubt that if they took 
can bear testimony to their diligence and fidelity so far as this bill is con- ; br : 7 
Ce ae oad : Kena this money they would be estopped from making any claim. 
cerned, and I believe so far as all the appropriation bills are concerned. tne DURES cxctuennd: item iieesilies oeemen amine oman 
Whatever may be the fault of other Senators, those Senators can not . 1 eae —_ -T cae aye. 86 & 
be accused of lack of diligence. — a Ought th t tot iit Keeani 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is not worth while to read the letter of the ies Po geen ee therid . Seat th a hs oaheeiion af tien pocrsca ot 
Secretary. Let merely the letter of the Commissioner be read. land? ” *P ales . ” 
The PRESIDENT pro te . The letter of ) issi mre . . pire 
Bd Pa oe ore mpore. The letter of the Commissioner of | “ar, DAWES. If the Senator will suggest any phrase there it will 
The aceetiees er ip altos be proper enough to put it in. I propose that we insert ‘‘ said sum to 
ey Ds eee - aed Sg a SO ya be received by said Indians in relinquishment of all claims upon said 
F Washington, Aprii 14, 1890. land.’’ ae , 4 ‘ i 
Sir: I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy of a communication from Mr. COCKRELL. ‘‘As a relinquishment of all claim for the excess 
G. W.Stidham, esq., a Creek Indian, in reference to a claim of the Senecatribe | of said land.’’ 
of Indians in the Indian Territory, for certain lands taken by the United States 72 7Ar" P . r : 
waiier the first article of the treaty with said Indians of February 23, 1867 (15 The PRESIDEN r re tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The Cuizr CLERK. It is proposed to add to the amendment: 


State. 513), in excess of the amount therein ceded. 
The treaty above mentioned provides for the cession by the Seneca Indians Said sum to be received by said Indians as a relinquishment of all claim for 
the excess of said land. 


to the United States of 20,000 acres of land for the settlement of the Wyandottes, 
ind for which the sum of $1 per acre was paid to the Senecas by the Govern- . 
ment, : ™ The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Che first article of the treaty above referred to provides as follows : The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Senecas cede to the United States a strip of land on the north side of the on : 
present reservation in the Indian country; the land so ceded to be bounded | . The reading of the bill wee resumed. The next amendment of the 
on the east by the State of Missouri, on the north by the north line of the reser- | Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for “‘ Sioux 
vation, on the west by the Neosho River running south for the necessary dis- | of different tribes, including Santee Sioux of Nebraska,’’ on page 32, 
tance; te contain 20,000 acres ; for which the Government is to pay $20,000 upon line 11. before the word “‘ hundred.’’ to strike out “é eight »? and insert 
’ , 

survey, at the cost of the United States.”’ re nine;’’ so as to read: 

Underthe provisions of the foregoing article of the said treaty, the Wyandottes For subsistence of the Sioux and for purposes of their civilization, as per 
were settied upon the land in question, and the sum of $20,000 was paid the Sen- | agreement ratified by act of Congress approved February 23, 1877, $950,000 : yond 
ecas therefor. 


. . . vided, That this sum shall include transportation of supplies from the termina; 
An examination of the official plats of survey of thistract on file in this office, | ¢jon of railroad or steam-boat transportation; and in this service Indians shal] 
however, shows that the portion of land so taken by the Government and oc- | pe employed wherever practicable. 
cupied by the Wyandottes contains 21,405.66 acres, being an excess of 1,405.66 . ~ . 
acres over the amount ceded, for which no compensation has ever been paid to Mr. GORMAN. I ask attention to the amendment under consider- 
- tie eel 5 tect ti alle con ation on line 11, page 32, increasing the appropriation from $850,000 
n reference to the request of Mr. Stidham, set forth in h nication, fOr ; ; 
that an estimate be made to pay the Senecas $1 per acre for the portion of to $950, 000. Does not that exceed the estimate? Is not the estimate 
land taken in exeess of the amount paid for, under the provisions of the said | only $800,000, the amount appropriated in the bill as it came from the 
treaty, with interest from the date of the proclamation of said treaty, I have | House of Representatives ? I suppose there is some reason for the in- 
the honor to submit my opinion that the claim isa just one, and that the Seneca | ......,. i 
tribe should be paic the price nientioned for 1,405.66 acres, with interest at 5 per crease; but I have a memorandum that $800,000 wae the estimate, ag 
cent. perannum from July 1, 1869, the date on which the payment for the 20,000 | shown by Senate Executive Document No. 51 of this session. 
nae Domne oe a sitesi ay ants ae Mr. DAWES. The amount appropriated last year was $900,000; 
8 the yandottes have no money due them out of which payment for the ; 7 ; . i 
said land could be made, | inclose herewith a draught of an item making the an estimate was made this your for $1,000,000; and the Committee on 
necessary appropriation from any money in the Treasury not otherwise ex- | Appropriations have placed the amount at $950,000. The House placed 
pended, and ae the honor to suggest that it be transmitted to Congress, with | the appropriation at $850,000, and among the reasons why the Com- 
the recommendation that it be inserted in one of the appropriation bills. : jati 
Wale peapettbdiiy. pous obedient corvest, mittee on Appropriations increased the amount to $950,000 was that 
R. V. BELT, Acting Commissioner. $900, 000, the amount appropriated last year, proved to be insufficient 
; and was very short, and the Indians have complained for many years 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, this, it is true, is a very small mat- | that the treaty had not been fulfilled. 
ter in theamount of money involved. When I asked the question of Last year, while the negotiations for the surrender of this large tract 
the Senator from Massachusetts I had only glanced at the extract, | of Jand were going on, the Indians were called off from their farms and 
from which it appeared to me at the moment that the Government | lost a good part of the summer. They consequently lost very greatly 
had contracted with the Indians to pay them $20,000 for whatever | in their crops and were very short, and some portion of that shortage 
there was in the reservation and that the lines were perfectly well un- | it is necessary to make up, and it seemed to the Department and te 


the ratireation of the treaty; the south line of said tract to be ascertained by 


The S&crRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


derstood, that there was nothing to be ascertained about it except | the committee a very inopportune time to cut down the appropriations 
‘‘the south line of said tract,’’? and it looked at first glance as if the | to a smaller amount than they ever were before under their treaty, be- 
whole amount, $20,000, was the purchase money and all that could be | cause it left them ina state of irritation and complaint against the 
demanded. I suppose it may bear the construction that we were to | Government, 


pay $1 an acre, They say, ‘‘ You have got 11,000,000 acres of land and you have not 





1890. 





paid us any portion of the consideration for it, and the first evidence we 
have of itis that you cut down our treaty appropriation for subsistence 
$100,000."’ If we should do this it would leave the Indians in a state of 
mind very unpropitious for carrying out all of the provisions of that 
treaty, and it was thought that of all times it would be the most unfit 
to do it at this time, and, inasmuch as it seemed to be absolutely neces- 
sary to the Department for their maintenance, that we could not cut 


down even below the amount last year as the bill came from the House. | 


Mr. GORMAN. I willasktheSenator—lI did not catch the figures— 
what were the expenditures last year? 

Mr. DAWES. Nine hundred thousand dollars last year, and the 
Department estimated $1,000,000 this year; that is, they estimated 
$100,000 over the amount appropriated last year, in order to meet these 
new contingencies, but the House seem to have not had this idea at 
all before them, and they cut down the appropriation $150,000 below 
the estimate, or $50,000 below what was appropriated last year. 

Mr. GORMAN, Is there any special reason given for the increase 
in the short document the Senator has there? 

Mr. DAWES. All these reasons are in Executive Document No. 51. 
I am not able to lay my hand upon that document, but I have the 
reference to it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam very glad to have the statement of the Sena- 
tor in order that it may gointo the RecornD. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [I wish to call the attention of the Senator in 


charge of the bill, as well as of the Senate, to the fact that I find that 
for the fiscal year 1890 there was appropriated for the ‘‘ Sioux of difler- 


ent tribes ’’ $1,168,500, andthat there was estimated bv the executive 
branch of the Government for appropriations for the same Sioux: ot 


different tribes for the present fiscal year, 1891, $1,318,500, and that | 


the House bill as it passed the House appropriated $1,163,500, some- 
think like $150,000 less than was estimated, and that the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has increased that amount to $1,413,500, mak- 
ing the amount nearly $100,000 over the estimate of the Department. 
My attention had not been called to that. 

Mr. DAWES. The amount is $1,263,500 in all, as the Senator will 
see on page 32 of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam reading from page 3 of the report of the 
committee submitted by the Senator. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will look at page 32 of the bill, he 
will see that the House appropriated $1, 163,500, and the Senate amend- 
ment adds $100,000 to it, which is that which we add at this particu- 
lar point. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Here are the figures as given in the report sub- 
mitted by the Senator to the Senate: 

Sioux of different tribes: Appropriations, 1890, $1,168,500; estimates for 189), 
$1,318,500; House bill, 1891, $1,163,500; Senate committee, 1891, $1,415,500, 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator will observe that up to this point we 
account for all the difference. Then he will observe the bill goes on 


and there is $150,000 included to carry out the Sioux agreement on | 


the thirty-third page of the bill. Then the Sioux, Yankton tribe, come 
in, and the Sioux, Medawakanton band, come in before you add up all 
that, does it not ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; the Sioux, Yankton tribe, does not come in. 
That isa separate appropriation of $50,000 appropriated last year, $50,- 
000 estimated, $50,000 appropriated in the House bill, and $59,000 in 
the Senate bill. I was only calling the attention of the Senator to the 
enormous increase made by the Senate bill over the House bill. 

Mr. DAWES. It all lies in this $100,000 in the appropriation to 
carry out the Sioux agreement. There is no other point. 

Mr. COCKRELL.. That is what I wanted to get at. You have 
changed the amount from $850,000 to $950,000. 

Mr. DAWES. It is an increase of $100,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, you put on the next page $150,000 there. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That makes $250,000. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, that makes $250,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That about makes it, I believe. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts if there is no reduction of the expenditures that are to 
be incurred on the part of the Government on account of these Sioux 
resulting from the purchase of their land? My recollection is that 
when we were negotiating with them for the purchase of that great 
Sionx reservation in the western part of South Dakota we first agreed 
to give them 50 cents an acre. They were dissatisfied with that and 
refused to accept it, and upon a subsequent negotiation a dollar and a 
quarter an acre was given, and one of the reasons urged at that time, 
as I recollect, for paying them a dollar and a quarter was that it made 
—- little difference to us anyway, as we had to support these 
people. 

Now, there are seven or eight million dollars that are to be paid to 
these Indians for that land. Is the Government to go on and support 
them out of its own revenues in utter disregard of the amount of prop- 
erty they get and the amount of money they have? 

Mr. DAWES. I think the statement to which the Senator alludes 
he has misunderstood. The statement was that it did not make much 
difference what we gave them for the land, because we were going to 
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get it all back from the settler, and tl t itself expressly con- 


tinues the obligations of the old treaty [t was said It does not make 
any ditierence whether we give them 50 cents an acre, or a dollar, ora 
dollar and a quarter, inasmuch as we mak ettler pay what we 
oive ? 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. But ui 
were we compelled to support these people 

Mr. DAWES. We wer compeiied for a 
| which are expiring. 


| Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I thought they had already expired. 
Mr. DAWES. The provisions in regard to scl ud ¢€ d and 
the agreement extended them for the period of ten years, on the ground 
that a large portion of the twenty years had expired belore we did any- 
thir ~o we extended those provisions twe nty years 


r. JONES, of Arkansas, I remember that. 
DAWES. And the stipulations in reference to provisions, ra 
tions, and such like were not changed. They continue just as they 





id before, and the only limitation upon them, if I remember aright, 
s in the old treaty, a very unwise one, that we should s ipport them 
and feed them until they were able to take care of the mselves, and they 


bound us up and said so long as we were bound to support them they 





would not take care of themselves. That was t ditliculty. Now, 
| here is the provision in the agreement 
| Sec.19. That all provisions of the said treaty with the different ba f 

Sioux Nation of Indians concluded April 29, 1868, and the agers rent it 
same approved February 28, 1877, not in conflict w i . ~ i i 
| ments of this act, are hereby continued in foree a ! vw totheir tenor and 
| limitation, anything in this act to the contrary notw at i 
| Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. My impression was that with th ven 
| or eight millions of dollars they were to get for that land, they were 
| : . 24 } ae } } 

} not to be held to be unableto take care of themselves as they have been 
| heretofore. 

| Mr. DAWES. They took off our hands their own education and 
| 


they paid for it out of their own money. 
goes for their education. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. And the Government expenditure is re- 
duced by that much ? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes 
Ir. PLATT. One-half of this amount is to be 
trial education. 
|} Mr. DAWES. Has the amendment on page 33 been adopted ? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
| 
| 
| 


This fund which we provide 


expended for indus- 


the amendment of the committee in line 11, on page 32 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to get as far as the Yankton Sioux. on 
| page 32, and then I shall not ask the Senate to go any further with 
| the bill to-night. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President 
Mr. DAWES. Inoneminute. When we have passed over anothe 
half page, I shall surrender the floor. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sumed. 
The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill 
11, on page 32. 





The reading of the bill will be re- 


it the end of line 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 32, line 17, before the word ‘*shall,’’ to strike out ‘‘bill’’ and 
insert ‘‘act;’’ so as to read: 
{nd provided, That the expenses incident to the tak 


vided for in the last annual Indian appropriation 


vct shall be paid from the 
money hereby appropriated after July 1, 1890 


The amendment was agreed to. = 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 23, to increase the total 
amount of the appropriations for ‘* Sioux of different tribes, including 
Santee Sioux.gf Nebraska,’’ from $1,163,500 to $1,263,500 

The amendment was agreed to. 


| 
j 
} 
| 
| 
| 


The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 24, to insert 
| 
For the payment of one year’s interest in advance on the sum of $3,000,000 
provided for as a permanent fund in section 17 of the Act to divide a portion 


of the reservation of the Sioux nation of Indians in Dakota ir 


ito separate res- 
ervations and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian title 







othe remainder, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1489, to be expended in the manner 
and for the purposes provided for in said section, $150,000, to be reimbursed to 


the United States as therein provided. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I have just been trying to read overas hurriedly 
| as I could section 17 of the act of March 2, 1889, to which this refers: 
‘*An act to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux nation of In- 
dians in Dakota,’’ etc., and it appears to me that we had bett 


r strike 
he ~ Ie 665 ‘ lv: ~ 3? . line 25 » o> 
out the words, in advance,’’ on Ime 25, on page 


Mr. DAWES. It does not make any difference whether those words 
|} arein or not. The Senator can move to strike them out if he wishes. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I will not move to strike them out now. On 
page 33, line 6, after the date ‘‘1#89,’’ as to when the computation of 
| this interest shall begiu, I move to insert there, ‘‘to be computed from 
the date when interest began to accrue.’’ 
Mr. DAWES. That is right. 
take. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 





That was left out of the print by mis- 
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The Curer CLERK. On page 33, in line 6, after the date ‘‘1889,’’ it 
is proposed to insert ‘‘to be computed from the date when interest 
began to accrue,’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not propose to go any further with the bill to- 
night, but I shall ask the Senate immediately after the morning busi- 
ness to-morrow to take it up. 


FORT ELLIS MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 8049, Calendar No. 1785. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not a very good way at this late hour to in- 
trodnce business of this kind. I will hear what that bill is before I 
object, but | give notice hereafter that, when we sit this late in the 
evening, we are not going to take up and pass bills with a minimum 
number of Senators present. 

The PKESIDENT pro tempore, The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. R. 8049) to provide for the disposal 
of the abandoned Fort Ellis military reservation in Montana under the 
homestead law, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent that the pending business may be informally laid 
aside for the consideration of the bill whose title has been reported. Is 
there objection ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill 

Tite bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands, with an 


amendment to strike out sections 2, 3, and 4, as follows: 

Src. 2. That upon approval of such surveys by the Secretary of the Interior 
said lands not otherwise disposed of shall become a part of the public domain 
and subject to exploration, location, entry, and settlement under the mining 
aud homestead laws of the United States, and not otherwise: Provided, That 
nothing herein contained shall limit the operation’ of any grant of land here- 
tofore made to the State of Montana for educational or other purposes: And be 
it further provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to waive or re- 
lease, in any way, any right of the United States to have the lands granted to 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company forfeited for any failure, past or future, 
to comply with the conditions of the grant. 

Seo. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior shall cause any improvements, build- 
ings. building materials, and other property which may be situate upon such 
lands not heretofore sold by the United States authorities, to be appraised by 
three competent and disinterested men to be appointed by him, whoshall, after 
each having been duly sworn to impartially and faithfully execute the trust im- 
posed in him, appraise the said improvements, buildings, building materials, 
and other property situate thereon, and report their proceedings to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for his action thereon; and thereupon the Secretary of the 
Interior shall cause the same to be advertised for sale at public auction, to the 
highest bidder, for cssh, in at least two newspapers of general circulation pub- 
lished in said State of Montana, for four successive weeks, giving the time and 
place of said sale, Any sale of improvements made under the provisions of this 
act shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sr. 4, That all acts and parts of acts in conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Spc, 2. That there be, and is hereby, granted to the State of Montana one sec- 
tion of said reservation, to be selected so as to embrace the buildings and im- 
provements thereon, to be used by said State as a permanent camp-ground, and 
for such other purposes in connection with the training and education of the 
militia of the State asthe Legislature thereof may direct: Provided, That when- 
ever said State shall cease to use said landsfor the purposes aforesaid, the same 
shall revert to the United States. 

Src. 3. That the remainder of said reservation, or any portion thereof, may 
be selected by the State of Montana at any time within one year after the ap- 
proval of the survey thereof, in tracts of not less than one section, as a part of 
the lands granted to said State under the provision of “ An actto provide for 
the admission of the State of Montana into the Union,” approved February 22 


1889. And the Secretary of the Interior shall cause patents for the lands so 
selected to be issued to the said State: Provided, That no existing lawful rights 
to any of said lands initiated under any of the laws of the United States shall 
he invalidated by this act: Provided, That if any portion of said reservation 
shall remain unselected by said State for a period of one year alter the approval 
of tho survey, that portion remaining anselected shall be subject to entry under 
the general land laws of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled bill (H. R. 8296) to allow the erection of a bridge across the Iowa 
River between the mouth of said river and the town of Wapello, in 
Louisa County, lowa; and it was thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, in answer toa resolution of the Senate 
of the 3d instant, a communication from General W. B. Franklin rela- 
tive to the manufacture of various articles at volunteer soldiers’ homes; 


which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


INSPECTOR OF STEAM-VESSELS AT DUBUQUE. 


Mr. ALLISON. I dislike very much at this hour of the day and 
with so thin a Senate 
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Mr. COCKRELL. No quorum. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know about that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Missouri to suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; I thought the Senator from Iowa was do- 
ing it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Notatall. Iam quite sure that I made no such 
suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thought the question was 
raised. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iwas about to ask for the passage ofa purely local 
bill which has passed the other House and received the unanimous fa- 
vorable report of the Committee on Commerce of the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid aside 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 278) to amend paragraph 3 of 
section 4414 of the Revised Statutes. Is there objection ? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend paragraph 3 of 
section 4414 of the Revised Statutes of the United States by striking out 
the word ‘‘ Galena’’ and inserting ‘‘ Dabuque.”’ 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC PARK AT MILES CITY, MONT. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
a local bill of eleven lines, which is recommended by the Secretary of 
War and unanimously reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Nevadaasks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid aside 
for the consideration of a bill the title of which will be stated. 
The Cuter CLerK. A bill (H. R. 529) granting certain land to 
Miles City, Mont., for use as a public park. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. , Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 48 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, July 23, 1890, at 
11 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, July 22, 1890. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D., of Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


ORIGINAL-PACKAGE BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of the 
House to the vote that is to be taken. The first vote will be on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYEs] to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. After that the next vote will be 
taken upon the proposed substitute offered by the gentleman from 
liinois [Mr. ADAMS], then upon the committee’s amendment, and 
then upon the bill. There was some point of order raised upon this 
amendment. 
Mr. ADAMS. A point of order was raised upon the amendment of 
the gentleman from Iowa, or, at least, was reserved. As to my own 
amendment, I desire to modify it by striking out the third section. 
The House has not acted on it, and I desire to modify it in that man- 
ner. I am not aware that there was a point of order made on my 
amendment. 
The SPEAKER. ‘That can only be done by unanimous consent, the 
previous question being now ordered. 

Mr. ADAMS. I think, Mr. Speaker, thatas the House has not acted 
upon it, in accordance with the precedent of Mr. Speaker CARLISLE 
in the last House, although the previous; question was ordered to be 
in operation at a certain time, such a m ‘tion was admitted. This is 
an unusual order, and as no action has been taken by the House I 
think it is in order. I submit that—— 
The SPEAKER. It is possible the House may consent. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 
Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I object. 
Mr. McCREARY. Iask that the amendment to be first voted on 
be read. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will. see that the House is informed 
upon the question. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, objection was made by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON ]. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I object to any change in the issue 
resented by this record. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit, and do not care te 
argue the matter at length, that inasmuch as the House has not acted 
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upon it the previous question has not been ordered upon this particu- 
lar form, and therefore that this amendment could be made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it makes any di 
The previous question was to be ordered at a particular time; 
Chair will have to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, when will 
recommit to the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

The SPEAKER. That question comes upon the final passage of 
whatever the House has ordered to be read the third time. 
will read the amendment to the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from lowa. 


fference. 


l 


The Clerk read as follows: 





Amend the substitute proposed by the committee by adding after the word 
“State n line 6, the words * hereafter passed; "' so as to make it vd 
** That wheneverany article of commerce is imported inte any State f na 


other State, Territory, or foreign nation, and there held or offered for sale, tl 


game shal! then be subject to the laws of such Mate he 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
amendment, and I suggest now whether it isin order. 

The SPEAKER. On what ground ? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I do not know on what special ground, 
unless it be the construction of the rule under which we are acting. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment was offered in due 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
the time it was offered. 

The SPEAKER, What two amendments? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The amendment offered by the commit- 
tee and the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
ADA MS]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] sub- 
mitted a substitute, but this isan amendment to the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee. It is in order under the rules, so far as the 
Chair can see—subject to anything that may be pointed out. The 
question will be taken now on the amendment of the gentleman from 
lowa, which the Clerk has just read. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Can not we have that reported again? 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will report the sub- 
stitute. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike oat all after the first word of the amendment of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee and insert the following: 


“That it shall not be lawful to import into any State or Territory, from any 
other State or Territory or from the District of Columbia, any fermented, dis- 


tilled, or other intoxicating liquor, except in one or more original packages, as 
defined by this act. 

“Src. 2. That for the purposes of this act an original package of intoxicating 
liquor in bottles shall be a case containing not less than one dozen quart bot- 
tles and an original package of liquor not in botties shall contain not less than 
5 gallons: Provided, however, That an original package of liquor, imported from 


any foreign nation, shall contain the quantity required by the laws relating 
to duties upon imports. 


“Sec.3. It shall not be lawful tosell within any State or Territory any intoxi- 
cating liquor imported into such State or Territory, except in the original pack- 
age in which the same has been imported and subject to the reasonable police 
regulations of such State or Territory regulating the sale of such liquor asa 


beverage.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the “‘ noes”’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 115. 

So the substitute was lost. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the amendment offered 
by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ‘‘noes”’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. Yeas and nays. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I think there are some gentlemen 
here who do not understand what the proposition is. 

TheSPEAKER. The proposition upon which the House is now to 
divide is upon the adoption of the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the House. 


Mr. PERKINS. Which isin the character of a substitute for the 
Senate bill, is it not? 

The SPEAKER. It is an amendment to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause and substitute certain language. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I demand the yeas and and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 113, nays 97, not vot- 
ing 117; as follows: 


reafter passe d 


A point of order was rese¢ rved upon that 


time. 
There were two amendments pending at 


YEAS—113. 


it be in order to move to | 


Adams, Brookshire, Caswell, Dickerson, 
Anderson, Miss, Brown, J.B Cheadle, Dockery, 
Baker, Buchanan, Va. Clunie, Dunnell, 
Bartine, Bullock, Comstock, Dunphy, 
Barwig, Burton, Cooper, Ind, Edmunds, 
Bayne, Bynum, Cothran, Ellis, 
Bliss, Caldwell, Crisp, Farquhar, 
Boatner, Candler, Ga. Cummings, Flood, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Cariton, Davidson, Forman, 
Brickner, Caruth, Dibble, Forney. 


and the | 


Che Clerk | 
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Hauge Mearthy Pee Van Scha 
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Haynes M i Pr \ Ala 
Hemphill, MeCo Q 
Hermann, Mi rear I lowa Ww 
Holmar a | n Fe Ww 
Kinsey McRae R ardson W x 
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la Oates Seull, Y ey 
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Cannon Greenhalg Pr ~ Tho 
Carte Henderson, lowa Pick Towns i, Colo, 
Catchings Hill Pug Townsend, Pa 
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Cogswell H Ra \ 
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Conger K y Ri \ 
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Craig Kerr, lowa r ve \ j 
Grain Lacey Rowell, W Wash 
Culbers Tex La im hk ! Wrig 
Culbert son, Pa Mar rex “ayers 
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NOT VOTIN 7 
Aldersor Cla Ala Ke Am, tusk 
Al Miss C] € a } Sar rd, 
Anderson, Kans, or kK napp, Seney 
Andrew, c« ell Lansing Sherma 
Arnold, Covert, Lee Smith. W. Va. 
Atkinson, W.Va. Cowles, Lind, Smyser, 
Bankhead, Dargan, { re, Spinola, 
Jarnes, De Haven, Magner Springer, 
Beck with, De Lano, Mansur, Stahlnecker, 
Belden, Dingley, McClammy, Stewart, Ga, 
siggs, Dorsey McComas Stockdale, 
Bingham, Enloe, McKinley Stone, Mo, 
Blanchard, Ewart, Milliken, Tarsney, 
Bland, Fitch, Mills, Tillman, 
Blount, Flower, Moffitt, Tucker 
Boothman, Geissenhbainer, Montgomery, Turner, Ga, 
Boutelle, Gibson, Moore, Te: Venable, 
Bowden, Grimes, Morg Wade, 
Brower, Grout, Mudd Wallace, Mass, 
Browne, T. M. Hall, Niedrin Washington, 
Browne, Va. Hansbrough, Nort Watson 
Brunner, Hare, Nut Wheeler, Mich, 
Buckalew, Harmer, Perry Whiting, 
Bunn Hatch, Phela Wickham, 
Burrows, Heard, Pierce Wilkinson, 
3utterworth, Henderson, Il. Post, Williams, Ohio 
Campbell, Henderson, N.C. Randall Wilson, Mo. 
Cheatham, Herbert Reyburn 
Clancy Hooker, Rogers 


( lark, Wis. Kerr, Pa. Rowland, 
The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: 
Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 
Mr. HALL with Mr. STocKDALE. 
Mr. GROUT with Mr. FIircH. 
Mr. NUTE with Mr. BARNES. 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. Hooker. 
Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 
Mr. LANSING with Mr. WHITING. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. THOMAS M. BRowNE with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 
Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. GRIMES. 

Mr. BoOTHMAN with Mr. CowLg&s. 

Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


KETCHAM with Mr. CAMPBELL. 
BANKHEAD with Mr. WADE. 
NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH. 


Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. Stone, of Missouri. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, 
Mr. REYBURN with Mr. McCLAMMY. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. NoRTON. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. CLaNncy. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. CHEATHAM with Mr. CUMMINGS, 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. BouTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW. 
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Mr. RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ohio, with Mr. HEARD. 

Mr, SANFORD with Mr, CLEMENTS. 

Mr. McCoMAs with Mr. Gipson. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. MONTGOMERY. 

The following were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Copp. 

Mr. Smiru, of West Virginia, with Mr. W1Lson, of Missouri. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. TuRNeER, of Georgia. 

Mr. Post with Mr. BLounT. 

The following were announced as paired except on the original- 
package bill 

Mr. Perers with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. Burrows with Mr. RoGErs. 

Mr. FRANK and Mr. TARSNEY were announced as paired on all ques- 
tions except the original-package and bankruptcy bills. 

The following were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. De LANO with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mir. SHERMAN with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 

Mr. LopGe and Mr. TUCKER were announced as paired until further 
notice, reserving the right to transfer on election cases, each agreeing 
to keep the other protected on such cases. 

Mr. De HAVEN and Mr. BicGs were announced as paired on all 
jnestions except the bankruptcy bill and national-bank legislation. 

Mr. BELDEN and Mr. FLOWER were announced as paired for two 
weeks from July 3 or until further notice. 

Mr. WATSON and Mr. MORGAN were announced as paired until Au- 
gust 1, 1890. 

Mr. McKINLEY and Mr. MILLs were announced as paired until Au- 
gust 1, 1890. 

Mr. Dorsey and Mr. BRUNNER were announced as paired until Tues- 
day, July 22. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, and Mr. WILKINSON were announced 
as paired on all political questions for two weeks, except on the orig- 
inal-package and bankruptcy bills. 

Mr. ARNOLD and Mr. MAGNER were announced as paired on all po- 
litical questions for ten days from Thursday. 

Mr. Morrirr and Mr. Covert were announced as paired on all po- 
litical questions for ten days. 

Mr. BRoweER and Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, were an- 
nounced as paired on all political questions until the 29th of July. 

Mr. HARE and Mr. HANSBROUGH were announced as paired on all 
political questions until August 6, 1890, and also on the Conger lard 
bill, the Butterworth option bill, and the original-package bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote from 
nay to yea, for the purpose of moving a reconsideration. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Michigan, Mr. Burrows. If he were here he would vote for some 
legislation upon this subject; I do not know whether it would be the 
House substitute or the Senate bill. If he were present, I should vote 
against both and should have voted for the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs]. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, the pair between the gentleman 
from Oregon and myself expired a day or two since, and we are both 
present and have voted. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Kentucky, Mr. MontGomery. I have voted no, but I with- 
draw my vote because of the pair. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I am paired with the gentleman from Mississippi, 
Mr. Hooker. If he were present, I should vote no. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, if I were not paired I 
should vote no. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Virginia, Mr. TucKER. If he were present, I should vote no. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. 
BLANCHARD, is absent from the House on account of sickness. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of members voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment has been agreed to. 

Mr. FRANK. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The House will understand that the question is 
on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. FRANK] to lay on 
the table the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] to 
reconsider the vote last taken. 

Thequestion was taken; and it wasdetermined in the affirmative— 
yeas 118, nays 95, not voting 114; as foll ows: 


YEAS—118. 
Adams, Bayne, Brookshire, Bynum, 
Anderson, Miss. Boatner, Brown, J. B. Caldwell, 
Baker, Breckinridge, Ark, Buchanan, Va. Candler, Ga, 
Bartine, Breckinridge, Ky. Bullock, Carlton, 
Barwig, Brickner, Burton, Carter, 


Caruth, 
Caswell, 
Cheadle, 
Clunie, 
Comstock, 
Connell, 

( sooper, I nd, 
Cothran, 
Crisp, 
Cummings, 
Davidson, 
Dibble, 
Dickerson, 
Dockery, 
Dunnell, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, 
Enloe, 
Farquhar, 
Flood, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Frank, 


Abbott, 

Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Banks, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 
Boutelle, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Buchanan, N, J. 
Candler, Mass. 
Cannon, 
Catchings, 
Chipman, 
Cogswell, 
Coleman, 
Conger, 
Cooper, Ohio 
Craig, 

Crain, 
Culberson, Tex. 
Culbertson, Pa, 
Cutcheon, 


Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 


Atkinson, W. Va. 


Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Beckwith, 
Belden, 
Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 

Bliss, 
Blount, 
Boothman, 
Bowden, 
Brower, 
Browne, T. M. 
Browne, Va. 
Brunner, 
Buckalew, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, 
Cheatham, 
Clancy, 


Clark, Wis. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon ordering the Senate 
bill as amended to a third reading. 

The question being taken, it was determined in the affirmative; and 
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Gest, 
Goodnight, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Haynes, 
Hemphill, 
Hermann, 
Holman, 
Kerr, lowa 
Kinsey, 

La Follette, 
Lane, 
Lawler, 
Laws, 
Lehibach, 
Lester, Ga. 
Lester, Va. 
Lewis, 
Maish, 
Martin, Ind. 
McAdoo, 
McCarthy, 
McClellan, 


McCreary, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Moore, N. H. 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 

O' Ferrall, 
O’ Neall, Ind. 
Outhwaite, 
Osborne, 
Owen, Ind. 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Peel, 
Penington, 
Price, 
Quinn, 
Reed, lowa, 
Reilly, 
Richardson, 
Robertson, 


McCord, Scranton, 
McCormick, Scull, 
NAYS—%. 
Dalzell, Lanham, 
Darlington, Martin, Tex. 
Dolliver, Mason, 
Elliott, McDuftie, 
Evans, McKenna, 
Ewart, Miles, 
Featherston, Morey, 
Finley, Morrill, 
Fithian, Morrow, 
Flick, Morse, 
Funston, O’ Donnell, 
Gear, O’ Neil, Mass. 
Gifford, O'Neill, Pa. 
Greenhalge, Payson, 
Grosvenor, Perkins, 
Henderson,Iowa Peters, 
Hill, Pickler, 
Hitt, Pugsley, 
Hopkins, Quackenbush, 
Houk, Raines, 
Kelley, Ray, 
Kennedy, Rife, 
Lacey, Rockwell, 
Laidlaw, Rowell, 
NOT VOTING—114, 
Clarke, Ala, Knapp, 
Clements, Lansing, 
Cobb, Lee, 
Covert, Lind, 
Cowles, Lodge, 
Dargan, Magner, 
De Haven, Mansur, 
De Lano, McClammy, 
Dingley, McComas, 
Dorsey, McKinley, 
Fitch, Milliken, 
Flower, Mills, 
Geissenhainer, Moffitt, 
Gibson, Montgomery, 
Grimes, Moore, Tex. 
Grout, Morgan, 
Hall, Mudd, 
Hansbrough, Niedringhaus, 
Hare, Norton, 
Harmer, Nute, 
Hatch, Perry, 
Heard, Phelan, 
Henderson, Il. Pierce, 
Henderson,N.C. Post, 
Herbert, Randall, 
Hooker, Reyburn, 
Kerr, Pa. Rogers, 
Ketcham, Rowland, 
Kilgore, Rusk, 


the bill was accordingly read the third time. 


The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the passage of the bill. 
Mr. GEAR, Mr. PERKINS, and others called for the yeasand nays. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. CHIPMAN,. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The motion to recommit was rejected. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the passage of the bill, 
on which the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. GEAR] has called for the yeas 


and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


177, nays 38, not voting 112; as follows: 


Allen, Mich. 


Anderson, Kans. 


Anderson, Miss, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Baker, 

Banks, 


YEAS—177. 
Bartine, Boatner, 
Barwig, Boutelle, 
~ _ Brewer, 
nap, ner, 
Bergen, Brookehire, 
iss, Brosius, 
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Shively, 
Simonds, 
Skinner, 
Snider, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Ky. 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Turner, N.Y, 
Van Schaick, 
Vaux, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiitthorne, 
Wike, 

Wiley, 
Willcox, 
Wiliams, DL 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yardley, 
Yoder, 


Russell, 
Sayers, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Struble, 
Stump, 
Sweney,. 
Taylor, RB. B. 
Taylor, Ill. 
Taylor, J. D 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Thompson, 


Townsend, Colo, 


Townsend, Pa. 
Turner, Kans. 
Vandever, 
Waddill, 
Walker, 
Wallace, N. Y. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wright. 


Sanford, 
Sawyer, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Smith, Il. 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stahlinecker, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Tarsney, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Venable, 
Wade, 
Wallace, Mass. 
Watson, 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Whiting, 
Wickham, 
Wilkinson, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Williams, Ohio, 


I move to recommit the bill 
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Caldwell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Candler, Mass, 
‘annon, 
Jariton, 
aswell, 
‘atchings, 
‘headle, 
‘ogswell, 
‘oleman, 
Jomstock, 
songer, 
onnell, 
‘ooper, Ind. 
sooper, Ohio 
‘othran, 
Craig, 
Crisp, 
Culbertson, Pa, 
Cutcheon, 
Dalzell, 
Darlington, 
Davidson, 
Dibble, 
Dickerson, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Dunnell, 
Edmunds, 
Eliis, 

Enloe, 
Evans, 
Ewart, 
Farquhar, 
Featherston, 
Finley, 
Fithian, 
Flick, 
Flood, 


~~ aa rere meee 


Abbott, 
Adama, 


Breckinridge, Ark, 


sreckinridge, Ky. 
‘arter, 

‘aruth, 

*hipman, 

‘lunie, 

‘rain, 

‘ulberson, Tex. 


~ 


am 


Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, W, Va. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Beckwith, 
telden, 
Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
sSoothman, 
Bowden, 
Brower, 
Browne, T. M. 
Browne, Va. 
Brunner, 
Buckalew, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, 
Cheatham, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Wis. 


Forney, 
Fuuston, 
Gear, 

Gest, 
Gifford, 
Goodnight, 
Greenhalge, 
Cirosvenor, 
Haugen 
Haynes, 


Henderson, Iowa 


Hermann, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, lowa 
Kinsey, 
Lacey, 

La Folleite, 
Laidlaw, 
Lane, 
Laws, 
Lester, Ga. 
Lester, Va. 


Cowies, 
Dargan, 

De Haven, 
De Lano, 
Dingley, 
Dorsey, 
Fitch, 
Flower, 
Geissenhainer 
Gibson, 
Grimes 
Grout, 

Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 


Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, N, C, 


Herbert, 
Hooker, 
Kerr, Pa. 


CONGRESSI 


Miles, 
Moore, N. H. 
Morey, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Oates, 
O'Donnell, 
O' Ferrall, 
O’ Neall, Ind, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Owen, Ind. 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Penington, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pickler, 
Price, 
Pugsley, 


Quackenbush, 


Raines, 
Ray, 


Lewis, Reed, Iowa 
Maish, Reilly, 
Martin, Ind, Rife, 
McClellan, Robertson, 
McCord, Rockwell, 
McCormick, Rowell, 
McCreary, Russell, 
McDuffie, Sawyer, 
McKenna, Seranton, 
MeMillin, Seull, 
McRae, Shively, 
NAYS—38. 
Cummings, Martin, Tex. 
Danphy, Mason, 
Elliott, McAdoo, 
Forman, McCarthy, 
Fowler, Mutchler, 
Frank, O' Neil, Mass. 
Hayes, Outhwaite, 
Janham, Quinn, 
Lawler, Richardson, 
Lehlbach, Sayers, 
NOT VOTING—I12. 
Clarke, Ala, Ketcham 
Clements, Kilgore, 
Cobb, Knapp, 
Covert, Lansing, 


Lee, 

Lind, 
Lodge, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
McClammy, 
McComas, 
McKinley, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morgan, 
Mudd, 


Niedringhaus, 


Norton, 
Nute, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Pierce, 
Post, 
Randal! 
feyburn, 


Simonds, 
Skinner, 
Smith, lil. 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Ky. 
Struble, 
Stump, 
Sweney 
Taylor, E.B, 
Taylor, J.D. 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Thomas, 

T hompson 
Townsend, C olo, 
Townsend, Pa 
Tracey, 
Turner, Kans. 
Waddill, 
Walker, 

Ww allace, we 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Willeox, 
Williams, Til. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va, 
Wright, 
Yardley, 
Yoder. 








Stewart, Tex, 
Taylor, Til. 
Turner, N. Y. 
Van Schaick, 
Vaux, 
Whitthorne, 
Wike, 
Wiley. 


Rogers, 
towland, 

Rusk, 

Sanford, 
Seney 
Sherman 
Smith, W. Va. 
Spinola, 
“pringer, 
Stahinecker 
Stewart,Ga., 
Stockdale 
Stone, Mo. 
Tarsney, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga, 
Vandever, 
Venable, 

Vade, 
Wallace, Mass, 
Watson, 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Whiting, 
Wickham, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Mo. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Sec: 


hat the Senate had passed, with amendments in whi 
Was re 


iry, announced 
hh concurrence 
quested, the bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for the sun- 
dry civi l expe nses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891, and for other purposes, 


The message further announced that the Senate agreed to the report 
h 


of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8296) to al- 
low the erection of bridges across the Iowa River at Wapello, Iowa. 


The message further announced that the 
lowing resolutions: 

Resolved 
the anno 
House o 


Resolved 


Senate had passed the fol- 


That the Senate has heard with deep regret and profound sorrow 
incement of the death of Hon. James P. Walker, late a member of the 
Representatives from the State of Missouri 

Phat the Senate concur in the resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives providing for the appointment of a committee to attend the funeral of 
the deceased,and that the committee on the part of the Senate, to consist of 
three Senators, be appointed by the Presiding Officer 








Resolved, That the Secretary communicate the foregoing resolutions to the 
House of Representatives. 
Resolve That as a further mark respect to the memory of the deceased 


the Senate do now adiourn 


And that the Presiding Officer had appointed as said committee Mr. 
Vest, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. BeRky. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
8. 2550) authorizing the Quincy Ponton Bridge Company to construct 
and maintain a ponton bridge across the Mississippi River at the city 
of Quincy, in the State of Illinois. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY 


The SPEAKER. The next business in order is the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 3316) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States. 

EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as this bill is very 
long and has been quite generally and carefully examined, I ask unan- 
imous consent to waive the reading of it in order to save time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does that include the reading under the five- 
minute rule for amendments? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. No; only the first reading. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair ought to say that unde 
would be but one reading of the bill 


the rules there 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, But the amendments would come in all 
the same. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

There being no objection, the first formal reading of the bill was 


dispensed with. 

Mr. EZRA TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, Iam aware of the fact, from 
| the experience we have had under the operation of bankrupt laws 
heretofore existing in the United States, that in presenting one for the 
ation and adoption of the House now we necessarily meet with 
prejudices and a predisposition against legislation of thischaracter. The 
trouble has been heretofore that the bankruptcy laws under which we 
have operated have been passed to meet a contingency, and without 
that due consideration to which they are entitled. For the last ten 
vears or more legislation of this character, that would be both valuable 
and permanent, has been under consideration in the House of Repre- 
sentatives and in the Judiciary Committee of the House, as well as in 
the other branch of the legislative body. The ablest men in the coun- 
try, outside of Congress, have had their attention called to the matter 
and have been diligent in making suggestions in res 


consider 


gard to every phase 


and aspect of such a law. 


So the bill was passed. 
Mr. ENLOE. My colleague [Mr. Pierce], who is absent and 
consideration and passage of this bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT ] 
and I have a general pair. I do not know which of these measures he 
would vote for; but the understanding between us was thut I was at 
liberty to vote on this bill. 

Mr. WIKE. I desire to state that the absence of my colleague [ Mr. 
SPRINGER] is owing to his continued illness. He is paired. If he 
were present and not paired, he would vote against this bill. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam paired with the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
TUCKER]. If he were present, I should vote “‘ ay.’’ 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
[Mr. Hooker]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ay.”’ 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. As has been announced, I am paired 
with the gentleman from Missouri{Mr. HEARD]. If he were present, 
I would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAY : OR moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House ask 
a conference with the Senate on the bil] just passed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ee 


I am paired with the gentleman from Mississippi | 


A bill somewhat similar to the one now presented to the House, 


| with very material changes, however, was drawn by Judge Lowell, of 
paired, has requested me to state that if present he would vote for the 


Massachusetts, and was considered in the House and also in the Sen- 
ate, and from year to year the matter has been under discussion in 
both bodies. The trouble that we have had with bankruptcy Jaws in 
the past is that they have been slow in moving and costly in the man- 
ner of procedure. Very few men will deny that if a bankruptcy law 


| operates justly and honestly with all classes—creditor and debtor alike 
| if cheap in its execution and rapid in the settlement of estates, it 


will be one of vast interest and importance to all 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, I claim that the bill submitted to this House by the 
Judiciary Committee for its consideration now is one of that character. 
It removes the extraordinary expense heretofore entailed in operating 
such laws. It brings about a speedy settlement of estates with a min 
imum of costs. The officers created by 
of officers become United States oftic 
not in any great degree, 
ury, but f1 


the people of the 


t are fewin number One set 





even their salaries will 


j apprehi n 1. rata l, come out of the lreas- 
om the deposits provided in this } rom the applicants 


| themselves. 


ho draughted this bill to 
haracter in reference to 


It has been the purpose of the gentlemen w 
spare no pains to make it one oi a relormatory 
the points I have ted and to make that kind of a bill which 
if passed into a law, will be regarded as so valuable and so important 
as to remain on the statute-books of the country as legislation with 


which all classes of the people will be content. There seen 


sugges 


to be no 








t 
it 
7 
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doubt about the fact that a general bankruptcy law, moving in its own 
sphere with celerity and cheapness, would greatly advance the inter- 
ests of all people of the country, because we have now as many differ- 
ent methods of collection as there are States in the Union almost; so 
that when the wholesaler of goods sells his property he takes into con- 
sideration the preferences which may be made in favor of creditors in 
s of the States; he takes into consideration the advantages that 
Jocal creditors and debtors have in some of the States, and in order to 
meet this condition of affairs he adds to the price of his goods, wares, 


or merchandise the difficulty, danger, and doubt of collection. Sothat 
the individual in those States—the general consumer—pays an in- 
cre | price for the property he buys, which otherwise would not be 
I ired of him. 


: 


Ibe basis of a bankrupt law, I think, should rest on this idea: that 
one finding himself unable to pay his debts, finding property in his 
han is for which he has promised to pay, in the broadest equity—lI do 
not speak of legal equity, but in the broadest equity—the creditor has 
a claim upon that property. Buatit would seem to be only fair, in case 
the creditor seizes the property to meet the obligations due to him, that 
he should at the same time relieve the debtor from the burden of his 





debts still upon him. So itis a mutually actingscheme, which requires 
that if the creditor takes possession of the property of the debtor and 
applies it pro tanto to the payment of his own debts the creditor 
should be relieved from any other further obligation of that debt to this 


creditor. It is thus mutual in its operation in each case; while at the 
same time the law that would simply give the creditor the right to seize 
this property and then follow that creditor in the earnings he should 
afterwards accumulate would be unjust to the latter. 

On the other hand, the proposition which is called ‘‘ voluntary bank- 
ruptcy’’ would be most unfair and would result in nothing but wrong. 
A debtor under this bill, finding himself unable to pay, may volun- 
tarily take advantage of the provisions of the bill, honestly deliver up 
his property to his creditors, and receive his absolute discharge. But 
if, on the contrary, there was no power in the law giving the creditor 
the right to force bankruptcy on the unwilling debtor, then there 
would be no mutuality and no justice in the scheme. It would result 
in fraud and would offer a premium on fraud. 

\ debtor could take his own time, arrange his own affairs, cover up 
all his crooked ways, and then come in the court and ask, after he 
gave up the remnant or nothing, that he might be discharged from the 
obligation of his debts. To make a bankrupt law honest and just, to 
make it act as it ought to act upon all classes, creditors and debtors 
equally, it must act on both sides. The creditor must, under certain 
conditions and circumstances, have the right to enforce the remedy. 
The debtor, on the other hand, must have an equal right to have his 
discharge and an equal right as to his applying for relief to that court. 

There is one thing in this bill, Mr. Speaker, that perhaps, upon strict 
principle, can scarcely be justified; but it was felt by the gentlemen 
who originally dranghted the bill, and the idea was a in- 
dorsed hy the Committee on the Judiciary of the House, that those who 
are engaged exclusively in agriculture can not be forcedinto bankruptcy. 
They are exempt from the involuntary aspect of the law, while, on 
the other hand, if such a man finds himself absolutely involved he may 
come into court and get his relief. That is the only inconsistency on 
principle that I know in the bill, and that is put there because we are 
aware that a rule of commercial law that could properly be applied to 
a commercial business can not be applied to the farming class, because 
they are less careful in many cases about the punctual payment of their 
obligations. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Necessarily must be so. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Assuredly; and, taking that fact into con- 
sideration, this bill excludes from the law, if passed, this involuntary 
movement as against the farmingclass. Itisa justexception, whether 
consistent with the other parts of the bil! or not. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have said—and a careful examination of this bill 
will show that I have not said it in any mistaken notion of what it 
contains—that beyond any law that has ever been passed, beyond any 
bill that has ever been presented, this bill is cheap and quickly mov- 
ing to the end desired. The officer who is paid costs at all in thismat- 
ter, the referee, receives his pay in percentages. It therefore becomes 
his interest to make the dividend as large as possible. In the next 
place, he only gets hismoney when the dividends aremade. It makes 
it his interest, therefore, to force dividends as early as possible, and the 
limit fixed as to his pay is such that no one, I think, would ask that 
it be made less. Indeed, it is a matter of doubt in my mind whether 
it ought not to be made more. 

The conditions under which this law will act are fair and honest; 
they are clearly stated and set forth. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I did not intend to take any time this morning in 
the discussion of this matter, and will take no more. Atmy request, 
Mr. Torrey, an expert in this matter, and the author of the original 
bill, has drawn a synopsis of the proper construction of the bill. I will 
not take time to read it, but I ask unanimous consent to have it 
printed in the Rrecorp that we may see it in the morning. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair 
hears none. 
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The statement referred to by Mr. TAYLOR is as follows: 
CHAPTER IL.—COURTS. 
WORDS AND PHRASES 


which are frequently used in the bill are abbreviated; for example, “ bank- 
rupt,” shall include a person against whom an involuntary petition in bank- 
ruptey has been filed, a person who has filed a voluntary petition, and one who 
has been adjudged a bankrupt; “courtsof bankruptcy,” either the district courts 
of the United States or the Territories, or the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia; “person,” shal! include persons, co-partnerships, women, joint-stock 
companies, and corporations; “‘ State "’ shall include any Territory and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; words importing the masculine gender may be applied to 
females, and singular wordsshall include the plural, and vice versc. 
WHEN BANKRUPTCY PETITIONS 
are filed in involuntary cases, process shall issue as in equity cases returnable 
within fifteen days. The court shall determine the controversy, if a defense is 
made. If no defense is made and the judge is absent, the case shall be referred 
to the referee. 
APPEALS AND WRITS OF ERROR 
may be taken in controversies involving $500 or over and from adjudications 
upon petitions in bankruptcy in accordance with the laws now in foree, except 
that they must be taken within thirty days and shall be returnable within fif- 
teen days thereafter. Trustees are not required to give bonds when they are 
appellants or plaintiffs in error. 
ARBITRATION OF CONTROVERSIES 
may be had between trustees and opposing parties, pursuant to direction of the 
court. 
COMPROMISES 
may be made, pursuant to direction of the court, by the trustee. 
EXAMINATION OF PERSONS 
may be conducted, pursuant to order, upon application of parties in interest. 
EXTRADITION OF BANKRUPTS 
may be made from one district to another in the same manner that criminals 
are now extradited. 


APPELLATE COURTS HAVE JUFISDICTION 
to hear appeals in term time and in vacation from courts of bankruptcy. 
COURTS OF BANKRUPTCY HAVE JURISDICTION, 


in vacation and in term time, to adjudge persons bankrupt who have resided 
done business, or had their domicile within the jurisdiction of the court for the 
preceding six months or the greater part thereof, or who live abroad, or have 
been adjudged bankrupts by other courts; allow or disallow claims; appoint re- 
ceivers upon the petition of creditors to take charge of the property after the filing 
of the petition and before the adjudication; appoint and remove trustées; punish 
bankrupts, officers, and other persons for criminal acts; authorize the bank- 
rupt’s business to be conducted for a limited period in the best interests of the 
estate; distribute the bankrupt’s assets and determine controversies; confirm 
or reject compositions and set aside compositions and re-instate cases; confirm 
or reject reports of referees ; determine claims of bankrupts to exemptions; con- 
sider the discharge of bankrupts and set aside discharges that have been fraud- 
ulently procured ; enforce obedienee to lawrul orders; extradite bankrupts ; 
make all necessary orders and punish persons, officers, and witnesses for con- 
tempts committed before referees. 


JURISDICTION OF STATE COURTS 


shal! extend to the determination of controversies between trustees and claim- 
ants. 
JURY TRIALS 


may be had upon application of bankrupts and in trials as now provided by law. 
A NEWSPAPER SHALL BE DESIGNATED 


in each district to publish all notices in bankruptcy. Additional newspapers 
may be designated in each district to publish all notices in particular cases for 
the convenience of parties. 

OATHS 


may be taken before referees, State or United States officers authorized to ad- 
minister oaths, and ministers or consular officers of the United States in foreign 
countries, 

REFERENCE OF CASES AFTER ADJUDICATION 


may be made to the referee within whose territorial jurisdiction the bankrupt 
resides, with authority to hear and determine all matters relating to the case or 
for special purposes. 

RULES, FORMS, AND ORDERS 


shall be prescribed by the Supreme Court, so far as necessary for carrying this act 
into force and effect. Courts of bankruptcy may make rules and orders subject 
to those of the Supreme Court. 


TIME SHALL BE COMPUTED 


when enumerated in this act or by order of court by excluding the first and in- 
cluding the last day, unless the last shal! fall on a Sunday or a legal holiday, 
in which event the day lastincluded shall be the next daythereafter. When an 
actof bankruptcy consists of a frandulentconveyance or of havingsuffered any 
property to be levied upon orof having permitted the creation of any lien for 
the purpose of giving a preference or of having failed for thirty days to secure 
the release of property from a levy, the six months within which proceedings 
may be commenced shall begin to run from the date of the recording of the 
conveyance or from the date when the beneficiary takes open and notorious 
possession of the property,and in case of a levy from the date thereof. The 
time within which certain acts shall constitute a preference shall begin to run 
from the date of the recording of the conveyance, the creation of the lien or the 
date when the person dealing with the debtor takes notorious possession of the 


property. 
CHAPTER IL.—OFFICERS. 
ACCOUNTS AND PAPERS OF TRUSTEES 
shall be open to the inspection of all parties in interest, 


APPOINTMENT OF REFEREES 


shall be made by the appellate courts at a time when there are two occu ts of 
the bench, one of whom is a district judge. Referees may be semsaued bammmne 
theirservices are not needed or for cause, The territorial jurisdiction of the ref- 
erees shall be designated by the appellate courts. 


APPOINTMENT OF TRUSTEFS 


shall be made by the courts of bankruptcy pursuant to nominations by credit- 
ors at their meetings. The court shal! fill all vacancies and appoint trustees 
when the creditors fail to nominate. 


A BOND SHALL BE GIVEN BY EACH REFEREE 
for $5,000 before entering upon the performance of his duties, 
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A BOND SHALL BE GIVEN BY EACH TRUSTEE 


| 
before assuming his duties in such sum as shall be provided by the court w ith | 
reference to the value of the estate. } 
} 
} 


CONTEMPTS BEFORE REFEREES 
shall be reported to the court by the referee and, if l 
officer or party shall be punished by fine or imprisonment 





CRIMES OF OFFICERS, 
consisting of the embezzlement or frandulentappropriation of the estate, shall be 
punished by a 1e of not more than 9,000 or imprisonmer! riod of not 


more than two years, or by both. a written deciarat 








DEATH OR REMOVAL OF A TRUSTER Sixty days all w tt le . t 
shall not abate any suit or proceeding, but the same shall be conducts d by the | ®* 
successor. = oo 
THE DUTIES OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL ma nt 

ty 


rom all parts of the United States nd 





shall be to collect bankruptcy statistics 
lay them before Congress at each session 





THE DUTIES OF THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY ‘ i . 
shall be to attend the first meeting of the creditors, if so « ered by the judge ankru at wnded 
upon petition of creditors, and examine the bankrupt and attend the hearing | bank: . : ' the : ting 
for a discharge; not act as attorney in any bankrupt proceeding; report to the | « i } e rn Ms fa 
court any failure on the part of any referee or trustee to promptly discharge the 
duties of his office,and whenever there is a probable cause that any bankri . 
officer, or person has been guilty of fraud or crime, lay the matter before the next 
grand jury and prosecute the case. 
THE DUTIES OF THE DISTRICT CLERK 
shail be to deliver papers to referees which have been referred to them; pay : , 
the Government the percentages received, and retain and account for as other — Gagemts to tne an p excepta nk ora 
fees all ten-dollar filing-fees received. ration 
THE DUTIES OF THE REFEREE ANY SON MA 








= 
f 


shall be to consider all petitions referred by the district clerk; declare divi N Wes DAW, CX 4 
dends; examine schedules and lists of creditors, and require such as are imperfect | *'S ssociety, or a W 
to be amended; exercise the powers herein conferred; furnish information 
concerning estates; give notice to creditors; in the event of the absence or | ~~ a} de , sah Ot 
sickness of the judge, issue warrants for the arrest of bankrupts and the seiz = ; + . a hicne era 
ure of their property; make up and return into court records in all contested COMI NS MAY 
cases; not act in any case in which interested ; not practice as attorney in any | aft it not be 
bankruptcy proceedings; not purchase the assets of any bankrupt estate ; pre- | meeting of credits 
pare and file schedules and list of creditors when the bankrupt neglects to do ’ 3 for5 r more, it vy be i 
so; return all records to court when the case isconcluded; transmittothe clerk | acce; i riting by a majority in nur t th 1 
records when they are called for,and upon application to preserve evidence when 
a stenographer is not employed. 

THE DUTIES OF THE TRUSTEE 
shall be to account for all interest received; collect and reduce to cash the as- 
sets of estates under direction of the court; deposit all cash in the designated 
depository; disburse funds only by check or draft; furnish information con- 
cerning estates; keep regular accounts showing all amounts received and from 
what sources and all amounts expended and on what account; make detailed in ti went of thi ienmenl on —- ° aa <_—- tgs 
reports to final meetings of creditors; close up estates as soon as possible; pay , eens ory ee ; ac eae 
dividends within ten days afterthey are declared; report in writing the condi- 
tion of the estate within one month after appointment, and every two months 
thereafter, and set apart the bankrupt’s exemptions, and report the items and | ah, ION AS 
value thereof to the court. 


THE EXPENSES OF ADMINISTERING ESTATES ! 
shall be reported under oath and shall not be paid until allowed by the court. | « 
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FEES AND PERCENTAGES. a 

There shall be paid a ten-dollar clerk’s fee at the time of filing the petition 

There shall be paid to the Government 1 per centum on dividends paid by es 

tates, and one-half of 1 per centum on amounts paid by estates in which a 
compromise is confirmed. 








. } et ng, j lying t ) ! ,ord ; I ating lo] 

THE FEES OF DISTRICT ATTORNEYS t rhe punishment for the comn ion of ¢ ! hall | 1 n 
shall be the same as are now provided by law for similar services, but mileage 
shall not be duplicated. 








* 


THE FEES OF TRUSTEES } Il ex int for } i se ! 
shall be 5 per centum on the first $5,000 paid out in dividends, 2 per centum onthe | concealing rty from the tr 5; ia © GISCiOS » fact of frauduls 
second $5,000, and I per centum on additional amounts, If there are successive | C!@!ms having : “9 ; — 
trustees to one estate, they shall collectively be paid only the foregoing per | ™/!se va : of erty in ¢ schedule assets ; < ting property 
centum. The court may withhold all compensation from trustees who are re- | Schedule of ; 
moved. tating or ta 

SUCH NUMBER OF REFEREES | The punishn ; 
will be appointed as may be necessary to expeditiously transact the bankruptcy re Fags s eae ere 
business, not to exceed for any State the number of its Representatives in ¢ . . BEATE OF 
gress. The minimum numbershall be one foreach judicial district. Whenever | - not t 
the number of cases pending before a referee is less than fifty, such referee shal! : - a 
be removed and his cases and territory shall be divided between other referees, at q ee 
unless he is the sole referee in the judicial! district. bor (axe e waicn oa not been duly scheduled 

OATHS OF OFFICE OF REFEREES ee ee ve — 

shall be the same as those prescribed for United States judges | 
THE OFFICES 

of referee and trustee are created. 





THE POWERS OF REFEREES 
shall be the same as courts for requiring the production of evidence. They shal 
administer such estates as are referred to them, and employ a stenographer 
the expense of the estate upon the @pplication of the trustee. 





THE QUALIFICATION OF A REFEREE has not been surrendered, or | i wit i 5 ‘ 
shall consist of his being an attorney; not a holder of any office of protit or | * J 
emolument except notary public, master in chancery, and commissioner; not BCILA SHA ) 
related by consanguinity or affinity within the third degree or by marriage | Within two year rt 4 wnted t 
to any judge of the district, and a resident of the district for which appointed, 

RECORDS OF REFEREES shall be to file a schedule of assets : l f ere t 
shall be kept by them in the same manner as courts keep their equity records ing of creditors; comply with all orders t 1 xf proots of 
The records in each case shall be kept in a separate book and such book shall | aims presented against his « 
be returned to the court when the case is concluded. Such records may be | O™dered by the court; execute e 
certified with the same effect as records of courts. | tries; inform his trustee of ar 








DURING THE REFEREE’S ABSENCE OR DISABILITY one a ed ian lel Semieadion ccna combust. of huis Seaton 
: | meeting of creditors t« exa 
the court may appoint another referee to act for him. prior to the commencement of } ( apa ! 
THE SALARY AND EXPENSES OF THE REFEREE ruptcy and his dealings with his creditors a other person > a 

shall be paid out of the United States Treasury. The expenses shall be only such be caked oc eae = eae - . eee — ——— r 
as are actual and necessary and shall be paid only after being reported in detail | ™'"'*‘T8*'0P 28 settiement of his esta 
under oath, and allowed by the court, The salary shall not exceed $1,000 per 
year for the time actually employed and $10 per case, payable when the case is 
concluded. Fees may be divided, but shall not be duplicated. 
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PARTNER*®, OR ANY TWO OR MORE OF THEM, 


may be adjudged bankrupts. The copartnership creditors shall nominate the 
trustee, ‘The court first obtaining jurisdiction of one of the partners shall have 
jurisdiction over all of the copartners and of the copartnership estate. The ex- 
penses shall be paid in such proportions as may be determined by the court. 
The firm asset4 shall be applied tothe payment of the firm indebtedness and 
the residue shali be paid to the individual estates. Individual assets shall be 
applied to the payment of individual debts and the residue shall be paid to the 
copartnership estate 


SUITS BY AND AGAINST BANKRUPTS 
may be prosecuied or defended by trustees pursuant to directions of the courts 
CHAPTER IV.—CREDITORS, 
CRIMES OF PERSONS 
shall consist of making false oaths; presenting for allowance false or fictitious 
claims; receiving considerations for acting or forbearing to act in bankruptcy 
proceedings or using false or fictitious claims in composition. 


A MEETING OF CREDITORS SHALL BE HELD 


after ten and within thirty days after adjudication at such a sewed as may be des- 
ignated by the court as most convenient to all parties in interest. The judge 
or referee shall preside. The bankrupt shall be examined and the trustee 
nominated. A,creditors’ meeting shall be called whenever one-fourth of the 
creditors file a petitiontherefor. Meetings after the first one may be held atany 
time without notice whenever all of the creditors consent thereto in writing. 


A NOTICE SHALL BE GIVEN TO CREDITORS 


of the time and place of the examination of bankrupts; hearing as to composi- 
tions; meetings of creditors; public sales of property ; application of bankrupts 
for discharges; appointment and qualification of trustees; filing of the final ac- 
counts of trustees, and the time and place when they will be examined and 
passed upon and the payment of dividends. All notices shall be given by the 
referee unless otherwise ordered by the court, 


PETITIONS IN BANKRUPTCY 


may be filed by three or more creditors who have provable claims which amount 
in the aggregate in excess of securities to $500 or over, or, if the creditors are 
less than twelve in number, then one or more of such creditors whose claim or 
claims equal such amount, within six months after the commission of an act of 
bankruptcy. Creditors, other than the petitioning creditors, may join in the 
petition or file an answer in behalf of the bankrupt. Petitions shall not be dis- 
missed except by consent of all the creditors who are parties to the record. 


PROFERRED CREDITORS 


are designated as those who have within four months before the filing of a pe- 
tition procured property from an insolvent with intent to defeat the operations 
of this act; to obtain « greater per centum than other creditors, or to prevent the 
property from coming to the trustee in bankruptcy. If a preference has been 
given and the person benefited thereby shall have had reasonable cause to be- 
lieve that a fraud was intended, the property or the value thereof may be re- 
covered by the trustee. The fact that the transfer was not made in the ordinary 
course shall be prima facie evidence of fraud on the part of the debtor and a 
reasonable cause of belief of fraud by the other party. If adebtor shall, in con- 
templation of bankruptcy, pay money or transfer property to an attorney for 
services rendered or to be rendered in excess of a reasonable amount, such ex- 
cess may be recovered by the trustee. 
PROOF OF CLAIMS 


shall consist of a verified statement by the creditor setting forth the claim, the 
consideration, the amount of securities held, and the amount of payments made. 
if a claim is founded upon an instrument in writing, it shall, unless lost or de- 
stroyed, be filed with the proof. After the allowance it may be withdrawn. 
Claims shall be allowed unless objection is made. Objections shall be heard 
and determined ina summary manner. Claims of creditors who have received 
preferences shall not be allowed unless they surrender their preferences. The 
value of securities held shall be determined by agreement, arbitration, com- 
promise, or litigation, and the amounts realized shall be credited upon the 
claim and only the balance remaining unpaid shall be allowed. 


ALLOWED CLAIMS MAY BE RECONSIDERED 


for cause and reallowed or rejected in whole or in part. If a dividend shall 
have been paid upon a claim which has ultimately been rejected the trustee 
may recover the amount from the creditor. 


VOTERS AT MEETINGS OF CREDITORS 


shall consist of such creditors as have proven theirclaims, Creditorsshall pass 
upon matters by a majority vote in number and amount. If there are two or 
more claims which exceed in amount $0, claims under that amount shal! not 
be counted in computing as to numbers, but shall be as to amount, If there 
are not two claims exceeding $50, all claims shall be counted in voting in num- 
bers as well as in amounts. 


CHAPTER V.—ESTATES. 
CASH MAY BE INVESTED 
by order of the judge when the settlement of an estate is prolonged by litigation. 
DEBTS WHICH HAVE PRIORITY 


are those due as taxes when there is property subject thereto. Other debts 
having priority are the clerk’s fee; the per centum fees; the costs of administra- 
tion; wages due employés earned within the six months preceding the com- 
mencement of proceedings, not to exceed $50 cach, and debts which have pri- 
ority under the laws of the United States. 
DEBTS MAY BE’ PROVEN 

which grow out of a fixed liability as drawer, indorser, surety, bailor, or guar- 
antor upon any bill, note, bond, or contract for the debt of another, absolutely 
due at the time of the filing of a petition, whether then payable or not, duc as 
costs taxable againstan involuntary bankrupt; a claim for taxable costs incurred 
in good faith by a creditor before the filing of a petition in an action to recover 
% provable debt, and judgments obtained upon provable debts after the filing of 
» petition and before the consideration of the bankrupt’'s application for a dis- 
charge. Debts may, pursuant to application to the court, be liquidated in such 
manneras it shall direct, and may thereafter be proved and allowed which grow 
out of damages arising out of any contract or promise ; damages suffered by rea- 


eon of the rejection of the trustee of the privileges of an unexpired contract; 

demands for or on account of any goods or chattels wrongfully taken, con- 

verted, or withheld by the bankrupt, or the commission of a tort. 
DEPOSITORIES FOR FUNDS 

shall be designated by courts of bankruptcy and shall give such bond as the 


court may require and with such securities as it may approve. 

DIVIDENDS SHALL BE DECLARED 
of an equal per centum by the referee onall allowed claims, except such as have 
priority, within thirty days after adjudication if the cash in the hands of the 
trustee exceeds the amount of the debts which have priority, 5 per centum or 
more. Dividends subsequent tothe first shall be declared as often as the cash 


equals 10 per centum, and upon the winding up of the estate. The recipients of 
dividends shall not be affected by the subsequent proof of additional claims ex- 
cept that the late comers shall receive a dividend equal to that received by 
other creditors, if the estate pays that much, before a general dividend shal! be 
again declared, 


DIVIDENDS UNCLAIMED 
for six months after a final dividend has been declared shall be paid into the 
registry of the court. Such as remain unclaimed for six years shali be paid to 
the creditors until their claims are satisfied and then to the bankrupt. 
LIENS 
which for want of record or otherwise would not have been valid against the 
creditors of the bankrupt shall not be a charge against his estate. Liens ob- 
tained by compulsory process within four months before the filing of the peti- 
tion in bankruptcy shall be dissolved by an adjudication. If the amount se- 
cured by any such lien shall have been realized, the trustee may recover the 
amount. Liens given prior to an adjudication in good faith and not in con- 
templation of bankruptcy and for a present consideration, which have been 
duly recorded, if record is necessary in order to impart notice, shall not be 
affected by this act. 
A BANKRUPT’S PROPERTY MAY BE SEIZED 

by the marshal upon order of court. Suchorder shall be entered whenever 
it shall have been made to appear that the bankrupt, after the filing of the peti- 
tion and before the adjudication has made or isabout to make a conveyance of 
his property with intent to defraud or delay his creditors, or has secreted, con- 
cealed, or removed it, or is about to conceal, secrete, or remove it to avoid its 
being levied upon under legal process. Before such seizure the petitioning 
creditors shall enter into such bond as the court shall require, conditional for 
the payment of such damages as the bankrupt may sustain if it transpires that 
the seizure was wrongfully obtained. The bankrupt may retain the property 


upon giving bond for its production or the payment of its value in the event of 
an adjudication. 


SET-OFFS AND COUNTER-CLAIMS 


may be enforced as between the trustee and the person with whom the bank- 
rupt dealt, but not as between the trustee and the purchaser of the subject of 
set-off or counter-claim when the same was purchased with notice of bank- 
ruptcy or counter-claim. 


THE TITLE TO PROPERTY OF THE BANKRUPT 


shall immediately vest in the trustee upon his appointment and qualification. 
The property of the bankrupt, the title to which passes to the trustee, consists 
of books, deeds, or writings relating to the property; interest in patents, patent 
rights, copyrights, and trade-marks; powers which he might have exercised for 
his own benefit; property conveyed by him in fraud of his creditors and rights 
of actions arising upon contracts or from the unlawful taking or detention of 
or injury to his property. The trustee may avoid any transfer by the bankrupt 
of his property which any creditor might have avoided, and may recover the 
property so transferred or its value from the person to whom it was transferred, 
or his assignee unless they were bona fide holders for value prior to the date of 
the filing of the petition. 


THIS ACT SHALL GO INTO EFFECT 


as follows: Upon its passage as to the promulgation of rules, forms, and orders, 
and the appointment of referees, except as to their salaries, and on November 
1, 1890, as to its other provisions, except that no cognizance shall be taken of 
the acts of persons so far as they constitute acts of bankruptcy or felonies prior 
to such date, and that referees shal! not be removed because the cases pending 
a them are less than fifty until after the expiration of six months after 
such date. 

Proceedings commenced before November 1, 1890, under any State insolvent 
laws shall not be affected by the provisions of this act, but shall be concluded 
according to the provisions of such laws. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iwould like to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio, unless he has other plans in regard to the distribution of the work, 
to state what offices are created under this bill. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The referee, who is simply the judge of 
the matter in this way, and the trustee, who settles the estate. 

Mr. Speaker, I agreed to assign five minutes of my time at this point 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. WALLACE]. Whenheis through 
I will reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to express 
my hearty approval of this measure. It is a bill which directly and 
intensely affects mercantile interests. We have already on the statute- 
book an interstate-commerce law, we have just passed an original- 
package law, we have pending bills providing against dealing in options 
and futures, a bill affecting the sale of oleomargarine, and a bill affect- 
ing the manufacture and sale of compound lard. These are all bills 
which affect the relations to each other of the citizens of the different 
States. It seems to me that questions of transportation and of food 
and drink are no more important than a question of business integrity 
and commercial fair dealing. 

For one, I have no objection that the different States shall prescribe 
what their people shall eat and what they shall drink; but as I have 
the honor in part to represent a great commercial center I am anxious 
to secure such legislation as will tend to make the debtor honest and 
the creditor just. I believe that anational bankruptcy act will induce 
that effect. The citizen of New York who ships and sells his merchan- 
dise to the citizens of Texas or California should be enabled to sustain 
the same relation to his debtor as the citizen of Texas or California who 
sells to the same individual. The farmer in Iowa or Wisconsin who 
ships his grain or tobacco to the merchant in New York should be en- 
abled to sustain the same relation to that merchant as the New York 
creditor does. Our mercantile success is absolutely dependent upon 
commercial confidence, Any measure which tends to insure fair deal- 
ing between our citizens promotes business confidence, and is therefore 
a boon to debtor and itor alike. 


In the brief time allotted to me I am unable to allude to any of the 
particular features of this bill. I know it has met the approval of the 
great commercial bodies in New York City, the Chamber of Commerce, 
the Board of Trade and Transportation, the Stationers’ Board of Trade, 
and others of our great business associations. They who are most di- 
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rectly affected by the provisions of a bill of this character approve of | 


this measure, and I, therefore, am glad to gwe it my support. 

The distinctive features of a good bankruptcy act should be facility 
in administering the bankruptestate, fair treatment of all parties con- 
cerned, and as little expense as possible in the administration of the 
law. ‘These features, I believe, to be merits of this bill, It has met 
the approval of the merchants, and I trust that it will meet the ap- 
proval and receive the support of this body. [Applause. ] 

Mr, CULBERSON, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. Would it be in order to have read at the desk the 
substitute which I propose to offer for this bill? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I do not desire to take up the time 
of the House by its reading, but I will ask unanimous consent that it 
be printed in the Recorp and considered as pending. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous con- 


and considered as pending. Isthere objection? [Afterapause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
The proposed substitute is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That if any debtor owing $200 or more shall make an as- 
signment of his property, valid by the laws of the State, Territory, or District 
of Columbia in which he may reside or be domiciled. or, if he have property in 
any other jurisdiction then as to such property valid according to the laws 
thereof, and also in accordance with the requirements of this act, it shall have 
the effect hereinafter provided for. ; 

Sec. 2. That such assignment shall be to a trustee named therein, and shall 
convey all of the estate of the debtor except such as is exempt by the lawof his 
domicile from execution and liability for his debts, and shall be for the equal 
benefit of all his creditors, except such as are hereinafter prohibited or may be 
with preference hereinafter allowed. It shall contain a list of the names and resi- 
dences of ali his creditors anda schedule of his property exempt and unexempt 
from execution, and the amount due to each creditor. It shall also contain a 
statement of the liens or other incumbrances upon his property, all of which 
shall be verified by the oath of the debtor to be correct. 

Sec, 3. That such assignment shal! not contain any provision for the benefit 
of a creditor whose debt arose from, or is based upon, in whole or in part, any 
dealings in “futures” or in goods, commbdities, or products embraced by any 
“trust.” Such assignment may contain all or any of the following preferences, 
namely: Debts due the United States, or any State in which any of the property 
of the debtor is situated, or to the servants or laborers of the debtor. The as- 
signment shall be recorded in full in the office or offices wherein mortgages on 
said property are, by law, recordable. The fees of the trustee shall not exceed 
those allowed by law to administrators of the estates of deceased persons in the 
“tate of the debtor's residence. 

Src. 4, That any such debtor, after the expiration of six months from the date 


of the execution of the deed ot assignment and the acceptance of the trust by | 


the trustee, may file his petition in the district court of the United States for the 
district in which he resides, or, if he be a resident of the District of Columbia, 
then inthesupreme court of the said District; or, ifhe bearesidentofa Territory, 
then in the district court of such Territory of the district in which he resides, 
asking for a discharge from his said debts,as well as those prohibited herein. 
The petition shall contain a true copy of the deed of assignment and shall be 
verified by the oath of the petitioner. 

Src. 5. That the creditors of the debtors shall be made parties defendant and 
shall have thirty days’ notice of the filing of the same, notice to be given as in 
suits in thecireait courtsof the United States, and shall have thirty days there- 
after in which to answer said petition. Upon hearing of the petition, if the 
court 1s satistied that the debtor did make an assignment as authorized by this 
act, and that the same contained a true and correct list of the names and resi- 
dences of his creditors, and a full and complete conveyance of all his unexempt 
property, and that for one year prior to the execution of such assignment no 
creditor of such debtor had been preferred in any manner, except as authorized 
by this act, and that no unresisted attachment within that period had been 
levied upon the peoeerey of the debtor, and during said time no other act was 
done, or suffered to be done, by such debtor, respecting his business or estate, 
to prevent an equa! distribution of his estate among his creditors, or to give to 
one creditor an advantage over another, shall order and adjudge that such 
debtor be forever discharged from the payment of the debts mentioned and set 
forth in the petition, as well as those excluded by the provisions of this act, and 
such order and adjudication shall be a full, complete, and final disc harge of such 
debtor from the payment of the said debts. 


Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. 
portunity to express my views upon this measure by a minority report 
at the time it was reported from the Judiciary Committee of the House, 
I desire in a brief way to submit some reasons for opposing its passage. 


Lowell bill, which was before a former Congress, and from the bank- 
ruptey act of 1867, yet in its general features and scope it is not mate- 
rially different from them. 

Perhaps there can be no more difficult task imposed upon Congress 
than that of constructing a bankruptcy law which will be satisfactory 
to the people of the United States. Certainly all efforts in that direc- 
tion heretofore have proved to be shameful failures. 
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been made the victims of its cruel financial results, Yet so appalling 
| and atrocious were the frauds perpetrated under its shield and so fright- 
ful were the waste and crimes sanctioned and en aged by its opera- 
tion that its repeal was demanded by the people in than four years 
alter its enactment. 
Twice within that period the House of Representatives voted, by a 


| 





large majority, to repeal it. It was not, however, possible to secure the 
assent of the Senate to its repeal until 1N72, 


rhe legislative construction of the power vested in Congress by tl 
Constitution to establish uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies 
throughout the United States looks apparently to the employment of 
the power as a means by which to arrest the distress and remove the 


financial depression caused by great financial revulsion or the 
waste of war. 
And so we find, Mr. Speaker, the act of 1841 following the great 
I 


re ealless 


financial crash of 1837, which filled the country with broken and ruined 
sent that the substitute which he proposes be printed in the RECORD | 


fortunes, and tlie act of 1867 following close upon the close of the great 
civil war, as if to soften the general financial ruin it had wrought; but 
the experience of the people under the operation of these laws will con- 
demn, under any circumstances, as inexcusable folly the re-enactment 
of a system of bankruptcy which has proven a failure in every respect, 
except as an instrument of oppression, tyranny, and fraud, and a fruit- 
ful breeder of crime, waste, and litigation 

here is, however, no such demand for a bankrupt law as existed in 
1841 or 1867. The conditions of the country are altogether different. 
Aside from the fact that those who are engaged in agricultural pursuits 
are financially depressed by reason of the effect of class legislation by 
Congress, the country is comparatively prosperous; and if this Congress 
will follow the example of its predecessors it will not employ its con- 
stitutional power in this respect, certainly not to the extent of re-es- 
tablishing a huge, complex, costly scheme of bankruptcy which can not 
fail to be oppressive, demoralizing, and vicious. 

The demand for relief from hopeless insolvency in 1841 and 1867 
came to Congress from the people whose fortunes had been destroyed by 
great financial revulsion or by the waste and ravagesofwar. Now the 
demand for a bankrupt law comes from those, in the main, who do not 
need relief from insolvency, but who seek the aid of the Government 
in enforeing the collection of debts by a scheme of bankruptey which 
will place their debtors in absolute financial slavery. 

If Congress had heeded the appeals of unfortunate insolvents in 1841 
and 1867 and had constructed a system of bankruptcy (cheap and in- 
expensive) designed to relieve honest insolvents from the oppression 
of hopeless bankruptcy, instead of providing a system in the interest 
of the creditor class and oppressive of the debtor class, the country 
would not have been disgraced by the oppression, fraud, crime, and 
waste that attended the execution of those laws. 

While there is no general demand from insolvents for a bankrupt 
law, there are many honest hopeless bankrupts who should be re- 


lieved and who do desire an honest and fair system; but they do not 





ask Congress for such a law as the one proposed. 

I think it may be easily shown that this proposition is not the prod- 
uct of any popular demand of insolvents, but that it comes from rich 
and powerful commercial corporations and associations, wholesale deal 
ers, boards of trade, and associated jobbers and the like, who do not 
need relief from insolvency. 


This measure now under consideration was prepared by the attor- 
ney of the associated grocers of St. Louis, a rich and powerful com- 
mercial corporation, with business alliances in many sections of the 


Union. The bill bears his name, so that its paternity is not a ques- 


| tion of doubt. 


Mr. Speaker, not having had an op- 


Since the organization of the Government there have been but three | 


bankrupt laws passed by Congress. 

: The first act was passed in 1800, and, although there was a provision 
in the law limiting its duration to five years, it was repealed in response 
to the demand of the people in 1803. 

The second act was passed in 1841. It did not long survive. Pop- 
ular indignation, aroused by the gross frauds, oppression, and tyranny 
fo resulted from its operation, compelled Congress to repeal it in 

843. 

The third act was passed in 1867. If there ever had been a time in 

our history when a bankrupt law was needed or when distressing finan- 


cial conditions might have justified and commended a bankrupt act, it | 


was at that period. The great war between the States had just closed 


sir r | perform this great labor 
While this bankruptcy scheme differs in some respects from the | 


This gentleman is a learned and accomplished lawyer, and, so far 
I know or believe, of irreproachable character, and this work shows the 
wisdom of the rich and prosperous clients who secured his services to 

The bill comes to Congress after being dis- 
cussed and adopted by a convention styled ‘‘The National Convention 
of the Representatives of the Commercial Bodies of the United States,’ 
assembled at Minneapolis, in the State of Minnesota, for the purpose 
of constructing a bankrupt measure for the approval of Congress. It 
is worthy of mention in view of the circumstances that that convention 
proceeded with commendable deliberation in the dis 
measure, 

It was debated section by section and approved only after a full and 
fair consideration. They were not engaged in missionary work or fo1 
the purpose of promoting schemes of benevolence or charity for the 
unfortunate insolvents, but the leading object of the convention seemed 
to be to take care of the interests of the creditor class of our population 
at the expense of the debtor class. They des red an iron-clad bankrupt 
law in the interest of those represented. Perhaps the anticipated leg- 
islation by this Congress cast its shadow beiore them 

With the McKinley bill absorbing the earnings of the people to en- 
rich manufacturers; the silver law, which lodges the power to demone- 
tize silver in the discretion of the office of Secretary of the Treasury, 
an office always dominated by Wall street, after the expiration of 
twelve months from the approval of the act by the President, that 
must result in making the rich richer and the poor poorer; and an 


ussion of the 


and many thousands ot good and honest people, North and South, had | election bill that will strike down the unsurpassed prosperity of the 
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South, which has arisen like magic from the ashes of the great civil | ministering an estate in bankruptcy will be as great if not greater than 
war, and pauperize the investments of capital in ten States of the | under the formerlaw. The number of officers who may be appointed 
Union, no doubt that convention believed that some such measure as | under the provisions of the bill, in a large degree, is left to the discre- 


this would be needed, to follow after, like a great ‘‘ wrecking train,’’ | tion of the circuit courts of the United States. 

to pick up the débris of fortunes broken and wrecked by such legis- 1 shall deal with the maximum number that may be appointed, 

latio because we all know that a circuit or district court of the United 
i have before me the proceedings of the last meeting of that conven- | States always exhausts its jurisdiction and the difficulty is to restrain 

tion,and I desire to call attention to the class of interest represented in | them within the limits prescribed by Congress. The chief officers 


it, by reading the names of a few of the bodies represented. They are 


provided for are called referees, and it is made the duty of the circuit 
as follows 


courts of the United States to appoint a sufficient number of them to 
conduct the business which may arise under this legislation; not to 


Raties a Adcom exceed, however, one for each Congressional district, one for each Terri- 
tory, and one for the District of Columbia. 

tie silat e Gallipolis, Ohio This authority will permit the appointment of three hundred and 
Board of Trad ve"| Minneapolis, Minn. thirty-seven referees or inierior subordinate judges, and the organiza- 
Board of Trade....... ssesseereesereee] JeRBeY City, N.J. tion of an equal number of inferior judicial tribunals under the present 
— al Z ~~ ! POINT soncesee seeneres . sooes a erg orexisting apportionment. The jurisdiction of these inierior tribunals 
Se emrmeatinge oeeneae ra nom mk in all matters appertaining to adjudications in bankruptcy, examina- 
Beard of Trade... a Ld tions of bankrupts, and general conduct of the administration of bank- 
Grocers and im porters’ Exchange... pO Philade|phia, Pa. rupt estates by the trustees is made concurrent with that of the dis- 
en 7 Th . oe und Me) rehants’ Exe ‘charig re it eee noosned ae Ye trict court sitting as a court of bankruptcy. The power to grant 
New York Board of Trade and Transportation ............ New York, N. ¥. discharges is excepted from their jurisdiction. They are required to 


Legal Protective Association of Cigar Manufacturers of | New York, N.Y. 
New York City, 

Chamber of Commerce 

Mechanics’ Exchange......... 
Chamber of Commerce ......... 

Grocers’ Asso iation 


keep a record of their proceedings in well bound books similar to those 
used by the cirenit court sitting as a court of equity, and must, there- 
fore, have the assistance of clerks. 

They are authorized to hold their courts or examinations at any place 


.| Helena, Ark. 
St. Louis, Mo. 

: : | Riehmond, Va. 

snnduaenininaaeen » ones Galveston, Tex. 








ne 


The salary, the tax fee in each case, and the expense bill are to be 
paid out of the Treasury of the United States. 

In estimating the probable amount of the sum that will be paid an- 
nually to the referees I place the number of cases likely to be concluded 


Sains tnd area wes New York. NY. or places in the district for which they may be appointed, and must, of 

Chamber of Commerce #2 ae Chattanooga, Tenn. course, have authority to procure suitable quarters in which to trans- 

I iit niacin eee ait a grielomunaleataibbdialon ..| St. Paul, Minn. act the business before them. 

Board ot Trade and Citizens’ Assoc jation Saratoga, N. Y. ah ial ss . . 

Merchants’ Association nocnnesupnpecesonnes ote! Boston, Mass. The ealaries and perquisites provided for these migratory courts may 

I I ok a eteniniabiaiaeiaentieibaideidasel | Minneapolis, Minn. be stated as follows: ; 

Wholesale Grocers and Manufacturers’ Association........ Kanens ( ity, Mo. Each referee will be paid $1,000 per annum, payable quarterly. This 

I I a alain nin anemia ‘ilkes-Barre, Pa. ” ‘ 5 : Cite sated . . 

Member of the Executive ‘ ‘ommittee ; seeuitiatiniinnainekail St. Paul, Minn. would appear to be, upon the first impresmon, very cheap justice, 

Board of Trade ae soos -nsipopomcnilesnliaaldaiiaouicniagiy a as these referees are required to be lawyers of good standing in their 

Merchants’ Exvhange..............1.00-sseserswosesescensssensees sonseees St. Louis, Mo. respective districts, butit ismisleading. In addition to the salary each 

American Association Fiint-Lime Glass Manulacturers.. Pittsburgh, Pa. referee will be allowed $10, as a tax fee, in each case conducted before 

. - -——— | him, and will be reimbursed or paid his actual and necessary expenses 

It will be observed that none but rich and powerful commercial | incurred in the conductof each case before him. No limit is fixed, but 

corporations, associations, boards of trade, and merchants’ exchanges, they are to be audited and allowed by the district judge. 

wholesale dealers, jobbers, and associated grocers, and the like were | 


represented in that convention. 

I have looked in vain, Mr. Speaker, all through this book of proceed- 
ings for the name of some representative of the Farmers’ Alliance, whose 
members have been financially depressed by Congressional class legis- | each year at fifty, and 1 do so because the bill provides that number 
lation. The name of any representative of that great army of busy | as a test of the number of referees required. 
men, composed of cross-roads merchants, village salesmen, and retail | I fix the number of days that each referee will be employed during 

| 
| 
| 
| 





dealers, who operate between the people and wholesale dealers, is pain- | the year at three hundred, and of course incurring expense, and esti- 
fully and conpicuously absent. mate that each referee will be allowed $10 per day for his expenses. I 
Committees were appointed by the convention, I observe that one | do so for the reason that no limit is fixed by the bill. 
committee was appointed to convey this measure already printed, in- The district judge is required to audit the accounts, and since a dis- 
dexed, and covered, to the Executive Mansion, and secure the zpproval | trict judge is allowed $10 per day for expenses when on duty outside 
and recommendation of the President; but he did not see proper to rec- | of his district, it will hardly be supposed that he will not allow the 
ommend any such scheme in his message to Congress. same amount toa judge whose authority in bankruptcy is concurrent 
A finance committee of course was raised for the purpose of gathering | with that of the court over which he presides, with the exception al- 
up money to pay the expenses of the convention and to provide a | ready noted. 
fund for the printing necessary to be done in an undertaking of such | It ought to be remembered that places in which to hold these courts 
great proportions, and to supply from time to time, as needed, the | (they may be held anywhere in the district) and books, stationery, and 
money necessary to maintain a bankruptcy lobby bureau at Washing- | office furniture must be provided, 
ton, and for other purposes. I call the attention of the House to a very remarkable provision in 
It would be instructive to read from the proceedings of the conven- | this bill. The district attorneys of the United States are required, as 
tion a list of the names of the contributors, but I have not the time to | they may be directed by the judge or requested by referees, to attend 
do so. One enthusiastic representative of the New York Board of | the sittings of the district court sitting as a court of bankruptcy, and 
Trade announced that that Board of Trade of New York had already | the hearings before the referees, for the purpose of conducting the ex- 
expended $150,000 in the mere matter of printing for the purpose of | aminations, etc., of bankrupts, and, in such eases as they may deem 
educating the people upon the subject of bankruptcy. proper, resisting the discharge of the bankrupt, and they are allowed 
We may well wonder, Mr. Speaker, if this happened in New York, | such fees in these cases as are now allowed them for like service ren- 
what must have been the expenditures in the generous cities of St. | dered the United States, 
Louis. Baltimore, Chicago. and Boston ! There are, I believe, seventy judicial districts and therefore an equal 
I have no doubt that every member of the House has received re- | number of <istrict attorneys. I estimate that each district attorney 
solutions, memorials, arguments, or the like (all inspired at Wash- | (upon an average) will earn $3,000 per annum under this provision of the 
ington City), from his district or State, presenting the excellences of | bill: They may not earn so much, but the freedom of accounting is 
the Torrey bill. This is a part of the scheme inaugurated by the con- | so unguarded that even a greater claim may be presented and paid. It 
vention to log-roll and lobby this bill through the House. would require therefore an annual expenditure of $210,000 to execute 
During my service in Congress, now somewhat protracted, I have | this provision of the bill. I have said that this wasa remarkable pro- 
never known a measure more intelligently, industriously, and persist- | vision. The Government of the United States is required to furnish 
ently lobbied than the one before the House. It affords me great | attorneys to the creditor class to resist the applications in bankruptcy 
pleasure to say, however, Mr. Speaker, that I am enabled to say as | fur discharge, and the district attorneys are selected for the purpose of 
much, without intending to impute any improper conduct on the part | exercising a species of terrorism over applicants for discharge. 
of any one who may have been engaged in promoting the passage of I do not know of a single judicial district in the United States in 
this measure. Irrespective of the manner in which this bill has been | which applications have not been made to the Attorney-General] for 
prepared and proposed to Congress and the methods employed to pass | assistant district attorneys or for the appointment of counsel to assist 
it, I think it is radically wrong and ought to be defeated. the district attorneys. Yet this bill proposes to impose on them a 
The number of officers provided for by the bill will be found equal to | burden of duty perhaps equal to that now imposed by law. It will be 
if not greater than the number authorized under the act of 1867. But | found, Mr. Speaker, that the expenditures of the Government on ac- 
they have different titles or names, and are paid, in some respects, in | count of the salaries, perquisites, expenses, and fees to be paid the 
a different manner It will be found that the cost or expense of ad- | relerees and district attorneys for the purpose of supplying the inferior 
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judicial machinery with which to conduct the business that may arise 
out of this legislation will exceed $2,500,000 annual 


I do not take account of the vast sums that will be expended by liti- 
gants to resist oppressive proceedings made possi bie by the provisions 
of this measure, nor of the great sum to be supplied by the tax-payers 
to meet the additional expense of the judicial establishment of the 
United States in consequence of increased litigation. 

Under the provisions of this bill the jurisdiction of the courts of th 


United States over controversies arising out of this legislation or « 
troversies between trustees and debtors of bankrupt estates Is mau¢ 
exclusive, unless the district judge may, in his discretion, of 
order. 

ere is no sufficient reason for such a provision. it is unwise 
unseemly. Ido not think it is either wise or competent for Congr 
to delegate its power over the judicial power of the United States to the 
caprice, or discretion, if you please, of a district judge. esi 
would seem to be inexcusable folly for Congress to turn the flood of 
litigation which must arise under this legislation into the courts of th: 
United States, and thus add to the burden of litigation now pending 
in those courts. It requires now more than three years to reach at 
of a cause after it is filed in the Supreme Court. 1 
are lost annually by the law’s delay, yet in the face of this condition, 
which Congress has from time to time refused to alter or change, it 
proposed to add to the burden of business, which now is so great that 
speedy justice is impossible in the courts. 

It is proposed, Mr. Speaker, to indemnify the Government of the 
United States for the expenditures it may be required to make under 
the provisions of this bill by requiring the trustees of each estate in 
which thecash realized from the assets amounts to more than $5,000 to 
pay 1 per cent. upon the amount of the cash to the clerk of the district 
court, who is required to account for it to the Treasury of the United 
States. The debtor in each estate settled by composition or compromise 
is required to pay in like manner one-half of 1 per cent. upon the gross 
amount agreed to be paid to the creditors. 

These are the only sources from which the Government is to be re- 
imbursed for the expenditures of public money required to be made. 

If there is any constitutional obligation, which I deny, resting upon 





rhial 


Congress to provide for such officers as are authorized by this bill and 
to pay them out of the Treasury of the United States, in order to iu 
nish the creditor class of the country with the necessary judicial for 
(including judges and attorneys) and machinery to enforce the coll 
tion of their debts and fortify the credit system of business, it would 
seem to be an outrage torequire the Government tobe reimbursed t} 
outlay necessarily expended in performing a constitutional duty by such 
a scheme, especially since the burden of the indemnity fund is placed 
upon one class of debtors only. 

Why such discrimination? Why should estates in which less than 
$5,000 in eash are realized from the assets be exempted from liability 
to contribute to the indemnity fund? 
utif this unjust system is to be approved, it becomes pertinent to in- 
quire whether or not it will accomplish the object and purpose desired 

I do not suppose, Mr. Speaker, that it is contemplated that the Gov- 
ernment shall make a prolit out of thisscheme of advancing money, yet 
I find no provision in the bill to cover a contingency of profit or loss. 
It is assumed that the novel and unique method of applying taxation 
to each case settled in bankruptcy, as stated, will yield money enough 
to indemnify the Government. This is mere guesswork. 

More than four-fifths of all the estates in bankruptcy which will be 
administered under this measure will fall within the exception, and 
therefore will not contribute any amount to the indemnity fund. 

There is always a wide margin between assets and cash, and thos¢ 
of us who have observed proceedings in the courts of bankruptcy know 
how the bankrupt struggles to swell the amount of his assets and w 
what disgraceful alacrity trustees sacrifice the assets for cash. 

The records of the Attorney-General’s Office show that the cases ad- 
ministered under the act of 1867 in which any dividend was declared 
were comparatively few. 

This measure in its general features is harsh and cruel. While any 
person being an insolvent and owing $500 may, upon the surrender of 
his unexempt property, apply for a discharge, he is subjected to the 
imminent peril of having his assets sacrificed for cash and the cash 
dissipated in expenses and costs without obtaining the discharge. 

In the interest of creditors the way to a discharge, even to an honest 
bankrupt, is made hard and perilous. His creditors are provided by 
the munificent care of the Government with a first class inquisition, con- 
ducted by a United States district attorney, which resists at every step in 
the proceeding his application for a discharge. If a bankrupt escapes 
the penitentiary, robbed of his property. he will be extremely fortunate. 

Creditors are armed with extraordinary power and control over their 
debtors. There are fourteen grounds enumerated in the bill upon 
either of which a debtor may be declared a bankrupt against his con- 
sent, notwithstanding the fact that his estate may be entirely solvent. 
I have only time to call attention to two of these grounds: First, fail- 
ing to pay an open account for sixty days after demand for payment; 
second, failure to pay commercial paper for fifteen days after maturity. 
It makes no difference what may have been the cause of the failure, 
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It is a matter of history that at an election for members of Parlia- 
ment in 1760 troops were h d in a church-yard near the polls, an 
thereupon that body unanimously adopted the following resolution 

That the presence of a regular body of armed soldic st an election of n- 
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bers to serve in Parliament isa high infringement of the liberties of the subject, 
& manifest violation of the freedom of elections, and an open defiance of the 
Jaws and ce titut.on of this kingdom, 

Avain, no one will deny that the power sought to be bestowed upon 
these Federal supervisors virtually gives them the authority to deter- 
mine and regulate the qualifications of voters, which is in direct vio- 
iation of Article I, section 2, of the Constitution, which states that 
electors for members of Congress 

Shall have the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch 
of the State Legislature, 

If there were no other unconstitutional feature in the bill, this alone 
would emphatically condemn it. 

No. 52 of The Federalist, February 8, 1788, quotes the above section 
and says (Lippincott’s edition, page 403): 

The definition of the right of suffrage is very justly regarded as a fundamental 
article of republican government 

lo have left it open for the occasional regulation of Congress would have been 
improper for the reason just mentioned. 


But here come Mr. LopGrand Mr. Davenport with their bill, which 
takes this question from the States and places it in the hands of an irre- 
sponsible supervisor. 

The Federalist then says: 

To have reduced the different qualifications in the different States to one uni- 
form rule would probably have been as dissatisfactory to some of the States as 
it would have been difficult to the convention 

The provision made by the convention appears, therefore, to be the best that 
lay within their option. 

Mr. Madison and his friends assert him to be the author of this num- 
ber of The Federalist, and as Hamilton indorsed it we have both these 
distinguished statesmen as authority upon this subject. 

And now, for the special benetit of the Speaker of this House, I want 
to call his attention to the fact that one hundred years ago there were 
two Patrick Henrys in this country, the great Patrick Henry, of Vir- 
ginia, and Samuel Nason, the Patrick Henry of what is now the State 
of Maine. 

TWO PATRICK HENKRY®, 


And now let us go back and glance at the view of him whose trum- 
pet voice and superb eloquence sounded the tocsin of war when the 
clash of arms at Lexington, Concord, and Bunker Hill told the people 
of Virginia’and other Southern States that their brothers of Massachn- 
setts needed the aid of strong arms and brave hearts, 

Patrick Henry said (Elliot, volume 2, page 7U): 

The dissolution of the Union is most abhorrentto my mind; the first thing I 
have at heart is American liberty; the second thing is American union, 

And on pages 149, 150: 

The power over elections which is given to Congress is contrived by the Fed- 
eral Government, that the people may be deprived of their proper influence in 
the Government by destroying the force and effect of their suffrages. Congress 
is to have a discretionary control over the time, place, and manner of elections, 
The Representatives are to be elected, consequently, when and where they 
please As to the time and place, gentlemen have attempted toobviate the ob- 
jection by saying that the time isto happen once in two years, and that the 


place isto be within a particular district or in the respective counties. But 
how will they obviate the danger of referring the manner of election to Con- 
gress? * * * The power over the manner admits of the most dangerous lat- 
itude. They may modify itas they please; they may regulate the number of 


votes by the quantity of properiy without involving any repugnancy to the 
Constitution, I should not have thought of thistrick or contrivance had I not 
seen how the publie liberty of Rome was trifled with by the mode of voting by 
centurie 

A century was a division of the Roman people for the purpose of 
electing magistrates and enacting laws, This method of election was 
called ‘‘ voting by centuries.’’ 

SPEAKER REED'S DISTRICT AND CONSTITUENTS, 

In the county of York, which comprises about half the district of the 
Speaker of this House, there lived Samuel Nason, whose eloquence gave 
him the sobriquet of the Patrick Henry of the North. 

I read from Mr. Nason’s speech, volume 1, pages 139 and 141: 

Great Britain, sir, first attempted to enslave us by declaring her laws su- 
preme and that she hada right to bind us in all cases whatever. What, sir, 
roused the Americans to shake off the yoke preparing for them? It was this 
measure, the power to do which we are now about giving to Congress. And 
here, sir, I beg the indulgence of this honorable body to permit me to make a 
short apostrophe to liberty. O, Liberty! Thou greatest good; thou fairest prop- 


erty! With thee 1 wish to live; with thee I wish to die! Pardon me if I drop 
t tear on the peril to which she is exposed, I can not, sir, see this brightest of 
jewels tarnished—a jewel worth tenthousand worlds! And shall we part with 
itsosoon’ Oh, no! 


Gentlemen ask, can it be supposed that a Constitution so pregnant with dan- 
ger could come from the hands of those who framed it? 

We now come, sir, tothe fourth section. Let ussee—the time, place,and man- 
ner of holding elections, shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature 
thereof. No objection tothis; but, sir, after the flash of lightning, comes the peal 
ofthunder. ‘But Congress may at any time alter them.” 

] wish, Mr. Speaker, that you and every member of this House could 
have heard the thundering eloquence of this patriotic citizen of your 
district, 

Mr. Nason continues: 


But, sir, | say, by this power, Congress may, if they please, order the elec- 
tion of Federal Representatives for Massachusetts to be at Great Barrington or 
Machins, and at such a time, too, as shall put it in the power of a few artful and 
designing men to get themselves elected at their pleasure. 

[ Applause. } 

This, Mr, Speaker, was the language of the predecessor of the pres- 
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ent Speaker of this House, the man, Mr. Speaker, who represented 
your constituency in the convention which assembled in Boston Janu- 
ary 9, 1788. This was the language that came trom the man who rep- 
resented in that convention the grandsires of your constituency, the 
good, honest people of the county of York, of Maine. [Applause.] I 
am not surprised that the party on the other side of the House favora 
bankruptcy bill. Their party is virtually bankrupt to-day. I sup- 
pose it is going into bankruptcy and they want to have a chance to be 
discharged and start business again, relieved from the liabilities which 
press so heavily uponthem. [Laughter.] Now, inclosing, as I have 
but a few minutes more 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he is in 
favor of the substitute bankruptcy bill or the other one. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Iam in favor of giving your party— 
the Republican party—an opportunity to pass through a bankrupt 
court—ot your own making if you prefer—so that vou may emerge 
therefrom cleansed of political corruption, discharged from extrava- 
gant promises, purified [laughter] and, if possible, sanctified, so that 
you may start with renewed vigor in the race for supremacy. But to 
answer the question more to your liking, I will say that I much prefer 
Mr. CULBERSON’S substitute bill to the Torrey bill which is very like 
the one reported to this House and upon which we are to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Perkins in the chair). The time 
of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I am entitled to recognition a little fur- 
ther on. If I may be recognized now, I will yield five minutes and 
withhold the remainder of my time until gentlemen upon the other 
side of the question have spoken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. OATEs] desires to be recognized now, to yield 
five minutes of his time to his colleague from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 
and to withhold the remainder of his time. Is there objection? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. In view of the great light which 
is being thrown on the bill by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER], I have no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. _I desire to thank the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. OATES], but I will not encroach upon his time even to 
the extent so courteously extended to me. He is a member of the 
committee which reported this bill and is prepared tospeak upon it with 
his usual great force and ability, but I will call attention to this, that 
these two Patrick Henrys used almost precisely the same language in 
denunciation of that clause which gave secondary and permissive power 
to Congress with regard to the time, place, ara manner of electing its 
members. 

If they were here to-day with their indomitable force, their patriotic 
hearts, and their superb eloquence and their apostrophes to liberty, 
they would denounce many features of the bill now being considered, and 
overwhelmingly would they denounce the election bill which we passed 
almost without consideration with the some emphasis and the same 
force that they denounced the objectionable part of the election clause 
of the Constitution which is giving so much trouble, and by virtue of 
which the revolutionary part of the Republican party is endeavoring 
to change our system handed down to us by our fathers, so as to jeop- 
ardize and endanger the liberties of the people. 

The distinguished predecessor of the Speaker thought that the right 
to simply regulate the time of elections practically made Congress om- 
nipoteat, and the vote of that county in the convention was but six for 
the Constitution and eleven against it, showing with what horror the 
grandsires of the Speaker’s constituents contemplated the evils he is 
now endeavoring to inflict upon our country. 

For his benefit I will now read a paragraph from Lord Macaulay’s 
History of England, specially applicable to the subject: 

We have been taught by long experience that we can not without danger suf- 
fer any breach of the constitution to pass unnoticed. It is therefore now uni- 


versally held thata government which unnecessarily exceeds its powers ought 
to be visited with severe parliamentary censure. 





What censure, Mr. Speaker, will in times to come be visited upon 
this, which ought to be a parliamentary body and was such in all that 
the term implies up to the beginning of this session of Congress, or 
rather upon those who are responsible for the change, those who have 
trampled the laws of parliamentary bodies under their feet}! 

I want, Mr. Speaker, in the moment that I have, to read an expres- 
sion from Mr. Madison and Mr. Hamilton combined. 

In No, 52 of The Federalist, which I have already referred to, in dis- 
cussing the clause regarding the qualification of electors for members 
of Congress, it says: 

It must be satisfactory to every State, because it is conformable to the stand. 
ard already established or which may be established by the State itself. It will 
be safe to the United States because, being fixed by the State constitutions, it is 
not alterable by the State governments, and it can not be feared that the people 


of the States will alter this part of their constitutions in such manner as to 
abridge the rights secured to them by the Federal Constitution. 


This is the article which I have before referred to as having been 
written by Mr. Madison, and therefore expressing the sentiments 


; equally of himself and his great colleague, Alexander Hamilton. 


{Here the haminer fell. } 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, the statement made 
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by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] who has just taken his 
seat, that the Speaker has decreed that this bill should pass this House, 
is tome a most surprising statement. I have the honor of being a mem- 
ber of the Judiciary Committee. I have had the burden of being con- 
nected somewhat with the consideration of this bill in that committee, 
and finally I was deputed by the committee to report the bill to the 

House with a favorable recommendation; and I want to say to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], and I want tosay to this House, 
that to-day I de not know whether the Speaker of the House is In favor 
of this bill or opposed to it. We have never passed a word upon the 
subject, and I confess I am getting tired of insinuations of that kind. 

I have said that I bave had no conversation with the Speaker with 
reference to this bill, and what more can I say? They are intimations 
that in this case at least have no foundation in fact, and of such we 
have every right to be weary. Notwithstanding the attempt of the 
gentleman to give this discussion a partisan turn, I want to say to this 
House that there is no line of politics or clause of sectionalism in this 
bill. 

I beg the attention of the House for a time while I discuss with you, 
not as partisans, not as individuals from particular sections, but as 
members of the Fifty-first Congress, as Representatives of the people, 
the provisions of this bill, that thereby we may be enabled to ascer- 
tain whether it should receive our support or not. 

That the bill is demanded is already apparent from what the gen- 
tleman from Texas has said. He has given you a list of commercial 
bodies that have petitioned for the passage of this act and complains 
of their ects, but I have yet to know that it isa sin to be engaged in 
commerce. I have yet to know that trade isacrime. I have yet to 
know that legitimate business is a disaster to the country. Men en- 
gaged in trade and commerce, and in fact I might say in every walk 
of life, have petitioned numerously for the passage of this bill. Ihave 
a list upon my desk here which comprises over two hundred bodies 
who have petitioned for the passage of this bill, and I think it will be 
found that they are from aimost every State in the Union. There are 
some from Alabama, Arkansas, Louisiana, and other places in the 
South, as well as from Ohio, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, and with the 
permission of the House I will print these with my remarks in the 
RECORD. 

_ There have been conventions held asking for the exercise by Con- 
gress of its constitutional duty to enact a uniform law upon the sub- 
ject of bankruptcy. There have been four such conventions held since 
the repeal of the act of 1867. Each one of these conventions had for 
its sole object the procuring of the enactment of such a law. The first 
and second of these were held in the city of Washington, and I had 
the honor of being a constituent member of one of those organizations, 
deputed by my own board of trade to attend in their interest—a board 
composed of merchants and retail dealers, as well as wholesalers, man- 
ufacturers, and others. 

So far as I have been able to learn, there have been but few, if any, 
remonstrances against the passage of this act, 

I want to say further, in passing, that my deliberate judgment is 
that if after the organization of the Government, on the adoption of 
the Constitution, that Constitution conferring upon Congress the power 
to pass a uniform law upon the subject of bankruptcy, Congress had 
exercised that authority and given us such a law, and from time to 
time revised it as its actual operation showed that revision was neces- 
sary, we would have been spared many of the causes which to-day lead 
the business men of the United States to ask for the enactment of this 
law. We would have been spared the grossly unequal and in many 
instances entirely ineffective insolvent laws of the different States. 
We would have been spared the enactment of insolvent laws which 
provide that preference without stint can be given to favored creditors. 
We would have been spared the faulty insolvent laws which provide 
no means for the recovery of property conveyed away by the failing 
debtor in anticipation of being made subject to those laws. We would 
have been spared, [ say, many of the causes which to-day operate to 
create this demand for the enactment of thislaw. I do not understand 
that the friends of this bill have anything to say with reference to the 
former Jaw. That measure was enacted at the close of the war in pur- 
suance of the demands of a particular class. I do not hesitate to say 


| and be approved by the judge before they 


that it was faulty in many of its provisions, nor that many persons | 


who availed themselves of its provisions did not yield up their entire 
estates, while many others who were subjected to its provisions had no 
estate to yield. Many of the officials absorbed the whole or a large 
percentage of the assets in the process of collection and distribution. 

The delays, too, were enormous in many instances. One ot the chief 
evils of the law was this long delay. In this bill I think it will be 
found by the House that every precaution is taken to secure a speedy 
and inexpensive collection and distribution of the estate of the insolv- 
ent. 

The first thing that is done under the operation of this bill is the 
paying of a filing fee of $10 to a clerk of the court in each case, and 
that fee, it is provided by the act, shall be in entire payment for all 
services performed by that officer in connection with that case. After 
the petition is acted upon, the estate goes into the hands of a trustee, 
nominated by the parties in interest and confirmed by the judge; and 


oe 
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that trustee is paid a percentage, not upon the money which passes 
through his hands, but upon the amount of dividends paid out. He 
does not receive a dollar until the estate has been converted into cash 
and distributed in the shape of dividends to the credit This is for 
the purpose of encouraging as large a dividend as possible, the percent- 
age being based, as I have said, upon the dividends paid, and not upon 
the amount of money originally passing through his hands. 

Mr. PAYSON. Is not there a salary attached to the offiee 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Notto thetrustee; not a dollar. 

The committee think that the manner of payment will interest this 
officer in keeping his expenses down as low as possible with a view of 
having his dividends as great as possible and those dividends made as 
quickly as the best interests of the creditors will admit 

As to the referee, I know that the gentleman from Texas does not 
desire to be unfair. Referees are to be appointed under this act, one 
to each Congressional district, and when the number of cases falls be- 
low fifty to each referee in the judicial district the number of referees 
is to be reduced. Sothatif there be but fifty cases pending in one judi 
cial district there will be but one referee, while in that district there 
may be eight or ten Congressional districts 

Mr. KELLEY. Is that fifty per year? 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. No, sir; it is fifty at any o1 
time, 
Mr. XELLEY. How do you do when the number is reduced to 


fifty? Do you discharge the officer? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Precisely; but you have got to 
have one in the beginning. You have to commence at the beginning. 
You do not make a wagon at once, but commence by making a part of 
it. These men are appointed when the act goes into operation, and if 
the cases do not amount to more than fifty, the referees are to be dis- 
charged. 

Now, as to the feesof the referee. He is paid $10 for each completed 
case, but he does not receive that $10 in the case until he has closed it 
up and recertified the papers back to the court. There is no authority 
anywhere for it to be paid to him before, but by the express provis- 
ions of this act it is provided that he is to close up the case, and that 
the papers have been recertified to the court is made precedent to the 
payment to him of this fee. He is to be allowed his expenses, and 
they are to be reported in detail under oath to the judge of the « 

y can be paid. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] speaks about th 
referees having concurrent jurisdiction with the court. So they have 
in matters relating to the progress of the cause in an uncontested mat 
ter. That is what they are for. Every one will know, who has had 
any experience in the past, during the operation of the previous bank 
ruptcy law, it would have been a physical impossibility for any judge 
of any court to have attended to the details and minutizx of all the 
cases that were pending in his district; and it is not necessary, if we 
are to have a system of this kind in operation, that they should do all 
the current work of the case. They do not attend to all the details, 
butin a contested case it goes to the judge himself for determination 

The presence of the district attorney is invoked upon petition where 
the condition of the bankrupt is to be inquired into. When it is to 
be ascertained whether he has in all respects complied with the pro- 
visions of the act, and whether he has at any time during the progress 
of the proceedings, or within the statutory time precedent thereto, been 
guilty of any offense denounced by the act, the presence of the district 
attorney may be required upon petition when it is necessary to protect 
the interests of the United States. 

The salaries and fees of these officers will make an additional charge 
upon the Treasury; there is no question about that. But to provide 
for that additional charge the bill provides that there shall be upon 
estates of over $5,000 a tax of 1 per cent. paid into the Treasury, and 
upon compositions, irrespective of amounts, a similar tax. Of course 
the committee had not the data by which to calculate to a nicety 
whether the one would equal the other or not, but from the experience 
of the past, from the number of cases under the old laws, and from 
the estimated amounts required for the payment of the services of these 
officers they approximated the figures as closely as it 
them to do. 

The work was not lightly done; it was not hurriedly done. It was 
very carefully inquired into, and the best judgment of those most fa- 
miliac with the subject is that the one will about offset the other. 
Why this tax ?° Because, under the old law, when these different ofli- 
cers were feed out of the estate, every move in connection with the 
estate necessitated larger disbursements and every disbursement in- 
vited another move, and it was thought that if the compen 
put upcen this basis all temptation of that sort would be t: 
from the officers having charge of the collection and distribution ot 
estates. For instance, under the old law, the register, who answers to 
the referee under this bill, received a tee for every hearing had in any 
case, a fee for every paper which was certified to by him, a fee for every 
memorandum of proceedings conducted before him which was transmit 
ted to the clerk of the court, and so on ad infinitum. 

The approximately corresponding officer under the proposed law will 
receive an annual compensation of not to exceed $1,000, and a fee per 
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case when the case is concluded and the records have been certified 
and returned to the clerk’s office. Theassignee, under the old order 
of things, received a commission on all moneys paid out, a fee for every 


meeting he attended, a fee tor every account submitied to meetings of 
creditors, and so on ad nauseam. The approximately corresponding | 


officer, as provided by the measure under consideration, is the trustee. 
His entire compensation will consist of a small commission upon 
amounts paid creditors as dividends. 

The amount of these commissions is fixed atasum less than the aver- 
age amount allowed by the prebate courts of the different States to ad- 
ministrators, executors, and guardians upon the final settlement of their 
accounts; so much less that I fear the compensation will be too meager 
to secure the best class of service. 

And so with the district clerk. He was paid for every order in 
the case; he was paid for every copy of an order; he was paid for every 
rule of court; and so on through the whole list, but under this bill he 
is paid $10 in full for all his services in each case. It has been a dil- 
ficult problem to solve how to provide for the compensation of the ref- 
erees so as to prevent their being interested in delaying proceedings 
and multiplying fees. We believe that the plan finally adopted, to 
have them paid as I have stated, will be found in practice to be a great 
improvement upon the old plan, and will result in increased efficiency 
and in decreased cost. 

One of the objections to the old law was that often men took advan- 
tage of it fraudulently. I will admit freely that no law can be enacted 
which will not be in time taken advantage of by shrewd and unscru- 
pulous men, but I do claim for this bill that every safeguard against 
fraudulent conduct on the part of bankrupt, referee, or assignee has 
been as carefully provided as the English language is capable of pro- 
viding it. 


The proposed law in four different respects is designed to prevent a | 


dishonest man and his property parting before bankraptcy and meet- 
ing afterwards, I say preventing a dishonest man and his property part- 
ing before bankruptey and meeting after the creditors have been fooled 
and proceedings ended and a discharge obtained. Let me recite the 
safeguards. In the first place, a bankrupt against whoma petition has 
been filed, either by himself or other persons, is required atonce to file 
a schedule of assets and a list of creditors, and to err in the making out 


of these papers in any substantial respect, either by omission orby the | 


insertion of untruths, is declared to be a penitentiary offense. 

That is one of the things which the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
CULBERSON |] complains of, I suppose, when he says that this bill 
bristles with penitentiary offenses. When aman has been declared a 
bankrupt and the law says to him, ‘‘ You must file a statement forthe 
benefit of the men who have trusted you, who have parted with their 
goods upon the faith of your honesty; you must give to the men who 
have done that the benefit of a truthful statement exhibiting to the 
court and to them your real condition, in order that they may know 
what your assets are, where they are situated, and who is entitled to 
a portion of them;’’ and when the bankrupt neglects to do this, or, in 
doing it, errs in any substantial manner—not accidentally, not with- 
out malice, but in a substantial manner—and places untruths in his 
statement or schedule, he should be punished for it. 

Now, to theend that the statement of the bankrupt, when thus fur- 
nished, may be put to the proof, and, if untrue, that the real facts may 
appear, it is provided that he and all other persons having knowledge 


of his affairs may be examined on oath, either in court or before a desig- | 


nated officer, and the commission of perjury in such examinations is 
also made a penitentiary offense. Can it be complained of that a man 
under oath in a judicial proceeding when he commits perjury shall be 
punished for that perjury? Weall know that in every trial for perjury 
the defendant has the right toshow that the false oath was taken with- 
out evil intent, that it was the result of a mistake, and that right on 
the part of the defendant will exist in trials under this provision of the 
bill just as it exists in trials under other provisions of law making false 
swearing perjury. It does not seem possible that more could be done 
in the direction of looking into the facts of the case, 

But, in the third place, the trustee or representative of the creditors is 
vested with the title to the property of the person against whom pro- 
ceedings have been begun as of the date of the institution of the pro- 
ceedings, and is vested with all the rights enjoyed by judgment credit- 
ors in relation to the setting aside of fraudulent conveyances and 
preventing a bankrupt from making a transfer of his property pending 
the proceedings. 

In the fourth place, the trustee can without limit of time, except as 
provided by the statutes of limitations in the several States, pursue 
the property of the bankrupt wherever it may be found. 

iu connection with this point, I understood the gentleman from 


Texas tosay that in all these controversies between the trustee and the | 


parties claiming, adversely to him, the property of the bankrupt, the 
jurisdiction of the United States courts is made exclusive. I so un- 


derstood the gentleman’s statement; if I did not hear it correctly I | 


should be glad to be set right. But I turn to section 10 of the bill, 
and I there read these words: 


Controversies between trustees and adverse claimants concerning the prop- 
erty and rights acquired by the trustees as such may be litigated in State courts, 


in the same manner as such controversies would have been contested betwean 
the bankrupts, had they not become such, and such adverse claimants. 


The provisions of the bill do not seem at all to bear out the state- 
| ment of the gentleman, but, on the contrary, to expressly negative it. 
The bill as it was submitted to the committee provided that this 
| litigation in the State courts should be with the approval of the courts 
| of bankruptcy in which the proceedings are pending. But the com- 

mittee have reported an amendment recommending that the require- 
ment of the approval of the courts of bankruptcy, in order to be en- 
| abled to get into a State court, shall be stricken out. 

In another particular this bill differs very materially from the old 
law. By the old law a debtor could offer terms of compromise, and if 
| they were accepted the compromise passed into action and the case 
was concluded. It was a practice under that law for the debtor to test 
the credulity of his c~editors by offering terms apparently favorable to 
them, but which he: lone knew to be or not to be so; and, if the same 
were promptly accepted, to withdraw his proposition under some pre- 
text or other, and then offer other terms less favorable to these same 
| creditors, aud so on, as long as the creditors were patient and the 
process bid fair to be profitable to him. 

Now, the present bill contains a clause on the subject of composition 
| by which the debtor who is honest and desires to compromise will be 
| enabled to do so readily and quickly, and, on the contrary, the creditor 
will have ample assurance that he is not being imposed upon, having 
been provided by the debtor with a schedule of assets and a list of lia- 
bilities the correctness of which he has had every opportunity to test; 
the bankrupt and all other persons having knowledge of the estate 
being liable to be called before the refereee and questioned as to the 
assets, their location, and their approximate value. 

Of course this bill as it was reported is not perfect. The only per- 
fect law that mankind ever knew was handed down from Mount Sinai, 
and that was soon broken. But those of the committee who have made 
a careful study of the provisions of this bill are satisfied that it con- 








tains all the safeguards with which it is possible to surround a bill of 
this character. We claim for it— . 

That the time consumed and the expense incurred in the administra- 
tion of estates will be the minimum. The dividends received and the 
punishments inflicted for dishonesty will be the maximum. 

That the honest insolvent will be enabled to secure a discharge from 
| his indebtedness and be permitted to again enter upon a business career,’ 
without being compelled to do so in the name of a friend, relative, or 
corporation, while the dishonest insolvent will be punished and left in 
the miserable condition to which his misdeeds have brought him. 

That the assets of persons who can not or will not pay their debts 
will be taken charge of and be distributed ratably among their creditors. 

That additional stability will be given to financial transactions by 
engendering confidence between financiers. 

That an equitable and sate law will be furnished for the settlement 
of transactions which are now left unsettled by the varying provisions 
of law in force in the several States. 

That dishonest men will be prevented from outdoing their honest 
competitors by chicanery, and in turn defrauding their creditors. 

That large concerns will be prevented from securing assignments for 
their benefit by threats against their small debtors, and thereby suc- 
ceed in collecting their indebtedness, while other creditors of the same 
| class are prevented from collecting any part of their debts. 

That the inequitable appropriation of assets, through the instrumen- 
tality of judgments by confession and attachments by connivauce, will 
be prevented. 

That the assets of insolvents will be protected from the depredations 
| of persons holding fraudulent claims. 

That creditors will be furnished with ample opportunities to inves- 
tigate the transactions of their debtors, and effective process to secure 
such part of the assets as they may be entitled to equitably. 

That bankrupts, and other persons having a knowledge of their 
affairs, may be examined under oath as to the whereabouts of assets 
and all matters pertaining to the administration of their estates. 

That the prompt compromise or arbitration of controversies at small 
expense will be promoted as a substitute for vexatious and prolonged 
litigation. 

Thata conservative tone will be given to the business transaction, and 
there will be prevented the unseemly struggle between creditors over 
the assets of their common debtor, which should be distributed ratably 
for the advantage, in the long run, of all parties in interest. 

Mr. Speaker, my time is rapidly passing. I had intended to give a 

résumé of this act, section by section, showing the provisions in de- 
tail, but it will be impossible for me to doso in the limited time at my 
| disposal. If, after I have concluded what I desire to say upon another 
branch of the subject, any gentleman present wishes any information 
| as to any of these provisions I will endeavor to the best of my ability 
| to satisfy his inquiry. 
Another criticism offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CuL- 
| BERSON ] upon this bill is that under it the way to the discharge of an 
involuntary bankrupt is made extremely hard. Itis true, Mr. Speaker, 
that the bill does guard his progress at every step, but if that progress 
| be a true and an honest one, it provides relief at last. 
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It is only hard to the man who has been crooked in his busiuess | State laws (and we all know how incongruous they are, how , 
transactions or who is seeking to evade the fair and equal distribution | differ in different States), after that assigument has been carried out 
of his assets among his creditors. To the man who gives up all to the under the provisions of th State law Sand ke the iniauities and 
process of the law, who answers truly and readily all queries with | inequalities of those laws, then the man goes into anot foru the 
reference to his transactions in connection with his business affairs, the | United States court, and there files petition asking t lischarged 
man who shows at every step that he is guided by the lamp ot truth | from the pay ment of his debts, 
and is animated by rectitude of purpose, whose actions,in other words, | He shows what he has d ne ¢ lsewhere in anothe 3 we 
have been honest, the way is not hard, but is plain, and the goal is | what he has done at a time when no credit iad the rig 
readily reached. : | forum to which he has dragg 1, to 10 

To the man who has not been honest the way should be hard. But | done in the { rum, or to qu La kno 
there is another feature of this bill which the gentleman from Texas | his estate; and he says to the « ite [ have do » else 
did not allude to in that connection. He was careful to say that the | where; now I sum you into tl vou 
way to a discharge by an involuntary bankrupt was made | 1. | to make answer here to my allegations of df i 1 
The fact is, as you will see by studying the bill, the voluntary bank- | different forum.’ 
rupt must tread just as straight a path as the involuntary bankrupt. t is acase of conducting one-half ofa bankru 
He must show as clean a record; he must show a record just as good yurt, under one jurisdiction, under one code of la t 
for commercial rectitude and financial honor as the other; and when | half in another court, und another jurisdiction, and under 
either of these have found this, he is relieved from the incubus which | code of laws. TT! ill i 1 another res] i pro 
hangs over all of his energiesand is able again to go out into the world | vision in that bill by which th lit that | 1m the 
and endeavor to become a man among menagain, as regards the world’s | United States court to r | etit or relief can vhere 1 
affairs and business, The gentleman complains also because of the | coy from favored creditor re 0 iy +) yperty 
different acts which, when committed by a debtor, will make him | which elsewhere and prior to his « to t ed 
subject to the operations of this law, and under which his estate may | of. If he shows comm« ul x 
be taken from him and he deprived of any further power or command | court grants him a discharge. If ‘ t show t 
over it. | is denied; but no ere aS anyl er tor \ tt 

It is true, Mr. Speaker, that the bill does provide that if ceriain acts | property which the invest ions in tl im 1 
be committed the man committing them may be placed in bankruptcy | to have been improperly distributed, eithe i 
and his property taken from him. But it is also true that these acts | luding creditor. The system embodied in t we | 
are definitely specified in the bill, and they are just suchas to-day and | is.a pertect, iplet pre y con ( 
always heretofore have indicated unsound financial condition. It is | ning with the act of bankrupt and end ith the 1 t ‘ 
true that upon being placed in bankruptcy his property is removed to question the dischar rat] vo yea 5 
from his dominion and from under his power; butit is alsotruethatit | granted. if in the mean tim be shown t 
is placed under the control of a court to be distributed for the benefit of | : 1 by the debtor whicl ld ilidate 
those who arein equity the owners of the property, to wit, his creditors, Ir. Speaker, how much time ] It ning 
the men whose faith in him put him in possession of that property. The SPEAKER » te ee” y 

Two of these acts which may subject the individual to bankruptcy | fifteen minutes 
have been especially subjected to criticism by the gentleman from Mr. KELLEY I would like to ask the gent! » question 
Texas, and those two, I believe, constitute the whole number to which Mr. BUCHANAN, of New J I repeat a l awl 
he has made special objection. One of these is the provision that upon | ago, if any gentleman has an: les { 1 CO th 
the failure of the debtor to pay an open account for sixty days after | this bill or any of its details I should be i t er to 
demand it should be adjudged as an act of bankruptcy. I want tosay | my ability. 
as one member of the Judiciary Committee that we are not tenacious Mr. KELLEY. I desire to ask the wentleman i l 
about that particular provision. It was a provision which was not in | of the committee, or was the intention of the committee when tl 
the old law, and is a provision which under some circumstances I can | framed this bill, to disqualily, according to section 37, ever 
well understand might be a source of hardship to a well-meaning | lawyers trom being referees 
debtor. Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will say, Mr. Speaker, in rep] 

But, ou the other hand, there is this to be said for its retention, that | to the question, the express wording of the section is that those g 
an open account, remaining unpaid for sixty days after demand, indi- | tlemen who are appointed referees must have been members of the ba 
cates not a most healthful financial condition on the part of the debtor, | and qualified to practice their profession in the State or United Stat 
and if there be any substantial reason why the account is unpaid, if | courts of the territorial district for which they are appointed. Thi 
there be any claim for recoupment because of the quality of the goods | are not the trustees, these are the refere They do the legal part o 
or any claim of counter credit, the uniform decisions of allof the courts | the work. 
go to show that any of these would be regarded as a full answer to the Mr. KELLEY. I would like to ask the gentle: tl 3 
charge that the failure to pay within sixty days was an act of bank- | quite fair to discriminate against I l bus 1el 10 a 
ruptcy. not members of the bar. 

The other provision in regard to the suspension of payment, or rather Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Isnot 1 ume requirement made in State 
the continued non-payment, of commercial paper for the time specified | Jay 
in the bill has been found in bankruptcy Jaws in the past, and the Mr. KELLEY. No, it is not, and can not be done inour State. W 
courts have held that where there was any defense, not simply any sub- | do not allow such discrimination against farmers in our State. 
stantial defense—tlat where there was a defense honestly entertained, Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jerse: I think the worst thing that can 
in the belief of the debtor, that excused the default. In other words, | befall a farmer is to quit the farm and go to practicing law. I tried it 
although subsequent investigation might show that there was no real myselfand know the result. But the factist at these referees | u 
defense against the payment of the whole of the check or note, that the | cial fanctionsto perform. Their duties W here th 
note had been given for value received, and no real claim for damages, | controversy, that controversy must be decided finally and eventual 
yet if there was a claim which the court or jury are satisfied was made | the judge of the court, but the functions performed by t refere 
honestly and in good faith by the debtor, and because of that claim he | are judicial functions, and it i n to insert t utior 
did not pay the paper at maturity, the failure to pay did not become | It is often done. 
an act of bankruptcy. Mr. KELLEY. I would like to t} t] inif he thin 

But these are mere matters of detail, which can be changed as the | a man who is qualitied to con e and help make t LW an 
wisdom of the House may determine. The substantial machinery of | may become President of th nited States, even without nga . 
the bill and the methods of its operation, as well as the expense of its | yer, may not be compet o perform the fun I 
operation and how these expenses are met, as well as the disposition this bill. I should like to know if het sitisa 
of the estates under the operation of the law, I have already given in | thata man should bea lawver in ler to 1 t 
general terms. AsI have said, I can not enter into the details, be Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jers l y t th 
cause the bill is necessarily a lengthy one. future w 1 the gentl from | l 

The gentleman from Texas has offered a substitute for the bill. I | I will be very parliamentat Iv t [thin 
do not wish to be captions. AsIsaid awhile ago, I do not look for per- | he is abundantly qualified t 
fection in human laws; but I do want to say if I did look for it I would Mr. KELLEY Then I L] t] ; ‘ 
not look for it in the substitute the gentleman has offered, for if I did | the casein « vht wwe ip a idred « 
my looking might be long, but my looking would be in vain. The bill | instances in the Stat 1 he rin the Stat 
he offers is a short one and it does not say much and it does not do Mr. BUCHANAN ; . It may it probab 
much, but what it does do it does upon a radically erroneous basis, as Mr. HAY] zy out the idea of the question sugge 
it seems to me. the gentleman { ik that if we are capable of leg latit 

For instance, the bill provides that any one in failing circumstances | this subject we must necessarily be capable of perf 
may make an assignment of his property; that after he has made that | of the positi y slate for army cha ‘ 
assignment and after it has been carried out under the provisions of the | few of us would be fitted to be ministers « er. | 
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Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Again referring to the career 
which the gentleman from Kansas has mapped out for himself, ending 
with oceapancy of the White House, I will say that he is abundantly 
qualified to fill even the position of chaplain. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, another question. I find a 
provision in this same section requiring that even a lawyer, before he 
shall be competent to fill this position of referee, must have been a mem- 
ber of the bar in the district in which he is to act as referee for three 
years. I would like to ask the gentleman if a lawyer may not be per- 
fectly competent to fill this position and yet not have been a member 
of the bar of the district in which he is to act more than six months or 
a year 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Well, Mr, Speaker, the general 
run of- 

Mr. KELLEY. Lawyers, I know, arenotcompetent. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BISCHANAN, of New Jersey. What I was about to say is that 
the general run of affairs isthis: That if a man knows anything about 
the law. the longer he lives and practices the more he knows about it. 

Mr. KELLEY. The more he finds out. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And there are a great many 
States which provide that judicial positions especially shall be filled 
by men having a numberof yearsof experience. I am free to say that 
I do not think that we can draught a provision in that regard which 
may not he subject to criticism. I know of some lawyers that knew 
more six months after they began practicing at the bar than others 
would know in sixty months. And I will say frankly to the gentle- 
man that there are some lawyers who have been practicing for forty 
years who I do not think would be competent to perform the duties im- 
posed by this bill; but we have had to draw some general line. 

Mr. KELLEY. If it does not interrupt the gentleman, I would like 
to ask if he will not admit that there are many farmers and mechanics 
who know more about the practice of the law than some lawyers who 
have been at it for half a lifetime. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of NewJersey. About some things they do know 
much more, bat not about the law as a rule. 

Mr. KELLEY. Sufficient to be officers under this bill ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Idonot know that. A man can 
not understand the science of astronomy unless he studies it. No man 
ean be learned in the law without first learning the law. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to make another inquiry. I find un- 
der section 37 in the State in which I live a man who might hold 
the office of justice of the peace or constable, or even be director of a 
school district, or councilman ina city, is disqualified from being ap- 
pointed a referee, notwithstanding he may be ever so good a lawyer. 
I would like to knowif that was intended. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will say very frankly that if 
the genNieman will draught anamendment to coversuch a case as that 
it shall be favorably considered so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. KELLEY. I shall be very sure to draught such an amendment 
when we reach that section of the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does this bill create any new offices? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It is a little disheartening after 
| have been trying for about an hour to explain the bill to have such 
an inquiry made. Ihavestated what new officers there were, and what 
their duties would be. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would be very glad to hear the gentleman state 
what offices are created. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The referees shall not exceed 
one in namber for each Congressional district in the judicial district; 
but they are to be diminishéd as the number of cases decreases, so 
that each referee shall have at least fifty cases in his charge. 

Mr. SAYERS. And what is the salary of the referee ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. One thousand dollars, to be re- 
couped to the Treasury from a tax upon the estate, and a fee of $10 
to be paid in each case when the case is concluded and the papers re- 
turued recertified to the clerk of the court. 

Mr. SAYERS. Can the gentleman estimate the number of referees 
who will be appointed if the bill goes into effect? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I went very fully over that and 
stated that we had not sufficient data to determine whether the re- 
ceipts to the United States would equal the expenses; but we believe 
from a computation under the old law that the figures indicate that it 
would about do it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not ask the gentleman that questionat ali. I 
asked the gentleman if he knows the number of referees that would be 
appointed in the United States when the bill goes into operation, if it 
should become a law. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I do not know that I could an- 
swer that atonce. I thought you had reference to the probable ex- 
pense. 

Mr. KELLEY. Under the operation of the law there will not be 
more than one in each Congressional district. 

Mr. SAYERS. I want to get at a rough estimate. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The bill provides thatat the ex- 
piration of six months the referees shall be reduced so that there shall 
not be more than one to each sixty cases. 
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Mr. SAYERS. These referees are permanent officers, are they not? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. No; they are removable as the 
number of cases decreases, 

Mr. KELLEY. Under the provisions of the bill does it require that 
there shall be fifty cases filed with the clerk before one referee can be 
appointed in any district? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Ido not say that. They areall 
to be appointed, but at the end of six months they are to be decreased. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Certainly; I have invited ques- 
tions. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Section 25 of the bill commands three distinct du- 
ties on the part of the district attorney, as I read it, and then says: 

If in either case he is directed so to do by the judge pursuant to the petition 
of the parties in interest. 

I would like to know just what that means. I do not understand it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. These duties, as the gentleman 
will see, are not imposed upon the district attorney in every case, but 
only by direction of the judge upon petition of the parties in interest. 

Mr. BROSIUS. That is what I wanted to know. It is not manda- 
tory at all. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The parties in interest petition 
for it, and the judge directs the performance of those duties, and the 
district attorney’s presence is not required unless the judge so directs. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The following is the list referred to by Mr. BUCHANAN, of New 
Jersey: 

” THE TORREY BANKRUPT BILL. 
[H. R. 3316, Report 1386.]} 


The bodies which have been reported as being in favor of bankruptcy legis: 
lation, citizens who have petitioned therefor, and individuals who are membera 
of the organization which has been perfected to promote the passage of the Tor- 
rey bankrupt bill, are summarized by States and Territories, as follows: 


ALABAMA, / oe of paveins. 2. Brunswick. 
Hiram G. Bond, Ensley City. alter B. Hill, Macon. 
Robert C. Brickell, Huntsville. ane Law, ag 
Orville F. Cawthon, Mobile. John kt oe a At — 
Charlies S. Halsey, Huntsville. a 
Milton Hume, Huntsville. | 
Breck Jones, New Decatur. | 
Henry C. Tompkins, Montgomery. 





ILLINOIS, 


Board of Trade of the city of Chicago. 
Business Men’s Association, East St. 
ARKANSAS. Louis. 

Arkansas Lumbermen’s Association, | Business Men’s Association, Dixon. 
Little Rock. Business Men’s Association, Lincoln. 
Citizens of Little Rock (petition). Chicago Furniture Manuiacturers’ As- 

Fort Smith Chamber of Commerce, sociation. 
Helena Chamber of Commerce. Chicago Jewelers’ Association. 
Little Rock Board of Trade. Chicago Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club. 
Pine Bluff Board of Trade. Citizens’ Improvement Association, 
James H. Clendenning, Fort Smith. Rock Island. 
John G. Fletcher, Little Rock. Commercial Club, Mattoon. 
James A. Fones, Little Rock. Elgin Board of Trade. 
Albert S. Honnet, Pine Blaff. Lincoln Improvement Association. 
John J. Hornor, Helena; National Association of Stove Manu- 
George G. Latta, Hot Springs. facturers, Chicago. 
Logan H. Roots, Little Rock. National Furniture Manufacturers’ As- 
William G. Whipple, Little Rock. sociation, Chicago. 

CALIFORNIA. Peoria Board of Trade. 


Henry H. Aldrich, Chi > 

Chamber of Commerce, Eureka, a ee mage ng 
Citizens of San Francisco (petition). William T. Baker, Chicago, 
Pacific Coast Board of Commerce, San | Dayid F. Barclay, Elgin. 

Francisco, Adolphus C. Bartlett, Chicago. 
San Francisco, Oakland, and Hay- | y Harley Bradley, Chicago. 

wards business and professional men | ortimer N. Burchard, Chicago. 

_(petition). William B. Dunlap, Mattoon. 
Vallejo Board of Trade. | Turlington W. Harvey, Chicago. 
J. Ludewig Koethen, Riverside. Frederick Hass, Rock Island. 
Samuel B. Lewis, Los Angeles. Adolph Karpen, Chi cs 
William R. Tolles, San Bernardino. Franklin MacVeach, Chicago. 
Jobn Vance, Eureka Charles C. Mills, Peoria. 
Henry T. Noble, Dixon. 
Henry D. Sexton, East St. Louis. 
Charles H. Seybt, Highland. 
Peter Van Schaack, Chicago. 
George H. Vrooman, Chicago. 


COLORADO, 


Chamber of Commerce, Denver. 
Pueblo Board of Trade Association, 
Walter P. Kellogg. Denver. 

Andrew McClelland, Pueblo. 
George P. Northrop, Denver. 

Isham B. Porter, Denver. 


CONNECTICUT. 


Chamber of Commerce, New Haven, 
Hartford Board of Trade. 

Norwich Board of Trade. 

James D, Dewell, New Haven. 


INDIANA. 


Merchants and Manufacturers’ Club, 
Madison. 

Richmond Board of Trade. 

Joseph ©. Abbott, Madison. 

Washington I. Dulin, Richmond. 

James W, Wartmann, Evansville. 

William J. Wood, Evansville. 


DELAWARE, IOWA 


Wilmington Board of Trade. 
Daniel W. Taylor, Wilmington. 


FLORIDA. 

Chamber of Commerce, Pensacola. 
Jacksonville Board of Trade. 
Solomon N, Van Praag, Pensacola. 
William A, S. Wheeler, Pensacola. 
Robert W. Williams, Tallahassee. 


GEORGIA, 


Blue Grass League of Southwestern 
Iowa, Creston. 

Board of Trade of Burlington. 

Business Men’s Association, Daven- 
port. 

Business Men's Association, Keokuk. 

Iowa Bankers’ Association, Dubuque. 

State Business Men’s Association, Mar- 
shalltown. 

William L. Allen, Davenport. 

John Bilaul, Burlington. 

John H. Branch, Marengo. 

Frank Le Bron, Keokuk. 


Brunswick Board of Trade. 
Geo Bar Association, Augusta. 
Retail Grocers’ Association, Augusta, 
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Arthur 8. Burnell, Marshalltown. 
Jonas M. Cleland, Sioux City. 
Philip M. Crapo, Burlington. 
James B. Harsh, Creston. 

Daniel B, Nash, Davenport. 
Harrison Tucker, Keokuk. 
Lucius Wells, Council Bluffs. 


KANSAS, 
Leavenworth Board of Trade. 
Merchants’ Protective Association, Sa- 
lina, 
Wichita Board of Trade 
Wintield 8S. Corbett, Wichita. 
James M. Graybill, Leavenworth. 
Ezra M. Ober, Salina. 
Uri B. Pearsall, Fort Scott. 
KENTUCKY. 
Hopkinsville Commercial Club. _ 
National Board of Trade (twenty-first 
annual session), Louisville. 
Owensborough Board of Trade. 
Paducah Commercial Club. 
John M, Atherton, Louisville. 
E. Birch Bassett, Hopkinsville. 
Temple Bodley, Louisville. 
William Cornwall, Louisville. 
James E. Gaither, Louisville, 
Frank T. Gunther, Owensborough. 
John Morris, Louisville. 
Ed. P. Noble, Paducah. 
William T. Rolph, Louisville. 
Harry Weissinger, Louisville. 
Rozel Weissinger, Louisville. 


LOUISIANA. 


Chamber of Commerce and Industry 
of Louisiana, New Orleans. 

Mechanics, Dealers and Lumbermen’s 
Exchange, New Orleans. 

Merchants of New Orleans (petition). 

New Orleans Attorneys (petition). 

New Orleans Clearing-House. 

New Orleans Board of Trade, Lim- 
ited. 

Shreveport Board of Trade. 

Wholesale Grocers’ Association, New 
Orleans. 

Albert Baldwin, New Orleans. 

William J, Behan, New Orleans, 

Louis Bush, New Orleans. 

Frank M. Hicks, Shreveport. 

Chauncey S. Kellogg, New Orleans. 

Albion K. Miller, New Orleans. 

Fred. F. Myles, New Orleans. 

William B. Schmidt, New Orleans. 

Breedlove Smith, New Orleans. 

James F. Utz, Shreveport. 


MAINE. 


Riddeford Board of Trade. 

Calais Board of Trade. 

Portiand Fruitand Produce Exchange. 

Portland Merchants’ Exchange and 
Board of Trade. 

Saco Board of Trade 

State Board of Trade. Biddeford. 

Albert R. Savage, Auburn. 


MARYLAND, 


Business Men’s Association, Annapo- 
lis. 

Citizens of Baltimore (petition). 

Shoe and Leather Board of Trade, Bal- 
timore. 

Thomas Deford, Baltimore. 

J. Walter Hodges, Annapolis, 


MASSACHUSETTS, 


Arkwright Club, of Boston. 
Board of Trade, Amesbury. 
Board of Trade, Lowell. 

Board of Trade, Pittsfield. 
Board of Trade, Springfield. 
Boston Board of Fire Underwriters. 
Boston Fish Bureau. 

Boston Merchants’ Association. 
Boston Merchants’ Club, 

Boston Paper Trade Association. 
Commercial Club, Boston. 
Gardner Board of Trade. 
Grocers’ Association, Boston. 
Mechanics’ Exchange, Boston. 


National Paint, Oil, and Varnish As- | 


sociation, Boston. 

New England Furniture Exchange, 
Boston. 

Paint and Oil Club of New 
Boston. 

Shoe and Leather Association, Lynn. 

Wholesale Grocers’ Association, Bos- 
ton. 

Noah W. Farley, Boston. 

James B. Forsythe, Boston, 

Rufus S. Frost, Boston. 

Charles A. Grinnell, Boston. 

Getrge A. Miner, Boston. 

Beverly K. Moore, Boston. 

Leopold Morse, Boston. 

Alexander H. Rice, Boston. 

Charles Richardson, Boston. 

Edward C, Rogers, Springfield. 

Joseph Sawer, Boston. 


England, 
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MICHIGAN 


Business Men's Assox 
Business 
naw. 
Business 

Haven. 
Business 
zoo 
Business Men's Association, Sault Ste 
Marie. 
Citizens of Battle Creek (petition). 
Citizens of Lansing (petition). 
Detroit Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club 
Grand Rapids Board of Trade. 
| Grand Rapids Furniture Manufactur- 
ers’ Association. 
George H. Barbour, Detroit. 
George G. Briggs, Grand Rapids. 
Wellington R. Burt, East Saginaw. 
John A. Covode, Grand Rapids 
Bernard Desenberg, Sault Ste. Marie. 
Albert K. Edwards, Kalamazoo. 
| Theodore H. Hinchman, Detroit. 
George E. Howes, Battle Creek. 
Adam S. Kedzie, Grand Haven. 
Samuel EF, Pittman, Detroit. 
Charles R. Sligh, Grand Rapids. 


ation, Ann Arbor 
Men's Association, East Sagi- 


Men’s Association, Grand 


Men’s Association, Kalama- 


MINNESOTA. 


Board of Trade of Minneapolis. 

Chamber of Commerce, St. Paul. 

Citizens of St. Paul (petition). 

Contractors and Builders’ Board of 
Trade, St. Paul. 

Duluth Board of Trade. 

Duluth Chamber of Commerce, 

Fergus Falls Chamebr of Commerce, 

Jobbers’ Association, Minneapolis. 

Minneapolis Produce Exchange. 

Rochester Board of Trade. 

St. Paul Board of Trade. 

St. Paul Jobbers’ Union. 

West Duluth Chamber of Commerce. 

Wholesale Grocers’ Association, Min- 
neapolis. 

Winona Board of Trade. 

Winona Jobbers’ Association. 

Isaac Atwater, Minneapolis. 

Me'vin R. Baldwin, Duluth 

John M. Bartlett, Minneapolis. 

Joel B. Bassett, Minneapolis. 

William B. Dean, St. Paul. 

Paul D. Ferguson, St. Paul. 

Frank L. Greenleaf, Minneapolis. 

Christopher B. Heffelfinger, Minne- 
apolis. 

Thomas B. Janey, Minneapolis. 

Anthony Kelly, Minneapolis. 

Elliot A. Knowlton, Rochester. 

Daniel R. Noyes, St. Paul. 

Charles E. Sawyer, Crookston, 

; Channing Seabury, St. Paul, 

| Widliam E. Steel, Minneapolis. 
Judson L. Wicks, Minneapolis. 
James T. Wyman, Minneapolis. 


MISSISSIPPT. 


soard of Trade, Jackson. 
Citizens of Yazoo City (petition), 
Mississippi Bar Association, Jackson. 
Aug. Keller, Bay St. Louis. 


MISSOURI. 


Associated Wholesale Grocers of St. 
Louis, 

Business Men’s Club, Joplin. 

| Cape Girardeau Board of Trade, 

| Citizens of St. Joseph (petition). 

| Kansas City Commercial Club. 

| Kansas City Paint, Oil, and Varnish 
Club. 

Mechanics’ Exchange of St. Louis. 

Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis 

Mexican and Spanish-American Com- 
mercial Exchange, St. Louis. 

Missouri Bar Association. 

St. Charles Board of Trade. 

St. Louis Furniture Board of Trade, 

St. Louis Paint, Oil, and Drug Club. 

Springfield Board of Trade. 

Young Men's Commercial Club of Mc- 
berly. 

| Leon J. Albert, Cape Girardeau. 

Rufus E. Anderson, Haunibal. 

James O. Broadhead, St. Louis. 

Robert 8. Brookings, St. Louis. 

Charles A. Cox, St. Louis. 

| Samuel Cupples, St. Louis, 

Frank Gaiennie, St. Louis. 

Baldwin B, Gill, Chillicothe. 

Noah M. Givan, Harrisonville. 

| Joseph W. Goddard, St. Louis. 

| D. Howell Shields, Hannibal. 

Anthony Ittner, St. Louis. 

John A. Lee, St. Louisa. 

Charles A. McCann, Springfield. 

Francis J. McMaster, St. Louis. 

James M. Nave, Kansas City. 

Samuel M. Nave, St. Joseph. 
tyrus Newkirk, Sedalia. 

Peter Nicholson, St. Louis. 

John C. 0’ Keefe, Moberly. 

| Ferdinand W. Risque, St. Louis. 





William E. Schweppe, St. Louis. 

Edward C. Simmons, St. Louis 

Gerrit H. Ten Broek, St. Lauis 

Jay L. Torrey, St. Louis. 

Cyrus P. Walbr e, St. Louis 

Benjamin W. Zimmerman, Sedalia 
NTANA, 

Chamber of Commerce, Helena, 

Charles K. Cole, Helena. 


NEBRASKA, 
Lincoln Board of Trad 
Lincoln Retail Grocers 
Nebraska Paint, Oil 
Omaha, 
Nebraska State Business Men's 
ciation, Lincoln Branch. 
Omaha Board of Trade 
Andrew J. Conlee, Beatrix 
Frederick B. Kennard, Omaha, 
Rolland H, Oakley, Lincoln 


Association 


and Glass Cli 











NEW HAMPSHIRE, 






Concord Commercial Club 
Manchester Board of Trade. 
Nashua Board of Trade 


EW JERSEY. 
Asbury Park Board of Trade. 
Board of Trade of Jersey City 
Brewers’ Association of New 

Newark. 
Retail Merchants 
tic City 
Leonard J. Gordon, Jersey City. 
J. Frank Fort, Newark. 


Jersey 


Association, Atlan 


. NEW MEXICO, 
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James M, Glenn, Cincinnat 
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Lawrence Grace, Cincinnati 
Robert J. Harrison, Cincinnati 
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Jol Cc, Huts iller, Gallips 
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Oscar T. Martin, Sprit 
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John N. Stewart, Ashtabula, 
acob W. Stoody, New Philadelphia, 
Joh L. Vanee, ¢ Lillpoils 
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Citizens of Brooklyn (petition 

Clothiers’ Association of New York 
City. 

Consolidated Stock and Petroleum 
Exch New York City 

Elmira Board of Trade 

Italian Chamber of Commerce, New 
York City. 

Lumber Exchange, Buffalo 

Mercantile Exchange, New York City 

New York Board of rade and Trans 
portation, New York City. 

New York State Wholesale Grocers 
Association, Elmira, 

New York Wholesale Ice Dealers’ As 
sociation 

Oneonta I ird of Trade. 

Paint, Oi ind Varnish Club, New 
York City. 

Retail Grocers’ Association, Buffalo 

" 


Rochester Chamber of Commerce 
Sing g Board rrade, 

Stati Board of Trade. 
Warsaw Board of Trad« 

Ilerbert P. Bissell, Buffalo 
James M. Constable. New York ¢ 
Joseph Fahys, New York City 
Patrick Farrelly, New York City. 
John C. Graves, Buffalo. 

David Hirsch, New York City. 


Sir of 


ners 


ity 


| John H. Inman, New York City 


Alexander FE. Orr, New York City. 
George L. Pease, New York City. 
Edward W. Peck, Rochester. 

George Sandrock, Buffalo, 

Charles S. Smith, New York City, 

G. Waldo Smith, New York City 
William Steinway, New York City 
Francis B. Thurber, New York City. 
Malter P. Warren, Tr y 


Alfred Whitney, New York City. 
Morris S. Wise, New York City. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 


Citizens of Raleigh (petitior 

New Berne Cotton and Grain FE 
change. 

Thomas B, Keough, Greensborough 

Samuel W.Smallwood, New Berne 


NORTH DAKOTA 


Fargo Board of Trade 

Anson 8. Brooks. Grand Forks 
Addison W.Clark, Grand Forks. 
John W. Von Nieda, Fargo. 


OHTO. 


Akron Board of Trade 
Ashtabula Board of Trade 
Board of Trade, Gallipolis 
joard of Trade, Nelsonville. 
Builders’ Exchange, Cincinnati. 
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William Heuermann, San Antonio. 
Christopher W. Mertz, Cleburne, 
Joseph &. Meyer, Houston, 
Julius Runge, Galveston. 

UTAH, 


Henry W. Lawrence, Salt Lake 


VERMONT, 


Urban A. Woodbury, Burlington. 
Andrew J, Sibley, Montpelier. 


VIRGINIA 
Board of Trade of the city of Lynch- 
burgh 
Richmond Chamber of Commerce, 


A. Berkeley Carrington, Danville. 
Benjamin F. Johnson, Richmond. 


WASHINGTON, 
Seatile Chamber of Commerce, 
Tacoina Chamber of Commerce, 
Walia Walla Boarc-of Trade 
Samuel! Collyer, Tacoma. 


Huntington and Cabell County L and 
D. Association. 

Wheeling Chamber of Commerce. 

E. Boyd Faulkner, Martinsburgh, 

Jesse M. Layne, Huntington. 

Hullihen Quarrier, Wheeling. 


WISCONSIN, 


Association for the Advancement of 
Milwaukee 

Business Men's Association, Green 
say. 

Chamber of Commerce of the city of 
Milwaukee, 

La Crosse Board of Trade. 

Milwaukee Brewers’ Association. 

Frederick W. Inbusch, Milwaukee. 

Thomas L, Kelly, Milwaukee. 

Frank McDonough, Eau Claire, 

Henry M. Mendel, Milwaukee. 

Simon J, Murphy, jr., Green Bay. 

John R. Reiss, Sheboygan. 

John M. Smith, Green Bay. 


WEST VIRGISIA. David W. Starkey, Appleton, 


Board of Trade, Martinsburgh, John E. Thomas, Sheboygan Falls, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, was received, announcing that 
the Senate returned, in obedience to the request of the House, the bill 
(S, 2796) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a pub- 
lic building thereon at Racine,.in the State of Wisconsin. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, RACINE, WIS. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from New Jersey 
will yield to me a moment, as I am compelled to leave the city to- 
night to be gone for some days, I desire to ask unanimous consent, 
inasmuch as there is a similar bill of the House which has already 
passed through all of its stages and lies here awaiting action as unfin- 
ished business, that the House now take up this bill and put it upon 
its passage. It will take but a moment, and I trust I may be indulged 
in that regard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr: PERKINS in the chair]. The 
Clerk will read the bill, after which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the biil. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, in order to save time I object 
now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will complete the reading 
of the bill, after which objection will be asked for. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? ‘ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. CASWELL. Then I ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
allowed to lie on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN then resumed and concluded his remarks as above. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. CASWELLsaid: Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio has con- 
sented to withdraw his objection to the consideration of the bill I de- 
sired to bring up. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir; for personal reasons I wish to with- 
draw my objection. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there further objection ? 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, [ demand the regular order. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, after great convulsions in the business 
of the country a bankruptcy law well considered, wise in its provisions, 
and properly administered is a blessing to the country, but it is not at 
other times and under different circumstances. I do not believe there 
is anything in the present condition of the country or any great strin- 
gency by which a show of reason can be adduced as evidencing the neces- 
sity for the enactment of this bill into law. 

In the framing of the Constitution bankruptcy acts were conceived 
to be necessary, and probably at that time a well-considered perma- 
nent bankruptcy law would have been considered wise, because many 
of the provisions of the Constitution, as well as our laws and customs, 
were drawn from Great Britain, where a bankruptcy law was then em- 
bodied in the permanent statutes of Parliament. The circumstances 
of that country which required such an enactment were very different 
from the circumstances of this country. Great Britain has always been 
more largely a manufacturing and commercial country than this; and 
bankruptcy laws are in the interest of commercial countries, and not to 
the interest of agricultural ones. 

Agriculture so largely predominates over every other business in this 
country that it is only in times succeeding great convulsions and great 
shocks to business, such as were produced by the late war, or by great 
panics, prodacing failures in commercial circles for which men are not 
responsible, that such legislation is necessary. But no such exigency 
is upon us now. 

In common with the other members of the Judiciary Committee, I 
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have examined this bill, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CuLBER- 
SON] has expressed all the objections that I entertain to it, and more, 
his opposition going further than mine. There are, however, some 
provisions in it which are not acceptable to me, but which will more 
properly be pointed out when we come to consider the bill by sections 
under the five-minute rule. Two of the enumerated grounds or acts 
of bankruptcy are to me particularly objectionable. That numbered 
the eighth is one—‘‘ neglected for sixty days alter written demand shall 
have been personally served on him, to pay an open account which was, 
at the time of such demand, due by hiin for goods, wares, or merchan- 
dise sold and delivered.’’ That provision would, in my judgment, in 
many cases involve a man in bankruptcy when he ought not to be and 
when there was no bad motive for the non-payment, but when it was 
simply his misfortune that he was unable to meet the account within 
the period specified, and when he would probably be able to meet it 
within a very shert time thereafter. The next one to which I object 
is the tenth—*‘ suffered an execution against him to be returned nulla 
bona.”’ 

Now, that happens often, especially among men engaged in agricult- 
ure before they have their crops in fit condition for the market, and 
it might happen at such periods when, within a short time after such a 
return, they might be fully able to meet and discharge the liability. 

I will not, however, consume time to point out the other objections 
which [have to this bill. The bankruptcy act passed in 1867, after 
the war, was, in my judgment, nothing like as well considered a meas- 
ure as this one. Indeed, I think this bill, with the two or three other 
exceptions that I can point out, is one of the best considered and best 
bankruptcy bills I have ever seen. I think it isdue to it that I should 
say that much forit. But the act of 1367 was administrated in sach 
a manner in my State and in other States in the South, it was so com- 
pletely debauched and maladministered, and honest men were robbed 
and plundered by it to such an extent, and there was so much fraud 
and perjury committed undef it, that the very word ‘‘ bankrupitcy’’ 
has become a stench in the nostrils of honest men in that country. 

This result was principally due to the character of the men who had 
the administration of the law in hand: but, even under such circum- 
stances, I concede that some very gre:t benefits resulted from it to 
worthy men who, in consequence of mis‘ortunes resulting from the war 
or from other causes, had become unab!e to meet their obligations and, 
by going through bankruptcy and getting discharged, were enu led to 
start again in life. But the sentiment of opposition to bankruptcy 
generally, in consequence of the odious administration of that law ot 
1867, rests in the minds of the people of the South. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman remarked afew momeuts ago 
that he had certain other objections to this bill, which he would state 
when the bill was considered under the five-minuterule. Now, I under- 
stand that the five-minute rule does not apply to this bill, and there- 
fore I suggest that he point out the objections now. 

Mr. OATES. I should suppose that the bill would be considered 
under the five-minute rule. If it is not so to be considered, thatis an 
additional objection, because members ought to have an opportunity to 
have an explanation of every section. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I thought I would call the gentleman’s at- 
tention to that point. 

Mr. OATES. I think the House will consider the bill section by 
section. There is nothing in the special order to preclude it, and if the 
House see proper they can consider it in that way. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not rise for the purpose of entering into a general dis- 
cussion, but only to state a few objections that I have tothis bill. These 
objections are sufficient to warrant me in voting againstit. Iam notin 
favor, either, of the substitute which my friend from Texas [Mr. CuL- 
BERSON ] gave notice he would offer. I do not propose to vote for any 
kind ofa bankruptcy bill, but I am free to say that thismeasure, with 
a few exceptions, two of which i have noticed, is about as well framed 
and contains as wise provisionsas any bankruptcy bill that the House 
could possibly consider. I will not occupy the time of the House 
further now, but will reserve the balance of my time, yielding fifteen 
minutes to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoaYNER]. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, it had een my inlention until to- 
day to support this bill, because I appreciate fully the absolute neces- 
sity to the commercial and business interests of the country that a 
bankrupt law should be enacted and enforced. It has become the cus- 
tom to perpetrate frauds by the machinery of judicial proceedings. 
Scarcely a failure occurs in any of th» large cities or any of the prin- 
cipal towns which is not preceded by collusive arrangements between 
the fraudulent debtor and his credit .rs by which some of them are 
preferred and paid, while the mass of the creditors are defrauded of 
their just rights. 

Coming as I do from a State whose | :ws declare that the property of 
the debtor is the common pledge of his creditors, I appreciate fully 
the equity and the justice of a law which would require that the prop- 
erty of the bankrupt should be distributed equally, and which would 
afford the creditors some means by which to protect themselves against 
the frauds that are perpetrated by pretended failures and which have 
become of common occurrence. But, Mr. Speaker, there are some pro- 
visions in the bill which I can not indorse, and, while I am conscious 
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and fully convinced ot the necessity for some legislation of this character, 
this bill contains provisions which if not amended will compel me to 
vote against it. 

The first one to which I wish to call the attention of the House is 
found on page 31, section 45, where it is provided that— 

Any person owing debts to the amount of $500 or over may be ad udged an 
involuntary bankrupt upon the petition of his creditors or a part of them, ex- 
cept (1) national banks, (2) those engaged exclusively in raising agr eultur 
products, (3) municipal, literary, or religious corporations or associations 
wage workers, 

Now, I submit that the involuntary feature of this bill should not 
be made applicable to any persons except merchants, traders, and manu- 
facturers. They are the classes who saffer by and avail themselves oi! 
the provisions of the State laws which make fraudulent failures possi- 
ble. It is merchants, manufacturers, and traders principally who pre- 
fer creditors, who hide their property, who are guilty of the acts which 
render the enactment of such lejislation as this necessary. 

Therefore I say that the law should be made in terms applicable to 
that class of persons only. As the bill now stands it will practically 
apply to all classes. The exception of those engaged “‘exciusively in 
raising agricultural products’’ will not except the farming community 
as a class from the operation of the law, because there is scarcely any 
farmer or planter of any enterprise whatever who has not some other 
business in addition to the mere business of farming; and if he is en- 
gaged in any other business than that of a farming, he is by that fact 
made subject to the provisions of this legislation and may be ruined 
by being forced into bankruptcy at a time when, if he had the protec- 
tion of the laws of his State, he would be able to save his property and 
pay his debts, 

The next serious objection which confronts me, Mr. Speaker, is the 
limitation put upon the right and power of the creditors to control tl 
administration of the estate. The creditors are the persons interested 
in causing the property to bring as much as it can be made to bring, 
and, in my judgment, they ought to be allowed the opportunity to con- 
trol its administration and liquidation, to direct when and how and upon 
what terms the property shall be sold, to elect the trustee, as he is called 
here, to fix the amount of his bond, and toapprove his securities. But 
we find that by the provisions of the bill all these things are taken out 
of their hands. 
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| have read the bill in vain to find any provision as to when or how or | 


under what law the property of the bankrupt is to besold. It is pro- 
vided thatthe creditors shall be called together by order of the judge, and 
that when they are thus called together they may nominate a trustee 
who shall possess certain qualifications, and the judge may appoint. 
him. Thejudge fixes the amount of his boud and approves his security, 
and may remove him at pleasure. Under the operation of these pro- 
visions we shall find it will be possible for a corrupt judge to inaugu- 
rate just such a system of peculation and fraud as wasconducted under 
the old law, and which has been referred to by the gentleman from 
Alabama [ Mr. OATEs]. 

Under that law, while the creditors nominally had the right to elect 
an assignee, as a matter of fact the judge, by standing in with his gen- 
eral assignee, was enabled to ‘‘ freeze out’’ the assignee whom the 
creditors had appointed, and the estate thus fell into the hands of the 
judge and his general assignee, the assignee of all the estates in his 
court. Theconsequence was, as the gentleman from Alabama has said, 
the law was so administered as to become a stench in the nostrils of 
the decent people, so that it was understood whenever property got 


into the clutches of the bankrupt court it was gone from the creditors | 


of the bankrupt and every one else except the officers of the court. 

I would suggest to the advocates of this bill that they amend it so 
that the creditors shall be called together immediately after the peti- 
tion in bankruptcy is filed or the adjudication made; that they shall 
have the right to select the agent who is to administer the estate; that 
they shall have the right to fix the amount of the bond which he shall 
give and toapprove hissecurity; that they shall have the right to direct 
the manner in which the estate shall be reduced to cash and paid out 
upon the indebtedness of the bankrupt; and that whenever any pro- 
ceedings in the administration of the estate become necessary they shall 
be called together by the trustee for the purpose of determining what 
shall be done with regard to the subject-matter in hand. 

Mr. Speaker, with these modifications this bill will command my 
hearty support. I think that the mercantile community, both cred- 
itors and debtors, demands and is entitled to this protection; but I do 
not think the invoiuntary feature of the bill should be extended to 
other ciasses than those I have named. I believe the power should be 
withheld from the judge to practically dictate the appointment of the 
trustee by having control of the amount of his bond and the approval 
of his sureties, and the right to remove him upon his own motion and 
without any application from the creditors. I think, further, that the 
creditors should have the right to direct the manner in which and the 
terms upon which the property shall be held and the debts paid. 
With these modifications I can perceive no just objection to the bill. 

Mr. OATES. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, the credit system, while not absolutely 
essential to commerce, trade, and business, at least by way of defini- 
tion, is so much so practically that it can not well be disassociated with 
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lost not only to themselves but to their creditors as wel! 
Che New York Journal of Commerce, a leading commer pape 
said editorially in its issue of January 11, 1890 
FAI I I I INES 
rhe public have been startled by the announcement that d g the year 1889 
e were 11,719 bu ailures in the United States, against 10,587 in 1888 

19,740 in 1887, ‘T nated liabilities of last year’s insolvents were $140 
359,000, and the assets were $70,599,000, against $120,242,000 liabilities and $60,- 
999,000 assets for the failures for the previous year. Thus the failures in 1889 
were more in number and far greater in lities than for 1888, and tl pro 
portion of assets to the obligations shows that the total insolvency ws ore 

| disastrous. Why in a season of profound peace, with no blighting frosts o1 
withering droughts, and the most abundant yield from the d, forest, and 
mine,so manv in business have gone to the wall no one seems e to answ 
Many have tried their hand at a solution of the problem, and ne as far as 
we can discover, has satisfied even himself with the result of his estigatior 

PRIMITIVI BAX I PT LAWS, 

The first idea of a bankrupt law went only to the extent of relieving 
the unfortunate debtor from imprisonment for debt, with the idea ot 
leaving him free to labor to pay the debt and with no thought of less- 
ening the legal obligation to pay, and still this was the foundation of 
the law and the corner-stone up which rests the present more or less 

| comprehensive system that exi 1 probably every commercial count 

but our own. 

As commerce extended and nations began to look for greatness, power, 

and wealth in the line now recognized as worthy,the necessity of laws 

under and by which both debtor and creditor could be pr d I 

| the debtar allowed toreturn to active | ne asr ed, and 
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| the crude beginnings made of the present bankruptcy lav 1d - 

| tems of the commercial countries 

The first essentially bankrupt law, as we would now understand the 
term, was that passed by the | iment of Great Britain in the time of 
Henry VIII, and which wa 1 proved, and perfected from 
time to time, as comm«e IK é nge, necessity arose, and « 
perience dictated, until I system in force there, d 
quite perfect, was evolved. 

‘ ESS, 

In this country the framers of the Constitution, n 
drawn from their cor cial antecedents, recognized its pr ¢ 
sity in the growth and development of the country, and with 1 in- 
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tuitive wisdom and foresight which characterized all their acts, and 
which was beyond all comprehension, ordained in that instrument that 
Congress should have power to establish uniform laws on the subject 
of bankruptcies throughout the United States. 

OUR DIFFERENT BANKRUPTCY LAWS, 

Under this power we have had three general bankruptcy laws. The 
first was passed in 1800and repealed in 1801; the second was passed in 
1841 and repealed in 1843, and the last one was passed in 1867 and re- 
pealed in 1878, since which time we have had no general bankruptcy 
Jaw, or any bankruptcy system, except so far as the States could imper- 
fectly give it, and which is not toany extent to afford any practical relief. 
Each of these general laws had defects and was so originated and en- 
vironed that it can well be shid that, as asystem, bankruptcy legislation 
has had uo test of its value, merit, or utility in this country. It is, 
perhaps, worthy of notice that each of the bankruptcy experiments in 
this country Jasted longer than its predecessor. 

A PERMANENT SYSTEM NEEDED. 

What is needed, and what I am confident this bill provides for, is to 
have asystem that is pot simply passed to meet exigencies following a 
war or some time of wild speculation, but that is perfected in atime of 
comparative commercial prosperity and quiet and to meet the con- 
ditions of general mercantile pursuitas they may exist under all prob- 
able conditions. We wanta system and not an expedient, and this 
system should be, as far as possible, simple, sure, expeditious, and in- 
expensive, and so equipped that the assets will go to the creditors and 
not be eaten up by rapacious officials. 

THE UNDERLYING REASONS FOR SUCH LAWS. 

The reasons advanced by those qualified to speak upon these sub- 
jects, including statesmen, legislators, lawyers, and commercial men, in 
favor of a bankruptcy system, are manifold and include: 

1. That it would decrease failures. 

2. That it would increase assets. 

3. That it would break up professional failing and attempted frand 
by debtors. 

|. It would inspire egnfidence in commercial and mercantile trans- 
actions, -'s 

5. 1t would stop all unjust preferences, either directly, as allowed 
in many States, by assignment or otherwise, or by confession of judg- 
ment, creation of liens by debtor, unjust preference by attachment, 
etc., which isa prolific source of oppression to debtor and wrong to 
other creditors by reason of undue haste to be ahead and be secured, 
and thus tend to an equitable and fair division of assets. 

6. It would furnish a uniform collection law and substitute a uni- 
form system in place of the existing confusion growing out of differ- 
ences in State laws. 

7. It would effectuate prompt settlement, with a minimum of liti- 
gation and expense, between creditors and debtors in failing circum- 
stances. 

8. It would tend to stop fraud by debtors and oppression by credit- 
ors. 

¥. It gives full opportunity for investigation of the affairs of the 
debtor to the end that justice may be done and equality insured. 

10. It would provide relief to the honest but unfortunate debtor and 
allow him, for his own benefit and the general good, to re-enter the 
race of business life without being handicapped by the weight of debt. 

APPROVALS OF SYSTEM AND THIS PARTICULAR LAW, 

There is not only a general demand from the commercial interests of 
the country for a general and uniform bankruptcy law, but theapproval 
of this particular law by merchants, commercial associations, the com- 
mercial and genera! press, boards of trade, chambers of commerce, pro- 
duce exchanges, and all such business organizations has been marvelous 
and plainly indicates that its provisions have been well considered and 
are in line with the advanced thought and practical experience of this 
progressive age. That this particular bill represents the mature and 
deliberate judgment of the commercial interests of the United States is 
beyond question. o 

resident Harrison recognized this feeling of the commercial circles 
and its need, and in few words, containing much pith, said in his last 
message to Congress: 

The enactment of a national bankrupt law, of a character to be a permanent 
part of our general legislation, is desirable. It should be simple in its methods 
und inexpensive in its administration. 

THE PROVISIONS OF THIS BILL. 

To show that this particular bill is well adapted to the ideas and 
principles that should prevail in such legislation, and that it does in 
reality provide a system that is simple, sure, expeditious, and inexpen- 
sive, it will be well to examine its provisions by themselves and in com- 
parison with the bankrupt laws that have been on the statate-books, 
and by so doing I am confident that it will be found that this bill does 
what is claimed for it, and would establish a system that would be at 
once just to both debtor and creditor and in the interest of the people 
at large. 

I shall not attempt to cover all of this ground in what I shall have 
to say, but it will be and has been quite fully covered in this debate, 
and the reading of the bill alone is almost_conclusive and it carries 
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conviction by its simplicity and conciseness. Neither shall I speak of 
it seriatim, but rather of a few of the prominent features and as they 
suggest themselves rather than in any order of the proposed bill. 

The great objections to the last bankrupt law we had were the de- 
lays incident to the proceeding, and the expense in winding up the 
estate an the consequent smal! dividends to the creditors, and this 
with no benefit to the debtors. All of these objections are admirably 
met by this bill and soclearly that no practical demonstration is needed 
to convince any fair man, however skeptical, that there is no danger 
of either under its provisions. The reasons covering all these grounds 
are that the fees are fixed, moderate,:and in the main only allowable 
upon the final closing of the estate. 

The officers or officials under this bill who are interested in fees are 
the clerk of the bankruptcy court, the referees, the trustees, and attor- 
neys; and a consideration of the provisions as to each will show that 
there is noopportunity for robbery or jobbery and every incentive for 
expedition and the making of the most of the assets. It is provided 
that the clerk shall have an advanced fee of $10 in every case, and this 
is to be his full compensation. Upon ‘the final settlement’’ he is to 
be paid *‘1 per cent. on the assets in excess of $5,000, realized in cash 
by the trustee, which is to be paid into the Treasury of the United 
States to reimburse the Government for its expenses in administering 
the bankruptcy system. It needs no argument to demonstrate that the 
clerk will have no desire or reason to delay the settlement of the 
estate. 

The referees are paid entirely out of the Treasury of the United 
States, and to cover which and reimburse the Government a per cent- 
age of the assets is paid into the Treasury, as just stated, but these 
officers, being judicial, are paid by the Government and in no wise de- 
pendent upon fees, the cases, or their disposition, except that to inspire 
promptness there is a provision that in addition to their fixed salary 
they are to receive $10, in each case payable ‘‘ after such case shall 
have been concluded and the records thereof returned into the clerk’s 
office.’’ 

The trustees receive, as fulland only compensation for their services, 
commissions to be fixed by the court, but not exceeding a reasonable 
and defined limit, on sums paid out as dividends to the creditors. 
This necessarily insures a desire to actually pay over to the creditors 
the dividends, and to have them as large as possible. 

The provisions as to attorneys’ fees are that but one such fee shall 
be paid, irrespective of the number of attorneys employed; that this fee 
must be fixed by the court and must be reasonable. 

It will be seen that all of these provisions tend to making it to the 
advantage of all officers concerned to have the estate closed as quickly 
as possible, and that the creditors shall get as much money as possible 
on their debts. This is the acme of perfection in a bankruptcy system, 
and is the very foundation of this one. 

VOLUNTARY AND INVOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY ARE BOTH WISELY EMBODIED IN 
THE BILL. 

The extension of the beneficent right of voluntary bankruptcy to 
all debtors, and not-merely to traders, but: relieving those outside of 
active commercial life, as farmers, wage-workers, and corporations not 
for pecuniary profit, from the annoyance and irritation of involuntary 
bankruptcy proceedings, is, in my judgment, the very strongest feature 
of this bill. Some objection, I am aware, has been urged to the in- 
voluntary portion of the bill, but without this provision the law would 
be practically worthless and the system emasculated. It would lose 
all equality and become one-sided, be all in the interest of the debtor 
and against the interest of the creditor, whereas it should be just to 
both alike. 

Before extending argument further upon this branch I will read as 
a part of my remarks an editorial from a late issue of the St. Louis 
Republic upon this subject that very clearly and ably discusses the 


point: 
VOLUNTARY AND INVOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY. 


Since it is likely that the present Con will exercise the power to enact a 
uniform bankrupt law vested exclusively in it by the Constitution of the United 
aaatne, the whole subject of what such a law ought or ought not to be becomes 
of interest. 

In general terms we are accustomed to apeak of bankruptcy as voluntary and 
involuntary. The former indicates simply that the unfortunate individual en- 
ters into bankruptcy of his own motion, while the latter means that the pro- 
ceedings were instituted by his creditors. There is no difference in the actual 
condition, The duties, responsibilities, and rights of the two kinds of bank- 
rupts are identical. The distinction relates solely to the filing of the petition. 

So far as we have observed, there is no discussion on the part of the friends of 
bankruptcy as to the voluntary system. There has been more or leas debate as 
to the policy of permitting the creditors of a dishonest or insolvent person to 
institute quesoclinanagelaas him, Theopponents of bankruptcy, of course, op- 
pose both systems, 

There is a certain amount of plausibility in the statement that the poor man 
ought to have an opportunity to enter into voluntary bankruptcy, while his 
creditors o wht not to be permitted to institute the proceedings. If a debtor 
could beco ne such of his own volition the proposition to befriend him in this 
way, without at the same time giving to his creditor corresponding rights and 
responsibilities, would be of greater force than it now is, but as the transaction 
by which one person becomes a debtor and anothera creditor is upon by 
mutual consent, it is a question as to whether either class should be accorded 
. relief to the exclusion of the other. 

t is said by the advocates of the voluntary system that if the involun 
system be pted the exacting creditor will threaten his debtor with the inst 
tution of proceedings and thereby secure an undue advan overhim, The 
reply is, of course, that the same creditor may, under existing laws, threaten the 
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institution of attachment or other proceedings which, if actually instituted 
would be calculated to do infinitely more harm to the debtor than the institu- 
tion of proceedings in bankruptcy, because by the institution of attachment or 
other similar proceedings the result would be to drive the debtor into liquida- 
tion, and would probably result in his being left with a cloud of indebtedness 
over him; while if proceedings in bankruptcy were instituted and he was an 
honest man the result would beto relieve the debtor from the excess of his in- 
debtedness over his assets and enable him to start again with a clean sheet. 

In other words, under the present laws in the several States the debtor can 
have no relief, as against creditors resident in other States, from the residue of 
his indebtedness after his assets have been applied to its payment; and, on the 
other hand, as between the creditors, there is no uniform rule by which they 
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As to most of these grounds no one will question that upon their 
happening any debtor ought to be put in ba ptey and his affairs 
honestly managed. As to one or two of the ¢ nds some modifica- 

j tion may be desirable. and I understar tl the « il tee will suggest 
some amendments, but this is a matter of detail and not of principle, 
and I will not now discuss the detail, except to say that in 1 - 
ment grounds 8 and 11 should be limited tot mere] 1 


may be paid pro rata, but in the event of a failure there is a contest as to who | 


shall first secure a compulsory lien, and thereby secure payment of his claim, 
dollar for dollar, while the less fortunate creditor does not realize any per 
cent. whatever upon his claim. Under similar circumstances the institution 
of proceedings in bankruptey would mean to the creditors that there sl ould 
be a marshaling of the assets, and payment in full of the valid liens, and set- 
ting aside of the fraudulent liens, conveyances, and preferences, and that credit- 
ors of the same class should be paid the same per cent. upon their several 
claims. 

On the part of the debtor the proposition is simply that he shall act the part 
ofan honest man; that the exemptions provided by the laws of the State shal! 
be received by him; that his assets shall be honestly delivered to the trustee; 
and that upon the proper demonstration that he is an honest man he shall be 
discharged from the surplus of his indebtedness, 

It therefore seems to usthat upon the reasons and equities of the case the pro- 
posed threat of intimidation will not prove to have any terrors to the honest 
debtor, and that it will be no impediment to the debtor classes to have enacted 
a law providing for a uniform system of involuntary bankruptcy. 


And also an editorial from the New Orleans Picayune on the same 
subject of like character and import: 

THE TORREY BANKRUPTCY BILL. 

It is a matter for much gratification to business men in this section of the 
country, and we believe everywhere, that the Torrey bankruptcy measure is 
making satisfactory progress before Congress, and that the very general in- 
dorsement of the bill by the commercial exchanges of the country has gradually 
built up a strong following for the measure among Congressmen. In fact, such 
progress has the bill made that there has been no open opposition attempted, al- 
though there are evidences that influences are at work to defeat it by delaying 
its passage in Congress, or by presenting what purport to be kindred measures, 
but which, in reality, aim at defeating the ends sought to be attained by the 
Torrey measure. 

Thus, there is pend ing inthe House of Representativesa measure providing 
for a voluntary system of bankruptcy to the exclusion of the involuntary sys- 
tem contemplated in the Torrey bill—that is, according to the terms of the bill, 
any person can file a petition against himself, but his creditors, no matter what 
the nature of their claims may be, can not do so. 

The Torrey bill was framed in the interest of creditors and debtors alike, and 
is intended to simplify and render uniform bankruptey proceedings, which, 
under the existing local systems and laws, work all manner of injustice, not 
only to creditors, in the shape of enabling dishonest debtors to escape the pay- 
ment of their just debts, but oppression to honest men who, while paying all 
claims against them, are forced to compete in business with others resorting 
dishonesty and fraud. 

The supporters of the involuntary measure, which they can not but admit is 
framed solely in the interest of the debtor class, are reported to be prepared to 
offer it as a substitute for the Torrey bill, which has already been reported 
vorably by the Judiciary Committee. This, of course, would be a most danger 
ous proceeding, as the success of such a measure would not only amplify the 
difficulties now experienced under the conflicting local systems, but strike a 
fatal blow at commercial credit, which is, in this day of active interstate trattic 
the basis of all business movement. 

These champions of the debtor classes should remember that debtors are 
created only by the extension ofcredit by the creditor classes, and that any law 
which makes credits secure will facilitate the extension and enlargement of 
credits, and that, on the contrary, any law which in its nature is calculated to 
weaken credits, will put a check upon the extension or the enlarging of credits, 
and asa result the rate of interest on money will advance and the profits on 
commodities wiil be increased, both to meet the greater risk of loss. 

The debtor class would be really doing themselves an irreparable injury by 
supporting this proposed substitute measure, as it would force upon the mer- 
chants an unusually severe scrutiny of credits and naturally restrict the wide 
liberality now generally practiced in arranging payments for goods sold. We 
can not believe that the honest men of the country wish enacted or that Con- 
gress will pass any law that does not confer corresponding rights and respon 
sibilities on both the debtor and creditor classes. 


The acts made by this bill acts of bankruptcy and upon which in- 
voluntary proceedings may be had, except as against the exempted 
classes, are—quoting the section: 


Sec. [43] 42. Acts or BANKRUPTCY,.—Any person shall be adjudged a bankrupt, 
if he has, within six months prior to the filing of a petition in bankruptey against 
him (1) concealed himself to avoid arrest under, or the service of civil ‘process; 
(2) concealed, secreted, or removed his property to avoid its being levied upon 
under legal process against him; (3) departed, or remained away, from his res- 
idence or place of business, with intent to defraud or delay his creditors; (4 
failed for thirty days, or until the return day of the process, to secure the re- 
lease of any property levied upon by attachment or execution; (5) made a con- 
veyance, gift, or transfer of all. or any part, of his assets with intent to defraud 
or delay his creditors; (6) made a written declaration of his inability to pay his 
debts and filed it in court; (7) made an assignment for the benefit of his cred- 
itors; (8) neglected, for sixty days after written demand shall have been per- 
sonally served on him, to pay an open account which was, at the time of such 
demand, due by him for goods, wares, or merchandise sold and delivered: 
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| proceedings by connivance in such manner that it can not be 


manufacturers, 
The distinction between voluntary and involu 


lates only and solely to who files the petition. The rights and duties 
of a man who files his own petition and of the man against whom 
pe tition is filed by his creditors are identical There is no difler 8 
between the creditors. Theirrightsand the method of exercising them 
are identically the same. A discharge follows to each alike and is re- 
fused upon the same grounds. 

It has been suggested by some thoughtless friends of the debtor class 


that a voluntary system without the involuntary features would oper- 
ate in the interest of that class. 
In view of the reciprocal nature of transactions pursuant to which 


] 
the debtor and creditor classes are cré 


ated it seems as though there 


ought not to be any discussion as to the desirability of a law, if we are to 
have one, which should provide equitably for the rights of both classes, 
It is said by those who are willing to support a voluntary system of 
bankruptey, that while they are willing that the unfortunate poor 
debtor may release himself from the burden of his debts, they are un- 
willing to make it possible for the creditors to take the initiative as 
against a dishonest or failing debtor. 

I do not quite see how the voluntary system could be provided for 
without at the same time working a very great hardship as against the 
creditor class. For example, this bill provides that enforced liens 
created within four months of the time of the institution of the pro- 


ceedings shall be set aside and that preferences which have been given 
within that time may be recovered by the trustee. If it were simply 
attempted to provide by law for a voluntary system under like cit 


cum- 
stances the debtor would simply wait till the expiration of such four 
months before filing the petition, and as a result the creditors and 
trustees acting in their behalf would be helpless to prevent the per- 
petration of open and glaring wrongs. 

One of the greatest evils which the proposed legislation is intended 
to remedy is that of securing preferences by instituting attachment 


detected, 





with the result of enabling favored creditors to receive the full amount 
due them, and in many instances to allow large parts of the estate be 

ing carried away by friends and relatives pursuant to the proceedings 
founded upon fraudulent claims. I do not think that the ng 
can be remedied except by the provisions of an involuntary system 

















pursuant to which every bankrupt will be required to make a com 
plete showing as to his transactions, and a complete surrender all 
| of his assets, to be divided ratably among his litors. 
» advocates of the voluntary system, as it seems to me, are 

ious to curry favor with the debtor class. I think, if they are permit 
ted to enact such a law, that they will prove to have been the debto 
worst enemies, because the enactment of such a law would 1 
tionably result in a its, aud the debtor would ther 
be the sufferer 

I sincerely hope that this body will recognize that legislation in be- 
half of commerce which tends to enforce legitimate ercantile trans- 
actions, and to require of every member of the commercial world fair 
dealing, and to prevent trickery, and to prevent and punish fraud in 


procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against himself, with intent to de- 


fraud or delay his creditors; (10) suffered an execution against him to be re- 


turned nulla bona; (11) suspended and not resumed payment of his commercial 
paper for fifteen days ;— 


This is a provision that should be limited to traders, manufactur- 
ers, and merchants, and will be so amended, I am advised by motion 
of the committee— 


(12) voluntarily petitioned to be adjudged a bankrupt; (13) while insolvent. for 
the purpose of giving a preference, made a conveyance, mortgage, or pledge of 
any of his property, or suffered any of his property to be taken or levied upon 
by process of law or otherwise, or permitted thecreation of any lien on any ofh 3 
property or (14) while insolvent made a contract or contracts, personally, or by 
agent or broker, for the purchase or sale of a commodity or commodities, with 
an intention not to receive or deliver the same, but merely to receive or pay a 
difference between the contract and the market price thereof, at a time subse- 
quent to the making of such contract or contracts. 


all its forms, tends directly to the ex 





sion of the credit system, gives 




















to every honest man an opportunity to do business under the most ad- 
vantageous circumstances, reduces the interest upon 1 borrowed, 
and in every way tends to promote the interest of the |} ma nd 
to discourage the entrance of dishonest men into the fi com peti- 

tors, and inall respects tends to the betterment of the condi 1 of all 
the members of society. 

It is a matter of great interest to our commercial cla to ¢ ler 
what effect the passage of a voluntary bankru wt without the invol- 
untary features would have upon the « id standing 
of our merchants in the markets of the rds, if un- 
usual advantages were granted to our d vould their 
brethren of the creditor classes, both r countries, 
view the subject? 

In general terms, the greater the collateral or the more valuable the 
security, the greater the credit extended on account thereof, and the 

| less the interest paid. For example, if a person w to borrow a 
| sum of money and offers United States bon is collateral security, or 
unencumbered real estate of many times the value of the amount sought 
to be borrowed, he will have no difficulty in securing a prompt loan at 
a low rate of interest. The reasor ot course, that in the event the 
mouey is not returned it can be surely and promptly collected by a 


reated. 

form, in this, that if a merchant 
nd large resources in property ap- 
in obtaining it in large amounts, 
figure, while his fortunate 


sale of the property upon which a loan has been « 

The same thing is true i 
of steady habits, good char: 
plies for credit he has no 


and in purchasing goods 
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brother, whose character is unknown, or is unfortunately bad, and who 
has little or no property, is not able tosecure credit except in a limited 
degree, and can not purchase goods except on short time at high rates. 

It might be possible by legislation to increase the privileges of the 
debtor class, or the borrower of money, and to dwarf the rights of the 
creditor in realizing upon indebtedness, so as to in effect depreciate the 
value of United States bonds as collateral and unencumbered real es- 
tate as a pledge for money loans. The same might be true as to the 
merchant of good character and ample means. All will agree that any 
such legislation would be to the manifest detriment of the better 
classes, to say nothing of the moral effect it would produce upon the 
community. 

I respectfully submit that the results as above outlined will be ob- 
tained by the passage of a law which will enable the debtor to delib- 
erately prepare to enter into bankruptcy without the possibility of 
having his preparations interfered with by the institution of involun- 
tary proceedings; and hence that the enactment of such a law onght 
to be avoided in behalf of the debtor classes with as much persistency 
as opposition would be urged, say, to the repeal of all laws for the col- 
lection of debts. 

The friends of the debtor class will note a number of safeguards 
that have been included in the present bill for its protection. For ex- 
ample, under the present laws a single creditor, irrespective of the 
amount of his claim, may institute proceedings which will probably be 
the forerunner of other proceedings, while if the bankrupt law be en- 
acted it will require three creditors whose aggregate claims exceed 
$500, over and above securities, to file the petition unless thereare less 
than twelve creditors in number, exclusive of employés and relatives, 
in which event one creditor may file the petition, provided his claim is, 
in excess of securities held, equal to or over $500. 

In every case in which the creditors, or any considerable portion of 
them, resort to compulsory process the debtor is at once put to a dis- 
advantage; his property is taken from him and in lieu thereof there is 
executed a bond which is presumably good at the time of its execu- 
tion, but which may be worthless by the time that the question of his 
right to recover thereon is finally determined. 

The debtor must always confront the possibility of having his prop- 
erty seized, separated, and sold at sacrifice sales, not that he has com- 
mitted or contemplates the commission of any fraud, but simply be- 
cause of a panic among his creditors and the inevitable scramble for 
precedence. 

rhe fact thatliens have been acquired by compulsory process by the 
most diligent of the creditors is ordinarily sufficient to prevent the 
possibility of a compromise by which the debtor is enabled to preserve 
the good-will of his business and be enabled to continue in business. 

Under circumstances as above in bankruptcy proceedings a composi- 
tion might be effected without delay and upon favorable terms before 
the institution of bankruptcy proceedings, because of the possibility 
o! the institution of such proceedings, and in the event it was neces- 
sary to secure an adjudication, the debtor would be entitled to the ex- 
emptions provided by the law of his own State, and if in general terms 
an honest man, would be able to secure his discharge. 

The creditor in the present chaotic state of the laws not only has to 
watch the debtor, but the other creditors as well. He has not only to 
fear a failure on the part of his customer, but must confront the possi- 
bility of the giving of a preference by the debtor, or the acquiring of 
a compulsory lien by his competitor, or the entire disappearance or 
conversion of the property on the faith of which he based his exten- 
sion of credit. If the law under discussion be enacted, the equitable 
rule of distribution will be enforced; and all of the evils, those that 
are real and those that are imaginary, will be avoided. 

lhe men whose opinions the members of this House respect very 
largely do not want any one-sided.law. There is no demand for any 
such law from any source. The demands which have been presented 
to this House have been for the bill as itstands. I predict that if this 
Congress should pass a so-called debtors’ law the popular clamor would 
make it repeal its action a good deal quicker than any preceding Con- 
gress has done. 

The report of the Committee on the Judiciary, in commenting on 
this portion of the bill, aptly says: 

The bill provides for a system of voluntary and involuntary bankruptcy. 
Both systems have advocates to the exclusion of the other, but it is not thought 
that the position of either advocate istenable. A given commercial transaction 
upon credit creates, upon the one hand. the creditor 1n the person of the seller, 
and on the other hand, the debtor in the person of the buyer. To say that the 
latter, that is the debtor, might take advantage of the bankrupt law and be 
thereby discharged from his indebtedness, which was created as the result of the 
consideration of the creditor, and that on the other hand his creditor might not, 
in a proper case, take advantage of the law, would be to state a proposition 
which it does not seem possible that any fair minded man would accept as 
satisfactory. 

The reverse of the proposition discloses an equally glaring inequality. The 
same proposition in another form may be stated thus: Every man of affairs is, 
in so far as he purchases on credit, a debtor, and, in so far as he sells on credit, 
a creditor. To say that such a man in his capacity asa debtor could secure a 
discharge from his obligations, while, on the other hand, he could not, as 
against his debtors, force them into bankruptcy in the event they became in- 
solvent and were absorbing the assets, in which he was interested, or had re- 
sorted to dishonesty and were making away with property which constituted 


his only hope of securing the selling price of his goods, is toannounce a propo- 
sition that is, to say the least of it, inequitable. 
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It is the argument of the advocates of voluntary to the exclusion of involun- 
tary bankruptcy that the threat of instituting proceedings will be improperly 
made by the strong creditor against the weak debtor as a coercive measure, 
and for that reason the great class of creditors should be left without protec- 
tion, while the debtor class should have the benefits of such a law. Our reply 
istwofold. In the first place, if the threat is made it will have no greater force 
or effect than the threat which can now be made of the institution of such 
proceedings as are provided by law for the collection of debts. In the second 
place, if the threat is made the condition of the debtor will be so munch bettered 
by the enactment of the law that he can make an adequate reply to the threat, 
and if it should be carried into effect, can protect his interests in all respects 
more satisfactorily than under the existing condition of affairs. E. g., suppose 
as the law now stands that a creditor threatens a debtor with an attachment. 

If such threat should be carried into effect it means, in most instances, finan- 
cial ruin and a load of indebtedness for life. If the proceedings are instituted 
in a State where bonds are required to be given as a condition precedent to the 
attachment, the debtor may sue upon the bond, but pending the litigation his 
creditor has the property and is, in the great majority of cases, in a position to 
80 prolong the litigation as to actually starve out the debtor and force him to 
terms. It iscertainly within the limits to say that in nine cases out of ten where 
attachments are wrongfully instituted there is no recovery for damages on the 
bond. In the States where bonds are not required,as for instance in Massa- 
chusetts, the only recourse of the wronged debtor is .o sue for malicious prose- 
cution. It may, therefore, be fairly said that a wrongful attachment constitutes 
a financial blight for which there is no adequate remedy in damages except in 
isolated cases. 

In one view of the case it is not to be wondered atthat men when threatened 
with such great financial peril resort to preferences, judgments by confession, 
attachments by connivance, and the concealing and spiriting away of prop- 
erty. 

The condition of affairs will be different from thet above outlined if this bill 
should become a law. The debtor can then say,in reply tothe unwarranted 
threat of attachment by the creditor, that he will go into voluntary bankruptcy 
and defeat the attempt to ruin him and swindle the other creditors, and then 
offer a composition and appeal to the other creditors for a fair settlement anda 
new mercantile life. If it should transpire that a composition is not effected, 
the honest debtor can still, by complying with the law in good faith, secure his 
discharge and begin the struggle for financial prosperity unincumbered witha 
cloud of debt. The honest creditor, the one who does not meke threats to coerce 
his dependents, will meanwhile collect his debts by law, if need be, and in 
cases where his debtors have become honestly insolvent, or have dishonestly 
tried to avoid their obligations, avail himself of the provisions of the law and 
receive his equitable part of their estates. 

The argument of the advocate of the involuntary to the exclusion of the vol- 
untary bankruptcy system is equally wanting in force. Itis, as we understand 
it, to the effect that since the creditor has given to the debtor the credit out of 
which the debt arose, he aloneshall say whether bankruptcy proceedings shall 
be instituted. If this view should prevail it would not prove effectual, as the 
debtor could probably always have a creditor who would take the initial steps, 
but the argumentis none the less wanting in force. 

If a debtor could become such of his own volition it might be competent to en- 
act a law for his sole benefit, and the same may be said of the creditor, butsince 
they are reciprocal positions, and the one can not exist without the other, and 
the debtors in the aggregate always owe exactly the same amount that the 
creditors in the aggregate have outstanding, it necessarily follows that it is the 
duty of the law-making power to provide corresponding rights, duties, and re- 
sponsibilities for each class. 

We do not believe that the creditor classes of the country wish any privileges 
which are not to be extended to the debtor classes, and we do not believe, on 
the other hand, that the debtor classes would consent to the extension of any 
aver to their brethren of the creditor classes which were not extended to 
them. 

It is therefore contended that voluntary and involuntary bankruptcy are twin 
systems, and that the one is not complete without the other, and that both are 
properly embraced in the bill in question. 


It may be said in conclusion that a bankruptcy law shorn of all in- 
voluntary provisions would neither establish a system nor be a benefit, 
and would, I think, be a positive damage, 

It would meet very few of the underlying reasons for a bankruptcy 
system. It would not tend to decrease failures, increase assets, or break 
up professional failing. It would not inspire confidence, stop unjust 
preferences, or tend to any uniformity in collection laws. It would 
not effectuate prompt settlements, stop frauds by debtors or oppres- 
sion by creditors, nor give opportunity for investigation of the affairs 
of the debtor or tend to equality as between creditors. 

Judge Hill, of the United States district courtof Mississippi, in aletter 
to Hon. J. B. MorGAN, which has been published, strongly commends 
this feature of the bill and the bill asa whole. I will give the letter. 
It is forcible, from a high authority, and largely upon the point under 
consideration. It is as follows: 


I have carefully examined the Torrey bankrupt bill you sent me, and am 
satisfied that it is the most complete bill that I have seen, and if it becomes a 
law will meet all the demands of a permanent bankrupt law, giving equal 
rights to both creditor and debtor. I do not discover any amendments I would 
suggest. 

This proposed measure obviates the greatest objections to the old law which 
I administered, and provides fora business-like and speedy and economical 
administration of the assets of dishonest and insolvent persons. 

Itappears from the newspapers that one or more of our Southern members 
are inclined to favor the enactment of a law which provides only for voluntary 
bankruptcy. The enactment of such a law would, in my judgment, prove a 
calamity to Southern interests. I think that the law ought to be preserved, as 
it is perfectly fair to both the debtorand creditor classes. A debtor can not vol- 
untarily become such, as there must be a corresponding creditor, and I there- 
fore think that any law upon the subjectslould provide for both parties to the 
transaction by which one becomes a voluntary debtor and the othera voluntary 
creditor. We do not want class legislation, and I think the enactment of a vol- 
untary bankrupt law by itself, or an involuntary bankrupt law by itself, would 
be legislation o! the most vicious sort. 

If all of the laws of this State providing for the collection of debts were, for 
example, repealed, it would be taken as an evidence that our citizens did not 
propose to pay their debts, and as a result the credit of our commercial classes 
would be destroyed and the large transactions which are now conducted by 
virtue of the prevalence of the credit system would be limited to the small scope 
of transactions upon a cash basis. To enacta law by which the debtor classes 
could deliberately prepare for going into bankruptcy without the possible in- 
terference of their creditors, and afterwards consummating a wrong, would, I 
think, have much the same effect that the repeal of our laws for the collection 
of debts would have. 
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The law in question seems to beasu attem} » provide ay t t sence of obie t co < l 
measure, and as su [am confident th w t atis ry and a a ‘ eS Th a : 
geous to the people of this State. " oe A ’ =* . 
I believe this bill, in its general scope, to be a good one, and that i ’ 
. ; . s : was < } 
establishes a desirable system, and it is with pleasure that I can and 
do support it. — 
I received in the mail to-day an article from the Dry Goods Chronicle, Mr. KENNEDY ym t Comm l 
containing a letter from a New York merchant toa member of Congress. | that they had examined and found truly « t 
While I do not know who the writer is, I do know that he has a very | ing tit when t speaker signed t 
clear idea of the situation, and I will quote the following from the \ bill (H. R. 8296) to allow the e1 ‘ a 
letter: River between th ith of said river tow fr ¥ } 
In a commercial country the United States there should be as grea i Louisa County, I wa. 
appr h to uniformity in the laws governing commerce as possibile, and it EPRIN 
would hardly be more absurd to have a tariff differing in each State than i 
to have widely differing insolvency laws. Mr. PICKLER. Mr : } I 0) 
Railroads connect with other lines and give through bills of lading Elec- bdittone? erin of +} 5 os 
tricity carries our messages everywhere without interruption from artilicial eee = a —wv . , ‘ F . ‘ 
boundaries, but our laws, which are presumed to govern all commerce, stop ab treasury bill, be print d, the original edition | lg f enti! y @) 
ruptly at forty-four artificial boundaries, and the legal passenger has to change | haust 
cars and study a new time-teble | he SPEA > 4 
These absurdities have long made eading commercial houses advocate a per te meses § ou 
manent national bankrupt law, but owing to a mistaken impression that many | here was no objection, and it was so ordered 
members of Congress had, that it was in the interest of Eastern manufacturers | And then. on 1 nae MM ' it 40" 1 150 
and dealers (while many of the Eastern manufacturersand dealers were op- | = ‘ H 
posed to any bankrupt law, owing to the defects of the old one), all attempts to i ; = 
secure this legislation of late years have failed. 
Now, however, a bill has originated in the West, illustrating the universal ae es 
development of our commerce and its needs, and the West is asking the East | REPORTS OF COMMIT 
to join them in an attempt to procure the passage of this much-needed law. | ; : : 
There are no party questions involved—merely that of the welfare of the whole | Under ciause 2 of | XII, repor ) le ere ¢ ed 
country. . : : : | to the Clerk and disposed of as follow 
‘he T »y bi i . ost eareft rc sidere: east sthat has vet beer ' 1 r 
rhe Torrey bill is the most carefully considered measure that has_ n Me MORRIE. from the Committee o = —o . comneiiiinail 
proposed; it protects the honest debtor, gives hima chance to be ym h ss 3 a Se eae . ote . . » 4 £5, SU PULK 
obligations and start 1in. Itrespects State laws; itis plain, concise, econom- | favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 1137 granting a per nto Mr 
ical, and expeditious in its proposed workings. Surely, itis worth trying A. W. Ackley. acces inied t+ (No 977 tn 4 ( ns 
4 fthe Whole House 
LEAVE TO PRINT. of the Whole House. 
mmc " . Healso. from the same committee. reported with s 3 
Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that any gen- oat He : HR 1] > f ; t] Pe ag Mi nc Pea 
. : ica. ae ot the friouse i 1456 ! he re af I irs. [ull eth PL Ne 
tleman who desires to do so may be permitted to print remarks in the | , ; : . ad : ; 
r } house, accompanied Dy a I 4 ; to t! the 
ReEcorD on the bankruptcy bill. I wy os , . ‘ 
Chere was no objection. a conatan 
-~ v . ' , a. Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committe 1 the Post-Office and Post- 
Mr. KELLEY. I would like to be recognized, Mr. Speaker, for the | sak re - (HI 1 
ant : “4 . : roads, reported wit! iment t 1 of the House (H. Rh. 7021 
purpose of offering an amendment in order that it may be printed and | , Foal ans i ; = aoe, SOE 
; : »amend section 539 of the Revised Statutes to provide for the appoint- 
held as pending. ' idit ") ree S ippolnt 
. > mn r . > rn nt of additional o ers in the Post-Off ') rtment mr nies 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I reserve any question of order ; 7 : , ; s ipanied 
crs ’ . rup . ° . DY a report oO. 43U to the iitte ie Wh eaHo tha 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be read and considered as pend Rec eee : 1 tine 
: . . ° A state of the Union 
ing, subject to the point of order. ae AW YER 1 ae 
The Clerk read as follows: sy a aa : : 
: - : - . with ar al 1t th ’ oy | v 
Strike out all of section 37 and insert. “ : ha Chmeniitt f tin 
lersonsshali not be eligible to appointment as referees unless they are 1 f ele ed to the ommittee of the W 
dents of the territorial districts fgr which appointed.” \ bill (1. R. 10634) granting a per n to ¢ rk Ste rt. Ne} 
: : ; : No. 2781 : 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit at this . wpd 
time, for the purpose of having printed and pending, two or three __ a i 1 
amendments which have been agreed to by the committee since th tain in _ eae . 
report was made. LANE, from the é } y re is, reported fa - 
The SPEAKER protempore. In the absenceof objection, the amend- | { ; pit ; : ; ; son sete . . eee 
: . omm ee « t \ ou 
ments will be read and printed in the Recorp. 5 aan a ae 
There was no objection. — en eee a ee , 
The amendments are as follows: , gti 
Amend section 42, subdivision 8, line 15, page 28, so that it shall read as fol- i ~y E 
lows No ~ 
“8. Neglect for sixty days after written demand shall have been personally | M I ( Y ‘ t inv 1] - 
served on him to pay an open account which was at the time of such demand -? ! . f ‘ Noe Peel 
due for goods, wares, or merchandise sold and delivered to, or for labor pe a a ae Se ates : ; ell ee 
formed for,or money loaned to, a manufacturer,or wholesale or retail merchant.” | “* ! ) AAT s ne \ i DY & report (NO, ~150)-——to 
_Amend section 49, line 5, page 54, by inserting after the words “his adjudica- | t ‘ iittee of the Who hou 
tion as such,” the following words: ‘or the confirmation of a composition of Ir. GIF FO » f nt ( ' ' ’ th 
fered by him L : 
Amend section 30, line 6, page 22, by striking out the words “in e: the bul of the Hou AU to a ‘ 
$5,000." tit » authorize the Seneca Nation of New York Ind 3 to 
Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Do I understand the gentleman from | !¢@8¢ }ands within the Cattaraugus and All y reserv 1d to 
Ohio to say that these are committee amendments ? ‘ rm existing leases,”’ aj ed February 1 19, mpanied by 
Mr. EZRA B, TAYLOR. I thought so; at any rate I offer them for pages os Se Se See House Calend ; 
consideration. Ir. STON of Kentu , from t Committe 1 War ¢ y 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. | Pp rt : oa iy to lll OF the H l ri 114 Or elief 
‘ : ‘ »hn srown, accompanied by a report (No, 2787)—to the Commit 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: te ake Whaat H . , ; a 
oan ce yoo, Ora 28 “ a | tee of the Whole House 
lo Mr. SmitTH, of West Virginia, until Monday, on account of sick- | \y- THOMAS. from the t ( ted { 
ness ip his family. erry aap rica 7 a t) a = ms, reported fa - ‘ 
Tr i aareatiaat: metaiien > \r a — Po ably the tollowing Duilis oi the House: which were severally reterred to 
To Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, indefinitely, on account of sickness | 4;..” mmittee of the Wh Hou 
; a siw . the Uon tlee e Ole riot 
in his family. J ee | = 4 bill (H. R. 11449) for the relief of the Washington Iron V 
To Mr. Brower, until 29th instant, on account of important busi- No oO ear 
ness i 7 A’ port VO. 6155. 
; | A bill (H. R. 11369) for the relief of Reaney, Son & Archbold. 


To Mr. WALLACE, of New York, for ten days, on account of 
tant business. 
To Mr. Conr, indefinitely, on account of important busin 


impor- port No. 2789. ) 
Mr. LAIDLAW, from the Committee on Claim report rably 


. | the bill of the Senate (S 6) for t ( f Maj. Daniel is] 


! 
' 
ness 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. | paymaster United States Army, a pa by are] 2790) 
By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. Josern to withdraw | *° ‘he Committee of the Whole Hi 


from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers in the case Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
of John W. Murray. | eries, reported favorably the following bills of the House; which were 
severally referred to the House Calen 


s CHANGE OF REFERENCE. | A bill (H.R. 10840) to provide an American register for the bark 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill (H. R. 8139) for the relief of | Campanero, of Baltimore, Md. (Report No. 2797 

George Campbell was erroneously referred to the Committee on War} Ai bill (H. R. 10697) to y 
Claims, as the Chair is advised by a member of that committee. In | Marmion. 





vide an American register for the steamer 
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Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11420) 
granting a pension to Jessie Benton Frémont, widow of John C. Fré- 
mont, late a major-general in the United States Army, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2793)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to the 
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. KINSEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, on the 
bill (H. R. 8052) to amend section 6 of an act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1883, accompanied by a report (No. 2794). 

By Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, on the bill 

H. Rt. 10163) granting a pension to J. F. Graham, late enrolling officer 
for Johnson County, Illinois, accompanied by a report (No. 2795). 

Ly Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, on the bill (H. R. 5834) to increase the pension of Mrs. 8. Rich- 
ards Boyle, accompanied by a report (No. 2796). 

By Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, on 
the bill (H. R. 5850) to reimburse George 8. Fisher for losses sustained 
by fire in Japan, November 26, 1863, accompanied by a report (No. 
2797). 

Also, on the petition of Oscar Hatfield. (Report No. 2798.) 

By Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, on 
the bill (H. R, 3348) to authorize the promotion of certain assistant 
surgeons of the Army after twenty years of service, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2799). 

Also, on the bill (H. R. 7620) to increase the efficiency of the Ord- 
nance Department of the Army. (Report No. 2800.) 

Also, on the bill (H. R. 7560) amending section 1212, Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. (Report No. 2801.) 

Also, on the bill (H. R. 8282) to authorize the President to appoint 
physicians to fill vacancies in the regular medical corps. (Report No. 
2202, 

Also, on the bill (H. R. 3710) to retire certain disabled officers of the 
(Army. (Report No. 2803.) 

Also, on the bill (H. Rt. 225) for the relief of officers of the Army who 
have served continuously in one grade for fifteen and twenty years with- 
out promotion. (Report No. 2804.) 

Also, on the bill (H. R. 8340) to regulate promotion to the heads of 
the staff departments of the Army. (Report No. 2805.) 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWER: A bill (H. R. 11479) to incorporate the Washing- 
ton Compressed Air Company—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

iy Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 11480) for the relief of certain set- 
tlers within what was formerly the Fort Dodge military reservation, in 
ford County, Kansas, and to confirm entries of public lands erro- 
neously allowed therein—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

by Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 11501) for the relief of prisoners 
of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: A bill (H. R. 11502) for the erection of a 
publie building at the city of Batesville, Ark.—to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference was 
made 

A. bill (11. R. 8139) for the relief of George Campbell—Committee 
on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 11481) granting an increase of 
pension to Edwin D. Bradley, late colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 11482) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Gurden L. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 11453) to increase the pension of 
James Huddleston—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R, 11484) for relief of B. S. Be- 
vier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 11485) to restore to the pension-roll 
Mrs. Sarah M. Cadwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 11486) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to W. M. Clendennin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11487) granting a pensign to George W. Keith, of 
Leedom, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HT. R. 11488) grantinga pension to Michael Low—to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11489) granting an honorable discharge to John 
J. Lowe, of Clinton, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11490) for the relief of James Trammell, of Win- 
field, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 11491) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Charles F. Bowers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 11492) granting a certificate of hon- 
orable service to William Behymer—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: A bill (H. R. 11493) for the relief of the 
estate of Thomas J. Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts? A bill (H. R. 11494) to relieve 
Patrick J. Buch, alias Patrick McBeuch, from the charge of desertion— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 11495) for the relief of the estate 
of Jean Baptiste Lazare, late of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11496) for the relief of Levi Starn, of East Feli- 
ciana Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 11497) for the relief of Charles 
Brick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STUMP: A bill (H. R. 11498) for the relief of James Her- 
ron—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 11499) to pension 
Charles R. Frisbie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sv Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 11500) for the re- 
lief of Capt. John T. Bruen, late of the Tenth Battery, New York Ex- 
celsior Volunteers—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of certain ladies of Chicago, against wo- 
man suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Four petitions of citizens of Van Wert and 
Henry Counties, Ohio, for passage of House bill 283—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, four petitions of citizens of Van Wert County, Ohio, for passage 
House bill 8648—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: Petition of Rev. Eugene 
8. Willard and others, of Juneau, Alaska, for a national Sunday-rest 
law—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CARLTON (by request): Petition of A. H. Mallery and 17 
others, of Morgan County, Georgia, for the passage of House bill 8248— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also (by request), petition of same persons, for the passage of House 
bill 283—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

by Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Petition of C. A. Baker and 23 others, 
citizens of Morrow and Richland Counties, Ohio, for pure food—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Adam Craft and 19 others, citizens of Morrow 
County, Ohio, for pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas: Petition of Dr. William M. Starr, 
asking Congress to pass an act placing the botanical school of medicine 
on the same basis of the other schools of medicine in the District of 
Columbia and Territories—to the Committee on the Districtof Columbia. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Memorial of the board of managers of the 
Lake Carriers’ Association, against the passage of any bills designed to 
grant the use of any United States pier, wharf, or other harbor property 
to private individuals or corporations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of Lake Carriers’ Association, rela- 
tive to the use of Government piers by private parties—to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Grocers and Inspectors’ Exchange 
of Philadelphia, in favor of the passage of the Torrey bankrupt bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of James Fryar, asking that his quarter- 
master claim be referred to the Court of Claims under the so-called 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. FEATHERSTON: Petition of Millie Chandler and 64 others, 
for her pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. GIBSON: Petition of William P. Crosley and 25 others, 
citizens of Kent County, Maryland, for House bill 8248—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same persons, for House bill 283—tothe Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: Petition of F. H. O’Banion, foraspecial act 
for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensons. 

By Mr. McCORMICK (by request): Petition of W. L. Scaife and 120 
others, praying for the appointment of a committee to investigate the 
cause of spreading of rails on railroads, and the accidents and loss of 
life arising therefrom—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. MCKENNA: Petition of Alameda County, California, busi- 
ness and professional men, for the early of the Torrey bankrupt 


bill now pending in Congress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of A. V. Kendall and 50 others, citi- 
zens of Kansas, asking for the enactment of a law to counteract the 
original-package decision—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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(lso, petition of J. C. Berry and 30 others, citizens of Leavenworth | bonds on deposit to sec re ¢ ircul ition, and aggregate circula 1 of 
County, Kansas, for same purpose—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | same outstanding, etc.; which was red to the Committ n | 
By Mr. MORROW: Petition of citizens of Oakland and San Francisco, | nance, and ordered to be printe d. 
or the early passage of the Torrey bankrupt bi!l now pending in Con- | REPORTS OF 
gress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. i M LETTER feam ¢] a . 
: aeaaae - os aaa eal » r. TELLER, fr =e ymmittee on Pu i 3, to v 1 3 
By Mr. OATES (by request): Petition of J. W. McKinney, W. P. | .ofrred the me age of {the President of the United Stat tar 19 
Wardwick and 38 others, citizens of Henry County, Alabama, asking | 13 0. in re gard to th . > to the c lart 1 lot t . a ' 
Congress for ay ppropriation of money for a cor uplete system of levees on Cal.. leaden i 
; Ual., submitt ed a repor thereon, accompanied Dy a b t 
he Mississippi River from Cairoto the Gulf to prevent disastrous floods | | leasing the right, tit dt interen a 1 ar 
said dieiaie a oy ‘ , “ 5 TISnt, ic, a A vers Ol t vikle s 
— 1 imps ‘ vom avigati > to the Committes = — - ond Harb _ * or parcel of land known as the *‘ Cuartk yt to the « y i 
Also (by request), petition of Rose Hill Alliance (89 members), ‘7 . coer ee PPE e 
‘ ( Alal f acnahall to the Connmit | Cal.; which was read twice by its titl 
Covin abama, for same appropriation—to the nit- : ‘ 
mg‘on anor) H . — (See —— Ir. BLAIR, from the Committee on | ions, to W d 
tee on Riv Ors GRC Sar — a ._ Dm . . | the bill (S. 3816) granting a pension to Margaret D. Ma und, 1 ted 
By Mr. O’DONNELL: Petition of E. B. Tallman and 54 others] ., 3 vue ie : 
. : ae : : : ; it without amendment and submitted a report thereo 
(22 voters and 33 women), citizens of Grand ores s, Mich. » praying | 
for prop osal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufact- | 
tre, it er exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic | Mr. MORGAN. The Committee on reign Relat 
liquors as a beverage—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor | structed me to report back a substitute fora resolution, not 
Pratfic. oe > = P | offered by the Senator from Florida [| Mr. PAsco] and to 
Also, petition of Thomas Nicholson and 82 others (42 voters and 41 | present consideration. It will take but 
women), citizens of Union City, Mich., for same measure—to the Se- The PRESIDENT pro tempo Ch ere 
lect Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traftic. a ., | amended will be read, if th re be no obi 
Also, three petitions of citizens of Michigan, in favor of House bill [he Secretary read as folk 
283—to the Committee on Agriculture. ileal Wiad shin Ceaitians tn os 
Also, two petitions from Branch and Barry Counties, Michigan, for | his opinion not incompatible with the p 
passage of House bills 8248 and 8648—to the Committee on Agricult- | Senate any information in his possess 
: prisonment of A. J. Diaz by the authorities of Cuba, and w 
ure. ae nee Fe on 4 =) . been taken in respect thereto 
By Mr. O’FERRALL: Two petitions of citizens of Virginia for pas oe aiihetiadiiiees é 
sage of House bill 8648—to the Committee on Agriculture. rhe | RESIDEN L pro yore. Is there object 
. *4* e “4: ‘ . wer: oO f » resol ntior » (* hig or } 
Also, three petitions of citizens of same State for passage of House | consideration of the re aon ihe Chair hears none, a 
bill 283—to the Committee on Agriculture. { = is on eee to the resointion 
By Mr. PENINGTON: Petition of H. C. Lewis and 17 others, of | 4% resolution was agr ed to 
Sussex County, Delaware, for passage of House bill 8648—to the Com- SAGE FROM THI 
mittee on er, i a ; H of I ; — 
yy . ‘ — 1 meé ive Irom ouse Ol hepresent ives, b i ait j 
Also, petition of L. G. Proud and 10 others, of Kent County, Dela- | aac eS : oe oo At ; 
y 9 its C lerk, announced that the House had ppointed ate J y Mr. 
ware, for passage of Howse bill 83—to the Committee on Agriculture. TURNER. of Kansa 1) i 
> ‘ER, O ICLADSAS, al if, i [AN lanAgers } cont el 
By Mr. RICHARDSON Petition of Eliza Duncan, administratrix the d ail teal : i ‘ = , : 
. . . ‘ . ne disayvreeipg otes ol the wi riouses l ) ait I hie 
of the estate of Richard Duncan, deceased, asking Congress to refer H ‘ "th +11 : i 1) n ; : : ; . me 
; . : mys Be fouse to » bill (S. 272 0 forleit certain lands heretotors ntec 
his quartermaster claim to the Court of Claims under the so-called : one br , — 
or : - > loz lor the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroa 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. ae 
By Mr. ROGERS: Memorial against the McKinley bill—to the Com- | *™"?™ = 
mittee on Ways and Means. rae aiapeapionac 
By Mr. SANFORD: Resolutions of six posts of the Grand Army of A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. ¢ 
the Republic of the State of New York, asking for the passage of House | PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presid 
. = ; ; ; 9974 i nt, « raved an joned t} 3 ) eant 
bill 10087, to establish the Grant Memorial Home at Mount McGregor, | the 22d instant approved and signed the act (S. 2245) ¢ Ing 
- : . : ahi . reece af nena Af co las or 4 
N. Y.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. crease of pension to Mrs. Adelaide H. Woodall. 
By Mr. STEPHENSON: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce he message also announced that the following bills were presente 
=p 7 . = . wn . ; ha Praai , a th inetant ar sat h ’ } m rot ; 
of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., favoring the passage of the Torrey bank- | to the President on the 5th instant and not having been returned by 
ruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. him to the House of Congress in which they originated within the t 
By Mr. TARSNEY: Petition of Fred C. Hey, asking that the claim | @@V5 pres ribed by the Constitution. thev had become 
of the estate of John H. Saunders, deceased, of Jackson County, Mis- | is approval: 
souri, be transferred to the Court of Claims for a correct trial, find- An act (S. 1269) granting a pension to James M. Mel rd 
ings, and report, as provided for by the act of March 3, 1883—to the | A» act (5. 1577) granting a pension to Francis | 
Committee on War Claims. BILLS INTRODUCED. 
By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of Mary Jane Cox, sole | fr. CALL (by request) introd 1 a bill (S. 4259) to declare t 
heir of Elizabeth Cameron, of Jackson County, Alabama, praying that | jand granted to the State of Florida for the construction of certain 
‘ . = r Nai ° . . < | &e pa bch L UAL i biori cons lk n ¢ ¢ a j 
the Committee on War Claims refer her claim, together with all papers | of railroad in that State is public land of the United States, and to pro 
and proofs relating thereto, which were submitted to the Southern iin Get tie tahiiamenh oft tien steiehe of ten Ginten and of ccnmaradion 
Claims Commission, to the Court of Claims, under the act of March 3, | ang persons interested it aaa’ at” ria ee 
er : . eee and persons interested in any grant of lands in aid of railroads and 
1S83—to the Committee on War Claims. a canals which shall be declared forfeited by act of Congr which 
Also, petition of William C. Campbell, formerly of Scottsborough, Jack- | yoad twice by its title. and referred to the Committee on Public La 
son County, Alabama, for same relief—to the Committee on War Claims. Mr. CALL. I also introduce another bill by request. I d a 
By Mr. W RIGHT: Eleven petitions from citizens of Susquehanna | say that I do not wish to be understood as being thoroug 
and Wyoming Counties, Pennsylvania, in favor of House bill 283—to | kel 1e provisions of the bill or that [give my a araval te it 
the Committee on Agriculture. | to say, however, that it is sent to me by avery distin 
Also, three petitions from citizens of the same counties for passage of | li: ith the national-banking law and is a1 
| is familiar with the national ANnKINZ iaW ana igs al Sen va n 
House bill 8648—to the Committee on Agriculture. Farmers’ Alliance, and from the slight considerati: 
Also, two petitions from citizens of Yyoming County, Pennsylvania, | to give to it Iam inclined to the opinion that iti 
* Nace: , » s <~ i ‘ . f a. . =* s eae ae pases ee ee 
for passage of House bill 8248—to the Committee on Agriculture, | afford the relief which the farmers desire and wl 
5 | to obtain by the bill known as the subtreasu 
concerned, I think the petitions of the Farme: 
SEN ATE. ceive conside ration, a nd whatever measures in the lin t ‘ 
| which are safe and will attain the end they desire shou vdopte 
Tus + > 1 LO} 
W EDNE SDAY, « July 23, 1890, The bill 5. 4260) to provi le for the a e 1dm nt o! ¢ €iating 
The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. to national banks so as to afford relief to farmer 
‘ . s title. ; eferred to the mmittee on I! 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. ee a eee ame ED ¢ 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. I AN 
Sk PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is t i 
Mr, AMERON presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Erie, | If there be none, that order is closed 
Pa., remonstrating against legislation granting the use of United States| Mr. DAWES. I move that th yroceed to 
docks and piers on the Great Lakes to private parties; which was re- | of the Indian appropriation bill 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. The PRESIDENT pro The Ca lar. under Rule VII] 
Mr. SHERMAN presented a letter from the First Comptroller of the | in order, the Senator from Massachusetts moves that t enate } 
Currency, transmitting statements showing by States and Territories | ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10726) making appropri- 
the number of national banks, their aggregate capital, their aggregate | ations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian depa 
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meni, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, 

lhe motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
W resumed the consideration of the bill. 


‘ESIDENT protempore, The reading of the bill will be pro- 














pas ,. 
Chie! Clerk resumed the reading of the bill at line 10, on page 
> next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
the appropristion for ‘‘ Sioux, Medawakanton band,’’ on page 34, line 
G, atter the word ** provided,’’ to strike out 
I \ led the Prairie Island sctt 
| ‘ ' 
t the id 
j »0d Indians in Minnesota heretofore 
! t law ) wiof S < Indians, who have resided in 
‘ la g86, « v) were then engaged in remov- 
| have since resided therein, and have severed their tribal 
rela A ex] ded by the Secretary of the Interior, as in his judg 
best 1] Is, agricultural implements, buildings, 
food, « thing, as may be deemed best in the ease of each 
imi s thereof; Provuled, That if the amount in this para- 
it iseal year for which said 
ed into the Treasury, butshall, notwith 
rthey poses for which the same was appro- 
j ‘ amed Ir Ans 

‘I vmendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELI I should like to know something about the clanse 
in t bill, as itcame from the other House, following the clause whfch 
h ist been stricken out it read 

i the am t in this paragraph appropriated shall not be expended 
wit ‘ * \ 


sum is appropriated itshall not be covered 
standing, be used and expended for the 
appropriated and for the benefit of the above 





Is not that rather a remarkable provision to come from a delibera- 
tive y, Supp ed to b wh? 


Mr. DAWES. This whole paragraph is out of the ordinary course 
of an Indian appropriation bill. 
Mr. COCKRELL.’ Or any other appropriation bill, is it not ? 


Mr. DAWES. This is the third appearance of this paragraph. It 
came into an appropriation bill, without any estimate or recommenda- 
tion from the Department, upon a statement made in the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the absolute abject want of this little band of Indians in 
Minnespta, and also of the remarkable character of the Indians them- 
selves especially manifested in the Indian war. It made such an im- 
pression as to put the paragraph into the bill to try to make what was 
supp sed there to be some recognition of the valuable services of these 
Indians to the United States at the time of that great bloody war, and 
also to meet theirthen pressing necessities. It was supposed then that 
it would be simply for that year, butit has been keptin, and the money 
is distributed from time to time as in the judgment of the Department 
the needs of the Indians require it, not in any set rations, but as charity 
is doled out at the door of the benevolent man, just as he feels it will 
meet the necessity of the hour. There isalwayssome of it left, and the 
desire 1s to keep it all for that purpose. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Was there any estimate for this appropriation ? 

Mr. DAWES. There never has been any estimate made for it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many times has such a clause as this gone 
into the appropriation bill ? 


Mr. DAWES. Twice before. 
Mr. COCKRELL. In regard to this same band of Indians? 

Mr. DAWES. In regard to this same band of Indians. The Sena- 
tor will observe that on the sixth line the provision was enlarged, and 
the Senator will recollect thatour committee thought it would noten- 
large this appropriation without certainly some facts presented. So 
that was stricken out. Then the Senator will observe an amendment 
further down limiting the compensation of the dispenser of this money. 
That was stricken outin another place. That is a clause which has 
been in the last two appropriation acts, but it did not come up from the 
House this time. : 

These are a very worthy little band of Indians, who brokeaway from 
the Sioux at war and stood on our side, and the consequence is that 
they have been somewhat coldly treated by their brethren, and have 
lived upon the verge of their reservation, and have been neglected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there not an Indian agent for these Indians? 

Mr. DAWES. Not for these particular Indians. These people are 
taking care of themselves. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But there isan agent at the reservation where 
ese Indians are living, is there not? 

Mr. DAWES. Where these Indians have lived has been outside of 
the pale of the reservation, and they never had anything from the Gov- 
ernment until two yearsago. They have supported themselves as well 
as they could. They have not had any benefit of the educational appro- 
priation, but have been outsiders; and have illustrated perhaps as well 
as any others what difliculties honest Indians have, without any aid, 
in taking care of themselves. They are growing poorer and poorer, 
partly because they did not know what to do, partly because their 
brethren did not take to them kindly, and partly because, like the most 
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peaceable Indians in the country, less thought is taken of them by the 
Government. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I see we have been paying, for some man to super- 
intend the paying out of this $8,000, 124 percent. uponit. He is given 
this year by this appropriation bill $1,000 to see to the distribution of 


| this charity. 


Mr. DAWES. Thav is not simply for paying out the money. It is 


| for looking up among them those most deserving of this money, and 


seeing that it does not go for whisky, or anything but just their neces- 
sities. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why can not the Indian agent in charge of the 
nearest agency pay this money out? 

Mr. DAWES. He isa great way off. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought there was one close by. 

Mr. DAWES, I suppose the duty may be imposed upon him, but 
the provision came over to us in this shape. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think this is very dangerous legislation, and at 
the proper time I shall move to strike it out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator interposes no motion 
now ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


Not now; I supposed the Senator from Texas 
—<. PD 


Ir. REAGAN] wanted the floor, and I yield to him. 

Mr. REAGAN, I was going to inquire what arrangement was made 
wr disbursing the fund, but I see some person gets $1,000 for doing it. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out, beginning with the words 


‘*'That if,’’ in line 8, down to and including the word ‘‘also”’ in ital- 
7 


| ics in line 14, 
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Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore The Chair suggests that the words 
after ‘‘ provided,’’ in line 6, down to and including “ provided,”’ in 
line 8, have already been stricken out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iunderstand, but my amendment will strike out 
from and after the word ‘‘provided,’’ in line 8, and will continue the 
striking out down to the words ‘and provided also,’’ in line 14. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Beginning with the word ‘‘ That,”’ 
in line 8, and ending with the word ‘‘also’’ in italics in line 14? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think this is a fair illustration of 
our method of dealing with the Indian question. These Indians are 
Sioux Indians and are entitled both in law and equity to the rights 
that any Sioux Indian has, They are entitled to go on the Sioux res- 
ervation, to take lands, and to participate in the annuities which we 
have contracted to furnish the Sioux. We have a very large appro- 
priation, an enormous appropriation, for the Sioux in this bill. Now 
wesingleout from this greattribe with its numerous bandsand branches 
a few Indians who have gone into the State of Minnesota by themselves 
(it is here stated that they went in 1886; whether that is correct I do 
not know), and we give them theextra amount of $8,000, which is not 
taken out of the Sioux fund, as it should be if it is to be given them 
atall. In other words, we are assuming obligations upon ourselves 
that we are not obliged to assume. 

We have dealt most liberally with the Sioux tribe. Nobody can 
ever make any complaint that under all the circumstances we have not 
been remarkably liberal. We have done more than our part toward 
their civilization and advancement; and if this money is to be paid to 
these Indians it should come out of that appropriation. I think the 
committee should have proposed to have it so taken out. If these In- 
dians have separated themselves from the great Sioux family, I do not 
object to their being furnished their portion of the funds of the Sioux 
away from them; I think it is right and proper that they should have 
it. 1 think if they have sustained themselves for two years, they have 
done well, and this money, instead of buying cattle and horses and 
food and clothing, ought to besimply devoted to the purpose of getting 
them some land and settling them down somewhere, either in Dakota 
or Minnesota, or wherever it may be. 

Mr. DAVIS. Part of this money is to be expended for land. 

Mr. TELLER. A partof it is to be expended for land, but the whole 
of it ought to be so expended. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ishould like to make a suggestion. 

Mr. TELLER. I will hear any suggestion that the Senator, who is 
interested in this matter, may*wish to make about it. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Indians who are to be benefited by this appro- 


| priation are, as I understand, a remnant of the Indians who in 1862, 


belonging to the Sioux tribe, gave the whites warning of the intended 
massacre, and rescued a great many white women and children from 
the most awful calamity in the way of Indian massacre that probably 
ever fell upon this country. There were some instances of self-devotion 
and bravery among these barbarians which have caused them to be held 
ever since in the very warmest regard, by those people of Minnesota 
especially who were residents of that State durirg that trying time. 
They have come back into our State, and they have come back with 
the entire willingness of our people. They are comparatively, and for 
many years have been comparatively, civilized. They had passed 
under a great many of the influences of civilization at the timeof the 
massacre. Quite a large band of them are upon an island in the Mis- 
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sissippi River below Red Wing, an ancient place of habitation for 
their people. While the criticisms of the Senator from ‘ olorado as to 
the fund from which this money should come may or may not be true— 
I do not know about that—! should be very glad that, for this year at 
least, this appropriation should be allowed to stand, for the reasons | 
have stated. 


Mr. COCKRELL. No one is objecting to the amount of the appro- 
priati mn. ; - 
Mr. DAVIS: I know; but I would rather not confuse by chang- 


There are 


with that de 


ing it from its present position. many very grave reasons, 
although I can not state them initeness I should lik 





why we should be particularly liberal and ble in « treat 
of these peop! Pee = Ras. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Who is the owner of thatisiand? isitaG 
ernment island ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I donot know astothat. Probably itis. It is« 
of those islands in the river that nobody has taken any account Oi It 
is a place held in very high regard by these India All of them are 
not there, but a great many of them are; and when they fall into w 
the State or the neighborhood relieves them. So I think on the whole, 


so far as my own State is concerned, this appropriation had better stand | 


without change. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no desire to interfere with the appropriation, 
but I do desire to protest against these Pioux who are entitled to 
the privileges of Sioux-—— 

Mr. DAVIS. Let me ask the Senator from Colorado if, when they 
have severed their tribal relations, they are entitled to their share of the 
money of the tribe 

Mr. TELLER. Whether they have severed their tribal relations o1 
not and are entitled to their share, depends entirely uj 
that matter. 

Mr. DAVIS. I suppose so. 

Mr. TELLER. If thev have severed their tribal relations in sucha 
way that they have gone somewhere else and have adopted the habits 
of civilized life to the extent that their relatives have not, why should 
we cut them off from the great Sioux fund, which is an immense fund ? 

Mr. DAWES. I will explain to the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. I will hear the Senator after afew moments. Iam 
thoroughly familiar with this method of doing business. 

A good many years ago several hundred Utes separated themselves 
from the Ute tribe and went to farming, and when we came to deal 
with the Utes, notwithstanding we made an earnest protest against it, 
those Utes were cut off trom the tribal fund, simply because they 
left the tribe and gone to farming on their own land. 

It is a great injustice to these Indians to say that they are not enti- 
tled to the use of their pro rata of three or four million dollars that we 
have agreed to pay to the Sioux. it is not simply a question of the 
appropriation of this $8,000 to the Medawakanton Sioux, which I do 
not object to; but I want it to come out of the Sioux fund, and I want 
a recognition that they are entitled to their part of the Sioux money. 


’ 


yon our will in 


ad 


Why should they not be if they rendered service to the Government of | 


the United States, as they undoubtedly cid at the time mentioned by 
the Senator? We ought to make them the special objects of our care 
and solicitude, and not turn them off with an appropriation of $8,000 
this year, and next year perhaps not give them anything. All that is 
necessary is to provide that this money shall come from the Sioux fund. 
That is a continued recognition of their right to that fund. 

Mr. DAWES. What Sioux fund ? 

Mr. TELLER. The great Sioux fund appropriated in this bill 
$1,200,000. A few lines will fix it if there is any desire to do it, and 
it will not interfere with them. That being done, I donot suppose t 
Senator from Missouri will care whether the provision is put ther: 
it shall no got back to the Treasury or not astrust money. If the 
a little time given, I will prepare an amendment that will fi 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish the Senator would. 

Mr. DAWES. Nobody better than myself accords to th 
from Colorado perfect familiarity and pertect fairness in dealing with the 
Indian question, but the Senator has overlooked the origin of the Sioux 
fund. The Sioux fund and the Sioux appropriation grow out of an ar- 
rangement made in 1868, not with these Sioux, but with the warlike 
Sionx, from whom this band separated themselves and whom the 
like Sioux never afterward recognized. The difficulty that existed at 
that day was a very serious one. What was to be done with th 
warlike Sioux, twenty-five thousand of them, just emerged from that 
most bloody of all the Indian wars we have had, in our own time cer 
tainly? And a large commission, with General Sherman and Genera 
Harney and Governor Saunders and three other men upon it, went out 
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to dispose of that question, and they took the warlike Si 


ried them, as they then supposed, beyond the verge of c 
all coming time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When was that? 

Mr. DAWES. No longer ago than 1868; and they put the warlik. 
Sioux on 41,000 square miles of territory and lcit the Sisseton and 


these Sioux and several other bands of Sioux that did not join in the 


war outside, and they put these twenty-five thousand Sioux 
different places upon those 41,000 square miles, and reported to Con- 
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. the Senator from Massachusetts that these Indians have no part in the 
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the Sisseton Sioux, and all the various distinctive names of Sioux. | when he has as a general rule in the Western country a continued con- 
Chey constitute a band of that great nation. They never had any | flict with the Government of the United States. Whenever he attempts 
part or lot in the treaty out of which this fund has grown. If I am | to get a piece of land he is met by the hostile attitude of the Govern- 
wrong, the Senator from Massachusetts will correct me. They have | ment of the United States, who makes him prove in the first place that 
no right to be beneficiaries under it, and we have no right to impose | he is not a thief and trying tosteal the land. After he proves that by 
them as beneficiaries participating in a fund which was created for an- | all his neighbors, the chances are that he will not get a patent until 
other branch of that great Indian family. he is worn out and tired out with the labor he has to put on to get a 

The question simply is whether under all these circumstances, irre- | patent. 
spective of any treaty relations with any other part of that Indian It is the occasion of considerable complaint when people see these 
nation, the United States will give a gratuity to the amount stated in | benefits go to others who are no more entitled to them than they are, 
this bill to these Indians who have thus remained faithful to civiliza- | and we can avoid this difficulty in this case by taking the money out 
tion and humanity in the most trying period which the people of my | of the fund of which these Indians are as much the rightful owners as 
State were ever called upon to go through. any Sioux in the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. I do notagree with the Senator from Minnesota and Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Colorado ought not to have any 
doubt—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will yield to the Senator from Massa- 
chusettsin aminute. I was going tomake onesuggestionsimply. My 
impression about this Sioux fund is just as the Senator from Massa- 
s not one of them. chusetts has stated it, but there would be a question of doubt in my 

Mr. TELLER, _ It is true they did not sign the treaty, because there | mind if it should appear that what you give to the hostile Sioux be- 
was no necessity for their siguing the treaty; they had not been in | longed to thatentire tribe before the treaty was made, and if these peo- 
hostility to the Government of the United States, and because they had | pledid not take this amount from the time of the treaty with the hostile 
not been in hostility it is said that they shall have none of the benefits | Sionx, and there were a number of subdivisions of the hostile tribe 
of that treaty. I insist that that treaty was made with the Sioux tribe, | located in different places by the Government that the Government has 
made with the Sioux chiefs, and included every Sioux living, and if | dealt with from time to time. Among the others are the Flandreau 
the Government sees fit to extend it to him and he sees fit to take it, | Indians, who separated themselves from their tribe entirely and have 
the treaty extends to him. made settlements of theirown. These people have taken homesteads of 

The Senator says we have no right to take this money from the | their own and aresupporting themselves, and they have had some little 
Sioux Indians. I think it is a question entirely for us to determine | assistance from the Government from time to time; and it occurs to 
what constitutes the Sionx tribe and who are entitled to it. These | me that if these Indiaas, who are now in Minnesota, have been worse 
Indians have lived, it is true, away from the rest of the tribe, and they | treated than their brethren who are hostile to the Government, there 
have behaved themselves, and because they have behaved themselves | ought to be some difference made in their favor by the Government of 
they are to be left, not as a partof the Sioux tribe, with a fixed income | the United States. 
from the United States, but to receive what the generosity of the Gov- Those who waged war upon the Government were moved west of 
ernment from time to time may give them—this year $8,000, and next the Missouri River, and were given a reservation which amounts to a 


| 


Sioux fund. We treated in 1868 with the Sioux tribe. We did not 
treat, I think, with individuals or bands, and in that treaty we in- 
cluded every Sioux. I know it was not an individual treaty; the 
treaty of 1568 was signed by the chiets, and it was a tribal treaty. 

Mr. DAWES. It was signed by the chiefs of the different bands 
whose names are aflixed and the bands they belonged to, and this band 


—— 


year it may be nothing at all. thousand acres per head, and these people who staid on the side of the 

There can be no hardship on the Sioux tribe in taking from the sev- | Government, who interposed between the hostile Indians and our set- 
eral million dollars which we agreed to pay them a small sum for these | tlers, are taken out without an acre of land or any provision being made 
people, who are a part and parcel of that tribe and ought to be entitled | for them by the Government at all. 
in equity and in law to every benefit that the tribe gets. That they Vhile I doubt very much whether the Government has any right to 
have been excluded for the past twenty years by the Government of | take the money we have agreed by treaty to pay to Indians in the great 
the United States is no reason why the Government should continue to | Sionx reservation west of the Missouri River, I do believe that there is 
exclude them. a moral obligation resting on the Government to take care of the In- 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from | dians who have been peaceful and quiet and the friends of the white 
Colorado whether he knows as a matter of fact that the Sioux bands | man, just as well as or better than we take care of the hostile Sioux; 
that did not go west of the Missouri River, the Sissetonand other bands, | but I do not believe we have the right to take money that belongs to 
are recognized as having an interest in the general Sioux fund. them to discharge an obligation that the Government owes to these 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know, but I supposed they were. people who have been friendly. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not think that the Sioux Indians resident on the Mr. DAWES. I have before me the treaty itself, in which the special 
Sisseton reservation have any interest in this fand, although they are | representatives of the several bands that entered into it are all set out 
as much part of that great nationas the Medawakantons. and the bands to which they belong. I do not care to encumber the 

Mr. TELLER. Perhaps the Sisseton Sioux were not, because we | RecorD with it, but this band is not among them, for the very reason 
have made the Sisseton Sioux a magnificent donation. that it was not among the warlike Sioux. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is true, but nothing whatever was given to these | And in answer to the Senator from Arkansas I will say that I under- 
people. stand—I do not speak from personal investigation at this moment— 

Mr. TELLER. Nothing whatever was given to these people, but | that the land which was set apart for these Sioux was not part of 
we did provide liberally for the Sisseton Sioux, so that if they should | what they claimed that their heritage was in Minnesota at the time, 
be left out it would be no hardship to them. It would bea great hard- | and they were put over there because in the opinion of the commission 
ship to leave these people out unless we give them as much as we gave that would be beyond the reach of civilization and they could take 
the rest. This $8,000 to these three hundred people is a mere baga- j care of themselves by hunting. The idea prevaJent enough at that 
telle to what we have given the others. day has utterly vanished. The policy by which they were put there 

| 
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[ do not desire to press this point against the wish of the Senator | in fifteen years was shown to be utterly absurd, but they were put 
from Minnesota, who represents this band of Indians as much as he | there away from everybody else to take care of themselves. 
represents the white people of his State, but I do think it is but justice Mr. TELLER. I want to say in answer to the Senator from Arkan- 
and I trust that a committee will hereafter make some arrangement | sas that this band of Sioux Indians were as much the owners of the 
by which these Indians shall participate in this fund. I think they | land we purchased of the Sioux as any other band. 
are entitled to participate in it. Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator will allow me to say that 

I withhold the amendment which I had proposed to offer, because | the question I asked the Senator from Massachusetts just now was 
of the statement of the Senator from Minnesota; but we shall find that | whether this great Sioux reservation beyond the Missouri River was a 
from year to year greater demands will be made upon us for these In- | part of the original Sioux country, or whether their title to that was 
dians. derived from the treaty made between the Government and the hos- 

In 1882 or 1883 a little band of Chippewa Indians were settled up | tile Sioux, and he has just made the statement that he is sure it was 
in Northern Dakota, and the next year the Government allowed them | no part of the original Sioux country and that the title to this country 
41,000. It has grown now so that their annual appropriation—I do not | came from the Government, and of course went to the treaty-making 
know that it is in this bill, for I have not examined it—but I think it | Indians at that time. 
has got to be $8,000, and this winter we made an appropriation of Mr. TELLER. TheSenator from Massachusetts is entirely mistaken 
$5,000 extra for their support. Thus these difficulties increase year | as to the fact. Itis a part and parcel of the Sioux country and has 
after year. While I am quite willing to do the fair thing by these In- | been Sioux country since 1832, because we have treated with them and 
dians and all other Indians, I can not help but feel, and the people of | treated it as Sioux country since 1832. I have had occasion to look 
the section of country that I represent feel, that it is not fair for the | this matter up thoroughly, and if I am not mistaken as to the date I 
Government of the United States to support in idleness Indians with | think Mr. Calhoun was Secretary of War in 1832; at any rate, when 
whom they have no treaty relations that compel them to support these | Mr. Calhoun was Secretary of War we recognized this as Sioux country, 
Indians, and when they let a poor white settler take care of himself, | and when we treated with the Sioux in 1868 we purchased all of the 
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Sioux country except what we reserved forthem. There is where their 
title was. Thisis original Soux country, and the great Sioux reserva- 
tion in Dakota was originally Sioux country. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. What was the date? 

Mr. TELLER. Eighteen hundred aad sixty-eight; thatis the time 
when the treaty of which the Senator speaks was made, by which 41,- 
000 square miles were set apart for 25,000 Indians on the theory that 
there never would be any civilization in that section of country. _ 

Now, this little band of Indians have never parted probably with 
their title, according to the theory of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
I contend that according to Indian polity they did part with their title 
when the great Sioux tribe made this treaty. That is in accordance 
with Indian polity. That treaty could have been made according to 
Indian law by the signing of the principal chief, and I will say it it 
becomes necessary—I do not intend to go into this at any length—that 
originally that was the way we made our treaties. We never had the 
band signing originally. We took the principal chief, or three or four 
of the chiefs, and they signed, and the bands came in, and there are 
innumerable small] bands of Indians having the benefit of treaties with 
the United States that never signed the treaties at all, which is per- 
fectly proper. Either these Indians have still an interest in this land 
according to our treatment of the Indians, orthey have ceded the land 
to the United States for which they have got nothing and in which 
event they are not likely to get anything except by our generosity. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
from Colorado is this: He argues that in 1862 these Indians severed 
their tribal relations, they dissolved their political connection with the 
Sioux Nation. By that act they forfeited or released, so to speak, any 
interest they had in any of the Janded interests of that Indian nation. 
They allied themselves with the Government of the United States, 
which was then at war with that nation. Their tribal relation was 
entirely dissolved, and with that dissolution all rights, landed and 
otherwise, and all claim to annuities, of course, passed at once. When 
the treaty was made it was made with the Indjan nation that was at 
war with the United States, and not with the allies of the United 
States who had severed their relation, and by reason of which severance 
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The trouble with the argument of the present Senator | 


all rights had fallen, so that they had no rights and interests in this | 


country, and they were confiscated in common with all the annuities 
of the hostiles, and that worked a great injustice for which they have 
never been repaid. While it is perfectly plain that these Minnesota 
Indians are going to get this money and this has got to be merely a 
legal contention and quibble between Senators as to the relation of the 
Indians to this land, it seems to me the Senator from Colorado is en- 
tirely mistaken, and that all the political relations of this band with 
the tribe have been sundered by reason of their alliance with the whites. 

Mr. TELLER. 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. DAVIS. But it is true. 

Mr. TELLER. As a fuet it is trne, but not as to law. 
dians simply did not go to war, and he says because they did not go to 
war, therefore they severed their tribal relations. 

Mr. DAVIS. Not only did they not go to war against the whites, 
but they fought for the whites. 

Mr. TELLER. That is very trae; but did they by their adherence 
to the Government of the United States abandon their property? That 
is a most remarkable statement, it seems to me. That would put a 
premium on their going to war. The Government made the treaty 
with the hostiles, and was in honor bound to consider in that treaty 
all the Sioux, and they did, and they included all the Sioux. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. President, it is well enough occasionally 
when we are legislating to refer to the record, and I am sorry to find 
that on both sides of this question my friend from Colorado [ Mr, TrL- 
LER] and my friend from Minnesota [ Mr. DAvis] are a little mistaken. 

Now let us go to the foundation of this. The Sioux Indians did 
have an outbreak; they did commit terrible crimes upon the good peo- 
ple of Minnesota in 1562, and the atrocities committed by them called 
forth the action of Congress, and I have now before me ‘*Anact for the 
relief of persons for damages sustained by reason of depredations and 
injuries by certain bands of Sioux Indians.’’ I invite the attention of 
the Senators from Minnesota, Colorado, and Massachusetts to this law: 


Whereas the United States heretofore became bound by treaty stipulationsto 
the Sisseton, Wahpeton, Medawakanton, and Wall: |pakoota bands of the Dakota 
or Sioux Indians— 


That is the band here, mark you— 


to pay large sums of money and annuities, the greater portion of which remains 
unpaid according to the terms of said treaty stipulations; and whereas during 
the past year the aforesaid bands of Indians made an unprovoked, aggressive. 
and most savage war upon the United States, and massacred a large nuinber of 
men, women, and children within the State of Minnesota, and destroved and 
damaged a large amount of property, and thereby have forfeited al! just claim 
to the said moneys and annuities to the United States: and whereas it is just 
and equitable that the persons whose property has been destroyed or damaged 
by the said Indians, or destroyed or damaged by the troops of the United States 
in said war, should be indemnified in whole or in part out of the indebtedness 
and annuities so forfeited as aforesaid: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That all treaties heretofore made and entered 
into by the Sisseton, Wahpeton, Medawakanton, and Wahpakoota bands of 
Sioux or Dakota Indians, or any of them, with the United States, are hereby 
declared to be abrogated and annulled, so far as said treaties or any of them 


That is a most remarkahle statement of the Senator | 
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iosS9 
purport to impose any future obligation on the United States, and all landsand 
rights of occupancy within the State of Minnesota Llall annuities and claims 
heretofore accorded to said Indians, or any of them, to be forfeited to the 
United States, 

SEC. 2. And be it furt ~ ala n gun 
expended of « 3 é al 
year, not ex n Shin ‘ s of 
the annuities i i $ ring x al 
year, is heret t lreas ed 
States out of ated t . 
hereinafter pi to be ap 4 ) ea 
ilies, or, in case of their decease y embers o : € 
of the State of Miunesota who suff i Sisse 
ton, Wahpeton, Medawakantio: j s x i 
Indians, or by the troops of the U1 the la in W t State 
of Minuesota, not exceeding the one i al 
damages aforesaid, and no moneys sha \ : a i = . . 
ho-e claims which sha be presented to i s rs re 

Ist day of June next, for-the paymentof which the said cx s ers sha 
ta nd return to the 5 etary of the Interior and to the Secreta 

lreasury duplicate v 8 ed them 

1 {in ‘ ‘ I t pose f ikis t | 
aistril n of the moneys he yap ted the present reli such 
fam Ss, and forth irpose of ascert ie W 10untot said da iges 
and the persons who h sulfer t same 8 awlu rthe Px lent, 
I nd w ithe advice and con ofthe Senate, toa t three n sion- 
er I ian one w sha ea resid M é ta, whos ake 
a i ‘ ry 3 i iws 1 St ‘ y 
dis é t shalle pla 
aulyv ve ed on oath) of al ! ve | lager ‘ i ¥v the dep in 
said indians, and by thetroops of t United States in said wa ie i 
powel to « pind} t able ma ce oOo \ 1 5s , A i s i 
oat stothe to lestilyv thet t thie verto pelt i 

> examined and cross-examined on oath, t ' stered by 
theirsaid claim: thev shall hold their sessions at su t es and places ‘ 
give the persons complaining tl inirest opportunity of verilying the sim 
with the least expensat they sha tat care t , at tit 3 ! 
shall be esta shed; and if they ‘ any re I itanys icla 
presented, they shall have power, and it shall be their duty, to pre iny 
countery ing } of, to their pwilecdge ‘ y ejected 

I est ony the witnesses and ‘ i I 
be reduced t riting, signed lcert d byt } t ‘ 1 i th 
the petit Landalit ers relating toeac case, withthe find t 
mission transmitt { se t of t Init for his approva 
1 nh rm itl 4 ! vu ' Aaa i x { yres \ ¥ 
ot t = m ma, —« tt pre 5S 1 1 l } ‘ to 
decide allq stions arisir be rethem 

= Ee i i rt n Phat said com 5 ers 8h pla 
ses at St. Peter’s, in State of Minneso or be t I ‘ f 
Ap next, for the hearing of claimants, and that all claims must be presented 
to said ¢ imissioners or I the lay of S euiber x t 1e@ 
sha 1ot heard t and the said commiss 3 shall make i rn 
their finding, and th s iting there t s D 
cember next 

Si > tnd b tf fur ra tried, That said commissioners shall receive 
their services and expenses the sum of 32,500 each And they ar 1suthorized 
to depute a proper person to summon w 4ses, Who shall be entitled to re 
ceive bis actual expenses, to be allowed by said commissioners, and the sum of 
s3 per day for his services. Witnesses subpcenaedin behalf ofthe United States 
| shall receive pay for attendance, not to exceed the fees allowed by the laws of 
Minnesota for witnesses attending jus es’ « irts And, for paying the ex- 
penses of said commission, the further sum of $10.00 s hereby appr riated 


out of the said annuities inthe Treasury of the United States, or so much thereof 


| as may be necessary to pay the same 


These In- | 


Sec. 6. And be further enacted, That the Secretary of the Interior, immedi- 
a y after the passage of this act, shall cause the same to be published in four ot 
| the newspapers of the State of Minnesota which, in his opinion, will give the 


most publicity to the same among the people who have suffered by said depre- 
dations, and give notice of the first meetin 








g Of Said commissioners, the expenses 
to be paid out of the sum appropriated in the next preceding section 

Sec. 7. And bei! further enacted, That if the complainant, or any witness tes- 
tifying before said commissioners, shall be guilty of perjury, upon conviction 

| thereof in the proper court of the United States, he shall suffer the pains and 
penalties prescribed by the laws ofthe I ted States for that offe 

s 8 And be it further enacted, Thatthe said commissioners may make rules, 
not inconsistent with this act, prescribing the order and mode of presenting, 
prosecuting, and proving said claims before them, which rules shall be pub- 

iin one newspaper inthe city of St. Paul and one in St. Peter for at least 
two weeks prior to the first session of said commission, to be held at St. Veter 
as directed in the fourth section of this act, and the expenses of such publica- 
tion shall be paid « it of the fund ippropr uted in the fil section of this act, 

Sic. 9. And b t further enacted, That the Secretary of tl Interior is hereby 
authorized to set apart of the public lands, not otherwise appropriated, SJ acres 
inseveralty to each individual of the before named bands who exerted himself 
in rescuing the whites fromthe late massacre of said Indians rhe land so set 
apart shali not be subject to a 1y tax, forfeiture or sale, by process of law and 
shall not be aliened, or devised, except by the consent of the President of the 
United States, but shall be an inheritance to said Indians and their heirs for 
ever. 

Sec. 10, And be it further enacted, That said nmissioners, before entering 
upon the discharge of their duties as such, shall give bondsin the usual form 
to the United States, in the sum of $20,000 each, withg ind sufficient s rity 
to be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, faithfully to discharge the 
duties as such, and to account for an money which may come into their 
hands 


| to several hundred thousand dollars, belonging to all these Indians 


Approved February 16, 1853 


Here is a declaration by Congress that all the annuities, amounting 


including this identical band, are forfeited, and $200,000 thereof was ap 


j:opriated to pay the citizens of Minnesota for injuries they had sus 
tained. 

That commission went on and adjudicated a large number of claims 
for depredations committed by these Indians. I suppose Congress 


thought this $200,000 would be sufficient to pay all the claims for dep- 
redations; buton May 24, 1564, Congress enacted another law entitled 
‘‘An act making appropriations for the payment of the awards made 
by the commissioners appointed under and by virtue of an act of Con- 
gress entitled ‘An act for the relief of persons for damages sustained by 
reason of the depredations and injuries by certain bands of Sioux Jn 
dians,’ approved February 16, 1863. 
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This act says 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Untied States of 
America in Congress assembled, ‘That the sum of $928,411, or so much thefeof as 
may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the payment of the several 
smounts awarded by the commission appointed under and by virtue of an act 
of Congress entitled “An act for the relief of persons for damages sustained by 
reason of the depredations and injuries by certain bands of Sioux Indians, 
approved February 16, 18683,to the several persons, firms, estates, and corpora- 
lions respective ly,to whom such amounts were awarded by said commission- 
ers coept the following persons, estates, and firms, to whom awards were made 
as aforesaid,to wit: Antoine Roberts. J.C. Toberer, Gilbault & Co., W. L. Sam- 
ner, G. L. Mendelsohn, D.C. Marvin, Joseph Popp, B. Heinbach, W. W. Pender- 
gast, Louis Theobald, J. & C. M. Dailey, B. H. Randall, Louis Robert, W. H. 
Fortes, estate of 8S. B. Garvie, deceased, A. Vajen & Bro., T. 1. Pierce, estate of 
Francis Labathe, deceased, 8S. A. Hooper, estate of James C. Dik kenson, deceased 
Henry Apple, Theodore Crone, Charles Jacobs, F. Immel, H.C. Cooper, H. D. 
Ounningham, Joseph Descoteau,and Henry Behnke, which last claim is num- 
bered 366 on the books of said commissioners. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That for the payment of s0 much of said 
awards made by said commissioners to the persons, firms, and estates specific- 
ally named in the first section of this act, as the Secretary of the Interior shall, 
upon examination, find to be due to them, respectively, under said act ap- 
proved February 16, A. 1), 1863, the further sum of $241,963, or so much thereof 





us may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. And the Secretary ofthe Interior 
is hereby authorized and directed to pay to the said several claimants, or to 


their attorneys heretofore or hereafter duly authorized, other than those claiim- 
ants «pecifically named in the first section of this act, the several amounts as 
iwarded by said commissioners,and also to pay the several sums he may find due, 
not « eding the amounts respectively awarded by said commissioners, to the 
said persons, firms, and estates sospecifically named. 

Approved May 28, 1864, 

That was not the only amount which was paid. A number of other 
claims for these depredations, which were not presented, or of which 
sufficient proof was not presented at the time, have since been in Con- 
gress, and I had the honor of investigating one of them some years ago 
when a member of the Committee on Claims, and I made a tuli report 
for the adjustment and payment of that claim 

Here was the foundation of these troubles. We find that Congress 
confiscated all the property of this band as well as of these other bands 
of Sioux Indians. What has been done since? The first thing I come 
to is the treaty of 1868. 

Treaty between the United States of America and different tribes of Sioux 
Indians; concluded April 29 et seq., 1868; ratification advised February 16, 1969 ; 
proclaimed February 24, 1569. 

ANDREW JOHNSON, 
President of the United States of America. 
This says: 

7 |! and singular to whom these presents shall come, greeting 

Whereas a treaty was made and concluded at Fort Laramie, in the Territory 
of Dakota (now in the Territory of Wyoming), on the 29th day of April, and aft- 
erwards, in the year of our Lord 1868, by and between Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
William T. Sherman, William 8. Harney, John B. Sanborn, 8. F Tappan, C.C. 

Augur, and Alfred H. Terry, commissioners on the partof the United States, and 

Ma-za-pon-kaska, Tah-shun-ka-co-qui-pah, Heh-won-ge chat, Mah-to-non-pah, 
Little Chief, Makh-pi-ah-lu-tah, Co-cam-i-ya-ya, Con-te-pe-ta, Ma-wa-tau-ni-hav- 
ska, He-na-pin-wa-ni-ca, Wah-pah-shaw, and others, chiefs and headmen of 
different tribes of Sioux Indians on the part of said Indians, and duly author- 
ized thereto by them, which treaty is in the words and figu res following, etc. 

Thre is the treaty. There is no exception made here. There is not 
a particle or reference to the exclusion of any band of these Indians. 

Mr. DAWES. But those that did join in it were responsible for it. 
There is nothing about the Indians in the Indian Territory in it, noth- 
ing about the Chippewas, there is no exclusion of them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us see whether these are included or not: 

Anric.e 1. From this day forward all war between the parties to this agree- 
ment shall forever cease. The Government of the United States desires peace, 
and its honor is hereby pledged to keep it. The Indians desire peace, and they 
now pledge their honor to maintain it. 

These are the Indians whose property the United States had confis- 
cated, and there is no exclusion of any of them. Now I come to the 
Signatures, 

Mr. DAWES. Itrecites the different bands there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Brilé band of Sioux Indians, the Ogalalla 
band, and now I have no doubt that the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts has his tongue so nimble, from dealing with Indian af- 
fairs so long, that he can pronounce all the other names here recited. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 will trust the Senator from Missouri to find this 
band there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I find there the Minneconjou band of Sioux. 
Ths is a band mentioned in this treaty. 

Mr. BLAIR. Are there any contrabands there? [Laughter.] 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes,somecontrabands. Then wehave the Yank- 
tonnais band of Sioux. Then we have the Unkpapa band. Then we 
have the Blackfeet band of the Sioux, and then we have the Cutheads 
band, and then we have the Two Kettle band of Sioux. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator mean to say they are all pronounced 
+5 Gana??? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Why not say ‘‘Soos,’’ and not hurt your tongue? 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are different bands of Sioux. Then on we 
have of the Sans Are band of Sioux, and then we have the Santee band 
of Sioux. 

It seems to me that this must have included all the bands of Sioux, 
for they are referred to as the Dakota or Sioux Indians in this act of 
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confiscation and this band is specifically mentioned in the act of confisca- 
tion as one of the bands whose property has been confiscated, and now 
the next thing is that we make a treaty and this treaty refers to the 
Sioux Indians and there is no exception to this band. 

Now, was this band included or not? If it was not, then for their 
distinguished services in protecting the lives and property of citizens 
of Minnesota the United States has confiscated all their property and 
treated with the others who committed the depredations and left them 
out in the cold! 

I have before me the last treaty that was made, to be found in Sen- 
ate Executive Document No, 51, Fifty-first Congress, first session: 

Message from the President of the United States, transmitting reports relative 
to the proposed division of the great Sioux reservation, and recommending 
certain legislation. 

On the 2d day of March, 1869, Congress passed an act ‘‘to divide 
a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota 
into separate reservations, and to secure the relinquishment of the 
Indian title to the remainder, and for other purposes.’’ There is no 
relerence there to this band of Indians. Here we have the record. 
What has become of the annuities and estate of these Indians? Have 
we forfeited all that belonged to this band, and yet are carrying out our 
treaty stipulations with the others? If we have done so, it is a gross 
outrage upon these Indians. 

I agree with the Senator from Coiorado that these Indians have not 
been ostracized by the United States unless it has been in the way I 
have indicated. They have not been deprived of their interest in these 
lands; they have not been deprived of their interest in these commu- 
nities, and by all means we ought to show ourconfidence in them and 
our gratitude for their services in saving the lives of our people. We 
should reward them by giving them their full share of all the lands, 
annuities, and property of the Sioux Indians. Instead of recognizing 
that the other Sioux Indians can ostracize them for their loyalty and 
devotion and friendship for the whites, we should show them that 
these attempted acts of the hostile Sioux will only bring them rewards 
and additional annuities, and I want to provide for them, but I wish 
it to be as a mark of distinction, as a reward, as a recognition of their 
friendliness and of their valuable services. 

As we confiscated their property and their annuities together with 
those of all the other bands of the Sioux tribe, we should make com- 
pensation to them out of this, and let the warlike Sioux understand 
that they can be punished, and that the friendship of any tribe or band 
of Indians to the whites shall be recognized, and that they can not 
ostracise and banish any part of their tribe because of their friendship 
and devotion to our people and taking care of them and preventing 
them from being massacred. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the trouble with these Indians is but 
a repetition of the history of all Indians who have separated themselves 
from their tribes and rendered assistance to the whites in Indian out- 
breaks. The tribes who went to war and fought their battles, and 
thereby forfeited all rights to friendly relations with the Government, 
have finally, in the long run, patched up with the Government a treaty 
of peace, whereby they have been benefited, and this great Govern- 
ment has been very willing in so negotiating not to provide for or pay 
any attention whatever to the Indians who remained faithful and who 
went to the extent sometimes of fighting upon the side of the Govern- 
ment. That was the case in the present instance. A large portion, 
but not the entire number, of the Medawakanton band performed the 
sacrifice for this Government and our people which the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] and myself have described. They re- 
mained among us; they guarded the white women and children trom 
danger; they fought our battles; and yet after the end of a two years’ 
war, when the Sioux Nation was brought to terms, this Government 
in making a treaty of peace with the Sioux Nation did not provide for 
its confederates and allies who remained within our lines. 

The ostracism committed in this case was an ostracism which our 
Government committed in confederacy with the hostile Sioux Nation 
upon our allies in this matter, and left them without any claim for 
annuities, without any claim upon the fund, and recognized no relation 
whatever on the part of these Indians towards this land. 

Now, in regard to the act of February, 1863, what was it? The 
whole frontier of Minnesota had been swept with fire and massacre. 
The situation in that part of the country was not then fully understood 
and it was not known here to its full extent, nor was the extent of the 
service which these people had performed toward the Government fully 
known. There was a universal demand for proscription, denunciation, 
and confiscation of all the rights that any Indian had to anything in 
Minnesota, and when the Jaw of 1863 was passed Congress did not stop 
to consider what the relations of this fragment of the band of Medawa- 
kantons had been to the white people; and accordingly, without dis- 
crimination, without any saving of rights, Congress annulled all the 
rights of all the Medawakantons to their share of annuity moneys. 

There was an instance where, if the relations of those people had 
been adequately known at that time, those rights would have been 
preserved. That they were not preserved is due partly to the effect 
of insufficient knowledge on the subject, but more largely to the fact 
that there was a spirit abroad then which demanded confiscation and 
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annulment of all Indian rights of property and the annulment of all | word ‘‘ Oregon ’’ simply occurs 
relations between the United States and the Sioux Indians to be superfluous 
Matters have gone on in that way from year to yea! These Indians DAWES. It did to 
have totally dissolved their tribal relations with the Sio ix Nat on. | sary ther I propos »] ‘ 
They have claimed, and I think they are entitled to no benefit und cau f the it 
the treaty which the United States has made with that hostile nation 
and the idea of charging upon that fund this $8,000 I think is In vio e State of’? except 
lation of the treaty which we made with the Sioux Nation of Ind ans, | ame 
‘ and in which [ admit, with the Senator trom Missouri, the rights rf | : 
these people who stood by us should have been guarded and protected, | — Ph 
; but they were not. AES 
\ The PRESIDENT protempore. The question recurs upon the amend ae. 
: Ie ~d | he Senator fro Missouri | Mr. Cock LL | tostrike i MAWES A 
a ment proposed by the Senator irom 1 . i : rat 
: 3 : ; I 
out what will now be reported by the Secretary. cn 
bs The SECRETARY. Onpage 34, after the word *‘ provided,’’ in ] d 
* ba 8 1 +3 ee +} 4 l ( { 
, it is proposed to strike out all down toand including the wo! 1 ‘‘ also 
in line 14, as follows: , on pi SP. 
3 That ifthe amount in this paragraph appropriated shall t be « : 
within the fiscal year for which said sum 1s a priated it sha no : cov- : nage i 
ered into the Treasury, but sha tanding, be used and ex} ed nees, al 
the purposes for which the sam ppropriated and f ‘ +t 
By above named Indiaus: A provided, als \I ! VES 
» nt . 4 a ae : : " 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the | appropriations a 
‘ amendment just read. s ; Ind } 
The question being put, the Chair declared that the ‘‘noes ’’ appeared | as prisoners of 
to prevail. ment of territory. a 
Mr. COCKRELL. I think that amendment ought to be agreed to. Mr. MORGAN it t ' ia 
This is vicious legislation, and it ought not to go into an appropri ( 
tion bill. I will ask the Senate to takethe vote again. Iunde 1 M \WEs 
the Senator from Massa husetts was not oppo ing my amen im¢ nt. . ke or them. butt 
Mr. DAWES. I see no objection to striking out the words which Ly right Che 
have been read or keeping them in, except for the precedent keepin chased. They ive no 4 
them in would establish in other cases. but the others have; the ot ‘ 
Here is a provision that if this $8,000 shall not be expended this » Chief ¢ k resu 
year it shall continue. It is a small matter, but it is a matter tha it of the ¢ 
the Senator from Missouri says ought not to be attached to appropria- | 4 
tions unless there is some special reason for continuing them. ‘This 
will all be expended within the year. There is no doubt about it. son the 7 
Why these words should be put on there I do not know, and I hav Mr. DAWES. At hn 
not the slightest care whether the words remain in or go out. 1 by inserting t 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again submit t! 
question by the voice. [Putting the question.] By the sound the I lca an 
: ayes have it. The ayes have it, and the amendment is agreed to. Mr. MORGAN : 
The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend ae a 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the same clause, on 
> é . ” . e sé \ t i 1 
page .4, line 16, after the word ‘‘direction,’’ to insert ‘‘ whose com tos 
pensation shall not exceed $1,000;’’ so as to make the clause read Ane autnority upon Ama 
And provided, also, That the Secretary of the Interior may appoint a suitable | ,)" ( alta ee vas  - ee a | = 
person to make the above mentioned expenditure under his direction, wh on pera mk AU urs 
compensation shall not exceed $1,000; and ail of said money which is to be ex- ), 1800 
pended for lands, cattle, horses, implements, seeds, food, or clothing shall be . , 
so expended that each of the Indians in this paragraph mentioned shall receiv: Ca . : : : 
as nearly as practicable, an equal amount in value of this appropriation: An 
" provided further, That, as far as practicable, lands for said Indians shall be pi that 
ehased in such locality as each Indian desires id none Of said Indians sh s 
be required to remove from where be now resides and to any locality or land ' 
against his will. tana 
The amendment was agreed to. 8 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous sup- | '** ming, ag e) 
yrts,’’ on page 37, line 21, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strikeout | , sf, wemeeneieit Gow t ; , 
**six’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to make the clause read: ( g oO la rt 
Support of Chippewas of Lake Superior: For support and civilization of t t ima l ‘ ; : , 
Chippewas of Lake Superior, to be expended for agricultural and educationa . . 
purposes, pay of employés, including pay of physician at $1,000, purchase of | 0“ 
goods and provisions, and for such other purposes as may be deemed for thi yr tl s 
best interests of said Indians, $5,000. nam , a : : 
5 The amendment was agreed to. should be expen ; Ly rast | 
5 " Y . . 7 \rapaioes v¥ r ion t I ‘ ‘ 
4 The Secretary resumed and continued the reading of the bill to line | amount. with the sam: 
% 15, on page 38. the il year ] As 
é Mr. DAWES. My attention has been called toa formal amendment , cheshire ; 
~ : r I rm € > \ i 
if by the Senator from Alabama[Mr. MorGan}. Inline 14, on page 38, | ; ise of ” 5 
I move to strike out the word ‘‘ Territory’’ and insert before ‘‘ Wash- | her re st 
ington’’ the words ‘‘ the State of ;’’ so as to read I therefo 1 ‘ 
es sca add t , 
And otherallied tribes in the State of Washington. subsisten ivilizatio 
s | Mont } n for thaty to s 
The amendment was agreed to. | aecmancaate > porta” in the Ind 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 6. on page 39. Copies of the reports of the MT 
Mr. PLATT. There is thesame trouble in line 5 26 are herewith inclosed, w \ 
’ The PRESIDENT protempore. Itshould read ‘‘ the State of Idaho, dive, with your approval and x 
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l think that we would consult wisdom in making the appropriation 
$25,000, so as not to have a portion of the year during which those In- 
dias are compelled to go out and raid for a living. If we undertake 
to support them at all, we ought to support them in such a way that 
they will not be at starvation point during intervals of the year and 
hecorme a nuisance in the country. 


Mr. DAWES. Thecommittee had before them a communication of 


the Department and the recommendation of the general. The letter 
real ly the Senator contains a mistake. The Senator read, and I repeat: 


Vor the subsistence and civilization of the Northern Cheyennes and Arapa- 
hoes Congress last year appropriated $35,000, with the proviso that the amount 
spended pro rata, as near as may be, for the Northern Cheyennes and 
Arapahocs in Wyoming, and on the Tongue River in Montana. The same 
amount, with the same proviso, is included inthe Indian appropriation bill fo 
the tis« ear 180), us it passed the House of Representatives, 

Now, as it passed the House of Representatives not only that pro- 
vision is contained, but also this: 


Fort 


should bees 


wenty-second of thirty installments, for purchase of clothing, as per sixth 
article of treaty of May 10, 1868, $12,000, 
Then comes the proviso: 
, 


Provided 


. That the amountin this and preceding paragraph shall be expended 
pro rata, as near as may be, for the Northern Cheyennes and Amipahoes in 
Wyoming, and on the Tongue River in Montana. 

So the distribution this year as it came from the other House includes 
a pro rata part of $12,000 that it did not before. That made $47,000, 
The committee said that their pro rata of $47,000 and $15,000 more 
would be what would be sufficient; and if it failed, Congress would be 
here in December, and if there was any need of immediate appropria- 
tion it could be supplemented. That was the reason why the commit- 
tee put it at $15,000 instead of $10,000, 

Mr. POWER. The Cheyenne Indians, as the Senator from Alabama 
read, require the $10,000 additional for their support. The Indian 
Office informed me that at 1 pound of beef per day and half a pound of 
flour per day for the Indians that allowance would take up $23,000 of 
the appropriation; and that out of the $31,000 they would buy some 
farming implements, clothing, blankets, and various other things which 
are needed. So, even if they get all the assistance asked for in the 
amendment and the pro rata of the $12,000 they will not have any- 
thing to throw away. I went to the Indian Office yesterday morning 
to know about it, and they tell me that they require the $10,000 that 
they estimate for positively, which covers the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama. 

Mr. DAWES. With what came ia the bill from the House, with 
this new appropriation, and the $15,000 added by the Senate, these In- 
dians will have, as near as I can figure it out, $36,117.53. That isa 
good deal more than double what they have ever had before. 

Mr. REAGAN, Will the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs advise us of the number of those Indians? 

Mr. DAWES. 1 can not give the Senator the number immediately. 

Mr. REAGAN. Itseems to me we ought to know the number of 
them. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] gave the 
number yesterday. 

Mr. TELLER. Eight hundred and fifty-seven, as I recollect. 

Mr, POWER. Eight hundred and sixty. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘That is not so many as I thought there were. 

Mr POWER. That is the number they gave me at the Indian 
Office. 

Mr. REAGAN, I understand from the remarks of the Senator from 
Montana that according to the estimates of the Department it will take 
about $28,000 to furnish a pound of beef apiece and half a pound of 
tlour apiece a day, and it would leave something over for the purchase 
of clothing and blankets, and so on. WhatIam curious to know is 
whether we are simply to take care of the Indians and they to do noth- 
ing, or whether they are tocontribute something to their own support. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The policy of the Government, growing more and 
more intense for the last eight years, is to pnt every Indian at work 
just as fast as itis possible. You can not take a wild Indian and give 
him 160 acres of land as a home and go off and leave him. This is a 
slow work, along and arduous work, requiring patience and a good 
deal of expenditure. It has been adopted after the trial of every other 
kind of way of dealing with the Indians under the immediate con- 
fronting of the fact that we have 250,000 paupers on our hands, with- 
out any land even to corral them in. Within a very few years, every 
indian that can be put to work, or knows how to work, or can have it. 
beaten into his head how to work and take care of himself, under the 

policy of the present day, will be sabjected to that kind of operation. 

I will say further that when these Indians went up there they ad- 
dressed themselves to that idea of their own accord. They built huts 
and were living peaceably and quietly there without a single penny of 
contribution on the part of the United States. They lived there for 
four or five years in that way, and if they had been left alone they 
would have worked out, so far as they are concerned, the problem 
themselves. But when the cattle-men came to hear of the value of that 
Jand it became a Naboth’s vineyard, and the trouble began just as it 
did in the Scripture times. 


Mr. REAGAN. The policy indicated by the chairman of the Com- 


mittee on Indian Affairs is wise and proper, of course, but I do not un- 
derstand how we are to teach these Indians to work by feeding and 
clothing them and relieving them from the necessity of work. It is 
human nature, and the bad part of human nature particularly, to be 
certain not to work if somebody else will do the work for them. I 
think the policy is cruel both to the people who have to pay the money 
for this purpose and to the Indians themselves, and more cruel to the 
Indians than to the white people. Whenever we teach them to be 
thoroughly dependent, teach them that they are not to rely upon their 
own labor, but to rely upon the Treasury of the United States for their 
support, we have not only rendered them worthless, but we have com- 
pletely vagabondized them and provided for their extermination. If 
we would teach them something about self-reliance and self-support, 
it seems to me we should be doing much better. 

l am not a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and do not 
know where to begin it or how to begin it, but it seems to me the policy 
of the Government ought to be shaped to see just what is absolutely 
necessary to furnish them, and to teach them that they should not rely 
upon the Government. During the last year I passed through Nevada 
and was advised there that there was a tribe of Indians the Government 
never gave anything to, and that that tribe of Indians were the most 
prosperous, industrious, and best disposed Indians of the whole frontier, 
though left to take care of themselves and no appropriation had been 
made forthem. I apprehend if the Indians could learn that they have 
to work for themselves it would be much better for them, and it would 
certainly relieve us of a sort of legislation and a sort of appropriation 
that can not recommend themselves to any thoughtful men. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Northern Cheyenne Indians went back from 
the Indian Territory by the permission of the Government of the United 
States, asserting that they could maintain themselves. They did go to 
work up there and, notwithstanding the inhospitalities of that climate 
and the fact that it is not a very good grain country, they commenced 
to do very well. They were self-sustaining with the assistance of some 
of their friends; but the cattle-men found out that that was a very fine 
grazing region, and they swarmed in upon them with their herds of 
cattle and really took possession and occupancy of their little executive 
reservations. ‘The Indiansfound that they could not subsist there with 
the cattle-men in the country, because they could not raise any cattle. 
A man with a herd of five, six, eight, or ten head of cattle in the pres- 
ence of another man who has fifteen thousand cattle ranging over the 
same country has not any chance at all. 

Our own people have gone in there and have literally swept out one 
important element of subsistence from the possession of the Indians, 
What has been the result? These people have found that their little 
farms could not sustainthem. They had no chance to herd cattle and 
make anything in that way, and they commenced depredating upon 
the herds of other people who went in there. They felt that these 
men were grazing upon their own country, something that had been 
reserved to them under this executive order, and they thought they had 
a right to appropriate some of the cattle that were raised upon their 
grass. So they went to killing the cattle and subsisting themselves 
rather than to starve. 

That is the whole story about it; and it is now made necessary, in 
the opinion of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, after a careful in- 
vestigation of the subject, that a little more money is needed to pro- 
vide a little more food in order to keep these Indians from killing the 
stock of the intruders upon their reservation. That is just the truth 
of it. 

Well, we can not quite stop the cattle trade. It is a very important 
matter in the United States. We are deriving a large amount of rev- 
enue and wealth from it. While that is the case, and we find that the 
encouragement of cattle-growing, by our inattention to the rights of 
the Indians, is causing the Indians to perish, it is nothing but right 
that we should go into the Treasury of the United States and take a 
little more money to supply them with a little more food and keep 
them at peace. 

They havenochance. They are not going to have anychance. They 
are out there in a country that is not blessed with frequent rains, and 
the production of grain and potatoes and the like is rather a difficult 
matter, although the land is very rich. It grows the native grasses in 
great abundance, and it is one of the finest pasturing countries in the 
world, as was discovered long ago by the resort of the buffalo to that 
region of country for their winter subsistence. 

I think that the Senator from Massachusetts ought to yield this point. 
I know his benevolence. I know that he is as careful of the rights and 
protection of the Indians asa man could be really of his own blood kin- 
dred. Nobody has ever devoted more benevolent attention in the Sen- 
ate to providing for the Indians than the Senator from Massachusetts, 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I think if he will 
consider the situation as it has been forced upon these Indians he will 
agree with me that we had better make them at least a fair allowance 
for food by increasing this appropriation. 

Then I would call his attention to the other fact, that this particular 
band of Indians, these Northern Cheyennes and Arapahoes, have always 
been friendly Indians. They have always been friends of the — 
of the United States. They deserve our commiseration not merely, 
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but, as I remarked yesterday, something of our gratitude, for having 
maintained themselves in a conservative attitude towards our people 
when all the rest of the great Sioux tribes were engaged in very hot 

rible warfare. They were not in any of those massacres or disturbances. 
They are keepers of the peace, and I think we ought to show them 
special consideration in this bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not 
under consideration, so that 
speak on the general subject. 

It seems that the reason for making enlarged appropriations is that 
the cattle-men intrude upon the reservation with their stock. If that 
be so, is the Government doing its duty to the Indians when it allows 
people to intrude upon them and use up the grass that is necessary for 
the subsistence of theirstock? Itseems to me that it would be better, 
more in accordance with justice, that steps should be taken to ex« 
the trespassers from the reservations. I ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Aftairs if he is advised that the Government ha 
taken any steps towards protecting the Indians against these intru- 
sions? The chairman seems to be engaged, Mr. President. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say, if the Senator will allow me, that while 
we are taking these steps the Indians are 
killing somebody else’s cattle. 
propriation for their necessities, 

Mr. REAGAN, If there has heen created a temporary necessity for 
it, that of course should be met; but I understand these appropriations 
have gone on from year to year in the same way 
necessity seems to exist, as far as I can learn, from year to year. 

Mr. DAWES. I think theSenator from Texas was absent yesterday 
when the condition of these Indians was put upon the record. The 
Indians have suffered in consequence of two reasons. The first was by 
the other Indians filing off and enjoining them the pro rata, according 
to previous settlement, has been working against this band all along 
and diminishing the aggregate of the subsistence of the whole band. 
That was one thing. Then another thing was what has been fre- 
quently alluded to here. They have suffered by the encroachments of 
the whites, and have been unable to raise cattle, in 
engaged very prosperously before this time, and they 
the cattle of the white people. 

Mr. REAGAN. It was to that I was trying to call the attention of 
the Senator irom Massachusetts when he was otherwise engaged, to in- 
quire what was the indebtedness of the Government heretofore, and 
what steps he proposed to take to protect the Indiaus against the en- 
croachment and trespass of the whites. 

Mr. DAWES. When this outbreak occurred a month or six weeks 
ago, General Ruger was sent there to examine into all the facts of the 
case, and his anbordinate officers reported to him, and there was sub- 
mitted to Congress a very voluminous report, which I had here yester- 
day; and his letter summing it all up, with his recommendations, is 
in the report which I made with this bill. It is, in short, that all the 
Indians belonging to these Northern Cheyennes should be gathered to- 
gether up there at the Pine Ridge agency where a part of them are and 
are straying off, and that more food for the present should be given 
them and they protected in their rights. On the other hand, the peo- 
ple of Montana want them moved from there. It is a country which 
they feel as if they ought to have, and they have a provision here for 
a commission for moving them off somewhere else. That goes along 
with this appropriation, and it is calculated to have one of two results 
either to result in the removal of these Indians to some other place, or 
in pacifying the irritation which exists there. 

Mr. REAGAN. It seems to me that in any event it is due to the 
Indians that the Government should take steps to protect them against 
trespassers, and that it should not permit people to go into their res- 
ervation and keep them out and put stock upon it to eat up their grass. 
While we agree on that sabject, it seems to me that there is a moral 
wrong about the Government giving a reservation to Indians and then 
letting our people go onto that reservation with their stock. Of course 
we understand that these cattle-men have been plundering the Govern- 
ment, they have been arresting settlement, they have been intruding 
upon the Indians, and they are entitled to as little respect and con- 
sideration as any class of men I know of, except it be highwaymen, and 
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there ought to be steps taken by the Government to arrest their prog- | 


ress and confine and subject them to obedience to the law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan ] to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 40, line 9, after the words 
‘furnishing of,’’ to strike out ‘‘a school-house ’’ and insert ‘‘ school- 
houses;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For support and education of the Seminole and Creek Indians in Florida, for 
the erection and furnishing of school-houses, for the employment of teacliers, 
and for the purchase of seeds and agricultural implements and other necessary 


articles, $6,000; this money, or any part thereof, may be used, in the discretion | 
of the Secretary of the Interior, for the purchase of land for homes of said Sem- | 


inole Indians, 
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Che amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, under the head \Miscellaneou on 
page 44, line 22, after the words ‘‘to ena t trike out “*S 
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same political party, and not more t rone of whom sha t resider fany 
one State, whose duty it shall be to visit the P p reservatior t State 
of Washington, and to make fu I 1iry linvesti tion regarding s ireser 
valion; the nature of the title t« id val of t ds allotted in severalty; 
whether there are any common lands which have een allotted, and if so, 
the value of the same, and of the interest of the Indians therein: whether such 
reservation embraces the land on Puget Sound, between high and low water 
mark; whether any restrictions now existing upon the power of alienation by 
Indians of their allotted lands should be wholly or in part removed; as to the 
manner in which lands shall be disposed of when the Indian allottees shall be 
vested with power to dispose of their ind al tra n what manne f at 
n dividual Indians shall be indemnified for damage to their lividual 
h ra, if railroads shal}! be granteda right of way thre rh the reservation; 
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the wranting of such right of way through any tribal or imon lands belong 
t Said reservation in Ww at manner and ¥y whom the legitimate heirs of 
deceased allottees shall be determined: 1 ler what circumstances and upon 
what conditions contracts have beer ta i m Indians for the sale of their 
a ed lands; and regarding allother questions and matters bearing uponthe 
v ire of said Indians, and the wisdom or necessity of the disposa y the In- 
dians of their interest, in who or in par in any individual or tribal lands be- 
longing to said reservation And said commission shall report the facts ascer- 
tained and their conclusions and recommendations thereon to the President, to 
be communicated by him to Congress And the su f $10,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated f he purpose of defray- 
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Mr. DAWES. I will give ahistory of itall. Itisof immense value 
to the commerce of the Pacific coast and of no practical value to the 
Indians. It ought to be utilized in that way which would most con- 


tribute to the advantage of the commerce of the coast, probably to the 
city of Tacoma. In that I believe everybody in Washington coincides, 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washington ap- 
pea's to the Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. SQUIKE. The question was asked as to the extent of the res- 
ervation. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state that. 

Mr. SQUIRE, It consists of about 18,000 acres. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes. sir. This reservation has a frontageon that har- 
bor, which I should judge isabout a third of the whole frontage of that 
great harbor. That at once, if it is controlled by the Indians, or un- 
fortunately should fall into hands that would not promote the com- 
merce of the Pacific coast, would bea great damage to that commerce, 
as well as to the city of Tacoma. It isa crescent shape, the city of 
Tacoma resting upon one horn of the crescent, and the harbor with 
this reservation having a water-line on it. The reservation contained 
originally about 12,000 acres of land, more or less. The Indians were 
located there under a treaty which provided for the allotment of lands, 
but had a very peculiar provision in it, which seemed to have been 
overlooked by those who allotted the lands to the Indians. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish the Senator would read the description of the 
boundary of the reservation; that part of it which connects with the 
harlor 

Mr. PLATT. There is no boundary, except that it rests on Com- 
mencement Bay, I think. 

Mr. DOLVH. Ishould like to hear it read. 

Mr. DAWES. Its boundary, so far as any matter of interest in this 
question is concerned, is upon the harbor. 

Mr. PLATT. Commencement Bay. 

Mr. DAWES. Commencement Bay; and whether that leads to low- 
water mark or stops at high-water mark is one of the questions in- 
volved. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, he 
understands, I suppose, that all grants of public lands by the General 
Government are bounded by high-water mark, and that the general 
rule is that the State takes tide lands by virtue of its sovereignty on 
its admission to the Union. If this is a title by treaty, and it is 
simply a question of Indian rights which have never been extinguished, 
then it would largely depend upon the boundary. If it is navigable 
wat r, I suppose the boundary is simply bounded by the water itself, 
and that would only carry it to ordinary high-water mark. Just how 
this commission can determine that legal question, I do not know. 

Mr. DAWES. All these matters are qualified by the fact that the 
United States never parted with its title to this land absolutely, and 
whether it goes to high-water or low-water mark is a matter of con- 
tention in Washington. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the United States never parted with its title, then 
when the State was admitted to the Union the State took the titie, 
unless the Indians had prior title from the United States and had never 
been cut off by treaty or otherwise by the United States, 

Mr. DAWES. There is this complication upon that viewof it: The 
Indians have a qualified title and the United States hasaright. I 
want to read the exact situation of the matter. I stated that they took 
allotments, under a treaty and not under the severalty act, and the 
treaty contains these words 

M+. COCKRELL. What is the date of the treaty? 

Mr. DAWES. The treaty refers for its conditions and provisions to 
another treaty with another tribe. I will give the date of the treaty. 

Mr. PLATT. It is in volume 14, I think. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Connecticut will hunt it up while 
Igoon. I will read the provision under which the allotments were 
taken. After prescribing the amount that may be allotted to each 
member of a family, it provides further: 

And he- 


That is, the President of the United States— 





may preser'be such rules and regulations as will insure to the family in case of 
the death of the head thereof the possession and enjoyment of such permanent 
home and the improvements thereon 

That is all the provision there is for anything but a right of oc- 
cupaucy. The Interior Department issued certificates or patents of 
this allotment, and, overlooking this provision, it runs to their heirs. 
Whether that is a sufficient compliance with this provision or not is a 
troublesome question among the lawyers who are looking into the 
matter. 

Nearly all this land has been allotted. A good many of the allot- 
ments to Indians are bordering upon the water that they can not use, 
because they can not use the water right. There is some left that has 
not been allotted, bordering on the water—640 acres of school lands, 
In the mean time railroads are pressing to come across this reservation 
and get locations upon this water front, and there have been some very 
singular transactions in reference to some of the railroads. Just how 
to settle the title and just where the roads should be located for the 








best advantage of this harbor and for the utilization of it for com- 
merce has been a very troublesome question with the Indian Commit- 
tee} who have had all these railroad matters before them, The Indian 
Committee, the Indian Department, and all of those acquainted with 


the matter have become satisfied of another thing, and that is, that it 


is no place for the Indians at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. Have 
not these lands become very valuable? 

Mr. DAWES. I was going to say-—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Before the Senator proceeds I should like to suggest 
another inquiry, and that is whether the Indians themselves have taken 
any steps or made any movement in the direction contemplated by this 
amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I was intending to answer all those suggestions be- 
fore I got through. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg pardon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I should like to ask a question right there, and 
the Senator can answer them all atthesametime. I ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs if it is not his opinion that the in- 
terests of commerce in that country absolutely require that the limita- 
tion which now exists upon the right of the Indians to dispose of their 
land ought to be removed, provided it can be done with entire justice 
to the Indians? 

Mr. DAWES. I will try to answer all these questions before I get 
through, but I get a little mixed when the questions mix up so. 

I was going on to say that all parties investigating this matter have 
come to the conclusion that it is very unfortunate that that land is 
held by the Indians at all, for the reason that within the last five or 
ten years—within the last five years probably—that land has come to 
be of immense value. It is low land, a portion of it; a portion of it is 
upland, which is immensely fertile, and if it were not needed for the 
actual growth of the city it would be of immense value for supplying 
the city with all the market vegetables that could be raised upon every 
square foot of it. It is very apparent that an Indian is not the best 
man to occupy such land. He haé 160 acres of it under this peculiar 
title all around on that low ground, and he does not know what to do 
with it. : 

There is no disposition, except among a few of the people of Wash- 
ington, to get this land away from the Indians unless upon a fair con- 
sideration. However, there are speculators who have endeavored to 
get hold of it, and they have gone into private agreements with the 
Indians who have these allotments by which the Indians have agreed 
to sell them their individual rights the moment they can get relieved 
from this restriction. A good many private speculators have these 
agreements from the Indians, and they have also under the provisions 
ot this treaty a lease for two years, which was the limit in the treaty, 
and a private agreement that it shall be renewed at the end of two 
years; and they keep the Indians good-natured by paying them a little 
money along from time to time, and the Indians have under the influ- 
ence of these little payments been going back. There have been temp- 
tations there, not more than anywhere else, where they get whisky 
and so on, and it has had a bad influence upon the Indians. 

They have got the State of Washington to consent to thissale. They 
have been for the last six or eight months trying to get the United 
States to relieve at once the Indians of all this restriction. They have 
got the Indians so anxious to be cheated out of this land that they are 
as uneasy and as anxious about it as they are themselves. When the 
committee was out there a select dozen of them were picked by these 
land speculators, and they held a meeting and called some of the mem- 
bers of the committee before them, and expounded the code of the In- 
dian there in a christian spirit that was perfectly admirable, and pulled 
the wool over the eyes of the committee wonderfully at the kind feel- 
ing that was exhibited by these syndicates towards the Indians. I was 
one of the men who were so affected, and I thought it was a lovely state 
of things. In two days I hadshown to me the agreement which these 
same syndicate lecturers had with those Indians to get substantially 
all that land. 

In answer to the inquiry of the Sena‘or from Oregon [Mr. MitcH- 
ELL] I will state that I do not think it is true that it is best to remove 
at once all this restriction against the se!» and let these Indians enjoy 
the privilege of being picked as bare as virds. I do not think that the 
people of Washington as a people, or the city of Tacoma as a city, de- 
sire any such thing. ‘They are perfectly willing to let-—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire—— 

Mr. DAWES. Let me get the sentence completed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Goahead. 

Mr. DAWES. They are willing to pay what is a fair and reasonable 
compensation for that valuable land to the Indians, but the difficnl- 
ties with the title and the difficulties ot these private agreements em- 
barrass everybody who undertakes them. Four or five years ago, be- 
fore this land became so valuable, the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
MITCHELL] introduced a proposition here to remove them, as could 
have been done under the treaty. I opposed it, and the Senator either 
withdrew it or yielded to the opposition of the Indian Committee at 
that time. But we were mistaken in view of what has happened. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And I was right. 
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Mr. DAWES. And the Senator from Oregon was right. We had 











no conception of the condition of things there, of what would be the 
immense value of that land in five or six years, and of its absolute ne- 
cessity to the commerce of the Pacific coast. I do not think even the 
Senator from Oregon then had any conception that in five years i 
would be in this condition. I admit my mistake in that partic 

M LITCHELI Will the Senator now allow me to make a 
gestion - 

M AWI O] Ss 

N MITCHELL. Does the Senator believe if this matter of the 
sal f these lands by these Indians should be left to the super 
of the Secretary ol! the Interior as to the terms, that any great in 
could be done the Indians? Could not it be donein that way and su 
stantial justice be done the Indians, and still this great obstru mn to 
the devel »pment of that country and of th city of Tacoma \ 

Mr. DAWES. With all respect to the Secretary of the Inter 


the Interior, to 
Neither the Secretary of the Inter 


say no, and I wili give the reason. The Secretary of 
begin with, was never there. 


nor auybody else can adjust that matter except on the ground. Th 


Secretary of the Interior has already been misled. At the last session 
of Congress ® man came here with a proposition to run a road from Ta 
coma 10 miles out to his town. 


Mr. ALLEN. Puyallup? 

Mr. DAWES. Payallup. He presented such a case to the Com 
mittee on Indian Affairs that they recommended its passage; but just 
before its passage he came to the committee with a new draught of his 
bill, and the committee without critically examining it word for word 
took the new draught of the bill, and when it became a law it allowed 
him to begin his road over on the other side of the crescent and around 
every foot of this water front to Tacoma and then f ia out fo 
Puyallup. He located his r roval of the 
pecreta ( 
fect of it, the Secretary of the Interior 
had it not been that there was a provision : 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs, that it should be subject to the 
consent of the Indians themselves, and their attention called to it by 
their a there would to-day be a corporation—I do not know who 
are in it—having a railroad running from Puyallup 10 miles out to 
Tacoma, and from Tacoma around this water front to the other side of 
the bay, and they would have had control of every that 
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front of the Indians, worth millions of dollars to the commerce of th 
Pacific. That was done with the approval of the Secretary of the In 
terior, and because the Secretary of the Interior was innocently igno- 


rant of those localities. 
I want to read in connection with thisexplanation of mine just wl 
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the Committee on Indian Affairs have prepared with great care, and t 
Committee on Appropriations have inserted, with the approval now 
the Secretary of the Interior, who better understands the matter tha 
he did before. This is the provision, and it seems to me that it is the 
only just solution of this important question: 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to appointac 
mission to consist of three persons, not more than two of whom shall be of th 
same politica! party, and not residents of the State of Washington, whose du 
it shall be to visit the Puy illup reservation, in the State of Washington, and t 
make full inquiry and investigation regarding such res 


rvation; the nature of 
the title to and value of the lands allotted in severalty; whether there are any 
com ym lands which have veen allotted, and if so, the value of the sam 

and of the interest of (he Indians therein; whether such reservation embraces 
the land on Puet Sound, between high and low water mark 
strict 


not 


whether any rt 
ns now existing upon the power of alienation by Indians of their a 


ted lands should be wholly or in part removed; as tothe manner in which 
lands shall be disposed of when the Indian aliottees shall be vested with pow 
to dispose of their individual tracts; in what manner, if at all, individual I: 


dians shall be indemnified for damage to their individual holdings 
shall be granted a right of way through the reservation: in what manner th 
tribe shall be compensated for the damage consequent upon the granting of 
such right of way through any tribal or common tands belonging to said reser 
vation; in what manner and by whom the legitimate heirs of deceased allo 
tees shall be determined; under what circumstances and upon what conditions 
contracts have been obtained from Indians for the sale of their allotted lands 
and regarding all other questions and matters bearing upon th= 
Indians, and the wisdom or necessity of the disposal by the Indians of their in- 
terest, in whole or in part, in any individual or tribal lands belonying to said 
reservation And said commission shall report the facts ascertained and their 
conclusions and mmmendations thereon to the President to be communi- 
cated by him to Congress. And the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, is hereby appropriated for the purpose of defraying the 
and compensation of said cor ssion. 


if railroads 


welfare of said 


rec 


expenses 





It is hoped by the committee that out of this may grow a proper plan 
for the entire removal of these Indians from proximity to that great 
and growing city upon such terms as shall be just and fair to the In- 
dians as well as to the public. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to t 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend 
ment. It does not relate to this particular subject, but to another. 
Of course if there is anything to be said further on the pending ameni- 
ment, I shall not press my amendment now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it an amendment to the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. MITCHELL, Itis. I ask that the amendment to the amend- 
ment be inserted after the word ‘‘ Congress,’’ in line 4, on page 48. 
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Interior—not withstanding these reports of their own officers in favor of | and has already been reported back from the committee of the other 


the Handley line, he reported to the Secretary of the Interior that in 
his judgment the McQuinn line was the proper one, and the Secretary 
of the Interior adopted that line. 

That is the situation. After the special agents of the Department, 
one representing the Indian Bureau and one representing the Land De- 


partment, had twice gone upon the ground and examined the line and | 
reported that in their judgment the proper line, as called for by the 


provisions of the treaty, was the one ran by Mr. Handley, or substan- 
tially so, with only a slight variation at one point, every one can readily 


see that a decision directly contrary to their recommendations is not | 


one that will give satisfaction to the people. The result isa continual 
contest going on there in regard to that boundary line, and one which, 
if not settled in the manner suggested now by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, will lead eventually, it is feared, to collision, perhaps, between 
the Indians and the whites. 

This is the view the Committee on Indian Affairs appeared to take 
of this matter when they reported the bill, and I hope the amendment 
to the amendment will be adopted. 

I have taken up the time of the Senate in making these observations 
in order that the Recorp might show why the amendment was put 
in when the bill goes back to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. From what document has the Senator read? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have not read very much from any document. 
Itis Executive Document No. 67, Fifty-first Congress, first session, 
which contains the reports of these agents, respectively, and also the 
reportof Mr. Belt and the action of the Secretary of the Interior. The 
Department makes no objection to this proceeding, but rather favors 
it by suggesting that it is the only way to settle the matter finally and 
perhaps to the satisfaction of all parties interested. 

Mr. PLATT. I sympathize with the position in which the Senator 


from Oregon finds himself placed. He introduced a bill providing for | 


acommission to settle the northern boundary of the Warm Springs 


reservation and referred it to the Indian Committee. The Indian Com- | 


mittee, becoming impressed with the great importance of it and the 
greater importance of having some complicated difficulty and open 
questions settled with regard to the Puyallup reservation, took the bill 
introduced by the Senator from Oregon and reported it back, making the 
commission to examine the Puyallup reservation first in the bill, and 
then adding to it a direction to the commission to examine the Warm 
Springs reservation and to fix the northern boundary of it; and when 
this item was put in the appropriation bill the Warm Springs provision 
was left out. Sol say I sympathize with the position in which the 
Senator from Oregon finds himself. 

Mr. MITCHELL. They were both passed by the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. The chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs can 
speak better about the reason than I can, but I suppose the reason why 
the Committee on Appropriations did not include among the duties of 
the commission the settling of the northern line of the Warm Springs 
reservation was that this Puyallup matter is of so great importance 
and such pressing and immediate importance that it was felt that per- 
haps that was all the duties which ought to be imposed upon one com- 
mission; and I suppose that it was the intention of the chairman of the 
* Committee on Indian Affairs having this appropriation bill in charge 
to pass another bill fora commission to settle the Warm Springs reser- 
vation boundary. 

I hope that the Senator from Oregon will accept that intention of 
the Indian Committee and of the Senator from Massachusetts having 
in charge this bill, for this reason: Probably no more complicated 
questions or more of them have ever arisen in relation to one single 
matter than have arisen with reference to the Puyallup reservation, 
the rights of the Indians there, what it is best should be done with 
their lands, best for the Indians and best for the people and best for 
the commerce of Puget Sound and the city of Tacoma. I really think 
that the commission which is to be appointed to take charge of that 
matter will have about all that it onght to attend to to discharge its 
duties in this respect. 

I recognize the necessity of a commission to determine the boundary 
of the Warm Springs reservation. I think there ought to be one, but 
I really wish the Senator from Oregon yould not press the amendment 
to inclade in the duties of this commission, which is to determine the 
questions arising in the Puyallup reservation, the settlement of that 
boundary there, which will take a considerable additional time, and 
the two matters are in no way connected with each other. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I, of course, am willing to agree that the inten- 
tion of the Committee on Appropriations is all right as far as that is 
concerned, but to remit this to a special bill, as suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut, simply means the defeat of the whole business, 
as he will agree at once. 

Mr. PLATT. No; I do not. 

Mr. MITCHELL. He might as well, because the Senator ought to 
know, if he does not, that the chance of getting a separate bill of this 
character through both Houses of Congress, when the bill has not been 
reported to the Senate even, is very slight. 

Mr. DAWES. I will inform the Senator from Oregon that his bill 
has not only been reported to the Senate, but it has passed the Senate 








House. 
Mr. PLATT. The passage of the bill in the other House only re- 
quires that the provision relating to Puyallup should be stricken out, 


_ and then the commission will stand for the Warm Springs reservation. 


Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator—— 

Mr. MITCHELL, I believe I have the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCH- 
ELL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. I was going to make a suggestion. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator that so far as I am concerned 
I shall not object to a separate paragraph authorizing a commission of 
itself to go and settle that line. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am perfectly willing to do that. 

Mr. DAWES. But I would not like to have it mixed up with this 
coramission, because this is a judicial proceeding that has no parallel 
in importance. Ifthe Senator will prepare an amendment that pro- 
vides for a separate commission for that purpose and offer it as an 
amendment to the bill, I myself shall not oppose it. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I am willing to do that with the understanding 
that my amendment will not be shoved to the tail end, as it was in 
the bill I had the honor to introduce on this subject. The chairman 
of the committee will bear me out that, asstated by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], who is alsoa member of the committee, I 
introduced this as a special bill before ever the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, the chairman of the committee, bad thought of the commis- 
sion, and there was nothing about the Puyallup reservation init. It 


| was @ special bill in order to determine this controversy about the 


nerthern boundary, and lo and behold, when my bill comes up here, I 
find that the title is amended so as to provide for a commission to set- 
tle the Puyallup business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The title is perfected, you mean. 

Mr. MITCHELL, It is perfected, and I find that the body of the 


| bill relates to that, but on reading along I find my little bill stuck in 


at the tailend. It was reported in that way. Of course it came up 
here and passed the Senate and is now in the other House and has been 
reported favorably from the committee of the House, but the chances 
of its getting through the House are not very good. If they were, of 
course my friend, the member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
having this bill in charge here would not be so anxious to get his com- 
mission into the appropriation bill; but I appreciate that this com- 
mission perhaps will have its hands full in passing upon all the duties 
imposed upon it by this amendment in regard to the Puyallup reserva- 
tion. 

With the understanding that we can get an amendment in here later 
on, providing for a separate commission forthis Warm Springs reserva- 
tion, I will forthe present withdraw this amendment. I desire tosay 
in answer to the further remark of the Senator trom Connecticut that 
with regard to the matter ot this Puyallup business I regard this con- 
troversy of the northern boundary of the Warm Springs reservation of 
infinitely more importance, because unless settled it is likely, in my 
opinion, to lead to an actual conflict between the whites and the In- 
dians; and some of the worst Indian wars this country has ever ex- 
perienced have arisen in the first instance out of controversies in- 
finitely less than this one now pending in reference to the northern 
boundary of the Warm Springs reservation. 

Mr. PLATT. I agree to the importance of the matter to which the 
Senator from Oregon alludes, in that view of the case, but it was not 
exactly in that view of the matter that I was speaking of the Puyallup 
reservation, because the Puyallup reservation is right where the city 
of Tacoma ought to be, and there all the questions which arise are of 
a complicated nature and require the most care{ul consideration. 

I am very glad the Senator is now willing to make the commission 
for the Warm Springs reservation a separate amendment. I think he is 
right in saying that it ought to be incorporated in this bill. I think 
the treatment of his bill by the committee and its passage by the Senate 
entitlehim to have it put into this bill, and I will certainly, so far as I 
am concerned, aid him. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I thank theSenator. I desire to make a further 
remark. The bill passed the Senate and went to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and was amended in the House by providing that thissame 
commission should determine certain matters of controversy relating to 
the Colville reservation in the State of Washington, and I understand 
the Senator from Washington desires to have that incorporated in the 
amendment pro 

Mr. DAWES. That is the explanation why it comes here in this 
shape, because a half dozen other matters were loaded onto this par- 
ticular matter. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Just one. 

Mr. DAWES. It is not because we have any objection to the com- 
mission suggested, but this other isa specialty that ought not to be 
mixed with that. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] is withdrawn, and the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] to 
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the amendment of the committee, striking out and insertingin line 24, 
is agreed to if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to address the Senate fora moment upon that 
latter amendment before it is acted upon. 

I have the understanding, I think, with the chairman of the commit- 
tee, being about to offer an amendment similar to that offered by the 


Senator from Oregon, that the amendment of the Senator from Ore- | 


gon be waived in order that a separate clause may be introdaced in 
which what he sought may be ingrafted in this bill. I was seeking 
to introduce a similar amendment for the Colville reservation, in the 
State of Washington, and I understand I have the approval of the com- 
mittee and the approval of the Senator from Oregon to join him in in- 
cluding that reservation in the amendment he proposes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. On one condition. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. One word further, Mr. President. 


I wish to | 


say this in regard to the Indian reservation at Tacoma as preliminary | 


to a suggestion I desire to make: The Indian reservation at Tacoma 
stands almost as a reservation upon the limits of this city of Washing- 
ton would stand, and is as much in the way of the growth and the 
progress of that thrifty and expanding city as a permanent Indian res- 
ervation 2 miles from the national Capital would be in the way of the 
growth of the city of Washington. It not only abuts immediately 
upon thecity of Tacoma, but it stands at the head of the bay—a horse- 
shoe in shape—in which enters the principal tributary of that bay, the 
Puyallup River, making a long tide flat. 

This position is not only of vast importance as being a part of the 
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not insist upon the amendment, that the interests of this State shall 
not be represented by a member of the board 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, it see t the argument 
which has been advanced by the Se v lington that the 
State of Washington should ber é ted 3 nof 
sound, because the State of Was i 3 so y 1 inte here 
that it appears to me a person from the State of Washin 10 

| might be appointed on this commission would to a certain extent 
under a bias and would be representing his State and the inter 3 of 
| the State upon the commission, se that he would ther an 

than a judge. 

As this provision wasoriginally draughted by me when it pass« the 
form ofa bill, I will simply say that the idea which I had and which 
the Committee on Indian Affairs had in providing for this « on 
so far as we might be able to determine its character by any suggestion 
to the appointing power, was that it should be composed of men o 
learning and integrity who had no personal interest,in any way, sl 
or manner, or connection with persons who had any interest in th 
property 

Here is the city of Tacoma, here are railroad « yrporations, here are 

} persons who have tried to speculate with the Indians, here is the State 
of Washington, all of them having interests in the acquisition of these 
lands or in the conclusions to which this commission may come, and 
therefore we thought that the commission ought to be composed of 
men who were entirely beyond the realm of prejudice or bias with re 

lation to any of the interests involved, and while I recognize the force 


town site properly of the city of Tacoma, but its position is such that | 


railroads can not be constructed either into Tacoma or coastwise from 
the direction of the city of Portland or the city of Seattle without the 
necessity of traversing this reservation. So I think for these purposes 
also this reservation has become indispensable. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How many Indians are there on the reservation? 

Mr. ALLEN. The number of Indians on the reservation I have 
general impression of, but the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs can probably state the number more definitely than I can. | 
understand the number is about 1,200. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the size of the reservation ? 

Mr. ALLEN. About 17,000 acres. 

The city of Tacoma is pressing hard upon this reservation, and any 
one who has knowledge of the Indians knows that of all places in 


which they can be situated none can possibly be so prejudicial to their | 


morals, to their civilization, and to their enlightenment as having 
them upon the outskirts of a growing and advancing city. 


More than that, I wish to urge objection to the proposed amendment | 


of the chairman of the committee excluding a citizen of the State of 
Washington from participating in this commission, and I do it for this 
reason: It seems to me there are three great interests involved in the 
duties of this commission. 


of what the Senator from Washingtonsays about the great interest of the 
State of Washington in this reservation, I still think that there ought 
not to be upon the commission one man who in any 
to be representing an interest which would b 
sions of the commission, and I think the 
upon reflection, will see that that is best. 

Ii somebody is to be put on there representing the State of Wash- 
ington we might with equal force say that somebody should be put on 
representing the city of Tacoma, or somebody p 
parties who desired to get railroad rights ther 
railroad purposes. 

I think it better, Mr. President, and it v 
have a commission which is entire 
ests which are to be considered and rv 

Mr. ALLEN. 
Connecticut. 

As I understand, the functions of this commission ar 
ory. It simply goes upon the ground 
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affected by the conch 
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ill lead to less criticism, to 

I of any of the inter- 
ported upon by the commission. 
Mr. President, one word in reply to the Senator from 
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| comes back and presents the fruit of its mission to Congress, and Con- 


One is the protection of the rights and in- | 


terests of these Indians; the second is the guarding of the interests | 


of this great and growing city of Tacoma as a municipality; the third 
is the interests of commerce; and I should add another equally im- 
portant, the interests of the State of Washington. 

Now, whatever view may be taken as to the boundary-line of this 
reservation and the title of the Indians, you come back to this legal 
proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 20’clock having arrived 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business which is the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equal- 
ize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. Task that the unfinished business may be temporarily 
laid aside to continue the consideration of the pending bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business will be in- 
formally laid aside in the absence of objection. The Indian appropria- 
tion bill continues the pending business. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the boundary-line of the reservation as fixed in the 
treaty be accepted as the shores of Commencement Bay, then my con- 


gress, in the light of the information thu 
late for the public welfare 


gathered eds to legis 


prov 


Now, my contention is that the State of Washington, in view of the 
situation, the complicated and quite peculiar and, as the Senator has 
| said, the unique situation of the case, should have some hearing. It 


| should have the opportunity of participating 


tention is that a large strip of land lying between the high and low | 


water line belongs to the State of Washington, and no difference what 
assertion of title is made the State of Washington must have a great 
interest, and it seems to me the large interest, in its ownership in the 
tide lands lying between high and low water mark. 

That being the case, these questions, as Senators concede, being of a 
complicated nature, the interests of the State of Washington ought to 
be guarded and protected in the action of this commission. Whether 
the boundary-line of this reservation be established in one way or the 
other, whether the title given to these Indians be an absolute or a mere 
conditional title, this interest of the State of Washington still inheres, 
and the complicated questions involved render it of great importance; 
i insist that the State should have representation in this commission. 

[ can not concede that, because this property is of great value and 
because the interest of the Indians are involved, therefore the State of 
Washington has incapacitated itself and its citizenship from acting upon 
the board. I contend under these circumstances to forbid or to ex- 
clude a citizen of the State of Washington from acting upon this board 
would be dealing unfairly with the State and casting an aspersion 
upon it. 


For that reason I hope the chairman of the committee will | 


y in the action of this com- 
mission and furnishing the information upon which legislation is to be 
based. 

Ouiside of the city of Tacoma, outside of the few individuals of the 
State who may have a pecuniary concern in the result, the citizenship 
of the State of Washington is as much disinterested and as competent 
to act in this matter as that of any other State in this Union. It has 
no concern except to have a right decision and to have justice and 
equity and sound public policy prevail. It seems to me its interest 
is very much like the interest of the United States in the matter. 


land. The line that 


Here are two paramount owners of the sepa- 
rates their respective ownership is not distinguished, and for that rea- 
son, in legislation about to occur respecting it, it is wise and proper 


that the State of Washington, in its capacity as a State, has an inter- 
est that correct information should be obtained, and may 
very properly ask to have representation upon the commission. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to saya that the State of 
Washington is largely interested in thi It is true that the 
State of Washington ought to be heard, and that all the considerations 
which can be presented affecting the final conclusion of this commis- 
sion should be after all was heard that the State of Washington could 
present. 


therefore 





tr 


word it is true 


result 


Ait, 


It is also true that the citizens of Washington as individuals, 


who reside in all that vicinity, have the same rights and some of them 
think they have vested rights; but it follows, it seems to me, logically 
from that, that they should not be on the commission. They should 
be heard rather than constitute the tribun tse 

This is as near a court of judicature as it is possible to create ina 


State in which an immense estate is to be passed upon, complicated in 


every way, and thereis no complicat \ t 1 which every citizen 
of Washington hims« es not feel that it is his duty, if itis not his 
actual and direct inte to stan Washington in this matter; and 
it is no reflection upon Washi 1 to exclude her citizens from this 
commission any more than it is when the constitution of Massachusetts 
or the Constitution of the ted States excludes a judge from sitting 
in apy court who is interested in the matter pending 

I want the Senator from Washington to feel that ther the 
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slightest idea that a citizen of Washington would not act as independ- 
ently as the lot of humanity would permit, as the constitution of Mas- 
sachusetis says; but nevertheless to give proper weight to the judicial 
determination it ought not to have a man upon it who can by any re- 
mote degree be supposed to be influenced in his conclusion by any of 
these considerations. 

‘The very same thing is in a commission that we established yester- 
day afternoon for Montana, It was expressly provided in that pro- 
vision that no one of the commission should be a citizen of Montana. 
‘The interests there were not so great, it is trne, but the greater the in- 
terest the greater the reason why a citizen of Montana should not be 
on the commission. 

Mr. ALLEN. May i interrupt the Senator to ask him a question? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is not claimed that the duties of this commission 
are any more than merely advisory. It does not decide; it does not 
determine. 

Mr. DAWES. It is true that any vested right will remain vested 
and unimpaired, whatever the conclusions of the commission may be, 
and the results of the commission are to be ratified by Congress before 
they become operative; but they touch vested rights, contingent rights, 
possibilities of heirs, and great questions of the commerce of the Pacific 
coast, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We want a commission, it seems to me, that is 
under the least possible bias of any kind. 

Mr. DAWES. Exactly. Noone can look at this map for a moment 
and see the red line of a railroad running right around this water- 
front that would barely escape from 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam very familiar with that. 

Mr. DAWES. I do notimpute to the Senator any desire to circum- 
vent the purposes of this commission. It is a State pride in the Sen- 
ator which is commendable, but still itought not to enter this judicial 
proceeding. 2 

Mr. ALLEN. On the contrary, my purpose is to facilitate the com- 
mission. I thought its duties weresimply to gather information, and 
when that information was gathered Congress legislated entirely inde- 
pendently of it, simply using it for its value, whatever it might pre- 
sent in that respect. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I donot care to interfere in the mat- 
ter, nor do I like, as a rule, such a limitation in an act that appoint- 
ments shall not be made from any particular State in the Union. I 
think it is rather unfortunate that we are compelled at times to make 
such provisions, but 1 do think that the Senator from Washington ought 
not to object to this. He probably is not familiar, from his short serv- 
ice here, with the legislation that has preceded thisand theattempts that 
are now being made to take up a portion of this reservation, probably 
the most valuable Indian reservation in the Union so far as its water- 
front is concerned, by the corporations and persons who want to get 
control of it. ; 

An act was passed some years ago, and by a small amendment that 
was inserted in it they obtained rights without the knowledge of the 
Senate or of the House or of the committee who reported the bill, which 
gave a railroad the right to run around the entire water-front of this 
reservation, Nobody here estimated its value, but it was obtained 
under contract with the Indians; and but for the action of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the Indians themselves that would have been 
consummated, and I have no doubt it would have created one of the 
greatest scandals that ever occurred in the disposition of public lands. 

That that reservation must be opened to railroads there can not be 
any question. It will not do to stop the increase of population there 
or their facilities for getting through. Some fair arrangement ought 
to be made. 

The honorable gentleman who has charge of this bill, who is so 
thoroughly familiar with the subject, has suggested and presented here 
& provision which requires the appointment of a commission which I 
trust will he composed of eminent and honest men, as the Senator from 
Connecticut has suggested its importance, who will examine the entire 
matter and bring forth every fact connected with it, the value of the 
lands which are of immense importance yet to the Indians themselves, 
and what provision ought to be made. This amendment comes at an 
opportune moment. It comes, I trust, to take the place of a bill that 
has passed elsewhere, passed in a body where it could not have had 
consideration, and which is a pointed illustration of the great outrage 
upon the people of the country that such legislation could be passed 
without consideration. 

In no deliberative body, 1 take it, in the country, where an opportu- 
nity was had to present the case to bring out the facts and what had 
preceded it, could such a bill pass as I now hold in my hand, House 
bill No. 9630, “A bill granting a right of way through and a right to 
terminal grounds in the State of Washington to the Portland and Puget 
Sound Railroad Company, and for other purposes,’’ in the first section 
of which it is provided— 





That a right of way is hereby granted, as hereinafter set forth, to the Portland 
ari Puget Sound Railroad Company, a corporation organized under the laws 
of the State of Oregon, for the construction, operation, and maintenance of its 
railread through the lands reserved, ete. 


Practically doing what it was attempted to do by a former act of Con- 
gress, giving the railroad immense powers and property of untold value 
practically at their own figures, 

Mr. DAWES. Read the sixth section, please. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will read the sixth section, as the Senator sug- 
gests. 

Mr. DAWES. The sixth section is the one that removes the restric- 
tion, I think, so that they can sell the lands. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is the fourth section that the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts refers to. It is as follows: 


Src. 4. That after the right of way and terminal grounds heréin granted shall 
have been taken into possession by the company aforesaid, then ail the Indian 
patentees who hold segregated parcels of the lands originally embraced in this 
reservation by patents issued under the treaty so made on the 26th of December, 
A. D. 1554, are hereby relieved from the conditions and restrictions upon aliena- 
tion contained in thesaid patents and the treaty under which said patents were 
issued, and the said Indians shall have an unrestricted power toseil and convey 
their said lands: Provided, Thatasto all such lands so now owned and beld in 
severalty by said Indians the Secretary of the Interior may cause the same to 
be appraised, and the price paid or agreed to be paid shall be equal to the price 
so fixed by the Secretary of the Interior: Provided further, That all contracts by 
said Indians, or any of them, touching the right of way and terminal grounds, 
or any interest therein, andallexecutory agreements concerning the sale thereot 
made with any person or persons heretofore or hereafter, subject to the above 
provisions, shall be wholly null and void. 


Mr. President, this bill proposed, as the report showed, to grant this 
company the right of way of 75 feet on either side from the center of 
the road-bed. I will read from the House report in this case: 

The bill grants the right of way through the Puyallup Indian reservation, 
located near the Sound, in the State of Washington, to the Portland and Puget 
Sound Railroad Company, a corporation organized under the laws of the State 
of Oregon. The right of way granted by this bill is to commence on the south- 
ern side of said reservation and p as nearly as practicable in a direct line 
to some — at or near Commencement Bay, and is by the bill 75 feet wide on 
either side from the center of the road-bed. Your committee, however, believ- 
ing that 50 feet on each side was sufficient for the purposes of the road, has so 
amended the bill. From the uliar character of the country it is hard to tell 
exactly what amount of land is or will be needed for depot and terminal facil- 
ities; hence that to some extent is left/to the decision of the Secretary of the 
Interior. In fact, maps and surveys of the entire line, depot, etc., must, under 
the provisions of the bill, be submitted to the Secretary for his approval. 

The bill also limits the water fronts to not more than 1,000 feet of the shore 
line of said Commencement Bay. The compensation for this right of way isto 
be agreed upon between said company and said Indians, subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior, except where, from age or other cause, this can 
not be accomplished, then such right of way isto be condemned in the courts un- 
der the laws of the State of Washington. Many of these Indians have taken 
their lands in severalty and become citizens of the United States and of the 
State of Washington, and vote at all their elections, and inasmuch as this right 
of way may pass through some of the allotted lands, the bill authorizes the al- 
lotees to convey to said company such quantity as may be needed for right of 
way, terminal grounds, etc., the price, however, to be approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. 


Mr. DAWES. And the Indians are to be tempted to that agreement 
by the other provisions that the restriction on all the rest of their land 
shall be released. 

Mr. GORMAN. Every temptation is offered in this bill to the In- 
dians to dispose of their property and permit this corporation to obtain 
their entire water front. That bill passed elsewhere and came here. 
It is now pending before the Committee on Indian Affairs, as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Spooner in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Maryland yield ? 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to say that I most heartily agree with the jeal- 
ous care the Senate bill has taken of the interests of the Indians and 
the interests of the public, but the only point with me is this: It seems 
that to exclude a citizen of the State of Washington from acting is cast- 
ing, as it were, an imputation upon that State as if it had said, ‘‘ We 
can not trust the citizenship of the State of Washington, because if we 
do it will inject in this report some such provision as finds its way in 
that bill coming from the other House of Congress.’’ 

Mr. GORMAN. I appreciate that, and I have said that to me it 
was very distasteful to insert a provision in any act of Congress ex- 
cluding a citizen of any particularState. I ize that. If it were 
applied to my own State, I should feel just as the Senator from Wash- 
ington does. But this isan exceptional case. The Senator from Wash-, 
ington represents in part a great new State where the development is 
phenomenal, and its future nd man can predict, for it will be, probably, 
one of the greatest States inthe Union. His interest is involved there 
for the moment to an extent that few can appreciate who have not 
seen it. It would not be human in any man, woman, or child in the 
State of Washington and in the locality bordering on this great Sound, 
with the feeling that there is among the Caucasians against all men of 
color from necessity, because of their interests, and because of this feel- 
ing your judgment would necessarily be warped by your feelings and 
by your interests. That you can not avoid. 

It would be so if it were located in Maryland; it is doubly so in 
Washington, with that population who have crossed the plains and 
taken their lives in their hands, and who are aggressive and stop at 
nothing, who are full of energy and enterprise. Such has been the 
feeling of your people. Senators from Washington, their Representa- 
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tive in the other House, forced on by that public sentiment—a proper | and after tl 1e word ‘‘not,’’ in line 23, to insert ‘‘1 1ents of the State , 
one, I admit—encouraged and looked after daily by the corporations | of Washington;’’ so as to read 
who want this great property, it would be impossible f ore .ither of you rl ileal Tine. 5 + States nas 
to resist it. No representative could do it, and I do not complain of | commiss to consist of ¢ e persons, 1 
any action that has proceeded from any representative of that great | the sa litical party, and reside 
State; but as I said a moment since, there is no single case of an In- | °°" 7 _—— 
dian reservation that begins to compare in value and importance with Mr. MORGAN e matt l to 
this one. Taking the history of it, and recognizing, as my friends | and t ai d pi eges 
from Washington must do, . tant the condition surrounding the m is as 
I have described it; knowing as they must that the President will not | pened to bx r 
appoint any but fair men, | wot ild say, if I were in the place of the ‘ een pr ed wit the ea t f 
ators from Washington, that C would make an exception in this « n was 
but would yield it. I trust they will do so. D 
Mr. Pre one I think the Senator from Massachusetts is more { wit teof Was! 
th this matter of Indian reservations and the control of the | 3a 
ns than any other man in Congress. While he may wg madi 
takes he has cone a great work for the Indians as well as for the whi el G ' tha |} 
peopl It is impossible for him to ascertain the facts in all the « 
but here it seems he was imposed upon by the men who desire to o! 
ain this property from the Indians at a less than fair compensation, | w! 
re they obtained rights to monopolize the entire water front of this 
reservation for a mere picayune. He was imposed upon, and Congress | t i 
was, so properly and naturally enough as he does in all cases that have evisla i] ' 
come to my knowledge, when the bill to which [ have ied your at i id of strik Washinret 
tention came -to this body and went to the committee over which h or the <¢ ' nD 
presid -the Committee on Indian Affairs—I take it, without know ti to be a very gh duty on pa i 
ing it from him, that he and his committee determined at least that | citizen of Washington who pon rde1 rote 
that bill duplicating the outrage that was perpetrated a few years ago | the ultimate if not the liate richts of tha , re t to that 
should not become a law, and hence his proposition in this appropria- ‘property The « t. as i , 
tion bill to direct the President to appoint a commission, a non-partisan hich have been p { ( ‘ 
commission, composed of not more than two of one party, so that they | Affairs about this thing w ib yy i up a large 
may go there, take up this question and consider the rights of the | a f that inlet to the railroad « panies which t 
Indians and the necessity for the railroad and the value of the lands, | the way of wharves and ‘ 
and report to Congress so that all interests may be promoted, the Indians | wate: that b: 
not bought with whisky or a few dollars to throw away their birth- Well. the city v 1 teel irse, a Vel at inte 
right, and at the same time to permit the railroads to go around the | question whether the commercial it that} f 
sound, secure wharfage on it, aid the people in that great section of | ferred from its p: nt loeat rou the b 
our country to build up, as I believe they will in a few years, one of th where, perhaps, they might l ¢ leep ( all 3 
great States of this Union. where it might find a ve ; 
Under all these circumstances, Mr. President, I trust that our friends | transaction of commercial a 
from Washington will withdraw any opposition to the proposition and sat in every view, it seems to me, tha ican take " 
permit this commission to be appointed as recommended by the Com- | the state of Washington ought to be represented, and I sh ; 
mittee on Appropriations. tirely willing that one of these ¢ 1issioners ibenn ines 
Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this bill provided originally, as it was | State rather than that an : Washingt ( 1 
reported from the committee— rom it. 1 think it would be better its ld Li that form than 
That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to appoint a , that any « tizen of the State of Was gton should be « l n 
commission to consist of three persons, not more than two of whom shall be of | this commission 
the same political party and not more than one of whom shall be a resident of Chat is all I wish t to vhich I ¢ th 
any one State. } 
: senate pretty well und 
It seems to me that that language is better than the amen: dment t pro- he magnitude and \ pert 1e cont 
posed by the Senator from Massachusetts now, and I think the observa- | exists is something far beyond ¢ that It 
tions of the Senator from Washington are entirely reasonable. You | hands of any Indian reservation—a sma vat i, 
may find prejudiced men and interested men quite as well outside of | but it ought to be immens slual 1 respect « ial 
the State of Washington asinit. You do not secure an unprejudiced | valuc I h to suggest a further a 1dm¢ which « S t 
person by requiring that no citizen of Washington shall be a member | in order just now, for the consideration of the iirman of the ¢ 
of this commission; and it seems to me that it would be entirely rea- | tee, and that is to add at the end of | 14, alter the word ‘‘S 
sonable to allow that State to be represented by one commissioner at | the words ‘‘ should be an officer, em} , or stockholder of 
least upon this commission, provided he was not in any wise connected | road company.’’ it ought to be i I ise the ud 
with or interested in the appropriation of this land. companies quite distant from the St yf 
nless you assume that no citizen of Washington can be found who | interested. 
would do entire justice in this matter as between these Indians and Mr. DAWES. I would 
those who will obtain the possession and use of this land, no one in iterest in any mai in 
that State who would do entire justice, I do not perceive the usefu Mr. MORGAN. Aman micht! ttorney « 
ness of the change of this language. The object of the commission | road company, Or mething of that kind, 1 1th 
is to obtain persons who are entirely impartial and just, and who in | as I have it isprobably broad enough to indi: y 
the execution of the duties of this commission will follow a rule of exact | Railroad companies that are distant from 
justice without being influenced by the corporations or the individuals nterest in having this d led ¢ wa t 
who may seek tg obtain this land for the purposes of speculation or of Mr. DAWES. i ( 
corporase use. Mr. MORGAN. Iam very gla : 
How will you obtain them? Can you do it by saying they shall not Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. M 
be citizens of one State or another? What connection h is their citi- | the position assumed by the ‘ M 1 M ) 
zens hip i in a particular State to do with the possession of tl nese | quali- | 1 the Senator from Mar 1 {| Mr . ’ 
ties? The State of Washington has as a State no other interest than | dissent entirely from the position of the Sen Wa n[{[M 
that justice shall be done in this matter, than that the corporatis ALLEN | and the Senator from A » | M 
who may extend their lines there may have strict justice and no more | the Senator { 1 Florida [ Mr. Car t 
than justice applied to them. Therefore, it seems to me that therecan | follow the rules of exact ee. and 
be no reason given for excluding the State of Washington from repre- | commission will b re ted by 1 
sentation upon this board, It is not necessary that the State should | whether any 1 ( 
be represented there, nor is it necessary that the State should be ex-| But. in addition to the fact t , ! 
cluded from representation. For myself, I would prefer the original | exact justice in what they ma irht to } 
language. | absolutely free from any sus} Now, t itest 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question will be taken again on | between the Puyatlup Ind ple of that vicinity 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. whole people of Washington } l interest in it, but t 
Mr. MORGAN. I should like to hear the amendment reported. searcely a man in that vicinit ho has not an interest in this n 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again read. | and it more or less invol terest of all tl le « , 
The Cuter CLERK. On page 46 it is proposed to strike out line 24, country. If there should to-day found in that reservation 
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dian equal to the Chief-Justice of the Supreme Court in intelligence 
and Jegal learning, there is hardly any man in the Senate who would 
be willing that he should be made a member of this commission. 

We are making this commission, who are to take into consideration 
the rights of these Indians and of the white people, and it is due to 
them as well as to ourselves that we select men who can not be sus- 
pected of having any bias whatever. We ought to take men who have 
no predjudice one way or the other, who are absolutely free from any 
influences, 

The Senator from Massachusetts awhile ago explained to the Senate 
abont what shrewd schemes had been resorted to by individuals who 
have been trying to get these rights of way and how the Senate had 
been absolutely deceived by some of their representations. I am a 
member of the Committee on Indian Affairs and aided in the report 
of a bill which gave the right of way to the Puyallup Valley Railway 
Company across this Indian reservation, and we had maps on the table of 
the committee and we were examining the exact location, and the place 
where the railroad company was to start was pointed out and its desti- 
nation was pointed out, and the valley was pointed out on the map. 
We saw and understood all this. 

Now, like every other natural object pretty much, the lines of this 
location did not lie exactly north and south and east and west. The 
boundary of this reservation next to Tacoma is a straight line and it 
does not ran directly north and south. ‘The bill as it was reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs provided that this line should 
begin on the western boundary of the [Indian reservation. This is the 
bill I have in my hand. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is it? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. This is the act that was passed during 
the lust Congress providing for the right of way to the Puyaliup Valley 
Railway Company. It was approved July 14, 1888, two years ago. 

As I was saying, when we were examining this matter in the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs the proposition was to start at the western 
boumlary of this reservation and go through the Puyallup reservation 
and up the Puyallup River. After the Committee on Indian Affairs 
had reported that bill to the Senate and while it was upon the Calen- 
dar here ready to be acted upon, the agent of that company, a man who 
was here constantly, went to the chairman of the committee, and upon 
consultation with him and other members of the committee he stated 
that this description was hardly accurate and that ‘‘northwest’’ would 
perhaps more accurately describe the location or the point at which the 
beginning was to occur than the word ‘‘ west’’ as used in the biil. 

We agreed to this, and we amended the bill so as to make the begin- 
ning point of the line ‘‘the northwestern boundary of said reserva- 
tion.’’ ‘Then the agent of the Payallup reservation went back to the 
company, and, instead of the road being located where every member 
of that committee supposed it was to be located, it was located differ- 
ently. ‘To illustrate to the Senate, the bay may be said to be some- 
thing like the area in front of these seats [indicating]. Tacoma is on 
this side of the bay [indicating]. The line running between the res- 
ervation and the city is along there [indicating]. The proposed west- 
ern boundary, which was pointed out to us, was to begin on the line 
of the reservation next to Tacoma down next to the bay and run up 
the Puyallup River across the reservation in a straight line. 

When this word ‘‘ northwestern ’’ was substituted for ‘‘ western,”’ if 
you will look at the map you will find that it wenton the bay fronton 
the opposite side of the city, and the line of the reservation was over on 
the bay front,and itcame clear around the bay front to the pointat which 
we were told the beginning was to be, and then went out on this line, 
giving some 4 or 5 miles more of right of way through the reservation 
and absolutely covering every inch of the bay front of the reservation. 
{ never saw a more infamous piece of frand perpetrated in my life, or 
a greater piece of rascality. 

The agent of that railroad company came to the committee with let- 
ters of recommendation trom gentlemen showing that he was a man 
of high character and that his representations could be relied upon, 
and we supposed he could be depended upon to tell the truth, and yet 
he perpetrated that sort of fraud on every member of that committee. 
After this was done he located his line covering the whole of that bay 
front, having it approved, as the Senator from Massachusetts said this 
morning, by the Secretary of the Interior; and but for the fact that the 
committee, out of abundance of caution, had incorporated the clause 
requiring that this appproval should be ratified by a majority of the 
Indians on the reservation, under the President of the United States, it 
would have been confirmed, and that company would now, as the Sen- 
ator said this morning, have had full control of all that water-front. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to state one other thing? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr, PLATT. They bought out the Indians at $2 apiece. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I was just coming to that. 

Mr. PLATT. I was afraid the Senator might forget it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. No, sir, I had not omitted that. 

When the Secretary of the Interior had ratified this outrageous fraud 
with entire innocence on his part, for the Secretary can not be expected 
to know all the details about these matters (and we had all been im- 
posed upon), the railroad company was required to take a vote of the 





Indians, as the agreement had to be ratified by the Indians before it 
could take effect. This same conscientious gentleman, this same man 
who came to us with letters of introduction guarantying his high 
standing to us, went to that country and went around among the In- 
dians and paid them $2 apiece, and in some instances $3, and one got 
$3.50, to support the proposition. 

Mr. Eils, the Indian agent for that tribe, a straightforward, fearless 
man, finding out that thiswas to be done, having looked into the de- 
tails of the bill and becoming satisfied that the best interest of the In- 
dians and of the public was not served and that this was an infamous 
fraud, interposed himself between them and the ratification. He talked 
to these Indians and went about amongst the Indians and explained 
the facts and satisfied the Indians that they ought not to ratify the 
proposition. 

The result was that they told him in their confidence that the rep- 
resentative of the railroad company had hired them and paid them to 
vote and they considered themselves bound to doso and asked Mr. Eils 
how they would be let out of it. He said, ‘‘ When you get to the elec- 
tion oflicers, where they hold the election, go up and state to them that 
you have received this much money to support the proposition and want 
to vote the other way and return the money,’’ and they did so except 
one fellow who had spent his $2 and did not have the money, and he, 
I believe, stuck to the contract and voted for the railroad. 

Now we have this fact that these Indians themselves prevented the 
consummation of a fraud that had been perpetrated upon us and upon 
this whole country. 

T have in my hand a bill which I will read in this connection to show 
you how necessary it is that there shall be no mistake made in this 
matter and that we should be careful not to do any indiscreet thing. 
The first section of this bill, which is now pending in this body, is— 

That so much of section 2 of the act of Congress entitled ‘An act to grant 
to the Puyallup Valley Railway Company aright of way through the Puyallup 
Indian reservation in Washington Territory, and for other purposes,”’ enacted 
July 26, 1888, as provides “‘ that the consent of the Indians to said right of way 
upon the said Puyallup Indian reservation shal! be obtained in such manner 
as the President of the United States may prescribe before any right under this 
act shall accrue to said company,” be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Here is a proposition pending now introduced by a Senator who I 
am satisfied was absolutely innocent of knowledge of the facts involved 
in the case. These words seem to be entirely innocent in themselves, 
but they only show how shrewd and how absolutely unscrupulous are 
the men who are undertaking to get these rights and privileges. It 
shows the necessity that you shall have men absolutely free from sus- 
picion, men who are so circumstanced that nobody can suggest that 
they have any interest in this matter. 

I suggest to the Senator from Washington that it is due to his own 
people that he should favor the amendment as offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, because he would not be doing any man in Wash- 
ington justice toput him on this commission, and then have the action 
of the commission criticised afterwards, and then have the people say- 
ing that he had not done what was right simply for the purpose of serv- 
ing the interests of his constituents. It would be better to have these 
men selected from States remote from Washington and where they could 
never be suspected of any improper motive in any recommendations 
they might make. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the bill which the Senator now holds in his hand 
was passed and became a law, what would be the status of this Pu- 
yallup Railroad Company ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I presume the fact that this railroad has 
already been located and the location has been approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior would make it good, for there is nothing interpos- 
ing between it now and its becoming valid except the want of the con- 
sent of the Indians. 

Subsequent to this time, to show the persistency of these people, they 
went before the Secretary of the Interior last year, after this had been 
voted down by the Indians, and stated to him that there was not a fair 
hearing at that time and that there ought to be another hearing; and 
the Secretary, supposing the statement was made in good faith, made 
the order that there should be a resubmission of this question to the 
Indians, and the Senator from Massachusetts, who is always vigilant, 
who never loses sight of an opportunity to protect the Indians, happened 
to be in the city about the time the order was made or soon after, and 
went to the Indian Office and protested against it and insisted that the 
proceedings should stop. 

The reports are upon your table now, and the Secretary, in response 
to a resolution, I believe, introduced here asking what steps had been 
taken, that further steps should be suspended, informed the Senate that 
the election had already been held; it was all over; that these Indians 
had gone and voted down that proposition and refused to give their as- 
sent to this right of way. And yet, with these facts staring us in the 
face, a Senator of the United States introduced a bill here which pro- 
posed to repeal that single barrier which is in that bill to the rapacity 
of these unscrupulous parties. 

It seems to me that these facts are such as to satisfy any Senator that 
we can not be too cautious; that we can not be too careful in the way of 
guarding this commission. I believe the commission ought to be ap- 
pointed. Ido not believe there is any other proper way to understand 
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what is involved in this matter. There are millions of dollars of value | 
involved here. Here is a great city situated on a great bay that must 
of necessity extend over this reservation, but the rights of the Indians 


must be taken care of, the rights of the public must be guarded, and 
justice must be done in dealing with this great question, and it is abso- 
lutely necessary that we should make no mistake in the personnel 
this commission. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The barrier, as I understand from the Senator's 
argument, being the Indians themselves, how is it possible to remove 
that barrier unless the Indians shall vote? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator did not listen to one of my 
statements made a few moments ago. There is pending in this body 
now Senate bill 709, which provides: 

That so much of section 2 of the act of Congress entitled ‘An act to grant to 
the Puyallup Valley Railway Company a right of way through the Puyallup 
Indian reservation in Washington Territory, and for other purposes,’’ enacted 
July 26, 1888, as provides “that the consent of the Indians to said right of way 
upon the said Puyallup Indian reservation shall be obtained in such manner 
as the President of the United States may prescribe before any right under this 
act shall accrue to said company,” be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


ot 


There is the milk in the cocoanut, and as I stated awhile ago this 
is one of the evidences to show the vigilance necessary in this matter. 
Any Senator might innocently introduce that bill without understand- 
ing the facts; but when you understand all of these facts, when you 
understand the monstrous fraud that is covered up in this bill, you 
will understand why we ought to take people who are entirely free 
from suspicion in connection with it. These commissioners will act 
more in the capacity of jurors and judges, and they not only ought to 
be perfectly fair, but they ought to be entirely outside of the pale af 
suspicion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be stated. 

The SeckerarRy. At the end of the amendment already adopted, in 
line 24, page 46, it is proposed to add: 

And neither of whom shall be an officer or an employé of any railroad com- 
pany. 

Mr. DAWES. 
posed of, 

Mr. SPOONER, That has not yet been offered. The Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] had given notice that he would offer it after 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts had been disposed 
of. It is not now in order. 

Mr. DAWES. Itis not now in order, 
suppose has not yet been acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Then the amendment of the Senator from Alabama 
is in order, but he is not now in his seat. He gave notice that 
amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN, 
Senator from Alabama which will cover the ground perhaps more com- 
pletely than the one he suggested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


o 


The amendment to the amendment 


It is not in order until the other amendment is dis- 


The amendment I offered I 


ol 


The amendment wiil be stated. 


The Secretary. After the word ‘‘State,’’ in line 24, on page 46, 
it is proposed to insert: 
And neither of whom shall be a stockholder, officer, attorney, or employé 


of any railroad company. 


Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator instead of that to say 
‘‘neither of whom shall have any direct or contingent interest in any 
matter involved before the commission.’’ Does not that cover it? — 

Mr. ALLEN. Add that to the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. Or I suggest to add those words to the words the Sen- 
ator from Texas has offered. 

Mr. REAGAN. That may do. 

Mr. DAWES. I will venture to add to the amendment: 

Or shall haveany direct or contingent interest in any matter considered by 
said commission, , 

Mr. MITCHELL. [think we are going entirely too far in suppos- 
ing that the Secretary of the Interior, the President of the United 
States, or anybody else would appoint improper persons on such acom- 
mission. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam notin favor of the amendment on the assump- 
tion that the President of the United States would appoint anybody 
that was interested. He would be derelict in his duty if he should do 
so, and I assume that he would not do such athing, but if there is go- 
ing to be any amendmentat all in that respect, it ought to be one that 
is applicable to all. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido notthink there is any danger of our being over 
burdened with virtue here. 

Mr.SPOONER. The Senator from Texas can speak for himself. 
Mr. REAGAN. IthoughtI was speaking for everybody on that sub- 
ject. ‘ 


Mr. DAWES. I wish the Senator would withdraw that amendment 


and assume that the President of the United States would so far regard 


his duty as not to appoint any improper person. 
Mr. REAGAN. I will state in one moment the reason why I think 


I had better not withdraw the amendment, and the Senate will then 
judge of it. 
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I will offer an amendment in lieu of the one of the | 
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It is apparent that there is a ver 1 . 
property. No one knows where the ra 
ploy(s of railroadsare. This would sim 
That the President will aim, whether we ‘ 
, } } < , 
bill or not, to get a fair commission | ha no doubt it i 0 


forgotten that wherever there are | 
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a case the persons directly interested are t ) t 

dent. If they go there they will not indicate Liat 

done in their interest: but they can through em ‘ 

pointment of commissioners without indicating t \ I 

there is any interest involved. If these words are it 

effect is simply to put the President on notice so as t 1 

that sort of indirect influence which will be brought to 

I would rather let the amendment stand and be voted up 

The PRESIDENT pro t Does the Senator w 
amendment? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not, 

The PRESIDENT pro Thequestion is upon agres ) 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Te lt w , 
ported. 

The SECRETARY At the end of the l ted in | ) 1e 24 
it 1s proposed to add 
and neither of whom shall be a s ch é < e’ 
any railroad company 

So as to read 
and not a resident of the State of Washington, and neither of wl s 
stockholder, officer, attorney, or ewployé of any railroad compan 
it shall be to visit the Puyallup reservation, in the State of Was 

Mr. MITCHELL, I think it would be proper to amend it st 
ther by saying: 

Nor shal! any Indian be appointed on that com ssio 

[ Laughter. ] 

I do not press the amendment 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 

The question being put, the ayes were 9 

Mr. REAGAN. Inasmach as a further division might indi t 
we should be left without a quorum, I withdraw the amendment, if I 
have permission to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The amendmentis withdrawn. The 

} . : 
} question now is on the amendment of the Committee on Appr o 
| as amended. 

fhe amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘The Senator in charge of the bill h ted 
that | may offer my amendment at this tim Il offer ana 
to come in at the end of the amendment just adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendm will 

7 SECRETARY. After line 7, page 48, it is proposed t 

I t » President of t I edS is } t i y it 

1 t m posed « ee persons - 

t! | al partyand not: i ¢ w are i 
ol State ‘ se ity shall be to visit and th y es ale i te 
mine sto t ) ocation of the War Spri I an rese ‘ ith 
St f( the s to be located according to terms of 
Ju ) ch commissio shall rep« t the 4 sas tc | 
le said e to the Secreta { the Inter And said co | 
A Coivil i Ln reser i yas snd 

said Colvi and ot r f 

‘ : 1 port 1of said se at Ass il - 5 x 
I the sa ‘ « it Ww t \ j i 

shall make report he f ‘ ‘ sio i 

r ndat supon al at by « tted ~ ir 
} the Interior. And the Secre y of the Int ‘ r re t t 
i facts found and the conclusions and recommendat fs i 
1 action thereon to Congress 

S > That each member said « « « 
day while necessarily engaged in perforr Z i 8 i 
actual expenses of travel and su tence, the same audit t 
tarv of the Interior d paid e Trea er ' er v 
sum of $000, or somucht I ve “ 
out of any money the T u ot! : 
pe 44 

Mr. DAWES After the rd **¢ I te 
words ‘‘ for ratification,’’ to make it a littl ° Lite 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is no objection to t) 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ Congres it propose 
sert ‘‘for ratification;’’ so as to read 

And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby required to report t . id 
ad the conclusions and recommendations of said « 
thereon to Congress for ratification 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ido not know but tl t ppropriation should 
| be larger—should be $10,000 instead of $6,000 It was $10,000 in the 
| original bill and here are two reservatior 

Mr. DAWES. Ten thousand dollar sin the last one, but the 
| were only $2,000 provided for in the original bill which the Senat 
proposed for the other reservation, and I thought $2,000 more, making 
$4,000, would be enough forthe two. I should think $6,000 would be 
all that would be necessary 


Mr. MITCHELL. I will let it stand as it is. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
mnent of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircHELL] as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

‘The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 48, line 14, before the word 
“‘who,’’ to strike out ‘‘farmers’’ and insert ‘‘ farmer;’’ so to make 
the clause read: . 

Pay of farmers: To enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ practical 
farmers, in addition to the agency farmers now employed, at wages not exceed- 
ing $75 each per month, to superintend and direct farming among such Indians 
as are making effort for selfsupport, $60,000; and no person shall be employed 
as such farmer who has not been for at least five years previous to such employ- 
ment practically engaged in the occupation of farming. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 18, in the appropriation 
for ‘* pay of Indian police,’’ before the word ‘‘ privates,’’ to insert ‘‘ and 
fifty;’’ so as to read: 

For the yore ice of not exceeding seven hundred and fifty privates, at $10 per 
mouth each, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like the Senator in charge of the bill to 
explain why we make that increase in the number of police from seven 
hundred to seven hundred and fifty and the officers from seventy to 
seventy-five. 

Mr. DAWES. Last year the number was fixed at seven hundred and 
the words in the twenty-second line were not in the bill. In conse- 
quence thereof there could be no Indian police in Alaska, and all of 
the seven hundred were employed and found necessary on the reserva- 
tions. Indeed the Department wanted more than that, but every one 
acquainted with the condition of the Indians in Alaska and who saw the 
deplorablecondition of affairs there knows the need of such service there; 
but none could be sent there, even of the seven hundred, because there 
was no reservation in Alaska, Therefore the committee propose to 
increase the number fifty and put in the words ‘‘and within the Ter- 
ritory of Alaska.’’ The appointing of fifty made it necessary to put 
about five more officers to look after those in Alaska, 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much are they receiving now a month? 

Mr..DAWES. The police are receiving $10 a month and the cap- 
tains of police $12 a month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why should we increase the amount of officers’ 
pay to $15 a month? 

Mr. DAWES. Because it is considered by thosc who have the man- 
agement of the affair that it isa very inadequate compensation. They 
propose to raise the pay of the officers to $15a month. They havea 
scheme of a difference in the officers—chief officers—some to $18, some 
to $15, andsome to $12. They were going to have captains—military 
men can tell better than I can—a system in analogy to the military 
system. ‘That was not adopted by the committee, but we thought that 
the oflicers being responsible for the conduct of the men in their charge 
could well be paid a little more than $12:a month. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Ishould like to know what is the necessity for 
the fifty up in Alaska. How many towns are therein Alaska and how 
many places are there? As I understand nothing is manufactured 
there and no whisky is made there. 

Mr. DAWES. There is more whisky, or its equivalent, manufact- 
ured in Alaska to the square inch than in any other part of the coun- 
try. They make koochinoo, or whatever it is. I did not examine it 
myself very particularly, but it is a terrible drink and has raised more 
trouble among the poor Alaska Indians than such poor whisky as our 
Indians get in the Western country. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It seems to me that with regard to the few In- 
dians we have in Alaska and the money we are paying for their educa- 
tion, and now for their police, and so on, we had better take them and 
bring them down into some country where they can make a living. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam not sure but what the Senator is right in that; 
but as we can not make arrangements at the Fifth Avenue Hotel for 
them this year I think it best that we make as good a provision for 
them as we can where they are. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is to give them as much asif they were at 
a hotel. 

Mr. DAWES. To beserious about it, whether there are fifty of these 
police to be employed there or not, Iam not certain, There will not 
be any more employed than are necessary. The Department wanted 
more than seven hundred. On these reservations they are increasing 
the force all the time. It is a remarkably good force, Nothing has 
such an effect upon an Indian as to put responsibility upon him in refer- 
ence to the other Indians, and the Indian police officer is a pattern of 
a police officer, carrying all the keenness and instinct of an Indian into 
the position which makes him feel the responsibility. We have found 
by experience, ever since this police was established some six or eight 
years ago, that it is one of the best instrumentalities in carrying on 
this work. I think it isas good asa school. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill a question or two in relation to the paragraph we are now on. 

I see there is an increase of fifty privates in the Indian police. Am 
I to understand the Indian is employed as a police officer? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. And can it be possible that you can employ 
safely an Indian police officer to look after the traffic in liquor on an 
Indian reservation ? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. The experience of five or six years is 
that no officer who has ever been employed for that purpose has been 
so successful and so faithful as an Indian police officer. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. _Inall the red-covered literature that I have ever 
read it has always been stated that an Indian would go through fire 
and water to get whisky. Now, it seems to me that to employ an ad- 
ditional number of police officers, when we are informed at the same 
time that the Indians are decreasing in number, would imply that the 
distinguished Senator’s supervision of the Indian for the past twelve 
or fifteen years had not been productive of a very high degree of civil- 
ization. 

Mr. DAWES. To what does the Senator from New Jersey allude ? 
With great humility I acknowledge my short-comings; but, notwith- 
standing that, the Senator is mistaken in two or three things. He is 
mistaken in the fact that the Indians are decreasing in number. He 
is mistaken in another thing. While it may be true that the ordinary 
Indian will go through fire and water to get whisky, it is not true 
that an Indian officer will fail in his duty in doing everything that an 
officer is expected to do to prevent the sale of whisky among In- 
dians. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Why then would it not, I submit to the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, be a good plan to commission all these Indians 
as police officers, and that, perhaps, would be the best way in the 
world to keep them under subjection ? 

Mr. DAWES. I donot know how it may be with the Senator from 
New Jersey, but so far as Tam concerned in this matterI am very 
serious. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iam very serious also. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I should like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts where this experiment has been tried. It is curious to me. 
My observation has been otherwise. I should like to know where the 
experiment has been tried and with what success. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, The statements which have been made 
to me on Indian reservations are that there is a pride inspired in these 
peop!e who are selected and mustered into this police force that makes 
them absolutely reliable in all these matters. Of course, I do not sup- 
pose that the Indians can be relied upon in every case to refuse a drink 
of whisky in the beginning; but these Indians are like other people : 
when they ure trusted with responsibility they are much more reliable 
than when they are not, and the simple appointment of these men, as 
suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts awhile ago, as proved by 
the experience of the managers of the reservations, is equal to a school. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Where has it been tried? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It has been tried, suppose, on every res- 
ervation in the United States. Iam not positive about that, but it 
has been tried on every reservation that I know anything about and 
this Indian police is used. 

I know there is an idea that Indians all go crazy to get whisky. 
That is not the case everywhere. There is one community to which I 
could refer that the Senator from Massachusetts and I have seen, where 
the Indians of themselves do not allow liquor to be brought into the 
community atall. It isa community of a thousand peoplein Alaska, 
at Fort Chester. There are no drinking Indians allowed to go there, 
and if a man goes into that community he has to pledge himself not to 
drink or bring liquor there, and I think there has been no violation of 
it for years. Those people have had a community of their own and 
have absolutely kept the article clear out of their community. 

I believe the result of the Indian police has been beneficial to the 
Indians, It does good not only in keepingorder, but in stimulating 
these people to a higher pitch of character for themselves, and they 
make better people by being employed in that way. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam not particularly interested in this amendment, 
but I do not think I ought to let the opportunity pass without saying 
a word in regard to the Indians in Alaska. Alaska is a very big coun- 
try, embracing something like 540,000 square miles in extent—some 
one near me says 560,000 square miles—and extending from north to 
south some 1,200 miles, and from east to west, including the islands, 
some 2,200 miles. Thereare in Alaska about 35,000 Indians or natives, 
and large tribes in Southern Alaska are citizens by the terms of the 
cession of Alaska to the United States. 

There is no such thing as an Indian reservation in Alaska. The In- 
dians are scattered all along the coast from the southern point of 
Alaska clear up to Behring Straits. 

Mr. BUTLER. They were Russian subjects before, were they not? 

Mr. DOLPH. Some of them were, and the Aleuts were partly civ- 
ilized. 

Mr. BUTLER. The uncivilized tribes did not become American 
citizens, but all the rest of the inhabitants became American citizens. 

Mr. DOLPH. They are scattered all along the streams up in the in- 
terior where there are no white settlements. With these 35,000 In- 
dians there are perhaps from one to two thousand white people in Alaska 
and some half-breedIndians. The Governmentis not supporting these 
Indians. They are self-supporting. There is no appropriation con- 
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tained in this bill, I think, for support for any Indians in ca he is to tt 
if they are let alone aj i 
Mr. BUTLER. There is a provision for schools. iz, J H. Bu W 
Mr. DOLPH. I will come to that presently. If they are let alone | h to go to San | und t 
and properly managed they will be self-supporting for ull time and will isla 
be no charge upon the Government. Thatis more tl e€ said p LW 
al é 1dian tribes, I suppose, in the United St: t p a t 
vO card to schools, we do make appropriations for schoo rj at 
white children and Indian children, 2nd why? Because so 
have not provided for obtaining title to any land in Alaska, except min- | when he ge re 
ing claims. We have not even provided any means by which t to Mr. TELLER. Mr 
a town site can be obtained. ‘The land laws are not extended over | 1 Indian ] 
Alaska. There is no legislative body, and there are no means by w 1} ] ud not uban 1 - ; 
he Territory or district, whichever it may be called, or any town ma In 188° or 1833 re was added 1 
levy any taxes to support schools; and it is but justice that the United | establis! Oo 
States, deriving a large revenue from Alaska and not having provided ‘ \ ‘ 
anv Territorial government for the district and not having g ind i st ' 
people any means by which they can levy taxes forany purposes i in < ( 
provide in some manner for the education of white children yuld | she i 
for the children of Indians who are citizens of the United States by the ty offenses. That [ 4 
terms of the cession and for the children of the Indian tribes, to mak it will be possibl : 7 
them self-supporting. p 1 I do not that 
Mr. McCPHERSON. The Senator will observe, notwithstanding he | 1s to be better expe ( ‘ 
states that the Government is doing nothing for the support ofschools | {Clan cou 
in Alaska, that the bill carries with it an appropriation for maintain- The PRESIDENT ; : 
ing order and prohibiting the illegal traffic in liquor. Can the Senator been agreed to, the Chief ll report the next ni 
state from his knowledge of the Territory of Alaska how many Indian Che next amendm was, in » 19, aft the w 
policemen it will require to maintain order and prevent the illegal | to strik it “‘seventy’’ an t 1 
traflic in liquor in that Territory ? aller the word ‘‘ofiicers, plo | 
Mt. DOLPH. Lam notabletostate. Of course the government of | !i 2, after th 1 I at I? to t L r the 
Alaska has been Jargely au arbitrary government, either by military | 1 lasl 
companies or a government by naval vessels stationed in those waters. ike O \ 
I saw some evidences of that sort of government in Sitka, Alaska, ‘The | ‘ st 
captain of a naval vessel—I am not able to call his name now; it ha a a 
escaped my memory—established order there and really carried on a ‘ office 
government for the town. laid out streets, gave directions as to wher 
Indian houses should be built, and I think ina large measure directed 
of what eharacter they should be and their number; and real) e 
government, although probably without authority, was a very go aa . 
thing for the Indians and for the community. About the only wa; a BE ta de oe Ra ‘ 
which the General Government can exercise its power there now is follow 
throngh a naval vessel. I think the troops have all been withdrawn 
I saw some of these Indian policemen and I learned that they 
only took great pride in the position, but they exercised a salutary a 
thority among the Indians and were doing a good work. The Sena } CO 
will see at once that if we can not rely upon Indian policemen to m y 
tain order the United States will have to send troops enough up to 
Alaska, or vessels enough from the Navy, to maintain order. Th 
a mere handful of white people scattered along the coast of Alaska, an d 
they are in daily contact with probably thirty times their nu 
Indians. Fortunately the Indians are peaceiul; they are tolerably in- 
dustrious; and so far as I saw them they were partially civilized, an 
were living in very decent houses, were very well clothed, and so far l I it 
as I could learn their habits were very good for savages. 
Mr. DAWES. The civil government of Alaska is simply th The ‘ 
Congress ot the United States has enacted that the laws of the State « 
Oreyon, so far as they are applicable, shall be in force in the Territory 
of Alaska. ‘They have appointed a governor, a judge, a district att ‘ ul 
ney, and a marshal to enforce the laws of Oregon so far as they are ap | OCKE yw L and 
plicable tothe Territory of Alaska, covering 500,000 square miles, witli re an 
but two miles of wagon-road in the whole Territory, without a tele- Mr. DAWI 
graph line, and without a railroad, but the people get about in boat | l of t I 
on the rivers and the deep internal waters. In addition to that the: sno law ¢ 
are thirty-odd thousand Indians scattered around in little hamlets, | it int > pu 
having no laws to control them other than the laws they make them- | sends out to the age 
selves except such law as can be got out of the statutes of Oregon and | ble to es sha irta ( 
such restraint as the Indian police can exercise over them. t ind calls upon t t t ld 
I saw there last year the old Indian police who lost their office for ointed judge . 
: the want of these words in line 22. They did not know that they y small pe { 1 t 
’ ha? lost their office. They were wearing their uniforms and we | ¢ in these we } i 
; wondering why they did not get their pay; but they went around | pa ilet t ui \ Z 
i among the Indians just as if they were police, restraining the Indians, Mr. McPHERS« 1 to 
and the Indians, without stopping to go into the constitutionality of | about law 
their authority, were restrained from a great many of the terrible pra Mr. DAWES. ‘Th India 
tices to which those wild Indians are addicted, to hay very ge I 
3 Mr. MCPHERSON. What does the Senator mean in reference to Mr. McPHERSON 
line 22? Is it because the Indians of Alaska are not on a reservation ? Mr. DAWE If t v 
Mr. DAWES. Yes; as the Senator from Oregon has stated, there | think justice requires, tl: Ly] i the agent, who 
are no reservations there. That clause was left out of the last bill, and | reviews what they do rh pt t at they tk 
80 all the Indian police were kept away from Alaska: but these old | right with avery vreat dey l Phe ymmetime y 
police there had their uniforms on and they came to us and wanted to | to enforce it too 1 gid]: e t penalt 
know why they did not get their pay. However, they did not omit | to prevent v ‘ A 
to do what they felt to be their duty, and theyare a very efficient help | Indian who feels that 1 unjustly punished 
to the weakest and most crippled attempt at civil government that the | appeal to the agent a1 ne reviewed. 
world ever saw. Here is a judge who is to determine in Alaska, which Mr. TELLER. |! 1 like to say that I think t 4 


is as unlike Oregon as it is unlike the Garden of Eden in Paradise, and | worked admiral y on t row tions. I may say t) 
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lished while I was Secretary of the Interior. It was purely voluntary 
and these people for a long time got no pay whatever. I believe my- 
self that it would prevent a great deal of trouble on the reservations, 
and it would be a lesson not only to the Indians who serve, but to all 
of them, and teach them that they were under law and under au- 
thority. The universal report from every agent so far as I have known 
(and I have kept track of it both while I was Secretary and since) has 
been universal commendation of it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. How much do these judges get? 

Mr. TELLER. The whole sum here appropriated is $10,000 for all 
cases, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. How much is paid them individually? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know, because while I was Secretary noth- 
ing was paid tothem. The amount must be very small, because the 
number is quite large. It is a system that I do not think can be dis- 
pensed with now until we bring them fully under the authority of the 
United States, as the condition of things changes. What you could 
allow a wild Indian to do while roaming over the plains can not be al- 
lowed to be done after they are in settled communities. 

Mr. MCPHERSON,. Do they have jury trials ? 

Mr. TELLER. They donot try by jury. These magistrates sit like 
a justice of the peace, and I have been told by people who have vis- 
ited them, particularly by some of the special agen’s who have visited 
the agencies, that there is as much dignity and decorum about these 
courts as there would be in any court in the rural districts. They re- 
gard it as a real honor to be appointed, and it puts the Indian on his 
good behavior, and it puts the whole community under the impression 
that they are being operated on by a settled condition of affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
salaries,’’ and to insert ‘‘ for compensation; ’’ so that it will read: 

For compensation of judges of Indian courts.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. In line 1, page 49, it is proposed tostrike out the 
words ‘‘ payment of salaries’’ and insert ‘‘compensation;’’ so as to 
read: 

For compensation of judges of Indian courts, $10,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, I move tostrike out ‘‘ $10,000" and insert 
‘*$7,500.’’ The Senator from Colorado and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts have explained the origin of these Indian judges. At first no 
compensation was allowed at all; it was simply a device to aid in civ- 
ilization, instituted in the Interior Department. The Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs makes the law practically. That is the practical effect 
of it; he makes the law by his regulation. He then calls upon the In- 
dian agent to select some Indian to execute his law, and the Indian is 
selected and some little compensation has been made to him. The 
number, according to this system, depends upon the will of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, as all subordinates of this character are ap- 
pointed by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs without consultation 
with the Secretary of the Interior. 

Now, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs can increase the number of 
these judges at his sweet will and pleasure; he can invest them with 
justsuch poweras he pleases; and the moment we begin to providea fixed 
amount to be paid to these volunteer judges we are establishing a danger- 
ous precedent. For a long time we appropriated nothing. For some 
years past we have appropriated $5,000, and another legislative branch, 
which professes wonderful economy, has doubled the amount of the 
appropriation for this purpose, making it $10,000. Now, that is too 
much for one increase. It is doubling the entire judicial force, and 
there is no occasion for it. 

J regret that there are so many defects in this bill which demand 
the careful consideration and deliberative judgment of the Senate. It 
is not often that so defective a bill as this Indian appropriation bill 
comes to this body; and this is one of the defects in it, where they 
have deliberately doubled the amount, and thereby doubled the force 
of judges, and that, too, without any practical deliberation or consid- 
eration. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts if he expects to press this bill to a vote to-day. 

Mr. DAWES. I had hoped when we commenced at 11 o’clock to- 
day to finish it before this time. I feel, in view of the pressing business, 
that it is my duty to hold on to the consideration of this bill to-day until 
it is finished, and if the Senate will stand by me it shall be finished 
before adjournment to-night. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will then ask the Senate to vote on 
it to-day ? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, I give notice that so far as I am concerned, and 
ifthe Senate will stand by me, we shall finish this bill to-night. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know whether that will be done or not. 
There was a time when there were two deliberative branches of Con- 
gress. That time has passed, and I for one do not propose that this 
deliberative body shall become an annex to the sovereign will of one 
man. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not at all unusual to ask the Senator having 
in charge an appropriation bill or any other measure if he expects to 


I move to strike out the words ‘for payment of 


cr 


sit it out or press it to a vote or expects to obtain a vote at a particu- 
lar time. My reason for asking the question was that I am obliged to 
be away from the Senate in the discharge of the duty of a Senator, and 
if the Senator from Massachusetts expects to get a vote to-day I should 
try to be here. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not give this notice with any idea that it will 
result in any attempt to cut off any deliberation. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I understand that, but I simply want the coun- 
try to know that there is but one deliberative body in Congress, and 
that no time has been taken up by the Senate in the consideration of 
this or any other bill except what the just interests of the public serv- 
ice and the country demand. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam not complaining myself; only I want patience. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I hope we shall be able to finish the bill to-night. 
That was my expectation at the beginning of to-day’s session. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the motion of the Senator from Missouri to 
cut down this appropriation $2,500 will not prevail. The Department 
estimated $15,000. The desire of everybody connected with the ad- 
ministration of the Indian service is to extend these Indian courts and 
the oflicers of this Indian police all over the reservations everywhere. 
It can not be done without compensation. The idea that if they have 
$10,000 they will institute unnecessary courts or multiply judges un- 
necessarily isan imputation upon the administration of affairs in the In- 
dian Office that I have never found occasion under any Administration 
to make myself, and I do not believe it is possible that the Senator 
from Missouri has any idea there is any ground for it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Notatall. I am not reflecting upon the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs; but shall we double in one year the whole 
machinery that has been going on for eight or ten years? 

Mr. DAWES. For the first time, if this bill passes, it will be in the 
power of the Indian Bureau to establish some of these courts in Alaska. 

Mr. COCKRELL. With $2,500 additional the Commissioner can 
do it. 

Mr. DAWES. I can not tell how many it would be useful to estab- 
lish there. There are a great many of the reservations upon which 
they have not been established before, because the Department had only 
$5,000 to do it with. The Secretary of the Interior estimated for $15,- 
000. The House of Representatives appropriated $10,000, and the com- 
mittee of the Senate have left it as it came from the House. 

I hope the Senator will not press his motion to reduce the appropri- 
ation, because I think it is a reduction in the very worst place. If the 
Senator will look over this bill and find $2,500 in some other place that 
he will cutout I will join with him rather than have it taken out from 
here. 

Mr. PLATT. I trust the Senator from Missouri will not insist upon 
cutting down the amount which is to be expended as compensation for 
these Indian courts. As I have been outof the Chamber for a moment, 
I do not know but that I am going to state what has been alluded to; 
but the Indian Committee bas been very much pressed within the past 
two or three years to put in operation a most expensive system of courts 
for the Indians, one which would costas much, I think, asall the Ter- 
ritorial courts cost before the admission of the recent Territories as 
States, a very complicated and expensive system of Indian courts; and 
I think that I may speak of another body, not at the other end of this 
Capitol—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
where. 

Mr. PLATT. But the organization that is seemingly taking charge 
outside of Congress of the civilization and improvement of the Indians 
have made it almost a sine qua non that that system of courts should 
be put in operation. The bill has been referred to me, and I have 
stood against it with the idea that these Indian courts might be en- 
larged, and so answer to some extent the purposes which are sought 
to be accomplished, by giving the Indians a tribunal before persons of 
their own blood. I should be very sorry to have this service in any 
way crippled. Indeed, I think it is in the interest of economy that it 
should be somewhat extended, improved, and enlarged. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. President, I represent a State that has seven In- 
dian agencies. Five of those have jurisdiction over what are known 
as the wild Indians of the plains. At those five agencies these police- 
men and justices or judges of police areemployed. I have had occasion 
while I was judge of one of the district courts of that then Territory 
to know something of the policy of this police force, which was inaug- 
urated and is used as a help to the Government agents in the manage- 
ment of their agencies. 

It would be, in my judgment, a policy that would be disastrous to 
the continuance of the Indians in their progress towards civilization to 
dispense with this arm. Those policemen and police magistrates are 
very frequently the means of apprehending criminals, the persons who 
apprehend criminals who escape into those reservations, who are hid- 
ing in those reservations and who have committed crimes outside, or 
of persons who have committed crimes inside those reservations. They 
arrest the persons, they bring and deliver them to the marshals or 
deputy marshals of the district, or other officers properly taking them 
in custody, and they frequently are witnesses in court. 

It is true it is a source of education to the individual, and it is true, 


Somewhere else, it does not make any difference 
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as stated here, that when one Indian receives such an appointment he 
takes pride in it and in the exercise of these duties. There is no plan 
that has ever been devised or used that is so well calculated to preserve 
peace upon those agencies as this plan of appointment of policemen and 
of police magistrates who are Indians. 

I could call to mind many of those men whoare exercising the duties 
of those offices, and they are men as well calculated for the performance 
of those duties as white men of equal rank in life. They are as faith- 
ful in the performance of their duties, they are as efficient, and are no 
different in their doings from what is the case in white communities. 
Of course, the agents select these police and magistrates out of the best 
element upon the reservation. They are the best men he can select, and 
it has been the case that they have saved frequently not only the Gov- 
ernment property upon the reservation, but they have saved the lives 
of the agents and the white employés. 

Take, for instance, the Pine Ridge agency, one of the hardest to con- 
trol in the nation. Red Cloud is at the head of one faction, Young- 
Man-A fraid-of-his-Horses at the head of another faction. Thousands of 
Indians are upon that reservation, I think some eight or nine thousand, 
turbulent, warlike, energetic, and discontented, with all the qualities 
of those plains Indians not possessed by Indians who are inhabitants of 
the wooded country. Those Indians upon the plains are far superior 
to the wood Indians, and they are far harder to handle. The chief of 
police on that reservation is as splendid a man physically and intellect- 
ually as you will find in almost any white community East or West, 
and with the force which he largely selects from among those Indians 
he is able to rule them in a way that he compels peace among them. 

Of course there are crimes committed by one Indian against another 
of the severest character. Buta short time ago upon the adjoining 
reservation, known as Rosebud, that famous chief, Spotied Tail, was 
killed by a member of his own band, the difficulty growing ont of the 
jealousies which are as common among those people as among the white 
people. They are consummate politicians, and they possess all the 
jealousies which arise among politicians and govern them; but their 
savage nature does not permit them to deal in that peaceful way with 
the questions and differences that arise among them that enables the 
white race to control their actions. 

Therefore this arm of the service is an exceedingly important one, 
and it could not be abolished with safety to the Government property 
and to the Government officers and employés upon those agencies now. 
Remove from either of those two agencies that I have spoken of, or 
from the Grand River agency, where Sitting Bull holds sway, these em- 
ploy¢s of the Government, responsible to the Governmentagent for their 
conduct, taking pride in the performance of their duty, and you would 
simpiy have chaos; you would have an Indian war upon your hands 
again speedily. 

The police magistrates who are employed are there to assist this po- 
lice force in the exeention of their local Jaws, rnles, and regulations, 
and without that assistance to the police force the agent would have to 
adjudicate many of the questions that arise and that always bring 
trouble upon him. 

Mr. GRAY. About what is the rate of pay of the magistrates ? 

Mr. MOODY. 1 think the policemen get $10 a month, and I do not 
know what compensation the magistrates receive. 

Mr. DAWES. It is provided in the bill that the policemen shall get 
$1Qa month. The Indian judges originally, when they began, as the 
Senator from Colorado says, were employed without pay for several 
years. Then they were paid three or four dollars a month; and it 
is not expected they will claim more than six or seven dollars a 
month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from South 
Dakota in regard to the efficiency of these judges, particularly in the 
Dakotas. ‘Those are very important reservations. How do these In- 
dian judges act, what kind of sentences do they pronounce, how do 
they execute them, and what effect has it upon the tribe? I acree 
fully with what the Senator says in regard tothe Indian police; Ihave 
no doubt about that; but I have never heard any explanation given of 
the efliciency or inefficiency of this judicial system. 

Mr. MOODY. My understandingof it is such that I should compare 
it quite favorably with the action of police magistrates in the cities of 
the white man and in the country. The court is a court measura)ly 
of arbitration, like the courts of justices of the peace. There are cer- 
tain'rales established among the Indians which they understand just 
as the white man understands his law, and if one Indian violates those 
rules to theinjury of another Indian and is complained of he is arrested 
and taken before that magistrate, and the magistrate in some wav ren- 
ders an opinion or judgment or decision. That is carried out by the 
police, and they are fined or otherwise punished. He hears witnesses, 
sits and holds a regular court, as I understand it, and if he can com- 
pose the difficulties between them without punishing anybody he 
does it, , 

_If it is necessary to punish the party who is guilty of the offense he 
directs what punishment shall be inflicted, and the policemen execute 
that punishment. Fines are exacted sometimes, rations are depleted 
or stopped, or the party is put into confinement for a specified number 
of days or weeks, or whatever it may be. Of course that is the severest 
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punishment that is inflicted, because the continement of an Indian in 
prison is undoubtedly doing him the worst punishment that could hap 
pen to him. I can not explain it further than to say that the courts 
are well illustrated by the courts with which the Senator from Mis- 
souri no doubt is himself acquainted, the justice o e@ ¢ ts o1 


magistrates’ courts 
Mr. COCKRELL. Do these Indians generally obey these) 


or judgments, or decisions ? 


Mr. MOODY. With this police for as organized in these recent 
years they are compelled to obey them, because they have just as much 
power to enforce order as the police ot this city have, should they ex- 
ecute that power, and they do not hesitate; they are just as faithful 
as white police anywhere. They are faithful, of course, to the Govern- 


ment and to the Government agent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know that the police are, but how is it in 
yard to the enforcement of the decisions of the jud ‘ 

Mr. MOODY. It relieves the agent from the performance of these 
duties in deciding between the Indians, which renders him obnoxious 
to one faction or the other of the Indians in many instances; and itis 
an aid and assistance to him. Not only that, but it is more satis- 


factory to the Indians to have their difficulties 
trate of their own tribe or band. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam very glad to hear the explanation given by 
the Senator from South Dakota in regard to these Indian judges, | 
have no donbt that it is a goodsvstem. My doubt about it is whethe: 
it is politic or wise in one year to double the amount that has been 
heretofore paid. May it not create more of these judges than can be 
properly trained, because they have to receive instructions from the 
agents, and they must have some time to look over their rules and regu 


es ° 


y 


settled by this magis- 


lations before they commence acting as judges. 

Another point is this: When they were first established it was an 
honor; there was no compensation at all. They appreciated that hono 
they felt the force of it. It made them feel some responsibility, and 


so gave them a feeling of pride which they did not otherwise have. It 
gave them a feeling of authority to command, which they would not 
have without it; and they did their duties just as faithfully when they 
had no con pensation as they do now. The trouble is that it will de- 
generate into compensation alone, detached from any honor or any re- 
spect, simply for the compensation. It is for that reason that I am 
opposed to doubling the amount of the appropriation and propose to 


confine it to $7,500, which is 50 per cent. more than we have given be- 
fore. 

Mr. MOODY. May I ask the Senator if that same principle would 
not apply to white men as well as to Indians ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think not. Weare not supporting the white 
men, and practically we are supporting the Indians already. We are 
giving them clothing and we aregiving them rations. Now, if the in- 
lian helps protect himself, and defend himself, and civilize himself, 
to pay him for it is different from the compensation that is gis 
the citizens of this country to one citizen for acting as ajudge. The 





Indians do not pay this; it comes from a different source entirely. It 
was my impression that instead of benefiting 
tend to injure them 


these judges it might 
, tend to their demoralization, to make them look 
to the salary, and depend upon the salary, and care but little what 
they do, as theirown people did not have to pay anything; it came out 
of a foreign people, out of the United States; and therefore, they would 
not feel the responsibility of their position like acitizen of thiscountry 
feels who is paid either by the litigants themselves or by himself and 
the other tax-payers. 

But, Mr. President, I am very glad that I brought this matter out. 
I think the Senate has had more intormation on this question of Indian 
judges at this time than it has ever had from the time the first appro- 
priation was made or the first step taken in the organization of the sys- 
tem. I think the Senate understands something about them. I con- 
fess very frankly that it has given me more information than I could 
obtain from any of the reports or documents we have had presented 
to us. 

I think the Senator from Massachusetts had better accept this amend- 
ment, and if after a conference with the members of the other House 
and they have had an opportunity of ascertaining what we have aacer- 
tained to-day it is determined to leave it at $10,000, it can be done, 
but I think we ought to make this change, so that 
power of the conference to control it. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore, The amendment propo ] 
Senator from Missouri will be reported. 


it will be in the 


The SECRETARY. On page 49, line 2, before the word r,** 36 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘ten thousand”’ and insert seven thousand 
five hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read 

Pay of judges, Indian courts: For pe ition fof judges of Indian court 
$7, 500. 


The amendment was rejected. 


The Secretary resumed and continued the reading of the bill to line 


6, on page 50, 
Mr. GORMAN. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts why it is that in the twenty-third line, on page 49, the Sec- 


at 
retary of the Interior is anthorized to enter into negotiations in 
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to the 25,000 acres of land, instead of the commission as is provided for 
in the very next clause and all through the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to enter 
into negotiations with the Muscogees or Creek Nation for the cession of 
a tract of land now occupied by the Seminoles. The Seminole Indians 
want a small strip of land from the Muscogee Indians and the Musco- 
gees are willing to make the exchange. 

There is some little difference between them as to the compensation, 
but neither of them can do it without the consent of the United States, 
and therefore it is thought proper tor the Secretary of the Interior to 
take charge somewhat of the negotiatiops. There isno money coming 
out of the United States; the Seminoles are to pay the Creeks for it, 
and it was thought that amore justarrangement could be made in this 
way. ‘Then it is necessary for the United States to give its consent, 
because the Muscogee Indians can not part with their territory without 
the consent of the United States. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts whether he 
thinks it is fair that the Seminoles should deduct out of their trust 
fund the expenses of this negotiation, and if that clause ought not to 
be stricken out? 

Mr. DAWES. This is done at their own suggestion, and they are 
80 anxious to get the land that they are willing to pay all the expenses. 
The Creeks do not take the interest in it that the Seminoles do, and 
therefore the Creeks say, *‘ If you will arrange this matter, we will part 
with our titles.’’ I do not think the United States ought to pay any 
of it. It is a private transaction. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 50, to strike out the clause 
from line 15 to line 21, inclusive, as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to reimburse Big Jim’s band of Ab- 
sentee Shawnees for losses sustained by reason of the forcible removal of said 
band from the Kickapoo reservation in the Indian Territory, to be expended in 
the purchase of stock and agricultural implements and in promoting the com- 
fort and improvement of said Indians, $17,215. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, to strike out the clause from 
line 1 to line 4, inclusive, as follows: 

To pay George Wells for one hundred and thirty-seven days’ services as archi- 
tect and superintendent of the dining-ball and dormitory at Haskell Institute, 
Lawrence, Kans., at $4 per day, $48. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to explain why it isthat the committee propose to strike out that 
and the three or four following claims. 

Mr. DAWES. Westruck them out for the purpose of getting in- 
formation in conference. We were unable to get anything that justi- 
fied their remaining in the bili, and we held ourselves open to such 
information. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, to strike out the clause from 
line 5 to line 8, inclusive, as follows: 


. To pay George M. Chapman, late Indian inspector, balance due for traveling 
expenses incurred and board paid while engaged in his official duties, $424.40. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, to strike out the clause from 
line 9 to line 12, inclusive, as follows: 

To reimburse Joseph Dunlap for money paid by him for Chief Tool, of the 
Kansas tribe of Indians, $1,100, the same to be paid from moneys in the Treas- 
ury to the credit of said Kansas Indians, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply want to say that I think that is an 
eminently just and meritorious case; but asthe others have been stricken 
out, which were on an equality with it, Ishall not make any objection 
to its being stricken out, provided in the conference they are all treated 
alike. Thatisall lask. It is a matter of justice and right. 

Mr. DAWES. If the conference should come to the conclusion that 
this was just and the others were not just, I suppose the Senator would 
consent that the others should go out, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I mean according to the justice of the claims; as 
a matter of justice to treat them all alike. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, to strike out the clause from 
line 17 to line 21, inclusive, as follows: 


Yor salary of W. W. Anderson, United States Indian agent, Lower Brfilé 
agency, South Dakota, from August 6, 1586, to August 31, 1886, $127.18, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 51, to strike out the clause from 
line 22 to line 25, inclusive, as follows: 


For salary of Thomas W. Jones, late agent at the Shoshone Indian agency, 
from the —— day of ———, 188—, to —— day of , 188--, $ 








The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, beginning with line 1, on page 52, to in- 
sert: 

The accounting officers of the Treasury Department are hereby authorized 


and directed to allow credit in settlement of the accounts of certain Indian 
agents named in House Executive Document No. 298, Fifty-first Congress, first 


a 


session, of the amounts therein set forth as properly due for salaries, but here- 
tofore disallowed. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 13, to insert: 
CHIPPEWA INDIANS OF MINNESOTA. 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay the Chippewa Indians of the 
State of Minnesota the amount of the several sums not hitherto paid, awarded 
them by commission appointed December 2, 1882, for damages sustained on ac- 
count of the building of dams and reservoirs on Lake Winnebagoshish, Cass 
Lake, and Leech Lake, $150,000, to be in full payment for all damages and 
claims of whatever nature on account of the construction and maintenance of 
such dams and reservoirs; two-thirds thereo! tothe Pillager and Lake Winne- 
bagoshish band, now residing or entitled to reside on Leech Lake and Lake 
Winnebagoshish or Cass Lake reservation, and one-third to the Mississippi 
band, now residing or entitled to reside on the White Earth, White Oak Poiut, 
and Mille Lacs reservations, to be paid to them by the Secretary of the Interior 
per capita, or expended by him in their behalf in such manner as in his judg- 
ment will best oem their civilization and self-support; an account of this 
expenditure to be reported to the next session of Congress, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know when this matter will end. 
Is this the end of those reservoirs there, or have we got to go on ex- 
pending more money and paying for more inundated land? 

Mr. DAWES. We have tried to make this the end in as strong terms 
as we could in the phraseology here; and I trust it is the end. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Is there anything more claimed ? 

Mr. DAWES. There is no more to pay, so far as I know 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, after line 8, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry out an act entitled “‘An act 
for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minne- 
sota, and for other purposes,”’ approved January 14, 1889, as follows: 

For the purchase and erection of saw and flour mills; agricultural imple- 
ments; for payment of expenses of delegations of Chippewa Iudians to visitthe 
White Earth reservation ; for the erection and maintenance of day and indus- 
trial schools; and for subsistence and pay of employés, $100,000; and for surveys, 
appraisals, removals, and allotments, $100,000, in all $200,000, of which amount 
$7,500, or so much thereofas may be necessary, may be used for the employment 
of additional clerical force in the office of the surveyor-general of Minnesota on 
account of such surveys: Provided, That these amounts shal! be reimbursed to 
the United States from the proceeds of sales of land ceded by the Chippewa In- 
dians under the act of January 14,1889. And the Secretary of the Interior shall 
make a full and detailed report of his doings hereunder to the first session of 
the Fifty-second Congress. 


Mr. DAWES. This provision is to be paid for by the Indians them- 
selves, and itis proposed in this measure to erect out of their own 
funds saw-mills and flour-mills and to give them agricultural imple- 
ments. It is proposed to enlarge that a little, inasmuch as it is their 
own fund, and insert after the word “‘ of,’’ in the fourteenth line, ‘‘ houses 
for Indians and of;’’ so as to read: 

For the purchase and erection of houses for Indians and of saw and flour 
mills, agricultural implements, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. After the word ‘‘implements,’’ in line 15, I move 
to insert ‘‘stock and seeds, breaking ard fencing land.’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand that this entire amount comes 
out of the funds of the Indians? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, it comes out of the proceeds of their own land. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Are these appropriations in accordance with esti- 
mates of the Department? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes; alittle under the estimates of the Department. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 5, to insert: 


To enable the Attorney-General to employ a special attorney for the Mission 
Indians of Southern California, upon the recommendation of the Secretary of 
the Interior, $2,500. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no doubt the Senator has before him the let- 
ter of the Attorney-General to himself. I should like to have the let- 
ter read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that the letter of the Attorney-General 
on page 12 of the report will be satisfactory, and I suggest that the 
Secretary read that. : 

Mr. DAWES. I was looking for that. Can the Senator tell me 
where it is? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It isin the report of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, page 12. I ask the Secretary to read it. 

Mr. DAWES. That is the document I was looking for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the letter. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF JuUsTICE, Washington, D. C., June 21, 1890. 

Six: In a conversation yesterday at the Senate Chamber you asked me to 
write with reference to the matter of the employment of Shirley C. Ward as at- 
torney for the Mission Indians of California in their litigation for the settle- 
ment of the titles to their property. As you are aware, Mr. Ward was given 
an appointment, or quasi appointment, from this Department in 1886, which 
has continued toa recent date; but by subsequent correspondence it is made to 
appear that the late Attorney-General, Mr. Garland, doubted his authority to 
make such appointment, I can not find in the statutes any provision warrant- 
ing such appointment, as the Government is not directly or indirectly, except 
possibly in a moral sense, interested in the litigation. 

There is doubtless much merit in the cause of these Indians, and perhaps a 
moral obligation on the part of the Government to defend their reservation, 
but it is now about four years since Mr. Ward’s first appointment, and it seems 
to me that if it is the desire of Congress that the Department of Justice shall 
continue to defend the rights of these Indians that desire should be manifested 
either by some resolution or legislation upon the subject. Of course this De- 
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partment is quite willing to undertake this work, but in view of the statute 

forbidding any Devartment from contracting any debts not provided for by 

law, it is deemed wiser to annul this appointment and bring the matter to the 
attention of Congress, which Is acc ordingly done. 

The inclosed copy of a letter from Mr, Shirley C. Ward, the attorney in arge 

3 


gs 


of this matter, explains the situation. 
Very truly yours 


‘ 
W. H, H. MILLER, 
Altlorney-Gene 
Hon. Henry L. DAWEs, 
United States Senate. 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
Tl 
Tro enable the Attorney-General to prosecute the case of the United Stats 
against William H. Thomas and others, pending in the circuit court of th 
United States for the western district of North Carolina, being a suit by the 
United States, as trustee and as guardian, to settle and enforce certain r i 
of the Cherokee Indians residing in the State of North Carolina, $15,000, or ) 
much thereof as may be necessary, said sum to be expended by or under the 
direction of the Attorney-General, whose expenditures of the same sha 
audited and accounted for in like manner as other expenditures of 
money mde by him, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know what is involved in that 
item, and how it comes that we have to prosecute a suit. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘This matter is on the authority of a letter from the 
Attorney-General to me which is on the fourteenth page of the report. 
I can state briefly the nature of the suit. 

There has been a very unhappy controversy for a long time between 
the Cherokees of North Carolina and some people claiming title to 
lands there. It grew out of the employment by the Government of 
one Thomas, as their agent, to purchase some lands for the Cherokees 
down there of North Carolina people. He purchased the land in hi 
own name; he took the deeds in his own name. He failed, and the 
judgments against him were levied on this land. Then he died, 
his interest in the land went to his heirs. 

The Government undertook to settle up the matter and get out of the 
difficulty, and they bought in most of the judgments. In buying in 
the judgments the man employed to buy them in committed a great 
deal of fraud and paid much more to some than he ought to have done, 
and reported a geod deal bigger sum for some of them than he did pay, 
and never got the title back into the Cherokees. 

There have been many individual lawsuits there, and the Attorney- 
General has instituted a suit in equity in the name of the United 
States making all the heirs of this man Thomas and all the persons 
claiming under him and the Cherokees of North Carolina parties to 
the suit, on the ground that the United States is a trustee and endeavor- 
ing to enforce the charge of a trust on all this land. 

It is a very elaborate bill and it must have caused the Department 
a@ great many months of labor to draw the bill. A copy of the Dill 
was sent to the Committee on Indian Affairs. The opinion of the At 
torney-General in that letter is very strong that the bill can be main- 
tained; but it is evident that it is no part of the official duty of the 
district attorney down there to prosecute this civil suit; some outside 
aid must be employed, and it must be employed with great care, and 
a great deal of time must be spent in hunting up the evidence, taking 
the evidence by commission, and following this suit out to judgment. 

The Attorney-General was very earnest about it, and addressed this 
letter tome. I went tothe Attorney-General’s office and all the papers 
were shown me. Of course I am not competent to pass judgment upon 
the ultimate success of such a suit, but I understood the Attorney- 
General that all the authorities in North Carolina co-operated in feel- 
ing with this eftort, and desired to have this whole matter settled; 
they felt as ifa wrong had been done the Indiaus, and that this was 
the proper way to settle it. 

Mr. GORMAN, I will ask that the letter of the Attorney-General 


1e next amendment was, on page 54, after line 9, to insert: 
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as well as the letter of Mr. Maury, the Assistant Attorney-General, be 
read. Thereisoneclause of Mr. Maury’s letter tothe Attorney-General 
in which he says: 

It can not be doubted t':at these distressing difficulties and complicat 
growing out of the act of 1876 could have been prevented by the United S 


if proper persons had been employed to carry out that act; nor can it be dout te 3 
that it is the duty of the United States to extricate these Indians from the al most 
hopeless embarrassments under which they have been laboring for many years. 

It seems by this communication that in 1876 ample provision was 
made for the payment of all these claims, and I suppose the action 
was taken under the direction of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. DAWES. I beg the Senator’s pardon; my attentior was di- 
verted. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that by the act of 1876 the Attorney- 
General was directed to take action in this matter and adjust these 
claims, and that he did appoint agents and attorneys to do it. Now, 
Mr. Maury says, in his communication, on page 15 of the report, that 
** distressing difficulties and complications growing out of the act of 
1876 could have been prevented by the United States if proper persons 
had been employed to carry out that act.’’ That isa very remarkable 
statement coming from the Department. , 

I ask the Senator from Massachusetts in addition whether we have 
not made at this session very ample provision for the Attorney-Gen- 
eral’s Office, making an increase of an Assistant Attorney-General, and 


ms 


giving him an immense amount of money to prosecute all classes of 
claims, and when this matter was placed in his hands by the act of | five or ten or twenty tl 
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1876, and a sufficient amount appropriated to adjust it, if the f 

has been caused by the ineflicien the o ; \ 
it is that he can not prosecute the suit and the prosecution « 
it out of the general fund which atta o his i 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, th: sing st vhat the 
Senator from Massachusetts had to say about this i I 
apprehend, not altogether correct. He is entire glut w 
that everybody in North Car 1a, tl t 3 
themselves, desire the comp] t t 
Cherokees. Phat has been the sposition a 4 
of the State always. 

But I apprehend t Senator from Ma 
taken when he thinks this suit in its pre shape 1 ‘ 
probation of a great many people there [t is with y 
r lve, and no doubt it is within the k pwled i m 
lives much nearer to the locality than I do, that in 
the people of that section this matter has been substantially sett 

i e Senator [rom Massac l t ts Yc rt it 1 rs woel ] j i 
cy é t ive or x ea ecu on 
| t é yw pending | i ”) 1 
torney’s fee I sh Ly » doing ‘ I 3 i 
most excellent peopie, ] ild n a ivy ovlbel nti¢ i 
section olf tue count anything ne IStice f I di n tha 
they protest and protest sir rely nd | t wit 
estv, against further harassment a | ‘ ) t 

I beg leave he re to yt tl ta 
out of reason. I see my colleague pres« who | 
en¢ ) the courts of North Ca I ) i 
had a great « Al ¢ exp I i i ‘ ‘ wn 
wy Suit in the State to rea $15 ) i ed 
t v « ot reask It la t 
m ) gue to corre m 

[ have always idei vl 1ou 

ot the st iD tt i ia 
th Carolina in t t« l ( 

N MORGA I 1 ) B 

Ir. RANSOM Ii ling the yn ‘ 
atto neys’ fees p id y the { 1 ( I ‘ 

| fees that are taxed y the cour l Ww id be an ) i to 
pay attorneys to attend to a suit. 

{s a Senator here listening to a late Representative, to two Re] 
sentatives irom that district. Ll was led to look somewhat into this m 
ter I believe that the Assistant Attorr General, Mr. Maur 
.cting conscientionsly and trying to settle up all this matter; but I 

gest to the Senator from Massachusetts—and he knows I do it sin 
cerely—that there is not any urgency for this appropriation, and to 
this matter go along as they have been earrying 1t along for the la 
two or three years, and real condition of things there Cho 
people down there have b 1 great deal of trouble about these Indian 
dl ulties 

Myr VANCE. J hould like to ask the ch rman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, who has the bill in charge, if we did not make an ap- 
propri ition two years ago to pa the pa ties 10 have been employe d 
t ) prosecute this sult. My recoliection 18 that we pal 1 a man by the 
1 of Rollins, who had undertaken the agency, asum sufficient to 
enable him, not being a lawyer himself, to pay cour and to pros- 


| OOO for services rendered in some litigation in North Carolina in be 


| of the ¢ herokees: but I am not familiar enough with it tosav w 


ecute the suit. 
Mr. DAWES. 


were pressing here a claim of some attorney in North Carolina for $10, 


I 


I remember that the Senators from North Carolina 





| it pertained to this question or not. I will say that this is a suit of 
recent date just entered in the North Carolina courts, Sol can 1 
answer as to what that appropriation wa ° inat w t n out 
the funds of the Cherokees, which were supposed to be ay priated 
for educational purposes. 

Mr. RANSOM. I can tell my friend from Massachusetts he 
allow me, and he will remember, what it was for Che $10,000 was paid 
to Mr. W. W. Rollins, a gentieman whom my colleague well kno 
for services rendered by | 1 in another suit to recover the ident 
lands for which this suit is now to be brought Phat i i [ a 

protesting against 

Mr. MORGAN Is itan action of ejectr nt? 

Mr. RANSOM. No, sir; it is now in t nature of a lity 

Mr. DAWES. That was an acti f law to res 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from rth ¢ ina Wi vield I 
will read the law in regard tot t t ypriation act of 
June 29, 1888, 

Mr. MORGAN. Before that I should like to know t 
tity of land involved in t t tion 1 something about 
of it. 

Mr. RANSOM. I t tirely candid about t!] matter I 
gret that I do not know the exa pumber of acres of land i 
The number involved before any suit was brought was large, I su 


thousand, or it may be forty thousand 
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Mr. VANCE. The entire suit was originally brought for 150,000 
acres. 

Mr. RANSOM. Theoriginal suit was brought in this way: A sum- 
ber of years ago there was an Indian agent by the name of William H, 
Thomas, a man of very great business capacity at one time. After- 
wards his mind became eclipsed and everything went to pieces. He 
was the Indian agent, and by acontract he made he became the owner 
in fee of a great deal of land. : 

Mr. MOKGAN. ‘This same man whom the Government sent there? 

Mr. RANSOM. Not the original Indian land, but he was the owner 
in fee himself of a large tract of Jand. 

Mr. CULLOM. How did he get it ? 

Mr. RANSOM. He bonghtit. It was alleged after hisdeath, either 
that he bought it with the Indian funds, or that he owed the Indians, 
it is immaterial which. Suit was brought to recover from his estate 
what he owed the Indians, and judgment was given for this land and 
ior other things perhaps; it was all settled up. If I do not make my- 
self clear to the Senator from Alabama, I hope he will tell me. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it was settled up, how does it come that the case 
is still under prosecution ? 

Mr. RANSOM. I regret that I can not be as explicit about the mat- 
ter as I should like to be, my attention not having been called to this 
item before, but my impression is from a conversation I hadsome three 
years ago with the Assistant Attorney-General, that, while the main 
question has been decided between Thomas’s estate and the Indians, 
and the land has been adjudged to belong to the Indians, there are some 
disputed questions of possession and title in this large body of Jand. 
‘There are some settlers there; there are some other people who think 
they have a right to a part of it, perhaps; and the Assistant Attorney- 
General insists that it belongs to the Indians. The people there in- 
sist that it belongs to them. 

I feel it to be my duty to state my impression to the Senate, with 
every disposition to do complete justice to the Indians, from the best 
imformation that I have had from reliable men in that country, and 
from the recent Representative of the Ninth district in the other House, 
Colonel Johnston, and other parties, that I do not think this suit ought 
to progress without farther information upon it. I may be wrong in 
that, sir; 1 may be entirely at sea; it may be a mistake of mine; but 
that is my impression derived from a full conversation with the late 
Kepresen ative from that district in the other House and with gentle- 
men of intelligence and character from that seetion of the State. 

Mr. MORGAN. In whose name is this suit? 

Mr. RANSOM. This suit here, I believe, is in the name of the 
United States. 

Mr. DAWES. When the Senator was saying that $15,000 to pay 
attorneys’ fees and all the rest of the expense was an unreasonable sum, 
my mind went back to the old suit, but I could not tell what that was 
for until it was explained by the Senator’s colleague. There have been 
various attempts to right this affair. At one time a suit at law was 
bronght, and it was prosecuted in behalf of the Indians by this Mr. 
Rollins, He was entitled to his pay, and did not get his pay for some 
time, and through the Indian Committee and the arguments of the two 
Senators from North Carolinaa bill passed both Houses of Congress giv- 
ing him $10,000, 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir; that was under a contract which the Inte- 
rior Department had made with Mr. Rollins. 

Mr. DAWES. They made a contract with him to pay him $10,000, 
but the hardship of the thing was that it was taken out of the fund 
that was devoted to the education of those Indians down there. 

Mr, RANSOM. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to 
say one word, for I simply wish to vindicate the correctness of my 
statement as to the cost of the suit? The lawyers in that case, I pre- 
sume I may state, were Mr. Busbee and Mr. Fisher, and the Senator 
from Massachusetts and I had very hard work to get them a fee of a 
thousand dollars. Mr, Rollins was not a lawyer; Mr. Rollins was the 
agentand conducted thesuit. The lawyers, Mr. Busbee and Mr. Fisher, 
were paid a thousand or fifteen hundred dollars. 

Mr. DAWES. If I practice law any more, I shall beg to be the 
agent and somebody else the lawyer. I want to call the attention ot 
the Senator from Maryland to the act of 1876. He inquires why the 
Attorney-General can not under that act do this. If he will refer to 
that act he will see that it gives him no power whatever. Here it is: 


That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs be. and he is hereby, authorized 
and empowered to collect and receive, in payment of the amount due on certain 
iudgments in favor of William Johnston and against William H. Thomas, now 
held by him in trust for the Eastern band of Cherokee Indians of North Carolina, 
the lands mentioned and described in the award of Rufus Barringer, John H. 
Dillard, and Thomas Ruffin, as a board of arbitrators, under date of October 23, 
1874, upon which such judgments werea lien; such lands to be taken at their 
cash value, to be determined by an appraisal to be approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior, and conveyed to the Eastern band of Cherokee Indians in fee- 
simple: Provided, That if the lands above mentioned shall not be sufficient in 
value to pay off and discharge said judgment, the Commissioner is authorized 
to receive such other lands as the said Eastern band of Indians may select, by 
and with the assent of the said Commissioner, to an amount sufficient to dis- 
charge the said judgment, 


The Attorney-General has nothing to do with that. 


Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator right at that point will permit me, 
my inquiry was why the Attorney-General, under the act making pro- 


vision for bringing suit and the very ample provision we have made at 
this session for the year ending June 30, 1891, can not bring this suit 
and pay for it out of the general fund, or the specific appropriation 
which he asks in this bill. 

Mr. DAWES. The appropriation for the Attorney-General’s Office 
is for the discharge of duties prescribed by law and assigned to that 
office. Now, this is a suit instituted at the instance of the Interior 
Department to enforce the rights of the Indians in a trust; and he is 
of opinion that it is no partof his official duty. I spoke to Mr. Maury 
about the expense of the draught of this bill, which evidently cost three 
or four months of hard service, and he said it was a matter of gratuity 
on his part, that he never received and never expected to receive a cent 
outside of his regular salary, but he felt as if these rights ought to be 
enforced. I was going to read what Mr. Maury said in reference to 
the act of 1876: 


As to the action taken under the act of August 14, 1876, the bill states with 
particularity (paragraph 12, page 13; see appendix hereto) that it was charac- 
terized by a disregard of the ordinary rules of business anda recklessness of the 
interests of the Indians, ‘‘and that suspicions hang around the said pretended 
settlement which, it is believed, nothing short of a thorough investigation by 
a competent master, acting under an order of reference by this honorable court, 
can dispel.” 

This is the whole case. I submit it tothe Senate. If the Senate 
does not appropriate sufficient money the Assistant Attorney-General 
absolves himself from all obligation to pursue this suit, which is now 
in court and all the parties have been summoned, the Cherokees of 
North Carolina and all the other parties. It seems to me that a rea- 
sonable sum might well and properly be appropriated to pay the ex- 
pense of carrying it on, $15,000 or $10,000, I do not object to its being 
cut down to $10,000, measuring it by the other suit, and if any rea- 
sonable ground should ever be given for any increase of that appropria- 
tion, it could be done hereafter. 

Mr. RANSOM. The extract from the letter which the Senator from 
Massachusetts has just read to the Senate satisfies me that the impres- 
sion was correct which I ventured to suggest to the Senate, that we 
ought to have some more information about this suit before money is 
appropriated by the General Government to carry iton. It has just 
been read by the Senator from Missouri that this matter has been set- 
tled by arbitration; and when I state to the Senate who the arbitrators 
were in that matter 1 know there is scarcely a Senator here, not even 
the Senator from Massachusetts, who will not agree with me that their 
award ought not to be disturbed. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator mistakes the letter. The letter does not 
impugn the arbitration at all. Nobody would impugn a board of arbi- 
tration of which Thomas Raffin was amember. Nobody impugns that; 
but it was carrying out that award that was tainted. ‘That is the alle- 
gation of this letter. 

Mr. RANSOM. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts anticipates what I 
was going to say. The three gentlemen who made that award are not 
surpassed anywhere in this Union for intelligence, for integrity, and 
for ability to make an award of that character. Twoof them, I think, 
at the time that they made the award were judges of the supreme court 
of North Carolina, Judges Ruffin and Dillard, two of the first legal 
minds of North Carolina. The other was General Barringer, who lives 
‘in the same city with my colleague and is a gentleman of intelligence 
and high character. After a full and thorough investigation they set- 
tled this matter. They settled the whole of it. They settled it in 
reference to the principal in the affair, in reference to the sureties, in 
reference to the title, and turned the land over to the Indians. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator remember when that arbitration 
was made? 

Mr. RANSOM. It says here that it was made in 1874. Since then 
the agent of the Government for the Indians, Mr. Rollins, has been paid. 
The attorneys in that case have been paid. Some three years ago the 
Assistant Attorney-General under some inspiration (I presume it to 
have been a proper one; I have no doubt it was a proper one) brought 
this suit; and now the whole of that matter is to be gone into again. 
The unfortunate people involved as sureties for Mr. Thomas in his lit- 
igation with the Indians and the Government, to the ruin of bis estate, 
are all to be brought in again, and there is no proper basis for it. 

I do not believe, Mr. President, that any judge of a court of equity in 
the United States, that any fair judge would, upon the application of 
an attorney, permit him to bring a suit in forma pauperis for the equi- 
ties that are claimed here. I may suggest to my friend from Massa- 
chusetts that if there is right in this action these Indians will suffer 
but little by a delay of a yearortwo. We can look into it, we can see 
into it, and why go and spend $15,000 to enable these people to be har- 
assed when they protest against it? 

The Senator is right when he says that North Carolina and all her 
people desire justice to these Indians. The history of the last seventy 
years there has demonstrated the fair dealing and disposition of our peo- 
ple towards them, for I venture to say that nowhere else have a few 
thousand Indians lived in such tranquillity, with their rights so well 
preserved, #e they have been in the mountains of North Carolina. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to ask the Senator from North Caro- 
Jina if he can tell the purpose of this bill in equity. I understand it 
is a bill in equity. 
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Mr. GORMAN. Let the letter of Assistant Attorney-General Maury 
be read. 
Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, it appears from the letter of the At- | 
torney-General which I have here that this bill is not to supervise the 
judgment in the courts of North Carolina by which these lands were | 
recovered from the Indians, but it is to supervise and overhaul the set- 
tlement that was made under that award in matters that have taken 
place since the judgment according to the award was rendered, and 
therefore they have no relation, properly speaking, to the original suit 
for the payment of which the appropriation was made in 1888 that has 
been read. I gather that from a hasty glance over the papers submit- 
ted by the Attorney-General. If so, I see no objection to the appro- 


priation of an amount sufficient; but as $10,176 was sufficient to re- | ; 


cover the lands in the original suit, it seems to me that the amount 
here appropriated is a great deal more than is necessary for the proper | 
adjustment of the different conflicting interests in the case under the 
award which was originally made. 

Mr. DAWES. I will submit to an amendment cutting it down to 
$10,000. I do not think it is possible that Mr. Maury or the Attorney- 
General would be engaged in a vexatious suit or one that they had any 
idea was a vexatious suit, 

Mr. RANSOM. I have not intimated that the Department of Jus- 


tice, Mr. Maury, or any parties there are engaged in any vexatious | 


litigation; but I do not believe that this suit as it is now proposed to 


be-brought will contribute in any way to the ends of justice in the | Senator will permit us to vote dow 
} 


settlement of those questions. I believe it to be unnecessary. 

Mr. GORMAN. [I ask that the letter of Mr. Maury may be read in 
this case: It strikes me that the whole transaction is peculiar. On 
page 15 of the report is the letter of Mr. Maury. It is short. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 


Washington, April 28, 1890 


Sir: Permit me to ask your attention to the case of the United States vs. Will- | 


iam H. Thomas and others, now pending in the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of North Carolina. 


The bill in this case was filed nearly two years ago for the purpose of giving 
repose to the land titles of the Eastern band of the Cherokee Indians, that being 
the name under which the part of the tribe of Cherokees are known who 
chose to remain in North Carolina when the rest of the tribe went to the Indian | 
Territory pursuant to the treaty made at New Echota on December 29, 1535, 
(17 Stat., 478.) 

The difficulties in which these North Carolina Indians became involved grew 
out of their dealings with one William H. Thomas, who seems to have had 


their unlimited confidence. 

Thomas collected the money coming to them from the United States from 
time to time, and what he did not retain for supplies furnished them by him—for 
he did a large business in that way—he invested in land for their beneii 
took all the titles in his own name. 

Thomas becoming embarrassed, three judgments were recovered against h 
for alarge sum of money by William Johnston, one of the defendants. T 
judgments were liens on the land purchased by Thomas for the Indians 

To protect the Indians the Commissioner of Indian Affairs bought the judg 
ments against Thomas and they were assigned to him. 

Afterwards, by an act approved August 14, 1876 (19 Stat., 139), Congress author- 
ized the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to receive satisfa ym of these jud 
ments in certain lands, *‘to be taken at theircash value, to be determined by an 
appraiser to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and conveyed to the 
Eastern band of the Cherokees in fee-simple, etc,” 

As to the action taken under the act of August 14,1876, the bill states with 


inh 


1ese 









particularity (paragraph 12, page 13; see appendix hereto) that it was character- | 
ized by a disregard of the ordinary rules of business and a recklessness of the 


interests of the Indians, “and that suspicions hang around the said pretended 
settlement which, it is believed, nothing short of a thorough investigation by 
a competent master, acting under an order of reference by this honorable court, 
ean dispel,” 

It can not be doubted that these distressing difficulties and complications 
growing out of the act of 1876 could have been prevented by the United States 
if proper persons had been employed to carry out that act; nor can it be doubted 
that it is the duty of the United States to extricate these Indians from the al- 
most hopeless embarrassments under which they have been laboring for many 
years. 

It is perhaps natural that a state of feeling has long existed between these 
Indians and the people of North Carolina that makes it proper that the juris- 
diction of a Federal court should be invoked, and that also makes it proper 
that some lawyer of ability should be sclected who could not be supposed, 
from residence or affiliation, to have any prejudices or predilections in the mat- 
ter, to act as master in the pending suit to disentangle the affairs of these In- 
dians and report some scheme of relief. 

_ To secure the services of such a person and to provide for any other expenses 
it is necessary that Congress should appropriaze the sum of $15,000 at least, the 
same to be disbursed by the Attorney-Genera/. 
Ihave the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
WM. A. MAURY, 


r Assistant Attorney-General, 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


Mr. GORMAN. The point I make to the Senator from Massachu- 


setts in charge of the bill is that there is no necessity whatever for this 


appropriation of $15,000 to conduct this suit. Ample provision has 
been made for the Attorney-General’s Office; hehas been given a suffi 
cient number of assistants, and all the expenses of his office have beer 
fully appropriated for. Under his direction his Assistant Attorney 
General has filed this bill, and the case can be prosecuted in the ordi 
nary way, out of the expenditures provided for in the legislative, ex 
ecutive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

This specific appropriation simply means an increase in the amount 
to be expended by the Attorney-General in the employment of attor- 
veys and agents for which there is no necessity. If, as stated by the 
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| senior Senator from North Carolina [ Mr: ANSOM |, this matt ’ 
| been pending in the courts before a tors ‘ems to me itis 
unwise, in the first place, to follow this ‘up t it additiona 

f m, and, in the second place, tl \t G ral deems it 
his d to go on and prosecute the case that nd we have 
already made ample provision for it. 1 think this is g 
him $15,000 more to employ addit al atto 3 t e, and 

wise and impolitic 

Mr. DAWES. Where does the Senator thin 
vision for bringing this suit 

Mr. GORMAN, In the legislative, executiv l i 
priation bill we made ample provision for the Attorney-G: l 
all of his assistants. Under some provision « aw, or under t 
eral law, this bill in equity has been prepared by the Assistant Att 
ney-(rr neral. le receives a fair compensation, All the rest of the 
officers of that Department receive a fair compensation. ‘The Depart 
ment of Justice has been given another Assistant Attorney-General at 
this session, I protestagainst multiplying the ame t to be expends 1 
by the Department of Justice in all these bills. 

I trust the Senator trom Massachusetts will a ider all the cir 
cumstances to permit this case to go ove It has been pending all 
these years. Letushaveample opportunity, first, to ascertain whether 
there is not suflicient money already provided to ea 
and, in the second place, whether it is a wise thing to do. I t t tl 

1 the amendment 

Mr. DAWES. We would decide by such a course as that that the 
rights of these Indians in this land, whether they can be en YI 
not, shall be determined here rather than in the courts, be« se it was 
the opinion ol the Attorney-General under the last Administratix m 
| it is the opinion of the present Attor -General, that it does not come 
| within the official duties of that Department to prosecute this suit 
and they were of opinion that it would take seven or eight mo on 
| stant employment down there to pnt the e: in proper condition fo1 
trial. That being their opinion, and we taking the opposite one of de- 
| ‘ ng to make the appropriaticn, of course we determine by that that 
| these li iT hatever t I ‘ 1a ot have then ‘ 
ln ed 10 e courts 

\I GORMAN, The Senate iM wetts 18 0 lake ou 

it 

Mr. DAWES. Iam not mist } it their sition 

Mr. GORMAN N but $s mista : ipposing that tl 
wo i drag and pr t ‘ be prose ted he At ney-Crenera 
n the lett I a wes lia t . port of & ¢ tte 
states that t As ant Attorne eral I laur prepared t 
i he bill, sot it if whinery tha é 
ulready provided r the Depa tr tof Ju ce ample to inaugurate 
{ proceeding 
| Mr. DAWES. tated to the Senate that upon my specia i 
lof Mr. Maury whether he did that in his ofticial capacity, he said 
| did i atnitonsly: that he expe ted no compensation for it: that he 
Ss} t Thi t t cel Sive y i i t ! t le ‘ t lo see th it ice 
| was do ndians;: that t I »¢ ga i pe to do 
| it Chat his statement 
| 1 am not doing anything more than to present here the case from the 
| Te t tof Justice Chis s is been carried on in this way, ex 
pecting that when Congress came together they would make provision 
| for it as we made provision for } ecuting the suits in California in 
behalf of the Mission Indians, where we were successful If it had 


heen the duty of Attorney-General Garland to have prosecuted that 
nit through his district attorney there, he would not have employed 





| Mr. Shirley Cc. Ward for Whose compensation we made an ap} ropria 

tion. The two cases are preci like 

' + ‘ + 
Mr. RANSOM. I see no di about this matter if it is right. 


If the proposition of the Assistant Attorney-General of t 
States is right, there is no difficulty about it. Rollins was not paid his 


| $10,000 belorehand Che attorneys in that case, in which, as my col 
| league says, 150,000 acres of land were recovered from the Indians, 
| were not paid beforehand TheSenator from Massachusetts well knows 
that if lawyers in Western North Carolina, or any other part of the 


State, earn fees, he can not be more anxious than I would be to have 
them paid. But with all the impressions we have about this case, I 


think it is wrong to go to court and provoke litigation by appropriat 

ing $15,000 here before any of it is necessary to carry on this suit 
Mr. DAWES. What does the Senator mean by say ing ‘*} re 

of it is necessary ?”’ 

Mr. RANSOM. Before any of it has been earned: before any of it 
is due; when one-third of the payment may ecome necessary be- 
fore one or two years. I do not suppose any ly in the world would 
want the lawyers in North Carolina paid as much as I wonld; but] 
again ask the Senator from Massachusetts what injury can come to the 

| rights of the Indians, if they have been wronged in this matter, by al 
lowing it to go on just as it has been and let him look into it furthe 

| If upun satisfactory investigation he finds it is right, I will go as far 
as he will go to vote this money to secure the rights of the Ind 


but at present I believe it is litigious; I believe it is vexat I 
lieve it is harassing good people there who have suifered for the last 
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thirty years simply because they were sureties for a man who died in- 
sane, and they had to come forward and bear his burdens, I think 
the Senate before it invites this litigation ought to know that it is 
standing on good foundation. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to put aquestion to the Senator, What harm 
is to be done if the suit is to go on just as it is without this appropria- 
tion? No lawsuit will go on of itself. 

Mr. RANSOM. But this lawsuit has been going on for four or five 
years without any special appropriation. I suppose five hundred or a 
thousand, it may be more than a thousand, suits are going on in the 
name of the Government without any special appropriation for them. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the Senator is mistaken about it having been 
going on 80 long. 

Mr. RANSOM. It was commenced certainly three years ago. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator says it isalitigioussuit. Thatis assum- 
ing to determine what the suit is brought for. It is for the court to 
say whether it is vexatious or not. 

Mr. RANSOM. I havea right to express my opinion about it, I 
hope. 

M r, DAWES. The Senator raises an argument in behalf of the sure- 
ties of an insane man. Mr. Thomas. It has nothing to do with that 
transaction at all. After Mr. Thomas’s arrangements and suits judg- 
ments against him were levied upon this land and then he died. Then 
an arbitration was established. Three eminent men of North Carolina 
were selected to determine asettlement of this case. They determined 
that certain other lands should be taken in payment of those judg- 
ments. This does not affect Thomas and his heirs at all. 

Mr. RANSOM, Pardon me one second. What does the Senator 
from Massachusetts mean by that statement when the defendants in 
this suit here of record are Thomas’s heirs and the heirs of his sure- 
ties? 

Mr. DAWES. I will state that in carrying out that judgment of the 
award and transferring real estate in exchange or in liquidation of those 
judgments, the parties to that transaction were guilty of irregularities 
such as this bill in equity allegesshould set aside the transaction. Now, 
the Senator from North Carolina insists upon it, first, that it is a kind 
of suit that must not be carried on, that it is a vexatious suit, and he 
says it is too much to pay; first, because you never pay lawyers in ad- 
vance for their services, and therefore you will not pay any of the ex- 
pense; and next, that if you let it alone it will go on itself. 

There is one other point. The Senator from Maryland thinks it is 
a part of the duty of the Attorney-General to carry on these suits. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to ask a 
question, inasmuch as we have not this bill which has been filed or a 
copy of it before us? 

Mr. DAWES. I have a copy of it. 

Mr. VANCE. Does the bill disturb the original award that was 
made, or does he seek to carry out that award according to its pur- 
ose ? 

Mr. DAWES. I speak from my understanding, not from my eye on 
the allegation. My understanding is that it seeks to carry out that 
award. 

Mr. MORGAN. Toset asidea settlement that was made under that 
award ? 

Mr. VANCE. Not to set aside the award in any sense. 

Mr. DAWES. It does not disturb the award. This is what the let- 
ter of Mr. Maury says: 

It can not be doubted that these distressing difficulties and complications 
growing out of the act of 1876 could have been prevented by the United States 
if proper panes had been employed to carry outthatact; nor can it be doubted 


that it is the duty of the United States to extricate these Indians from thealmost 
hopeless embarrassments under which they have been laboring for many years. 


It does not disturb the original question which excites the sympa- 
thy of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. 

Mr. MORGAN. I submit to the Senator from Massachusetts, if the 
statements in that letter have been incorporated in this bill of equity 
to set ‘aside that settlement, would it not be subject to demurrer for 
this reason: The Government of the United States like any other liti- 
gant when it employs its agents is bound by their acts, and if it has 
simply employed ineflicient men to make a settlement and these men 
have swindled their clients, for instance, the Government can not come 
in after that and say ‘‘ We have made an unfortunate employment and 
therefore will open up this case.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. I think that would depend on whether the other 
party colluded with them. 

Mr, MORGAN. I do not understand that there is any collusion. 
There could not be. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know about that. I am not responsible for 
the suit. Iam not responsible for the ground on which it rests. I in- 
quired at the Attorney-General’s Office whether it had been demurred 
to and I was answered in the negative, that it had not been demurred 
to. LIasked further if they were confident that the allegations could 
be maintained by the evidence, and I was answered in the affirmative, 
and accompanying it is the letter of Mr. Maury to his superior officer 
and the Attorney-General to me, and I leave it now with the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, i have not examined that bill care- 


fully, but I have examined certain parts which have been marked by 
some one to indicate the pith of the bill. It appears that this award 
was made under the act of 1875, if I have got the date right, and in 
that act there was a method of settlement provided for which permit- 
ted the surrender or conveyance of certain lands in discharge of the 
judgment. It was not a judgment that was to be paid in money, but 
might be satistied by the transfer to the Government of the United 
States in trust for the benefit of the Indians of certain lands that the 
defendants either owned or were supposed to control, perhaps by a sur- 
render of the land that the defendants had obtained from individual 
Indians upon the ground that they had an individual ownership in it, 
instead of a tribal ownership. 

Then a settlement was made, as this bill shows, of that judgment, 
of that arbitration award, which amounts to a judgment, because I 
suppose it was taken into court and made a judgment of the court. 
But if it was not it is all the same thing, for a settlement was made; 
and the United States Government undertakes now to have that settle- 
ment set aside by a suit in its own name against all the defendants 
who were supposed to have an interest in the lands that were trans- 
ferred in satistaction of this judgment and who set up, some of them, 
cross claims that they probably insist were not adjudicated and passed 
upon in the transfer of these lands into the hands of the United States 
Government. 

The act authorized proceedings in equity and on the equity side of 
the Federal court. The Attorney-General investigated the matter and 
brought his bill. Iam not prepared to say that it is one of the al- 
legations of that bill that the Government agents were ineflicient, and 
for that reason the Government or the Indians sustained some possible 
loss in their equities or legal rights. But in the letter which Mr. Maury 
sent here, if I have got the title of the letter right, he says that if the 
Government ot the United States had employed proper and efficient 
agents to make this settlement it never would have gone the way it 
did. 

Well, if that allegation is in the bill there is no way, in my judg- 
ment at least, by which the equity of that bill can be sustained, for 
if I go into a court of equity and file a bill to set aside a setilement, 
and if Ishould say, without any special! allegation of fraud on the part 
of my agent who made the settlement and in which a collusion with 
the defendant in that case was alleged, that I did not get my rights or 
the rights of the cestui que trust that I was trying to represent because 
of the inefliciency of my agent in prosecuting that suit, I should cer- 
tainly go neck and heels out of that court. I should be told by the 
court that it was my own business to have a good agent, and to settle 
with him and make him pay me the damages if he has misbehaved, 
and that the settlement made by the parties with whom he was nego- 
tiating, if an honest, bona fide settlement, ought to stand. 

Now I have looked far enough into this bill only to see that there is 
not a specific allegation of fraud brought against each of these defend- 
ants, and they are of very numerous mention in the bill, but that there 
is a general allegation in the bill of injurious action or results in refer- 
ence to that tribe of Indians, the cestui que trust under this holding 
the land, and thereupon these other defendants are brought in, and 
they can come in of course by their answers and show as to each indi- 
vidual whether he has been guilty of any fraud or not. 

But a general allegation of fraud of that kind, Mr. President, if it 
was made the basis of a jadgment or proceeding in the court, would 
result in this, that the case would be referred to a master in ch 
to determine who was the person that was acting honestly and who 
was the person that was acting dishonestly, and it would not be a 
creditor’s bill, but it would be very much in the nature of a creditor’s 
bill, or a bill for the marshaling of assets. This bill was filed by the 
Attorney-General in this general way. We do not know whether it 
is at issue yet or not. The Senator from Massachusetts tells us that 
there is no demurrer interposed, and I suppose of course if there is 
not there isa judgment by confession,or else there are answers, but 
this paper which is brought here does not show whether that is so or 
not. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand it to have gone to issue on the facts. 

Mr. MORGAN. The case is at issue on the facts. If the case is at 
issue on the facts now, after the pleadings have heen disposed of and 
demurrers and exceptions and all that have been disposed of, then there 
remains nothing to do but to take the testimony in the cause, which 
may be taken either by deposition or before a master. Now, it is for 
the purpose of completing the prepara ‘ion of the cause and conducting 
the inquiry before the master that this additional $15,000 is claimed. 
This amendment says, after describing the suit: 

Fifteen thousand dollars, orso much thereof as may be necessary, said sum 
to be expended by or under the direction of the Attorney-General, whose ex- 


penditures of the same shall be audited and accounted for in like manner as 
other expenditures of public money made by him; 


the purpose being, as stated in the first line of the clause, to enable 
the Attorney-General to prosecute the suit. It does not say whether 
this money is to be applied to the payment of witnesses’ fees, commis- 
sioners’ fees, the fees of the master who may take the reference, if there 
is one ordered in the case, fees of counsel, or what fees this money is to 
be applied to or what expenses it isto be applied to. It is aroundsum 


1890. 





of $15,000 to be expended by the Attorney-General and accounted for 
in the ordinary way. Now, we have in the district in which this land 
is situated a district attorney for North Carolina, and he is said to bea 
man of capacity and ability. 

We have, in addition to that, an assistant district attorney in that 
small district. Then we have sundry assistant United States attorneys 
in the Department of Justice, and one of these it seems has been in 
charge ot this case, and I suppose is in charge of it yet. 

| think that we can not only safely rely but it is our duty to rely 
upon the services of these gentlemen, those district attorneys in that 
district of North Carolina, to prosecute in behalf of the United States 
its plea in this cause. 

I do not understand that the district attorney of the United States is 
employed by the Government to prosecute only such cases as may be 
on the statute-book requiring his attention at the time of his appoint- 
ment. If we should choose to enlarge the criminal laws of the United 
States or any other branch of the laws of the United States, the dis- 
trict attorney, while in office, would find it to be his sworn duty, the 
duty which he was appointed to discharge, to take in hand every one 
of the pleas of the United States in regard toall these new matters that 
might be thrust upon him. He must devote his time tothem. He 
gets his fees and rewards for his services in the nature of salary not to 
exceed so much a year, and in the case of the assistant district attor- 
ney he is paid a salary for the specific purpose of giving his aid and as- 
sistance to the district attorney in the particular district to which he 
belongs. 

It seems to me that that must be provision enough unless we intend 
just to disenthrall the law officers of the Government of the United 
States and to say to them, “‘Go and amuse yourselves and draw your 
salaries, and we will employ special counsel in special cases whenever 
a special case arises.’? Has anybody said here that the district attor- 
ney of North Carolina and his assistant are so overwhelmed with busi- 
ness, have so many professional engagements and duties, that they can 
not attend to this suit and carry it through? Nobody has intimated 
anything of that kind. 

In the absence of some such intimation there is no necessity for this 
amendment, at least apparent before the Senate, and I contend that it 
must be simply a project for the purpose of conferring upon a certain 
attorney, whoever he may be, a certain large amount of fees for con- 
ducting a certain suit in equity which has & good many branches to it 
and as to which the probabilities are that whenever it is properly liti- 
gated the United States Government will be cast in the suit. 

There is more than that in it. We goon here from year to year in 


almost every appropriation bill and we appropriate large amounts of 


money for the purpose of carrying on this or that suit, and what im- 
pression does that have upon whoever is to hearand determineit? It 


is that the Congress of the United States, year by year, is affirming the | 


justice of this case and requiring its prosecution and throwing the whole 
weight of the Government against these defendants, whoclaim, as I un- 
derstand through one of the Senators from North Carolina, or perhaps 
both of them, that their conduct in this matter has been entirely be- 
yond reproach. 

Itis mighty easy to wear out a man with a lawsuit, especially when 
involving such large numbers of people as this does and such costs, 
when he has got the whole Government of the United States to fight, 
with the Treasury back of the district attorney; and I think, with the 
Senators who have expressed an opinion concurring with that uttered 
by the Senator from Maryland, that we had better let these officers go 
along and perform their duties, whatever they may be, in regard to this 
case, and if after they have been performed and results have been 
reached, and when we can survey the field and see what extra labor 
they have had to perform we can then reward them according to their 


merits; but to put up $15,000 in advance for the conduct of a suit of 


this kind. when the Senate is not informed really as to its condition, is 
rash appropriation, and it is unjust appropriation, and to the extent 
that it may possibly break down private rights of an interesting and 
valuable character, it is ruthless appropriation, not to say cruel. 

I do not believe in the Government of the United States coming in 
and conducting lawsuits in this manner. The defendants have a bad 
enough chance anyhow in their controversies with the Government, es- 
pecially about matters of civil right of this sort, and I think we ought 
not toencourage it; and we can afford to wait for this appropriation 
until we can ascertain what this case is, how mtich extra service these 
officers have performed, when by law they are required to do this duty 
without any further assistance on our part. 

Mr. RANSOM. One word, Mr. President. Ido not mean to detain 
the Senate and will not detain it long, but I have simply to say that 


| 
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saying so, that whenever it shall apy to | nd satis ) 
the re sonable satisfaction of any fa led man, that the rights 
the Indians are being invaded in an‘ t North Carolina. I w 
in him and go as far as he will goin ng for vindication: but 
[am unwilling to have this suit ant l ar have $ 000 appro 
priated here to carry it on against o f t ot 
North Carolina because they ( ‘ 
many of whoma vn t ( ’ 
gre ma the: é i 
an vard } le by tl I ( the 
cour and th other s 
' DAWES I 1K 
to meet 11 I 
l PRESIDENT I 
n that when the S« f t t | 
to-m ow 
T notion was reed to. 
Mr. HAMPTO> la p s i ‘ 
nt to propose, and I et to t Co 
Appropriations and printed 
lhe motion was acreed t 
The PR] EN] 
Mass set t 1 
in the amendment from $15, OOO 
Mr. DAWES, | 
The PRESIDENT é Y 
The SECRETARY. On pa 4 line 16. in t ame ; ‘ 
by the Committee on Approy tions, bef t word ‘‘t 
is proposed to strike . 
*$10,000 
PRESIDEN) t 
lent of the committe: mended 
Mr. RANSOM I ask that tl 1 ( 
Mr. GORMAN I only want to repeat it I said 
uy ler the al 3 j q ( 
has had t suit i 1 rhe \ nll 
! r it Mr. M s it ed t ‘ 3 
‘ \tt ey-Genera ( ] I ca} t pa 
ov, U U yx num. ne ire live or Six \ t 
| General, and by the act which t ime a | lays 
made provision for still another Assistant Attorney-Gener 
There is an appropri ition of 550,000 or $4 » OOU to pay i 
torneys’ fees and the costs of these variou { So there 
necessity for making this outside appropriati unless be to pay a 
amount in addition to that provided by law f the salarie th 
officers, or to employ a new set or some of the old ones who ha rol 
| out of office. Therefore the whole appropriation of $10,000 
| stands, is simply an increase on that amount, which is useless and 
ought not to be made. 
If it were not for the fact that we have at this very session given 
| this Department another Assistant Attorney-General to meet all of 
these increased cases that come up as the country grows, there might 
be some justice and equity in asking for a specific appropriation, but 
to my mind, there is none, and it means nothing upon the face 
I 





upon the record this is a suit against certainly seventy-five if not a | 
hundred citizens of North Carolina; and it is a rash presumption, it is | 


a wrong presumption, to jump at the conclusion that one hundred re- 
spectable men, land owners of North Carolina, are now trespassers upon 
other people’s land. I protest against that assumption, and I do hope 
the Senate will not adopt this amendment until we have more light 
upon the subject. 


I tell the Senator from Massachusetts, and he knows it without my 


earth except paying more money for attorneys to be employed by the 


y 
| Government I therefore trust the amendment will be rejected. 


Mr.STEWART. I hopethis amendmentw 











¥ la 1 Sat- 

isfied from my observation that the United Stat too much 
litigation and having too many outside attorneys, and ha ig the peo 
ple where it ought not to doso,in many instances. “* ! 10 Gl 

| culty, if this is bona fide litigation,in employing counsel and pa oe them 
when the services have been rendered and the Attorney-General « 
fies the bill. That has been the usual practice, and I presume the a 
torneys in North Carolina will give their services to the Gover 
on credit, as they do everywhere else, and trust to the Att Gt 
and Congress for their compensation. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like a vote, but I must be pardoned for con 
gratulating the Senator from Nevada upon | ib not o to 
charge all the duties that naturally devolve upon him, but th » t] 
belong to the Department of Justice, so clearly that he is ena t 
know beforehand that the Department of Justice is engaged in t ! 
ticular in carrying on a groundless and vs l 

] hope there may be a vote now 

Mr. STEWART. I have not said vt f t kin ) 
gratulate the Senator from Massacl t lerst ! 1 J 
stated. I said the Government of t tates had gh 
to hire attorn Vs al d to pav the 1 I ed s v 


the usual way 


Mr. DAWES. The S« ( gotten wha 
that he had become satisfied fr t » had heard and « 
that the United Stat Lin ying on a good 
| suits that they ought not t e engaged in, and that this ( 
them. 
Mr. STEWART. |! 1 not say this was one of them, t | 
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fectly satisfied that the Government has been carrying ona great many 
suits that it ought not to have commenced. I did not say that this 
was one of them, but I know a good many. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator knowing some others, therefore pro- 
poses to spot this that he does not know anything about, 

Mr. STEWART. I propose that attorneys in this case shall be paid 
when their services are rendered, the same as other responsible clients 
pay their attorneys. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘This is, not to pay attorneys at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
as amended, 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


It will be reported. 
The SECRETARY. 


On page 54, after line 9, it is proposed to insert: 


To enable the Attorney-General to prosecute the case of the United States 
against William H. Thomas and others, pending in the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of North Carolina, being a suit by the United 
States, as trustee and as guardian, to settle and enforce certain rights of the 
Cherokee Indians residing in the State of North Carolina, $10,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, said sum to be expended by or under the direction 
of the Attorney-General, whose expenditures of the same shall be audited and 
a ounted for in like manner as other expenditures of public money made by 

iim. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
as amended, 

Mr. DAWES. I ask for a division. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 13, noes 15. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. A quorum not voting, the Secretary 
will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


The question is on the amendment 


Allen, Edmunds, McPherson, Squire, 
Allison, Farwell, Mitebell, Stewart, 
Rate, Frye, Moody, Stockbridge, 
Rilack burn, Gorman, Morgan, Teller, 

Blair, Gray, Paddock, Turpie, 

Call, Hampton, Pasco, Vance, 
Cockrell, Higgins, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Coke, Hiscock, Pierce, Washburn, 
Cullom, floar, Power, Wilson of Iowa. 
Davis, Ingalls, Ransom, 

Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 

Dixon, MeMillan, Spooner, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-five Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum being present, the question recurs on the 
amendment of the committee. 

The Chair put the question, and the noes appeared to prevail. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 ask for a division. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 22, noes 18. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The state of the vote disclosing the 
absence of a quorum, the Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and days were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON ]. 
Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called), 

Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE]. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). The Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] was necessarily called away on official 
business to-day. I am paired with him. I do not know how he 
would vote if present, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. I understand the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] is absentand not paired, and 
] will transfer my pair to him and vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrison], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY]. I alsostate 
that my colleague [Mr. HARnis] is paired with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MorRILL]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to announce the pair of the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wotcortr]. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
[ Mr. Greson ]. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 20; as follows: 


I am paired with 
I am paired with the 


Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana 


YEAS—18. 
Allison, Frye, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Cullom, ,- Higgins, Moody, Squire, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Pettigrew, Stockbridge. 
Dixon, Hoar, Power, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Sawyer, 


NAYS—20. 

Allen, Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Stewart, 
Bate, Farwell, Mitchell, Teller, 
Call, Gorman, Morgan, Turpie, 
Coke, Gray, Pasco, Vance, 
Daniel, Hampton, Ransom, Walthall. 

ABSENT—46. 
Aldrich, Cockrell, Jonesof Nevada, Reagan, 
Barbour, Coiquitt, Kenna, Sanders, 
Berry, Dolph, McPherson, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Manderson, Stanford, 
Blair, Evarts, Morrill, Vest, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Paddock, Voorhees, 
Brown, George, Payne, Washburn, 
Butler, Gibson, Pierce, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, Hale, Platt, Wilson of Md. 
Carlisle, Harris, Plumb, Wolcott. 
Casey, Hawley, Pugh, 
Chandler, Hearst, Quay, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The state of the vote disclosing the 
absence of a quorum, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. TURPIE. Is a motion to adjourn now in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not now. ‘The Secretary will call 
the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allen, Dixon, Jones of Arkansas, Squire, 
Allison, Edmunds, McMillan, Stewart 
Bate, Farwell, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Blackburn, Frye, Moody, Teller, 
Blair, Gorman, Paddock Turpie, 
Blodgett, Gray, Pasco, Vance, 

Call, Hampton, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Higgins, Power, Washburn, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Hoar, Sawyer, 

Dawes, Ingalls, Spooner, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the immediate attendance of the absent Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of the 
absent Senators. 

The Chair put the question, and declared that the noes appeared to 

revail. 

: Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have a division. 

The question being put, the ayes were 22. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Idemand the yeas and nays. 
way. 

Mr. RANSOM. Give it up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I do not give it up. 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senate to the third clause of Rule V, which will be read by the 
Secretary. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

3. Whenever upon such roll-call it shall be ascertained that a quorum is not 
present, a majority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
request, and, when necessary, to compel, the attendance of the absent Senators, 
which order shail be determined without debate; and pending its execution, 


and until a quorum shall be present, no debate nor motion, except to adjourn, 
shall be in order. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that, under this 
clause which has been read, the motion to request the attendance of 
absent Senators is in order, but that it must be determined without 
debate before a motion to adjourn can be entertained. 

Mr. MORGAN. Can it not be entertained assoon as that motion is 
made? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As soon as that motion is passed 
upon. The order must first be determined one way or the other. 
Pending its execution, after the Senate has passed upon that question, 
a motion to adjourn will bein order. The roll-call will proceed on the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunpDs]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called), 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE]. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. I will transfer my pair 
to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who is absent, and 


vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarrs]. 

Mr. WASHBURN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana Ae GrBson], but I will transfer the pair 
to the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. JoneEs], and vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 


That is the shortest 


I demand the yeas and 


I am paired with the Sen- 
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Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired | The result was announced—yeas 11 " llow 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. YEAS 
rhe roll-call was concluded, | Bat Ca 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from | | t Danie Pas * 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], so as to let the Senator from Nebraska | Blodgett G Ra 
stand paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], and that | NAYS—2 
will enable the other Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PAppocK] and my- | A Parwe 3 
self to vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ - ee = in Ge Pa on 
Mr. PADDOCK. Under that arrangement I vote. I vote | navis ' Staaten i a T 
wen 7 | Dawes, Hiscock Powe I 
The result was aimounced—yeas 26, nays 13; as follow oo te = a Saw Was 
YEAS—26. , BSENT—1 
Allen Edmunds, MeMillan, Spooner, j; Aldr Colquitt, J sof Ne ’ Quay 
Allison Farwell, Mitchell, Squire, ! Bart Dolph K " hea 
Call F Frye, Moody Stewart, Ke Eustis IcM in Sat 4 
Cullom Higgins, Paddock, Stockbridge, | Blair Ey irts McPhers: Sherma 
Davis ; Hiscock, Pettigrew, Washburn. Brow Faulkue fanders Stanf 
Dawes, Hoar, Power, a er Ge org : Morg Ve st 
Dixon, Ingalls, Sawyer, ~ ie : ee a wes or | 
NAYS—13. | Case Harris I t Wils fM 
Cha ler, Hawley, I t VW < 
Bate Gorman, Ransom, Walthall, } Cockrell, Hearst, Plumb 
Blac kburn, Gray, Teller, ( Jones of Arkans y 
— — Von | So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
, Mr. COCKRELL. I appreciate the anxiety of the distinguis 
ABSENT—45. | Senator from Vermont to transact business, and I have regretted all 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, this live-long day, from 11 o’clock until half past 5, the absence trom 
sarbour, Dolph, Kenna, SaRSOED, this Hall of that distinguished Senator. It has been painful to m« 
Baie” ee eo en that he has not been here to assist in the transaction of this ve im 
Brown, Faulkner, Morgan, Vest, portant measure and the transaction of this business. I was here bh 
Butler, George, maesia, — or ss fore 11 o’clock. I have been in my seat continuously, and I have been 
eae — som Wileon of Md. trying to facilitate business as best I can, and I am willing to stay just 
Casey. Harris, Platt, Wolcott as long as any one, but I do not know that it is exactly right hen 
Chandler, Hawiey, Aart Senators come here at 11 o’clock and stay in their seats and transact 
—™ Teas Arkansas, oo | business until 6 o’clock, that Senators who have not been in the Cham 
a | ber until half past 5 o’clock shall come here fresh from their slumbers 
So the motion of Mr. EpMuUNDs was agreed to. and their rest and compel the remainder of us to stay here all night. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Secretary will furnish the Ser- | Mr. EDMUNDS. Neither do I, and the Senator’s application of his 
geant-at-Arms with a list of absenteces, who will request them to at- | very good moral to me is quite unjust. I came to this Capitol before 
tend. | 10 o'clock and attended a committee meeting until 12, not knowing 
Mr. GORMAN. I now move that the Senate adjourn. that the hour of the Senate meeting was 1l. It was changed sudden) 
Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. | vesterday on a motion to adjourn, at the very last moment, when I did 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call | not notice it. I have been here since, being ill from taking the cold 


the roll. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wirson]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is ; 
vote with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. GORMAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I wish to 
change my vote, and beg to say, with the permission of the Senate, that 
when I made the motion to adjourn I supposed it was in accord with 
the wishes of the member of the committee who is in char 


aired on this 


arge of this | 


bill; that it was understood with him that we would adjourn at this 
time. It is now 6 o'clock, and those of us who have been here all day, 
who have remained in the Chamber and looked after affairs, are tired 
out. I had no idea that this would be made a party matter, and sup- 
posed an adjournment now was in accordance with the general under- 
standing of the body. I therefore change my vote to ‘‘nay.’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Connect 
[Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _Lask leave to say a word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
would state that under the rule neither debate nor motion, except to 
adjourn, is in order; but the Chair does not know that less than a quo- 
rum of the Senate can give unanimous consent to do anything. The 
Senator from Vermont, if there be no objection, will proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish to say that we have some 
important business in this body relating tothe business interests of 
every farmer and every manufacturer and every tradesman and every 
importer and every laborer in the United States, that has been on our 
Calendar for, I think, a month or more, and we are far past the end 
of the last fiscal year with appropriation bills, this very one amongst 
others that we have pending since the Ist of July, undisposed of; and 
if the Senate of the United States can not get on with its business and 
keep a quorum here to do business I think we ought to understand it, 
and the rest of us be allowed to go home like the people who do go 
home, and thus abolish the transaction of business. 


If it were a private affair there would not be a man who is now ab- | 


sent who would not be here now, unless, in my opinion, he were ill or 
some urgent matter detained him which does not affect 5 per cent. of 
the whole body. Therefore, I think it is a duty to insist as far as I 
can, for one, that we go on with this bill and finish it to-night, tired 
as we may be. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The state of the vote will first be | 


announced. 


air off the ice that comes up to us here, taken on Saturday, when I 
staid all day. 


publie affairs, coming up from time to time when there was a d 


I have staid in my committee-room hard at work about 








n order that he business of the Senate might go on I have not 
iyed the business of the Senate by endless talk or any other kind o 
talk, but I have been ready to vote and have voted every time there 
was a division that needed my vote. Therefore, the observa S ¢ 
the Senator from Missouri are quite out of pla 
Mr. TELLER. I realize that all this is out of 
The PRESIDENT; fem} o the Chair t ; 
Mr. TELLER But it seems to me very unwise for us to attempt to 
it here after 6 o’clock any night e@ mos ru ine it 11 
lo’cl k tl mor ng, and have een itt i ( 1 the sé e every 
ln yen i tim ince ther I ia »no nece ty on 
this | so far, This | has progressed is rapidly as this iss of bills 
usually progress. We who have lo ck t 6 are 
entitled to go home to our dinners 30 i um concern I 
iam willing to stay and attend to the | if I propose 
thing, to go home at 6 o'clock t« yd el the Senator ! f 
mont wants to stay here till 12 o'clock, he can i 1 M 
President, I rnove that the Senate do now adjourn 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair « not entert ! 
motion, no intervening business havi occu ] 
| Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Ind ropriat ( 
| definitelv postponed 
The PRESIDENT pro . Less than a quorum can not ente 
tain the motion. 
Mr. HOAR. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry of the ¢ 
The PRESIDEN T pro tei pore. Che Chair will hear tl pa 
ary inquiry. 
Mr. HOAR. Were the speeches of the Senator from Ver 
the Senator from Missouri business or plea i the | f 
sense? [ Laughter. ] 
fr. COCKRELL. DolI understand the ¢ r to hold t) a motion 
| to adjourn is not in order now ? 
The PRESIDENT pro te pore. “o the ‘ r tn nk nae ne Li¢ 
M r. CC CK RELL. Under what rule l wou d iSK the ( 4 
The PRESIDENT pro tem; [wo successive motions to rm 


can not be made unless business interven 
| repeated. 

Mr. TELLER. Can we do any business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Nothing until a quorum is present. 
| Mr. CULLOM. Is it in order to move to suspend proceedings under 
| the call? 
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I h } le intila rum 
: y ee 
 ~é 
} i claus f 
wi I bits any 
} ude 
tis ‘ parhamentary law that 
te 1 negatived, it can not be: 
} lu ‘ l Tv 
{ i ; » UUS l itervée ( ho 310 po 
DEN lhe Chair has no suggestion to mak« 
} i ) \V aqu l presel t senate can act 
) i i i peai I 1 the ecision of the Chair, will 
tb j t ' le ~ 
i ihe in ) i rhe (¢ an not entertain an ap- 
pe 
i LSCO In iat ther pr edings under the call be d 
p ‘ 
| PRI t Less than a quorum can not dis- 
p i | tl cal 
M I ‘ hat state of ruling we are met, then, by the 
ta i not adjourn until we get a quorum. Is that 
t the ( i b 
PRESIDENT Thats ems to be the m f the 
a ry decided change in ther ; 
of 1 th he e been nstrued heretofor« t 
ma ) t Dn { 1 5 no 
N { j i i st that there isa rum and that the 
‘ rt » De ersistent, but, on reliecting 
‘ t, ‘ t, ont Suggestion tha ’ guorul 
‘ y til re de 1ined, and that i 
ALA » ] 1+ ; lle 
i ) ir . t it pi b. l wil { 
t i 3 ca recut nis 1 
f rily 11 is it possible 
I 
! é ») means letermining t 
i 
l ! } ruponente! m 
‘ it to a } i ; 1a his na 1e eI 
\ e I L« I 
rin i A i not 1 ordel 
| yhyie toa « or any conversation on 
{ 0 gl 
' lO LN t t take a ess until 8 o'clock 
i EN I I ( \ int ( rtain them 
1 
Ir. Mé iuppeal ft the decision t Cl 
{ al A itentertain the ap- 
‘ 1 I 
' it 10 pm tn to k Sele committee o 
three to i y l I e ( i vying? ule the Senat 
1 | ‘ ve that without a quorun 
D HO i I v¥ to t ympel the att 
a . 
e PR DENI ! ir thinks an order has been 
m eto r t thea } i it Senator na that is 
vacated } 
Mr. HOA Chat ca uted un yuOTUM arrives. 
I | ESIDEN e ( thinks not 
| I w ‘ S \ I desire to suggest 
my } 
yes r Secretary will call the Senator 
fr . yta 
ecretary called the nan Mr. Pirrce and he responded 
pre nt 
‘ASCO. In order that the Senate may enjoy its constitutional 
privilege enfor the attendance of absent Senators, I move that 
the i low order Sergeant-at-Arms to compel the attend 
ance of a members. I think that motion is in order, because it 


a right that the Senate can not 
*2 previous order has been passed to re- 


is a constitut 


} 
rived of simply | 


menate, 
be ae} 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 




















th sent embers I think that the Chair, if 
he W I tion and the s, will plainly see that that 
I 1s l 
{ it et v¢ S to observe that I have 
i tood that it was t ractice of the Senate and the un- 
l S that f two motions ht be put in 
\ ppo W ive p lal olve tod t the Ser t- 
in not get them ess we can put the mot 
‘ the tt 7 tin rio the esence oi a ‘ 
t { l iy be th et ro h 
if I ! put after the otl destroys, as 
{ ' } T wh con ional 
p t the Senat ] t t put, t ib ss has in 
te pe 
The PRESIDENT I Chair calls the at t of the 
S te to th ingt f the rul 
\ ’ thes ' t Sergea Arms rest 
ind,w sa t 4 P t sbsent Sena 
Chose are two disti: propositions not necessarily con- 
I ed. One is indep¢ her Che motion to re 
pre nary. The m depends upon a necessi 
quently occurring i ie Chair 
Mr. GRAY. How is that to be ascertained? 
| AT ie | will pardon 1 [ ; y Chair, 
but that re est gy been dai ted to be m in n of 
the Senate it m econ essary to ¢ pel the attendance in five 
minutes, ten minutes, wenty minut ind the mere lapse of time 
and the judgment of the te are all that is required ; otherwise we 
] until th Ar! ithe attend- 





veant-at- 


t to wait 
























ince of every absent member, including the Senator from California 
Mr. S NI D whois in Europe, as it is sai a and has come back 
and reported 
Sa SE stead of being the present time, it was within six hours 
oO djournment of the second session of this Congress, and it was 
n iry to complete import public business that a quorum of this 
rm 10uld be brought in within thirty minutes. If in five minutes 
this request does t bring them back, that may constitute, in the 
ent of the S it t necessit contemp!l ted in that rule, and 
of t the $ itors p nt are the sole judges respectfully submit 
to the Cha \ th the ily view of the matter which can pre- 
serv ] authority of the Senate 
M GRAY Mr. | l t 1 merely s t that there is 
no other w than that grove d by the Senator 1 1 Mas husetts 
M in my op ich the necessity spoken of in the 
! can be ermined, « t by te taken upon the m 1ofa 
“ena regularly put; oth eem ti that the whole 
‘ t hras when net ul w 1 be gator nd worse 
t idle in the position it ies in the rul 
t to me that the S tor f i Massachusetts is « ely right, 
: hould f s s in t brace of a deadlock upon our 
lis iy l ‘ y I r i h l we su <tri- 
cate <« es 
Mi ASC Iw all the t ( r to 15 of 
el oe it ) 
= lg « i quail 
‘ rs, and f ; a ito 
do « << ta ema eT 4 < ’ \ »>da ind may be 
i 13 OT T con I T . 
LESIDEN thorized ’’ by whom 
Mr. PASCO \ aller iber may adjourn from day to day, 
und iv be author i to compel t ttendance of absent members.’’ 
The PRESIDENT y order of a full Senate *‘may be 
ithorized. 
Mr. PASCO, Of course by t Senat 
Cl *RESIDENT f We are now proceeding, not under 
the Constitution, but under the rul 
Mr. PASCO I was going on to call the attention of the Chair to 
t] ruie rhe rule Says 
\ ! ro A t i i t red thata u iis not 
P s ma ty o Senators : aay direct the Serge at-Arms 
to j st. and, wi neces salt t com Lae ttendance of the sent Sen- 
Now, who 1s to }udge of that ne y but the Senate iteclf? The 
inherent power n the Senate to co-upel this attendance, by the Con- 
stitution, and certainly tl screth must be in the Senate when it 
is 0 iry t tempt tion. My design is to call that power 
into action, a l make that 
t seems to me the Sena 3 the e and only judge of when it is 
necessary t tempt « pulsory process to bring the absent Senators 
n, and | res y sucg that the motion isin order at the present 
time ute t t necessary to compel attendance, 
then the Senate will vote the motion down. If the Senate thinks itis, 
t tis th n will 1 pleasure of the Senate to enforce this 


The Chair is incli 


ned to think that 
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the suggestion of the Senator from I da | , t 
cision of the necessity should rest with t Ss 5 
fore entertain the motion to compel the atte - , 
The question is upon the motion of the S« ut 
Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to com} thea S 
tors. | Putting s 
A division being called there were 
The PRESIDEN The n i 
Mr. GRAY. Vv nat ie Senate do q 
The PRESIDE rhe $ I 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 
M .DMUNDs, lask forad 
The question being put, there w l 
So the motion was agreed to; and (at 5 « 
the Senate adjourned until to-1 ! 
o'clock a, m. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, July 23, 1890. 
The Honse met at 12 0’: lock m Prayer by Rev. J. H. CvuTH 
D. D., of Washington, D. C en \ 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved the | a 
PROCEEDINGS OF THE INTERNATIONAL CON 3 a 
Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that t . 
joint resolution (H. Res. 194) may be immediately considered. | 
reported unanimously by the Committee on Foreign Aflairs, and the 
object is to arrange for the immediate distribution of the reports of th he si 
proceedings of the International Conference, which are about completed 
It will only take a moment, and I will withdraw the resolution if the: \ 
is any debate. \ ‘ } 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimo 
consent for the present nsideration of the resoluti \ the ¢ 
will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: ‘ \ 
Resolved, etc., That nothing in the act i‘Ana i at a “ 
for the diplomatic and consular s t | States for t sca e 
ending June 3), 151 shal ‘ str 1 
prompt transiation, pu it 113 3 
ings of the International Con . 
The SPEAKER. The gentle 1 from Kentucky | Mr. Mct "} , 
asks present consideration of the resolution , 1 5 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I object 
TheSPEAKER. Objection is made. 
‘ a . 
M LA he Mr Spea I « sir ) resen . } l 
in the conteste l-election case of McG s Alderso y 
‘ Co it n Elections 1 ) n udop tl 
ti hich I send to the ¢ k’s < 
rhe Clerk read as ‘ 
i i Mm re) } ; ~ 
atiy “s t 
P y ¥ 
the Fifty-tirst ¢ 
Representative 
The SPEAKER. Theresolut ) 
over. 
Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speak I des as t 
majority in that cas« 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair so und ind 
Mr. CRISP. Lask leave to file a re it t 
The SPEAKER The gentleman 1 Georgia asks una I 
sent to file the views of the minorit Is ther ectio er 
pause.] The Chair hears non \ : 
\ \ | 
Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker,I desire to submit a privileged report. | ‘ 
The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures report back with 
a favorable recommendation the resolution which I ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows 
Whereas the statement of the assets and es « Trea 2 
United States, made by the Trea r I l State 4 . i a 
31, 1890, shows that there is carried $} t 4 4 
of the Government; and t 
Whereas, under section 2 of the act of March 3, 1887, } 
tirement and recoinage of trade-dollars, it is required that t { 
ceived under said act “shall be transmitted to the « if ‘ at 
into standard silver dollars or subsidiary coin Therefore 
Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
House why the trade-dollars so received and held in the ‘Treasury as 3° iry ( l 
as aforesaid have not been coined as required by said act a 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of ther t tl 
The resolution was adopted ler ’ 
Mr. CONGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the re tion | deter ut 


was adopted; and also mov 
upon the table. 
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1 that the motion to reconsider b 


The latter motion was agreed to. t 
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will be forced to answer this question in the nega- 
nd no provision in this bill for the protection of honest debt- 
gainst cruel and arbitrary creditors, nor can I find any provision | 


er which such creditors may be made to respond in damages to the 
injured party for wrongfully aud unjustifiably forcing an honest debtor 
into the bankrupt court 
Mr. Speaker, every lawyer knows 
attachments, injunctions, etc., 


tained by the facts on the t: 


that extraor 
ied out in limine are not always sus- 
ial of the case, but are frequently shown to 
have been prompted by a malicious desire to harass and vex the debtor. 
injured party may, by filing a proper plea in re- 
ver not only the actual damages sustained and costs, 
but he may, by showing that the same was sued out maliciously and 
without p srobable cause, recoverexemplary or punitory damages for the 
injury he has sustained in character, loss of credit, etc. 


But, sir, there are no such provisions in this bill. However wrong 


In such cases the 


— ention, rec 


and unjust, however wicked and malicious may be the motives which | 


actuate creditors who seek to fasten the chains of bankruptcy around 
their unfortunate victim, he must stand silent and remediless so far 
; this bill is concerned. 
the honest but unfortunate debtor may be manfully struggling to 
meet his commercial engagements, which he is prevented from doing 
only by uncontrollable circumstances. He may be honestly endeavor- 
ing to maintain his credit and standing as a business man and to re- 
move the obstacles in his pathway to prosperity, and is prevented only 
by unforeseen accidents from accomplishing his purposes, yet these 
cidents and misfortunes are attributed to him as a crime and he is 
ithlessly rushed into a bankrupt court. 

(hough he may have done no legal or moral wrong, nor offended 
against any law of God or man, yet, if nature has failed to bless the 
country in which he lives with bountiful crops, his property may be 
seized and placed in other hands, to be sold in the market at whatever 
price it will bring, and the proceeds thereof parceled out among the 
hungry horde of creditors and court officials who have hounded him 
to hisruin. And what remedy has he for thisoutrage? None isgiven 

this bill. 

blackened and a bankrupt name, but no remedy for the ruin brought 

pon him. 

Mr. Speaker, it is no argument to say that creditors will not harass 
and drive into bankruptcy an honest debtor. Those of us who have 


All that he has left him is perhapsa helpless family and | self of his constitutional privilege of refusing to testify against himself, 


dinary writs, such as | 


attended on the courts for any considerable period of time know that 
this argument will not always hold good. No law ought to be passed | 
that gives such power to one class over another as this bill gives the 


reditor over the debtor; and that, too, without a method of epenens See 
the abuse of such power. While I am in favor of a bankrupt law, I 


hink no act ought to constitute an act of bankruptcy uniess it me 3 | 


gal or moral turpitude. The mere failure to pay a debt within a given 
atter it is due ought not to constitute an act of bankruptcy. 
t is a fact, well known to every one that 
try, town and village merchants are accustomed to sell goods 
ers and planters on long credit and wait for payment until 
can realize from the sale of their crops. It not infrequently hap- 
eus that the farmer fails to realize a fair return for his labor on 
t of the irregularity of the seasons. Some years floods and tem- 
seriously ee his crops; other years his crop is cut short by 
t. {e is thus rendered incapable of meeting his obligations to 
( head who in turns finds himself unable to punctually 
ly with his engagements. 
he merchant may have ample means to secure his creditors ~ 
the undoubted ability to pay all outstanding claims against hi n 


ne mer 





if he be allowed time to make his means available, but under this bil], 
if he undertakes to make an assignment for the benefit of his creditors, 
or to secure any less number than the whole of them he commits an act 
of bankruptcy. 

aY “ew T ‘ . p rc > . 

\ peaker, I repeat Iam in favorofa just system of bankruptcy, 
ove that will afford ample relief to the honest debtor and give him full 
protection against the’ greed and malice of heartless creditors and at 





the same time give ample and complete remedies to the honest creditor 
rainst the dishonest debtor. 

But, sir, this bill will not accomplish these purposes. It is a one- 
sided affair. It is prepared almost wholly in the interest of the creditor 
class, who may, under its provisions, crush out the hopes and ambition 
of men who are striving by honest methods to keep their heads above 


the waves of misfortune, but who can not always be punctual in meet- 


ing the demands against them, and for this reason they may be plunged | 


in the maelstrom of bankruptcy 
But the most serious objections, Mr. 
found in sections 42, 49, and 50. 
Section 42 declares what acts shall constitute acts of bankruptcy. 
Under this section I can not see how any town or village merchant can 
escape being caught in the meshes of the network which this bill seeks 
to weave around him. I can not see how he can escape the whirlpool 


Speaker, I have to this bill are 


of bankruptcy urless the laws of nature be reversed, and by the grace | 
of a superruling Providence even and uniform seasons be established | 


over the entire country. 


in the rural districts of | 


| confess the commission of the act 


| 
| man. 
| 


Under this bill, if some unscrupulous collection agent or attorney 
and there are many of them) sues out a writ of attachment for his 
principal against a debtor who has failed to meet his commercial pa- 
per when due, though he may be entirely — and possessed of 
ample assets, though unavailable at the time, he shall within thirty 
days replevy his goods or be declared a bankrupt. I can imagine 
many conditions in which a debtor might be placed which make it im- 
possible for him to release his property within the time named; yeta 
lailiire to do so is anact of bankruptcy, which to him means, to use an 
obsolete but expressive word, ruination. 
if a debtor writes to a friend with whom he has business relations 
and honestly tells him of his inability to meet his debts, he may at 
| once be thrust into the hopper of the bankrupt mill, though he has 
done nothing that impeaches the rectitude of his conduct asa business 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. I yield ten minutes additional to the gentleman from 
Texas, 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, if a debtor fail to pay an open account 
for goods, wares, and merchandise sold and delivered within sixty 
days after due and demand made or if he fail to honor his commercial 
paper within fifteen days after it is due, he must be immersed in the 
Jordan of bankruptcy that he may be purified. There are other acts 
of which the debtor may be guilty that are neither crimes nor misde- 
meanors in law, but are sufficient under this bill to constitute an act of 
bankruptcy. 

Mr. Speaker, the Constitution of the United States declares that no 
person shall be compelled in a criminal case to testify against himself. 
Now, under this bili adebtor may commitan act of bankruptcy which 
is per se criminal and which, if established by competent evidence, will 
render him infamous, still he can not shield himself from the provisions 
of this bill by claiming the constitutional privilege of declining to in- 
culpate himself, for the reason that if he refuses to make a clean breast 
of all his transactions and render an accurate statement of the con- 
dition of his estate be may be convicted of perjury or of violating some 
of the other provisions of section 50. In other words, if he avails him- 


he is nevertheless guilty of a felony and may be prosecuted and con- 
victed for so refusing. 

On the other hand, a debtor may commit an act of bankruptcy, which 
is peither a crime nor a misdemeanor under existing law, but which 
by the terms of this bill is made a felony; yet if he refuses to confess 
the facts constituting the felony, he is guilty of another felony and is 
liable to prosecution and conviction. 

To be more explicit, under section 49, among other things which 1 are 
made felonies are the following: If a debtor, in contemplation of bank- 
ruptcy or even in fear of bankruptcy, secrete, conceal, or remove his 
property, books, or papers to avoid their being levied upon by legal 
process, he is guilty under this bill of a felony, though under existing 
law it is neither a crime nor misdemeanor. 

When a debtor is dragged btfore a bankrupt court he must, if guilty, 
which is equivalent to a plea of 


| guilty, or if he decline to testify against himself and disclose the whole 


ruth, he is guilty ofa felony. Soin either event he is placed between 
the upper and nether millstone, and there is no escape for him, 

It appears to me, Mr. Speaker, that under this bill it is almost im- 
possible for a debtor who has met with reverses, however unavoidable 
they may have been, to keep out of bankruptcy 
mitted an act of bankruptcy jt is almost impossible 
the penitentiary. 

Sanne h system as this can long have the support of the people of the 

muntry, and I do not hesitate to say, if this bill should become a law 
and its harsh and cruel provisions put in foree, there will, in my opin- 


and if he has com- 





for him to escape 


| ion, come up from the country an almost universal demand for its im- 


mediate repeal. 

Chere have been but three bankrupt acts passed the Congress since 
the adoption of the Constitution: one in 1800, another in 1841, and 
still another in 1867. These acts proved to be so harsh and oppressive 
that they were repealed in a very short time after their passage. 

do not question the sincerity of gentlemen who support this bill, 
but it is evident that it is an attempt to make the rules and customs 
of commercial cities and communities a to the rural districts 
of the country. This isa thing impossible to be done. he condi- 
tions are not the same, and from the nature of things can not by law 
or custom be made the same. 

I do not wish to be understood as opposing a plan whereby the cred- 
itor is denied a remedy against a dishonest debtor, but I want to be 
understood to mean that Iam opposed to any system that places the 
| debtor absolutely at the mercy of creditors. 
| The town and village merchant, who sells his goods on time to the 
men who work twelve hours a day in heat and in cold, in rain and in 
sunshine, should not be ruined and driven into bankruptcy because 
these honest sons of toil are unab'e to pay their accounts in time to pre- 
vent the paper of the honest merchant, who favored them with credit, 
from going to protest and him into bankruptcy. 
{ This bill is objectionable in another respect. 


It is too sweeping in 
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its provisions. Any and every body may be f 1 into compulsory | ruptcy act should be treated oth i 
bankruptey, except national banks, tho ngaged exclusivel é itted « e in the | 
ing agricultural products, and wage-workers. [vy he farmer may er matters when a man 
forced into bankruptcy if he does anything else than dig |} ving o ¢ i for the purp t in 
of the ground. y tries the c1 Lin the reg 
Mr. Speaker, there is another very obje e featare of this bil hen a man commits perjury in any 
to which I will merely call attention, as my dist lished colleag ikes the very same course it 
{ Mr. CULBERSON | has discussed it, thatis, the number of new « el the petition of t W ma 
that are cre ited by this bill. The cireuit e rts of the United States Is re juired to p 3 po i ] l 
may appoint one referee for each Congressional district and one for each | by the district attorney He has to go and inve 
Territory and the District of Columbia, three } ed and thir ceedings ot the bank whenever « dup 
seven in all. visions of this act 
These referees are no less than bankrupt judges, having con ent This is a new and no ul} lure 
jurisdiction with the United States district courts in all matters of | onght to have any place in a ba t \ 
i bankruptcy, except they can not grantdischarges. These referees m under the bankruptey law e course s k 
have attending them deputy United States marshals, stenog1 é re bee en f ! bank 
and such other persons, I take it, as they may think necessary in ( r ¢ es committed agains ‘laws of the U1 t 
discharge of their duties. «lieve in any such inquisitorial proceedings 
In my judgment the people do not want any more Federal officials | debts. A bankruptey a ould run in 
overthem, They want men of their choice, men who are their serv- ! dition to that, I will simp that 
ants and not their masters, to manage the business of the count or | ¢ e the provisions of this section is 1 \ 
them. They do not want to have to rely on men from Washingt ercial centers the appointment of additio listrict att 
on men who derive theirauthority from Washington, or the appointe: else the duties to be perfor der ¢ ca 
of these men totake charge of the businessof the country and say how | without great detriment to the ’ r busin tf the ts 
the people shall pay their debts. Nor are they willing that the Fed Mr. HOPKINS. I would hke t lire whet rt 
eral courts, which are far removed from the people, shall take under | tion adopted this bill can not time b en 
their jurisdiction the collection of debts and the settlement of accounts | under the five-mir i 
between citizens of the same State. The SPEAKEI! Chere is nothing in th lew 
These are matters which belong exclusively to the local tribuuals but the House can read take whatever I 
and not to the Federal courts, to an extension of whose jurisdiction Mr. HOPKINS. Task unanimous consent that after the 
am unalterably opposed, and I believe this is the sentiment of nin trom Missouri [ Mr. | NI I ‘ } ded ‘ 
tenths of the people of the United States ip under the tive-n ‘ and con t 
I simply want to add that the salaries, perquisites, and expens ance of the time allotted to it under the resolution 
referees, United States district attorneys, etc., under this bill, which SPEAKER Allowing a1 its to be made to a { 
are to be paid out of the Treasury from the money collected from 
the people by taxation, will amount to two or three millions of ¢ Mr. HOPKINS. Ye 
perannum. Thus the whole people are to be taxed to aid whol M ADAM I 
merchants in the large cities to collect their debts by a sy that is of the chairma the Ce 
ruinous and oppressive to the unfortunate retail merchants. v LA 
| Here the hammer fell. ] Mr. PERKINS 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentar y gentleman from ¢ 
know whether an amendment is in order at this time { SPEAKER 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that there is i is in the ha 
J ment now pending. Mr. ADAMS M weake ) 
Mr. ROGERS. Is the bill open only to one amendment at a time He INS] that t re a tain nu of « end 
The SPEAKER. Under the rulesit is open to only on¢ mel! nt ind the rule originally conte ipiat t tt 
until that amendment is dispesed of. It is possible that the ndments pending at one t 
ment pending is such that it can now be disposed of. to it I supposed to be the intention of t 
Mr. ROGERS. I will ask that thisamendment be read, and lj se [ have no objection to considering bil ‘ 
to have it go into the KECoRD. I want just one moment for it I 
bate now. | SPEAKER Phe itlema M 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman from At - | poses it the b ull, at t SE I \ t ule inh 
sas that if he calls for a vote, and no one desires to discuss the ot! from Missouri, be considered under th ‘ 
amendment, it can be voted upon and make room for the amendment | 0 Make amen lments to any part of t 
which the gentleman offers. The Clerk will read ¢ pending 1 Mr. ADAM \ ive to ma ‘ reason tha 
ment: ne oO! iby member ’ 3 rdid n ty eal 
The Clerk read as follows eneral debate, but who would i y e to 
Strike out ail of section 37 and insert ot ra — p nt 
‘Persons shall not be eligible to app rent asa : { HOPKI 5. \ \ 
dents of the territorial districts for wh Appoint Mr. ROGERS by the adopt { rule | ) ik we 
Mr. ROGERS. I will just ask to have read the amendment se a ' 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. that the time would be occupie 
The Clerk read as follows bers left understan an Sess 
tuke it if it had b ind od could 
Strike out sections 25 and 31. : vn they would not ha 
Mr. R¢ \GERS. Mr. Speaker, sections 24 and 31 are the sec ms ol ‘i HO} KINS i KNO ( , l hain i i 
the bill, referred to yesterday by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. ¢ - | ha wen here all the tir 
BERSON ], which propose to administer the bankrupt’s estate practi- Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR lave told 
cally through the district attorneys of the United States I do not | m d rreat many ha t 
think any scheme of bankruptcy which simply looks to the sett] ill until the time fixed by tl kn 
ment of a bankrupt’s estate and the collection of such debts as 1 | billareaway. That al vould ) 
LS estate of the bankrupt will pay the creditors, ought to be put r | Then, again, we would not have t rt 
the control of the district attorneys of the United States. In add ventlemen have amendments to ) 
tion to the fact that I regard it as unwise and impolit is tl s- | can diseuss them, and they go 0 ) 
trict attorneys’ offices are now organized under existing law, in a tit nsider the bill unde ( 
many places it will be utterly impracticable to discharge the ties | not to be voted upon to-d 
devolved upon the district attorney under this section of the bill be impossible to do just tot 


There is still another objection to it. The district attorney a } HOPKINS. I y tio { 
under an order of court made by the judge upon the petition of t committee, to modify my 1 1 to t t c ity 
creditors of a bankrupt’s estate. In making this order di: ing the xr the m 
district attorney to investigate as to any crime which may |} . 
committed under the bankruptcy act the action of the judge is tothat  rul 
extent a quasi-adjudication of the criminality of the bankrupt I Mr. FRAN Mr. § It i had time i ld 





does not seem to me that this is a proper gin the co tion tos the state gentleman from Arkansas 
ofdebts. It does notseem to me that an ason can be assigned M oO it down | had entertained t op 
why a criminal who is a criminal by virtue of a violation of the ban vhen I was | red with a seat on this floor that I migh enabled 
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eas of the ) tr mut participating in rt duration, but soon th ys cam ngrafted upon the juris- 
1 t measure « udence of the country and it 1 it la f the land eleven 
i ui come oO this é much often ame d not prove satisiactory t peo- 
( and that might | ais ( 1 tl ‘ iit t pr t the reditor class l is ist 
] i ys that nat had ‘ 1 rs tot debt 
t puld dete with I imbersome n lnery i 1 istration made it ve x 
, } iit i t or i to 1 credito ind t seus « small est it we u- 
sion of this ely ¢ susted and fr 1ently left the « als creditors of the estate 
n ra thi luced to t ‘ rf t ( rire t I 
i I in M 1 ( in 1 enis a { 1874 l ed no 
ted ; neal « ‘ 
‘ ld ' ‘ - i st 
¢ e of t ) l t | 3 y to 
i I 31 K ) ( 
i pea law of t t 1 its 
il ‘ Oo! Lé y part { ect € \ ua ‘ l 
sed id het é i i d t States, 
ut 1nK u t i Lj i ‘ 
\ s 1 he English Pa i at ‘ l the provis 
f the English | kru e! lered a le ) 
) tl mercantue Vv l i lh the ish er t or 
1 pub i h the utm: contid ‘ gy sure t ] i cl t 
( l lin his! n | te slat ‘ ed, l 
ier, V iY to ¢ { ‘ \ ‘ om legis - 
. = ; 
I Ln obye l t iS to have n 
conven » Li inab » pa th i SI he I bn t 
ect t l th re dadesery gy. th egulie i 
) ‘ wh yet t t credulous creditors The great object of a bank: l is two 
ttention more in ld he equal or ratable distribution of the bankrupt’s effects in th 
people of th 1eration 1 ist expeditious and economical mode and his unconditional discharge 
. full surrender of his property. The estate of a bankrupt be- 
we do wit yur bankrupts is one to 1 i s to his ere litors, and they ought to have full control over it. 
nt nd 1oderm t l si n 1e estate of a debtor, after ha has become hopelessly insolve 
. ctory ution t belong to him to dispose of as he may deem fitand proper. 
( ir introduced to the civil v of ty requires that the wreck should be divided among his « 
t litiga urd f id th vision should be equal, but this equality should not 
! 3 } Ss render of t ‘ ( ed at too great a cost; the equality should come as natur: 
Lit ve! tut t i t litor as th eg ] ] 
‘ t om t] when mn l 4 etts nmy jud 
sua reme { the ti Ww l ) ‘ VY, and re ird the vig 
é mm alii é ts mut re ird to t ed by a horde of exec 
s pa I erature have been 1867, burden the admin 
t ( ra luminaries, varied | ¢ ; Oss ijustice dons 
litions surround the wri Even th hich a debtor frequently é 
condition of men’s clemency in his ti iw which obtain in different States, and the frauds which are perpe- 
rs take trated by dishonest debtors in the disposition of their effects without 
t . t ea of redress, the promoting of co ifidence, the saft ty and sta- 
t stablish uniform laws on the - |b busing sment of credit, all combine to assert the 
| t t ed Sta s the lar iw wisdom of a uniform bankrua nD. 
_ e « r of this power is he b now under con e the House bears a general 
1 to legislate on the subject in the milarity to the act of 1867, most of itsobjectionable feat- 
echnical sense. If not, the terms of t res and promotes the end j of a bankrupt law such as | 
yas in tla Ay licated Che only other plan contemplated by the bar of th 
se of this very general and discretiona cou y was a bill to administrate bankruptestates in the district courts 
msolidated the provisions of l prior Eng- | of the United States as courts of equity and under the ordinary equity 
v ted the rst bank: t law it | procedu 
ilt | he ise t ivlish de | sp 1 m i t t would 1 b 1l/Orm in 1ts oper- 
n ‘ ie of the strongest and 1 my judgment, unans 
t was enacted Be e | guments against it This bill ures prompt, equal, certa 
‘ Ww i 1 most cases threw the de yr lor tio t] the exp nder tl old aX 
t 3a very stringent law, and stigmatized the constru 1s that t may | itilized: 
t ( in and Fren ws sti fi dle ely of sand avoids ays which the 
1 to jail. twas repealed Decem- | e1 This country with respect to its court organiz: 
1 | districts isin avery different situation from what it was i 
‘ ts powel Thisla it } will enable those seeking and those requiring the aid of 
is the debt laInily ind its pre ions to obtain sa Siactory resu 
t one u 1 a half—it was repealed his measure, gentlemen, is one 0 greatest importance. It is 
other question than the con- like the law of 1800; it is unlike the law of 1841: it is unlike the 
ur of the law, most of the States | law of 1867. Itis the result of the action of experienced minds which 
United States questioned its | have co-operated and combined to bring to this body what I conceive 
iwn by the most eminent law to be the best, the fullest, the most accurate piece of legislation that 
y has ever produced, Justice Story has ever been presented to this Houseor ever considered before a com- 
i which bore heavily mittee. 1] ieve that not only the creditor class, but also the debtor 
g vas to prevent the gross injust class « is country urge, demand, pray for the adoption of this meas- 
t | distribution made of the | ure The creditor of to-day becomes the debtor of to-morrow. In 
ss ment with rences, an 1 ver-changing condition of things there is no certainty that a man 
to the s now the Hous who to-day is selling as a creditor, but who must obtain his goods 
t day sho in which Mr. Webster | upon credit, may not to-morrow be himself hopelessly an insolvent. 
{ not parts, The cry comes from every section of the country that this 
slation wa | known act of March | vested in Congress to establish a system of bankruptcy that sl 
t ve vears ag the main feature of wl] 1 | uniform in its operation be exercised for the benefit of this great 
It La T e lemands of ] = ‘ lite = 1 1 ‘ i natk i 
rt ule disasters produced by the civil Chis country is not, as was said by the distinguished gentleman from 
4 ? - 


\labama [Mr. GaATes], purely an agricultural country. We are fast 
t that time, that this law was to be of | becoming the greatest commercial nation of the earth; and now, when 


> 
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we have forty-four distinct Legislatures to pass laws for the collectior y i i . t those de 
oft debts, the far-seeing wisdom of the framers ot « 
illustrated in their provision that this power to pro i rm bank- vit e who do! 
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ruptcy law, like the power which we discussed 
the power to reculate commerce among the sev ‘ t < i ex Dp 
ercised by the General Government, the nationa tive J Let | 1 ty 
usdoourduty. I have done. \pplause. } MceCOkRD 

Mr. McCORD. Mr. Speaker, I can not in t 
me discuss as | would like to do the meas { i ray 
I must therefore content myself wit! ting ir. M RD 
tions in opposition to the bill, wl de L 
portant in its re ation to the people that have 
years. Iam nota lawyer, and therefore not prepa rd St 
to discuss this bill in its techni s | 
is a bill not demanded in siderable ) 
is it in the interest of any cc ub t 

think I t . nt ) i 

Oli 0 ] i et t i 
mail ila cities, who t 
debts, a iay ) able t l ( 
the ted Stat t S t ( 
sional registers and receivers, and the lawyer vho wi ll reap 
harvests in fees from the operation and ento ment of such a 
Who else, I ask, Mr. Speaker, is demanding the passage of t 
Is there pressure for suc h @ measure irom any other « ter I 
not know how it may be with gentlemen repres r othe 
encies upon this floor, but I do know that not « »f the 60 
in the district I represent has asked me to vote for such a law ¢ . ri 
titioned for its passage. reditors to put 

What is trae of that district I presume is true of other dist i t at ro 
least other districts throug the country other t 1 t ul ( t ! 
co rcial center It is a few years, Mr. Speaker, tl t 
odious enactment of 1867 was wiped from our statutes at the d t vy of be l 
of an incensed and disgusted people. ‘This bill is unrepublican i ns to t t i 
American, and is not only unnecessary and uncalled f but w i upe t ) 
work absolute injury everywhere, and it isa matter of donbt whet they epared t » into 
alaw to purge our statutes from all enactments for the coll t ’ 
debts would not be preferable to such a bill as this. 

As I said, this bill is unrepublican and repugnant to th ot Mr. S . 
the people. When I use the word unrepublican I use it 





sense; in a double sense, if you please. | an itis not Vg 

with a government republican in form, nor is itin harmony wi ‘ Man 

principles, traditions, or policy of the Republican party, whi lvo- | fi New M 

cate only laws and tenets in the interest of the whole peo part id 

that is the embodiment of the principles exemplitied and crystallized in ! n why t i 

a government of the people, for the people, and by the peop! eat. such Ww { i t 


Chis bill is severe in its penalties and unjust in its prov tatut nealled 
mean unjust towards the debtor class. Under its provisions a harsh t 
or even a diligent creditor can ruin a debtor by throwing him into 
bankruptcy almost at will. Ifa man neglects or for any re yn in the f t that t » ¢ ‘ : 
able to pay his note and does not pay it within fifteen days aft ts 
maturity he may be adjudged a bankrupt 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The notes referred to in t ] 1 of t Ir. 4 


the bill on which the gentleman is now commenting are ! 
paper strictly, not ordinary notes, and t! ’ lo , 


on maturity. 
Mr. McCORD. I understood the referer is ¢ 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. No, sir: commer Ly 
Mr. McCORD. If he fails to meet his i 
which in commercial transactions means i! he ta 
ing thirty, sixty, ninety day, or four-month bills 
such failure, he may be adj bankru 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman ) 
him at this point ? ted 
Mr. McCORD. Certainly 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. In the first place, I will say to t} 
tleman that there is a pending amendment extending th 
in the bill and, secondly, that the provision refers to accounts for g | 
purchased in trade. 
Mr. McCORD. Then why make the distinction in 
chants ? 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Accounts of this kind are 
to he so promptly met as commercial n 
Mr. McCORD. Vervwell. I was t aware of that am f 
and it makes no difference in rerard to the application of m 
In fact it may be said if an ordinary debtor fails to please 


unate creditor under the provisions of this bill he is « 





mercy of his creditor and may be thrown into bankruptey and ruine 
Such laws are not only not demanded by the people 1 not the t 


interest of the people, but, in my judgment, they are cle 
cord with public policy or in harmony with the spirit of our inst res which t 
tions. 

Most of the States now have very good insolvency laws. In my 
voluntary assignments may be made and no creditors can be preferred 
and the insolvent may be discharged fromhis debts. Of course he can | in all matters in i 
not be discharged from debts by him owing in other States from that | is certain to |] 1 diver 
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State w nd one system inaugurated, and in another State an entirely | who will be the beneficiaries of this bill: and this to me is one of its 
erent system, so that merchants doing business in our large com- | most commendable features, 


ies find that in one State they are required to call into req- 


tion certain legislative provisions for the collection of their just 
1ims, while in another State an entirely different remedy is provided. 
( nerce, Mr. Speaker, is in fact but legitimate speculation, and we 
‘now from experience that in time misfortune overtakes a very 
reat ma ty of those who engage in it. For that reason, as I sug 
teda ment », legislation upon this subject has been found abso- 
itely necessary. In some of the States we find bankruptcy statutes, 


These men went upon the prairies of our 


| State; they penetrated to the borders of civilization in order to develop 


| able seasons and other misfortunes have overtaken them. 


our country. They contracted debts; they borrowed money to secure 
a title to their homes. They now find themselvesinvolved. Unfavor- 
They realize 
that they are beyond the hope or capacity to pay their indebtedness. 
Is there any reason why such a man may not voluntarily go into a 
court of bankruptcy and turn over to the proper officers all that he has, 
making an honest statement and asking in the name of justice and his 
country that his assets be equitably distributed among his creditors 


| with as little expense as possible, and that he be discharged and per- 


find that, so far as it is possible for a State Legislature to ge, pro- 
ion is made for the discharge of the debtor under what are called 
kruptcy proceedings, but, in consequence of the constitutional pro- | 
ion which prohibits the Legislature of a State from impairing the 
or obligation of a contract, bankruptcy proceedings that find 
r¢ authority in a State enactment are necessarily imperfect and 
t ple and so onr attention is brought to the propriety and neces- 


yngressional action upon the subject. 


| know that, as was suggested by the gentleman from Wisconsin 


Mr. McCorp], there were objections to the old bankruptcy act; not, 
erhaps, to its theory or principle, but to its practical workings, on ac- 
unt of the abuses that were possible and that existed under it. 


Many of us know that, unfortunately, in the execution of that act the 
re consumed in court costs and in the fees of 
© that in many instances nothing was left for the creditors. 
\ll that is carefully guarded against in the bill now under considera- 
tion, as carefully and effectually guarded against as is possible ina bill 
acing so many general features and provisions as this bill contains 
Chis billis formulated with great care, and Iam glad to be able to 
compliment those who have given to it the laborious and careful atten 
tion it has received. Framed and formulated to give to the unfortu- 
ate debtor the protection and the assistance that should be given to 
him by a bankruptcy bill, it gives, at the same time, to the creditor a 


assets of the debtor ws 


officers 


in 


emvot 


mitted to make a fresh start on this in the interest of justice and in the 
interest of those who are dependent upon him for support and fora home 
to shelter them from the storms of heaven? That is what is provided 
for in this bill. As I understand it, no farmer can be forced into vol- 
untary bankruptcy. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 


And no wage-worker. 
Mr. PERKINS. 


I was about to suggest that no wage-worker under 


| the provisions of this bill can be forced into involuntary bankruptcy. 


The provisions of this measure can not be invoked as against such par- 
ties by creditors or others. They may themselves elect voluntarily to 
go into the courts, which are anthorized to listen to their applications, 


| and they may say, ‘‘ We surrender here honestly and fairly all that we 


| possess that is subject to execution for the payment of our debts; and 


we want it distributed among our creditors fairly and equitably, so that 


| we may hereafter be discharged from these obligations, and make a 


ust and expeditious remedy and one attended with as little cost as is | 


possible in the Federal courts or in the administration of a bankruptcy 
iw 

he maximum of benefit with the minimum of cost; and that is the 
eory upon which a bankruptey bill should be prepared. 


In other words, this bill is formulated, as I believe, to secure | 


\s I suggested, we find now a diiferent system in each State of the | 


nion concerning the collection of debts, as well as concerning exemp- 
tions, assignments, preferment of creditors, and the protection and care 
of the debtor and those dependent upon him. No two States of the 
Union, so far as I know, have the same exemption laws, no two States 
have the same gnment laws, no two States have the same bank- 
ruptey law. In consequence of this we find the propriety and necessity 
of Congressional legislation and a uniform system of bankruptcy. Now 
his bill, recognizing the necessity of commerce, recognizing the neces- 
sities trade, recognizing the vicissitudes that necessarily attend 

ymmercial undertakings and commercial enterprises, comes forward 
with a proposition calculated to aid in all these laudable undertakings 
and toassist the creditor in collecting that which is due to him, with, 
is I have already suggested, as little delay and as little cost tothe un- 
ortunate debtor as is possible in the administration of such legislation. 


as 


is there any reason, Mr. Speaker, why an unfortunate debtorshould | 


iot be given the 
ias subject to execution—for the payment of his debts, that it may be 
fairly and equitably distributed among his creditors and he be there- 
ter discharged from his obligations in order that he may, so to speak, 
commence life again ? 
We all know that in every State in this Union there are to-day hun- 
is and thousands of men who are involvedin debt in excess of their 
capacity to pay. These obligations rest heavily upon them, prostrat- 
ing their enterprise and 


areas 


opportunity of turning over his property—all that he | 


” 


new eflort in a struggle for a competency and a home. 

Under the laws of most of the States of the Union there are assign- 
ment statutes which recognize the preferment of creditors. Such leg- 
islation is in the interest of the home creditor, and is favored by him, 
but it is not in the interest of the great commercial traders and the 
creditors outside of the State. And hence, asI said, in the commercial 
world a different plan is desired and should be provided for, a plan 
just ond fair to all classes, and this bill is prepared carefully and con- 
servatively to secure this honest consummation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, why, as I suggested a moment ago, should not 
« man who.is involved in debt beyond his capacity to pay, be per- 
mitted to avail himself of the privileges of such an act asthis? And 
Iam glad to suggest, as the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. FRANK] 
suggested in the course of his remarks, that this is not in any sense a 
political measure, It is not a partisan bill. It is a bill that concerns 
and affects all sections of the country alike and may be invoked in 
the State of Arkansas as well as in the State of Kansas. It is a bill 
for the unfortunate debtor in Missouri, just as it is a bill for the un- 
fortunate debtor of Iowa; and we ought not to divide here upon polit- 
ical lines in the consideration or the discussion of a purely business 
measure like this, a bill which I am glad to believe has been formu- 
lated with exceeding great care by the committee having jurisdiction 
of the subject and reported here in the best interest of all classes and 
all sections of the country 

Why should the iron rule be insisted upon by any one that he who 
can not pay absolutely the last farthing of his obligations must remain 
all the days that are spared to him an unfortunate debtor? Why 
should we by refusing to give heed to a reasonable demand for legisla- 
tion in the interest of this class of our people enable the Shylocks and 


| exacting creditors to oppress the unfortunate debtor and demand the 


activity, paralyzing their energy and ambi- | 


tion; and can it be said on this floor that it is not a worthy object of | 


Congressional legislation to provide a remedy in such cases ? 
said that because there may have been abuses in legislation heretofore 
enacted we should not give careful and conscientious attention toa 
measure of this character? 

I know that in my own State there are many men who i 


- ol an 


n the exer- 
honest ambition, in the pursuit of laudable enterprises, with 
of suc , With the hope of meeting every obligation the) 
contracted, incurred large indebtedness. Misfortunes have befallen 
them; unfortunate seasons and other vicissitudes have involved them 
» deeply in debt that they can not pay or hope to pay their creditors 
infull. Is it not fair, particularly if the creditors are willing, that they 
should be permitted in a court of bankruptey to tart 
ignee or referee all that they have that is 
their debts 


nrocee l 


the hope 


eS 


subject to the payment 
ill that can be reachect under any circumstances by le- 
and that this should be equally distributed among 
creditors, the debtors being given thereafter an honorable discharge ? 

Mr. M L would like to know whether any of that class of 
people are asking for the passage of such a law as this ? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think they are. 

Mr. GEAR. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. PERKINS 
fited by such a law. 


Jul 


tie 


ings 


CORD. 


In my State, as I was suggesting, there are hun- 
dreds and thousands of farmers, men engaged in agricultural pursuits, 


Can it be | 


| which applies alike to all persons, and it is only right and just. 


last farthing or the last penny from him ? 

Mr. McCORD. That is just what this bill does. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ithink not. The gentleman from Wisconsin sug- 
gests that this bill does just that. I confess that the bill provides, and 
I think reasonably, that what the debtor has that is subject to execution, 
that is subject to seizure under process, subject to the payment of his 
debts, shall be honestly taken for that purpose and shall be equitably 
distributed as between his different creditors. But that isa provision 


I do 


| not understand that the bill goes beyond that, and it is carefully guarded, 
| so as to protect the creditors of the country against dishonest debtors. 


(nother wise feature of the measure: Under the provisions of this 


| bill, ifa man by fraud, if a man by perjury, or by misrepresentation, 


over to the as- | 


a 
! 


| prudent measure 
And I think they are the people who will be bene- | 


or by deceit secures a discharge, when in equity and honesty he ought 
not to have it, that discharge, at any time thereafter within two years 
from its date, may be set aside on proper showing, and whatever he 
possesses, subject to the provisions of the law, seized and applied in the 
interest of his creditors and in the payment of his obligations. 

It is necessary, under the provisions of the bill, that a merchant who 
esires a discharge and who invokes its privileges should keep honest 
accountsand honest books. It is necessary that he should transact his 
business upon strictly commercial principles and in a straightforward 
manner, so that his creditors may be advised of his solvency and suc- 
cess in business, in order that they may be able to determine whether 
it would be wise to extend credit to him or not. And so I think, in 
looking over the bill, somewhat hastily, I confess, that it isa wise and 
As suggested at the outset of my remarks, we may 
find some feature that should be amended. We may find some pro- 
visions that might be bettered. If so, during the time given to its con- 
sideration the amendments can be suggested and adopted. 


ot 


} 








My colleague from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY] on yesterday suggested 
perhaps it was not quite fair in one particular, namely, that the ref- 
erees provided for under the bill should be selected from gentlemen of 
the legal profession, and indicated that men who came to this nation’s 


Capital as legislators and who considered legislation for 








the people ol 
the nation at large might, with entire propriety, be eligible to these 
positions whether they were members of the legal profession or n 
Why, Mr. Speaker, there is scarcely a Stat 
one—that does not select, from. the farmers, a m ty of those who 
legislate and formulate statutes for the State 

In our own State there has never, I think, been « session of the Le 
lature in which the farmers of the State of Kansas we 
jority; and yet when these farmers legislated 
not seemed to think that they were discriminated a 
provided that the judicial offices of the State shou! 
who were learned in the legal profession 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to ask if there is any 
statute-books in the State requiring the supreme 
other judges to be members of the bar? 

Mr. PERKINS. Perhaps not, but there is an unwritten law, and 
it has never been violated in the ! ’ the 


istory ol 
of any State in the Union, so far as I know, in which me 


yin the perhaps! 








State or in the history 


i called upon 





to exercise the functions of the judiciary, to sit in judgment on ques- 
tions arising between man and man, and in transacting the judicial 
business of the country, were not members of the legal prolession 

Mr. KELLEY. Dol rightly understand my colleague to say tha 
there is an unwritten law ? 

Mr. PERKINS. I say it is the unwritten law. 

Mr. KELLEY. That being the: , would it not be well to leave this 


ilso unwrittenlaw which provides for the appointments under this bill ? 
Mr. PERKINS. There is no reason why the unwritten law 
| land, What is 


be declared to be the written law of the 


yt 
DOr 


Tia 
the common 
consent of mankind can with perfect propriety be incorporated into the 
statutes of a country and formulated into law. Our farmers in the 
State of Kansas, that my colleague represents so faithfully and well, 
do not think they are discriminated against when members of the legal 
profession are selected and chosen to fill judicial positions 
nor will they think they are discriminated against when selected as 
referees to perform the purely judicial duties provided for 
Mr. HOPKINS. 


in our Stat 


in this bil 


The farmers want for a judicial position a man who 
is learned in the law. 
Mr. PERKINS. They want those who are learned in judicial pro 
ceedings and who understand the law governing the facts and ey 


ties of cases. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have talked as long as I had expected to, and 
longer, in fact, as I only took the floor for the purpose of answer- 
ing briefly some of these objections and for the purpose of giving to 
this bill, in its theory and in principles, my hearty in and 
support. It may be true that the constituents of my friend from Wis 
consin [Mr. McCorpD] have not petitioned for it, but I will venture the 
assertion that not one of them has protested against it 

It has been discussed in the public press, it has been brought to the 
attention of thecommercial agencies, the commercial organizations, and 
the manufacturing enterprises of the country, and there have been 
forwarded here petitions by hundreds and by thousands as! for the 
consideration of this measure. 

It may be that the constituents of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
have not joined in that petition, but they have not eved it 
dicial to their interests, they have not believed it prejudicial 
business interests of the country, and hence have not been prompted 
to send in asingle protest against its enactment. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will allow me, I will 
say that the Business Men’s Association of Green Bay have petitioned 
fer it, and that comes pretty near the gentleman’s district 

Mr. PERKINS. I am not a member of the Judiciary Committe: 
and did not know the fact as to that, but I did venture the assertion 
that not one of them at least had protested against it. Now, I hope 
Mr. Speaker, that a bill like this, devoted to the business interests of 
the country, devoted to the creditor and debtor alike, may receive our 
dispassionate, our deliberate, our non-partisan consideration and atten- 
tion. And, believing that it will be in the interest of the peopl 
[ have the honor in part to represent, I shall give it my hearty 
ment and support. 

In my judgment it has been prepared in the interest of hones 
fair dealing. Its every sentence bears evidence of |: pains- 
taking care to fully guard the rights of the weak and the unfortunate 
and to curb and restrain the power of the strong and rich; to adjust 
every burden and to fix every responsibility in keeping with equity and 
right, and in all things and to the greatest degree to adjust the rights 
of the two great classes, debtors and creditors, in a spirit of judicial 
fairness and equity, and thus stimulate and strengthen the voluntary 
and mnititudinous transactions that constitute and make up the trade 
and commerce of the nation. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of 


lorsement 


cing 


heli 


~Orlous 


the bill. If anv one 
proposes to speak against the bill, I will yield to him. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BuRRows in the chair), Any gen- 


tleman desiring to speak against the bill will be recognized by the Chair. 
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Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I v like to be recogniz 
1utes to say a few words aga [amt t 
( itte und d not know vy t 1 
KERR, of Iowa. You have t! 
SELLEY. Mr. Speaker, t j 
i D1 aii » d wu 
p { 1 y, and ps 
te or 3 ) ( t { i 
moved t gen an from 
cently occupied the OT l \v h to { i ) 
that I represent are concerned, I ha 
t desire a bill of t wte 
the t tle en \ ) ( { 
< 3 e pa l I in { 
I 
1 that is the feat l ‘ M 
hg ist j I t d t y 
the | ind pro. that the r l t 
of this bill l t ( 
‘ i icy > 
l 1 V oa t, Mr. § el ! I 
to vy mv | rile ‘ g F I 
1 most ate d t 1 
t l ire l ‘ i “ t 
; € m 1¢ i } l , 
i 
ir nthe <« 
ran got tn i L id { 
there j y ks ) ell t 
lng Ly} per 1 ie { ile 
‘ to the Olli 
point the elerees, I 1 vO ad i 
{ | t men who are et tt ! it i 
and it would be all we would req rut I ) 
‘NI RR, of low t i { 
M LLEY sir. 
| th, of wa Wo ld { pp ya In i 
( ildut ( winot h lé ‘ i t y 
M ny Mr. S < in { { 
lL kt vy ma men ak ‘ 1 i ) 
mia é who are i lfinth ) ( ed | 
law t iny en 1O Te £ t | | ) 
bers oft i l rt provi ) { { t 
1ere ther ‘ t ) ‘ 
I the p! oO! “of I ] tt 
ny 
Could thev1 ( \ it 
and thereby become quali ed to act 


Mr. KELLEY. Well, that is a humiliat 


in the State that I represent would not like tosubmit themss to. 


ple 




















I have no feeling whatever against the elie is t 
t] are all right in their place and thinki le, t iré ! 
ber one good fellows, as all of them are pw ie b I 
to emphasize the fact thatin my ud ent there are on 1 a 
who do not belong to the legal profession, Ww »are ne t ers tne 
bar, who are as well qualified to perform all of t luties of referee 
as prov ded in this bi to every one W > } rto thie pro 
fession Chere is a yrowing feeling throughout t counts the 
lawyers have had too much to doeven with la of t yu 
try, and I venture a prediction here that t Hou f J ‘ t 
ves will not have as many lawyers in ithe present Hou 
I do not predict that there will bea change in the yp l comp 
KK of the House, but I believe that the eling among th peopl 
North and South, East and West us att »> that ma 
that thev have me tot co : } i é ‘ p 
her pr 3 { tca } } 4 é 
the way of legislation as the profession of la I lo « l 
proposition in th i ow in it, and yenact if 
would be a gratuito nsultand a discrin ition against other 
sions and other pursuits My friend f1 lowa Ir. H t 
day made the remark that to illustrate this idea it 
for t iss a law to appoint i chapla i ti \ 1y 
th vd could be a ¢ plain t e V 
. I beg leave to ditt t f id al { 
cite to m such law Ia no € ve é 
do not tl there is any law that req esa I 1 in 
belong to any church even, or to have any r } rt 
| think he can be just as good a ipla vy ¢ er 
chaplains in the Army, so far as it has gor t 
been members of churcl and have not tilt | echay 
lains, known how to pray, performed the duties hap 1 just we 
; those who had been praying f twenty ‘ | believe there 
hundreds of thousan { vh mn} the duties of i 
as provided for in this bill l is well as if they had been met 
of the bar forty years, a t re members of the legal | 
thattime. It is not n thata n be a member of the 
be-even learned in the law; and I hope that this House wil! n 
to the flame that is now traveling over the coun 
among the laboring people, and among the mechan 




















( y than lawyers; but that they will 
a { 1 so that y mal ho may be competent shall be ap- 
ind rely upon tl ; ige to make a proper ap- 
t t ible « cers under the pro 
by 
real } t benefit refers 
of that ut oO t of the bill 
i t vho m: be ere tors and 
{ ~ i idental matter contained 
’ it itue ts I repress er 
‘ : a tie r wie gee 
t i 1 t » VE vo, | NK 1t Was, &2 con 
f t 1 t 1é@ ] 3 t State of 
. in 1 tl t es the su 
state 1 ] ysed t ime l- 
2 ‘ l yn t this thir eventh 
that in t é hers of the ie bench 
t and increa r them from three to 
1 ) e mem ber the of the State 
e Stat unted to increase the number of judg: 
supreme bench was too small to get through with 
ey W l } us to gett number of the upre e 
: ind would have ed tor it but for that offensive and 
obj vable feature [hey voted it down by an overwhelming ma- 
p ause was in, and the Legislature that convened aft 
erward \ what t feeling of the State was, immedia 
mit t ‘ l Ww Ix ng before the 
I it s t other propositi 
Ww t ) l ca l h ming I t 
< s t ibie ft ( l iken { id the 
ed without that pro n. 
i \ LEY W »v De t res the 
Mr. K EY. Anybody who will get votes enough will be elected. 
n Kansas, knowing as little even as you do aboné law, 
I ] e for you ] ct you 
YA LEY Then you would be eligible 
KELLEY If I could get votes enough, even as ignorant as I 
yuld eligible, and could be elected ithat is the right 
t or t people of this country to tak 
j OUTHWAITI Th gnorant a man th tter qua 
} . 1 he 
\ LEY Per] t may do Ohio I hay 
‘ t d tl . s 
n e section, Mr. eaker, that it 
t to be ea law, sh i be amended It is 
tha t t ction which refers to qualification; that the man o1 
. ‘ and I am glad it says person) orany‘‘such 
l 1 ( le tot ( ( f referee must } e been a mem! 
ticing attorney in the territorial district in which b 
| for at least three years;’’ and it provides for a referee 
nal district and in every Territory Now, take the 
yf ¢ thoma r has been organized only one year. N 
r there more than one year; and, under the provis 
1, no man or woman living in that Territory is eligib] 
I t t that mistake v not be made, but that the proper cor 
will be made to the bill in that regard In behalf of the con- 
I represent, and I think just as much of lawers as I ought to 
k of then I think a great deal of them, as my colleague has said 
have al t univer y made them judges of the court I think 
the judges of the courts will find no trouble in getting eg referees; 
1 !ask you asthe House of Representatives not to put this additional 
pon the other professions, but hope that you will leave that 
matter tot inte gence of the people of this < untry < utside of the 





Mr. PEE] Will the gentleman allow me? Ionly want a momer 
s } the bill 
SPEAKER » tempore (Mr. BuRROwWs in the chair Does the 
é aun from [lin vield 
M »A MS [ yield to the gentleman from Arkansas. 
Mr. PEE Mr. Speaker, I have not given this bill a thorough in 
vestigation,and therefore I shall not attempt to say anything about its 
t but will conf l a few words in explanation of the 
, wl 1] all g assage, which vote will be against it. 
first pla I hav n very much in love with any kind 
kruptey law may be many cases in the com- 
i ul world in which nkrupt law properly planned and prepared 
will, perhaps, work equitably and prove a benefit both to the creditor 
ind the debtor, yet what little experience I have had as a practitioner 
at the bar has taught me that in nine cases out of ten bankruptcy pro- 
ceedings have proven to be simply a waste of the assets of the debtor 
without any benefit whatever to the creditor. 


t 

Besides, Mr. Sp uker, the demoralizing effects of such a law in the 
community are, I think, too costly a price to pay for whatever good 
results may come fromits execution. I think that in many instances 
it leads to wild and doubtful speculation upon the part of persons who 
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involve themselves recklessly in debt because they know there is a law 
by which they can get reliet. When men have before their eye - Ls Aw 
that will relieve them from any responsibility they may assume should 
they fail, it is liable to lead young and ambitious men into re¢ cide 
peculations or operations of doubtful propriety, when, if such a law 


+ 1 


was not In existence, they would +, would proceed more coc 

i would engage in business with more prudence. 
Again, Mr. Speaker, in many instances it furnishes strong 
t ar 


ent for dealings and transactions t at least, of doubtful honest 





—_— 
sAMUUE 





: 
} 

I have the honor to represent a< nstituency that do not believe in pay- 

debts in that way. They know of no other way to discharge a debt 


| or a responsibility contracted by them but to discharge it according to 


the terms of the contract or the obligation, and in my experience in 
North west Ark: insas I have never se¢ ny great oppression of debtors 
t the hands of creditors. Nearly all retail merchants in that part 





1e city of St. Louis, and in re- 
gard to that great commercial city and its business men I desire to sa} 
that I have never found them unreasonable to their debtors who have 
become embarrassed if those debtors have acted in a manly and hon- 
orable way. When, on account of bad crops or bad collections, men 
have become embarrassed in that portion of the country, they have 
never, in my experience, failed to get a reasonable extension from their 
creditors and ample time and opportunity to settle up their affairs. 
Therefore, I do not see any good that can come, at least in the part of 
country which [ represent, from the enactment of a measure of this kind 
It has been stated here that this bill has been lobbied perhaps more 
ny measure that has been before this Congress. Mr. Speaker, | 


the State make their purch uses in t 








not one of that kind of members who are afraid of lobbyists or of 
anybody else that is seeking legislation at our hands 

[ govern my action by my judgment of the merits of a measure, not 
by the question whether it is advocated by one or by a hundred thou- 
sand. <Any measure that is presented to Congress for enactment into 
law should stand or fall upon its own merits and should not be judged 
by the number of persons who ask for its passage or who oppose it 
passage. There has been, I know, a large amount of literature distril 
uted through the mails upon this subject. I received a good deal of it 
myself, but, having fixed views upon this question, that literature had 
1 litt ffect upon my mind 


ut little eff 
I do not share the views expressed by my friend from Kansas [ Mr. 


}- 





KELLEY] who has just made such severe reflections upon the profes 
sion of the law, nor do I agree with what he said about army chap- 
lains. I was a soldier for four years and I do not think that the prayers 


of a man who did not belong to the ministry of any church would 
have been very acceptable or would have had much effect upon the 








soldiers. I donot join in that kind of criticism upon the bill, but I 
hall vote against it ao I believe it is uhwise and impolitic to 
enact it into law, because I believe the country would be better wi 
ut it than with it 
Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, when a man is hopelessly involved in 
debt thout his fault, it is to the advantage of the industrial com 
I ty of which he is a member to release him from hisdebts It 
to the interest of his creditors. His property, already insuflicient to 
his st obligations, is likely pete rey urther impaired It j 
also likely to be seized by one of his creditors to the injury of the rest 
Justice demands that it be at once distributed fairly among them a 
Put it is not merely his creditors who are interested. The industrial 
community is interested as well. The industrial community is inter- 






~~ 


ed in the industrial activity of each member of the community. 
10peless debtor is notan effective producer of wealth. Hopeis the main 
spring of industrial activity. A man who feels no desire to accumulate 
wealth because he can not hope to enjoy the benefit of hisaccumulations 
is comparatively worthless as a part of the great and complicated ma 
hine which constitutes the industrial community of modern times 

A law of voluntary bankrapte; y, therefore, instead of being a tempo 
ary remedy for an abnormal! condition of things, ought to be a perma 
ent institution in every industrial community. 

On the other hand, if a reckless or dishonest debtor is hopelessly in 
volved in debt and still goes on incurring indebtedness in the tran 
acti isiness, it is in the interest, not only of his creditors 
but in the interest of the community itself, that he be compelled to stop. 

A law of involuntary bankruptcy, therefore, as well as a law of vol- 
untary bankruptcy, instead of being an occasional remedy for an ab- 
normal condition of things, ought to bea part of thesettled, regular 
permanent system of every industrial community. 

But what is the industrial community which we have in mind when 
we regard the industrial activity of the people of the United States? 

the community of the State? Byno means. A Jarge part of the 
commerce of the United States is commerce among the States. Evena 
retail merchant generally buys a portion of his stock in trade outside 
of the State in which he transacts his retail business. 

Phi 





Is it 





railway and telegraph facilities, the establishment of fast-freight lines, 

increased postal facilities, and other causes make our interstate com- 

merce year by year a greater portion of our entire commerce. Year 

by year it renders more necessary a national bankruptcy law which 

can give the debtor a discharge as distinguished from the insolvency 
| laws of the several States, which can not. 


s is still more true of wholesale trade. The development of 
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Ther can not agree with the gentleman from 7 Mr, ‘ M 
BERS ith whom I always like to S cS . 
national bankruptcy law as being pro; \ 


edy for an ext ! ler x 
mate and permanent part of the licia l ‘ 
Madison seems to have thought so ynd nu 








The leral lec] , 
r The pows establish 
} ne vit vu « 
where é 3 t 
that t e ) s : i 
A ‘ iT Lis ex 
pr t (s Hes 
. 
The ofa ‘ 
7 part « pur 1 ris 
and i x . 
Tam willing to admit tha th } 
the bankrupt laws he 
emervency measure ie law LS00 Ls 
vided in terms that it should 
repeale d before the fiv years h ) 
the desired effect sooner than 
The law of 1841 was in form a law of involuntary ban \ 
have been informed by a friend who has a personal 1 
operation of the law that its main « +t was to release a larg si M> 
ber of hopeless debtors from the burden of debts i red t 
speculative fever of 1336 and the revulsion which 
of the specie circular. 
So of the law of 1867. In that year th pe lation t 
and to the enormousexpaunsion of the currency by is 


backs had passed its culmination id contracti 
the currency. It was far more rapid than would ap r from tf I 









i 
Treasury statements. The paper circulation of the United States « 
ing the war was confined to the Northern States. When tl ir ¢ 1 
it spread over the Southern States also. The result was a contra 
of the currency in the Northern States. one doubts that t was 
of the causes which led to the enactment of the bankrt pt t of 1 
That a t, ] Le its pt de essor . I ict ha i bli ‘ eu 
The business of the I hited States courts 1n bankrupt if 1 l 
becameenormous. Abuses natura Os Che tle ym I 


reminds us that the House of Represen ic lar \ 
act between 1557 and 1871. Doubtless the great ( ’ re ] 


| ie grea 
the Boston fire of 1873, and the panic of that year k« t 
until 1872. 
It is also true, as the gentleman from Texas says, tha <« 
now exists calling for the enactment ol a Dankruptl iaw li a ‘UK ’ ’ 
ruptcy law is to be regarded as a mere emergency Sure rhe 1S y 1t 


been no recent expansion of the currency. There has been no 





quent revulsion. Since the resumption of specie pay 
rency has been steady. 


If there has been a temporary expansion at any 











| \ ti a 
checked by a corresponding outilow of gold. If there ] at 
porary contraction it has been on eved by a vold 
abroad. This stable condition of the currency 1 f ‘ ! 
years. Thanks to the wise silver legislation of the present ( 
is likely to last for many years to com 
It is true that there has been in late y sad ion 
ure. It is not likely to continu Chere are two interest 
on this subject in the April and May numbers of Th i 
of this year. They tend to show that fora t 
in the farm products of this country has far exceeded the ‘ 
population. They show further that this disproporti d \ 
production is not likely to continue. Let me quote the co 
tences of the article in the May number of The Forum 
| Assuming the substantial correctness of the estimate f area the I 
ment of Agriculture and that home requirements will be such as to « j 
acres per capita, tl sw the « 3 t ar 
ous” resolves its >A $8 i 
January, 1894 opulat 3 
an area of... 
4 Area now employed in growing s I 
Additions to be made to such area in 3 oh 
) i 
Acreage deficit, January, 1894 30K I ' : 
This deficit should be sufficient to neutr pos , 5 
the area now in cultivation. va 
Mr. KELLEY. Would it make any differ t t to have 
very bad so t Lat only yne-fourth of a crop wa I xluced oa : 
Mr. ADAMS. Of course it would make a differencé I i to t 


Mr. KELLEY. Does he take any account of th 
Mr. ADAMS. No, but bad crops are only a: asional « rré 
and it is estimated that the gradual increase in the population wi 
run the increase in the arable area of the United States. ITamn veral States, l t 
farmer, like my friend from Kansas, but I submit the estimate asI find | act in t 








A A 


it, and I earnesly urge him to read those two articles in the April and 
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ile of exen t 


xemption which would operate uniformly through- | 
out co We ought to leave the amount of exemptions to the 
Leg tures of the various States. We can not do better. The ex- 
f mn laws of the several States now vary widely. They vary with | 
ng conditions of the people of the several States. ‘he peo- 
ple of t country are becoming more homogeneous every year. 

r ways of doing ba s tend toward uniformity. Capital is 
becoming more evenly diffused. ‘The conditions on which the exemp- | 
tion laws o! States depend are becoming more uniform. The prac- 
tical uniformity which we can notsecure by Congressional action will, 
in @ measure, result from the action of the State Legislatar 

Mr. OATES. In that cor n let me suggest to my friend from 
Illinois that debts are contracted with a view to what the law isin the 

tate in which the d reside. 

Mr. ADAMS, That is true; and it is also true that an old and long- | 
seitled State 1 equire a smaller exemption and a new State a 
large: one; a ia ing community may require one species of exemplion 
eand a manufactui community another. 

fr. McCORD. Will it interrupt the gentleman if I ask him a ques- 
tion 2 

Mr’ ADAMS. No, sit 

Mr. M RD. The ge man from Illinois interrupted the gen- 
tleman from Kansas to state that a petition for the passage of this bill 
had been received fi nt ie city ot Green Bay, which is near my dis- 
trict. I have stated in my remarks to-day that no petition has come 
to this House for the passage of this bill from any portion of the coun- 
try outside of the cities. Such is my information. My question is, 
does the gentleman know of any demand or any petition for the passage | 
of this bill that does not come from a city or from people living in a city ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Oh, I do not know as to that; I have not 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I will state that the applications for the 


‘ 4 ] ra 
ol a measure ¢ LOIS KING 


passage 
country districts than fr 
creditors. 


Mr. ADAMS. 
rentiem 


come here more numerously from the 
ym the 


As to the last point referred to in the remark of the 
in from Ohio [ Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR], I canstate from my per- 
onal observation that, while I have never been spoken to by any per- 

n in the city of Chicago who, as I supposed, had reason to desire this 
I have frequently been spoken to by persons who I 


law as a cre litor, 


supposed desired its enactment in order that they might be relieved 
from a hopeless burden of debt. 

Mr. McCORD. Ido not so understand the sentiment of the people 
on this subject 

Mr. ADAMS. But after all I do not believe in the existence of a 


debtor class and a creditor class. Some men may be creditors more 
than they are debtors and some men may be debtors more than they 
are creditors. But the largest debtor class of the nation consists of the 
merchants of the United States, who are creditors as well as debtors. 


There is not a day when they have not outstanding notes due in thirty, 


sixty, or ninety days. Banks of the United States also form a very 
large debtor class. The largest creditor class that I know of consists 
of the working people of the United States, who for six days out of 


seven are creditors of their employers. 

But I believe that the demand for this legislation comes from the 
average business man of the United States, without regard to his prob- 
able position under the operation of the law. 

I have observed, Mr. Speaker, or I think I have observed, a tendency 
in some gentlemen of the House to view this legislation as an illegiti- 
mate interference with the rights of the States. I believe not only that 
this is not the fact, but that the State Legislatures have a direct in- 
terest as such in the enactment of this law if they have a direct inter- 
est in the well-being of the citizens of their respective States, 

It is for the interest, for instance, of the Legislature of Kansas that 
every Kansas mau who is hopelessly in debt should be relieved from 
his indebtedness and there! 
industrial machine of which we are all a part. 
the Union. Therefore, as the Constitution of the United States is what 
it is and aState Legislature can not grant the citizen of a State a full 
discharge from his indebtedness, and yet it must be the interest of the 
Legislature of every St 


So of every State in 


it is the interest of the several Statesas such that a national bankruptcy 
law should be enac And, as I have said before, I believe that it 
hould be enacted as a permanent part of our judicial system. 
we wait for an emergency to arise the abuses under the law when en- 
acted are likely to be far more frequent, far less likely to be detected, 
far more difficult to be remedied. 

But if we have a uniform and steady bankruptcy law in operation 
even in times of comparative prosperity—if each individual debtor, 
when his fivancial condition becomes hopeless, has a way of relief open 
to him, and every dishonest debtor when he becomes hopelessly in- 
volved can be brought up and compelled to stop operations, the tend- 
ency to speculation will be diminished and the violent fluctuations in 


tea, 


the business of the country will be less than they have been heretofore. [I | 
believe that the substantial prosperity for which we have reason to | 


hope for a considerable number of years to come will be aided and but- 
tressed by the enactment of a national bankruptcy law. 


cities and more from debtors than from | 


'y become a more effective portion of the | 


ate that its citizens when hopelessly involved in | 
debt should receive such discharge, therefore I am inclined to think | 


If | 
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I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. CATCHINGS]. 

Mr.STRUBLE. Before the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCH- 
| INGS] proceeds, I would like to make an inquiry. I observe that one 
| of the matters specified by this bill as an *‘ act of bankruptcy ’’ is when 
| the person has “‘ neglected, for sixty days after written demand shall 
have been personally served on him, to pay an open account which 
was, at the time of such demand, due by him for goods, wares, or mer- 
chandise sold and delivered.’’ 

Now, I wish to inquire whether it is proposed to amend that pro- 
| vision in any way. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
Mr. STRUBLE. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
| Mr. 


ot 


It is 
In what way ? 
EZRA B. TAYLOR. It is proposed to strike it out. 
STRUBLE. That is right; I am very glad to hear it. 
CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I have risen more for the purpose 
idicating that I favor this bill than to discuss its features or to enter 
into anything like an argument in favor of a bankruptcy law of any 
sor I wish to say, however, that it has always been my opinion that 
we ought to have in a great commercial country like this a permanent 
| bankruptcy system, such a system as has existed in England for many 
| years. It has worked there with the greatest satisfaction, hascontributed 
largely to give facility and credit to commercial pursuits, and there is 
no reason why our country should stand behind upon a question of this 
sort 

Mr. Speaker, I had a great deal of experience in connection with our 
last bankruptcy law. During the entire period that it remained on the 
statute-book, I was actively engaged in the practice of my profession, 
| especially in its commercial branches. While it is a fact, as has been 

stated here, that there were some abuses—perhaps in some sections of 

| the country many abuses—connected with the administration of the 
| law, I by no means agree that the general effect of the law was bad. 
On the contrary, 1 believe I can testify with absolute certainty that the 
general effect of the bankruptcy law of 1867 was highly beneficial to 
all the commercial interests of this country. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. There is no doubt of it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. And I was surprised when the law was repealed. 


| That repeal seems to have been made in pursuance of a sort of preju- 


dice or craze which had no foundation in fact, but which seemed to 
have taken possession of Congress. 

It is true, Mr. Speaker, that when that law was first enacted and a 
great multitude of cases were placed upon the dockets of the courts, 
and when the measure was somewhat of a novelty, abuses did creep 
in, assets were badly administered, officials perhaps obtained fees to 
which they were not entitled; but such things extended over a period 
ot only two or three years. 

I know at least in my own State that the court soon took a more com- 
prehensive and equitable view of the system, so that assignees and cred- 
itors and debtors and lawyers and registers alike came to understand 
that the law was good and wise, that its operations were wholesome, 
and that it was one which could be enforced strictly, as it was intended 
as a sort of winding up of the estates of people who had reached the 
point when they were unable, by reason of their financial condition, to 
meet their obligations and continue in business. And I believe, Mr. 
| Speaker, that the judicial district I represent has the credit of having 
| paid a larger percentage of dividends on estates so wound up in bank- 

ruptcy to the creditors than any other district in the United States. 
I have been informed that that is true, and I so state it. But when 
the rush was over and the débris which had accumulated as the result 
| of four years of war had been cleared off and away, we had no great 
| crowd of bankrupt cases pending on the dockets in Mississippi. Per- 
| haps they would not exceed an average of twenty-five or thirty cases 
during the latter part of the system. Estates were wound up more ex- 
peditiously; they were settled more economically; and I can say, what- 
ever might have been the fault and objections to the system in the 
beginning, that extravagant administration eventually disappeared, 
and on the whole the law operated harmoniousiy and beneficially aiter- 
wards in the State. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, much has been said during the discussion of this 
question, by way of argument against the bill, that it had its origin 
| amongst the commercial people of the country. It is a law in which 
| commercial people are chiefly concerned. They are more deeply and 


vitally interested in it thanany others. Theagriculturist, the lawyer, 
| and people engaged in such avocations as a rule have little concern in 
| such asystem; and if the law is to be operated in favor of the merchants 
| itshould be remembered also that it is to he operated against the mer- 
chants as well, and the bill isdrawn so that it will exact absolute jus- 
tice from the creditor as well as from the debtor. 

We all know, asa matter of fact, at least all who have had occasion 
| to investigate the workings of the debtor and creditor system of the 
| country, that much of the fraud which is perpetrated by the debtor 
| class upon the community is only successfully done by the co-operation 
or collusion of the creditor class. In fact, if it were not true that some 


creditor will conspire with the debtor so as to enable the debtor to make 
| a fraudulent transfer or pretended assignment ot his estate to defeat the 
| just claims of his other creditors, there would be little room for the 
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operation of such frauds. This law is designed to prevent this and it 





is believed that it will have that effect. 

The bill is intended to exact absolute good faith from both classes 
Now, so far as the working of the provision itself i cerned, every 
man who knows anything of its effect, every man connected with m«¢ 
cantile pursuits in the United States knows that there are times when 
& man reacbes a point where he must suspend the payment of his pa 
per, and as a rule he can never recover, at least scarcely once ina thou 
sand cases. He has reached a point in his comme x nee when 
his credit is gone, and credit is the foundation « rcial busi- 
ness. Take a man’s creditaway and you despoil him just » woman 
is despoiled when imputations have been cast upon her virt Wh 
therefore, a man is compelled to suspend his payments; when he ind 
cates to his creditors and the public that he can not pay his debts, t 
first time he is compelled to do so is a good time in the interest of him 
self, and of his creditors as well, that his estate should be 1, and 
that it should be divided, as it is then, pro rata 1 « ya r 
them, in order to meet as far as practicable his obligati: 

No man, I think, will gainsay that that is a correct propos 
if he goes on and creates other dues and obligations, as a rule he is un 
able to recover himself, and only gets deeper and deeper into the m 
no possible good can come of his attempt, and the time must con 
sooner or later when he will go to the wall. At that time he has lost 
more himself, his liabilities have increased, his creditors have lost I 
their claims have become less valuable, there is less in the way of a 
sets to be distributed amongst them; and so when the time com 
that he is forced to suspend altogether everything is gone. Now, is 
it not a partof justice, is it not apart of common wisdom, when a met 
chant reaches that point, that he should be ale, in order to meet 
obligations as far as practicable and save his creditors as far as he can, 


} 
that a court should be called in to take charge of his affairs and ad 
minister his estate? 
As the law is now, as it certainly is in my own State, when a man 
finds himself failing, if he is disposed to be in any way dishonest, his 
first step is to purchase as many goods as he ca 





n possibly secure on 
eredit. Then he takes these goods which have not been paid for and 
prepares an assignment, not for the benefit of his creditors as a whole 
but he transfers the goods to pay some favored person And it always 
seemed to me, Mr. Speaker, to be a most singular thing, both im thi 
jurisprudence of England and of this country, that the courts have not 


found it proper to set aside an assignment of this character made toa 
third person without any consideration. 

The courts in some of the States even go so far as to hold that an 
assignee is a bona fide purchaser for value, and when the assignment 
is assailed the person setting up such a claim must show fraud in the 
assignee, as well as the assignor. I apprehend, however, that no such 
doctrine, if it came before the courts as a new question, would be an- 
nounced in this the nineteenth century; but it is the law now in som: 





‘ 


of the States, and it has grown up under the practice hundreds of 
years, and hence we must meet it as it is Now I say that nothing can 
be more unjust than that. 

Mr. ADAMS. Has not that been remedied by statutes in various 
States? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes; it is remedied by statutes in several of tl 
States. 

Mr. ADAMS. In my own State of Illinois I know it is. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Sut it is not so in all the States so, Mr 
Speaker, the man makes a conveyance in favor of his uncle, or son, o1 
aunt, or some fraudulent or fictitious creditor, and the bona tide cred 
ors who have given him the goods on which he has traded, and wit 
which he has established himse!f in business, are mainly losers. T 
is the kind of man this law will mostly operate upon, because we 
know that if a debtor is honest, and if he can satisfy his creditors that 
he is honest, he never will be put into bankruptcy, because the credit 
ors will always arbitrate with him and compromise with him outsid 
of court; and I want to say that I believe the records of the courts of 
this country during the last bankruptcy law will show the fact to be 
that there was scarcely a case of involuntary bankruptcy in which there 
was not actual fraud proven, and the reason for that was that creditors 
were only too glad to make any sort of reasonable compromise without 
going through the delay and expense of a judicialsettlement; and that 
would be the state of affairs if this bill should become a law. 

I think gentlemen who have been engaged in the practice of the law, 
and who are familiar with the factsin that regard, will avree with me 
that what I have just said is substantially true. So that we need not 
be much concerned, I think, Mr. Speaker, lest this shall fall heavily 
upon honest debtors. Ido not believe it will have that effect. [ut 
if the debtor is dishonest, I think that gentlemen will agree that the 
sooner the hard hand of the law comes down upon him the better both 
for him and his creditor. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are many devices resorted to by which 
great outrages are perpetrated. A man will bring an attachment suit 
by connivance. I[ have known it done often. There is no way to cir- 
cumvent such a procedure. A debtor will suffer a judgment to go by 
default for the purpose of preferring one creditor over another. That 
is something which should be remedied, and which I think this law 
will remedy to a great extent. The practice which prevails in courts 
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: t time and tl tatement of the Speaker in response lead 
»m ‘ e be 1ing the few remarks which I yn 
t ! in y 
H n crit 1of the committe 
i i'y ( 1 chair of that committee « yn 
10d uuder which this | is being considered, or rather discussed 
} itis? e] ynside 1. Amendments are being offered wl 
ma py ng or offered for information, which it will not be pos- 
the H e, under the rule that is forced upon us by the C 
m n ) 6 up ta 
We are having this l before us, and talking to it and about 
¥ certain length of time, without taking up the several provi s that 
ar ibiect to pr er ticis \ t acting upon til ul Ss 
th re olte ly i ptable to alarge number of mer 
this | ul wl culat to perfect the bill, and there will 
be 1 opportunity to vot pon them. lhis legislative action, if it may 
be gnified by such a ter: s simply to prepare a measure in part, to 
be sent over to the Senate of the United State in the hope that that 
body will make a law that is proper for enactment upon the statute- 
bor the | ted Stat 
ill sould have been considered by paragraphs, with an oppor- 
tu to suggest amendments, and those amendments to be considered 
intelligently by the House and voted upon at thetime. Now, if this 
bill is properly amended, if some of the amendments which have been 
offered are actually put in the bill, it will then meet with my hearty 
approval I believe that that provision of the Constitution of the 
United States that Congress has the power to establish a uniform sj 
tem of bankruptcy was intended to be used. I believe it was intended 
for a ve ry good purpose, to wit, to strengthen the commercial relations 
of the several States and promote the confidence of the commercial peo- 
ple of the United States. It is about time thatitis being used. Yes- 
ter this Houseattempted to amend the Constitution by an enactment 
of Congress, which in my opinion is calculated to disturb that confidence 
and in some degree to disarrange the affairs of commerce throughout 
this country. ‘This bill is intended to strengthen the commercial con- 
lence of the people. It will have something of that effect among 
the ll d , giving themextended credit. It will certainly have 
etlect among merchants generally, increasing the confidence that 
‘ und should exist between creditors and debtors. Thus it will 
] neficial, and, as has been stated here to-day, is equal to an ex 
tension of the legitimatecurrency of the country. Toextend the credit | 
of commercial dealers and strengthen the confidence that exists be- 
tween the creditors and the debtors engaged in manufacturing and 


me} cantile pursuits will be the same as to increase the wealth of both 





classes. Therefore, so far as this bill is calculated to effect that pur- 

pose it will have a beneticial effect upon the country generally. 
I e is « class of people aflected by this bill in whose behalf I 

Wish to say a few words, but before turning to that point I must say 


thai the largest city in the district I represent I find entirely unmen- 
tioned among the commercial bodies and the manufacturing bodies that 








have petitioned for the passage of this bill. I do not know whether: 
hat cit; i send ’ representatives to the congress or convention 
med this bill. Idonot find inthe many pages of this pamphlet 


of the promoters of the bill any petitions from that city. It may be 
true of that community, and I am proud enough of my city to suggest 
that because of its flourishing and sound financial condition the idea of 
a general bankruptcy law has not been brought very strongly to the at- 
tention of its business men or their organized associations. Our board 





of trade is ever ready to consider and formulate legislation, municipal, 
State, or national. I should like to have had its suggestions upon this 
mexsure or upon this subject of legislation generally. Withoutit I en- 


deavor to anticipate its wisdom to receive its approving judgment. 
But the class of persons that I propose to speak for especially is that 


class which may be termed the honest bankrupts, the men who, when 
they find that their affairs are so much embarrassed that they can not 
possibly proceed in business any longer without endangering the rights 
of their creditors i endangering their own honor, are willing im- | 
meciately to yield up all that they have to be evenly divided among 

their creditors. There are such. I have some such in my mind, I 
recall one, not a resident of the city of Columbus, but of my district, | 
who has a short address published in this book which has been fur- | 
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nished to al] the members, I believe—Mr. William J. McManigue, of Or- 


| biston, Ohio—and as he, in this address, pictures the class to which he 














} ee ee ae a» illien nan . ++ catia 
belongs soclearly, I will read two or three paragraphs fromit. Hesays 
I was one of the unfortunate victims of the panic of 1873 and 1874. At that 
time I was somewhat extensively engaged in business in Pennsylvania, and 
owing to circumstances which it is unnecessary for me to exp 
entire property, real and personal, including my household 
claim my exemption, but simply o my creditors everyt! 
was left penniless and my property was greatly sacrificed At ar 
vould ve been sufficient to pay my debts, but at that time i 
s result | wasr lered insolvent ly sto pay ti 
ness 
‘ow, there is ala ited exact 
gentleman is sit 1 that this nll 
nee : Sow 
Willi Oring rellel, ant ig tw conier a 
ng upon them and fan ’ ry great ul 
r the communities in which they live Further on he sa 
I ve several times b i se of ca ind an eres t 
siness, wh i relieved ild have e 1 > re i 
my ~ yn in the m ld and to have saved enough to have eventu- 
vy pa Tr indebted t the fact that this cloud of debt hungover me 
I ‘ sn acceptance ol the very « isiderate ollers made. 


{ 


Knowing this gentleman personally, I can say that he is too honor- 

a man to do anything else, or to attempt to go into business under 

the name of an ‘‘agency’’ or under anything that to him would seem 
to be false colors. 


Mr. ADAMS. So that the community lost the advantage of the 
ndustrial activ ity ol that gentleman by reason of the state of the law. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thatcommunity has certainly lost the advan- 
tage which the gentleman from lilinois mentions, and it is greatly to 
be deplored that there are other such men throughout this country 
who are situated exactly in the same position and who can be only re- 
lieved by a uniform bankrupt law Chey can not be relieved by the 
State system ot assignments. Their energy is suppressed, their enter- 
prise destroyed, and their activity for the common good is kept in nar- 
row lines or restrained altogether. 

Mr. Speaker, my attention has been called to an editorial which ap- 


peared in the New Orleans Picayune on the 15th of April in favor of 


this bill, and I will read some extracts from it 


rhis proposed measure has received the indorsement of all the prominent 
nercial bodies of the country and has also been approved by the New Or- 
Board of Trade as promising a remedy for evils that have long nceded 





Chose evils have been described here and are generally understood. 
They are fraudulent preferences, the hiding away of assets, and the 
struggles between creditors of a common debtor. These fraudulent 
ences are now frequently resorted to in all commercial centers. 

in mind what might be called a scheme of fraudulent prefer- 
that was practiced for a period of years in which two or three 
brothers were engaged. One brother would go along swimmingly in 
business for awhile, and it would be apparently a very prosperous 
business. All at once he would branch out and buy a large quantity 
of merchandise, and then in a short time there would be a failure, 
and it would be found that the other brother had a preference, appa- 
rently a bona fide one, on all the goods, wares, and merchandise of 
the former. Then that brother would take up the business and run 
it for awhile, and after a time the same kind of transaction would be 
gone through again; another brother would have the preferences, the 
creditors always losing either all that was due them or being forced to 
accept a compromise sometimes as low as 10 cents on the dollar. Un- 
der the provisions of this bill such a course could not have succeeded. 

Now, under this bill such preferences are, one might say, impossible. 
The machinery of the law is such as to prevent the successful accom- 








| plishment of such systematic rascalities as those to which I have re- 


ferred, and also to prevent the hiding away of assets. I know a citi- 
zen who has been living quite comfortably for years upon the savings 
from a fraudulent assignment. 

Mr. Speaker, the editorial from which I am quoting proceeds as fol- 
lows 








rhe Torrey bill proposes to create a uniform bankrupt law for the entire 
country and thus remove the irregularities d difficulties that beset interstate 
traflic and commercial relations, as a result «the conflicting and widely differ- 
ing systems in vogue in various parts of t country. All these laws, while 





working satisfactorily when applied to mere!y local matters, afford absolutely 
no protection when interstate traffic is concer.ed and afford innumerable loop- 
holes for escape to dishonest debtors as well «s opportunities for oppression by 
grasping creditors, 

While the tendency to extend the authority of the Federal Government is not 
to be approved of as a general rule, this bankruptcy act appears to belong toa 
class of legislation that properly appertains tothe legitimate functions of the 
General Government under the Constitution, as it does not aim at abridging the 
power of the States, but at securing tothe people of all the States an advantage 
in their business reiations with one another t!:at the separate laws of the difter- 
ent Commonwealths do not afford. 





These extracts I have read because the paper in which they are found 
is one of the most conservative and influential in that region of the 
country from which some considerable portion of the opposition to this 
measure comes, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there certainly will not be any controversy be- 
tween honest men as to the desirability of preventing fraudulent pref- 


| erences, and the hiding away of property by insolvents or persons 


who desire to obviate payment of their honest obligations. 
It is a matter of frequent occurrence for debtors who are really sol- 


sean 


a 


ype 
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{ vent, by reason Ol a Shortage Of crops, OF laliure of a DANK, OF ¢ ts of the peop n account « 
stances of an overflow, or failt to be placed in s tir But the provision 
ened circumstances. Wha ) y 
realize. If he has it, all i i ts i 
such a time, there can be | s fight bet 1 ) 
itors, tollowed by f reed s ‘ ft ' 
itors are paid in full, some nn a and the debt l ( com utic 
hopelessly it ved. t Mr. A 
Tl rovisivns of the bill b I ! 
abo 1 conservatism that will t 
to overcome his embarrassment t p - 1 
mereantile world. This conclusion is warranted by that 
honest debtor is pres ed, he can eit! vo 1 »>DdD { ‘ , j l 
‘ com] sition under the composition lause, be t it er 
; goon in business OD 118 conurina 1 OF Can LOT yl i A \ c 
and be discharged from his obligations. It l be u t tion ym f ‘ 
so-called diligent creditor to bring an at hment 
' wou!d be defeated by either the voluntary or the involuntary t ; 
: ings. It would in the same manner be unavailing for th 
i creditur to secure a preference, for the same « i within 
be set aside, and the amount received be recovered by the t e- 
bankruptcy. t 
The Jaw seems adapted to enable the creditor to cope 
honest debtor in this, that upon the filing of the petition the « 
may, iu he is about to leave the d ct, | url ed and deta | 
if there is danger that his property is about to be spirited aw I 
same may be seized by order of court upon the creditors giving | l, | stax 
and thereupon the debtor may give bond for the value of the ] be \ 
and thereby be enabled to retain it until the adjudication, or, if ther el » has to 
is a business or occupation involved which requires to | 1 
pending the proceedings, the court has ample authority to appoint th terests « ety as we 
receiver to conduct the business du ry such time as the best int peat t t etit ha 
of the creditors require it. nt 
Chis bill is not one of that class which is designed to extend thea i are 
thority of the Federal Government. It embraces a subject which wa pa 
especially reserved to Congress by the Constitution, and the people who 1 inst 3 me 
wish to exercise their rights under such a law havethe right to d 1 | by the adve eX] 
of Congress that it shall enact one for their be: t Che St 3 cal { are fre 
grant them relief. The measure has been very carefully ited 
ground which such a law may constitutionally « py Vhile its i 
the United States courts ample jurisdiction, it creates but two 1 i And i a 
officers tor the performance of duties under the act, pre t ta CAre | 
duties, and responsibilities of bankrupts, limits the rights and di ] 
the privileges of creditors, and gives explicit direction as to how t nost eve i \ 
tate may be taken charge of, and rights to invest and distribute a tions forthe benefit lebtor 
dividends. It will be noted that it does not in any sense undertake made, and if in 
interfere with the usual and ordinary proceedings of the United States | lic were duly infor: 
courts, with the rules of evidence as in sin the various States, the to the genet 
laws provided for the exemption of ins rsons zned to pi ( 
tect the home of the helpless, or to furnisi tandard other than tl l } 
provided by the States for the determining of the validity of liens 
the measure of damages. [ reg i 
I think that the bill is in every respect the best arranged and most | t to pu to ition th ( ( 
A concise measure upon the subject that has ever been } nted to 
j gress. But it needs amendment, and several important and valuable ( eur t 
amendments have been offered, some of which we may be permitted L believe t vher¢ 
vote upon. When thus improved it ought to pass. ected to ex { ( 
é { Here the hammer fell. | ( » fi ( ( 
4 The SPEAKER pro temp Mr. Burkows). The Chair reco 3} pu lut in many in \ 
the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Kerr] for ten minutes. nees, and “n at t ti 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, when the ge 1 from ‘ 
bama [ Mr. WHEELER] yesterday quoted from Patrick Henry, of Vi 
: ginia, and Samuel Nason, of Maine, to show their objections to the | fut histor y 
j provision in the Constitution of the United States for Congressional su- | me ho framed 
pervision and control of national elections, it revealed the weakness of | the we to us tha 
the gentleman’s argument against the election bill, but not more clearly | has come to t nation Ar 
than it was by thearticle published this morning from that ¢ shed | t l } 
citizen of Massachusetts, General Butler, who makes a complet Lit ‘ ! ( t 
overwhelming reply to the gentleman from Alabama, the only cons: t uts uf 
ing reflection contained in the letter being the closing paragraph, in | t ntiments of Patri und } 
which General Butler says that the gentleman from Alabama had made | they were opposed to the a e | A 
4 5 an able speech. The argument of Patrick Henry and Samuel Nason | of the principles of the old ( 
against the adoption of the Constitution quoted by the gent in from te righ 1 det ! 
Alabama proves conclusively that they had no question that il t l ed it wise contid 
Constitution was adopted Congress would possess the power we have re- | hoped that rent wn 
cently exercised in the passage of theelection bill. Theargument might nal in his \ fter 
have had some force then. It has none now as a constitutional ar lf v 
ment against the exercise of the power. Here t 
The driftof the gentleman’s argument, however, has more force with 
reference to the election bill than it has with regard to the propos Che SPEAI 
to enact a uniform bankrupt law. The provision in the Federal Co ange from the Pre si 1¢ t of 1 y 1 was read, and 
stitution with regard to the Congressional control of elections gives t in an aaiaiae cialis Seas oe i dh 
Congress the power to change any election law that may be enacted by |g... and ordered tah 
the States; but of course it was to be expected that Congress would | - at er 
only exercise this power of providing protection to the ballot-box and | ~ SS samme ahaa it f the House ot Ri 
to the rights of the citizens where it should become necessary in the | if in my judgment 1} vith the 











House the correspond e since March 4, 1889. between the Government of the | 
Unit States and the ¢ ernment of Great Britain, touching the subjects in 
i ‘ the Bel w Sea, I transmit a letter from the Secretary of State which 
l dence ré red to in the resolution 
BENJ. HARRISON 
gM " j S 
NAT K AT PEA RIDGE BATTLE-GROUND. 
i iu I as} napimous consent to present at this time sev- 
petitions signed by 420 citizens of my State and Missouri, residing 
ttothe Pea Kidge battlh ground, asking an approy riation by 
Cong order to purchase and set apart as a national park a po 
on ¢ t Datt eld I vement having been inaugurated 
‘ ‘ } ? 
‘ pices of t Western National Association of the 5b] 
ray rganized er the laws of our Stat I ask that tl 
( i these petit omitting the names, be } nted in the RECORD, 
tog yiibaci r explanat ry of the objects of the organization, 
and that the petitions and ilar be referred to the Committee on 
y 
Llilitar A 
I v 10 objection, and it was so ordered. 
rl lowing are the petition and circular 
¢c é ad Howse of Representatives of the United Slates in Congress assembled 
. sp fully represent that the ex-soldiers of both Federal 
i ¢ lerate ar ~ formed and incorporated the **‘ Western National 
ion of t ue and Gray the object of which is to hold annuallya 
on of the ex-soldiers of the late war, and so cemeut the bonds of fraternity 
f er reig and ours sha e but “ one country and one flag 
s ac 1 ) as held tero reunions on the batt! eld of Elkhor ‘ 
Pea Ridg ind w hold their third the loth, Lith, 12th, and 13th of Septemb« 
é t bject of this reunion is of national importance, and is indorsed 
esentative ’ I and in furtherance of this ob 
, i ofth attle-fie of Elkhorn or Pea Ridge should be purchased 
and tapart by the Unit States Government to be used as a national park 
e, 3 I norialis heretore ep y ir favorabie consideration of th 
re est fora ropriation of $ ito purchase a portions ofthe above named 
‘ I ) I the sam sa tional park. Weearnestly hope 
ir request may b ited,and to that end we will cver pray 
‘ LAR LETTER 
i Army of the Repub Posts, Confeder ies ttion of Vet ins 
and all ex-soldiers, s vivors of the civil wa 
in sending you our appeal for funds to aid the officers of this organization to 
t objects as set thin the constitution a success, a short history of 
the movement is necessary. Many ex-Union soldiers having emigrated from 


e cold and rigorous Northern clime, and having cast their lots in this healthful 


i temperate portion of the “ Sunny South, nd with daily association and 
tingling with, as friends and ne ighbors fad their former foes as generous 
n peace as they were brave in war, and that the feeling of animosity as be 


tween the ex-soldiers should be 
the civil war, b irier d w 


. With whatever cause or causes thater 
ith the dead past. That the ex-Confederates in welcom- 
reir f er f into their midst, and knowing the need of their aid in the 
Lilding the waste caused by the war to make peace twice a blessing, it is 
cessary to extend the hand of fraternal greeting to those who met them on 


id of battle 
ith this feeling the ex-soldiers of the Blue and the Gray of Northwest Ar- 
kansas decided to hold inion on the battle-ground of Pea Ridge, and on the 
isth of October, 1855, with but little preparation and very short notice. wit- 
nessed a gathering iat historic spot of those who met there twenty-four 
years ago for an object of a different character P 
The affair proved an enjoyable one and the best of feeling prevailed, and the 
re were encouraged to greater effort by the success of this their first 
the Bl and the Gray in the United States. Since then, we have 
year with increasing numbers, until it has assumed a national aspect. 
work of this association is attracting great attention,and good has already 
cerued to the country in securing to us and posterity a more perfect peace 


iwendered 





foes 





re 
me 








a ret 


on t 


promote 


f 
nol ue 





he 


We have adopted as our motto: “One country and one flag,”’ and will hold 
rannual meetings at (he Elkhorn or Pea Ridge battle-field. On this ground 
. was fought the greatest battle of the war west of the Mississippi, which was 
fought on March 6,7, and 8, 1862, In this engagement Generals McIntosh, Mc- 
Collough, and Slack fell 
We have secured a lease for twenty years of the most interesting part of the 
whole battle-fleld, and desire to improve the ground in such manner that we 
may entertain the thousands who will visit us the J0th, llth, 12th, and 13th of 
next September, our third annual reunion, 
Rates of one fare for round trip have been arranged for from all points. Tick- 








ets wood for thirty days 
Rrothers Blue and Gray, individually and as organizations, in sending our 
appeal to you for funds to aid us, we do so for the sole reason that we are all 
poor alike in Northwest Arkansas. We have no large cities near us that will 
“boom” us for advertising purposes, no great corporations or real estate 
agents from whom to solicit aid; In fact, we are not ‘‘ booming” anything, but 
n the language of Grant Let us have peace,’' and meet together like breth- 
ren who dwell torvethe: nitv, and whose aim is to secure the bonds of fra- 
ternity, thatin working together we may build upon the ruins of past follies 
a nobier structure than betore 
rhe contribution of $1 from each post or s will be searcely missed, and 
any largwer sume will be dulv appreciated 
As sdilnlity the association, we refer you to the Benton County 
Bank a *eopie’s Bank, Bentonville, and the Bank of Rogers and Citizens’ 
Bank Benton County, Arkansa 
CAPT. LEWIS PUCKET 
Corresponding Seeretary, Garfield, Ark. 
FE. F. HENRY 
issistant Secretary, Bentonville. Ar 
G. N. BIXLER, 
issisfant Ne etary, Roge s, Art 
UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 
The House resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3316) to es- 


tablish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the 
committee which reported this bill, I desire in a brief and formal way 
to express my approvalofit. Idonot deny that in some of the partic- 
niars, as already pointed out, it may be improved by amendment, but 
these have been mainly details of a minor character not affecting the 
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zeneral scope of the bill or the general adaptedness of its machinery to 
the ends proposed. 

I support this bill, Mr. Speaker, because I believe the time has come 
en a general bankrupt law, as perfect in its details as we can make 
it, should be a permanent part of the legislation of the country. Every 
iddition to the number of States adds to the necessity for such a law; 
but it is chiefly called for by the steady and enormous de velopment of 
the internal trade of the country, which, with the expansion of the 
railroad system and of the telegraph, has largely become what we call 
an ge rstate commerce. Whatever Congress can rightly do, of a nat- 


oe it partaking of class or local legislation, to facilitate this trade 
and to increase it both in volume and rapidity, I believe we should 
do, because we are thus consulting and advancing the interests of the 


whole country. 

The credit system may, in a certair nse, be called the channel for 
much, doubtless for most, of this trade. If that channel bea doubtful 
one, if it change with every change of State line and be subject to 

shoals and hidden obstructions, the stream will not flow with the 


ise 


| copiousness it would otherwise speedily acquire and constantly main- 





tain. A well-matured bankrupt law extending to the entire country 
will remove those doubts, will obviate those changes, and prevent 
those obstructions, and consequently prove a healthful adjunct to the 
eral transaction of business. The question then arises, is the pend- 
ing bill a well matured and just meastre—a law wisely and skillfully 

lapted toaccomplish what is the true result aimed at by a bankrupt law? 


Of this fact there seems not much room for doubt. I think it unfort- 
unate, Mr. Speaker, that such a bill as this can not be subjected to 
disenssion under the five-minute rule. It is pre-eminently such a 


measure as should be scutinized in its every detail, whose every para- 
graph should ran the gantlet of careful and even unfriendly dissec- 
tion and discussion. By such a trial only can we be sure of getting a 
law that will be cven prima facie consistent and correct. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], to whose 
views on any matter affecting our judiciary system this House rightly 
listens with respect, oppose -d this bill on yeste rday in a speech which 
might well be taken as a strong and popular arraignment of any gen- 
eral bankruptcy law. He dwelt with especial emphasis on what 
seemed to him the undue power which such a law gives to the creditor 
over the debtor, and, taking that point of view solely, he persuaded 
himself, and doubtless persuaded others, that the present bill is in the 
interest of the strong against the weak and of the rich against the poor. 

But, sir, I suggest, with all deference to my friend and colleague, 
that there is another point of view from whic +h an equally pertinent 
and effective argument can be made against the bill, as giving to the 
weak undue facilities for baffling and eluding the pursuit of the strong, 
and to the poor a door of escape from the just claims of the rich; all 
of which, Mr. Speaker, only shows that such a measure as this can not 
be justly viewed from either of these points of view exclusively or from 
any one direction solely. It is atonce the virtue and the necessity of a 
bankruptcy law that it seeks to take from the strong and the rich the 
power of unjust oppression, and from the weak and the poor the tempta- 
tion and the opportunity of dishonest evasion; that its very object is to 
introduce into their mutual dealings the basis of justice to both, and on 
that basis to erect the confidence which is the indispensabe and best 
promoter of free and open dealing. 

My other colleague on the committee, the gentieman from Alabama 
[Mr. OarEs], has accustomed the House to expect from him an hon- 
est and sincere expression of opinion on any matter that he undertakes 
to debate; and such an opinion he has given on this measure, with 
whose general structure and special details he has become thoroughly 
familiar in the work of the committee-room. While criticising it in 
two minor items, as to one of which I suggest with some diffidence that 
he is in error, and as to the other of which an amendment is pending, 
he does not hesitate to say that in his deliberate judgment this is the 
best measure of the kind he has ever examined or known of. His op- 
position is based not upon objections to the bill itself, but to the fact 
that the last bankruptcy law, the law of 1867, was so administered in 
his State as to beget so strong a popular hostility to any bankrupt law 
that he can not in his representative capacity support one. 

I do not question the gravity or the force of this objection. It is one 
that time alone, and not argument, can deal with. My own State, in 
another line of experience, affords a confirmation of it. Between 1865 
and 1870 the State of West Virginia had a registration law that was 
made an engine of such oppression that her people, as soon as they freed 
themselves from its power, deliberately put into their constitution 


| a provision that no registration law should ever beenacted in the State. 


And yet, sir, with fast-increasing population, especially in the mining 
districts, a just registration law faithfully administered has now be- 
come almost a prerequisite for honest elections. Every law loses some- 
thing in administration, because it must be committed to hands that 
are human, and I have no doubt the hands that administered the last 


bankrupt law in Alabama and others of the Southern States were in- 
tensely human, as much so in some instances as ignorance and corrup- 
tion could make them. 

But that unhappy obscuration of justice in the Federal judiciary at 
the South has largely if not entirely disappeared, and with it the evil 





ft 
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grew and flourished while it lasted. Moreover, Mr. Speaker, | 
elieve no one will contend that the bankrupt law of 1567 was a well 
ligested and equable measure. On the contrary, it readily lent itself 





to many of the abuses and much of the dishonesty that marked its | ' 


listory. It was cumbrous in its machinery, inexact in its operation 
ud thoroughly wasteful in its work. Creditor and debtor alike were 
athed by it; but the chief lesson that I gather from the wrongs an 
evils that marked the history of the last law and finally compelled its 
epeal is that a good bankrupt law can not be suddenly made to order. 
t must be the resultand growth of patient and painstaking and watch- 
al experience. 
Least of all, Mr. Speaker, can a just law be made to meet a sudden 
and temporary emergency and under the imperious call of any class in- 
erest. The scales of justice can not be carefully and exactly tested 
and evenly and surely poised in the stress of a financial storm or amid 
the din of a business panic. The present bill is the ripened product of 
all our past experience, I may say of all past experience. Whatever ot 
the last bankrupt law stood the test of judicial interpretation and of 
ictual administration, whatever of the Lowell or other bills heretofore 
reported in this House have stood the test of invited and adverse criti- 
ism, has been worked into its structure. 
{ts every provision has long been made public, and comment, favor- 


able or unfavorable, invoked from every intelligent source. And, 


inally, Mr. Speaker, the time for its enactment is a propitious one. It 
s not a contrivance hastily gotten up to meet a passing storm. It is 
not a measure of relief to actual and remediless distress in any class 
of our citizens, It is proposed at a time when we have no temporary 
purpose to compass and no class interest to subserve. All conditions 
ire favorable to a measure that shall aim only at fostering the internal 
irade of the entire country and at establishing exact justice in dealing 
hetween all classes engaged in that trade, the weak and the strong, the 
rich and the poor, the debtor and the creditor, impartially. 

The trade of the country, to which a bankrupt law most directly 
applies and to which it is now a needful equipment, is not suffering 
to-day as much as other great interests. I do not shut my eyes to the 

vet that very unusual and protracted depression, and, as I most sin 
cerely believe, partly unnecessary depression, has settled upon our 
rreatest industry. Hbutit isan eccentric feature of the times that while 
agriculture is languishing the general volume of trade, as measured 
by transportation, exchange, or other gauges, has steadily increased, 
and that this is particularly true of the retail trade of the country. 

We are therefore, I may say, as near a normal condition of our in 
ternal trade as we can hope to be for years to come; and under such a 
condition we ought to be able to erect a structure out of the tried ma 
terials of the past that will stand the test of the level and plummet of 
even and exact justice. Mr. Speaker, I have feit that as a member ot 


the Judiciary Committee I should not content myself with giving | 


merely a silent vote to this bill, but at least in a general way declare 
ny reasons for supporting it. 

{ have indicated that these reasons were twoto!d: first, that the bill 
tselfisa wiseand well matured measure, and, secondly, that the volume 
of internal trade has grown so great, dividing itself into sach number- 
less streams that traverse every section and State of the entire country, 
that it is now time for Congress to exercise the power expressly granted 
to it in the Constitution, and establish stable and ‘‘ uniform laws on 
the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States 

I have here, and shall append to my remarks, a series of tables that 
will give the most accurate, and therefore the most instructive, exhibit 
which I think has ever been made of the internal commerce of the coun- 
try for the past ten years, giving as to each State and each group of 





States the number of commercial failures with their proportion to the 
number engaged in business, and also the amount of their liabilities. 

These tables have been compiled at the Bureau of Statistics, at the 
request of Colonel Torrey, on the basis of the annual returns of Dun 
«& Co., of New York City, and [am assured that no effort has been 
spared to make them as accurate and complete as possible in every 
detail and every suinmary. I[ am indebted to the courtesy of Colonc!| 
Torrey for them, and I feel that, however valueless may be all T have 
said myself, [am making a substantial contribution to this debate in 
viving them to the House and through it to the country 

They are full of interest in their disclosures, and members can learn 
from them what the fortune of trade has been for each of the past ten 


years in their respectivé States, and how strong an argument they 
make for the enactment of a permanent bankrupt law lam greatly 
tempted to call attention to some of these figures, but they will speak 











for themselves to every intelligent student, and possibly the time of 
the House may be more profitably expended, or at least the wishes of 
the gentlemen who are vet anxious to speak on this bill may not 
thwarted by further consumption of time by myself. 
Eesirr Horse, Wash ylon, D ij 

My Dear Sik: I shall esteem ita favor if vou will have « ed from t 
annual reports of Messrs. R. G. Dun & Co., New York City, tables showing ) 
the years |87!) to 1589, inclusive, thenumiber of failures, the number engaged in 
business, and the liabilities of these who have failed, as follows 

First. By States, individually, and the Territories together, witha recapitu- 


lation, 
Second. By all of the States and Territories, in divisions, Eastern, Middle 
Southern, Western, and Pacific, with a recapitulation 
"lease considerately have computed the percentages of those who have failed 
as compared with the number in business for each of the above tables by States 
for each year. : 


| 
| 
| 
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y kK WAS e unde vour cire 
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trouble exper i 
Thanking you in advance \ 
regards, very trul} 
Hon. 8. G, Brock 
Chief « the I ‘ fsx 
iH 
| 4s y bD ‘ 
j 
nplian with your jest 
to he tables in regard t i the | ited States 
Iss i have had the computat 4 made 
ar nsinit them for the use of Cong 3 
ta very large amount of clerica abor to ply w 
quest, and hence the length of ¢ » between t la 
and of this reply 
Respectiully, y 
N.W 
Col. Jay L. TORREY 4 
hoiatt H Was », D 
+ ifes 
The number of commercia ‘ uber ¢ i 
cent. of failures to those e1 s 48, and t 
dollars of those who have failed du 1 years t 5 
with the total r each State and the Territories, are show 
Number Numb l 
Ye of neage 
au tit 
ALABAMA 
R79 ? i ii 
RSI ‘ ) 
a0 : ‘ 
] i 
ssi _ 
i s ‘ 
8s a) 
ISSN 
he) 134 ) 
lotais ‘ 
ARKANS 
1879 15 4.54 
ins 
I-38 I 
’ { r 
~ “4 ‘ RQ 4 
por 
1 i 
s i 
l> i 
i4 11s 
Al 
3 i i 
6 in 
is 5 
38 129 
sS4 — e 
ah 672 i 
Is »rt 1 $ 
< ms 
Totals tf 
15s ) 
RN 4 ' 
Rx 
. i 
se { { 
ys i 
l 
i ‘) 
: 43 14,411 61 
R43 ] 14, 292 3 | 
1sS4 ’ 14 5 1.14 
aN 15, 882 i 1 
j - 
1886 L352 | 16, 842 oth 
[Rx 117 | 16, 920 ef 
1882 137 | 16, 970 | : 
1589 137 7,562 7 
ES eee - 
Te s 1,541 


TOH2S 


i 
i 
i 
t 
mo 
: mn) 
n) AO 
{ ) 
~ 47 
47 
we 
474,844 
444 
1, 464 
1 G06 684 
454 
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States and T —Continued 
ymme ul failures number engagedin bus ss, the per 
those engaged i s s3, a ggrega abilit n 
10 ave failed i h ears | to 188 I s , to ther 
each Stat nd t ries a s follows 
N N Per « t 
‘ if Lia . 
s 
l i 2.04 
i4 
i I ‘> 
i I 
i 
1.37 1,377 
7 , ’ 
l l 1, 702 
e i ) 2 
' 
i 
{ 8 58 
1 : 
i 
I 
5 ; 
' 
1 
; ~ } 
5 : 
a4 5 ] . 
» i ’ 
5 12,4 ] 5 i 
) 
) 
(ot $ 
13, 151 ( 
‘ ! 
j ) ! 2 
‘ i . 
; é 
; i 
: ; 
i 
\7 
i 
134 j 0 04 
4 147 i 
i i 
8,425 i 
AD 
} SO4 
2Q 727 ~ 
, 2, 466 : i , 
> » 401 - 
181 
05 2 S34 f 5 
509 269. 007 
89 843 1.875 ) 
32 7.784 l 4. 865, O54 
258 47.588 { 674, 998 
becccees cocceceee 2, 427 0, 394, 189 
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17 orie Continued States and Territories—Continued 
r silures. t mber engaged in business, the per The number of commercial failures, the number engaged in business, the pet 
es t gaged usiness, and the aggregate liabilities in | cent, of failures to those engaged in business, and the aggregate liabilities in 
' i r e years 1879 to 1889, inclusive, together | dollars of those who have failed during the years 1879 to 1889, inclusive, together 
r ea ‘ ories, are shown, as follows with the totals for each State and the erritories, are shown, as follows 
‘ Number Per cent, Number Number Per cent. 
wa i of Liabilities Year of engaged in of Liabilities. 
res business failures | failures business. | failures 
i 
anit | _—— 
| WISCONSIN 
4, 662 1.57 $2,497,740 | 1879 74 $1, 886, 345 
iS 5 182 ry 303 230 kN) 4 Mh), 207 
a0 >». 419 1. 66 6A4, 558 188] > 1, 469, 616 
794 1. 61 908,542 | 1882 410 1, 106, 942 
9 6, 120 1.52 1,151,666 | 1883 67 2, 867, 432 
2 6, 437 1.59 877,065 | 1884 64 4, 252,470 
6, 470 1.83 1,428,578 | 1885 61 1, 259, 006 
1 6, 72 1,65 1,053,774 | 188% 65 1, 940, 167 
s 6,9 1.11 1,073, 827 | 1887 52 380, 950 
6 7,138 32 424, 867 | 1888 69 
SZ +, 418 1.11 Y28, SIT iss . 4 
SS 11,422, 164 Totals 22, 464, 352 
! | ALASKA, ARIZONA, DISTRICTOI 
152 8,738 1.74 1,569,671 | COLUMBIA, IDAHv, INDIAN 
O ), 865 1.07 1,051,219 TERRITORY NEW MEXICO, 
87 11, 886 1.50 1, 393, 353 | OKLAHOMA, UTAH. AND WY- 
ot 12,217 1.34 1, OA OMING 
20 13,14 1, 68 174, 326 | 
i 238 14, 321 1.66 1, 654, S61 1879 67 6,091 1.62 665, 375 
52 12,414 2.27 1,806,619 | 1880 41 7.12 79 0, 43 
154 12. 605 1.22 i 18S1 SO 8, 432 59 8,6, 004 
l 12, 875 1.53 : 1882 86 9, 576 .90 1, 0, 
206 13, 553 1.52 l 1S83 179 4 1.80 a 
219 13, 982 156 | 1884 125 10, 694 1,20 l, 
—_—_——- -— —— ——_ — ~~ se 127 12, 025 1.00 1 
‘ 2,12 16, 559, 664 LSA 91 12,234 74 l, 
S87 133 13, 495 99 2 321,7 
JS88 5) 13,774 . 98 2,353 
159 12,394 a 1, 223, 892 | 1sa9 119 15, 100 79 923,74 
155 13, 302 ! 1, 493, 210 | ee a nee 
234 l 3 | 1. 60 2, 713, 920 Totals 1, 156 14, 517, 98 
204 | I | 1.18 1,644,244 
4) ] j 1.69 3, O57, 855 
1 ] 2.60 4, 365, 375 | 
8 ] 1.88 3, 394, 460 | 
507 ! 2.77 5,918, 787 | Bacanitulation fer alle Sistee ead 2 as tod ars 1879 to 1889. in 
DAS 19, UR4 ” 63 7,098, 241 } sive 
O68 20, 747 2.74 4,110, 355 | 
x eee ae | _ ae ws rhe number of commercial failures and the aggregate liabilities in dollars of 
er B98 oe F 8 918. 437 those who have failed from 1879 to 1889, inclusive, together with the totals fora 
‘ | of the States and Territories, are shown, as follows ) 
68 5 
s2 4s States and Territories 
. »> 
~ ; ts) 
, #5 04 Alabama....... 
= as 72 DIR G cc csiccce necccsnscnevecceseecoeveenscssscwnenccnane 
=) i4 . 65 California 
ou 15 } 65 Colorado cee 
4 05 Connecticut 
i 51 Dakota 
40 ad a een ecninmuliiineeatonateaiit 
mati eT ee ee Florida “ 
. ” 7 Georgia ° . 
— ‘ er 
, : Indiana... 
) 84 1 1540 ~~) el 
& 11, 021 a7 Kansas 2 soveiin 
98 11,605 | & Kentucky . . 
382 137 12,030 | 1.14 SN TL TEES 
RS i34 13,149 1.00 telah cee esteeaeiebeid 
iSs4 193 14, O85 ' 1. 36 Marviand. eoenscceccsccccecescccsceesoe*ece wececccscoccccece 
1S 270 14, 436 } 1.88 Massachusetts ee ee 
sa 23 14, 499 | 1.54 Michigan.. 
1887 138 15, 450 | Ss Minnesota 
oS 168 16, 084 | 1.04 ’ Mississippi 
S89 191 15, 875 1.20 1, 403,900 | Arigsouri.. 
s 1,721 22, 101, 833 name on EO 
. Nevada.....0.:- ceceecesccceecccese cone c0eeeeseens secees cocee: conceseeececes 
WASH ENGTON , ee ceeg ene | UCU EXAMRTIBIITO q..ccccnesecvoreremsevcosccesoocsesseeseoes cooees 
1 . 4 1,050 »o2 bat, AMD New Jersey 
ISS 13 1,4 @ 93 BU, ISS New York. secnere 
1881 l2 1, 647 oe 99.993 | North Carolina... 
1882 *) 1, 847 1.06 128, 300 | RR ee 
Lass 30 2r7 2.17 46, 837 Ores on oeeceeer ceceecses sececcceesseeeeueess sreeneenscoeceesesoccesers 
Lss4 143 =, 694 <9 a wane pianos -neirenilaeened “ } 
i835 113 3, 245 53 588, 200 Rhode Island 
1886 63 1, 45 1,85 420, 650 | South Carolina.......... 
1887 54 861 1.40 33, 500 Tennessee > ae ; . 
1888 f 572 1. 42 0,000 | Texas 
isso 1] 8, O41 1.48 1, 235, 5 Vermont 
Totals 4, 789, 78 Lb 1 LR LLES. Bet LILLE: 
West Virginia 
WEST VIRGINIA - Wisconsin sacle i 
a 1 OS Seen 
i880... o if Arizona } 
ISsl . 41 District of Col i | 
1882 45 Idaho ; ! 
1883 .... oO } Indian Territory ‘ 1, 156 | 14, 517, 989 
1884. 66 | New Mexico “ | | 
1885 .. 96 | Okiahoma......... | 
1SS6 .....4 se Utah | 
1887 .. oe | 57 | Wyoming. sai j 
isss.. Saeed ae 69 . a 
S39 77 r Oo 52 j 4 S10 7 
1889 .. a 2 ad ce 0 ESE LEE Se ee Tx ST re , 6, 53 1, 424, 810,794 
paeerrra 
Totals ws coves sovceeoel 624 eo 
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Eastern, Middle, Southern ul Western Slates l I S 
rhe number of commercial failures, the number engaged isinesas, the per cent ‘ sto 3 raved in bus 
dollars of those who have failed by years from 1879 to Ls3 isive, together with th ~ 3 ' ie 
then for the whole country, are shown, as follows 
oon 
states and Territories. : . ' > , 
ates and Territor Number| Number = Percent Number’ Number Per e¢ N ‘ D 
of engaged in of Lia $ of engaged i f Lia es ra 
failures. business failures, failures business, fa es fa ‘ is 
EASTERN STATES. 
Maine’ .....ccccsscccrcsaere-seeeceee 87 11, 245 77 | $796, 600 i 11,877 61 $65 
New Hampshire........ 62 7, 295 85 | 417,748 7, 462 { 4 1 
Vermont pionme 63 ¢ ) 95 ) ( 18 
Massachusetts............ ze 335 |) . = av is r 2°3 ( 1.38 { 
' = 38, 877 1.30 7 : & 
Baston City... ccccocccss 170 | 5 { ( 2H ( 1.951. 40% ; 
Rhode Island.. .............. w% 5, 08 1. 87 3, O94, 562 ) 1.5 : 
Connecticut Proves 158 13, 188 1,20 | 2,474, 844 i738 L4, 64 1.2] 4 
Totals . 970 82, 337 1.18 15, 577, 28 23 S ‘ S4 ith 
1LIDDLE STATES 
New York.... 785 79, 212 1.04 a.o3 s i i 
New York City and 
Brooklyn .....-..+++ 519 1.51 l 69 { 65, 960 
NOW JOrs€y.....csece.s. secceeces 143 71 1, 201, 08 sy 21 ! { 
Pennsylvania......... 522 84 8, 212, 649 2ul { { i 
Philadelphia City. 189 98 s. ONG, Lie Bk 19, ORY ( x4 
Delaware ........- uedeanatsanel lf 28 9 is 3 i: ) 
Maryland ......... shoncones 8 l 19 6 S74 »3 l 5 i 
District of Columbia : 33 2,764 1.19 $2 i 2,854 
POCAIS...ccovcee 2, 290 230, 537 0 i I 1,472 2 
)UTHERN STATES 
Vir Ca S14 } 0 - tH xy 
West Virginia 27 ‘7 { (MK 14 ; 
rth Carolina : 100 7 1.43 1, ) a 4 
South Carolina ‘ $ l 2,4 i is , 
Georgia $6 8,599 l { § 
Florida i ~ > 9 
Alabama ............ », 455 14 { ‘ 
Mississippi ) i ) 
Louisiana ........++++ eo 7, #07 1.14 4 ‘ . 
Pexas... 12 i 1.28 ] 155 l l 4 { 
Arkansas 4.3549 l $ 
Kentucky ) l i 5 i 
Pennessec ° 152 5 1.74 5 ) l 
otals : ‘ 1, O76 LOO i 07 ] . > { 
VESTERN STATES 
4 a? ' - 
‘ inati City ) s j 
i na > l ) 
I ois ‘ 
‘ go Lily Ss ) , : 1 
M 7 
\ a i 
I 
linnesota 
lissouri ; 
3t. Louis City 5 
Kansas 
Nebraska - 
rotals 608 8 
PACIFIC STATES AND TER 
RITORIES, 
Oklahor 
Indian T 
Oregon auceubdesivess D> 1, 80 j 
( ifornia 251 |) . TS i 
San Francisco City. 221 |} P Se il 
Colorado sevececence i7 ? ] . 
Nevada ya ! : > j 
‘ 10 1 485 67 
8 19s I 
12 ) ) { 
ee ev veece eenenee 125 
Dakota...... ...00 | Gin 1 
END Cobos veces ene 3 ; 8 x 
Washington............. 58 1, 050 2 
RI Didenssuss ascocessoceosnere 4 52 ) 
Alaska........ 
Totals ; 7i4 2, 12 2 j ivf ‘ 
STATES AND TERRITORIES 
Eastern States ............. 970 82, 337 1.18 15, 577, 25 85, 774 m4 
Middle States........0....000+ 2, 290 230, 537 1.00 35, 534 l 2 237 , 06 62 
Southern States... 1, 076 li 4 1.07 15,8 s 0,8 
Western States 1, 6O8 »s € 21,2 , l 79, 672 ‘ 
Pacific States and Terri- 
Eee iinnitecinah thecedisieie sees 7M 32, 126 2.22 9, 95 58 i 8, 494 
Grand totals ....... — 6, 658 702, 157 5 98,1 4,735 746, 8 f 
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‘ P Stat T. Continued 
S e} c siiures lo engag 3 3s, a@ t rrega Sin 
s rw 1 tals 3 vis f 1e States and Territories as abo and 
shi 
N t Per ce 
< gaged < I of Lia es, 
es siness res : res a s 
- 8 ge, 4 2 108 1.7 S875 7 
- “ 118 “ j ] 
2, 85 ? f t 
, ¢ 2, 447 i 9 o 2 1 2 1.60 
{ ; 1.84 ) l t 2.15 
Sys y 14, 292 s 744 is i 1.718 1.14 
i 7 m 1.32 7, 861, 897 1, 37 2, 381 1 
s 8 a 7 10, 794, 708 7 85 $2 19 { 
2 4 { s 2 718 14,8 1.59 77,875, 72 
5 2 i ) 2, 182. 42 ) ia 47 l, 
7 74 2 ) 85 12, 3 
i ‘ : 2 ‘ } 9 1>4 2, 
15 : { 69 ns, 
2 1,4 87 ] l ‘7 I 2, O28 
i ~ l 1.2 a 4 9 ) 896. S 
il 262, ¢ - 7, 108 b 2,592 278, ( 112, 85 
™ - 1.00 1, 448,85 14, 085 1.36 > 415. 24 
89, 45S 5 5 73 ( a 82 605, 560 
® 4 L6& 1, 357,8 Lv 9,714 1.75 1, 241, 62 
's 2 , 1.52 l 6 l 6,4 1.59 877, 
l old l 1.55 2, 180, 5 238 | 4 i. $12.5 
t 8 1.17 : 7 44 : 1,25 670,534 
l ) 67 ( 5 x 1,4 
5 I 1,84 422 155 045 1.72 3, 001, 254 
~ 7 i Q ~ 1s “5 1.8 5. 408 ‘ 
44,254 2 8,5 1.¢ 865 1 18 i 2.60 $ 5 , 
{ ‘ w4 8 1.4 ; 12 7 2 3 1, 149 i 
154 8 77 l 7 i I - } 
2 t 22 1. 68 2 238 l4 1.¢ 1, 64 
2 1, 844 3 I 85 2, 2 142,894 L.f 28 , 
2, 686, S17 5 f 10,455,2 2 ‘ ? 7 
{ ii - ) , 17 “5 112 64 i 1.02 | ¢ 
= , - 3 7a > : 4 O4 5 , S4 
: ) ( 218 ) ? 
a0 -s { 1.0 ; i ‘ - 1 = : i 
, O54 = -J |) ) 
s 7 i s4 134 i 32, 451 
: 5 7 5 132 ¥ = 7 t 
7 1 l \ 412 2 1,40 
) z 75 l S82 22 ] i l 
1, 446, 4 ISS | ¢ ' mee | J SS i 
2. 7 7 5 . i 2 252. 262 >is 4 - 
] 7 7 1. Of y S37 7 WS, © 
i l 1.00 if 2 1,4 
19 175 61 322, 877 oe OL 46, S738, 4 ai ‘3 g 336 > m F 0 a 4 
wn 1,445 2. 1i L0¢ Pala 2, 642 5. 40 I 
1 . . ? 91 103 9 com . 53 i 21. 836 2 62 '$ - 
2 ) 5 ? 2.8 0 220 | 5 2 ; 
1,2 8 7,157 2.52 1, 986, 664 139 ( 11 2.0 2. 
18 ’ >) 4] 2.5 sie ”) 2 l 0 1.76 
74, 071 2, 424 2.12 ©, 220 418 1.50 
l OO 1,54 y 544, 324 ~ 1, 458 1. 66 
> ( x3 1 100 2 697 28 
- , ] 982 1 o 17 ) |} 5 1 531 53 
M4, 952 8, 256 1.08 1, 075, 780 | 117 9, 370 1.24 
? ») 2 ill 1.23 315. 000 ) 2,294 1. 3 353, 640 
8, 30K 2,277 2.17 546, 837 14 2, 694 5.2 841, 200 y 
if 4.0) 2 y 2 923 2.44 528, 700 
BD Teconcccescoseee|socenenens 
i 1, 04 53 5 11, 239, 7 1, 341 54, 48] ‘ 13, 071 a 
APITULATION 
13,4 400 1,19 90, 331 1.32 37, 861, 897 42,381 1.4 17, 223, 831 
41 2 2, 136 262, 02 . 57, 108, 534 278, 093 93 112, 856, 060 
20 23 1,844 135, 159 1.36 19, 785, 607 142, 894 1.60 28, 318, 751 
19 7D 2, 961 322, 877 91 46, 878, 408 336, 910 1,00 54, 872, 983 
653, 214 1, 046 53, 605 1.95 ll, 1,341 54, 481 2. 46 13, 071, 996 


101, 547, 564 














9,184 863, 993 1.06 172,874,172 | 10,968 * 904, 759 1,21 
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226, 343, 621 
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The nuraber of co al f es 
doll sof those w , falie t ar 
tl e ié V = af 
1 
ale | - 
engage 
1ilures bus . t 


Maine ; 205 13,7 l 
L New Hampshire ‘ . 


Vermont i4 t s 
Massachusetts ? ‘ : 
Boston City........ 5 . : 
Rhode Island 
< ‘ 


or cut 15, 88 





New York . 677 a4. ( 8] 7 1] ! ‘ ‘ 
New York City and 
SEOOGEERG EE cicarcccececconce 506 18,835 1.03 19. 874 
New Jersey = , 
Pennsylvania aan 748 1) saa ; 9 864 ( ‘ 
Philadelphia City ...... 204 | § é : 1.20 4 5' 99) 
Delaware : ; 4. O75 
Maryland ‘ 177 15.8 1.12 rf 
District of Columbia il 


Virginia........ 7 14,4 1.88 7, 64 
West Vir 5 > 1.1 

North Carolina 169 1475 1.78 ] 
South Caroll 6,4 
Georgia. a ; 212 10, 41 2.04 
Eady ciudad ivannnis 49 } S ] 
Alabama... ’ 8, le 45 l 
Mississippi ‘ pammnaiee 157 9 { i i 
Louisiana ; ; 10. 542 2 1 r ’ 





























Texas salesmen $ 19, ¢ 1,8 i ‘ 1 
IIE soak cestennntian see of 7,734 1,22 ‘ 
Kentucky 276 20, 91 ! ] 
} Tennessee......... hie 282 12,414 2 ‘ i 
Potals an ‘ 2,34 142,17 ¢ 28 i 
WESTERN STATES, 

a : ied 58s) be 14 

Cincinnati City son 91 | 5 wey oer l 
Indiana, .. ‘ 293 762 ) © i 
Illinois ...... sid cual 172 |? alr aiaes : ‘ 

Chicago City oececes 12 | $ » 4 i 
Michigan ...... . 238 ? S34 73 
Wis sin oo 169 7 
Iowa wdeennedl 70 l 
Minnesota..... , 199 
Missouri .... 182 |) ] 

St. Louis City ; j 
Kansas ; ee 285 20,7 1.37 
Nebraska..... ts 14! 12 

Totals abe aeneba 302 58 
PACIFIC STATES AND TI 
RITORIES. 

Oklahoma........... 
Indian Territory * 
CPPROTS 2.0.0 cccccsvesccccvess ws lt 9 
California.... asesenaeden 447 |) 7 

San Francisco City 225 | j if ” { 
OE SE ES 62 6, 850 89 ] ! * 
SS NEESER SEE Pane 20 1, 28 l , 1 
SI =. cnssdndaeetgiamnnaies ’ 2 2, 70 81 
New Mexico. sevevece ° av 1,57 ] , i 
We ONG ve ncncesesisvcoses 6 74 86 I 
a a a ar 20 2, 129 7 
Dakota........... ‘ y 8S 9, 988 Sx 
I cca sunscustiinnt ; 22 2.058 s 

y Washington. 113 3, 2 
Arizona ... 18 1. 80 
Alaska . 
Gi tscitiictianieninnttceniis 1,230 61,218 2 f 
RE« TULATION 

STATES AND TERRITORIES, 
Eastern States................. 1, 261 1,31 12, 430, 433 1,110 ] 5755 ] > 1 
Middle States ocala , 96 45. 865. 84 a7 1 20%. 269 mt » { 
Southern States............... 2, 346 1. 65 28, 814, 068 2,349 142,014 1. i 150, 492 1.48 
Western states stark 3, 302 , 619 92 28, 047, 097 3, O91 369, 763 83 2,948 92,733 
Pacific States and Terri- 

EIT s censconesscnecavscvecnssese 1, 230 61, 218 2.01 9, 062, 883 1,0i3 63, 527 1.5 { ; 69, 557 l 


Grand totals,.......... | 10,637 | 919, 990 1.16 124, 220, 321 9, 834 969, S41 
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Middle, Southern, and Western States, and the Pacific States and Territories—Continued. 
rof commercial fa es, the ber engaged in business, the per cent. of failures to those engaged in business, and the aggregate liabilities in 
‘ - e who have failed by years from 1875 to 18#9, inclusive, together with the totals, first by the division of the States and Territories as above, and 
ole cour y, are st \ as f vs 
1888, 1889, 
~ i 4 es - ~ - 
; : Number!’ Number | Percent, Number | Number | Percent 
of engaged in _of Liabilities, of engaged in of Liabilities. 
failures. | business, | failures, failures. | business. | failures 
EA KTA 
Maing 1.12 $1, 457, 797 | 196 14, 30 37 $1, 114, 582 
. 67 158, 845 49 8, 256 .0 449, 136 
\ .5l 197, 950 40 6, 378 .63 319, 253 
SRA ioc cans sacs dessnenien woissiinsininasinape eeateNgierpuspaniadsighiedatipcina--ieiilien ex |f 4,381,262 | tt ore wo | f 4,656, 965 
Ox ; ~~ < x 68 | R "62 
City 1.35 1) 4° 044) 412 320 |¢ 49,183 1.68 i 16, 130, 634 
i sland 1.70 1, 226, 886 130 8, 142 1.60 10, 048, 642 
. $l 1, 265, 103 137 17,562 .78 1, 624, 657 
8 1.15 13, 032, 255 1, 364 108, 825 1.31 34, 545, 869 
{IDDI AT : . ma 
ork 66 7, 944, 679 589 . 65 9, 495, 083 
vy York City and Brooklyn 1, 26 17, 060,170 | 585 1.02 | 17, 351, 580 
t erst -49 1, 485, 847 | 128 .40 1, 469, 846 
‘ 81 6, 849, 738 | 793 |) 1.23 |§ 9, 178, 113 
idelphia ¢ 87 3, 650, 030 278 | f “12 9,886,227 
Delaware 36 156, 200 
1 70 1, 226, 004 
strict of Colu % .59 157, 145 
so 293, 528 . 86 48, 920, 238 
iERN STATES ; 
Vir I 1c intniitispicineubiubenstabéuaimenesenmenbusenianete 2 168 16, O84 1. 04 1, 927,770 191 15, 875 1,20 1, 403, 900 
\ \ nia 69 9, 291 74 442,974 77 9, 201 . S4 336, 943 
rm ‘ oe 151 10, 360 1, 46 1, 408, 924 197 10,724 1.84 1, 384, 754 
Ca na peveud snebecdaenes erases eesneeggense 5 66 7,158 Te 424, 867 82 7,418 Lj. 928, 317 
: zi 13,117 1, 62 2, 706, 494 15! 13, 820 | 1.09 1, 627, 945 
i 69 5, 465 1, 26 407,177 49 4,750 1,03 | 348, 142 
161 10, 172 1.58 1, 692, 622 134 9, 886 | 1,35 1, 368, 252 
4 8. 752 1.51 1, O88, 615 138 8 841 1.57 971, 906 
‘ 2 11, 909 | 1. 69 2, 471, 778 185 12,419 1.49 1, 686,714 
euenees 968 20, 747 | 2.74 4 3 23, 392 1.65 4,503, 188 
\ i 156 8, 880 1.76 9, 452 1 
t 5 oe 4 1.27 
20% 13,553 1.52 
I - 2, 44 157, 837 1.55 
WESTERN STA’ 
_ 71,510 75 t 72, 219 63 | aoe 
( mati City Si 4 j t 668. 878 
959 19 65 40, 164 53 1, 845, 798 
318 my > ‘ t 1 30% on |) , 428, 798 
LO 5 mf 62,00 , j _—_ xf tt 4, 857, 567 
\ al 232 7,784 61 47, 588 54 674, 998 
211 867 69 1,414 64 » 469, 035 
OR4 30. 696 9 33, 833 . 96 », 579, 762 
16 26, 231 1.20 18, 635 1.9 4, 299, 235 
166 |2 is ) Byes ae 155, 669 
609 ( ‘ 525 6s 
( 52 15 { ‘ ) : 3 - 09 ( 817, 201 
244 25, 283 oF 24, 929 Rome 29, 209 
248 19, 848 1.25 21, 23 1. 30 1, 538, 718 
i a 7 TOS 8] 41] wy 34 1). O88 
I TA AND TERRITORIES 
. 694 a2 8, 900 
2 634 31 632 .63 1. 500 
139 6, 273 2. 21 6, 685 - 98 = O00 
462 |) > 5 » 49 |§ 239, 300 
sncise 1s5 |f 28,141 2.30 ¢ mS 2.421) 1,060, 500 
‘ 149 9, 060 1. 64 11,580 1,42 S17, 001 
la 9 1, 347 67 1, 380 93 14, 500 
21 2, 872 73 2, 987 .93 | I 100 
d ‘ 1, 64 24 2. 056 1.19 | 155, 400 
19 74 1.65 1,050 67 170, 200 
23 9 7 OR 2 358 79 166, 000 
10 11. 506 ”) 8, 150 1,24 | 10, 227 
21 2,712 78 2, 844 1.21 | 534,274 
: é 65 4.572 1. 42 410, 000 119 8, O41 1, 48 1, 235, 500 
7 800 79 41,000 6 978 61 104, 500 
. 5 129 
Tote 1, 211 73,109 1, 66 14, 191, 303 1,305 79, 095 1.65 8, 558, 202 
RECAPITULATION 
STATI IND TERRIT* S 
Lact. States 1,191 1038, 548 1.15 13, 032, 255 1, 364 103, 825 1.31 34, 345, 869 
\ States 2. 6s 312, 373 83 89, 630, 076 2, 542 293, 828 . 86 48, 920, 238 
ern States 2, 446 157, 837 1,55 21, 422, 120 2, 206 162, 466 1,35 
tern States 7 3, 228 399, 795 Sl 35, 554, 219 3, 465 411, 926 | 4 
nA States and Territories 1,211 73, 109 1, 66 14, 191, 303 1, 305 79, 095 1.65 |} 
‘ i tota 10, 679 1, 046, 662 1.02 123, 829, 973 10, 882 1,051, 140 1, 04 148, 784, 337 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I will now resume the floor, Mr. EZRA B, TAYLOR. Ifthe gentleman from Kentucky wi'l give 
less some other gentleman desires to be heard, for the purpose of | way then for a moment, I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
ielding | New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 
Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the gentlee | Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That will be entirely satis- 
man from Kentucky | Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] desires to be heard fora few | factory to me. 
minutes Mr, McADOO. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to state in a general 
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way a few reasons for my supportof this bill. The wise men who framed 


our Constitution, while jealous of preserving the political rights in the | 


States, very wisely foresaw that there should be some uniformity as to 
commercial laws throughout the country and entire freedom of trade 
between the States. 
date the necessity for some provision of that character intensifies the 
reasons for this bill at the present time. Communication between the 
States has increased rapidly in recent years. ‘The population and busi- 
ness of the country have grown with unparalleled rapidity. Railroad 
facilities have been greatly augmented, the electric telegraph and the 
telephone stretch ali over the country, and other modern inventions 
have brought all sections of the country together; so that the reasons 
which then appeared for the formation of a bankrupt law are tenfold 
strengthened to-day. The business; interests of the country, large as 
they are, are unified and sympathetic, and are ripe for the enactment 
of a uniform bankrupt law. 

Mr. Speaker, the demand is very general from all sections of the 
country for the passage of this bill. No measure pending before Con- 
gress, and I speak from personal experience, has awakened so much 
interest throughout all conditions of the people, nor is there any meas- 
ure in regard to which I have received so many earnest requests asking 
my support of it, as thisbiJ]. The billis innosensesectional. When 
the former bankruptcy bill, one or two Congresses back, was presented 
for consideration there was some talk that it was sectional in its pro- 
visions. Many members contended that it was solely in the interest 
of the rich and powerful merchants of the East, who simply desired 
the enactment of a measure of this kind to enable them to oppress the 
small traders, farmers, and laboring people throughout the West and 
South. 

But that is all changed under the present bill. The demand for the 
bill is absolutely non-sectional. I think perhaps thedemand is stronger 
in the West and in portions of the South even than in the East, and 
the reasons for this demand are very plain. There is a change in the 
business interests of the country which demands legislation of this 
character. Your great trade centers of the West have now become 
distributing depots as well as those of the East. 


That they should have foreseen even at that early | 





As has been well said by the distinguished gentleman from West Vir 

ginia |[Mr. WILson] who has just taken his seat, it was an “exigency 
|act.’’ It was formulated as a mere make t \ ‘ ful 1 

sults to individual fortunes occasioned by the w lt was not properly 
digested before enactment. It wascrude, expensi lila L its | 
ceedings; it was only partly understood and improperly adm ! 
| and there is no question that the weakness of that act, as w 

manner in which it was administered and the expensiven 


The great city of | 


Chicago, for instance, does not go East or to Europe to buy her goois | 


simply to sell to her own inhabitants. She has herself become a man- 
ufacturing and distributing center for a great region of country, and 
the merchants of these great commercial centers are demandin 
passage of this bill, 

The development of the resources of the South, begetting an intense 
and active business life, makes fresh demands for this bill. I am in 
favor of all laws looking to a high standard of business honor and hon- 
esty. It is idle towonder at the dishonesty and corruption oi politics, 
when men who pass as honest and reputable business men of the high- 


est standing either openly engage in sharp and shady practices or con- | 


done the tricks and subterfuges of their agents. Political honesty and 
commercial honor are founded alike upon the common standard of the 
average conscience and temperof the time. You can not hope for hon- 
est officials in a nation of dishonest merchants. 

As has been well said by representatives of the great West, like the 
State of Kansas, this bill is beneficial to the merchant, to the farmer, 
and to all honest debtors, as well as to the creditor. Commercial 
honesty, Mr. Speaker, is the life of a country, and there is no man who 
has any experience as a lawyer or as a citizen in our courts but knows 


that there has grown up under our State insolvent laws fraudulent prac- | 
tices; preferred assignments are daily made of property by a class of 


men who might be designated professional debtors, and the maulti- 
plicity of the laws themselves and their incongruity undoubtedly in- 
dicate the necessity for a measure of this character in the interest of 
the trade of the country. Therefore, I am heartily in favor of the 
passage of the bill. If it had been possible, I should like to have had 
it considered under a different rule. 

I agree with the criticism of the gentleman from: Ohio [Mr. Ourn- 
WAITE], if it had been possible it would have been wise to give the 
bill, as all great bills should be given, consideration in Committee of 
the Whole House, in order that it might be read, debated, and amended 
by paragraphs; for I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, for one, strongly 
as I favor the measure, that bills of this magnitude and importance, 
reaching to every citizen of the country, as this does, should be hastily 
passed after a general discussion, with amendments pending. Some of 


g the | 


our friends in the House, ona great issue which divides the two polit- | 


ical parties, object to free raw material. But there is certainly a great 
mass of free raw material in legislation in the House which we are 


piling up undigested over here and sending to the other branch of the | 


legislative body to be inspected. And it has come to be a fact that 
the conscience of the House is stilled by the reflection that there is 
another body where these measures can be and will be digested. 
Happily, however, in this instance, Mr. Speaker, we have the decis- 
ion and opinion of a distinguished opponent of .the bill, a member of 
the committee which formulated the measure, that this is one of the 
best bills of the character ever brought before Congress. 
should exist in the South, and in other portions of the country, preju- 
dices against any bankrupt measures passed by Congress, from the 
manner in which the act of 1867 was carried out, is certainly not to be 
wondered at when the circumstances are known in regard to that 


That there | 


ceedings, did create in the public mind of part ot 
a prejudice against all bankrupt acts. 
But we have now the experience of the workin 


Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
tion ? 

Mr. McADOO. Not now, as my time is toolimited. We ha ul 
the experience which comes from an investigation in the committee of 
the various acts which have been proposed here as bankruptcy acts, and 


we have the evidence, as I have said, of one of the ablest and m 
astute and careful members of this House, who, while on general prin 
ciples he opposes this bill, certifies to us that it is the best considered, 
and best developed, and best matured bankruptcy bill that has ever 
been offered to Congress foravote. lonly regret, asl said before, that 
the bill being so strong.in its provisions, so well matured and digested 
and formulated and considered, that the Commit of the Wh 
House might not have had an opportunity of reading this great measure 
The honest debtor who has been overwhelmed by mistortune w 
no care nor industry could avoid, and eager f{ 
from the load of obligations, so as to begin hopetully the strug, 


or the bonoraodle discharge 











g inew, 
asks for this bill. The honest and honorable creditor, harassed and 
obstructed by multitudinous local enactments, exemptions, fraudulent 
assignments, dishonest preferences among creditors, and the whole 
glery of legal procedure to evade just obligations, earnestly solicits th 

| passage of this bill. 

I sincerely trust that the bill will pass. I presentin this connection 
the address on this bill delivered by an illustrious ex-member of thi 
| Houseand a lawyer of the highest standing, Colouel Broadhead, of Mis- 
souri, as well as that of Dr. Gordon, of Jersey City, N. J., one of the 
most public spirited and intelligent citizens whom I have the honor to 

represent on this floor 
ADDRESS OF COL, JAM 0, BROADHEAD, CHAIRMAN ! f SIDENTIA 
MITTEE OF THE NATIONAL CONVENTION OF COM i 

Mr Pre = le t, we, as the Pres lent al committee voc nee i 
the pleasant duty of laying before you the labors of two t ‘ 
of the representatives of commercial bodies, orga it 
the enactment by Congress of an equitable, untfor ba t law 
spectfully petition you to recommend to Congressin y« g 
the enactment of such a law in the form adopted Wi 
all parts of the United States to perform that duty 

The wisdom of the fathers of the Republic in vesting the ¢ gressofth ted 
States with the power to establish a “uniform system of bankruptcies t 
out the United States’ was never more manifest than satthe | 
The commercial relations existing between t Re ral S es a 
tended and more int ate than they ever were before; the fa ties of t 6 
portation have served to multiply the products of agi ilture and ma ‘ 
ires and increase the demand for the neces-aries i ries i t 
commercial activity of our people has therefore found a wider field f{ ts 
ercise 

rhe most important effect of an equitable and permanent system ¢« il 
ruptey is to establish upon a firm basis the commercial interests of the 
to assure to those who deal inthe productsand manufactures of the v ouss 

| tions of our widely extended territory, as well asthe producers and manutact 

| urers themselves, that in dealing with their customers they will all be eated 
\like, that no local influencesor local legislation will enable a debtor in failing 
circumstances to abuse the confidence which has | 1 given him b stant 
creditor, but that one law will govern all. 

Chis assurance will extend and strengthen commerce, and afYo I he 
lieve, the best safeguard against monetary crises su is have occurred ) 
time to time, and from which all suffer in a greater or less degree 

Heretofore it has only been when one of those monetary revul 8 
and for a time paralyzed the trade and commerce of the country, that our 
national legislators were driven to the enactment of temporary bankrupt law 
and the result has been hasty and improvident legislat 

Now that our country is blessed with a prosperity unsurpassed ts pre 

| vious history isthe time, in ourjudgment, for calm, delibe aud wise le ‘ 
tion on that subject. 

The representatives of commercial bodies from various parts of the | ted 

| States have held four national conventions, twoat Washing » LSA! and 4 
respectively, and one at St. Louis and one at Minneapolis in Is Phese con 
ventions bave had the subject of bankruptcy alone und nsaiderat Aan 
result there has been adopted and recommended for enactment a 
named the Torrey bankrupt bill 

We submit a printed copy of this bill, in the belief that upon an exa 
of ita provisions you wil! find that it meets many of the objections which he 
been made to former acts, and that under it bankrupt proceedings w ‘ 

| expensive and more expeditious, and that better safeguards are pt fed 
against mismanagement and fraud on the part of the officers + ged 
with the settlement of bankrupt estates than under pr 

Its provisions are briefly summarized as follows 

Original jurisdiction in bankruptcy matters is f ed ates 
district courts in the States and Ter es and the supre t he D 
trict of Columbia. 

rhe referees, who take the place of the registers ler { f 

mited in number, in this, that there can not be t me for each Co 
gressional district within the territory of the inkrupt court heir territorial 
urisdiction is fixed and n hanged from time to time by thetribuns 
appoints them, and the number of referees is limited to those before 
there are pending at least fifty bankruptcy cases, The court may 1 
transfer of cases from ove referee to another The compensation of t! 


is to be fixed by the judge, but is not to exceed the sum of $1,000 p ‘ 
$10 for each case concluded before him, and actual and necessars 
of which is to be paid out of the national Treasury. Refere+ 

$10 fee due from the Government in each case until it 


act. i papers are returned into the clerk’s office. 
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The referees will hold the first and subsequent meetings of creditors and dis- 
pose of such matters in controversy as may arise at such places within their re- 
spective districts as will best serve the convenience of parties interested, 

The United States district attorney shall, 1f ordered by the court upon peti- 
tion of creditors, attend the first meeting of creditors and examine the bankrupt, 
and when at any time there appears to be probable cause to believe a bankrupt 

uilty of an offense punishable by the bankrupt act, to bring the matter to the 
attention of the grand jury and prosecute the case in the same manneras other 
ertminal cases. Ile may also be ordered by the court to be present at every 
hearing for the discharge of a bankrupt and oppose the discharge, unless he is 
satisfied that there is no sufficient reason to oppose the discharge. He is also 
required to report to the court any failure on the part of the trustee or referee 


to discharge their respective duties. The Government is to pay his expenses 
and f 

Trustees take the place of assignees under the old law; they are nominated 
by the creditors at their first meeting. The trustees, under the direction of the 
court, may submit matters in controversy to arbitration, and the finding of the 
arbitrators will have the same force and effect as reports and findings of mas- 
ters in chaacery in this respect it differs from the former law, both as to the 
mode of appointing arbitrators, their number, and the effect of their award. 








Matters in controversy may also be compromised or litigated. The trustees re- 
ceive a fixed compensation, not te exceed a certain per cent. upon the amount of 
money paid out in distributions to creditors. Trustees are not paid commis- 
sions, except upon dividends paid to creditors. 


Litigation may be conducted in such State courts as will be most convenient 
to the parties inte ested, 
Dividends to creditors may be declared at any time by order of the judge of the 


bankrupt court, and the referee is required to declare adividend within thirty 

| is allowed, if the cash in hand in excess of the amount neces- 
sary to pay preferred debts, and in excess of claims which will probably be al- 
lowed, equals > per cent. or more, 


aays alte acl 





tlie petition of « bankrupt for a discharge must be filed after two and within 
six months after the adjudication of bankruptcy, unless it appear that he was 
unavoidably prevented from filing his petition for discharge within tbe six 


months, and then he may be permitted to file it within twelve months. Dis- 
charges will not be granted unless the applicants are honest men and have con- 
ducted their business according to reputable business methods, A discharge 
inay be set aside within two years after being granted if it shall transpire that 
the same was fraudulentiy obtained. 

lu cases of involuntary bankruptcy the proceedings may be instituted by 
three or more creditors whose demands equal or exceed $900, and where the 


number of creditors is more than twelve. If the number is less than twelve, 
one or more creditors whose demands equal or exceed $500 may commence 
proceediugs. The proceedings againstthe bankrupt must be instituted within 
six mouths after the commission of the act of bankruptcy in cases of involun- 
tarv bankruptey. ‘The acts of bankruptcy are more numerous and explicit than 


under any preceding act. 
\uy person owing debts to the amount of $500 may becomea voluntary bank- 


ipt upon the surrender of all his assets for the benefit of his creditors, 
\ compromise may be offered by a bankrupt after he has filed his schedule 
of assets and list of creditors, and been publicly examined as to the causes for 


his re, the amount and whereabouts of his assets, and his dealings with his 
creditors and others. If an offer of compromise is for 50 per cent. or more, and 
is concurred in, in writing, by a majority of the creditors and the amount to 
be paid or seeurities to be given have been deposited, subject to the order of 
the court, all of the creditors will then be notified and at a time fixed by the 
court (he question of the confirmation of the composition will be considered. 
A compromise may be set aside within six months after being confirmed if it 
shal! transpire that the same was fraudulent!v obtained. 

The bankruvt will be allowed the exemptions provided by the laws of the 
State in whivh he lives. 

The criminal provisions of the bill are most stringent. The bankrupt may be 
imprisoned, with or without hard labor, for a period not to exceed three years, 
for fraudulent acts perpetrated before or after being adjudged as such, or for 
the destruction of evidence, or the wrongful removal of property. Bankruptcy 
ofiicers may be punished by imprisonment for a period of not more than two 
years, or by atine of not more than $5,000 for embezzlement or fraudulent ap- 
propriations of the estate. It is confidently anticipated that this provision will 
have a salutary preventive effect, and will stop, to a great degree, many fraudu- 
lent practices that are now openly perpetrated. 

he costs of administration under this bill are more economical than it has 
heretoiore been thought possible tomake them. The clerk of the bankruptcy 
court Is lo receive a filing fee, at the institution of every case, of $10, and not 
to receive any further fees. Estates which pay dividends in excess of $5,000 will 
pay to the Government 1 per cent, on the total amount. One-halfof 1 per cent. 
will be paid by all estates in which a composition is confirmed, 

In its weneral scope the bill interferes but slightly with the laws of the several 
States, aside from those upon the subject of insolvency. Its machinery is com- 
prehensive, and yetsimple. The safeguards with which itsurrounds an estate 
are ample to prevent it from being lost or improperly appropriated. The pro- 
Visions are most complete for a speedy distribution of the assets to the cred- 
itors, Expensive and tedious delays are most carefully guarded against, and, 
on the whole, it seems calculated as a proper substitute for the many ineongru- 
ous aud ineflicient State insolvency laws, and promises to meet with the ap- 
proval of the unfortunate debtor as well as the unfortunate creditor, and to 
prove & material aid in sustaining and fostering the commercial interests of the 
country. 

These provisions of the bill submitted to you are referred to for the purpose 
of showing that the process of winding up the estate of a bankrupt is better 
guarded, more expeditious, and less expensive to the parties concerned than it 
bas been under any former law. ; 

We believe that this bill is just to the debtor and the creditor; that if adopted 
it will wive a renewed stimulus to the trade and commerce of the country; that 
it will inspire confidence and extend credit where it is most needed, and that 
it will establish business of all kinds throughout the whole country upon a 
more enduring basis. 

We therefore most earnestly petition you in the name of the commercial in- 
teresta of the country to recommend to Congress the enactment of a uniform, 
equitable bankrupt law in the form here presented. 


ADDKESS OF DR, LEONARD J. GORDON, PRESIDENT OF THE BOARD OF TRADE OF 
JERSEY CITY, N. J. 

Myr. President, on behalf of the Board of Trade of Jersey City, N. J., I beg 
leave to submit some observations in favor of a national bankrupt law. 

in a country like the United States, within whose limits is carried on an enor- 
mou* commercial trafiie, anything that secures a merchant against loss, total 
or partial, or acts asa preventive of fraud in commercial transactions, will so 
strengthen the feeling of confidence, so essential to extensive business, as to 
materially contribute to the stability of domestic commerce and the permanent 
prosperity of the business world, 

In ihe extensive commerce of this country, credit is a conspicuous and essen- 
tial feature. Cash payments are the exception, creditisthe rule. A merchant's 
capacity to do business, therefore, depends upoa the credit and confidence he 
enjoys in the business world. The stronger his credit, the greater his business, 
Increase of credit, therefore, is virtually an inerease of capital. Thus it fol- 



































































































lows that whatever tends to strengthen or increase mercantile credit contrib- 
utes directly to thegrowth of trade, and so, by inevitable sequence, to the gen- 
eral prosperity of the peopie. 

Bearing in mind, then, the intimate relations between mercantile confidence 
and credit and the general welfare, I call your attention, briefly, to one of the 
conditions in business which tends to impair confidence and hinders the growth 
of trade. I refer to the incongruous and inadequate insolvency laws of the 
different States of the Union. Every State has its own policy and system in 
the treatment of insolvents. Some are strict, some are loose, some practically 
offer a premium upon fraud, some are crude and inadequate to the exigencies 
of modern trade. The result is that every merchant whose business extends 
beyond the confines of his own State is compelled to take risks the extent of 
which he is unable to estimate. If his debtor fails, he is compelled to take his 
chances under the law, perhaps of a distant State, the provisions of which are 
familiar to the bankrupt and perhaps have afforded him an opportunity to 
place his assets beyond the reach of justclaims. In another instance, tue assets 
of his debtor are whittled down by the expenses and charges incident to their 
management under a cumbersome and complicated insolvent law. All this is 
not only exasperating and harassing in business, but it operates directly to 
lessen the volume of trade. 

Again, if we turn from the discussion of the practical difficulties of the pres- 
ent trade conditions to the consideration of the theory and reason of the case, 
the need of uniform system in matters of insolvency will be no less apparent. 
States do not trade with States, but individuals trade with individuals. Indi- 
viduals of one State trade with merchants of another, nay, of many States, 
Trade takes no accountof State lines or political divisions. It is as boundless 
as the nation, and is limited only by the national confines of our country. 
Why, then, should matters vitally interwoven into the life of all trade be left to 
the shifting, varying, and conflicting policies of different States? Trade is na- 
tional, and every consideration of logical consistency—the eternal fitness of 
things—requires that its regulation should be national. 

These considerations demonstrate the need of a national bankrupt law. 
Such a law should be framed so as to embody the following features: (1) It 
should be practical, concise,and comprehensive. (2) [t should establish a uni- 
form system of moderate salaries, instead of excessive fees. (3) It should make 
it impossible for a debtor to be discharged from his legal obligations without a 
complete disclosure of his condition and a full surrender of his assets. (4) It 
should forbid preferences, or surround them with such safeguards as to amply 
protect creditors, (5) [It should be drawn so as to secure merchants against 
fraudulent mortgages, bills of sale, or confidential indebtedness to relatives or 
friends. (6) It should replace the conflicting and incongruous laws of the dif- 
ferent States. (7) It should avoid the delays, unjust charges, and excessive fees 
of the old bankrupt law. It should, in short, be so framed as to allow proceed- 
ings in bankruptey to be entered and prosecuted with the least possible delay 
and with a minimum of expense, and secure to the creditor the maximum per- 
centage of his debt. / 7 

Such a measure, we believe, is the bill known as ‘‘the Torrey bill to establish 
a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States.’ We believe 
it has been carefully drawn, with intelligent regard to the interests of all mer- 
chants, and that it is a practical embodiment of the valuable features of all in- 
solvent laws. If enacted into a law we believe it would decrease failures, stop 
sacrifice sa es, prevent fraudulent transfers and pocket judgments, stop the re- 
pudiation of honest debts, protect the honest merchant, assist the unfortunate 
bankrupt, create confidence, enlarge credit, and contribute materially to the 
growth and stability of trade. y 

We trust, therefore, that you may see your way clear to recommend this 
measure to the attention of Congress at the ensuing session. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe 
the time has come or that the country is in a condition as to popula- 
tion, to labor, to the distribution of wealth, the laws of the several 
States, and the diverse modes of trade to adopt a permanent bankruptcy 
system, and there is no exigency for a bankruptcy law to remove the 
evils of any condition of depression or of widespread pecuniary indebt- 
edness; for,while there is at the present time a certain dezree of depres- 
sion, it does not take that form of widespread indebtedness in the com- 
mercial centers that threatens immediate danger to our commercial and 
pecuniary transactions, or that unfortunate condition of hopeless in- 
debtedness which follows war or panic, so that the ground upon which 
my friend from West Virginia [Mr. WiLson ]} put his advocacy of this 
bill is the only ground upon which we ought to pass it, namely, that 
the time has come for a permanent system of bankruptcy procedure. 
Now that I thoroughly disbelieve, and this bill is to me conclusive 
proof of it. This is not a bill that can apply to the various sections of 
the country; it is a bill for the commercial centers. 

It is a bill for crowded populations, for trading peoples, and wholly 
incapable of wise and just administration among an agricultural people 
in States sparsely populated, where the business is not done, as a rule, 
upon commercial principles through banks, but in the old-fashioned 
way of man with man, or of trader with farmer. It is a bill in the 
interest of men who transact business upon commercial paper, upon the 
idea that men are trading partly upon capital and partly upon credit. 
It can operate justly and impartially only where the district attorney 
can take charge of the business, where the machinery of the courts can 
instantly and expeditiously wind up theestate. But for a country that 
is agricultural, where the towns are comparatively small, where the 
business is only the ordinary trade between him who produces by labor 
and him who sells to that producer, this bill is a harsh, unjust, and 
wholly unfit measure. There is hardly a single section of it that is fit 
for the agricultural parts of America. 

Thetruth is, Mr. Speaker, we havenot yet become homogeneousenough 
in our mode of labor, we have not yet become thickly populated enough, 
to have any general system of bankruptcy adaptable alike to every 
part of the country. That which in a State like Massachusetts, com- 
paratively small in territory, thickly populated, very wealthy, with a 
manufacturing and commercial people, might do very well, is wholly 
unfit for a State like Kentucky, with 42,000 square miles and with 
2,000,000 of people, with counties where there are 200 or 300 square 
miles and a population small and not a bank in the county. And an 
attempt to fit the trousers that will suit Massachusetts to the limbs of 
the mountains of Kentucky, West Virginia, North Carolina, and South 
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it seems to me that the distinguished gentleman who is chairman of | Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia Phere " for him to 
: the Committee on the Judiciary or any member of that committee, | re] ; a 
: all of whom are able lawyers, could frame a bill of a very few lines | and a man who has a t defense to a n t not tu be re 
> which would give to the Federal court power to grant a discharge only | to give a bond in order to make |} ese « 1 order to 
t upon the debtor filing a decree of the State court that his estate had | being put into bankruptces 
. been under its supervision equally and legally distributed, that he had Mr. GROSVENOR As I understand 
3 : 
4 





become insolvent without fault and was free from fraud, and with some | the bond t y the it, bu ming of ro 
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is made a ground of putting a man into bankruptcy. I do not think 
any such provision as that onght to be in the bill. Again, section 10 
provides that any debtor who has ‘‘ suffered an execution to be re- 
turned against him ‘no property found,’’ may be put into bankruptcy 
by his creditors. Now, in the State of Virginia you can not sell real 
estate under an execution ordinarily. The only way you subject real 
estate there, except for debts dne the State, to pay judgment liens, is 
by filing a bill in chancery to rent the man’s land if it will pay his 
debts in a certain time or to sell his land; but here the mere naked 
fact of the execution being returned ‘‘no property found,’’ although 
he may own property worth ten times the amount, suffices to throw 
him into bankruptcy. I do not think such a provision as that ought 
to he in this orin any other proposed law. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. If he has property worth ten times as 
much as the debt, why not pay the debt ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. The gentleman evidently has never 
lived in a country where the people have not yet recovered from the 
eflects of the war, where there is plenty of property, but little money. 
In the country in which I live we have never been able to sell a debt- 
ors’ real estate forall cash, as a rule, at judicial sales. Lands are sold 
upon credits of six, twelve, and eighteen moaths, and sometimes on one, 
two, and three years’ credit. We have been doing that simply because 
if we had acted on any other rule it would soon bankrupt the whole 
community. If creditors should exercise all the power given them 
under this bill they could put into bankruptcy one-half the people in 
the Commonwea!th of Virginia. And I have no doubt that is true of 
many other States, 

Again, it provides that any man whose commercial paper is sus- 
pended and its payment not resumed for fifteen days can be put into 
bankruptcy. Many of our people, especially the cattle-men in my sec- 
tion of the State, trade upon the idea that they will get two renewals 
of their negotiable paper, of four months each, buying their cattle in 
the winter and selling them in the fall, and taking eight or ten months’ 
time to turn over the money. Under this bill if, for any reason, they 
should fail to get an extension, they could be thrown into bankruptcy. 
lam not saying that it would always be done, but Iam opposed to 
putting it in the power of the creditor to do it, because it is wrong. 
We must protect the creditor and also the debtor. 

Any law that provides for involuntary bankruptcy ought to be based 
upon the idea that the debtor has done something wrong, that he has 
either perpetrated a fraud or is attempting to perpetrate a fraud upon 
his creditors, or that, being in a failing condition, he is preferring some 
creditors to the injustice of others, and when he has done these things, 
and not until he has done one of them at least, ought you to take charge 
of his property for the benefit of his creditors. Whenever he has shown 
himself to be an unfit custodian of his property by attempting to put 
it out of the way of his creditors, then the Government, through its 
courts, ought to lay bands on it and appropriate it to the payment of 
his debts, but not before. Nodebtor ought to be punished for his mis- 
fortunes, but only for his wrongful acts. The bill punishes him for 
both, and therefore [am opposed to it. Iam opposed to conferring 
power upon creditors which is not necessary for their protection, and 
which may be used for the injury, oppression, or financial ruin of 
others. 

Again, the community I represent is largely agricultural, and, as the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] has so well said, 
agricultural communities are not used to a rigid system of commercial 
paper like the people of cities. They have not been educated up to it, 
they have not been able to reach it yet on account of the conditions 
growing out of the war in many commupities, This bill contemplates 
protecting that class of people from involuntary bankruptcy, but the 
language does not do it, and I shall offer an amendment upon this pdint. 
The language of the bill, section 45, is ‘‘ those engaged exclusively 
in raising agricultural products’’ shall not be subject to involuntary 
bankruptcy. Why, sir, there is not one farmer in one hundred who is 
engaged exclusively in raising agricultural products. Every one of 
them has some other undertaking of greater or less value in connection 
with his farm. If he lives along the railroad he is putting ties on 
the road or is having his timber sawed into lumber and selling that. 
If there are manufactures in the neighborhood, he is hanling iron 
from the mine to the furnace or doing work of like character. Some 
of our farmers sell fertilizers and farm implements for the convenience 
of their neighbors. Some of them buy cattle and graze them for awhile 
and then sell them and buy others, and turn their money over in that 
way. Agriculture is not paying well just now, and farmers have to 
resort to all sorts of outside business to enable them to make a living. 
But this bill requires that a man must be engaged exclusively in rais- 
ing agricultural products in order to come within the exception, and 
thus be protected from the harsh, unjust, and unnecessary provisions 
of this bill. 

I do not think that this is right; and the object of my amendment 
is to provide that they shall be engaged chiefly in that business, and 
not exclusively, in order that the bill may not apply to them. 

These, briefly stated, are some of my objections to the bill, and the 
reasons I urge for the adoption of my amendments to the paragraphs 
named. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Burrows). The amendment of 
the gentleman will be read for the information of the House and in- 
serted in the RECORD. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
served, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In section 42 strike out paragraphs 4, 8, 10, and 11. 

In section 45, line 9, strike out the word “exclusively ’’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ chiefty.” 

Mr. OATES. I now yield ten minutesof my time to the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER]. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, in my remarks yesterday upon this 
bill I endeavored to call attention to certain matters which, in my 
judgment, constitute grave objections to the measure; and I rise now 
for the purpose principally of offering amendments to cover these points. 
In section 9, line 18, I propose to amend by inserting, after the word 
‘* trustees,’’ the words ‘‘ on the nomination of the creditors,’’ and after 
the word ‘‘cause,’’ in the same line, I propose to insert the words ‘‘ on 
complaint of said creditors or any of them.’’ The effect of this amend- 
ment, Mr. Speaker, will be to provide that the district judge shall have 
the right ‘‘to appoint trustees on the nomination of the creditors, and 
remove them for cause on complaint of said creditors or any of tnem.”’ 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I had proposed to insert after this clause 
the words ‘‘ upon hearing, after notice.”’ 

Mr. BOATNER. That would be satisfactory to me if it be further 
provided that this removal shall be on complaint of a creditor or cred- 
itors; and I will state my reasons for insisting that the removal of the 
trustee shall not be left subject to the discretion of the judge, to be made 
upon his own motion. The greatest trouble and the greatest scandal 
which arose under the administration of our last bankrupt law resulted 
from the power of the judge to remove the assignee and to control him 
in his management of the estate. I wish to see this bill amended so 
that the assignee, or the trustee as he is called here, shall be appointed 
by the creditors, that the creditors shall fix the amount of the bonds, 
that he shall be subject to their direction, and may be removed only 
upon their complaint. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The gentleman will allow me to read 
some amendments which have been prepared with reference to this 
matter: 

Amend section 9, line 18, by striking out subdivision 4and renumbering the 
following subdivisions as follows: 

(4) Appoint trustees and remove them for cayse.”’ 

At the end of the section insert the following: 

“And (15) remove trustees for cause upon hearing after notice.” 

Strike out section 19 and insert in lieu thereof the an j 

“Src. 19. Appointment of trustees.—The creditors at their first meeting shall 
appoint @ proper person or persons as trustee or trustees of such bankrupt, and 
fill all vacancies at called meetings. If the creditors do not appoint a trustee 


or trustees at their first meeting, or fill a vacancy at the first meeting after such 
vaeancy occurs, the court shall make the appointment upon its own motion.” 


Mr. BOATNER. That amendment will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. EZRA Bb. TAYLOR. And the other would also, I take it. 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes, with this modification: The amendment which 
provides that the court may appoint trustees and removes them for 
cause after notice should have added to it the words ‘‘ on complaint of 
the creditor or creditors ”’ 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Very well. 

Mr. BOATNER. The judge should not be allowed to originate or 
set on foot a movement to remove a trustee. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I will add those words, and then these 
amendments may be forwarded as yours. 

Mr. BOATNER. That will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire further to offer an amendment to section 45, 
by striking out the word ‘“‘ persons,’’ in line 6 of that section, and in- 
serting ‘* being merchants or manufactarers;’’ also by striking ont tie 
word ‘‘except,’’ in line 8, and all of lines 9, 10, and 11. The object 
of this amendment is to restrict the involuntary provisions of the bill 
to the class of persons named: merchants and manufacturers. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The gentleman proposes to strike out 
‘‘execept,’’ in line 8? 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That would relieve the national banks ? 

Mr. BOATNER. No, sir; I will explain the matter again. This is 
the section relating toinvoluntary bankruptcy. It provides: 


Any persons owing debts to the amount of $500 or over may be adjudged an 
involuntary bankrupt upon the petition of his creditors or a par. of them, ex- 
eept (1) national banks; (2) those engaged exclusively in raising agricultural 
products; (3) municipal, charitable, literary, or religous corporations or asso- 
ciations, or (4) wage-workers. 

Now, I propose to insert, after the word ‘‘ persons,’’ the words ‘‘ be- 
ing merchants or manufacturers;”’ to strike out the word ‘‘ except,” 
in line 8, and also to strike out the remainder of the paragraph, leay- 
ing the involuntary clause of the law to operate only as against mer- 
chants and manufacturers. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the particular attention of the 
friends and the advocates of this measure to the importance of this 
amendment. The necessity for an involuntary bankruptcy law exists 
only with reference to the settlement of estates of this character. If 


It is understood points of order are re- 


It is so understood. 
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you extend the operation of the law to all classes of citizens of the coun- 
try, as the bill unquestionably does in its presegt form, because there 
is an inconsiderable portion of our population engaged exclusively in 
agricultural pursuits—I say if you extend the provisions of the bill to 
all classes of the people you will find that its enforcement will create 
such discontent as will force its early repeal. 7 
When you reflect that under the operation of the law the entire col- 
lection business will be concentrated at those places where the Federal 
courts are held, that it will destroy the business and influence of the 
local bar and enormously increase the business of the members of the 
profession who happen to have homes near where these courts are held, 
that it will destroy the business of the local courts and the local ofli- 
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cers of the courts, that it will require the planters and the farmers | 


who may be subjected to its provisions to attend courts distant from 
their homes for the purpose of attending the meetings of the creditors 
and transaction of other business connected with the settlement of the 
estates, you will perceive at once that it will work an enormous hard- 
ship, and there will soon be a clamor for a change in the law. 


Butif you will leave it to operate against the merchants and the man- | 
ufacturers of the country alone, who are the people engaged in business | 


of such character as will bring them more directly under the operations 
of the law, because they are those who make large ventures and large 


failures—I say if you leave the operation of the law as I have suggested | 


by this amendment then you will give all of the power under the law 
that is needed to meet such cases. 
reaches the class of cases which it is necessary to reach and leaves out 
of the operation of the law the class who ought not to be affected by 
it, giving them, however, the beneficial effect of the law and enabling 
them whenever they are overwhelmed with debt and can not pay their 
liabilities to avail themselves of its provisions. 

I regard this, Mr. Speaker, as the most important amendment in 
the whole law, because unless it is adopted, in my judgment, within a 
very short time after the law goes into operation, its repeal will be de- 
manded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The timeof the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OATES. I yield further time to the gentleman if he desires it. 

Mr. BOATNER. In this connection, in section 20, line 12, I desire 
to offer the following amendment: 

In line 12 of section 20, after the word ‘“‘sum,”’ insert the words ‘ 
been fixed by the creditors at the meeting hereinafter providedfor.” Andin the 
same line strike out the word “such” and insert the word “lawful;” strike 


out the words “as shall be fixed,’’ in the same line, and insert the words “to 
be ;*’ so that this section will read: 


You will then have a law which | 





ested in the disposition of the estate and in its s much money 
as it can be made to bring should not | t wer tosay how much 
the bond of the trustee shall be and what reason is there that the 
surety who signs his official bond should not be ed to make tl 
affidavit that is required of all other sureties on ul bonds 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I would answer, in place, that tl 
matter suggested by the gentleman is not analogous to the irse in all 
other regards affecting trustees. In the second pla where the cred 
itors were numerous and absent, it would be very difficult to do and 
uselesswhendone. The practice that the gentleman speaks of is simply 
the local practice of Louisiana, 

Mr. BOATNER. Well, Mr. Speaker, I concede, of co that the 
distinguished chairman of the Judiciary Committee knows m bout 
the veneral law of the United States than I do, but I app ehe i that 





there is not a State in this Union in which there is not some statute 

which predicates the bond to be given by an administrator, or an ex- 

ecutor, or a fiduciary upon the value of the property of which he is 
| permitted to take charge. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker,thereis nosuch statute in Ohio. 
There is no such statute in half the States to mj) lige, and it 
rests upon the honesty and good judgment of the judge. He cantake 
such course as he pleases to ascertain whether the sureties are proper 
sureties or not, and he is always anxious to do it. He has no advan- 
tage to gain by any other course. He may make them file their affida- 
vits or appear in open court and answer questions In some States 
there are provisions that they shall make aftidavit as to their respon- 
sibility in certain cases, but general] ind I am speaking now of or- 
dinary trustees, there is no such limitation by statute. 

Mr. BOATNER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not know what the law 


‘as shall have | 


is in the State of Ohio. I will say that if 
to be the law, because there isa maxim of 
best judge who trusts his own discretion the least. 


that is not the law it ought 
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be left to the discretion of a judge which ean be fixed by law. And 
T say, and I do not think it can be successfully controverted, that the 
| creditors of an insolvent estate are the people who are most interested 
in its successful and proper administration; that inasmuch as the 
creditors are allowed by this bill the selection of their trustee they 
should be allowed to fix his bond, and when they have fixed his bond 
they are entitled to the additional guaranty given by the general law 
of the land that the sureties upon that bond shall qualify according to 


“In such sum as shall have been fixed by the creditors at the meeting here- | 


inafter provided for, and with lawful sureties to be approved by the court.’ 


Mr. EZRA BE. TAYLOR. 
these amendments are subject to the question of order, if necessary. 

Mr. BOATNER. I understand. 

Now, sir, the object of the amendment is to cure this defect in the 
Jaw. Notwithstanding the fact that the creditors are the persons in- 
terested in the proper distribution of the estate; notwithstanding that 
they are the people affected by the bankruptcy of the debtor, the bill 
provides that the amount of the bond to be given by the trustee shall 
be fixed by the court, and the court shall also fix and approve the sure- 
ties. The amendment provides that when the creditors elect the trustee 
they shall fix the amount of the bond they desire to secure fidelity in 
his administration and the sureties shall be approved by the judge; 
that they shall be lawful sureties to be approved by the judge, as every 
other legal bond is to be approved by him; that is to say, that they 
shall possess the legal qualifications required by the laws of the United 
States, 


It is astonishing, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman who drew this | 


law did not have his attention called to this serious deficiency. This 
Jaw provides that, the trustee having been nominated by the creditors 
or having been removed and another appointed, the judge may appoint 
whom he pleases, may fix any bond he pleases, and indicate the secur- 
ity he may give. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That is thecase under the laws of all the 
States now with every trustee. An administrator or assignee who is 
to distribute an estate has his bond fixed by the court, and it is ap- 
proved by the court. 

Mr. BOATNER. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman must 
be mistaken about that. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. BOATNER. 
amount of an administrator’s bond at so much above the inventory. 
The law fixes the amount of an executor’s bond. The law fixes the 
amount of the bond of an assignee of an insolvent estate, and the gen- 


Oh, I am sure that I am not mistaken. 


Mr. Speaker, it is understood that all of 


law, and shall not be accepted and rejected at t aprice of the judge. 
| If all judges were honest and of sound judgment, if all judges were 
conscientious, there would be no danger in vesting this power in their 
hands; but, unfortunately, the judges are not all honest and all judges 
are not conscientious. Soiar as my experieuce goes, 1t 1s unsafe to vest 


| 


this power in their hands, 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. There has beer 
creditors to fix the bond since the days of Shylock. [I 

Mr. BOATNER, If the gentleman will permit me 
there, when the creditors come to attend this meeting, either in per- 
son or by proxy, they have a est to subserve, and that sin- 
gle interest is the successful and economical administration of that 
estate; and the first thing to do is to obtain a reliable and competent 
trustee, and the next thing to do is to fix the bond to be given by him, 
which will secure them a proper accounting concerning the property 
which goes into his hands. It is their business to look into this thing; 
it is their business to examine it. 

The law will afford them the opportunity to do so, and if they do 
not do so, why then it will be their own fault. The other is a mere 
duty of the judge, which he may discharge conscientiously and care- 
fully or which he may discharge not conscientiously but carelessly, 
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| and in which he may mold his official conduct to the interest of some 


I know that in my own State the law fixes the | 


eral law of the United States declares that every surety who is tendered | 


in the Federal courts must make anaffidavit that he is worth the amount 
for which he signs, over and above his debts, exemptions, and liabili- 
ties. 

But under this law the judge may approve whom he pleases. The 
creditors do not have the guaranty that the surety upon the bond shall 
be required to make affidavit that he is worth the amount of money 
for which he signs; and I ask the chairman of the committee, or any 
advocate of this bill, what reason is there why creditors who are inter- 


person whom he wishes to serve with respect to the matter. I do not 
believe, Mr. Speaker, thatanything further can besaid in supportof that. 

Now, sir, in section 60, I ask to submit this amendment which I 
will ask the Clerk to read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 6), in line 13; after the word “‘ estate’ insert z 
“and fix the amount of the bond to be given by such trustee and 
after the word ‘‘ necessary,”’ in line 14, add the followin “to thus liquidate 
the estate, and provide the time, manner, and terms of saleof the property there- 
of.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be printed in the 
RECORD, subject te any point of order that may be raised against it 

Mr. BOATNER. This amendment is only for the purpose of carry- 
ing out the amendment read just now conferring 1 the creditors 
the power, not only to fix the bond, but also to fi the terms, 
and the conditions upon which the property of the estate is to besold. 
I call the attention of the chairman of the committee and the commit- 
tee itself to the fact that there is nota ision in this bill 
regulating the mode, the manner, and the terms upon which the prop- 
erty of a bankrupt is to be sold, and that the creditors are not in- 
vested by the bill withany such aut Nor does it in terms in- 
vest the judge withany authority. It does not provide that the prop- 
erty shall be sold and the estate liquidated according to the laws of 
the State in which the bankruptcy takes place; nor is there any pro- 
vision which relates tothe sale and disposition of the property at all, 
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Now, I submit, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, This amendment last referred to, if I un- 
derstand it, is an amendment to perfect the amendment that I read. 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOK. So that we have the same amendment to 
that extent, and, if the gentleman will retain it and the amendments 
referring to the appointment of the trustees, I will have them intro- 
duced, 

Mr. BOATNER. Do TI understand the chairman of the committee 
accedes to the principle that the creditor shall fix the amount of the 
bond and shall also regulate the mode, manner, and the sale of the 
property ? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That part of it—I do not feel any inter- 
est aout it; but so far as I can I will go, to the very verge of what I 
can vo. Iam willing, so faras I am individually concerned, to make 
the amendment I have indicated for the removal! of the trustee alter 
notice, on tie application of the creditors; and, thirdly, in section 13, 
lines 12 and 13, to strike out ‘‘so nominated’’ and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘‘and shall appoint the trustees and fix the bond or bonds of 
’ I do not care anything about that. But I am not will- 
ing to go further 

Mr. BOATNER. That is the only point which the amendment of 
the chairman of the committee finally covered that is included in mine. 
I inclade in mine the further provision that the creditor should be per- 
mitted to determine the time, the mode, and the conditions on which 
the property of the insolvent estate shall be sold. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Better file that as yourown amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will the gentleman permit me 
tosay a word to him? That has been regulated under the operation of 
other Jaws, by rules in bankruptcy prescribed, and this law provides 
for precisely the same thing. Itis impossible tointroduceall thesede- 
tails into one bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. It would be perfectly competent, as I have said 
several times, Mr. Speaker, to leave this matter to be disposed of by 
the people who are interested in it. They know the details; they 
alone are interested. When an insolvent comes forward to the Federal 
cour! and says practically, ‘‘l owe more money than I can pay, and 
hereby surrender my property to my creditors,’’ they are theonly people 
who are interested in the disposition of the property, and ought to be 
allowed to determine the mode, the manner, and the terms upon which 
it shall be sold. 

They are persons who are interested in it, and it is to their interest 
that it shal] be sold to the very best advantage. Now, what reason is 
there why the creditors should not have this right? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
he will give me the time 

Mr. BOATNER. I can not yield you the time now. 

{ wish to call the attention of the gentlemen in charge of the bill and 
who advocate it to the provisions of the insolvent law ot the State which 
I have the honor in part to represent, which has been in force for many, 
many years, and which I believe was first taken from the French law 
of insolvency. It has been found to be an economical and effective 
law. It contains that provision which I have endeavored to ingraft 
upon this bill. The creditors elect the trustee, known in our law as 
*‘syndic.’’ His bond is fixed bylaw. The manner in which the prop- 
erty shall be sold and converted into money is regulated by them. 

If it is their opinion that it shall be sold for cash they have the right 
to iustruct their trustee or ‘‘syndic’’ to go ahead and sell the prop- 
erty for cash} or, if they can sell it to better advantage on credit than 
for what it will bring in cash, they may instruct him to sell it on credit, 
and he will seil it in that way. Whatever they dois for their own 
interest. Now I will ask what reason is there why directions as to 
theterms, the manner, and mode which the property shall be disposed 
of, whether for cash or for credit, should not be left to the creditors ? 
If the judge be required to do so, he is called upon to exercise a legis- 
lative and not a judicial function, He should not be called upon to 
exercise his judgment as to what is best as a matter of business. 
Those interested are better qualified to determine that for themselves 
than he is. 

Do gentlemen suppose that the ereditors, who are directly inter- 
ested in these matters, are less capable of determining the terms upon 
which the property should be sold, and which will be the best for them- 
selves, than the judge? Are they not better able to regulate the settle- 
ment of a bankrupt estate than a lawyer or a judge on the bench who 
possibly has not had any connection with mercantile business in his 
life? I think that matter ought to be leit with those who are directly 
interested, and who certainly have more capacity to determine that 
question than a judge. 

I have another amendment which I shall offer to section 49, In 
section 49, line 8, I move to strike out the word ‘‘ omitted,’’ and also 
to strike out lines 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, and line 16 down to and 
inclusive of the word ‘‘ bankruptey.’’ I call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that they have repeated in this section 49 a number 
of crimes which are mentioned in several other portions of the bill, 
commencing with the word “ omitted,’’ in line 8, and running down 
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to ‘‘ bankruptcy,’’ inline 16. Those crimes are recited in several other 
places, so that it seems a mere redundancy to have them in the bill at 
this point, and I move to strike them ont. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I 
have not examined carefully the order of the House under which this 
bill is being considered, but I would like to know how many amend- 
ments are allowable. I observed that ai\ intimation came from the 
Chair that amendments wold be read for te information of the House 
subject to any points of order that might be raised, and that is why I 
make the inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated, when these 
amendments have been offered, that they would be printed in the 
RecorpD for the information of the House, subject to any point of order 
that might be made. The Chair would prefer not to pass upon the ques- 
tion raised by the gentleman from Alabama at this moment, as a vote 
will not be taken upon any of these amendments to-night, and it will 
be better that the Speaker should construe the special order rather 
than the present occupant of the chair. 

Mr. OATES. I trust that very considerable latitude will be allowed 
in passing upon the amendments. 

Mr. ADAMS. The rule evidently referred to the bill which we were 
expected to vote upon, but the bill upon which we were expected to vote 
was not the bill originally introduced, but the bill as revised by the 
committee. There are several amendments proposed by the commit- 
tee that ought to be acted upon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
previous guestion shall be considered as ordered upon the bill and all 
pending amendments.”’ 


| The language of the order is that ‘‘ the 
{Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR withholds his remarks for revision. See 


Appendix. ] 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I suppose this closes the discussion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If it does not interrupt the 
gentleman I would like to suggest to him that the habit in my part 
of the country with reference to commercial paper is this: that a man 
will go, say, into the county of Fayette, and will buy bunches of cattle, 
numbering in the aggregate perhaps five hundred head and amounting 
toa good many thousand dollars. He givesacheck on a bank with the 

understanding that he has no money in that bank, but that it is to be 
paid out of the proceeds of the cattle, which he expects to take to Balti- 

more and sell, and to remit the proceeds. Now, that asa rule takes 
more than fifteen days, and vet that is commercial paper, the payment 
of which is suspended for more than fifteen days. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. All he has to do is to date his check 
ahead or to make an arrangement with the party. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If he dates the check ahead 
and dies—— 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, 


Then you can not put him into bank- 


[ Laughter. ] 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Butit makesa change in the 
contract. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That would be commercial paper, un- 
doubtedly. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I was merely suggesting this 
to show how this bankruptcy act has been drawn without regard and 
the impossibility of drawing it with due regard to the habits of trade 
in the various sections of the country, habits which have grown up 
not by mere arbitrariness, but because people have found that they are 
the profitable modes of trade. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The words “commercial paper’’ here do 
not mean the same that they do in legal parlance generally, in the 
books; but they mean that kind of paper that is taken care of, com- 
mercial paper given to the banks or made to merchants in the purchase 
of goods in large quantities; but, as to that, I do not care whether itis 
amended or not. I have no objection to its being amended. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Of course there is no chance 
to amend. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. There may be a chance to amend. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it not possible to make the 
enornous pains and penalties we are imposing in these sections, some 
forty or forty-five crimes that a man may be liable to be sent to the 

| penitentiary for, less numerous? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Theonly way in which they become pain- 
ful is by the violating of them, and the violation of either one of them 
involves moral guilt. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. On the contrary, each of them 
can be used as a threat against an innocent man. If he omits an asset 
from his schedule he is liable to the threat that he has omitted it 
fraudulently and intentionally; and so, while the theory may be that he 
can not be convicted unless he does it for the purpose of detrauding his 
creditors, yet he is liable to the threat of arrest and indictment and 
liable to trial, which in some of our Stutes is of itself enormously ex- 
pensive to defend. For if you go from the county of Breathitt to any 
place in Kentucky where we hold a Federal court the very act of de- 
fense is an enormously expensive one. 
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Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That threat can be made anywhere in any | penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 159], 
part of the country, Ih oe no doubt. : | for er purposes—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Undoubtedly; and therefore | 
I think ‘this should be enlarged. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I have just received a tele- | RESOLUTIONS. 
gram, which I ask may be printed in the RECORD. | ‘CWedee chamee Sef Ralo XXII. the hill — 
There was no objection. Basel end vebwced on tlbows 
The telegram is as follows By Mr. BYNUM: 
Aspury PARK, N. J., J 293. 1890. ° 
Hon, Ezzxa B. Tayior, Washington J LH ve : hie 
The annual meeting of the American Association of Flint and Li: e Glass : esignat » the « . 
Manufact irers of theUnited States, now in session at the Coleman House ip and cons i 
unanimously request the House of Represe ntatives and the Senate to pass tl 
Torrey | ankrupt bill and instruct the preside nt to telegraph members of ¢ -| to the Committee on Ru 
gress and those having charge of the bill, requesting them to use all their el- By Mr. Fl STO 
forts to insure ils passage 
DANIEL C. RIPLEY, P. ved, That Tuesday and Wednesday ha 
t Tournal > i r the } 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. | tte bill 2504, inspe : : , 
Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I desire unanimous : _— 
+) 1 th es 1 1 are \ 4 i 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 4 
Clerk’s desk. 0 the Committee yn Rules. 
The Clerk read as follows: - 
The bill (H. R. 10697) to provide an American register for th M 
mion. REPORT OF COMM - 
The bill was read at length for information. : . 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- | a a oS I ) Y 
sideration of this bill? a , AC! y disposed of as 10LloWws 
x °YWNTT y 7 - . A Af ire nine 4 rit itt - Ol tn , LAD re 
Mr. BYNUM. I ask for the regular order. : r. LACEY, fro i = 
’ . ri Tt ; ‘ wabdly the Dili ol 1e House H{ it 127) t thc t 
[he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana objects. | VOT™)!y the bill of the fou MH. hh, Lied.) to auth t 
Mr.STRUBLE. LIask unanimousconsent for the present considera- | 0! tue Anterior to s ll certain lands, and to le pro 
. ae “9 . sale to the town of 1, Oneida t ! 
tion of the bill — I send to the desk. ee 4 bh n a0) } 
The SPEAKER pro ter The gentleman from Iowa, the chair- | Poses, accompanied by a report (No. ~5! -to the | f 
man of the (¢ sett e on the  Territ ories, asks unanimous consent for | Whole Hou n ate of the | 
. , ’ “92 ; >| ) ( ( ort 
the present consideration of the bill which the Clerk will read. ; - 4 ‘ 


< : ; ; : 7 . x f the Honse | Ort the relief of 1, 
Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I have just asked for the regular order. 16 DLAI : f. KR. ! ru : inarew 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana demands | 7) O'ers, accompanied 4 Tepe 5)—to the ' 
the regular order. che Whee House, . 
Mr. STRUBLE. Iask the gentleman from Indiana if he will pe HODENLSON, irom the | tlee ital 
mit a brief statement of the purposes of this bill. vith amendment the bill of t ri. th. 4224) to rem 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Indiana demand Of Gesertion against James Littieton, accompank 
the regular order, which is equivalent to an objection. No, 2809)—to the Committee of the Whole House, - 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I move that the House do now i DULLAVER, Hom the Committee on Naval Al 
adjourn. i vorably the bill of the House (H a v4 to remove ti 


Th. SDWALE ’ nowt vainst iia TI ts acta cece, Ble Bea 
lhe SPEAKER protempore. Pending that the Chair will lay before de rtion against Kichard We » and authorizing his hor ! 





the House the following personal requests of members. — arge, Hos ompanied by a report (No. 2810)—to the Committe 
i Ait ‘ 101 18e. 
BRAVE OF ABSENCE. | Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, from the Committee on the 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: Lands, reported fa orably th ill I 1a 1396) relating to 

re ‘ < . eo. : . . ] le j ‘] ac te ‘ 7 > y the I eompahere and W hit 

lo Mr. COWLES, an indefinite extension, on account of sickness. fanas mM an » lately ( ipied b he Uncompahg and WI 

lo Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia, for a few days, on account of impor- iver Ute Indians, : mpanied by @ rey No. 2811)—to the Hou 
tant business. Calendar. 

T r fi Ps : fe also. fro1 e@ same committee. renorted favorably the} ‘ = 

To Mr. LAIDLAW, for ten days, on account of important business. He al a ame comm 1 ivorably the bill of th 


tl 

To Mr. RoBERTSON, indefinitely, on account of important business. | “€?@te (>. 995) to authorize the Sect eee 
To Mr. DicKERSON, indefinitely, on account ot important business, | the 10 Gran a unction Railway Company certain lands in the 
To Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, indefinitely, on account of business. of Colorado, in lieu of certain other lands in said State conveyed 


To Mr. DINGLEY, for one week, on account of important business, | the said company tothe United States, accompanied by a repor 
The motionof Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, was then agreed to; and | 2512)—to the Committee of th Vhole House on the state of the Union. 
accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 7 Mr. ADAMS, from the ¢ ee on the Judiciary, reported favor- 
dice ably the bill of the House (H. R. 7344) to ite the northern judicia 
a a | district of the State of Michigan, and to provide for the holding of th 
EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUN \ICATIONS, district and circuit courts therein, and for other p Irposes, accompanie i 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following communication was | by 4 report (No. 2513)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: state of the Union, ; pe 

Mr. WILLIAMS, Ohio, from the Committee on M ar’ 
reported with panes the bill of the Senate (S. 1455) to 


CLAIM OF GEORGE C. FOULK. 








Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communi- | a road to the national cemet it Dover, Ti ccompanied | 
cation from the Secretary of State submitting for an appropriation the | port (No. 2814)—to the C ttee of t \ House on the 
claim of George C, Foulk, late a lieutenant in the United States Navy | of the Union. 
and naval attaché to the legislation of the United States at Seoul, | He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the bi 
Corea—to the Committee on Appropriations. | Senate (S. 2690) to provide for the construction of a wagon-road t 

| the military reservation of Fort Canby, in t tate 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. and for other purposes, accompanied by a report 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Unio 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title He also, from the same committee, reported fav 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: | Senate S. 3596) granting to the Rio Grand t 

A bill (S. 2550) authorizing the Quincey Ponton Bridge C ee to | pany the right of way through the Fort Lewi tary 
construet and maintain a ponton bridge across the Mississippi River, | La Plata County, in the State of Colorado, a unied by a 
at the city of Quincy, in the State of Ilinois—to the Committee on | (No. 2816)—to the House Calend 


Commerce. 


HOUSE BILL WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a House bill of the following title, 
with Senate amendments, was taken from the Speaker’s table and re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. Kk. 10884) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 


lowing titles were introduced \ it e 
lows 

By Mr. TOWNSEND ( rad A bill (H. R. 11503 
vation of sites for reservoirs and the disposition of 
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under the act approved March 3, 1877—to the Select Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States. 

iby Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 11504) for the erection of a new 
custom-house in the city of New York, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

iy Mr. PEEL: A joint resolusion (H. Res, 195) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to lend Government tents to Western National Re- 
union of the Blue and the Gray at Pea Ridge, Ark.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. DUNPHY: A bill (H. R. 11505) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Michael Redican—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EWART: A bill (H. R. 11506) for the relief of C. R. Gar- 
land—to the Committee on War Claims. 

iy Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 11507) for the relief of David Bandy, 
of Hamilton County, Tennessee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11508) granting a pension to Henry H. Frayer, 
late of Company F’, Fourteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11509) to restore Jensey Styles, alias Jensey Wat- 
tenberger, to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: A bill (H. R. 11510) granting a pension 
to Millie Chandler and minor children—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11511) for the relief of the estate of Jamerson W. 
Rice, deceased, late of Phillips County, Arkansas—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Abill (H. R. 11512) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James M. Gullett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 11513) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie 
i, Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: A bill (H. R.11514) for the relief of Dr. 
William T. Ferguson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 11515) for the relief of the imbecile 
daughter (Mary R. Koehl) of Frederica M. Koehl, mother of Edward 
W. Koehl, second assistant engineer United States Navy, pensioned by 
certificate No. 1257 as said mother, and who died on the 21st day of 
May, 1875, and under the general laws the pension lapsed—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 11516) for the relief of William E, Pearson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11517) for the relief of Franklin Pennington—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11518) for the relief of Wallace Stewart—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 11519) to increase the pension of Jon- 
athan R. Tripp, late of Company K, One hundred and fourteenth Ohio 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. SWENEY: A bill (H. R. 11520) granting a pension to Mrs. 
James I. Gilbert, widow of Brig. Gen. James I. Gilbert—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. VAUX (by request): A bill (H. R. 11521) increasing the pen- 
sion of Julia A. Ross—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11522) for the relief 
of T. C. Greenhill, of Franklin County, Alabama—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11523) for the relief of Mrs. Cassa Simpson, of 
Rogersville, Lauderdale County, Alabama---to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11524) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Wheeler—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERGEN: Resolution of the city council of Camden, N. J., 
favoring the increase of limit for Government building in said city— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

ty Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of M. A. Dreissen and 21 others, citi- 
zens of Washington County, Maine, for the passage of House bill 8248— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, six petitions from citizens of Maine, for the passage of House 
bill 283—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, five petitions of citizens of the same State, for the passage of 
House bill 8648—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: Papers in claim of Prairie 
County, Arkansas, for material taken from court-house and used by the 
United States Army—to the Yommittee on War Claims. 


Also, petition in the claim of the Baptist Church of Pine Bluff, Ark.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Petition of the C. Reiss Coal Company and 25 
business firms, and a resolution of the mayor and common council of the 
city of Sheboygan, Wis., praying Congress to take such action as will 
secure to Sheboygan a deeper harbor to enable heavier draught vessels 
to enter the same—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of Mattoon Manufacturing Company and 14 others, 
citizens of Sheboygan, Wis., protesting against legislation compelling 
railroads to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Memorial of members of Order of United American 
Mechanics, of New Stanton, Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania, fa- 
voring American lands for Americans—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Resolutions of John A. Logan Command, No. 
2, Union Veterans’ Union, Department of the Potomac—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. DARLINGTON: Three petitions from J. W. McHenry, C. 
I. Wickersham, and others, citizens of Chester County, Pennsylvania, 
in favor of House bills 283 and 8248—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 

3y Mr. DAVIDSON: Memorial of 37 citizens of Pensacola, Fla., 
protesting against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to trans- 
port petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: Petition of Pinckney C. Wood, of Lee 
County, Arkansas, for reference of his claim to Court of Claims under 
provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. FLICK: Petition of citizens of Decatur County, Iowa, for 
the passage of pure lard bill (H. R. 283)—tothe Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of J. M. Henderson, J. M. Ham- 
ilton, M. M. Pollock, and 150 others, citizens of Wright County, Iowa, 
for the passage of the law to prevent the sale of original packages—to 
the. Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LODGE: Memorial of citizens of Wakefield, Mass., protest- 
ing against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to transport 
petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 

3y Mr. MCKENNA: Memorial of citizens of Sacramento, Cal., pro- 
testing against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to trans- 
port petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, protest of Single Tax Society, of San Francisco, Cal., against 
the McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire: Five petitions of citizens of 
the Second Congressional district of New Hampshire, for the passage 
of House bill 8648—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, six petitions from citizens of the same State, for the passage 
of House bill 283—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Memorial of George Washing- 
ton Taylor, an aged native and citizen of Pennsylvania, praying Con- 
gress to enact that the interstate-commerce laws shall not include the 
forcible entry into any State of any commodity or product which the 
laws of such State forbid as morally injurious—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of M. O. Olin and 59 others, residents 
of Las Vegas, N. Mex., asking for the passage of the Perkins bill pro- 
viding for a common-school system for New Mexico—to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 

Also, resolutions of the mayor and council of East Las Vegas, N. 
Mex., for the same measure—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolutions of board of county commissioners of San Miguel 
County, New Mexico, for the same measure—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, resolutions of the board of Socorro County, New Mexico, fa- 
voring the same measure—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of F. B. Millsand 122 others, residents of Las Vegas, 
N. Mex., favoring the same measure—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, petition of J. J. Leeson and 44 others, residents of Socorro, N. 
Mex., asking for the same measure—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of M. J. Connelly and 70 others, citizens of 
Schuylkill County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of House bill 8648— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Four petitions from citizens 
of Pennsylvania, for the passage of House bill 243—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, two petitions from citizens of the same State, for the passage 
of House bill 8248—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, two petitions from citizens of the same State, for the passage 
of Honse bill 8648—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: Petition of J. McLean and others, cit- 
izens of Preble County, Ohio, for a national prohibition constitutional 
amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a petition of James O. Davis and 70 others, ex-soldiers, of Day- 
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ton, Ohio, recommending Capt. Alfred H. Simonds for appointment 
on the Board of Managers of National Military Homes for Disabled Vol- | 
unteer Soldiers, in the place of L. A. Harris, deceased—to the Commit- 


tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of citizens of Bucks County, Pennsy!- | 
vania, asking for the passage of House bill 5978, to prohibit the trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens and Grange of the same county, for the pas- 
sage of bill to prevent the adulteration of lard—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of citizens of the same county, for the passaze of House 
bill 8644, and to prevent the adulteration and misbranding of food and 
drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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through the Indian Territory to the Topeka, O gee and Gulf Rail 
way Company, and for other purposes: w 1 was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Aflairs 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4: oO incorporate the Am 


ican National Association of the Red Cross; whik 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (5S. 4263) to pay Margaret Doyle, ad 
ministratrix of James Doyle, for certain captured 


h was read twice by 






cotton; which was 

read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill (S. 4265) to increase the ippro 

riation for a public building at Camden, N.J.; which was read twice 

ts title, and referred to the Committee on Pub | gs and 


i Grounds. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, July 24, 1890. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Congregational Church | 
of Bristolville, Ohio, a petition of the Presbyterian Church of Peru, | 
Ohio, and a petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Peru, Ohio, 
praying for legislation preventing the transmission through the mails 
of obscene literature; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of railroad brakemen and con- | 
ductors, citizens of Charlestown, W. Va., praying for the adoption of 
automatic brakes and couplers on freight cars, so as to diminish the loss 
of life and limb among that class of citizens; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 





| 
| 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom | 
was referred a message of the President of the United States, transmit- 
ting a letter of the Secretary of State, with a report of the International | 
\merican Conference relative to a proposed uniform system of port 
dues and consular fees, asked that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the message, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce; which was agreed to 
He also, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was re- 
ferred a message of the President of the United States, transmitting 
a letter of the Secretary of State, with a report of the International 
American Conference on the subject of weights and measures, asked 
that the committee be discharged from the further consideration of the 
message, and that it be referred to the Committee on Finance; which 
was agreed to. 


He also, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was 
referred a message of the President of the United States,transmitting | 
a letter of ‘the Secretary of State, with a report of the International 
American Conference relating to an international monetary conference, 
asked that the committee be discharged from the further consideration | 
of the message, and that it be referred to the Committee on Finance: 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was re- 
ferred a message of the President of the United States, transmitting a 
letter of the Secretary of State, with report of the International Ameri- 
can Conference concerning patents, trade-marks, and copyrights, asked 
that the committee be discharged from the further consideration of the 
message, a.nd that it be referred to the Committee on Patents: 
was agreed to. 

Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to Irena Wilkinson Gib 
son, only child of David Wilkinson, of the Revolutionary army, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3044) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the 
balance found to be due the State of Florida, according to the aecount 
stated between the General Government and such State by the said 
Secretary, under the authority of the act approved March 2, 1889, 
known as the deficiency appropriation act, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 4213) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Italia, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill | 
(S. 3744) to provide additional lights on the navigable channels of Pu- 
get Sound and the rivers tributary thereto, in the State of Washington, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


which 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 4261) to grant the right of way 





and to provide for the free coinage of 


| 
' 


Mr. GORMAN introduced a 
sion to Mary Y. Dewees; which was read twice by 
¢ 


to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 4267) for the relief of Mary I 


bill (S. 4266) granting an increased pen- 


its title, and referred 


Walker, M. D.; which was read t r its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4269) to auth e the 
construction of the Potomac River Railroad in t District of Colum 


bia, and to define the route of the same: which w 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Colum! 
SILVER COINAS 


Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 42 
i 


time by its title. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask that the bill may be read in full on the se 
ond reading. It is very brief. 

he bill was read the second time at length, as follows 











Whereas the market value of silver bullion is rapidly approaching th 
of gold on the standard relation fixed by the laws of the United States id 

Whereas thereis no provision of law for the rinaze of standard silve ( 3 
or for the purchase of silv« n by the Ge ent of the United States 
when e value of silverh 1 exceeds $ ‘ ; re silver 

I enacted, eté Phat from a after the ate of the ge of this t the 
unit of value in the United States sha the dollar 1@ same may e 
coined of 412) grains of s la 25.8 grain andard gold: and 
the said coins shall be legal te ler r all debts, pub ind private l 
atterany owner of Silver or gold iyad sit 8a at at t 
the United States to be formed into s lardd s irs f his 
W iout charge; but it shall be la i » refuse an leposit 3 i 
$100 or any bul n so base as to b suitable f theo ations of t 

Si 2. That the provision of se i i i r t 
the standard silver dollar and to rest 8 lega area 
came a law February 2° 3, is ‘ ‘ yt ‘ this 
act provided for. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, I desire t ll the special a t 
of the Committee on Finance to the bill which I have offered 
[am convineed, and I think the country i 1, that in the ray 
advance of the price of silver 1 1 in the arke f the 1 the 
period is not far distant, to t ( l i er gold 
bu n eat w e ca j f ) stand 1 
in « tutes. hen tha i silt kit w ve 
ver ) the pr - of la s they f iy ou he 
ena ent of the present Congres t 1 at ; 
of t nited S stob 1 any s ) 
pre< 1 in the price ¢ S é ‘ db 
and el ») prov 10D I yn the i ‘ t 
event V the « ! ‘ 

een pure wed by the ‘I \ 8 i i I 
tandard of commercial or market value 

I think, Mr. President, in \ volta that nea to } 
as well as on the land and on thes 1 regard to the liat 
of this country, 1t 1s well eno s to n | I 

h h ¢ buallic Lint 3 countr it or } 
cold, w not be withdraw ) e | i other i 
govern! ents and he t ed ry it + ih } , Hitn. 
tions. We might find ourselve e sant pre 
weakened in one of out eat t é oO e 1 if t e¢ 
national nee 1. and the Ameri nm yx would h 
of the United States verv severely for not having looked forwar/ 
tle, and anticipated results that are entirely p 

It is certain, I think, that, under the present svstem of | 
silver bullion has appreciated above the value of $1 for 
there will be an ontflow of lver bullion and po f 
from this country to Great britain and to other count: \ 
not get along without silver. Ve hay i rt 112 wked l 
our own bosom here. the poor of t 3 country, t ir ins, the e 
and the poorer white classes, for whom we ought to provide silver « 
reney. Thev can do without it betterthan the Hindoos can, but very 
little better. The Hindoos, we yw, all the people of British India 
ean not actually exist and live out the days allotted to them wit 
the use of silver coinage. 

Great Britain understands that as well as we do, and I suppose bet 
ter, too. She provides for her India, which happens to be dista 1 
her shores, by laying up silver and by permitting the coinage of it in 
those provinces so as to supply the natural and immediate necessities 
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of those people from day to day with silver coin. We utterly neglect 


ours. Weshall haveause here for all the silver coin that we can possibly | 


put through the mint; and in case of any great public excitement or 


calamity, in case of any threatened collision or hostility between our- 


selves and foreign powers, we should find ourselves very much disarmed | 
in respect of the essentials of our war-making capacity if we should | 


permit the bullion of this country to have escaped, to have gone abroad 
to strengthen nations elsewhere. 

Now, we have made an advance, and some of the friends of silver 
think a very valuable advance, in the direction of farnishing a currency 
of this kind by providing coin certificates based upon gold and upon 
silver also; but we see just in front of us, not removed more than 19 
cents in the dollar as to the price of silver bullion, a difficulty that 
we must encounter, and it will bea very serious one. In providing for 
the adjustment of controversies amongst ourselves here, not party con- 
troversies, butcoutroversies of opinion based upon questions of finance, 
just in front of us we now see that the time will arrive probably very 
soon when we shall have occasion to regret that we have not permitted 
the coinage of silver money. We have placed ourselves in a condition 
where the Government can not remain in the market to buy it, where 
the Government is obliged to throw it down, in price at least, to a par 
between gold and silver at 371} grains of silver for a dollar in gold, 
and we are deprived of the opportunity of purchasing. If we purchase 
silver we have got to depreciate it. We may find ourselves unable 
to do that, when the other governments of the world are buying it in 
the market. They will transport it, at just a shade above the price I 
have mentioned, to other countries, and our silver will leave us. 

So I think now, laying aside all strife and bitterness that has been 
engendered on this subject by the circumstances of the debate that has 
recently occurred, and by the experiences of the last fifteen or seven- 
teen years, we ought to setourselves diligently to work to provide 
against this probable emergency. I believe it can be done, and I be- 
lieve the Committee’on Finance, if it will give proper attention to this 
subject, can gratify the whole country by a measure of the kind that 
I have introduced, which is identical with a measure that was voted 
upon by 17 majority in the Senate at the time the silver bill was un- 
der consideration here. 

I therefore hope that this subject will not be unreasonably delayed 
in committee, and that we sha!l have a report, and that we shall be 
able to arrive at a conclusion upon this great subject at this session. 

I move the reference of the bill te the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in or- 
der. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of t} e Indian appropriation bill, being House bill 10726. 

ine VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10726) 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes, for the yeir ending June 30, 1891, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SAVANNAH RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. BUTLER. I appeal to the Senator from Massachusetts to allow 
me just three minutes by the watch. . 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (11, R. 9521) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Savannah River. I will state that it will only require the time to 
read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from South Carolina ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STEAMER MARMION, 


Mr. HOAR. My colleague yields to me that I may have passed a 
very short bill. Itis the bill (S. 4000) to provide an American regis- 
ter for the steamer Marmion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read, that we may see what it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Marmion, purchased and wholly 
owned by American citizens and repaired by them, to be registered as a vessel 
of the United States under the name of Bowden, 


Suc. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to authorize and direct the inspection of said vessel, steam-boiler, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





| 
i 


} 


JULY 24, 





| siteam-pipes, and the appurtenances of said boiler, and cause to be granted the 


proper and usual certificate issued to steam-vessels of the merchant marine, 
without reference to the fact that said steam-boiler, steam-pipes, and appurte- 
nances were not constructed pursuant to the laws of the United States and were 


| not constructed of iron stamped pursuant to said laws; and the tests to be ap- 


plied in the inspection of said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances will be 
the same in all respects as to strength and safety as are required in the inspec 
tion of boilers constructed in the United States for marine purposes, save the 
fact that said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances not being constructed pur- 
suant to the requirements of the laws of the United States, and are of unstamped 
iron, shall not be an obstacle to the granting of the usual certificate if said boiler, 
steam-pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of sufficient strength and safety. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLAMETTE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent to call up for present con- 
sideration the bill (S. 3929) authorizing the city of Albany, in the 
county of Linn, State of Oregon, to construct a bridge across the Wil- 
lamette River, in said State. It isa very short bill which I think 
will excite no discussion. 

Mr. DAWES. There must be some stop to this. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator can draw the line after this bill is dis- 

vosed of. 
Mr. DAWES. I understand several Senators have taken advantage 
of my being occupied and have got bills through. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator will allow this to pass. 

Mr. DAWES. I think I shall yield to the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts yield to me 
also for a bridge bill? I have one thatis very pressing. 

Mr. ALLISON. One at a time. 

Mr. DAWES. I will see about that. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Massachusetts spoke about draw- 
ing the line. I hope he will not draw the line until I have got my bill 
through. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (5. 3929) authorizing the city of Albany, 
in the county of Linn, State of Oregon, to construct a bridge across the 
Willamette River, in said State. 

The bill was reported trom the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 9, after the word ‘‘ bridge,’’ 
to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That in either case said bridge shall not interfere with the free nav- 
igation of said river. and in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction, 
or alleged obstruction, to the free navigation of said river by reason of the con- 
struction of said bridge, the cause may be tried before the circuit court of the 


United States in and for the district in whose jurisdiction any portion of said 
obstruction or bridge may be. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amend ment was, in section 2, line 17,after the word ‘‘river,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘as may be fixed and determined by the Secretary of War;’’ 
in line 18, after-the word ‘‘said,’’ to strike out ‘* bridge ’’ and insert 
‘‘draw;’’ and in line 21, after the word ‘‘occur,’’ to insert ‘‘in open- 
ing said draw;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2. Thatsuch bridge, built under the provisions of thisact, may, at the op- 
tion of the city of Albany, be built as a draw-bridge, or with unbroken, contin- 
uous spans: Provided, If such bridge shall be made with unbroken, continuous 
spans the main span shall be over the main channel of such navigable river, 
and shal! be of such width and the lowest part of the superstructure shall be 
of such height above extreme high-water mark as the Secretary of War may 
prescribe, and such bridge shal! be at right angles to, and its piers parallel with, 
the channel or current of said river. And if such bridge, built under this act, 
shall be constructed as a draw-bridge the same shall be constructed with the 
opening over the center or channel of the river, and shali be of such width and 
character of construction as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and the piers 
of such bridge shal! be parallel with the current, and the draw of such bridge 
shall be over the main or deep channel of the river: Provided, also, That said 
draw shall be opened promptly upon a reasonable signal for the passage of 
boats, and in no case shal) unnecessary delay occur in opening said draw. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 26, after the word 
** Albany,’’ to strike out ‘‘ by whom it may be built;’’ in line 30, after 
the word ‘‘same.’’ to strike out *‘ shall’’ and insert “‘may;”’’ in line 
31, before the word ‘‘ vehicles,’’ to strike out ‘‘ man and,’’ and after 
the word ‘‘ vehicles’’ to insert ‘‘ and foot passengers;’’ so as to make 
the clause read : 

And said city of Albany shall maintain ai its own expense, from sunset to sun- 
rise, such lights or other signals on such bridge as the Light-House Board shall 
prescribe: Provided, also, That said bridge,ut the option of the said city of Albany, 
may be used for the passage of wagons or vehicles ofall kinds, for the transit of 
animals and foot passengers for such reasonable rate of toll as may be approved 
from time to time by the Secretary of War, but the same may, at the option of 


the city of Albany, be a free bridge for tie passage of vehicles and foot pas- 
sengers thereon. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in section 3, line 5, before the word “‘shall,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘upon which no hire’’ and insert “no higher charge;”’ 
in line 8, after the word ‘‘bridge,’’ to strike out ‘‘more;’’ in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘mile,’’ to insert ‘‘paid;’’ and in line 11, after 
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: the word ‘‘bridge,’’ to insert ‘‘and its approaches;’’ so as to make | after the words ‘‘Attorney-General, osed to ) 
¢ the section read: prosecut nd insert ‘‘ to pay « ! i [T 
g Sec. 3. That the bridge authorized to be constru ted under this act shall be a I 
4 lawful structure, and shal! be recognized and known as a post-route, and shall To ena 4 ' us pa 
enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United States, and no 1 \ {. 1 
i higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same of the matis, " . ee 
* troops, or munitions of war of the United States or for other passengers « Ane amenam to 
%. freight passing over suid bridge than the rate per mile paid for transportation | Mr. DAWES. In line 16, 1 move 
a over any railroad leading to said bridge. And the United States shal! have the e:’’ so as to rea 
a right of way for a postal telegraph across said bridge and its approaches ‘ 
& as : j Five th sa al s A i 
z The amendment was agreed to. I think that 1 
% The next amendment was, in section 3, line 13, before the word ‘‘reg- | | + “2!NK that will meet the approbation Senators 
~ 99 3) ~ se ’ | > appre 10 t _ > to tron Nort ( ylir } } | e :. 
ulations,’’ toinsert ‘‘such ;’’ in line 17, after the word ‘‘ bridge,’’ to | the appr bar _ the Senator rc m N 1 Carolina id | : 
: strike out ‘‘the’’ and insert ‘‘and a;’’ in line 19, before the word | 50" to believe that the people of North Carolina \ with 
a om bs >) he rovernmen the ted Stat in t r ' 
. “shore.’’ to insert ‘‘the,”? and after the word ‘‘shore’’ to strike out | *"¢ Governmento! th United St n ertakin e t 
* ‘ine’ and insert “‘lines;”’ in line 20, betore the word ‘‘direction,’’ | "hts of the Indians that are set forth in this bill. Int ( t 
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< to insert ‘‘the;’’ in line 27, before the word ‘‘ made,’’ to strike ou | J re to - ort in the RecoRp, withou uling, a letter whi is 
i ‘“¢to be:’’ in line 28, after the word ‘‘thereon,’’ to strike out ‘‘such | PUbIN My Hands last evening, address <i to the Attorney-Genera 
: . the State circ: ndve of that district. and : ommemank4 
; change;’’ so as to make the clause read: the State circuit judge of that distri ind also one addressed to mys¢ 
s . Dy thes t he twe th listrict of Nort} rroli I a} 
5 Said bridge shall be built and located under and subject to such regulations , — ol of the twelith dist t orth }-aroiuna A St 
; for the security of navigation on navigable rivers as the Secretary of War shall | Consume time DY Asking to have the ters read. but I will ask that 
* prescribe. To secure that object the said city of Albany shall submit to the Se-- | th inserted int 2 cy yw , 
3 retary of War, for his examination and approval, a design and drawing of such | [The VICE-PRESIDENT ws a it ‘ 
" bridge, and a map of the location, giving, for the space of 1 mile above and | | a a ; , , ’ : 
st mile below the location, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore lines ecuion. 
& at high and low water, the direction and strength of the current at all stages, The letters are as follow 
> and the soundings, accurately showing the bed and channel of the stream, and ae N 4 
& the location of any other bridge or bridges, and shall furnish such other infor se I co 3 . ere os 
vd mation as may be required for a full and satisfactory understanding of the sub- | ,,7PA® SIR: & learn that the Department of Justice has under consideration 
y ject. And until the said plans and location of the bridge are approved by the | 4)" “Soo \e? § : eae Bley ‘© * as Of haste and of Che 
e Secretary of War the bridge shall not be built, and any change made in the ee ae - a eae xckson, and Graha in this State i 
e plans of such bridge during the progress of the work thereon shall be subject to | © Lae ee : ere 7 COMeUcSS She CoOUures FOF The Spring Circuit ail 
the approval of the Secretary of War. ; nid 1 : id a ~ OSS Mn peeases WS | n pe aut 1 of the t ? 
5 sal nas > eason of the w i and tail ira t 
The amendment was agreed to. the linesare uncertain, and the history of the Che lands a i : 
The next amendment was, in section 4, line 8, before the word | 0! Vong . and aan legislation shows the confusic the cha 
. 29 “6 , . 66 Sen ed? o large bodies of these lands. 
‘‘which,”’ to strike out ‘‘and’’ and insert ‘‘in;’’ so as to make the I am of the opi: yp ny a a : 
; ni ne I ol ihe apidly ‘ 2ing po 4 ‘ 
section read: enhanced value of said lands, some steps should be taken to rende1 
Sec. 4. That such alterations or changes as may be required by the Secretary | L}°? undaries am i est ablish cle arly the title by which the lands aré i 
of War or Congress in the bridge constructed under the provisions of this act | (0° “™? aft ton be brougas about between the whites and the Indians by 
shall by made by the said city of Albany at its own expense, and at any time ty Se, are ae a ee ee ee eee Geen the Gover ent 
after the completion of su h bridge, the city of Albany may, at its option, sur- Se ee eee nee Oe One nO NN Tenn ue ers 
render and transfer to the counties of Linn and Benton, inthe State of Oregon, | 0! ‘© 08T, to Investigate and report upon the title to the lands and institute 
said bri‘ge andthe entire control and management thereof, in which event eee ee “7 a one a .. e repay the Gov nt 
and in case of the acceptance thereot by said counties, they shall thereafter be | —> ; ; 2 ee Mi Kion. Charles | United States trict 
subject to all the obligations and conditions imposed upon the city of Alba .4 suggest to you the names of such gentlemen as he thinks proper 
by the provisions of this act. =e at with the ad 7 t would also respectiull) r you to Hon, James M 
- loody. so tor for twelth idicial district, as a gen man in € 
rhe amendment was agreed to. ompetent ivise you pect tte 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments I hav honor to be, with great respect yg 
were concurred in. ——s > 2 ae i eS 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the iit y-( Un Wash D. 
third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. : —_ Tiv¥ 
. . . Was D. ¢ Ju 9 ~ 
_ A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, | sin: Living asI doin the vicinity where the Eastern band of Cherokee | ; 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the : n North Carolina, and knowing something of the condition of the title to 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | '' is, I Pon Wie Pate me for taking the liberty of making 5 L 
; on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7263) to increase the | tyereto. on Wi ties tH Thor = oes aor B aie a . aa’ he soma i 
Ba pension of Heury L. Potter. of | kee Indians. and as such agent receiv » his hands large su f 
Fe. t ey rt i Ind 4 i es t ' aT t : 
a ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. icecadien 4 ee tee ee eee ae S dieas ates Wena a 
= th r ; i s ing i sn ae - ands t r i 
4 The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed | "* ‘ A 5 stew for | said Ind 4, he the said Thomas 
r the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the sas ed Ry Ee ENE SANS SNERE WD: CD me 3 
-- : A 5 o s 4 ning s, et That + e the title to said !ands was held by 
4 Vice-President: 3 is. as above stated i al e W am Johnston 
* A hill (Hl. R. 278) to amend paragraph 3 of section 4414 of the Re- | recovered judgments against h ae Bed ex 
* vised Statutes; and repel fanny | Cmoning pate cee Nomads gor pags aes Mande ane Sek 
% A bill (H. R. 529) granting certain lands to Miles City, Mont., for lu ; —_ a a 
use as a public park. |, 7 a the year 1870 an act of C Ss was passed et ering said I 4 
“e , »y th i style Eas f the Cherokee Indians 
Ke INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILI. | the any for r age I the | is 
oy , . : . > ’ <a Tha said i] 1 
fh _ The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- Pane — : \ t | 
a tion of the bill (H. R. 10726) making appropriations for the current H. 7 sas, VW um and . ‘ em , 
os and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling is aan se rig one S cs ‘ pla rand de ‘ : 
Tap Fe . of . . . . ac r » ree « ats 
3 treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June | pam: inaren .D i = a 
4 30, 1891, and for other purposes. that the land uestion (w 1 ig over 50,000 acres) be . 
1" “rom Cy SRP 7 . . Deca hat ‘ “ee ‘ ' +} ‘ ; 
e The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | — i decreed 9 ~ ‘7 seg : ston make deed mast a 
: : “ . cau : verokee Indians for said ls hey made t d i 4 ‘ t 
F ment of the Committee on Appropriations as amended. The pending | of the Indi — ae 
5 amendment will be reported. | Since said suit was determi ove set forth over one hundred white 
k Tha ‘ oan ‘ — nr ‘ . mer » cone ure ‘ lar ‘ » | r ‘ : t 
3 The Cuter CLERK. The amendment of the Committee on Ap- th ee vat An geet park is of these Indians and have taken out grants 
i propriations as amended is, on paye 54, after line 9, to insert: Saisie - Sane teeenieteten aetna gnacee eneenee 
lians hese trespassers a hae @ er 
; To enable the Attorney-General to prosecute the case of the United States | preme court of the State, in w! 3 held that “the Eastern lof ¢ 
against William H. Thomas and others, pending in the circuit court of tne | Indians” as such can not sue or be sued, they not Dg ‘ 
Bs United States for the western district of North Carolina, being a suit by the The main object of the present bill in equity (which ‘ 
K Uaited 1 an as trustee and as guardian, to settle and enforce certain rights of | the former bill) is directed against these persons who ha ns : 
- the Cherokee Indians residing in the State of North Carolina, $10,000, or so much | Since it has been decreed to belong to the Indians 
ig thereof as may be necessary, said sum to be expended by or under the direc- has been joined on the supplementa and { er referred toa 
a tion of the Attorney-General, whose expenditures of the same shal! be audited aT ut Hon. R. T. Dick, judge of the circuit t at district, refuses to 
E a for in like manner as other expenditures of public money made | €° !urther — an appropriation to defra e expenses of this abior 
‘sa ° and hence the Indians are daily being depri lof 1 : sand have no 
oe M DAW = * . . ' i - rei ly unless the Government h hic 
Mr. D! ; 25. Upon consultation with the Senator from North Car- Yours truty, 
4 olina (Mr. Ransom] on my left, and with his approval, I move a fur- | JAMES M. MOODY 
ag ther amendment. In the tenth line, I move to strike out the words| Hon. Heyny L. I — + Carolina 
% to prosecute and to insert the words “‘ to pay expenses already in- Chairman Committe Indian Affai 
“Ta vio > Ap . Mr. RANSOM. Iam very happy that the Senator from Massachu- 
§ The e E-I RESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. setts sees that this is the right thing to be done 
= The Cuter CLERK. In line 10 of the amendment of the committee, I have no authority to speak for the State of North Carolina in this 
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respect, but speaking by her record which I have here in reference to 
the Cherokee Indians, I can say that the State will do everything in 
the world in her power to see that justice is done to those people, and 
I suppose there is no better record of fair dealing and justice to a peo- 
ple than the State of North Carolina has always exercised towards the 
Cherokees. 

But 1 hope the Senator from “Massachusetts will permit me to say 
that I trust the Secretary of the Interior and the Attorney-General in 
the exercise of a wise and proper discretion will be extremely vigilant 
to see that they are right before they give further encouragement to a 
suit that brings over one hundred poor, plain, hard-working mount- 
aineers from their homes 75 or 100 miles to Asheville to try the title 
to their lands and homes. 

Mr. SPOONER. This amendment, as I understand, is now satis- 
factory to the chairman of the Committee on Indian A ffairs. 

Mr. DAWES. I think perhaps it is wise to make no further appro- 
priation now except to pay the expenses up to this time. If the At- 
torney-General shall think it is his duty to prosecute this suit, then 
a further appropriation for paying the expenses incurred hereafter will 
very properly be made. 

{ have investigated the case somewhat since the adjournment, and 
my confidence in the good faith of the Department of Justice is very 
much increased by that investigation. At the same time, upon look- 
ing into the decisionsof the courtsin North Carolina, where the adverse 
decision was rendered, in which we paid the man who prosecuted the 
suit $10,000 out of a trust fund, I find that action was based upon the 
inability of these Indians to sue, and their inability to take a deed. 
All these matters the Attorney-General thinks can easily be settled in 
this suit in equity, but I think perbaps it is wiser that we go no fur- 
ther than to pay the expenses now incurred, and then the Attorney- 
General will review the ground he occupies and go further if he chooses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the distinguished member 
of the committee in charge of the bill if the Judiciary Committee has 
been consulted in regard to this matter. The distinguished chairman 
of that committee is doubtless familiar with it. I regret his absence 
at this time to give us any information he may have upon that ques- 
tion. If he has been consulted, I should be very glad if the Senator 
from Massachusetts would inform the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam unable tospeak authoritatively on that subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS]}, to whom the Senator from Missouri refers, is detained this 
morning from the Senate on account of illness. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I regret very much to hear it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon the amendment 
as amended, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr, DAWES. Nobody wants the yeas and nays now. 

Mr. RANSOM. There is no necessity for the yeas and nays. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the order for the 
yeas and nays will be recalled, and the question is on the amendment 
as amended. 

he amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ For support of 
schools,’’ on page 55, line 3, after the word *‘ buildings,’’ to insert ‘‘in- 
cluding construction of school building at Blackfeet agency in Mon- 
tana;’’ in line 5, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to insert ‘‘and fifty,’’ 
and after the word ‘‘all,’’ in line 6, to strike out ‘“‘eight hundred and 
sixty-one ’? and insert ‘‘nine hundred and eleven;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 
purposes not hereinafter provided for, including pay of draughtsman to be em- 
ployed in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $751,870; for the con- 
struction on Indian reservations of school-buildings and repair of school-build- 
ings, including construction of school-building at Blackfeet agency,in Mon- 
tana, $150,000; and for purchase of horses, cattle, sheep, and swine for schools, 
$10,000; in all, $911,870: Provided, That the entire cost of any boarding-school 
building, exclusive of outbuildings, to be built from the moneys appropriated 
hereby, shall not exceed $12,000, and the entire cost of any day-school building 
to be so built shall not exceed $60), and any of the wnexpended appropriation 
of the current year is reappropriated and made available at once upon the close 
of the fiscal year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The’ next amendment was, in line 8, on page 55, after the word 
‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out the semicolon and insert a comma. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have been trying to get the attention 
of the Chair so as to make an inquiry of the Senator having charge of 
the bill as to this school at the Blackfeet agency. Is this to'take the 
place of the school now in existence there, or is it an original under- 
taking ? 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose this question will properly come up in the 
discussion on the amendments of the bill on page 57. However, I have 
no objection to stating at this time that this is not to take the place of 
any school there. There is no school actually in existence there. There 
is a school building erected by one of the religious denominations at 


that point, and they are asking for a contract with the Government, 
and the Government proposes to erect there a Government school and 
permit, as they have done, a religious denomination to maintain their 
school upon the public land, there having been assigned 160 acres of 
land for thatuse. It is not to supersede the Government school. 

Mr. VEST. What denomination has a school there now ? 

Mr. DAWES. No denomination has a school therenow. There is 
a building erected by a religious denomination there for which they 
wish to have a contract with the Government. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I know that they had a building there, and when 
I was a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs my friend, the 
Senator from Massachusetts, detailed me to the duty of examining the 
Indian schools in Montana, and when I reached this Blackfeet agency 
I found that the Indian agent had driven the Catholics off the reserva- 
tion, stating that he would infinitely rather the Indians should have 
no religion at all and no education at all than the Catholic religion. 
That was several years ago ; perhaps seven or eight years ago. 

The school building erected by the Catholic Church was then stand- 
ing there but unoccupied, because the agent would not permit the 
‘*Black Robes,’’ as the Indians call them, the Jesuits, to teach any of the 
Indian children there. 

Mr. DAWES. Ifthe Senator will allow me, if he does not object to 
this Government school there, the question which he has to discuss 
will come up on an amendment of the committee in another place where 
all these matters are, which is at the bottom of the sixtieth page where 
there is stricken out the clause: 

For the education and support of one hundred Indian children of the Holy 
Family Indian school, at Blockfeet agency, Montana, $12,500. 


I suppose the Senator then will find an opportunity to discuss the 
question. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave examined the bill and I do not care about dis- 
cussing anything particularly. I simply wanted to get information 
and state what I know about the case. 

Mr. DAVIS. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that this 
amendment go over until we reach page 60. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not like to have it go over, but whatever dis- 
position is made of the amendment alluded to this Government school 
ought to go on. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave no objection to that, but I desire to present 
some facts to the Senate about the whole matter. 

Mr. VEST. I was proceeding to observe, Mr. President, that this 
building was then vacant. That must have been seven oreight years 
ago, and the Catholics, the Jesuits, had moved there just outside of 
the reservation. I was informed that their establishment was in a 
very flourishing condition, although I did not have time to visit it. 
They had, though, a very large number of Indian children who were 
picked up from the Blackfeet, the Piegans, and the Mountain Crows, 
all of whom were on that reservation, and were educating these young 
Indians at the expenses of the Catholic Church. 

I came back to Washington and made my report to the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who was then Secretary of the Interior, and 
when I represented these facts to him and the way this agent was ad- 
ministering affairs upon that basis, Iam glad to say that he was re- 
moved or resigned. At any rate a new agent was sent there. I then 
left the Committee on Indian Affairs and have not been conversant 
with the details of the matter since. 

What I wanted to know was whether this was now the inauguration 
of the new system which the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has an- 
nounced so emphatically and so olten, that the Government must pro- 
ceed to take charge of the education of the Indians, and that the de- 
nominational system which has obtained for some years must be done 
away with. We can see now in this single item what to expect when 
thissystem is thoroughly inaugurated. We have here an appropriation 
of $150,000, for what? ‘‘Repairof school buildings, including construc- 
tion of school building at Blackfeet agency, in Montana, $150,000.”’ 

I was informed by the head chief, a very intelligent man, and others 
upon the Blackfeet reservation when I was there that the ‘‘ Black Robes’’ 
or Jesuits had given entire satisfaction to the Indians, and one cause 
of complaint which they made to me when I had a talk with them at 
that agency was that this agent had driven off the Jesuits and would 
not permit them to teach their children. 

I do not care about going into the whole question, but my opinions 
from personal observation, and not theory, are fixed upon this question. 
I accept the conditions as they are. I take it for granted—and I think 
no intelligent man will differ with me in that regard—that Indian 
education can never do much more than approximate in a feeble way 
to the education of the Anglo-Saxon race, and with all the peculiar 
conditions surrounding it, which Ido not care to enlarge upon, it seems 
to me wise that we should adopt such instrumentalities as are found 
and as we know from past experience are efficient with the Indians, 
and not go into this new and untried field of experiment which is pro- 
posed by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 


The Senator from Massachusetts says this amendment here ought to - 


be considered hereafter. I have no elaborate speech to make about it. 
I say that the Jesuits have succeeded better than any other persons 
living in the education of these people, and I say that with every preju- 
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dice, if that word be a proper one, against the Jesuit organization, 


against the Society of Jesus; I say it as as a Protestant, au educated 
ant, and, I trust, a representative Protestant, an i I know what 
I say to be true, 

| have seen the system which is denounced by the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs in operation. As a matterof course, it is to a jarge ex- 
Any system applied to a people in the condition of the 


I do not care to go into their motives 


Vrotes 


tent impertect, 
Indians must be imperfect. 
pay no attention to the absurd proposition tuat the Jesuit order can 
injure the Government of the United States. I simply accept results 
and I shall therefore oppose the establishment of this Indian school at 
any such expense, because I believe it 1s the inaugurati nm of a new 
wliev which. as I have said before in another debate, will cost th 
iiovernment millions upon millions of dollars without any appreciabi 
result. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, this q 1estion—— 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator wait until we get to the part of the 
bill which I have indicated ? 

Mr. DAVIS. i would rather submit some remarks now to the Sen- 
ate because the two measures are connected and necessarily ran into 
There are some facts concerning the establishment of the 
agercy which may as well be laid before the 


wh other 
chool at the Blackfeet 
senate now. 

It is a matter to which I have given some attention and, in my judg 
ment, it is one upon which we should be particular to render exact 
justice according to the situation which the Government itself has cre 
ited through the series of years immediately preceding the transaction 
In question. 


Mr. 


President, this matter, as | understand, is this: The superin- 
tendent of Indian schools, in his report for 1885, extended the follow- 
ng invitation to the various religious denominations to take part in 
educational work. 

Mr. VEST. Eighteen hundred and seventy-five ? 

Mr. DAVIS. Eighteen hundred and eighty-five. He said 


Che Government should be liberal in making contracts with religious d 
nominations to teach Indian children in schools established by those denomi 
nations Itshould throw open the doorand say to ail denominations, ri 





ould be no monopoly in good works Enterall of youand do whate 

inds may find of good work to do, and in your efforts the Government w 
sive to you encouragement out of its liberal purse.’’ In other words, the Govy- 
ernment, without partiality, should encourage all the churches to work in this 
! f pl nthropic endeavor 






id field of phil 


On the same subject the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in his r 
port of 18838 said: 


The policy ofthe Indian Office has been and is now to enlist in Indian edu 
cational work the co-operation ofevery religious organization that has proper 
facilities for educating Indian youth. Nosuch organization, thusequipped, has 
ever asked fo~contracts and been refused. 

Acting upon this suggestion, Mr. President, the Catholic people cdi 
termined in 1888 to establish a school upon this reservation, a region 


which they have occupied in their missionary educational work for 
many years. The school population upon that reservation is about 
150. The school facilities upon that reservation so far as the Govern- 
ment school is concerned are for about 50 pupils. 

In April, 1889, the Indian Office was advised of the intention to 
establish this school and was asked to give the necessary permission, 
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and in order that the design of an industrial school might be fally 


carried out, to grant authority for the setting apart, for the use of the 
school, of 160 acres of land on the Blackfeet reservation. The letter 
asking for this authority is as follows: 


his Bureau of Catholic Indian Missions is about to establish an industy 
boarding-school on the Blackfeet reservation, Montana. In order to make a 
success of the undertaking, it is necessary to have the use of some Jand. and I 
therefore have the honor to ask that authority be granted for the setting apart 
to this bureau of 160 acres of land on said Blackfeet reservation for th  simpo- 
rary use andoccupancy of said industrial boarding-school, subject to the usu il 
conditions, 


In response to that letter, upon the recommendation of the Commis- 
siover of Indian Affairs, the Secretary of the Interior granted the de 
sired authority, by letter dated April 26, 1889, in which he said: 


Tam in receipt of your letters of the 20th and 2ith instant and accompanying 
application of the Bureau of Catholic Indian Missions for the use of 160 acres of 
land on the Blackfeet Indian reservation, Montana, for the purpose of estab- 
lishing an Indian industrial school. * * * 

In accordance with your recommendation, authority is hereby granted { 
the agent at the Blackfeet agency, Montana, to set apart for said Bureau of 
Catholic Indian Missions, for temporary use and occupancy, for the purposes of 


said school, a tract of land not exceeding 160 acres on said reservation 


Under these instructions the agent at the Blackfeet agency proceeded 
to set apart, and did set apart, for that school 160 acres of land. I will 
state, going back further, that on the 2d of September, 1885, the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs wrote to thesecretary of the Bureau of Cath- 
olic Indian Missions in this city: 


al 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Orrice or INDIAN AFFAIR 
Washington, D, C., September 2, 1885 
Sir: :amin receipt of request of Joseph M. Cataldo, superior-general, wit 
your indorsement of the Ist instant, for authority to erect buildings for Ind 
school and mission work among the Indians belonging to the Crow, Bl: 
and Fort Peck agencies on their respective reservations. 
Permission is granted with the understanding that the buildings will be used 
and the proposed work carried on solely for the benefit of the Indians. 
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The sites rthet gar st be ‘ a a f . ‘ 
I s. and . ) 
,ours es t 
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‘ Vy 
Mr. President, with these e} ) e : 
the fact staring them 1a the lace that t e was & pop ition 
four hundred and fifty Indian children there to be e t t ta 
care of. with a concession of 160 acres of la I m é i 
tor that special purpose, these good people, the sionaries 
ers, set themselves to work to raise money und coustruct a ding 
uD the concession which they thus had obtained from the ¢ ern 
They went to two charitable ladies in Philadelphia whose bens 
wctions in this respect are scattered all over this Union, the Misses 
Drexel, and obtained $20,000 in ney hey put that money into 
s | building which has now recently been completed 
1 all these inducements ore them and promissory representa 
tions by the officers of this Government they went to that pains and 


penditure, and are now to be told, not only that there 
is to be a Government school put upon that reservation in competition 
with them—ot which I do not 


trouble and ex 


for the present complain—bnut the 
to be told that they are to have no contract whateve! 

{ the Indian youth, which it was plainly 
euce of two years ago between the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and 
the persons in authority that they should have 











Now, Mr. President, I do not design to enter into the sectarian ele- 
ments of this controversy in my opinion t re are no sectaria e 
mects at all preperly to be considered in this present matte If the 
Government wishes to make a change of policy in regard to sectarian 

ls or the influence of great religious denomiuations in the eduea 

1 of these children, so be i but in so doing let the Governmen 
hold to and keep to the performance of the representations which 
it has heretofor made and the nducements which it held out by 

h people of cis character and of these charitable dispositions were 
induced to and did spend so much money for the spe purposes, as- 
sistance to accomplish which is now denied them 

ir. CULLOM. What is the proposition? 

Mr. DAVIS. The proposition is precisely this: Without impugning 

in any de vree for present purposes and preierri 7 to reserve the expres 


i 
sion of my opinion upon the present policy of Ind 


that the appropriation stricken out on pages 60 and 61, for $12,500 ‘‘for 
the elucation and support of one hundred Indian children at the Holy 
Family Indian school at Blackfeet agency, Montana,’’ be restored. 

[n all cases where the Government 


' ’ —_ 
in schools, 1 desire 


! 
i 


has heretofore entered into con- 
tracts with these people in California and in my own State, which con- 


tains schools built by the conspicuous liberality of these same charitable 
women—!I say inall cases where contracts have heretofore been entered 
hill 

Pahl, 


nto the appropriations to sustain those s hools are denied in thi 


but because there was not dil 





igence enough or celerity enough to get 
the contract in this case, because the parties chose to rely and did rely 
upon the representations by which they were induced to go into that 
poor country and expend this enormous amount of money for the estab- 
lishment of one ot the best equipped schools, [ understand, there is on 
the face of this continent, it is proposed to interpose the little legal 
objection that the contract has not been obtained. and therefore you 
will not extend it further. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The restoration of this $12,500 is in accordance with 
your view of what the contract was between these parties? 

Mr. DAVIS. What the contract was Chey were induced to put 
their money in so as to get this amount per capita for the education of 
Indian children, which was promised all over the Union, in my own 


| State and wheresoever such education is found to be necessary. 


| appropriation which has just been read 


{r. President, why shall we not be fairly just in this matter? If 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Indian Office have gone on 
and made these representations and induced this expenditure under a 
policy which was considered and favored and openly proclaimed at that 
time, why now, when another policy or scheme in this respect is upon 
the point of inauguration, not say that if we do inaugurate that new 
policy we will close up the old matters upon the basis of what is fair 
and equitable and what was promised at the time? 

Mr. TELLER. 








I should like to ask the Senator how mu money 
has been expended. Howmuch hasthis charitable institution or these 
people expended ? 

Mr. DAVIS. [Twenty thous 1 dollars for ti huildi It new. 
and ready for occupancy 

Mr. TELLER. Has it ever been « ipied 

Mr. DAVIS. Notatall. I forgot to add that a building which is 
designed to be a Government school, and which is to be builtout of the 


can not be completed for a year, 
and in the mean time these poor « hildcen, for whom there are no schoo! 
facilities, have got to be taken care of somehow, and we might as well 
let these good people take care of them for at least a year. 
more to have these sisters and brothers 


It costs no 
gather them into that place of 
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education and civilization than to leave them roaming wild and naked | 


over the reservation. 


JULY 24, 





undertake to say that no school can be found anywhere, certainly 
none in Montana, where there are a great many Indian tribes, that 
cost one-fifth of the amount of this appropriatiou. 

Why, sir, I happen to know the school particularly at St. Ignatius, 
which accommodates three hundred students, one hundred and fifty 
boys and one hundred and fifty girls, which was built and commenced 
originally by contributions from the Company of Jesusin France. The 
Indians had sent down to St. Louis and requested the ‘‘ Black Robes’’ 
to send missionaries to them. They wanted some religion besides the 
traditions of their tribe, and the Jesuits sent a missionary from St. 
Louis who commenced this school, and the old building was standing 
when I was there, I was told that every nail in it had cost a dollar. 
Che materials were packed and brought up the river part of the way 
in batteaus and then carried on horseback at great expense and danger 
and trouble 

Phat buildin P. built under those circ umstances, Cost about $12,000. 
It has been enlarged, and the entire expense, with a dormitory to-day 
for fifty girls and a dormitory for fifty boys, and with an industrial 
school, which I am glad to say is in most successful operation, has not 
been $30,000; and here it is proposed—and I want to call the attention 
of the Senate to it now—in this new, grand, unexplored scheme of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to start off with an appropriation of 
$150,000 for a school-house and other facilities upon the Blackfeet reser- 
vation, away from civilization, Of all the reservations that I attended 
that was the most bleak, the most inhospitable in climate, the rudest 


, 
q 
A 


| in its surroundings, the farthest from the habitation of civilized life. 


Mr. DAW] Mr. President, I do not understand either the Sena- 

tor from Missouri or the Senator from Minnesota to ebject to the estab- 
of a Government school at the Blackfeet agency, and there- | 

fo Lint ny tement } ere to the amendmenta on the 
sixtieth page until those amend ments are reached Chen I will stateas | 
f & ms of 1 committee in reference to them, 
and sit that questi the t but at present Ido not under 
stand that the gentlemen are disposed to drive the Government out ol 
the wkieet ren and there re ] hoy e that this amendment will 
be ypted, 

r. VEST. It 3 t, In have be especia ly unfortunat 
in y ta m tir what th en from sacnusetts Says ] 

e tried to say to the “enate whenever | have said anything upon 
t tio hat m ni ard to Indian education was to ad ypt 
not only the existing instrumentalities so far as the teachers were con- | 
cerned, but the school-house so where they are in existence. Now, | 
here a school-house rea or occupation, and which would ha‘ 
been occupied buat for the action of the officers of the Government. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to know of the Senator distinctly if, with four 
hundred and fifty puy ls, without any provision whatever for them, at 
the Blackfeet agency, and this schoo! that the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Day peaks of only accommodating one hundred of them, he 
proposes to exclude the Government from the establishment of a school 
Oo! its own? 

Mr. VES] No 

Mr. DAWES Chen let us pass that, and discuss the other afterward. 

Mr. VES1 I want to state distinctly that I would utilize the school | 
that is there for the one hundred or one hundred and fifty scholars, 


whatever its capacity, as it now exists. I would not do away with the 
school that is now there and ready for work, but I would take that and 
keep it in existence, and then if additional facilities were needed I 
would appropriate enungh money to create them. 

Mr. DAWES. 
school, the religions school, are worthy of fair consideration, and I 
have no doubt that whatever may be said by the committee will re- 
ceive fair and candid consideration when it comes up. But this is an 
appropriation for the erection of a Government school on an agency. 
Whatever is done with that religious school there is need for accom- 
modations for the three hundred and fifty unprovided for in it, and 
therefore I do not desire and I shall refrain from discussing the pro- 
priety of the other amendment until it is reached. 

I have no feeling myself about the disposition of that amendment, 


Ihe reasons in favor of the maintenance of the other | 


but I have a conviction, supported by the Department, that whatever | 


is done with that the Government needs a school at this agency and 
hence this appropriation is made. If the Senators, in their anxiety to 
mainutaina new denominational school there, take the ground that the 
Government shall withdraw then it itis proper to oppose this pending 
amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, I must differ with the Senator 
from Massachusetts as to the denominationalschools. I do not care to 
what denomination they belong. That is not the question. If they 
are doing well and doing their work properly, Iam for maintaining 
them. If the Catholics are teaching these Indians better than any 
other denomination, I am for the Catholicschools. If the Presbyterians 
or the Baptists are doing it better, 1 am for the Presbyterian or the 
and any man who knows anything about it—I will 
state it that strongly—knows that in some localities the Catholics are 
far more efficient on account of the antecedent circumstances surround- 
ing the tribe than any other denomination can possibly be. You can 
not possibly bring in an influence to take their place, becanse these 


Baptist schoo! 


Indians, like all other people who are emerging from the twilight of 


barbarism, have received religious impressions that are permanent upon 
them I do not care what you call it, whether it is real religious opin- 
ion or superstition; they are Catholics, and will remain Catholics, and 
therefore you can only approach them through the Catholic Church. 

Then you will find other tribes, as every man knows who has been 
amoug the Indians, who have received trom some peculiar personal in- 
fluence a direction toward a particular Protestant denomination. I 
know a tribe in Montana nearly all of whom have a distinct leaning to 
the Baptist Church, through the personal influence of one or two men 
who have gone amongst them; lived with them, adopted their tradi- 
tions to a certain extent; wonderful men, one of whom I saw in Alaska 
when [ was up there, and Englishmen, too, who seem to have been 
created for the purpose of this very work, and who have the peculiar 
faculty of assimilating themselves to a people in the peculiar condition 
of these Indian tribes. 

But I want to make another observation, and I am done with this 
matter. 
erecting schools amongst the Indians. Itisa very different thing from 
erecting a school here amongst us. It does not require any elaborate 


argument fer any one of ordinary intelligence to see the difference. 
What would be required in the construction of a school-house in the 
midst of a civilized community, is a very different amount from what 
is necessary out in the wilds of the West on an Indian reservation. I 


I happen to know personally something about the cost of 


Mr. President, as to the amount, it seems to me that this is most 
excessive, 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will allow me, I wish we might take 
the sense of the Senate upon this proposition and reserve our debate 
until we come to the other proposition to which I have referred. If 
the Senate are prepared to pass upon this proposition the other amend- 
ment will come up in a moment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I shall not delay the vote on this. 

Mr. DAWES. It would seem to me proper that we take the vote 
of the Senate upon the question whether the Government shall do 
this, 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
upon what sort of en estimate the committee fixed the cost of this build- 
ing at $150,000. 

Mr. DAWES. My dear sir, if the Senator will read the paragraph, 
it is for the establishment of a dozen different schools. 

Mr. VEST. Can they not all be put on that reservation ? 

Mr. DAWES. No. I will give the Senator by and by, as soon as 
we come to it, a list of where they are to be put, including the one at the 
Blackfeet agency, which is to be out of this $150,000. I suppose that it 
will cost about $12,000. That is my opinion about it. If the Senator 
has been laboring under theimpression that that whole $150,000 was for 
this one building, I am sorry I did not correct him before. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is an amendment, I think, some- 
where in the bill limiting the expenditure to $12,000. It was formerly 
$10,000, but I think in this bil! it is fixed at $12,000. 

Mr. VEST. They have all been limited heretofore to $10,000, and 
it is now raised to $12,000? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That is my impression. 

Mr. DAWES. They can not go beyond that. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill what necessity there is for putting in the words ‘including con- 
struction of school-building at Blackfeet agency in Montana?’’ The 
whole matter is under the control of the Department. If they see fit 
to establish a school there out of this $150,009 they can do it. 

Mr. DAWES. There is no doubt of that; but if they should not 
happen to think it best to put it there this year they might put it 
somewhere else. The committee were impressed with the belief that 
the four hundred and fifty pupils of school age in that whole reserva- 
tion should have just as much accommodation in school matters as 
could be, and that therefore they would put it in as indicating to the 
Department that it was the desire of the committee that one of these 
school-buildings should be there. 

Mr. TELLER. If Congress is to say where these school buildings 
shall be built, it will greatly hamperthe Department. I do not think 
we ought to do that. 

Mr. DAWES. There are several special appropriations—one for a 
school at Mandan, N. Dak.; one for one at the Sisseton agency, near the 
village of Flandreau, and there are two or three others in the bill. 
They grow out of the desire to lead the Department to points where 
there seems to the committee to be a special necessity that schools shall 
be erected. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know that I shall find very much fault 
with that, although it does seem to me that the appropriation ought 
to be made, and that the Department ought then to determine where 
the schools are to be located, except in exceptional cases. I admit that 
there are some exceptional cases where probably the committee would 
be justified in saying that there ought to be a school, en agricultural 
school or a school of a particular class. 
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What I want to call the attention of the Senator having this bill in 
charge to is the statement made by the Senator from Minnesota | Mr. 
DAVis] that these people have already expended $20,000 in making 
preparation for educating these Indians. That would indicate that 
these Indians were to be pretty well taken care of under that arrange- 


ment, and if we are to cut down the appropriation at that place so 


that only $12,000 will be expended, instead of extending the oppor- 
tunity, this bill will curtail the opportunity. 
Mr. DAWES. Ido not see how the Senator can put it that way. 
Mr. TELLER. That is, unless two schools are to be kept up. 


Mr. DAWES. Without this provision, while it is true that the De- 
partment could of their own motion go and put upa school-h use there 
the statute limits them to $10,000. We have increased the ¢ 
ture for the building that would be established to $12,000. ‘ 
there should be a Government school there that would accommo 
two or three hundred of these pupils. When we come, howev ) 


the special provision, if the Senate think the reasons which led t 
committee to move to strike that out are not sound, they will lea 
that. I have abstained, and I persist in abstaining, while this amend 
ment is pending, from the discussion of the propriety of striking ou 
the other. because one is not dependent on the other. 

Mr. TELLER. If we adopt this provision and build a school at th: 
Blackfeet agency which will cost $12,000 it will not accommodate over 
sixty children. Noschoolcan be builtthere, I think, that will accommo- 
date that number for $12,000. It will take to accommodate the whole 
force thereall the money that I supposed when I first cast my eye over the 
bill was appropriated, $150,000. It seems thatthat wasa mistake. Ot 
course we have not reached the other item. I have no objection tothe 
Government building a Government school at the Blackfeet agenc) 
That school will not be in operation for two straight years from this 
time, and, while the Senator does not want to discuss the other proposi- 
tion until we reach it, I am willing to discuss it now. I think that 
should be retained and we should keep the school we have there, and 
then if the Government wants to build a school there will not be suf- 
ficient appliances to educate all the children at that agency. Weshall 
have a school, and these charitable people should be maintained in 
their school. 

Mr. President, there has been a good deal of complaint, I know, in 
the country that the Catholic Church had monopolized a large part of 
the educational facilities for Indians. I have no particular affinity 
with the Catholic Church. All my connections and all my teachings 
and associations have been the other way. I have observed, though, 
that the Catholics have been the most successful educators of the In- 
dians of any people in this country. They have done it with less 
money, and they have done more of it on their own account than any 
other denomination. That is simply the rea3on why I suppose they 
have got ahead. Itis not any desire of the Department to confer upon 
one church any advantage over another, but simply they have made 
more application; they have had more places where they said, ‘‘ We 
are willing to expend money for the educaticn of Indians, and we 
are willing to add our money and our efforts to what the Governmen‘ 
gives us.’’ That is the reason why they are represented at a dozen 
different places while other churches are only represented at two or 
three. Perhaps they have more in the aggregate than all the other 
churches. It is because they have kept a missionary bureau here at 
this city, an Indian bureau, for the purpose of looking after Indian 
schools all over the country, and they have had a very efficient, worthy 
mau at the head of it who has given great attention to it. I do not 
think we ought to discourage them where they are willing to take thes: 
schools and put in theirown money. I amin favor of giving them an 
opportunity. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I dislike to disoblige the 
Senator from Massachusetts by detaining the Senate any longer in the 
disenssion of this proposition. There are some things, however, that | 
should like to call attention to, and it seems to me they come in better 
under the discussion of this paragraph of the bill than anywhere else: 
and while I intend to detain the Senate but a few minutes, I think it 
is better to do so here. 

Following the line of suggestion made by the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] a moment ago, I will read a statement sent to me by an 
eminent man, a minister, resident in New York, I believe, as fellows 


Last year there was given to the Roman Catholics, for Indian education. 
$356,000. They demanded from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs $44,000 
more, making a total of over $400,000. The request was denied, and the Com- 
missioner announced that he would not extend the contract system and would 
make no contracts with new schools. On this the Catholics endeavored to de- 
feat his confirmation, but did not succeed. 

Foiled in this raid upon the public Treasury, they are now attempting toa 
complish their ends through Congress. In the Indian appropriation bill as in 
troduced into the House of Representatives there are two items, one appro- 
priating $8.330 fora Roman Catholic school at Rensselaer, Ind., and the other 
appropriating $12,500 for a Roman Catholic school to be opened among the Mis- 
sion Indians in California. 

The special appropriations for the Roman Catholics in the Indian bill last 
year were, for St. Ignatius school in Montana $45,000, and for Roman Catholic 
schools in Mignesota $30,000. This made a total last year of $75,000. The total 
amount this year is $95,830. In addition to this large sum they wil] demand of 
the Commissioner, doubtless, the same amount granted them last year 

It should be remembered that in 1886 the amount of money secured from the 
Government by the Roman Catholics was $184,000, and in 1890 it had reached 
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education and civilization than to leave them roaming wild and naked 
over the reservation. 

Mr. DAWE Mr. President, I do not understand either the Sena- 
tor from Missouri or the Senator from Minnesota to object to the estab- 


t of a Government school at the Blackfeet agency, and there- 
fore | withhold any itement in relere to the amendments on the 
page until those amend ments are reached Chen I will stateas 
fai as I can the conclusions of the committee in reference to them, 
and submit that question to the Senate; but at present I do not under- 


stand that the gentlemen are disposed to drive the Government out ot 


the Blackfeet agency. and therefore I hope that this amendment will 
be adopted. ; 

r. VEST. Mr. President, I mu t have been espec ially unfortunate 
in my statement from what the Senator from Massachusetts says [ 
have tried to say to the “enate whenever I have said anything upon 
this question, that m n regard to Indian education was to adopt 


| in batteaus and then carried on horsebac 


. | 
not only the existing instrumentalities so tar as the teachers were con- | 


» school-houses also where they are in existence. Now, 
here a school-house ready for occupation, and which would have 
been occ upled but for the action of the oflicers of the Government. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to know of the Senator distinctly if, with four 
hundred and fift 


cerned, but th 


pupils, without any provision whatever for them, at 
the Blackfeet agency, and this school that the Senator from Minnesota 
| Mr. Day} pe aks of only accommodat ny one hundred of them, he 
proposes to exclude the Government irom the establishment of a school 
of its own? 

Mr. VES Ne 

Mr. DAWES hen let us pass that, and discuss the other afterward. 

Mr. VEST. I want to state distinctly that I would utilize the school 
that is there for the one hundred or one hundred and fifty scholars, 
vhatever its capacity, as it now exists, 
school that is now there and ready for work, but I would take that and 
keep it in existence, and then if additional facilities were needed I 
would appropriate enough money to create them. 

Mr. DAWES. 


I would not do away with the | 
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undertake to say that no school can be found anywhere, certainly 
none in Montana, where there are a great many Indian tribes, that 
cost one-fifth of the amount of this appropriatiou. 

Why, sir, I happen to know the school particularly at St. Ignatius, 
which accommodates three hundred students, one hundred and fifty 
boys and one hundred and fifty girls, which was built and commenced 
originally by contributions from the Company of Jesus in France. The 
Indians had sent down to St. Louis and requested the ‘‘ Black Robes’* 
to send missionaries to them. They wanted some religion besides the 
traditions of their tribe, and the Jesuits sent a missionary from St. 
Louis who commenced this school, and the old building was standing 
when I was there. I was told that every nail in it had costa dollar., 
The materials were packed and brought up the river part of the way 

k at great expense and danger 

and trouble 
Phat building, built under those circumstances, cost about $12,000. 
It has been enlarged, and the entire expense, with a dormitory to-day 
for fifty girls and a dormitory for fifty boys, and with an industrial 
school, which I am glad to say is in most successful operation, has not 
been $30,000; and here it is proposed—and I want to call the attention 
of the Senate to it now—in this new, grand, unexplored scheme of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to start off with an appropriation of 
5150,000 for a school-house and other facilities upon the Blackfeet reser- 
vation, away from civilization. Of all the reservations that I attended 
that was the most bleak, the most inhospitable in climate, the rudest 
n its surroundings, the farthest from the habitation of civilized life. 
Mr. President, as to the amount, it seems to me that this is most 


in 


| excessive. 


he reasons in favor of the maintenance of tbe other | 


school, the religions school, are worthy of fair consideration, and I | 


have no doubt that whatever may be said by the committee will re- 
ceive fair and candid consideration when it comes up. But this is an 
appropriation for the erection of a Government school on an agency. 


Whatever is done with that religious school there is need for accom- | 


modations for the three hundred and fifty unprovided for in it, and 
therefore I do not desire and I shall refrain from discussing the pro- 
priety of the other amendment until it is reached. 

I have no feeling myself about the disposition of that amendment, 
but I have a conviction, supported by the Department, that whatever 
is done with that the Government needs a school at this agency and 
hence this appropriation is made, If the Senators, in their anxiety to 
maintain a new denominational school there, take the ground that the 
Government shall withdraw then it itis proper to oppose this pending 
amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, I must differ with the Senator 
from Massachusetts as to the denominationalschools. I do not care to 
what denomination they belong. That is not the question. 
are doing well and doing their work properly, I am for maintaining 
them. If the Catholics are teaching these Indians better than any 
other denomination, I am for the Catholicschools. If the Presbyterians 
or the Baptists are doing it better, I am for the Presbyterian or the 
Baptist school; and any man who knows anything about it—I will 
state it that strongly—knows that in some localities the Catholics are 
far more efficient on account of the antecedent circumstances surround- 
ing the tribe than any other denomination can possibly be. You can 
not possibly bring in an influence to take their place, because these 
Indians, like all other people who are emerging from the twilight of 
barbarism, have received religious impressions that are permanent upon 
them. I do not care what you call it, whether it is real religious opin- 
ion or superstition; they are Catholics, and will remain Catholics, and 
therefore you can only approach them through the Catholic Church. 

Then you will find other tribes, as every man knows who has been 
amoug the Indians, who have received trom some peculiar personal in- 
fluence a direction toward a particular Protestant denomination. I 
know a tribe in Montana nearly all of whom have a distinct leaning to 
the Baptist Church, through the personal influence of one or two men 
who have gone amongst them: lived with them, adopted their tradi- 
tions to a certain extent; wonderful nien, one of whom I saw in Alaska 
when I was up there, and Englishmen, too, who seem to have been 
created for the purpose of this very work, and who have the peculiar 
faculty of assimilating themselves to a people in the peculiar condition 
of these Indian tribes. 

But I want to make another observation, and I am done with this 
matter. 
erecting schools amongst the Indians. Itis a very different thing from 
erecting a school here amongst us. It does not require any elaborate 
argument fer any one of ordinary intelligence to see the difference. 
What would be required in the construction of a school-house in the 
midst of a civilized community, is a very different amount from what 
is necessary out in the wilds of the West on an Indian reservation. I 


If they | 


I happen to know personally something about the cost of 
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Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will allow me, I wish we might take 
the sense of the Senate upon this proposition and reserve our debate 
until we come to the other proposition to which I have referred. If 
the Senate are prepared to pass upon this proposition the other amend- 
ment will come up in a moment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I shall not delay the vote on this. 

Mr. DAWES. It would seem to me proper that we take the vote 
of the Senate upon the question whether the Government shall do 
this. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
upon what sort of an estimate thecommittee fixed the cost of this build- 
ing at $150,000. 

Mr. DAWES. My dear sir, if the Senator will read the paragraph, 
it is for the establishment of a dozen different schools. 

Mr. VEST. Can they not all be put on that reservation ? 

Mr. DAWES. No. I will give the Senator by and by, as soon as 
we come to it, a list of where they are to be put, including the one at the 
Blackfeet agency, which is to be out of this $150,000. I suppose that it 
will cost about $12,000. That is my opinion about it. If the Senator 
has been laboring under the impression that that whole $150,000 was for 
this one building, I am sorry I did not correct him before. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is an amendment, I think, some- 
where in the bill limiting the expenditure to $12,000. It was formerly 
$10,000, but I think in this bill it is fixed at $12,000. 

Mr. VEST. They have all been limited heretofore to $10,000, and 
it is now raised to $12,000? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 

Mr. DAWES. They can not go beyond that. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill what necessity there is for putting in the words ‘‘including con- 
struction of school-building at Blackfeet agency in Montana?’’ The 
whole matter is under the control of the Department. If they see fit 
to establish a school there out of this $150,000 they can do it. 

Mr. DAWES. There is no doubt of that; but if they should not 
happen to think it best to put it there this year they might put it 
somewhere else. The committee were impressed with the belief that 
the four hundred and fifty pupils of school age in that whole reserva- 
tion should have just as much accommodation in school matters as 
could be, and that therefore they would put it in as indicating to the 
Department that it was the desire of the committee that one of these 
school-buildings should be there. 

Mr. TELLER. If Congress is to say where these school buildings 
shall be built, it will greatly hamperthe Department. I do not think 
we ought to do that. 

Mr. DAWES. There are several special appropriations—one for a 
school at Mandan, N. Dak.; one for one at the Sisseton agency, near the 
village of Flandreau, and there are two or three others in the bill. 
They grow out of the desire to lead the Department to points where 
there seems to the committee to be a special necessity that schools shall 
be erected. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know that I shall find very much fault 
with that, although it does seem to me that the appropriation ought 
to be made, and that the Department ought then to determine where 
the schools are to be located, except in exceptional cases. I admit that 





That is my impression. 


there are some exceptional cases where probably the committee would 
be justified in saying that there ought to be a school, an agricultural 
school or a school of a particular class. 
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What I want to call the attention of the Senator having this bill in 
charge to is the statement made by the Senator from Minnesota | Mr. 





DAYVis] that these people have already expended $20,000 in making | 


preparation for educating these Indians. That would indicate that 
these Indians were to be pretty well taken care of under that arrange- 
ment, t 
that only $12,000 will be expended, instead of extending the oppor- 
tunity, this bill will curtail the opportunity. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not see how the Senator can put it that wa 

Mr. TELLER. That is, unless two schools are to be kept up. 

Mr. DAWES. Without this provision, while it is true that the De- 
partment could of their own motion go and putupa school-house there 
the statute limits them to $10,000. We have increased 
ture for the building that would be established to $12,000. Ce 


ind if we 


the € 


there should be a Government school there that would ac 

two or three hundred of these pupils. W hen we come, howe ve 
the special provision, if the Senate think the reasons which led t 
committee to move to strike that out are not sound, they will lea 
that. I have abstained, and I persist in abstaining, while this amend 


ment is pending, from the discussion of the propriety of st1 





the other. because one is not dependent on the other. 

Mr. TELLER. If we adopt this provision and build a school at th 
Blackfeet agency which will cost $12,000 it will not accommodate over 
sixty children. Noschoolcan be builtthere, I think, that will accommo 
date that number for $12,000. It will take to accommodate the who 


force thereall the money that I supposed when I firstcast my eye over th 
bill was appropriated, $150,000. It seems thatthat wasa mistake. Ot 
course we have not reached the other item. I have noobjection tothe 
Government building a Government school at the Blackfeet agency 
That school will not be in operation for two straight years from this 
time, and, while the Senator does not want to discuss the other proposi- 
tion until we reach it, I am willing to discuss it now. I think that 
should be retained and we should keep the school we have there, and 
then if the Government wants to build aschool there will not be suf- 
ficient appliances to educate all the children at that agency. Weshall 
have a school, and these charitable people should be maintained in 
their school. 

Mr. President, there has been a good deal of complaint, I know, in 
the country that the Catholic Church had monopolized a large part of 
the educational facilities for Indians. I have no particular affinity 
with the Catholic Church. All my connections and all my teachings 
and associations have been the other way. I have observed, though, 
that the Catholics have been the most successful educators of the In- 
dians of any people in this country. They have done it with less 
money, and they have done more of it on their own account than any 
other denomination. That is simply the reason why I suppose they 
have got ahead. Itis not any desire of the Department to confer upon 
one church any advantage over another, but simply they have made 
more application; they have had more places where they said, ‘‘ W: 
are willing to expend money for the education of Indians, and we 
are willing to add our money and our efforts to what the Government 
gives us.’’ That is the reason why they are represented at a dozen 
different places while other churches are only represented at two or 
three. Perhaps they have more in the aggregate than all the other 
churches. It is because they have kept a missionary bureau here at 
this city, an Indian bureau, for the purpose of looking after Indian 
schools all over the country, and they have had a very eflicient, worthy 
mau ai the head of it who has given great attention to it. I do not 
think we ought to discourage them where they are willing to take thes: 
schools and put in their own money. 
opportunity. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I dislike to disoblige the 
Senator from Massachusetts by detaining the Senate any longer in t! 
discussion of this proposition. There are some things, however, that | 
should like to call attention to, and it seems to me they come in better 
under the discussion of this paragraph of the bill than anywhere else: 
and while I intend to detain the Senate but a few minutes, I think it 
is better to do so here. 


I am in favor of giving them an 


Following the line of suggestion made by the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] a moment ago, I will read a statement sent to me by an 
eminent man, 2 minister, resident in New York, I believe, as follows 


Last year there was given to the Roman Catholics, for Ind 
$356,000. They demanded from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs $44,000 
more, making a total of over $100,000. The request was denied, and the ¢ 
missioner announced that he would not extend the contract system and would 
make no contracts with new schools. On this the Catholics endeavored to de- 
feat his confirmation, but did not succeed. 

Foiled in this raid upon the public Treasury, they are now attempting to a 
complish their ends through Congress. In the Indian appropriation bill as in 
troduced into the House of Representatives there ure two items, one appro 
priating $8,330 fora Roman Catholic school at Rensselaer, Ind., and the ot 
appropriating $12,500 for a Roman Catholic school to be opened among the } 
sion Indians in California. 

The special appropriations for the Roman Catholics in the Indian bill last 
year were, for St. Ignatius school in Montana $45,000, and for Roman Catholic 
schools in Mignesota $30,000. This made a total last year of $75,000, The total 
amount this year is $95,830. In addition to this large sum they wil! demand of 
the Commissioner, doubtless, the same amount granted them last year 

It should be remembered that in 1886 the amount of money secured from the 
Government by the Roman Catholics was $184,000, and in 1890 it had reached 


educatio 







are to cut down the appropriation at that place so | 
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ppose that is the case. However it is managed, it certainly ought 
to be looked 3 my the enate, 

I wa king for another school, where I think there are Jess than | 

ip here they have over 40 employ¢s. I have not been able 


to t my finger on it, but I find that at the S’Kwamish boarding- 


oO \ iington there are 3 pupilsin att ndance and 10 employ 8. 
ire 3 ti tah agency in Utah with 6 employés. 
Vhen you « to consider the item of expense on the part of the 


(;overnment, I find that there are some Government schools which 








what is known as the Salem training school, in Oregon, as an indica- 
tion of great extravagance and lavish expenditure, on page 336, show- 
ing thirty-five employés, ete. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I called attention to the fact that it had 
one hundred and fifty-six pupils in regular attendance. 

Mr. ALLISON. And thirty-five employés. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Yes, and thirty-five employés. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will turn topage 363 of the book he 
has in his hand, he will observe that this is a training school for teach- 
ing industrial arts, etc., and that a great many people are employed 
there in the various industries and paid for the work they do. For 
instance, here is a sewing-room with twelve girls during the year, each 
working half aday, and soon. I suppose these were theemployés. It 
is not an evidence, I submit to the Senator, that a training school 
where work is done, having thirty-five employ¢s, ie therefore extrava- 
gant. 

ir. PLATT. The per capita expenditure is not very large there. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, it is very small compared with other schools; 
I thank the Senator trom Connecticut for calling my attention to that. 
It is only $15.63. I have the impression, though I do not know the 
details, that this Salem training school is rather a model school, and 
in the highest repute among people who have investigated the subject, 
and I would not like the Senator’s statement to go out without some 
knowledge at least imparted as to its character. 

Mr. TELLER. It is one of the best in the country. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The Senator from Colorado,who has great knowl- 


| edge on this subject, tells me that this is one of the most valuable 


m to be ver ‘ ymically managed. Here, for instance, in South 
Dakota, at the Pine Ridge agency they have the Pine Ridge hboarding- | 
hoo] re there is an attendance of 160 pupils and the average cost 
Government of that school is $3.62 per pupil per month. The 
paidin n tof the contract schools is from $7 to $9, and here 
\ ure y managed by the Government and kept up by the 
Ciovernment where the average cost is but $8.62. 
Ir. GORMA ‘er mm h 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Per month, per head, per pupil. Isub- | 
v sen that is the case, it is not reasonable and not right that there 
ild be other hools where there should be $35 per month pei 
head for each pupil paid for expense The Government can main- 
rin these scho or $8.62, and does it in South Dakota and in some | 
other pla ut the general average cost of these schools is $16 to 
18 a head pel nonth for each p ipil. It seems to me there is ex- 
travagance in tl iatter, and that it demands attention on the part 
of the Senate and ought to be | i int i do not discuss that, 
wever, Mr. President, but simply leave these suggestions for the con- 
ideration of the Senate. 
Che Commissioner Indian Affairs in this report says that it will 


1% seen that “‘there is nothing radically new, nothing experimental 


ior theoretical ’’ in the suggestions he makes about educating the In- 
dias He starts this proposition out by a statement of the expendi- 


tures on the part of the Government for Indian education since 1876 
up to this time. In 1876 it was $20,000; in 1877, $30,000; in 1878, 
$60,000, increasing to $75,000, and in two years to $135,000, until in 
1883 it was $675,000, and in 1889 the total expenses were $1,363,568, 
1 the Commissioner says that the amount required for the year 1890 
$2,845,610, and he states that the amount necessary for the next 

ear, 1891, will be $5,576,800, an enormous increase, and I submit 
it there ought to be some attention to these expenditures as they ar 





as to whether there is anything theoretical about this I can 
ot say (he Commissioner seems to have been impressed with the 
dea that the Government had an overflowing Treasury which was ab- 
olutely inexhaustible, and that one of his duties was to get as much 
money out of it as possible, to prevent any damage resulting to the sur- 
lus, I suppose, in this matter of Indian education. He says, on page 
"4 of his report 


io Governmeut of the United States, now one of the richest on the face ofthe 


eat with an overflowing Treasury, has at its command unlimited means and 
indertake and complete this work without feeling it to be in any degree a 


\s to whether any part of this work may be considered theoretical 

not, I will submita few extracts from the Commissioner’s report 
vhich seem to me to throw light on this question. He says of Indian 
education 


lueation. in the broad sense in which it is here used, is the Indians’ only 

vation. With it they will become honorable, useful, happy citizens of a great 

mu sharing on equal terms in al! its blessings. Without it they are doomed 
either to deatruction or to hopeless degradation 


Further on, he says 


Phe Indian youth should be instructed in their rights, privileges, and duties 
1s American citizens; should be taught to love the American flag: should be 
imbued with a genuine patriotism, and made to feel that the United States, and 

ot some paltry reservation, istheir home. Those charged with their education 


should constantly strive to awaken in them a sense of independence, self-reli- 
nnec, and self-reapect. 


And further 
Ninth, The work of education should begin with them while they are young 


ind susceptible, and should continue until babits of industry and love of learn- 
ing have taken the place of indolence and indifference. One of the chief defects 


which have heretofore characterized the efforts made for their education has 
been the failure to carry them far enough, so that they might compete success- 
fully with the white youth, who have enjoyed the far greater advantages of our 
own system of education. Higher education is even more essential to them 


than itis for white children 


If there is nothing theoretical in all this I am entirely mistaken in 
scope and meaning. He says further on, on page 98: 
Che high school should lift the Indian students onto so higha plane of though 
sspiration as to render the life of the camp intolerable to them. If they 
turn to the reservations it should be to carve out for themselves a home and 


‘ 


ud their friends and neighbors to a better mode of living. Their training 
should be so thorough and their characters so formed that they will not be 
dragged down by the heathenish life of the camp. The Indian high school 
rightly « Lucted will be a gateway out from the desolation of the reservation 
into assimilation with our national life. It should awaken the aspiration for a 
home ai ; . people, and offer such an equipment as wil! make the 


desire prophetic of fullillment., 


Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Arkansas will allow me, not 
to disturb his line of argument, I understood him to call attention to 


schools in the country. Yet the Senator from Arkansas would have us 
believe that here was an illustrious example of extravagance of ex- 
penditure. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to call attention to the fact, if the Senator will 
permit me, that at this very Salem school the boys in the school went 
out and picked hops, and from the money that was paid them for pick- 
ing hops among the farmers around there they purchased $1,500 worth 
of real estate, which the Government authorized by special act to be 
deeded to the United States for the Salem school adjoining that lot. 
There was $1,500 worth of land purchased for the school and deeded 
to the United States, every penny of it earned by the Indian boys go- 
ing out and picking hops. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I regret very much that the Senator 
should confine his criticisms to only one of the schools I have men- 
tione!. I said, looking over this list from pages 380 to 390, that I 
found a number of instances where it seemed to me the employés bore 
an astonishingly great relation to the number of pupils educated. It 
seems that there is some explanation of this Salem training school. I 
knew nothing of the facts in that case; but just above that, on the 
same page, is the Umatilla boarding-school, where there are forty pu- 
pils and eight employés. I should like to know of the Senator from 
Massachusetts if any of those eight people have been picking hops and 
buying land for the United States? 

Mr. DOLPH. On what page? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. On page 380, exactly the same page, 
within half an inch of the item the Senator from Iowa and the Senator 
from Massachusetts were talking about a moment ago. 

Mr. DAWES. What is the criticism of that school? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The proportion of employés to the num- 
ber of pupils seems to me to be astonishingly near equal. 

Mr. DAWES. The school at the Umatilla reservation is a new school 
just inaugurated among Indians who have never known or felt the im- 
portance of sending their children toschool, and it is an effort to induce 
the children to come in. They have got forty of them into the school, 
which is manned and appointed for a good deal larger number, and 
they are getting them in as fast as they can, 

I do not think the Senator from Arkansas, as a business man, would 
start such a school as that with only two employés and then undertake 
to invite in people. He would have started that school on a plan and 
with proportions that would correspond to his idea of the object of the 
school, and that was to command the attendance of as many of the In- 
dian children as possible. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs re- 
ports that the capacity of that school is only sixty-five. If it had every 
child that it could accommodate there would be sixty-five; and there 
are now eight employés and forty pupils. 

Mr. DAWES. Doesthe Senator understand that anybody is to blame 


| but Congress itself that there are no more accommodations for schools 
| among the Indians? 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. My criticism is this, that I do not be- 


| lieve there ought to be two or three employés for a pupil, though the 
| Senator from New Hampshire has just suggested that there are two 
| horses to an employé at the Senate stables. 


Mr. DAWES. Lagree with the Senator that the way to reduce the 
proportion would be to get the scholars in. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think it is hardly necessary to support 
this corps of employés until the scholars are obtained. This is cer- 
tainly not an industrial school. This Umatilla school is a boarding- 
school. Itecan not bein any sense called an industrial school. It fs 


tele GRETA SS, 











1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 7653 











’ 
; = si incomes ipelannetidateiboas aiaiacidcaran ihren 
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om taken in that could be accommodated, and there are forty present. to the purposes of civ ilized life. Lt k it wi he some t 
Ss Mr. BLAIR. How many would be required to take care of sixty- | very many of these Indians willo ted plane a ‘ 
: a | Men, as editors, and as leaders of t! oht I the ¢ \ 
* Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Eight are required to take care of forty. | the Commissioner proposes to rea t 
4 Mr. BLAIR. Can the Senator tell how a tamily of sixty-five could] oo 
¢ taken care of by less than eight employés and run the school be- | 001i, a tala taamaaneinen anes he 
- sides ? | 
f Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There are forty pupils in that school Phere is no question but that 
4 Mr. DAWES. It isa boarding-school. There has to bea family country who have not arrived at t ¢ 
4 here; there has to be a cook; there has to be a washer-woman; there | redemption is to be dated by the t ‘ 
‘ is to be all the paraphernalia of a large establishment, a boarding- | and a love of work. I have 1m “ 
i ‘hool of sixty-five, and there is the small number of eight employcs. | had not arrived at that exalted po 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator, Iam satisfied, will explain | boasted that they stood in ad f . 
to us how it is that at the Southern Ute agency, a day school in Col- | All through this report the Co ‘ 
orado, where they have twelve pupils, they have three employ¢s. moral training. In that I ag ‘ i | : 
Mr. DAWES. The marvel is that so many employés and so many ts that these schools shall be 
scholars would risk their lives in that building. A picture of the | If it were possible in this sublunary state of things to a 
; building was shown here day before yesterday. | tion, I should be glad tosee that brought ] 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I am sorry that the Senator has risked | he thinks there is nothing theoretical in a 
the lives of so many American citizens in so dangerous a structure, | it, Iam afraid it will be some ti 
ind it seems to me one might have supervised twelve pupils. fully his hopes and anticipation it res} I 
d Mr. DAWES. I hold myself acquitted of any responsibility for any | places, in giving a int of his appointing 
uch condition of things as to that school-house. another, he mentions that he has selected a 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is no boardingin that school; there | reeommended to him, belonging to t ) 
£ e no children provided for there; there are nochildren fed there and | own church, but clergymen belonging to « 
no children clothed there. There are twelve children who go to the | appointed them in charge of these schools. It seems to me, if lo 
4 day school and return to their cabins, I presume, at night; and vet | strictly to non-sectarian teachir t not ¥ to select cle! 
« there are three employés, one of whom is a cook, to look after those | the ; irpose of conducting these schools, and if we intend to 
twelve children. selvesentirel y clear fromany entang itsof I 
Mr. BLAIR. Howare the other twoemployésemployed? Are they | to be put in the hands of people who do not undertake to teacl 
aman and hiswife? There must necessarily be an establishment there | or who have nothing to do with teaching relig : 
in that building. I believe that this is utterly impossible [ do not 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There are a teacher and an assistant | ean ever make any civilization that is not based primaril 
teacher. I do not know what the employés do. Then, in the Driving | Christian religion. I donot believe thatany t hing vou « 
Hawk’s Camp day school, at the Lower Brilé agency, in Dakota, I find | take to give an Indian child in school is going to do him any g 
a school of eight pupils with two employés, two for the eight, one to | Jess you teach him some respect for the religion that the Bible t 
‘very four. That has to be taught by somebody, and it must be taug 
The Senator from Iowa diverted me from the argument [ was mak- | who believe in it with all their hearts and all their souls, taught 
ing by calling attention to the things which have been mentioned by | effectively. These contract schools were organized by the Cat! 
me simply to suggest that there were a number of things in connection | the Methodists, the Presbyterians, and others, who have sent in¢ ) 
with these schools that ought to be looked into; that when the Gov- } the Indians who were willing to devote their lives and dep: ; 
ernment was maintaining schools which cost $35 a month a ‘head for | selves of the benefits of civilization, to separate themselves from the 
every pupil that was in the school and making contracts that require | families and friends and the associations of childhood, and goo y 
k the payment of from three to four hundred thousand dollars a year | these wild people for the purpose of doing good; and I respect! 
upon which the pupils were maintained in some of these schools in the | submit that they will more earnestly and more devotedly put in th 
same way at from $7 to $9 a month, there is something that ought to | days and their nights in this work than any class of mere hireling , 
be considered. vo there for the salary. 
There is an enormous expenditure per head for these pupils,and where | __ A Jarge majority of these people go practically without salaries. Thi 
there is this great corps of employés, p:ying a large number of teach- | thing ought not to be overlooked, and it ought not to be neglected 


, 


and when we are making provisions for these schools, if we intend this 


ll 


ers, the pupils get nothing more. The cost per head is much greater 
than in contract schools. They have the same sort of tuition, the same 


civilizing shall be effective and shall accomplish something su 

* sort of board, the same kind of clothing, and the difference in the cost tial, I think these cheap schools, the contract schools, that have 

C isin the number of employés. If they are necessary, if it is proper | so much to build up, not only the intelligence of the Indians but th 

$ and right, if they have been looked into—and that is understood—I |} morals. ought to be cordially and heartily sustained by the Govern 
: have no word of criticism and I do not object; but I do think that ment. and ought not to be criticised, and we ought not to allow any 
z these things ought not to be allowed to go on without some consider- | mere feeling of partisan bias and sectarian prejudice to influence us to 
ae ation on the part of the Senate, and that they ought to be looked into | legislate against one denomination simply because it has shown a 

"4 hy the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. | position to go further and spend more money and more labor and ex- 
a I was calling attention to some statements by the Commissioner of | ercise more thought and diligence in the development of th ut 
E indian Affairs, where he had stated that there was nothing new and | work than another denomination has done 

. nothing theoretical in his idea of educating these children, and when | Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I regret that since the Senat 

% the Senator of Iowa interrupted me I was quoting some of his state- | Arkansas commenced his remarks I have not been able to lay n 

4 ments about the purposes he had in view when he was undertaking to upon any official documents which would give the number of G 

4 accomplish this Indianeducation. The amount of appropriation made | ment employés at the Salem industrial school, t I think su 
on the year before the present Commissioner came into office was $1,300,- | information may be obtained from the very portion of the report qnot 
“4 000 for education. He asked for an appropriation of $2,800,000 forthe | phy the Senator to show that at all event r the work that is b 


succeeding year and said that he would want for the year following | ried on at that school there is no very extravagant expenditure t 
more than $5,000,000. With these rapidly increasing expenditures, it 





| Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me a mom 
would seem to me that it was proper that the Senate should look into| Mr, DOLPH. Certainly. 
the method of managing these schools and the expenses there incurred | Mr. JONES,of Arkansas. I wish to say that my purpose in callin 
Che Commissioner says, speaking of the Indians and of the necessity of | attention to these things was not to expose anything that I knew to be 
S this education: wrong, but it was to call attention to what appeared to me from acasual 
i There is an urgent need among them for a class of leaders of thought, law- | examination to indicate that there ought to be some method in these 
y yers, physicians, preachers, teachers, editors, statesmen, and men of letters things. I have no motion to make, and I did not inté to make any 
a There may be nothing theoretical about that, but with my idea of | motion in connection with this matter, because I do not know that any 
- the present condition of the Indian in the United States it will be a | wrong exists in any of these cases, but it was to bring it to tl tten 
q long time before I should agree with the Commissioner that there is | tion of the Senate. 
» any burning demand among the Indians in the West %o be lawyers,| Mr. DOLPH. I have not been able recently to visit that school o1 
x doctors, preachers, teachers, and statesmen. | to give much personal attention to the manner in which the work is 
- The pupils should also be initiated into the laws of the great natural forces, being conducted, but I am informed by everybody whoclaims to know 
heat, electricity, etc., in their application to the artsand appliances of civilized anything about the school that it is a very excellent one, and that ver 
life. exc llent work is being done there. I did visit the school within two 
I believe that it is a more pressing necessity that these Indians shall | or three years after it was established at Forest Grove, and, as I hay 


be taught to work; it is a more pressing necessity that they shall be 


taken occasion to state once before in the Senate, what I saw there wa 
aught to manage cattle and stock, to build themselves houses and to 


a revelation to me. I learned there that the pupils had by t rown 














' 
labo rye con ted the buildings which were being used for 
t purp 

Mi COK ELL. ‘ it kind of bu i 
Mi DOLD Wi en building they were iIrame bu Idings. I 
leat | that they had manufactured a considerable portion of the fur- 
I j that the were making most of the boots and 8 3 and cloth- 
ing that was used by the pupil that they were working a farm which 
had been | the perintendent in the near vicinity for the pur- 
yp 0 ir? nh vr verget and gt ven the school, and were 
wor rfor sd rthe vacat , and t) were making fair prog- 
I n the iw some exhibition of what they we re doing 
that v vers itifying to n irt nore, th were printing and 
publishing a newspaper whi would « pare quite favorably with 
newspape | lished y other educatio inst tutions in the country. 
I say thi is a revelation to me, as I had never given the matter 
sp attentio [he school was removed to a point near Salem, the 
cit as li llect now, providing a farm such as was required 
by the act of ¢ r iat proviced for their removal; and, as has been | 
sta t iount of land has been increased by a purchase paid for 
either in whole or in part by the earnings of the pupils at that school. 
I am satisfied, although lam not able to speak positively concern- 
ng it, that there are not thirty-five Government employésthere. Very 
lik that includes the students who are employed and paid on the 
farm, who a! ynsidered as apprentices I have reason to infer that 
il the report of the iperintendent of the school. But it will be 
seen by relere e to the figures from which the Senator from Arkansas 
the capacity of the school. In the first place, 1 will 
board chool. The pupils are taken in, and are 
d, and instructed, are taught trades, and are furnished 
with medical att lanc ind in fact everything which is necessary for 
their comfor their education. The capacity of the school—— 
M JONI \ wsas Mr. Pres nt 
\ DOLPH V the Senator just let me finish my statement ? 
Che capacity of the ulem school is 250, the number of employés 
given here in this statement is 35, the enrollment is 193, the average 
attendance is 156, the number of months in which the school is in 


operation is twelve; they are kept there the whole year. The total cost to 


the Government is $29,257.88 and the cost per capita per month to the 
Government is $15.63, a little over 50 cents a head for each pupil ac- 
cording to the average enrollment, including board, as I said before, 
anc clothing, instruction, and medical attendance. That certainly is 


nota very extravagant expenditure on the part of the Government for 
the work which is being done. 

Now, this is not a school the pupils of which are taken from any 
one tribe. They are taken from all over Oregon and Washington and 
even from Alaska, ‘They are pupils who are selected out by the super- 
intendent of the school and are brought there for the purpose of receiv- 
ing industrial education, and are being prepared not only to take care 
of themselves, but to become agents in the civilization of the tribes 
from which they are taken. In fact it is intended to make it—it is 
made now so far as the funds allow—a sort of high school, a model 
school in which the higher education of the Indian children may be 
carried on, and, as I say, an average costof a little over 50 cents a head 
for clothing, lodging, boarding, medical attendance, and instruction 
is not a very extravagant school, no matter how many employés there 
are. Iam satisfied that the employés enumerated here would be in 
art the students who are employed and paid for some work in connec- 
ion with the various departments; but it is necessary in that school 
have more employ¢s than would be required in some reservation 
schools, because there are a carpenter and a blacksmith and a farmer, 
and other persons employed either a part of the time or the whole of | 
the time for the purpose of giving the industrial instruction which is 
connected with the school. 


| 
t 
t 
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Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I sought to interrupt the Senator from 
Oregon just now to state that on pages 415 and 416 there is a list of 
employ¢s in the school, and it appears that there are seventeen of these 
persons who are, I presume, members of this school. The list begins 
with Philip Wash, whois put down as a cadet surgeon, at a salary of 
$96 a year. William Miller, of Oregon, of the same rank. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is that the Salem school ? 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes; the Salem school. 

Mr. DOLPH. What page does the Senator read from? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is the bottom of page 415 and the top 
of page 416, right after the list given which begins with the superin- 
tendent and ends with bakers. There are fifteen or sixteen of those 
who I presume are pupils in this school, and who are given this rank, 
and who are paid some compensation for what they do, as was suggested 
by the Senator from Oregon. There are, however, a number of other 
employés, and I presume they are here. The superintendent is John 
Lee, of Indiana. He gets $1,500a year. Then the other employés are 
put dewn, which would seem to make the list longer than it really is, 
because the name of each one as it succeeds the other is putdown. For 
instance, John Lee was removed or resigned, March 20, 1889, and 
Beadle, the next man on the list, appears to have come in March 21, 
So while there are two names there drawing $1,500, there was 
as a matter of fact but one officer at any one time drawing that salary. 
but the number of employés is given in the report of the Commissioner 
at thirty-five, and while a part of them are members of the school, that 
does not seem to affect the matter to any material extent. 

While the Senator from Oregon was talking I looked back to seeif I 
could find some other industrial schools with which I could compare this 
one in the item of expenditure. He thought $15 a month was exceed- 
y moderate. I findthatin California, at the San Diego training and 
industrial school, which is under contract, the Government pays $9.68 
per month per head for the pupils; that in Minnesota, at the St. Paul 
industrial school, the Government pays $9.33 a head. So you will 
find running through this report made by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs that the average cost to the Government outside of the expense 
of the buildings is from $16 to $18 and $20 a head, while these people 
who take the children under contract do it at from $7 to $9. Now, 
they either take them for Jess than it is worth or the Government pays 
more than it is worth to do the work; and if it is well done and effect- 
ually done in the contract schools, I do not see how anybody can come 
to the Senate of the United States and complain that the Government 
is making donations, is making a largess to a lot of religious denom- 
inations who are educating these people under contracts they make with 
the Government for one-half the money that the Government itself 


’ 


1889. 





ing 


| educates them for. I referred to that for the purpose of replying to 


that sort of argument made against this system of schools. 

Mr. DOLPH. I thank the Senator from Arkansas for calling my 
attention to this list. It appears from his own statement that there 
would be within one-half of an employé where the pupils at the schools 


| are paid something for service they perform. Of course you can not 


compare the merits of any given school in connection with the cost of 
maintaining it without knowing exactly the work each school per- 
forms. I have stated in a general way what is being done at the Salem 
school, and it is, as I say, a model school, and is doing an excellent 
work. -I do not think anybody can complain that half a dollar a head 
is out of the way for the cost of maintaining it. ButI will ask to have 
this list inserted as it speaks foritself. I have no doubt many of these 
are also pupils in the schools who are employed and paid. I do not 
think there is anything like seventeen or eighteen employés. I do not 


| believe there are over eight or ten Government employésin the schools 


outside of the pupils. I ask to have this list, found on pages 415 and 
116 of the employés of the school, inserted in the REcoRD as a part of 
my remarks: 





Names, whence appointed, positions, salaries per annum, and periods of service of employés of the Government Indian schools during the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1889. 
SALEM TRAINING SCHOOL, OREGON. 
Commence- s : 

Name Whence appointed, Position. Salary. ae serv- van 
John H. Lee iis Indiana eran on cennnevrecconccvapsanaereonennecmnerenctions $1,500 | July 1, 1888 | Mar. 20,1889 
W.H. H. Beadle painisnnmioudiiehe TI idl tintin aealiel deodte 1,500 Mar. 21, 1889 | June 30, 1889 
S. M. Briscoe o counties ; Indiana .......... 1,200 | July 1, 1888 | Nov. 25, 1888 
R. H. Lee ..... Perea Sones — 1,200 Nov.26, 1888 | Jan. 31, 1889 
Edwin L. Morris ioe Seite ines New York ........ 1,200 | Feb. 1, 1889 | June 30, 1889 
L.. S. Rogers e eeecessces ; oecceusws otll® « cote 1,200 | July 1, 1888 Do. 
F. M. Woodard neaun ces ensseeseeosvese ecccossus Tennessee.. 1,000 |..... a Sept. 5, 1888 
Edwin 8. Miller ..... Dakota . nies latin ' 1,000 | Jan. 29, 1889 June 30, 1889 
D. k. Brewer sheindnientinn ‘ ; Washington ................. — - | 90) | July 1, 1588 | Do. 
Hattie EF. Bristow bousih meepecnetit , niunabatty Oregon tsa Teacher ........- «ss» i Do. 
Josie E. Pitman Washington. patina al ol mua Mar. 31, 1889 
Anna Godley I aan anche ine na teaaniniada ins lenin tina tian ate iene ~ 600 | July 10, 1888 | June 30, 1889 
Letitia M. Lee Indiana val a 7 July 1, 1888 | Mar. 31, 1889 
Elsie L. Murphy......... ft DBGIIER ccovinctcstvevecececetesn denen BD ccrencsescrtstn ve ad 7 Apr. 1, 1889 | June 30, 1889 
Elsie L. Murphy sbintlactcnvenesiniieneiaiaainatie tena vlan that iit alia ail a i a 600 | July 1, 1888 | Mar. 31, 1889 
i ee a Washington ........ onesie i beiiaeemtee ceiietuaad 500 | Apr. 1, 1889 | June 30, 1889 
Minnie J. Walker . ..| Seamstress 480 July 1, 1888 | Do. 


Elizabeth Hudson 
Alice D. Gray ...... 





ny QO esccawaies 
ot Assistant cook . 300 ».. 


BAD one. -.. cree 





Do. 
Oct. 2, 1883 
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Names, posil 


Name. Wh appointed 


Katie L. Brewer 

Jennie Canyon acdamnaeent 
Annie Hackenrath 
Adeline Smith 
John Gray 
Edmund Brow: 
8S. A. Walker 
W.S. Hudson 
W.H. Utter.... 
Wm. Harkenrath 
Eugine Isaacks 
WD TIOIO .nccccsconcscscccccscescccccnrceccsecvmenccevcosess California He 
Jacob Maxwell soeacaiiiandnsiecsitl Idaho 

Oliver Lindsey ......... siometen eannianinmapetits od semamncin maak oO 
Frank Charley 

Edward Armstrong 
Philip Wash 
William Miller soese Oregon 
Lewis Charlies , Seunvemaaadie Washington 
Solomon Greelcey......... ‘ waenstinens Ore 
William Metcalf... 

William Jones 
John Woodruff .. 
John Stephen . 
Davis Jessie 
Jennie Lowery 
Sarah Prerre 
Annie Pierre 
Adeline Rosier 
Jennie Canyon 
Amanda Smith 
Matilda Price................. slbicitiisinaiicaga 
Lucinda Hendricks...........-.. 








Alaska 


ron. 
lo 
) 





oot 
Washington 
UTeZon .....00. 





California 
Oregon .... 
Washington 
Oregon. 


Mr. DAWES. No one will object to the most thorough scrutiny of 
all the Government schools, and wherever there is lack of economy in 
the expenditure of the money or in the methods, so that the best possi- 
ble resuits obtainable by the dollar in the expenditure are not obtained, 
everybody will join in an earnest effort to correct such an evil. It is, 
however, very difficult to ascertain the existence of the evil by merely 
comparing the number of pupils at any one time in a school with the 
number of employés at that time. There may be a thousand reasons 
why the ratio at one school may greatly exceed at a given time the 
ratio at another. 


of the pupils and the number of employés, and, to show how little 
ground there is for any very general criticism upon the Government 
schools because they have a great proportion of employé¢s in some ot 
them as compared witn the pupils, I should like to have inserted in 
the RECORD this list of all the contract schools, with the average num- 
ber of pupils and employés. I will not take time to read it if the Sen- 
ate will consent to have it inserted in the RECoRD, so that we can look 
at it. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I hope the Senator will insert the state- 


Washington Cad 
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The same is true in reference to the contract schoo!s. 
I have before me a list of the contract schools, the average attendance | 


ment of which he speaks. I have been anxious to see something of | 


that kind and have not been able to do so. 
Senator whether he has made any examination fromthe statement he 
has given and the published reports as to whether, taking the capacity 
into consideration, the contract schools haye more pupils than the 
Government schools or fewer, or whether he has compared them. 

Mr. DAWES. This list will show the average attendance in the 
contract schools. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. And also the capacity ? 

Mr. DAWES. There is this to be said of the contract schools: They 
take generally one hundred pupils and put them with their other pu- 
pils. This does not show necessarily the whole number of pupils at 
that school. The pupils at the school are made up of the hundred or 
one hundred and fifty that the contract requires, and such other pupils 
as they take on their original foundation. These are mission schools, 


I should like to ask the | 


established in the first instance by the missionaries of the different de- | 


nominations for religious purposes, and this is the uniting of the Gov- 
ernment effort to educate the children with the missionary effort to 
inculcate religious principles. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The point I had in asking the question 
was this: I have beard the assertion—whether true or not I do not 
know—that iu very many instances the Government schools have not 
been wisely located, and that as a fact the large majority of Govern- 
ment schools have a smaller attendance in proportion to capacity than 
the private schools, the contract schools; that, where a Government 
school exists that has a capacity for one hundred pupils and the con- 
tract school beside it has a capacity for une hundred pupils, the contract 
school in almost all instances has a much larger attendance in propor- 
tion to its capacity than the Government school; and I wanted to ask 
the Senator whether his attention has been directed to that point and 
whether he can speak of that. 

Mr. DAWES. My attention has been directed to that very point. 
Of course, as to the reasons for it the Senator might differ with me. 
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When we come to the discussion of the other endme: I | 
posed to talk about that. 
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Denv 3 ) 
Oahe , a 
( pw Creek 9 
Devii’s Lak } , 
Rosebud 12 
Goodwill 10 
Ya t 1 3 5 
Wi s Institute t 18 
Rensselaer 47 13 
Harbor Springs 8 8 
Avoca, M } ) 14 
( Age Catho s LS 
St. Igns is 20 
Fort Belknap. 10 
St. Labre’s ist f 1! 
Omaha Mission a 
Albuquerque Missior 11 
University of New Mexioo..............:00.-.ccccssccccssccece 6 
St. Catherine’s, Santa F% , 
Eastern Cherokee 2 
Lincoln Institute. a) 
Hampton.,, 1 
Shoshone l4 


Mr. VEST. What is the average cost per pupil ? 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. One hundred 1 eight dollars a year. 
Mr. DAWES. I can answer the Senator in this way 


contract schools get a dollar and fifty-eight c¢ 


Some of the 
ome of them a do! 
lar and less, a dollar and thirty cents, I think, and some a dollar and 
eight cents. 

Mr. VEST. They are paid by the 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I thought in almost a the contract 
schools the amount paid by the Government was $108 a year for each 
pupil; that is, at the boarding-schools they pay $108 a 
pupil. 

Mr. DAWES. They have different rate The S« 
souri will remember that the St. Ignatius school 
favorite of his, took for a long time the 
the average of the Governm« 


year for each 


iator from Mis- 
which is a special 
number at a lower rate than 
hools, and it was brought up last 


| year to the same rate with the highest of the Government schools. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think the schools that are specially 
provided for have a rate provided for them almost as high as the Gov- 
ernment schools, though not quite, and not perhaps in all instances; 


; 
but that the general rank of the contract schools is $108 a year for 





each pupil, or $9a month. That is my impression about it. I may 


he mistaken, but I believe that the contract is made by the Indian 

Office at that rate almost invariably, except where there are special ap- 

riations made by Congress, as we do in a number of instances, 
vhere the rates are higher. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. President, it seems to be the universal testi- 

mony that these contract schools are successful and are wisely and ably 

nd ed | just want to say a word or two regarding the school at 

; Lake, which is in charge of the Gray Nuns, established there 

1874, and for which no provision is made in this bill. I presume 


at there is not a more remarkably successful school in the United 


under the charge of the sisters at that point 
itly by the agents of the Indian Bureau and 


tates than that which i 


Ith been visited 


the oflies in charge of other schools in the United States, all of | 
10m testify to the wonderful efficiency of that school and the man- | 
in which it is conducted. General Armstrong, the superintendent 


the Hampton Indian School, said of this schoo! 


ta t ib of writing you a personal note from this agency Devil's 

ich gives one who visits it more hope for the Indians than any In- 

rve which I have seen. Citizenship will here think, be a success, 
ansition to tull civilized conditions rather easy 


i am very sorry indeed that provision for the maintenance and con- 
itance of this school is not contained in this bill, but it has seemed 
ise to the committee and to the officers of the Indian Bureau to dis- 

tinue that school as a distinct educational organization. 
Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator if there has 
na contract heretolore. 
Mr. PIERCE There has been a contract heretofore. 
Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator know why it was discontinued ? 
Ir. PIERCE. I understand there is a large school to be opened 
[ 1 Government school, 
\hat I want to say particularly is that I have introduced an amend- 
nt appropriating $5,000, which I understand is about the amount 
tofore expended in that school. The amendment was referred to 
Committee on Indian Aftairs proposing to give that amount for the 
ge year. I understand, however, that the school at the Black- 
ency is so important and that unless the appropriation for it 
mtinued there will be no school at all practically at that point; 
while we may hope for a continuance of the school at Devil’s 
ke, I want to say to the chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 
that if this school is continued at the Blackfeet Lake agency I 
ld be willing to withdraw the amendment which I have snbmitted 
r the school at Devil’s Lake. I hope, however, that the school at 
hat agency will be continued. 
Mr. BLAIR, 
fail to be struck with the fact that it is very much better to be an In- 
dian than to be an American. Here are 250,000 Indians. 
Mr. MITCHELL. They are Americans. 
Mr. BLAIR. I mean citizens of the United States, one of the 65,- 
Here are 250,000 Indians in this country. By the largest 
imputation there can not be more than 100,000, or two-fifths of them, 
vlio are children of school age. For them we are now expending be- 
tween $1,700,000 and $1,800,000, the contributions of the country in 
the form of taxation, while religious organizations are doing a vast work 
addition, tosuch an extent that no doubt there is now being expended 
pon the education of the children of this quarter of a million of peo- 
e at least $4,000,000 or $5,000,000: and the Commissioner of Indian 
\ fairs says that in the progress of his plans it will be necessary in the 
e of four or five years, at least a no longer period than that, to 
ive the sum of $5,000,000 a year in order to properly care for the chil- 
dren of these Indians 
Now we have in this country a colored population of about 9,000,000 
people, thirty-six times as many as we have of Indians, and with an 
educable childhood of some 3,600,000. By the same rule of computa- 
n there is in this country who have scarcely any means of education 
t least an equal number of the white population, not less than 9,000, - 
0, whose children are not so well cared for as are the children of the 
Indians, 
hildren were being educated at a like expense as is now given for the 
benefit of the Indians by the Government and by religious denomina- 
ions, and by as large an expenditure as is now being paid for the 
children of the Indians of the country, and as it is proposed to take 
from the coffers of the Government alone in the course of the next four 
r five years, we should be expending upon the children of these 18,- 

000,000 a sum of $360,000,000 annually, while the common-school ex- 

penditure of the whole country for the children of the whole 65,000,000 

le is only $122,000,000 a year. 

r. President, kam not finding any fault with the good fortune of 
the Indians, for this means, as I remember the number, the edu- 
‘cation of only about one-third of the Indian children to-day; some- 
where between 30,000 and 40,000, I think, is the number of the chil- 
dren of the Indians who are reached; and I am not including in this 
estimate the children of the inhabitants of Alaska. There must be 
some 8,000 or 10,000, yes, nearly 20,000 who require education in that 
far-off Territory. 

i think these figures ought to be contemplated by the Senate. I 
think the Senators who rise here with so much zeal (and they do not 


000, 000, 


op 
ar 
‘a 
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Mr. President, one can not in listening to this debate | 


If the white children of these 9,000,000 and the colored | 
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exhibit any too much) for the education of the Indians in the recently 
admitted States ought to have some thought of the condition of the 
white and colored children in other portions of the United States who 
are to do the voting of the country. We are being called upon to ex- 
pend by taxation to train and educate the Indians of the comparatively 
uninhabited parts of this country an amount of money which, if it 
were poured into this lack of knowledge which is among the children 
of the citizens of the United States, would tell infinitely more for the 
advantage of our country and of the human race. 

I think these facts ought to constitute an appeal to those who are 
asking help, as they ought to receive it, to bear in mind the burdens 
| that we might well carry for other portions of the country. 

I have here a copy of the Weekly Times-Democrat, of New Orleans. 
I understand it to be the leading Democratic paper of the Southwest. 
It isof a recent date, Friday, May 30, 1890. It contains an article 
upon the illiteracy in Louisiana. This is from a source which can not 
be accused of any partiality towards theschool bill, so called, or towards 
the idea ot nationaleducation. Itis a simple, cold statement of facts 
which exist, and which, if they did not exist, or if they were exaggerated, 
this paper would be the most likely of any to palliate if not to con- 


| 
| 
| ceal. It says: 
| 
| 


ILLITERACY IN LOUISIANA, 


The report of the secretary of state just issued gives some interesting figures 
in regard to the registration. The last elections, particularly the State and mu- 
nicipal, aroused so much interest as to bring out the largest registration and the 
largest vote ever polled in Louisiana. That registration affords usan excellent 
opportunity of testing the question whether illiteracy has increased or dimin- 
ished in Louisiana. Some years ago the Times-Democrat produced some inter- 
esting figures which showed that Louisiana was falling behind in this matter 
and that its public schools were not sufficientto meettheir requirements. These 
figures were not relished at the time and it was insisted that the registration 
was not fullandcomplete. Nosuch pretense can be made to-day. The Federal 
census of 1880 showed that there were 216,787 voters in Louisiana, whereas the 
registration books contain to-day the names of 254,807, an increase of 20 per cent. 

And now as to illiteracy. The statistics of the United States census on this 
subject are acknowledged by all to be correctand beyond dispute. The follow- 
ing comparison with the report of the secretary of state will show whether 
we have moved forward ornot. The registration books of the parish of St. 
Martin have been burned, and, while it is possible to give the number of per- 
sons of each color registered, it is impossible to give by these books the number 
who can read and write. We have accordingly estimated for that parish on the 
registration figures of 1830, 1882, and 1884, taking it for granted that its educa- 
tional! condition has remained unchanged and that it has not retrograded like 
the others. The following are the comparative figures. 


Here comes then a table compiled from the official records of the 
secretary of state, which says: 
Per Per 
Literate. cent. of) Illiterate. |cent. of 
| total. | | total. 


| j | | 
- point a a eee me 
| 
1890—Secretary Of State ........:.sssecee seers 127,129; 49.8 27, 673 50.2 
| 





1880-—United States Census... ...........+.+0++ | 113, 855 52.5 102, 932 47.5 


So that the ignorant or illiterate vote of the State of Louisiana in 
1890 is 50.2 per cent., while in 1880 the illiterate vote was 47.5, show- 
ing an increase. ‘Thusitseems more than half of the voting populaton 
in that State is now illiterate. 

There are other statistics. The statistics to which this paper refers 
as published formerly show an increase of the white illiterate vote as 
well as the colored. I have not that by me, but I remember what the 
figures were: . 

It will be seen from these figures that, whereas in 1880 there was a consider- 
able majority of voters who could read their ballots, it is quite different to-day 
and the illiterates are in a majority; that during the decade the percentage of 
voters who can write their names has fallen from 52.5 to 49.8 per cent. ; that of 


the addition to the voting population of the State 13,274 can read and 24,741, or 
nearly twice as many, can not, 


That is an increase. 


Nor let us cherish the delusion that this illiteracy is confined to the negroes, 
for the number of ignorant white voters increased during the decade from 16,377, 
or 15 per cent. of the total, to 24,212, or 19 per cent., increasing both in the ag- 
gregate and proportionately. 

With one exception, Louisiana is the only State in the Union where the illit- 
erate voters are in a majority. It is the only State in which illiteracy is gain- 
ing, and which in the decade has turned a majority of 10,923 voters who can 
read and write into a majority of illiterates. 


I doubt the statement there as to the increase in other States. I be- 
lieve there are other sections, if not full States—I know there are other 
very large sections, if not full States, where the illiteracy is increasing 
rather than lessening. 

There is no necessity— 


This article proceeds— 


There is no necessity for drawing inferences from these figures. The simple 
undisputed fact stands out plain and self-conspicuous that Louisiana is mak- 
ing such a poor provision for its publie schools, not enough for one-fourth its 
children and open but a few weeks of the year, that illiteracy is gaining on 
intelligence and that the State is sinking further and further into Tesocenen. 
As Superintendent Breaux declares, “‘ We are hampered by the constitution in 

the limit of the appropriations for school purposes; and until it is made possi- 
ble to increase these appropriations there can not be the improvement in the 
system that the times demand.” 

Here is a great danger to free government facing us. 


Mr. President, the school bill is not a dead proposition. It never 
can be a dead proposition so long as the necessity of assistance in the 
education of the people is so manifest. 
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The fact that localities do not educate their children is the only 
relevant fact, the question between the child and the present and the 
future, and it is no concern of his nor is it any blame on his part that 
those who might educate may fail to do so, for, if the State can not, 
certainly the nation has that power. We can not well excuse our- 
selves by saying that the States should do this 
erally are contributing to-day to the education of their children qt 
as largely as are the wealthy States of the North. 

I thought this was a proper place in passing to call attention to ideas 
which wiil live until this evil shall be removed; and to show that the 
people have not forgotten about this subject I will read a telegram 
which I received within a day or two from certain Northern peop) 
dated Williamsport, Pa., July 18, 1890, as follows 
Hon. H. W. Biatr, Washington 

Your efforts in behalf of national aid to the public-school sys nm mes \ 


for these States gen- 


the hearty and cordial indorsement of the State Councilof ’ennsylvania Junior 
Order of United American Mechanics, in annual session asse ed, re) se 
ing fifty thousand citizens and residents of Pennsylvania. 

ED. 8S. DEEMER, 8. C. 8 uw 


I am for the education of the Indian. 


let these societies do. The Indians need religious and moral training, 


What the nation does not do | 


and must get it from denominational sources very generally; but our | 


own children ought to be treated as well as the children of the Indians, 
and I submit, Mr. President, that the Congress which has imposed 
upon the Southern country an additional annual contribution of not 
less than $15,000,000 a year for the payment of pensions to those who 
preserved the Government, who reside principally at the North, the 


aggregate contribution of not less than twenty-five or thirty million | 


dollars annually for the same purpose—lI say that the nation, that the 
Congress which has imposed this additional burden upon a people not 


able to educate their children, as is evidenced by the fact that they do | 


not do it, has no excuse for passing into history leaving this great evil 
with no remedy provided. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Chair 
will state to the Senator from Oregon and to the Senate that the Nec- 
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retary’s notes show that the amendment now under debate was some- | 


time ago agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What amendment is that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was certainly not agreed to before Senators 
were upon the floor, and my colleague [Mr. VEsT] was upon the floor 
before it was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The Cuter CLERK. 


The amendment will be stated. 
On page 55, line 3, after the word ‘‘ buildings,”’ 


the Committee on Appropriations reported to insert ‘‘ including con- | 


struction of school building at Blackfeet agency, in Montana,’ and in | 


line 5, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to insert the words ‘‘and fifty;’ 
so as to read: 

For the construction on Indian reservations of school buildings and repair of 
school buildings, including construction of school building at Blackfeet agency 
in Montana, $150,000, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment, according to the 
notes of the Secretary, was some time ago agreed to. The present oc- 
cupant of the chair, however, will not undertake, as this debate has 


been indulged in, to interfere with it if the Senator chooses to proceed | 


or to move a reconsideration or whatever else he may desire. 

Mr. DAWES. This discussion has been about something else, and 
all the time I have endeavored to arrest it until the subject-matter 
could come up ina proper manneron the amendments to which I have 
referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chair 
will not undertake to interfere with the discussion. He simply de- 
sired to call attention to the present status of the amendment. _ 

Mr. MITCHELL. I shall occupy the attention of the Senate only 
a moment in response to the strictures of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. Jones] in regard to the Salem industrial school in Oregon. | 
desire to supplement what my colleague said a moment ago by calling 
attention simply to the record as it is in regard to the number of em- 
ployés in that school and the amount that is being annually disbursed 
in the payment of employ¢s. 

The whole number of employs in the Salem industrial training 
school is seventeen. One of these, the superintendent, is paid $1,500 
per annum; there is a clerk at $1,200 per annum; one paid $1,000 per 
annum; two are paid $900 per annum each; one $700; two $548; one 
$600; one $480; one $300: two $150 each; and three $72 per annum 
each, and one $48 per annum; and the whole footing up $8,214. 

That is the record with regard to this school so fir as the number 
of employés and the amount disbursed for payment are concerned. So 
far as the Umatilla school is concerned, as stated by the Senator from 
Massachusetts in charge of the bill, that is simply a boarding school, 
and does not come under the head of “industrial training schools.’ 
It is a new school and the number of employés there is five. The sum 
total paid out in the way of disbursements for salary for its five officers 
does not amount to $309, and very good work is being done in that 
school, and J am quite surea most excellent work is being done in the 
industrial training school at Salem. It is universally commended by 








the peopl who have knowledzge of t work going or \ ta i 
by my colleague, young Indians, 1 ily from the State of Oregon 
but from the surrounding States and T\ o ire there educated 
That is all I desire to say. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thea ni ving been 
to, the reading of the bill will proces et 
Mr. COCK REI The latter part of tha 1 has ) i 
to; and I move tostrike out, in lines 13, 14, a 15, t word id any 
of the unexpended appropriation of t ‘ } ear is reapp t 
1 made available at once pon ( t i i 
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Thea ndment was agr i to 
Che next amendment w ( ‘ ; | ‘ 
pair,’’ to strike ont ‘“‘ the erection and in e 2, be t vord 
‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘twent 1 inse ban ‘ p a 
in line 4, after the word ‘‘ girls t sert ‘‘and $5,000 
ment of a debt on the new gymnasium 30 as to make t ah 
read 
For sup] an indust s Carlis t x g$ 
for each pu for transportat fr ‘ e i for 
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Che amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, line 8, before the word *‘thou- 
id,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-one;’’ and twenty-six;’’ so as to 
I he 1use read 
illo R. I i 2 n 
, x 
Thea nent was agreed to 
rhe nextamendment was, on page 56, line 14, before the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ two thousand’’ and insert ‘‘one tho id five 
hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read 
For support of Indian pupils, at $167 per annum each; purchase of material, 
erection of buildings, shops, barns, and n -ssary out-b lings, and for repairs 
of same at Indian school at Chiloceo, Ind. T. (forme: near Arkansas City, 
Kans.), and for pay of superintendent of said school, at $1,500 per annum, $0,- 
000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 57, line 5, after the wor i 


* reap- 









propriated,’’ to strike out ‘‘and made immediately available;’’ so as 
to make the clause read 

For support of Indian pupils, at $167 pera ach; enlarging and improy- 
ing lings, necessary out-buildings, repairs en x at the Indianschool 
at Pierre, 8. Dak., and for pay superintend tof said school, at $1,500 per 
annum, $35,000: Provided, That any unexpended balance of the current appro- 
priation made for the establishment and support of the Indian school at Pierre, 
S$. Dak., is continued and reappropriated 


Mr. COCKRELL. I want to strike out more than the committee 









reportt » strike out. I moveto strike out all after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ 
in line 2, on page 57, down to the end of line 5, the entire proviso. 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHikF CLERK. On page 57, line 2, after the word “‘ dollars,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out 

Provided, That any unexpended balance of the current appropriation made 
for the establishment and suppo o \e ndian scho at Pierre, S. Dak,, is 

| continued and reappropriated and made immediate available 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 

The amendment as amended was agreed to 

The reading of the bill was resumed. ‘The next amendmse of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 57 er line to insert 

Fert I jose of erecting, constructing, and comple x atiitable scl | build- 

gs au Indian industrial school near t ‘ age n S. Da upon 

res of land to be purchased by the Secretary of the Interior for not to exceed 
the sum of $2,000, wh I lings are to be constructe ler the dire mn of 
; Secretary of the Interio ; i plans and sp ications to approved by 
bin, $25,00 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to have some explanation of that. 
Is that town on an Indian reservation or it close to it or how far is 
it from it? 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Sonth Mr. | 2 | 
can answer more accurately than 1 If out » location. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to »,000."? in 
line 13, and inserting *‘ $12,009.’ is the | t, I believe, for In- 
dian school buildings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICI The amendment to the amendmen 
will be stated. 

The Citer CLERK. On pag line 13, inthe amendment reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations, it is proposed to st out 
‘‘twenty-five,’’ before the word ‘thousand > and insert ‘‘twelve age 


/ 80 as to read, 


‘$12,000, 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like to have read a letter from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs with regard to this matter, which I 
send to the desk. 

fhe Chief Clerk read as follows 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIO Orrice, or LYDIAN AFFATRS, 


i vington, D. C., January 29, 1390. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
letter addressed ? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The letter was written in response to a bill 
which was introduced and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
The address is given in the letter. 

lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. It was addressed to the Secretary of 
the Interior and by him transmitted to the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What document is it? 

The Cuter CLERK. Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 172, Fifty- 
first Congress, first session; papers relating to the establishment of an 
Indian industrial school at Flandreau, 8. Dak. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to see the papers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The item will be passed over for the 
present at the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I merely wish to get the papers. I will catch up 
with it as the reading proceeds, 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire where the limit of $12,000 
for buildings for Indian schools appears. Isit in some general statute 
or in this bill ? 

Mr. DAWES. It appears on page 55of the bill. It has always been 
$10,000 heretofore and now it is raised to $12,000. 

Mr. PLATT. I see. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say with reference to the amendment 
offered by the Scnator from Missouri that these schools which are estab- 
lished upon the agencies are not expected to carry education to as high 
an extent, for instance, as the schools at Carlisle and Haskell, and that 
this school which it is proposed to establish by this bill is to furnish 
higher education in the country where the Indians are located than 
can be acquired at the ordinary agency school, and for that reason the 
appropriation of $25,000 is not enough to accomplish the purpose desired. 

There is but one other Indian school of this character in the State of 
South Dakota, and the,eport of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
shows that at present that school only accommodates about sixty pupils, 
while there are over five thousand Indian children of school age in the 
State. It therefore seemed expedient to establish another school in the 
State, which could give to those Indians which show a capacity in the 
agency schools for a higher education the facilities for acquiring it. 

Mr. PLATT. That is not a reservation school, then? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No, sir; this school is located at Flandreau, 
where there is a settlement of eighty families of Sioux Indians who 
are farming successfully, and their example and their assistance, for 
they are all members of the Presbyterian or Episcopal Church, would 
have a beneficial effect upon the students of thisschool. They are very 
ne. ‘ly, if not quite, self-supporting, living in houses and adopting the 
hanits of civilized life. 

Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from South Dakota that the reading of the letter was not completed, 
having been interrupted by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to have the whole letter read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF Tex INTERIOR, OrFriIce oF IxDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., January 29, 1890. 


Sint Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of January 
2° inclosing copy of Senator PeTriGREW’s bill to provide for buildingand main- 
taining an indian industrial school at Flandreau, in the State of South Dakota, 
and appropriating for the purpose $50,000, introduced in the Senate January 20, 
1800, and referred by the honorable Senate Committee on Indian Affairs to the 
Department of the Interior for examination and report. 

The Flandreau Indians in South Dakota have long since taken their lands in 
severalty and are an industrious and fairly prosperous community, citizens of 
the new State and a part of its civilization, exercising the franchise with a good 
degree of intelligence and appreciating its importance. 

Fiandrean is conveniently situated with reference to the great Sioux reser- 
vations west of the Missouri River and the Sisseton reservation on Lake Trav- 
erse. It will therefore be a good location for an industrial school, inasmuch 
as it will be in the same climate as the Sioux reservations, and at no great dis- 
tance therefrom, but far enough away to escape the demoralizing influences of 
the example of the older Indians on the reservation. 

A school located at Flandreau, and properly conducted, will have many of the 
advantages now obtaining at the large Eastern schools, with few of the disad- 
vantages alleged against the latter schools by the advocates of reservation 
achools. 

The example of the Flandreau Indians tilling the soil, living in houses, and 
engaged in all the pursuits of civilized life, would be an object-lesson to the pu- 
pils from the reservation tribes of great value. 

I would therefore respectfully state, in my opinion, the school service will be 
greatly benefited by the passage of Senate bill No. 2167. 

Very respectfully, 


I should like to ask the Senator to whom is that 


T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner. 
The ScRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the accompanying papers be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the accompanying 
papers will proceed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Srovx Fass, 8. Daxk., March 17, 1890. 


My Dear Mr. Petricgrew: Permit me to write a few lines in the interest of 
the Indian boarding-school which has been proposed for the town of Flandreau. 
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a, The town is one of the best situated in South Dakota. 

b. The country is not excelled in productiveness by any part of the State. 

c. There is an Indian population in the county of several hundred. 

d. The town is easy of access from the Sisseton reserve on the north and 
from the great Sioux reserve on the west. 

e. There is already a nucleus of an enterprise of the kind now advocated in an 
Indian day-school which has been conducted by the United States in the town 
of Flandreau tor many years. 

Jf. The relations of the white people and the Indians in the country have been 
mutually satisfactory. 

In view of these facts, and of others which might be mentioned, I think the 
establishment of an Indian industria! boarding-school in Flandreau very desir- 
able. I write with some knowledge, as I have visited the Indians near Flan- 
dreau every year of the past seventeen years and have known the town ever 
since it was begun. 

Yours, very truly, 
W. H. HARE, Missionary Bishop. 


We, the undersigned, headmen and methbers of the Sisseton and Wahpeton 
Sioux Indians, residents of South Dakota, do hereby petition that the honora- 
ble Commissioner of Indian Affairs do recommend that the present Congress 
cotati an industrial school for the education of the Indians at Mlandreau, 5S, 

W e make this petition because we fully believe that the best interests of edu- 
cation among the Sioux Indians in this manner will be advanced by establish- 
ing a school in a locality where all the Indians have become civilized and chris- 
t — d, and thus will exercise the most powerful influence for good among our 

copie 
Gabriel Renville— 

Mr. COCKRELL. The names need not be read. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say further that there are several hun- 
dred Indians in this county about the town of Flandreau, but aside 
from that the Indians of the other reservations in Dakota will be 
largely benefited by the establishment of this school, and the petition 
which was read is signed by the chiefs and headmen and members of 
the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Indians where there is an agency 
school, which cost, I suppose, about $10,000. There are 1,400 of these 
Indians at the Sisseton reservation to be accommodated, so that a large 
school would be profitable and advantageous at this point. 

Aside from that, the Yankton reservation, which contains about 1,600 
Indians, and they could also be provided with a higher education at 
this point, as well as the Indians ypon the Crow Creek and Lower 
Brilé agencies, which are very accessible to this point, where thereare 
about 2,200 Indians more. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the cost of the building ? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The building ought to be built a cost of $50,- 
000, at least. More than one building ought to be built for a school 
and for a dormitory separately, and there ought to be arrangements 
made at that point for the accommodation of at least two hundred and 
fifty pupils. 

Mr. VEST. Then there must be workshops, of course, if it is an 
industrial school, and $25,000 is not too much for a school of that 
sort. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri to the amendment of the committee is withdrawn, The 
question is on the committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 27, after line 13, to insert: 

For the purpose of erecting, constructing, and completing suitable school- 
buildings for an Indian industrial school near Mandan, N. Dak., upon 160 acres 
of land to be purchased by the Secretary of the Interior, for not to exceed the 
sum of $2,000, which buildings are to be constructed under the direction of the 
Senvatary of the Interior, upon plans and specifications to be approved by him, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have some explanation of this, 
the location of it, and the advantages, if any, for a school at this par- 
ticular place. It is not on the reservation. I infer from the language 
it is on the reservation, and, if not, I should like to know what are the 
surroundings and why this place has been selected in preference to the 
reservation. 

Mr. PIERCE. I will try to explain to the Senator. This location 
which has been selected for the school is 65 miles from the great Sioux 
reservation and about 70 miles from the Fort Buford reservation. It 
is between the two. It would remove the place from the immediate 
influence of the Indians on the reserva ion, and at the same time not 
take them far enough away so that they could not be visited by their 
parents. It has been thought the best place that could be selected in 
that part of the State for the school. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What are the surroundings at Mandan? Isita 
town of any size? 

Mr. PIERCE. It isa town of perhaps 1,800 or 2,000 inhabitants. 
Its industrial school is near Mandan, and it is thought that a situation 
half a mile or three-quarters of a mile from the town would be the 
best. As has been suggested by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT], the advantages of the Carlisle school will exist on this reser- 
vation without any of the disadvantages. The same argument applies 
precisely to this as to the previous amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 58, line 10, before the word 
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‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out “‘ twenty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ so ; Committee on Appropriations wa g 
as to make the clause read: from line 19 to line 21, 

For the repair or erection of buildings at the Indian school at the Shoshone I é t ‘ 
Indian reservation, Wyoming Territory, $12,000. ~ it ser. ] 

The amendment was agreed to. } DAWES. Iasku 3 ! 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 9 I move to strike out the word “‘Terri- } t! may be considered t 
tory ’’ after “Wyoming,” and before ‘‘ Wyoming ”’ to insert the words -ESIDING OFFI 
** State of.’’ i ! rend me 

Mr. PLATT. Thatis not necessary. | pa tol 2, on 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then leave it ‘‘Wyoming’’ and strike out tl 
word ‘‘ Territory.’’ i s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be regarded as Mr. DAW 
agreed to if there be no objection, and the word ‘‘Territory’’ will be p , ) ) 
stricken out. The Chair hears no objection “ 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of thé : 

Committee on Appropriations was, on page 58, line 12, after the word i ; ¥ 
‘Seach,’ to strike out: 

For necessary repairs to buildings, fencing, ete for pay of superint i tat i 0 ul 
the Indian school,Grand Junction, Colo., at $1,500 per annum, including th = eae ’ : ; 
cost of water for irrigating purposes, $17,500. ao ‘ ol ew 

. lic schools. andt | lus 

And insert : . 

) tte did not 

For the erection of a new building, at a cost not to exceed $12,000; for the 4 ; : , 
erection of a barn, shops, outhouses; for securing a proper water supply ; f 1 Oo 
necessary repairs, furnishings, tools, and farm implements 1 for pay Vy hat ed t ( ‘ ) im- 
perintendent at the Indian school, Grand Junction, Colo,, at $1,500 pe 4 yn » t t 
$35,000 
wou, | 3 1d i I t ) 

So as to make the clause read: naint 1, 

For support of Indian pupils, at $175 per annum each; for the erection of anew The presentand ex } t I t 
building, at a cost not to exceed $12,000; for the erection of a barn, shops ’ —— : 

Pues . ep r é not add 1, v l s l love < t 
houses; for securing a proper water supply; for necessary repairs, furnish : : ' 
tools, and farm implements; and for pay of superintendent at the Indian scho f | that was In exis ce t with al mi 
Grand Junction, Colo., at $1,500 per annum, 335,000. ! of what 1 é t te 3 except 
‘. . t 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that the place where that beautiful building [do not know wl 3, | the reason 
is, a photograph of which was exhibited here yesterday? Whatisthe | renewed pay 
necessity for a new building at this place or has there been a new build- | “ — \ lal 
ing there? not renewed, 

mir “1 + . . Nf; avTT 

Mr. TELLER. I would say that this is about a couple of hundred eee 

- . . a Wr TAWES T a ‘ . T 
miles farther north than the one of which a photograph was exhibited AVN i 3 t on i 
the other day—quite a different place—and the Government hasa school ed 1 Ine t K 3 l 
now with about sixty children in attendance, and this is to increase | 2%@ tere! I did not desire now whi 

> . . TT} WESTT)T' oy | 

the capacity of the school so that one hundred and twenty or one hun The PRI tet Orricl i g ar- 

. . . . ° - y } +} ’ . } — } ‘ } ~ . ‘ | ' 
dred and twenty-five children can be maintained there for just about ved, the Chair lays @ the ¢ which 

. . ; +} } 1] LT » of y 7 + ] 

the same amount of money and for the same care and attention of su- | 18 the Dill (i. Ke. 416) to re t i it } 
perintendent and employés as half that number. The purpose is to | /™ports, and for other purpose 
increase the capacity of that school. Mr. DAWES. I hope the regular ord l temporarily laid 

The amendment was agreed to. aside, that we may « nue th side e pen yr bill 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of ths The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorf Massachusetts as! 
following clause, op page 60, beginning in line 14: unanimous consent that t a | b ially laid 

For care, support, and education of Indian pupils at industrial, agricultural, » ae CORMAN I suggest to mv fr; I Gienwe Ws Tas ; tn lat 
mechanical, and other schools, other than those herein provided for,in an : charcoal ‘hn O My 2haeu OM SPassaCnuUsevts CO 1€1 
of the States or Territories of the United States, at a rate not to exceed $167 for o over as the regular order for to-mor It was understood that 
each pupil, $75,000. ut tter would not probably be reached to-day 

dace ° \T Tarn a £ Side +} aw satan cic 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I never have been able to understand tr. Ph ‘TT. Ido nott k : hn Sos \t understanding 
why this discrimination was made as between the Indian schools in the rt , ee we Cee y oN ! ' n et We should 
West as to the amount paid for each pupil. I see some of them pay | V°'* Ut! some of them co 
$167 and » others—I have not made the cal - : 7 Mr MORGAN Thic 1 c Ma te Mi 

37 and some others—I have not made the calculation—considerably | kin : ee 1 ; 
over that, JAWI ery Kindly inlormed that at ver time I might 

oe . . as i a al Ge little bridge hill 

Mr. DAW ES. On the Jecko reservation it is $150 per annum each, | “*) "P* cs br 2 eee ‘ pets a 

Mr. VEST. And the one at Jocko is $150. The PRESIDING OFFICER H the chair). The Sen- 

-_TN 24 » . sr fran ] y x ll wis r ’ ' hy 

Mr. DAW ES. And at another $130 each. It arises from the fact | *%°T'TO™ Ala mae Wilt i lator from Massachu- 
that it is considered more expensive to maintain children at some | %¢'ts | Mr. DAw! asked unanim vt the unfinished busi- 
schools than at others. ness might be informally laid that the Senate might 

a r ° Ww > Jorn? ‘ nr + ’ ] 

Mr. VEST. There ought not to be any difference really out in these _ ed with the ca sideratic ’ ppropriation I 
Western States which have recently been Territories. there objection? he Chair heat 1 it is so ordered 

Mr. DAWES. That distinction has been maintained for a good FREED ( EEC 
many yous. Mr. VOORHEES introduced a b Ss 8) to secure the titu 

Mr. VEST. It ought not to be. tional right to freedom of trade, spees ses sie Aline, Baal ail 

Mr. DAWES. And there has not been any complaint except at for o purpose 7 di. twice lev ite 
Jocko, which was always found to be low until it was put up to $150. 

Mr. V EST I am very familiar, as the Senator knows, with the ‘ES I I f 1 It co from 
St. Ignatius school, and there the cost of board, clothing, medical ’s Alliance. and. while Iam not familiar with th 
attendance, books, and everything included was 40 cents and 1 mii! a J { } Pp 1 in the KecorpD beca 
day, and that is ample. it is the best Indian school, in my judgment, ft] itv of the source from which it emanat: 

— United States, and the Jesuits are amply satisfied with that The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The Senator 
“a f ; ie ; from Indiana asks unanimous consent that the bill may be printed in 

Now, I see here in the general appropriation from lines 14 to 18 for | iullinthe Recorp. Is there objection ? 
ap ee provided for, these Indian schools are put at Mr.SHERMAN. Iobject. It wouldsetavery example. 7 ’ 

s7 for each pupil. ‘ ere 

-re ? : is no objection to its being printed lik ny othe 
Mr. DAWES. Not exceeding that. Mr. VOORHEES. Isat P ieee ae 5 ; rr } t > 
1 rn iT, ‘ sa. Sany ques 1 to be sé pou obi¢ ol 

Mr. VEST. They always take that. Can I meet that? Is it debata le 

Mr. DAWES. That is the highest limit of them all, and it gives the The PRESIDING OFFI It is not, as the Chair understands 
opportunity of making just such contracts as they can within that limit. | Objection is made to printing the bi RECORD 
I think it is not very large. , ER ' : ‘ 

Mr. VEST. I ijud na Mr. VOORHEES. This bill comes to me with a request from the 

f > > : : . . . Y - 
7 — b my judgment $150 is enough. But it is not a very | labor organization of the United States, its Alliance, that it be printed 
large matter. sit — 


a i‘ © F | in the REcoRD. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 


: : The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the | mous consent. 


The Senator is proceeding by unani- 
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Mr. VOORHEES. 


ervuion } 


| simply desire to say that I have asked its in- 
n the Recorp to-morrow morning, and the Alliance will take 
notice of the objection and where it comes from 

| PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


BRIDGE AT GUNTERSVILLE, ALA. 


Mr. MORGAN. Now, I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to yield 

Mr. DAWES. he Senator asks me to yield to him for a moment 
and I will consent if n bod y objects. 

Mr. MORGAN I desire to call up House bill 9523, authorizing the 


eonstraction of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or near Gunters- 
I wish to take it up because that 
necessary to have the bridge. 

The Senator from Alabama asks 
of the Senate that the Senate proceed at this time to 
( ider the bill the title of which he has stated. Is there objection? 

icre being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
eeded to consider the bill (Il. R. 9523) authorizing the construction 
lve over the Tennessee River at or near Guntersville, Ala., 


ile, Ala., and for other purposes 
and it is 
ry} PRESLDING OFFICER 


VorR 1 i propre as now 


consent 


olper purpose 


rk proceeded to read the bill 


{ LORGAN After the word ‘* Guntersville,”’ in line 7, I move to 
nsert the words ** or Deposit. 

Mr. FRY! Chat being the pame of a town? 

Mr. MOKGAN Ye 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, line 7, after the word ‘* Gunters- 


le.’’ it is proposed to insert the words ‘ 


Che amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MORGAN In the same line, after the word 
move to insert 


or Deposit. r 


‘Alabama,’’ | 


j Chat the main t k line of said railroad shall pass within 1 mile 
he present court-house at Guntersville if said bridge is located at Deposit. 
Mr. VEST he amendment which includes the word ‘‘ Deposit”’ 


s unobjectionable. That simply fixed the location of the bridge; but 
the amendment which my friend from Alabama proposes now is rather 

vel one in a bridge bill, one I think not heard of before. It lim- 
its the location of the railroad, which, it seems to me, Congress ought 
not to have anything to do with 

Mr. MORGAN. The road, whether it crosses at Deposit or whether 
it crosses at Guntersville, will go to the same point north of the Ten- 
nessee River and connect with the same system of roads. It is sup- 
posed there is an advantage of several hundred feet, probably 800 feet, 
in the depth of the river as between Deposit and Guntersville, De- 
posit being considered the best bank for building the bridge. The com- 
pany has not had the opportunity as yet of determining that question 
upon an actual survey upon the ground. I was not willing that this 
bridge should cross the river at Deposit unless the main line of the road 
should go through Guntersville, the place designated in the bill as it 
came from the House of Representatives, and that is agreeable to all 
concerned. 

General Thomas, of Tennessee, who is now in charge of this work 
and the president of the company, and is building it rapidly, informs 
me by telegraph that the crossing at Deposit would have some very 
decided advantages, but he does not care about diverting the main line 
from Guntersville. He does not wish to do that. The configuration 
of the ground is such that when you reach Guntersville and turn down 
the Tennessee River you go about five or six miles until you reach 
Deposit, and this gives them the option of crossing at either place and 
nakes it incumbent upon them if they cross at Deposit that they shall 


» near Guntersviile, and the place that originated the road and has | 


been for a great many years concerned in building it. 

Mr. VEST. It seems to me that all we are concerned with is as to 
the construction of the bridge so that it does not interfere with the 
navigation of the river. If I understand this amendment, it makes it 
a condition-precedent that this line of railroad shall run to a certain 
place. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
ville. ‘That is all. 

Mr. VEST. That is not a question as to navigation. 

Mr. MORGAN, 
same time we give the railroad company the right to select either of 
two crossings, and, if it turns out that Deposit is the best, of course 


No; if it crosses at Deposit it shall run by Gunters- 


they would merely move down the river, but the road would go by | 


Guntersville. 
Mr. BATE. 


} 


Mr. President, I have been in correspondence likewise 


with the president of the road that is now constructing this Tennessee | 


and Coosa Railroad and extending it also up to the line of our State of 
‘Tennessee, and there is a very marked difference in the advantages of 
location of the bridge across the Tennessee River there. One of them 
is by survey 100 feet wide, with a fine depthof waterand good embank- 
ments, and the other is 2,300 feet, and that is one of the reasons for 
the desire to place the bridge at Deposit instead of going across at Gun- 
tersville, 
Deposit. 


No, it is not a question as to navigation, but at the | 


My understanding is that this company desire to cross at | 


I am not informed, however, as to their desire to go within a mile 
of the court-house at Guntersville; but, as the Senator from Alabama 
states that he has received a dispatch from Colonel Thomas, the presi- 
dent of the road, that settles the matter, and there is no opposition to 
object on the part of my colleague and myself, who represent this par- 
ticular interest, because it is now being constructed by arailroad com- 
| pany, a large part of which is in our State and the officers are there. 
| They have recently purchased this interest and are now building very 
| rapidly. They want this facility of crossing at this narrow place in- 
| stead of making it 2,300 feet, and they propose to guard it in such man- 
| neras Congress may desire so far as the construction of the bridge is 
concerned, I will say tothe Senator from Missouri. 
| I understand from the Senator from Missouri that they would go 
| ordirarily on the land route by Guntersvillein order to get to Deposit 
i 
| 
| 
| 
' 





in going from Gadsden. So I think it is agreeable to all parties that 
it should go this way. 

As to the mode of constructing the bridge across the river the chair- 
man ot the Committee on Commerce will understand that the com- 
pany do not ask any special privileges in that regard. 

Mr. VEST. I want to be as courteous as possible, and I hope my 
friend from Alabama and my friend from Tennessee will get what 
they want, but I do not care about putting limitation as to the loca- 

| tion of a railroad in a bridge bill. That is all of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is the location of the bridge, and not of the rail- 
road 

Mr. DAWES. Let the amendment be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SecrRETARY. In section 1, line 17, after the word ‘ Alabama,”’’ 
| it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That the main trunk line of said railroad shall pass within | mile 
| of the present court-house at Guntersville if said bridge is located at Deposit. 

Mr. BATE. Of course the railroad company will prefer not to be 
tied down to any point, but prefer that this should be left discretion- 
| ary with them. Iam informed that such is the understanding, how- 
| ever, that they agree to go within that distance, and therefore I would 
| withdraw any opposition I had to that particular language which has 
just been read, solely on that account. 
| Mr. VEST. Ican not change my mind about the effect of that amend- 

ment. All that I care about is that a bridge shall be put there that 
does not interfere with navigation. Now, where that railroad goes is 
a matter that the Senate of the United States, it seems to me, has noth- 
ing todowith. The amendment says that, if the bridge is built at De- 
posit, then the railroad shall go within 1 mile of a certain court-house. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the bridge is built at Deposit? 

Mr. VEST. Then it goes within acertain distance of the court-house 
at Guotersville. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘That is because the line as established now would 
carry the bridge across the Tennessee River at Guntersville where it 
seems there are, I do not know how many, but a thousand or twelve 
hundred people. General Thomas thinks he can save in construction 
by going down the river 5 miles, or about that, to Deposit, and if he 
wants to go down there we are perfectly willing that he should go 
there and select the other place, but if he goes down there we want 
him to go by Guntersville where the bill of the House puts the bridge. 
There is no harm init. It is exactly right. 

Mr. VEST. That controls the locationofthe railroad. I have noth- 
ing to say about the location, and care nothing about it except that I 
do not want to establish the precedent of putting in a bridge bil! alim- 
itation or the location of a railroad. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no danger of a precedent, as you will not 
| find another case like this in a million. It is exactly right. It is 
| just, and contributes to the success of the road; and I have letters from 
General Thomas and others this morning in which they state that they 
are deeply concerned about it. They want to have this matter settled 
upon fair principles. There is no controversy between the people in- 
terested. 

Mr. VEST. The Senate can do as it pleases. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senate will pass the bill, because there 
is no trouble there about it. 

Mr. VEST, This first amendment was sent to me from the House 
of Representatives to insert ‘‘ Deposit’’ by the member from that dis- 
trict, and of course it is unobjectionable. We do not care where the 
bridge is so that it is built under the limitations prescribed in the act 
of Congress; but after you have built that bridge, whether it is at one 
place or the other, then it seems to me that our function ceases. 
Whether the railroad shall then go by the court-house at Guntersville, 
or where it shall go, isa question between the corporation and the 
authorities of the State and the county. 

Mr. MORGAN. Just one word, and then I will abandon this unless 
Ican get along withit. I putin the amendment ‘at or near Deposit’’ 
myself. In doing that I did not wish to give this railroad company 
the right to run around Guntersville and leave it out by 3 or 4 miles 
when the people there have built the road and spent $100,000 on it 
in that little town, and they ought to have what we claim there, 
| that if the company do cross at Deposit they shall still keep the main 
, line of the road running by Guntersville, and General Thomas is will- 
| ing to do it. Now, what objection can there be? it is merely a tech- 
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nieal one. It does not amount to anything in substance, and it ex- 


clades all objection on the ground of agreement between all the parties 
< yneerped, 

1 hope the Senator from Missouri will withdraw his objection to the 
amendment, because it is right. I do not want Deposit in there if the 
location is to be changed away from this town where the people have 
built the read. They have contributed their money and have been at 
work on this for twenty-five or thirty years trying to get this railroad. 

Mr. GRAY I should like to have the amendment again read. 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The amendment will be again read. 
Mr. MORGAN. I will let the bill go over. I will not detain th 
ippropriation bill upon a matter of merely local interest 
lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Alabama withdraws 
his request for the further consideration of the bill. 
Ir. MORGAN. I move to reconsider the vote on the amendment 
by which ‘* Deposit’? was inserted in line 7 of section 1. 
rhe motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
Mr. DAWES. What is the condition of the matter? 
Che PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair understands the bridge bill 
has gone over and the appropriation bil! is now before the Senate 
GRAIN ELEVATORS. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Commiitee on Interstate Commerce be I 
they are hereby, instructed to inquire and report to the Senate whether a t 
rangements have been made between the persons owning elevators and t 
transportation companies in any of the Western States which will have the ef 
fect, or which are intended to have the effect, of preventing the storage of grain 
and of compelling the farmers to sell their grain at such prices as may b 
fered, 

2. Whether such arrangements have been made in the States which produce 
cotton, tobacco, and other farm products. 

3. To report by bill such legislation as will require elevator companies and 
all persons engaged in the business of storing grain and other farm products for 

iteratate commerce to store such grain and other farm products when offered 
to the extent of their capacity on reasonable charges, and will preventand punish 
combinations between persons engaged in such business, and transportation 
companies or their agents which have the effect and have been made or shall 
be made with the intent of forcing farmers to sell their products or in any way 
to affect the market price of farm products. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed thé considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10726) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 


treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending | 


June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. I have stated, Mr. President, that if these two pro 
visions were stricken from the bill the sta/us quo of last year would be 
maintained exactly. That isa mistake. It would be if it were not 
for the intervening proposition, which is to establish another Catholic 
school at Banning, Cal. That the committee have thought they ought 
to leave in for a reason whicii I will state, but I will treat this matter 
as if that were not in the bill. 

Why do the committee think it wise to maintain the condition of 
things in reference to the connection of the Government with denomi- 
national schools precisely where it was last year? When the present 
management of the Indian Bureau came into office it found the condi- 
tion of things in this particular as follows: 

There were appropriated out of the public money for the support of 
Catholic schools among the Indians $356,957; and for all other denom- 
inations, and all other schools not denominational, there were appro- 
priated $204,993. That is to say, for all other denominations and all 
other schools there were $204,993 as against $356,957 for this one de- 
nomination. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
what was the proportion of the schools as between the Catholic schools 
and those of other denominations? 

Mr. DAWES. Ican not put that in this statement, but I can in an- 
other place. 

The appropriations in this regard have run from the year 1886 as fol- 
lows: For Catholic schools in 1886, $118,343, as against $109,916 for all 
others; in 1887, $194,635, as against $168,579 for all others; in 1888, 
$221,169 for Catholic schools, and $155,095 for all others; in 1889 
$347,672 for Catholic schools, as against $183,000 for all others; in 
1890, as I have said, $356,967 for Catholic schools, as against, for all 
other denominations and all other schools, $204,993. 

That was the condition of things last year when the present man- 
agement of the Indian Bureau came into power. That is maintained 
to-day in precisely the same condition. When this present manage- 
ment came into power it encountered a public sentiment in reference 
to this great discrepancy which came very near precipitating upon the 
country a very angry and unprofitable and in every possible light an 
unfortunate discussion of the great question whether the Government 
should be connected with parochial schools at all. The present man- 
agement was in favor of divorcing the Government absolutely from 
them all, but it found it impossible to do that. 

Perhaps it would have been better had the Indian education set out 
upon that principle, but it had gone so far and had got so interwoven 
with the whole system of Indian education that it was utterly impos- 
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sible to retr e the step ind to av t 

try a disenssion as that w d 

t oO was adopted t ro y 

‘ 1 schools that it would maintain 1s 

‘\ i not en rge the connection ott 

tional schools. would not give any pore I 
denomination, but, maintaining the ~ ) 

or augmentation of appropriat i (i ¢ t 

ilization of the Indians should be o ‘ 

That was supposed to have allayed t e agitat 

on all sides, it was supposed, were atisfic th that 

things. But there is a very efli t and urgent } 

bureau of missions in this city, a uly alluded to byt 1 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and to which I have made al 

ent occasions in connection with this subject, w h desert ! 
sonally and in the purpose for which it is organized the | ’ 
mendation Il know personaily those who are tt head ind | 

ive taken occasion with great plea ire to iy that tl nen 

worthy of confidence They have been on the ground hers las 
| five years pushing Catholic schoo!s upon the G ment as earnestly 
as was in their power, and largely to that influence is attributed this 
rreat increase which has come to be three-fiiths of all the appropria- 
tions. They are active still. They applied to the present adminis- 
tration of the Indian Bureau for contracts f these three schools. 
Che Indian Bureau upon its established policy declined to enter into 
contracts for either of these three schools They declined t applica- 
tion on the part of the Episcopalian bishop of South Dakota; they de 


| clined entering into a new contract with the Presbyterians and with 


the Methodists on precisely that ground. 
Having failed to get a contract for these three schools from the Gov- 





| ernment in addition and aggravating the inequality which had already 


aroused public sentiment they went to the House of Representatives 
| without any estimate or recommendation from the Department and ob- 
tained the insertion into the bili of these three school Che commit- 
| tee have thought that they should let one of them remain, and I will 


| state the reason 


Che St. Boniface school and the Mission Indians in ithern Cali- 


fornia seemed to the committee to stand as an ceptional first, 
because they are among the Indians who have been u r the Catholic 
influence and education for a hundred years If we were to discuss 
| the comparative merits of Catholic and other schools, as the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST] is constantly doing, I would want no other 
object lesson than the difference between the Mission Indians, as they 
| are called in Southern California, and the aggressive Indians, the Chey- 
ennes and Arapahoes alluded to by the Senator from Colorado |M 


TELLER] But that is no part of our purpose 

For a hundred and twenty-five years the Mission Indians have been 
under the edneation and influence of the Jesuits of the Catholic Char 
Chey are to-day as incapable, although industrious and of good habits 
0 f-support as citizens ol the United States as babes Lhey are re- 
more than ever upon those from whom they received their in- 
strnetion. They go in their temporal matters as they do in the 
spiritual, where they are advised togo by their superiors, They plan 

} 


where they t them to plant and they sow when they tell them to 
| sow; and when the Mexican Government secularized all of that South- 
ern Mission band and took away the priests those poor Indians, wi 


as good personal habits as any white men in the country, were likea 





flock of sheep without a shepherd and have been appealin 
Government for a protection wh if they had been self-rel 
ens. they could have had in and with and of themselves 
law. But that I pass by 


That was one of the reasons why we thought that ought t 
becanse it was among those Indians where, of all others, it would 
more difficult to establish a Government school, and where 1 rt he 
denomination should undertake to invade the field and create disturb 
ance and friction. 

But, still further, before that school was erected the promoters of it 
the Catholic missionaries, applied to Mr. Oberly, then in charge of the 
Indian Bureau, and obtained in advance a written agreement from m 
that whe 


n the school was established it should receive this Government 


e committee felt bound for that reason, if for no other, to 


he 
aid. Th 
keep that in the bill: but they thought t! 





4 VW f Y ) 
to keep off the discussion of the great quest } ct the 
parochial schools with the Government. 

They gave a hearing to the representatives of this Cat! sion 
They gave hearings to other parties. They supposed that this arrange- 
ment leaving that large school just established by t benefi e and 
liberality of ladies of Philadelphia in full operation un the Gov- 
ernment, doing it to the great aggregate st! n existence, would sat- 
isfy all parties and leave the other out, because I do not think that 
the Catholic Church more than t Protestant provokes or is ready or 


i ambitious for this discussion 


But when the bill came to the Sen with these three ne 
lic schools and an amendment proposing another, making fo 
ing over entirely the po icy of maintaining that relation in , 
it is not improper for me to say that it did raise in other denomination 
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what seemed to me to be not quite necessary, an alarm and an excite- 
ment and protest—protests from large associations, frst from the great 
Baptist Missionary Association, then from that association in New 





York which has John Jay at its head, which has this imposing title: 
The National League for the Protection of American Institutions. 
I hold in my hand their petition and memorial against certain items 


in the Indian appropriation bill, a printed document addressed to the 
Senate of the United State 

The committee have shrunk from any desire to awaken in this coun- 
try this sort of discussion [t can do nobody any good. It can not 
do the Protestant Church any good, nor the Catholic Church, nor those 
interested in the education either of the white man or of the colored 
man or of the Indian any good. Ifa reasonable ground can be found 
upon which all denominations can stand and work in the spirit which 
ought to animate them in this great work, be it so; and if we can con- 
tril.ate at all to finding that common ground and promoting effort for 
it, the committee thought it was their duty to take that ground, and 
they thought that with the relation of three to two of all other schools 
now in the hands of the Catholics, not only could the Catholics well 
say, ‘‘ We will devote the rest of our efforts and all our money to our 
mission schools proper, and we will not further invoke the aid of the 
Government and link the Government toour schools further,’’ and we 
thought it was the duty of the Protestant churches, on the other hand, 
althongh they had folded their hands and let the unusual zeal of the 
Catholic Church gain this great advantage over them, to acquiesce. 
They had themselves to blame, if anybody, for this condition of things, 
and they onght, therefore, rather than stir up strife among religious 
denominations, to say,‘ We will also agree.to maintain this status as it 
is, and we will go on with our work anil with those schools we have 
aided by the Government, and the Catholic Church may go on with 
theirs, such as they have had aided by the Government, and, so we 
can increase our work, it shall be in the original idea of us all by mis- 
sion schools, ’’ 

That is the reason why the committee have recommended the strik- 
ing out of these two and maintaining theone. It has been with no de- 
sire to check the effect of this mission; it has been with no feeling of 
discontent over this inequality; it has been with no desire to take sides 
‘with one or the other of these denominations; but it is if possible to do 
away as far as they can with any occasion for reviving in these hallsor 
anywhere else the unfortunate and in our opinion the unwise and 
unprofitable discussion of the question whether the Constitution of the 


‘ United States justifies the appropriation by Congress of money forany 


denominational school. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas, Mr. President 

Mr. DAWES. I shall be through in a moment. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. DAWES. Inamoment. I have nothing further to say except 
that if these schools remain in the bill the Episcopalians, who have been 
denied the same thing that these have been denied, and the Metho- 
dists and the Presbyterians will say that they have not been fairly 
treated; and if you let down the bars, step over and still appropriate 
for these schools, you are abandoning the position taken that the status 
quo shall remain, and you are throwing into the arena of discussion in 
my opinion an element that will do more harm in any phase or feature 
of it than it ean possibly do good. 

I have no desire myself to have this remain or to have it stricken 
out. I desire to put the committee fairly before the Senate and let the 
Senate decide this question. I will hear the Senator from Colorado 
now. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator a question. Does the 
Senator know of any Protestant church that is prepared to take up 
this work of Indian education right now? If it is denied to the Cath- 
olics who will take it up? 

Mr. DAWES. That reminds me that I have omitted to call atten- 
tion to the statement of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] 
about the origin of that Blackfeet amendment. 

I answer the Senator from Colorado very freely that I do not know 
of any Protestant church. I am not trying to struggle for place for 
the krotestant church. I want to say to the Senator that the mission 
school which has just been erected at the Blackfeet agency was erected 
and expected to be supported as a mission school, and all they asked 
of the Government was land enough to put upon it their school-house. 
They never asked of the Government and so far as I am able to as- 
certain never expected, from anything that was ever said by the Gov- 
ernment, that they were to have only such encouragement from the 
Government as is held out to every mission on a Government reserva- 
tion. ‘‘We give you the land, we give you every facility ’’ and that 
is what all these denominations set out to do and for years did do. 

I have here Father Stephan’s own statement about that school up 
there. No fairer man than FatherStephan lives, intent and earnest and 
devoted a Catholic as he is. Father Stepban addressed to the chair- 
man of the committee a letter upon that school, and I will read it and 
we shall see whether they promised one hundred scholars or not. 

Tae Bureau OF CaTHo.ic INDIAN Missions, 
1 F Street, Northwest, Washington, D. C., June 23, 1890. 
Sir: In support of the request of this bureau that the inclosed item— 
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That is, the one for the Holy Family School— 


be inserted in the Indian appropriation bill for the next fiseal year, I have the 
honor to submit, for the consideration of your committee, the following state- 
ment 

Under date of April 12, 1889, this bureau informed the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs of its intention to erect necessary buildings for the establishment of an 
industrial and boarding school on the Blackfeet Indian reservation, Montana, 
and, in order that its design might be fully carried out, asked that there be set 
apurt to it for such purpose 160 acres of land on said reservation. 


In order that its design and purposes might be fully carried out it asks 
that there might be set apart for such purpose 160 acres of land on 
said reservation. That carried out their design and their purposes. 


In sccordance with the recommendation of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, the Secretary of the Interior, on May 6, 1889, granted the desired author- 
ity, and work was at once begun on the buildings; they were completed, and 
the school, known as the Holy Family Mission, is now, and has been for some 
time, prepared to receive and care for 100 Indian boys and girls. 

Although at the beginning of the current fiscal year the school was notin 
operation, still, as there was reason to believe that it could be opened in a short 
time thereafter, and that the implied, if not expressed understanding (given in 
granting authority for the establishment of the school) that the Government 
would contribute towards the support of the Indian children that might attend 
it would be carried out, application was made by this bureau for a contract for 
the support and tuition of 100 Indian children, but the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs declined to grant the contract for the reason that the school had not 
been in operation the preceding year. Notwithstanding this decision, work on 
the buildings was pushed to completion in the hope that a contract might be 
secured the following year. This hope, however, proved fallacious, for the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under date of the 23d ultimo, notified this 
bureau “that the [Indian] office will not enter into any contracts for new 
schools.” Consequently the Indians of the Blackfeet reservation will be de- 
prived of the benefits of the education this school was intended to furnish unless 
Congress will provide means to assist in carrying it on. 

The cost of erecting and furnishing this school amounts to nearly $20,000 and 
isas much a tax upon its resources as this bureau is able to shoulder. This 
bureau feels that when it has placed at the disposal of the Government, upon 
an Indian reservation, the necessary buildings, accommodations, appliances, 
teachers, and instructors for the proper care and tuition of Indian boys and 
girls, it has done its full share in providing educational facilities, and that it is 
justified in asking the Government to render some help in carrying on the 
work, by providing, in part, at least, the means needed to clothe and feed the 
children who may attend the school. 

That there is crying need for additional educational facilities for the Black- 
feet children is. shown by the statement in the report of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs for 1889 ( 394), that the school population of the Blackfeet 
reservation is 458, while the school accommodations are provided for but fifty 
children, leaving 408 without educational facilities. 

It is the purpose of this bureau to provide, in the Holy Family Mission School, 
such an eanantion for one hundred of these children as will be entirely satis- 
factory to the Government, giving them, in addition to proper instruction in 
the ordinary branches of an English education, training in farming, gardening, 
care of stock, the various mechanical trades, sewing, dairy and housework. To 
do this fully and successfully, however, aid is needed from the Government, and 
therefore it is respectfully but earnestly asked thatan item appropriating $15-, 
000 for the support and education of one hundred Indian pupils at said school, 
be incorporated in the Indian appropriation bill for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891, now pending before your committee. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. A. STEPHAN, Director. 

Hon, W1Lu1aAM B. ALLIsoN, 


Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


They established their mission school and had for the purpose for 
which they established it everything they asked. They now want the 
Government to carry it on for them, and I had just as lief the Govern- 
ment money would go to carrying on that school as any other denom- 
inational school; and if the Government is to go further still into this 
connection with denominational schools, it might just as well do this, 
and just as well in the amendment which has been proposed to the 
bill by the Senator from North Dakota. 

It is not because the committee desire to put their finger on this. It 
is because the committee think it unwise to go further in this direction. 
If the Senate think it wise to go further, the committee have nothing 
to say. 

The Senator from Arkansas desired to ask me a question. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I understood the Senator, in discussing 
these paragraphs, to speak of the St. Boniface school at Banning, Cal., 
and to say that the Government gave them this aid, $125 per head. It 
struck me, in view of the statement made by the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, that that was a singular expression, and I do not see how 
the Senator from Massachusetts or anybody else could consider this 
appropriation of $125 a head in consideration of everything, board, 
clothes, ete., being furnished to these Indians, to be considered aid. 

Mr. DAWES. What did the Senator say I said about it? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I understood the Senator to characterize 
this appropriation to the St. Boniface’s Industrial School at Banning, 
Cal., as aid to that school. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs says 
on page 109 of his last report: 

In estimating the cost of supporting the schools for the next fiacal year, $175 


the largestsum now paid per capita in Government training schools, is assumed 
as the standard, and it is thought that this is a fair estimate of the average cost. 


Here we have the Commissioner of Indian Affairs estimating that 
$175 per head ‘‘is a fair estimate of the average cost;’’ yet when this 
school in California proposes to take one hundred pupils and to feed 


and clothe them at $125 a head, the Senator from Massachusetts char- 
acterizes that as aid of the Government to the St. Boniface’s school. 
It occurs to me that, so far from being aid to that school, that school is 
aiding the Government to the extent of $50a head, if thestatement of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is a fair one as to the cost of the 
pupils. 
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Mr. DAWES. The Commissioner isstatingan average. An average 
meaus that there are some above and some below. I did not take any 
note of the amount which they had agreed to give the St. Boniface’s | 
school, because it was a satisfactory arrangement between them. No- | 


‘ 


body complained about it. Out there in Southern California children 


‘ 


maintained at school much easier than they can be up in the 





Rut in the Government schools, eve 
as much as in the contract schr 
My mind was not upon the amount per capita, 
, contract entered into by them. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 
Southern California, it costs twice 


M MAWES. 


< it was a voluntary 

M JONES. of Ark snsas. The point I was endeavoring to, 
Sena s attention to was this: That this, it seems to m« AD 
in use called a Government aid to these schools, If the Go 
ment spent money as economically and judiciously as it is expen 
in th aC mtract 3 hools (for these contract schools educate these p 7 
for less money than the Government can do it), so far from 
benelit conferred by the Government upon the schools, it is 
conferred by the schools upon the Government by that much mon 
saved [he reports which I have called attention to here th 
ing, covering ten pages, will show that the average expense of t 
Government schools is about twice as much as the cost to the G } 


ment of the same work done by these people under contract. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the provisions of the bill under co 
sideration this morning, and the discussion we have heard, and tl 
condition of things in the country show the wisdom of the tram 
the Republic in providing in the first amendment to the Constitutio 
for a separation of charch and state while guarantying the freedom 
of religious opinion. ; 

The history of the world is full of the dangers of the union of church 
and state. ‘This subject has given rise to as much trouble and as mai 
wars as almost any other subject, and the founders of our Government 
desired so far as the people of this country were concerned to protect 
them against such a danger. 

Besides that, Mr. President, while all the States of the Union, I 
suppose, have their systems of free public schools, in all of them spe- 
cial pains are taken that those schools shall be non-sectarian and free 
from religious control, showing that the people of the various State 
have the same idea of the danger of the union of church and state 
which the fathers of the Republic had, and that they were determined 
to ;.,eserve the barriers against the union of church and state. 

We find that for several years considerable appropriations have been 
made for the education of the Indians in contract schools, schools con- 
ducted by religious denominations; and we find acontroversy between 
the religious denominations as to whether the Government has fairly 
divided its patronage amongst them. It is not unnatural that that 
controversy should arise when the Government commits itself to the 
policy of having religious schools. It is not unnatural that denomi- 
nations large in number and influence, after receiving but a very smal! 
portion of that patronage in comparison with others, should say, ‘‘ Ii 
this Government means to establish religious schools it should divide 
its patronage amongst the various denominations equitably.’’ 

Mr. President, I have no partiality for religious schools by any de- 
nomination, and I believe that they are wrong by any denomination, 
and it is for that purpose that I rose to make a few observations. 

In 1886, $228,259 were appropriated for these private schools. Or 
that sum $118,343 were given to the Catholic denomination. In 1887, 
$363,214 was appropriated for private schools, and of that sum $194,- 
635 went to the Catholic denomination, in each case over half the 
amount appropriated. In 1888, $376,664 was appropriated to private 
scheols, and $221,169 of that went to the Catholic schools. In 1889 
$530,905 was appropriated for this purpose, and $347,672 of it went to 
the Catholic schools. In 1890, $561,950 was appropriated for private 
schools, and $356,957 of that sum went to the Catholic denomination 
leaving but $204,993 out of the $561,950 for fifteen other denomina- 
tions that were interested in Indian schools; fifteen other denomina 
tions, perhaps embracing five-sixths of the religious population of this 
country, allowed $204,993 out of last year’s appropriation, while that 


ui 
a 


single Catholic denomination received $356,967 ! 

The Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. DAWEs] assumes that this was 

because of the greater zeal of the Catholics. Perhapsso. Perhaps it 

yas because of their greater aggressiveness; perhaps it was because of 
their greater anxiety to get control of the State and of politics. At any 
rate, there stands the fact that fifteen other denominations received 
only about two-fifths of the entire appropriation—fifteen other religious 
denominations engaged in education. 

Is it surprising that they should make complaints and are Senators 
to be muzzled through fear of giving offense to an aggressive denonii- 
nation? Are they to be intimidated and prevented from speaking on 
this subject and doing justice as among the various denominations in- 
terested? So far as I am concerned, that shall not influence me; and 
the way to get rid of this whole subject is not by adding one more to 
the number of Catholic schools, as suggested by this bill and by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, but it is to separate the whole of these 
appropriations from the religious denominations and put the schools 
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that the Committee on Indian Affairs this year v ld ta 8 
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I thought it right to make this statement in vie f the mischiel 
which underlies this whole system. 

Now, I desire to say more thing in reference to what was stated 
by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis], that this matter about 
he education of the Indians in the Blackfeet reservation, I think it 
was, originated in 1885 under a promise, a pledge I believe he said, of 
the Secretary of the Interior that the Catholics there should have the 
control of the schools, and he promised t rovide them with 160 acre 
ot land on which to place them. 

Mr. President, is it so that a pledge of the Secretary of the Interior 

to control the policy of this Government Is itso thata promise of 
the Secretary of the Interior is sufficient title for land, no title being 
made by authority of Congress or of law I do not assent to either 
prop tion ao not ent, es i to ay} ) 1u t wita 
iS li mischiel as iS Wo ¢ be ( ginat l po the 
grant < the land. 
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Having obtained these concessions and acting upon a line of policy 
which the Government in all its official d sratio » to that time 
had announced to be one of unvarying continuity, this enterprising 
sect—call it so, if you will—with characteristic vigor and ability went 
to work to raise the money to build a school building to accommodate 

|} one hundred out of t four hundred children upon the reservation, 
where the Government facilities for education were and now are for but 


| fifty children. 
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They went, doubtless with these representations, to two charitable 
ladies in Philadelphia, and obtained from them $20,000, and in 1588 
and 1889 the construction of this school went on It was built upon 
the reservation ceded by the Government It is now swept and gar- 
nished and ready for its pupils. But by a change of administration 
and a change of idea they are told that they can have no contract for 
the maintenance, support, education, civilization, and christianization 
of these Indian children 

Now, taking the very theory of the Senator from Massachusetts, the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, that it has been proposed, 
and wisely proposed, to leave these matters in statu quo, to giveaid to all 
those who before the adoption of the new policy had been receiving it, 
and to deny that aid to all newapplicants—I say upon the strongest prin- 
ciples of equity these good men and women, who have established this 
school with the expectation created and raised not only by the policy 
of the Government buat by the declaration of the Government officers 
of that policy, are entitled to the consideration expressed in-the House 
bill appropriating $125 per head 2 year for one hundred children to be 
there educated 

Mr. President, I have no patience with this sectarian talk. This 
Government is not making itself a party to any religious denominations 


in this business. This is a business, and business of a serious charac- 


ter. These Indian children are wards of thisGovernment. It isbound 
to educate and do the best for them thatitcan. If it chooses to put 
them into a boarding-school, be it Baptist, Catholic, Presbyterian, or 
Methodist, it makes no difference. It is nota Government institution 
controlled by any denominational agency whatever; but the Govern- 
ment, taking advantage in the wilderness of facilities which these pio- 
neers of christianity have created for it, proposes merely to allow these 
children to enjoy the hospitality and nurture of these men and women. 

Mr. President, after a continual warfare of over three hundred years 
upon this continent it is probable that we have seen the last Indian 
war that ever will be waged. The subjugation of that indomitable 
race has been accomplished after a struggle of nearly four hundred 
years, so that from the Sault Ste. Marie to San Diego there is not a tribe 
in arins against the Government. The process has gone farther than 
meresubjugation. The idea has been conceived that we will take these 
Indians into the body-politic as citizens, and within the last six months 
® vast reservation or a series of reservations have been ceded in Minne- 
sota and Dakota. The proposition is to enable these Indians to settle 
upon lands in severalty, to become of the farmers of those States and, 
by their laws, entitled to share in the elective franchise. The duty is 
upon us now not to subjugate, not to feed, not to cajole, not to treat 
with, but to civilize, enlighten, educate, and christianize these people. 

Say what you will, Mr. President, about the divorce of church from 
state, I assert that history records, with a pen which knows no falter- 
ing, that from the beginning of time, so far as the intercourse of white 
men with these barbarians is concerned, it is only when the influence 
of christianity has been brought to bear upon them that they have 
made the least progress towards civilization. When I see any man 
reaching down to elevate that degraded race from the abyss of barba- 
rism, which has heretofore been their abiding place and in which their 
ancestors lay for ages, I shall not look to see whether he wears the 
miter or the surplice or the simpler garb of the Protestant clergyman. 
The civilization of the American Indian has been the work of the 
christian church. The ministers of christianity bave been the fore- 
runners of all that has been done in the way of reclamation from bar- 
barism 

In 1640 the Jesuit Lavigne was at the Sault Ste. Marie; in 1679 
Father Hennepin was baptizing Indian children at the Mille Lacs, in 
Minnesota; Wesley and Whitfield preached to the Indians in the for- 
ests of Georgia; Williamson, Riggs, and Pond more than fifty years 
ago stood by the side of the war-paths of the Northwest and drew the 
Sioux and Chippewas into peaceful ways by a power that is not of this 
world; Bishop Whipple, of Minnesota, has been the apostle to the In- 
dians throughout a long life of devotion to them, and his influence upon 
them is well known to all of us; while Archbishop Ireland, of Min- 
nesota, has employed his massive intellect and all the spiritual su- 
premacy of his majestic church, and has done as much as any man in 
this country to bring the Indians into the ways of civilization, which 
they can see broadening and extending and becoming light before 
them. 

T am not disposed toenter into any criticism as to the proposed change 
in the method of educating these Indians. I have the gravest fore- 
bodings concerning it, but I am willing to give it a fair trial. I know 
perfectly well, as far as my experience is concerned—and it has been 
somewhat extensive—that the preliminary education of the Indian can 
not be accomplished by #@day-school, but by a Sunday-schdol which 
will last seven days in the week. I am not aware that this Govern- 
ment has entered upon any new policy in this respect, as asserted by 
the Senator from Massachusetts. How has it been announced? Who 
has decreed it? Has the Senate or the House of Representatives been 
consulted concerningit? Has any educational bill been laid before us 
for our consideration to change this system whereby so much has been 


' done; or does it simply amount to this, that Congress sits here to regis- 
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ter the edict of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs changing by one 
revolution the policy of all his predecessors from the beginning? 

Now, coming back to the matter of this particular appropriation, 
which was the only thing I intended to speak upon to-day—and I have 
said much more than I intended—I say, Mr. President, that, consider- 
ing all the facts and circumstances that have preceded the institution 
of this school and of this building in the Territory of Montana, the 
promissory representations of the United States officers in this respect, 
that these people should not suffer by a revolutionary change of policy, 
we should execute that equity which decrees that to be done which 
ought to have been done, and allow these people to take one hundred 
children a year out of that mass of four hundred ignorant young bar- 
barians and make a beginning of the civilization and christianization 
of those people. 

Mr. GEORGE, Mr. President, I rise principally for the purpose of 
indorsing in all its length and breadth and depth the very fine argu- 
ment made by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] in opposition to 
any scheme by which the money of the people of the United States 
shall be appropriated to any particular denomination of christians for 
the purpose of educating, civilizing, and christianizing Indians. I 
believe that the Constitution of the United States is violated in spirit 
when that is done. The first amendment says that Congress shall 
make no law respecting an establishment of religion. I believe we do 
our duty to the Indians in the way of education when we do for them 
what we do for the white people and the black people of this country, 
giving them State education without reference to religious tenets. 
Whenever the Government embarks upon a scheme of that sort we 
have what has so manifestly appeared to-day, a contest between the 
various religious denominations of this country as to who shall get the 
most. I am opposed to the whole scheme. 

There isa denomination of christians in this land, a very large de- 
nomination, probably as large as any other, who from conscientious 
scruples believe that the interference by Government with the teach- 
ing or establishment of the doctrines of any particular religious sect is 
wrong, and who therefore refuse to receive any of the money of the 
Government to teach any Indian school or to go into that business at 
all. That denomination is the Baptist denomination. I think we 
shall do well when we adhere strictly in practice to that line of action. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, as a member of the subcommittee on 
appropriations on the Indian appropriation bill I was opposed to strik- 
ing out these two provisions for the support and education of sixty In- 
dians at St. Joseph’s normal school, at Rensselaer, Ind., and for the 
education and support of one hundred children of the Holy Family In- 
dian school at Blackfeet agency, Montana. When any association of 
people shall propose to do a good work, to educate any human being, 
why should it be objected to and said, ‘‘ You area religious organiza- 
tion; to be a religious organization and to educate is inconsistent; it 
will doinjury; it will impregnate these children with the idea of your 
religious association?’’ Mr. President, such a proposition as that will 
not do. That has nothing to do with the Constitution or an establish- 
ment of religion. Our whole society is divided up between these dif- 
ferent Christian organizations. They are the very life of our free gov- 
ernment, and of our free institutions, and of our educational system; 
and there is not a war between denominations here to see who shall 
get the most. There is perhaps some kind of emulation in deeds of 
christian charity, but that is right, and that ought to be so. 

These Catholic people, whether by virtue of their organization being 
more efficient or for some other reason, have in all periods of time since 
the first settlement of this country been in advance of others in send- 
ing their missionaries, their priests, throughout the unsettled regions 
of the country amongst the Indians; and they in this matter of Indian 
education have perhaps taken the lead in respect to numbers. I do 
not suppose they have done so in respect to efficiency, in respect to a bet- 
ter system of education, in respect to doing more good than the Prot- 
estants. I question that. But whatever they have done they have 
come honestly by, and they have done a work which the Government 
and noother people would havedone. Thatis the condition here. If 
you do not put these provisions in the bill there will be two agencies 
for good which will be stricken out and nothing to take their place. 

When there are four hundred Iadian pupils at one particular place, 
and these people furnish the agency for their education, and the Gov- 
ernment has not furnished it and can not furnish it, how idle it is to 
say we will strike that out because it is Episcopal, or Methodist, or 
Baptist, or Catholic! Why, it is education, Mr. President, and not 
the Roman Catholic faith or the Episcopal faith, that the Government 
is providing; and if you give this development of mind and character 
to the Indian we can not say that because there may be a religious im- 
pression carried with it therefore the education is itself destroyed. 

Yet that is the proposition which the opponents of this provision, 
those who are in favor of striking it out, mustadvance and must hold. 
They must say that to educate a child in the Catholic faith is to con- 
vey to him a moral taint of some kind. But that is not true, Mr. 
President. There may be one system of theology better than another; 
with that we have nothing to do; but that they are all the great agen- 
cies of civilization and of improvement there can be no question, and 
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it is not going to hurt these Indians that they should be educated by | 


Roman Catholics, or Episcopalians, or Presbyterians, or Friends. 

Mr. President, such ideas would bea blow, there is no question about 
that, at the Catholic Church, and originate in a prejudice against that 
institution, and as such I oppose it. It would be a war by the Govern- 
ment upon the Roman Catholic Church. 

Mr. President, I shall not enter into the details of this matter after 
the Government has for years, and properly and necessarily, as it must 
in the future, proclaimed to the people of this country that having as- 
sumed the obligation by treaty of educating these Indians, it would 
encourage and aid every possible agency and the different churches in 
the work of educating these Indians. 
by the Government in the very legislation of the country and in the 
policy which has been pursued for years by the Interior Department 
with the approval of each Congress that has met. Under that policy 
of the Government the different denominations—here are the Friends, 
here are the Baptists 

Mr. GEORGE. Where are they ? 

Mr. CALL. Oh, in this book; missionary Baptists. 

Mr. GEORGE. Receiving aid by the Government? 

Mr. CALL. Here are the Methodists, and the Presbyterians, and 





all the different denominations, Unitarians and all, engaged in this | 


work of Indian education with some kind of connection authorized by 
the Government. Whether the Baptists have received any money or 
not I do not know. Here is the correspondence between them and the 
Indian Department, under whose care these Indians are, under whose 


jurisdiction and authority they are; and all of these denominations, 


having accepted the invitation of the Government, have entered upon 
this field of Indian education. 

Now, is it to be said that because the Catholics have educated more 
of these Indians at the request of the Government, have established 
more stations for education, therefore they shall be deprived of it be- 
cause they are having an undue share of, what? Of the performance 
of an obligation of the Government which the Government asked them 
to perform, and which the morality and the Christianity of the day 
demands should be performed by somebody. Why, it is to the credit 
of that organization, and I insist that there is no kind of foundation 
for the proposition that because the Government contracts with a re- 
ligious order to educate children, to teach them arithmetic, their let- 
ters, writing, and to give them if necessary an education in the differ- 
ent trades and pursuits, that because they contract with a religious 
organization therefore they are maintaining an establishment of relig- 
ion. 

Mr. President, the very safety of the morals of these children re- 
quires that they shall be put under the guardianship of some of these 
different churches. It is the best place for them; and the Government 
is but doing its duty in respect to their morals as well as in respect to 
their being instructed in these different branches of learning when it 
makes these contracts with the different churches. 

But the alternative is here. You must either employ these churches 
or you can not educate these Indians. Some of them will be left un- 
provided for, and the larger portion of them: and until some new sys- 
tem is provided, even accepting the proposition of those who are op- 
posed to these contract schools—until some new system is provided 
and put in operation these people must go without education to a large 
extent. 

Mr. President, I desire to say for myself that I conceive this whole 
system of education to be an error. I think that the Government 
ought to prescribe a system of industrial education and a course of study 
in connection with that species of training which will prepare these 
Indians for self-support, for being carpenters, blacksmiths, mechanics, 
with a fall knowledge of the different arts by which men earn their 
living from manual Jabor. That is the education forthem, and I think 
it would be a very easy thing to do, if the Secretary of the Interior 
should prescribe a course to have the Catholic Church, and the Presby- 
terian Church, and the Methodist and Baptist Churches, and all these 
churches that have established these schools accept that course of train- 
ing and see that it was carried into effect. 

For one I desire to make known my opposition to striking out these 
schools, and to the idea that all the christian effort of these different 
denominations shall be disapproved by the Government, and that a 
system of secular training separated from religious influence entirely 
shall be established upon the theory that a denominational school must 
of necessity produce a bad effect upon the character and be hostile to 
the preservation of our republican institutions. I express my dissent, 
sir, emphatically from this proposition. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not intend to allow the Senator 
from Fiorida to state in his own way the position of those of us who 
oppose the appropriation of money out of the Treasury of the United 
States for the purpose of keeping up these schools. He stated that 
our opposition was based upon the ground that the Catholics had the 
schools. I repudiate that sentiment, sir, entirely. I do not care 
whether the school is kept by Catholics or any one of the Protestant 
denominations, it is no part of the business of Congress to take the 
people’s money for the purpose of having denominational schools. De- 
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nominational schools ought to be kept up by the denominations which 
own them, and they are kept upin that way all over the United States 
for all the population of the United States except only for the Indians. 


I desire simply to say that much. The Senator from Florida wholly 
| misinterprets the views and the sentiments of those who oppose these 
| appropriations. I would as soon vote for an appropriati yr one sort 
| of a denominational schoolas foranother. Iam: pposed to all of them, 

not to the school, but to their being sustained by taxes collected from 
the people of the United States 
| Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, the way I look at this 
| matter is this: The Governmentof the United States assumes the duty 
ot educating these Indian children. Suppose an Indian reservation 


upon which there is a Government schoo., a Cath school, and a 
Methodist school. Indians inclining to the Catholic Church may send 
their children if they choose to the Catholic school; Indians inclining 
to the Methodist Church they send their children to the Methodist 
school, or those who are indifferent may send to either, or to the Gov- 
ernment school. 

Now, it seems to me that when th: is defraying the en- 
tire expense of the Indian education in the Government school, which 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has estimated 


Covernment 


as amounting to $175 
| a year on an average, the children who are Catholic in their tenden- 
| cies, or the children who are Methodist in their tendencies, or who are 
Presbyterian in their tendencies, should attend their denominational 
schools, and it is nothing but fair that the Government shall bear so 
much of their expense as amounts to the $175 a year. 

That is carrying out exactly the constitutional doctrine, that there 
shall be no interference with the right of religious belief in this coun- 
try. Itsimply guaranties to the Indian the same right to exercise his 
convictions that is guarantied to a white man We do not compel 
him to go into any school organized by the Government that is taught 
by this denomination or that, or that teaches no sort of religious con- 
viction at all. It allows him to select his own school, to have teachers 
that may be satisfactory to his own conscience, and the Government 
bears part of the expense only when he is taught by 
nation. 

it is perfectly clear to my mind that those who believe in the free- 
dom of conscience guarantied by the Constitution of the United States 
should advocate the partial payment of the expenses of the people who 
go to denominational schools. Otherwise, we say that when you dare 
to exercise your own convictions and attend a school taught by a Cath- 
olic, a Methodist, or a Presbyterian, we will cut you off from all the 
benefits of Government assistance; we will punish you to that extent 
and compel you to go to the schools that are provided by the Govern- 
ment of the United States, where we say that they are non-sectarian 
and where we say that they are non-partisan. 

The truth is, Mr. President, as it seems to me, that the only way to 
allow these people the full exercise of their own conscience is to allow 
them to go to the school they choose to go to, and let the Government 
pay such part of the expense as is fairly agreed upon by the Govern- 
ment and individuals. 

Mr. TUKPIE. Mr. President, I admit some interest in the 
which I in part represent in the clause from line 19 to 
on page 60, which reads 


his own denomi- 


TE 


state 
21, inclusive, 


leducation of sixty Indian pupils at St. Joseph’s Norm 
ea 


sl School 


For support an 
at Rensselaer, Ind 


y 


I am opposed to striking out that clause. Partial support intended 
| for that school by this appropriation has already received the sanction 
of the House of Representatives, and [ think we ought to give it our 
approval, I do not wish to go into the discussion, because I am not 
concerned with that, about how far a civil and non-religious system of 
| educating Indians may be preferable or inferior to the religious one. 
Whatever the merits of that question may he it is not the scheme of 
this bill. 
This bill contains appropriations to support Government schools, to 
support religious schools, sectarian schools, denominational schools, 
and it seems to be founded upon the principle that there is a deficiency 
| of educational opportunities among the Indian children. I have no 
doubt there is; and that all the opportunities of educational capacity 
| in that respect are needed by the Government and entitled partially 
| at least to the support of the Government. 
The school is well located. It is now in the fifth year of its exist 
ence. It was founded. by the bishop of Fort Wayne, a man well a 
quainted with the Indian character and Indian wants and Indian 
children, and who gives personal supefvision to this institution. It is 
| one of the healthiest localities in our State. It has been self-support- 
| ing for four years. It has never asked or received, and | do not now 
know, although this clause passed the other House, that it expects any 
| subsidy or aid from the Government. but as the other House did pass 
this clause and offer this much of an appropriation, I think, as I said 
before, that we may approve of it. 

The school is an industrial school, and very practical. It not only 
trains the pupil in the common branches of English education and the 
lighter academic branches, but they are taught the vocation of farm- 
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ing and other trades. It is not a school which turns the pupil out into 
the world without being prepared to meet it actually and practically, 
and therefore I think it is one of those institutions which ought to be 
encouraged. 

it is a Catholic institution to the extent of being founded and con- 
ducted under Catholic auspices; but I do not think it ought to be dis- 
criminated against upon that account. Neither do I think it ought 
to be favored upon that account. I think it ought to be favored to 
the small extent of this appropriation, because it has shown itself 
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to be a good, practical, and useful institution; and the Government | 


will spend the money here named well and beneticially to the In- 
dians by sanctioning this appropriation as it has already passed the 
other House. 

It is one of the cheapest schools. The rate per capita for the year 
under this appropriation is a little less than $139, I see several of the 
appropriations are $167, others $170, one $165. This is one ot the 
lowest; it is one of the cheapest. In other words, the founders and 
promoters of this school propose to put more money than the founders 
and promoters of other schools to that which the Government may give 
in order to make up the fund for Indian tuition at this point. These, 
I think, are very great merits in favor of the appropriation. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts a question with regard to this appropriation. The pro- 
vision appropriates $4,330 for the education of sixty Indian pupils at 
St. Joseph’s Normal School at Rensselaer, Ind. The attendance at 
this school, I take it, must be voluntary on the part of the Indian pu- 
pils. ‘There is no means of compelling them to attend this place ? 

Mr. DAWES. No. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. They do not go there unless they choose 
to go? 

Mr. DAWES. No. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Then I assume it is simply Catholic In- 
dians who prefer to go to that sort of school and that this provision is 
intended to be simply for the benefit of Catholics and to allow them to 
exercise their own religious convictions as they please. 

Mr. DAWES. I believe there is a standing law that we can not 
force against the wish of the parent any Indian child off the reservation 
to school. I think there is. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think there is this difficulty in the way of the 
suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas, that these schools are not dis- 
tributed over the country as in the case of common schools or free 
schools in the States. They are the only schools accessible to the In- 
dians, and therefore I do not see how they can exercise choice in at- 
tending the Government schools. 

Mr. GEORGE. They haveeither to go to that school, or stay away 
and vo to no school atall. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There are no Indians in the neighbor- 
hood of this school in Indiana; they must be transported from a dis- 
tance to it. They can not get a solitary pupil to attend this school 
unless they get him to come from a distance. There must be pupils 
who prefer to go to it in the exercise of their volition, in their prefer- 
ence to attend a school of this sort, that they attend it at all. There 
is no sort of compalsion by reason of there being noother school about 
it, because this school is not located on an Indian reservation nor in 
the neighborhood of any Indians. 

Mr. POWER. I wish to say for the Blackfeet school in Montana 
that it is situated about 150 miles from any railroad. It is in a poor 
country. ‘The Indians there are poor, and there has been no provision 
whatever made by the Government or any church that I know of out- 
side of the Catholics for a school there. I have before me the report 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, on page 223 of which it says: 

I believe the number of children of school age t# be three hundred and fifty, 
and the echool accommodations are for sixteen pupils only. 

With that view I hope that the appropriation made by the House of 
Representatives, which is proposed to be stricken out by the commit- 
tee, will be retained, and that the provision will remain in the bill as 
it came from the House. I think it is absolutely necessary for the 
schooling of those children. 

I am a believer in competitive education, and later on I have arranged 
with the chairman to offer an amendment for a good school-house to 
be built at this agency, one that will cost $25,000. You can not build 
a house out in that country suitable for a school-house for less money. 
The Indian children want as good school-houses as our children do, It 
is a cold, bleak country, and the school-house should be built of brick 
or rock. There is no rock in that country that it could be built with 
at a reasonable price, and to build it of brick will take fully a year, to 
do it ata reasonable price. It will have to be done by competition for 
the construction of the building. On that consideration and for the 
good of those Indians I hope the amendment I shall offer will prevail. 

Mr. CALL. Mr, President, I desire tosay thatin the Chicago Herald 
of the 19th of July there is a letter from a lady teacher who seems to 
be of considerable experience, who is commended by that paper, and 
her statements are said to pe worthy of consideration and belief. I find 
from the statement of this writer that there is great necessity that these 
denominational schools should be preserved; that they are doing a work 
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themselves a source of protection against the peculations and the mal- 
administration of the law which have been so common and so notorious 
in the treatment of the Indians by our Government. This lady says: 


You ask what I think of the natural capacity of the Indian youth for instrue- 
tion. It may be said of an Indian, as Dr. Johnson said of a Scotchman, ** Much 
may be made of him if he is caught young."’ Those of my pupils who had 
reached maturity before their education was begun found the work of acquiring 


| knowledge very slow and difficult. As for the lads, however, I should say that 


their natural capacity compared very favorably with that of white boys under 
like conditions, It is impossible to ignore the fact that the surroundings of 
civilized life serve from very infancy asa stimulus to mental activity. 

Then it must not be forgotten that all our instruction is given to the Indians 


| in a tongue which is not native tothem. The Indian boy has the double task 


| 


of mastering an unfamiliar idiom and acquiring knowledge therein. I am pro- 
foundly convinced that the civilizing work of educating the Indian boys and 
girls would advance far more rapidly if, while they were being instructed by the 
very best methods in the English language, they were allowed to learn the ru- 
diments of geography, arithmetic, etc., in their own tongue 

The spirit of emulation is very strong among Indian boys. If one of their 
number manifests an ambitious spirit or acquires proficiency in any particular 
line of study this acts as a most vigorous spur to he others. They do not like 
to be outdone by one another. You might think from this that it would work 
well to put Indian boys to school with the whites, but it does not for several 
reasons. In the first place you do not find the added emulation that you are 
disposed to look for, since the white boy has too much the start of the other and 
the Indian boy feels it. No being is less likely by natural disposition and tra- 
ditional inclinations to attempt the impossible than the North American Indian. 
He simply will not try it. 

If you want him to scale the hill of knowledge = must lead him by very 
easy stages and forbear to remind him what dizzy heights there are still above 
him. If you do not he will calmly sit down on the lowest level, hopeless, stolid, 
immovable. I found a tendency to discouragement very common with some of 
the bows, and very hard it wasto deal with. It used to talk the form of obsti- 
nate sullenness. It was a pure waste of time totry to talk the boy out of these 
‘‘sulks,”’ but if he was leftalone he would usually come out of them of his own 
volition in time. 

Very like some white boys, you think? Oh, yes,and do you know I think 
people make a mistake in fancying that the Indians are all alike and must be 
dealt with after a cct-and-dried plan. The fact is they show differences of dis- 
position and desires quite as marked as those of white people of their own age. 
There was one of my boys who was very apt to lose his temper on a hard les- 
son. One day he was laboring with a difficultexercise in his reader. The word 
was new and perhaps of unusual length. I do not recollect what it was now. 

At last, after repeated efforts to give the sentence correctly, his teacher en- 
deavoring meanwhile to aid him by gentle promptings, which, no doubt, only 
exasperated him the more by their failure tu meet the exigencies of the case, he 
gave it up in despair and hurled the book across the room. Swish! it went 
through the air by my head and struck the wall behind me with tremendous 
force. My amazement and the indignant looks of the other boys had such a 
depressing effect on the poor fellow that ‘‘ his heart went down to the ground,” 
to use an Indian phrase. In other words, he subsided into a fit of the sulks 
from which he did not emerge for several days. 

* + . . * * * 


For some of the faults of the Indian, his lack of energy and self-reliance and 
his foolish habit of begging, I think the coddling treatment which he receives 
from the Government is di y responsible. The manner of the Indian agents 
toward the Indians, old and young, is peculiarly absurd. He talks to them a!! 
as though they were babies. One of them came into my school-room one day 
and accosted the pupils in a tone of the most amiable patronage: ‘‘ I come from 
the Great Father in Washington, my brothers. The Great Father has sent me 
to see if his children are well and happy.”’ And then he went from one to an- 
other, patting them all most affectionately, saying, “ How is it with my brother; 
does his heart rejoice to meet the sun to-day?” etc. One boy gave a discon- 
tented grunt. ‘‘ Why isthis?” withgreatconcern. ‘Is not my brother’s heart 
strong to-day?” 

Another boy replied for the sullen grunter: “He says his heart ison the 

round,” 
- “Why is this? ’’—great concern intensified—“ why does not my brother's 
heart leap up like the deep once more?”’ 

After one or two more poetical inquiries the boy was induced to grunt out: 
“Noclothes; too much work,.”” The gentleman affected much sympathy on the 
question of the clothes—that of work was studiously ignored as too sensitive a 
subject—and assured the boys that he would tell their Great Father all about 
it, and he would hasten to send his children all the clothes they needed. Any 
one of intelligence could see that this mode of dealing with the boys was very 
bad for them. 

It ia needless to say that our visitor of large promises did not interview the 
Great Father at Washington, or any one else, on the subject of clothing; it was 
only with the utmost difficulty that we could have the necessities of the boys in 
this line supplied. Indeed, the matter of clothing was always a sore subject all 
around. That which was supplied by the Government wasal ways of poor mate- 
rial and wretchedly made, so that the normal condition of the poor youths 
seemed to be that oftatters. Some of the boys were harder on their clothes than 
others. One young fellow would go out quite tolerably clad and return ina 
few hours inastate of raggery altogether indescribable. Expostulation, reproof, 
all fell short of effect. ‘‘John, what have you been doing to yourclothes?”’ In 
startled wonder he gazed at the rents. “All bwoke!” he said, and it was impos- 
sible to get further than that incontrovertible fact. 

The discipline which our institution exercised over the [ndian pupils was 
very strict. They were compelled to work five hours a day at farm labor, and 
five hours each day they were kept in the school-room. These were hard lines 
for young men and boys whose life up to that time had been free as air. It did 
not surprise me that they chafed under them; the wonder was that they bore 
the restraint with so much patience. Itseemed to me that the toilsome exac- 
tions of civilized life should be brought more gradually to bear on these un- 
tamed children of the plains. 

The Indian boys, as arule, havea remarkable talent for mimicry. This helps 
them much in some lines of study. It is also the cause, however, of one great 
difficulty which the teacher finds in dealing with them, for, aided by their nat- 
ural tendency for deceit, it enables them to be most consummate actors. If 
they find out that you like some trait of character, they will affect it on all oc- 
easions. I never found any boys so skillful in assuming virtues that they did 
not possess as these Indian lads were. Oh,I found some very interesting studies 
in human nature while instructing the young savages, but it was the same old 
human nature after all; it was not anew brand. 


I read that, Mr. President, to show the character of work that is 
being done by these educational schools, and the care and protection 
they are giving to the Indians against the rapacity and the peculations 


for the Indians which can not be dispensed with, and that they are | of the Government agents, or those who are charged with furnishing 
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good, of charity prom Ll by t ! motives an tiested toa 
being so exceedingly efhicient ye ciIspens¢ th yo 
th ptive that inspires 1t 1s thi ion, and religior som 
nominational form. 
For myself, Mr. President, I am decidedly in favor of continuing 
these contract schools with every denomination of Christians who . 
avail themselves of the system, and under such conditions ol « 
as sha)l be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 
I submit the following interesting figures, taken from the t 
port of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs: 
Ta@le showing attendance, , elc., of training schools 1 
Name of school. Location. 
Controlled directly by Indian Bureau, 
Albuquerque training. .............ccccceseeeeesseeseneeeens Albuquerque, N, Mex 
Carlisle training......... Carlisle, ae pilieneueienels 
Chemawa training ............... Near Salem Oregon . 
Chilocco training.. sa Chilocco, Ind, T 
GemOS BHRIRERE.cccccccccocccccsccescee Genoa, Nebr. nant 
Grand Junction training Grand Junction, Colo 
Haskell Institute Lawrence, Kans 
LO EE ella lait neseaee 
Specially appropriated for. 
Eastern Cherokee training ..,....... Swain County, North Carolina 
Hampton Inst tution........ ..cceeecereeee- Hampton, Va 
Lincoln Institute Philadelphia, Pa 
St. Benedict’s Academy ................+ St. Joseph, Minn........ 
St. John’s Institution...... Collegeville, Minn 
St. Ignatius Mission......... Flathead, Mont...... ..... 
White's M. L. Institute Wabash, Ind 
TE ivsininancinntiiiis iedlileaiesaiaieinianedl dhemmmligueakamnbeseenitieqeetenp toncmaiene sidsbedacmsinsecdibinseewadans 
IID acnnehenicnntabenatetinbaunsenscoenceneiesiaien 
Table showing enrollment and average attendance at Indian s 
Kind of school. 
Controlled directly by Indian Bureat 
BCRP EIDE 2ceccceccccecceee 
Day. 
INT isinscialieeaiineetidieilatatintntasis timate dalanthtlinnataeraitimsasanninites suncnilintininuitinitndensiseatiinaen 
Conducted by private parties, 
Boarding (under Comtract)?®......cc..cccccscesceccecccsccecccsescccce coccss 
Day (under contract)......... 
Tu nn shes meeinbsica diene paptantiniineh =aondaeesdamannaiteencnabaniahasinghoweressbeneuocees 
Total. 20 peneeee 0 800 vee pupeesonenceecocnsmecsosess 
AGETOCZALES 00.01.. coscesescoees 
* Four of these schools are assisted |! y the Goverr 
Table showing Indian school altendan I 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the Mr. DAWES. Yes 


Committee on Appropriations. 
What is the amendment ? 
Is that on striking out both these clauses? 


Mr. TELLER. 
Mr. VEST. 


together. 
The VICE-PRE ; 
is to strike out the clause from line 19 to line 21, 
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Mr. DAWES. The question can be separated, if any Senator de- 
sires 


Mr. TELLER. I want a vote taken separately on these clauses. 


Mr. VEST. I have no choice myself, 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask for a division of the question. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The Senator from Colorado expresses a desire for a 
separate vole. 

Mr. VEST. 1 understand that those who are in favor of sustaining 


thc committee and striking out the clauses making provision for these 
two schools will vote ‘‘ yea,’’ and those opposed will vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘That is the understanding of the Chair. 
Ihe question is on agreeing to the amendment striking out. 

Mr. DAWES. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to vote on these clauses together. 
| made a request for a separate vote. I want to vote on the two propo- 
sitions separately. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was informed by the Senator 
occupying the seat before he came in, that it was agreed that the two 
amendments should be considered together. 

Mr. DAWES. Any Senator can call for a separate vote, as I stated. 
lhe Senator from Colorado expresses a desire for a separate vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote then will be first taken on 
striking out lines 19, 20, and 21, on page 60. Is that the wish of the 
Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I desire. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HARKIS (when his name was called). I do not see the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MorriLv] in his seat. I am paired with him, 
and as 1 do not know how he would vote on this amendment I with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. VADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], but I have made an arrange- 
ment to transfer that pair to the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. ALp- 
r1cH] and those two remain paired, and I will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. In his absence I withhold my 
vole, 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WrLson], and therefore I with- 
hold my vote. 

rhe roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE, I was requested to state that the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr, FAULKNER] is necessarily absent, and is paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. DOLPH, I announce my pair with the senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

rhe result was announced—yeas 19, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 


Allison Frye, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Blair (ieorge, Hoar, Stewart, 
Dawes, Hale, MeMillan, Stockbridge, 
Dixon, Hawley, Paddock, Teller. 
ivarts, Higgins, Reagan, 

NAYS—27. 
Allen Cullom, Moody, Sanders, 
Bate, Davis, Morgan, Sherman, 
Berry, Gray, Payne, Squire, 
Blodgett, Hampton, Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Cali, Ingalls, Pierce, Vance, 
Casey Jonesof Arkansas, Power, Vest. 
Cockrell, McPherson, Ransom, 


ABSENT—38. 


Aldrich, Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Barbour, Dolph, Kenna, Stanford, 
Ditekburn, Edmunds, Manderson, Voorhees, 
brown, Eustis, Mitchell, Walthall, 
Butler, Farwell, : Morrill, Washburn, 
Cameron, Faulkner, Paseo, Wilson of lowa, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Piatt, Wilson of Md, 
Chandler, Gorman, Plumb, Wolcott, 

Coke, Harris, Pugh, 

Colquitt, Hearst, Quay, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on striking out the 
clause beginning in line 25 on page 60, down to and including line 2 
on page 61, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: : 

For the education and support of one hundred Indian children at the Holy 
Family Indian Schoo], at Blackfeet agency, Montana, $12,500. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. REAGAN. 1 intended to move to strike out lines 22, 23, and 
24, providing ‘‘for support and education of one hundred Indian 


a 


a 


pupils at St. Boniface’s Industrial School at Banning, Cal., $12,500,”’ 
but in view of the vote just taken I deem it useless to make a motion. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 61, after line 11, to insert: 


Thatin the expenditure of money appropriated for any of the purposes of ed- 
ucation of Indian children, those children of Indians who have taken lands in 


severalty under any existing law shal) not, by reason thereof, be excluded from 
the benefits thereof. 


Mr. DAWES. I think the last word ‘‘ thereof ’’ should be ‘‘ of sucb 
appropriation;’’ so as to read: 


From the benefits of such appropriation. 


I move that amendment to the afhendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know why this is necessary. Is 
there any danger of that being done? 

Mr. DAWES. If these children become citizens of the United States, 
and, it may be said, are thrown upon theirown resources, there is some 
question about that. This has been in every year since the severalty 
act passed, and it dropped out by accident over in the other House. 

The amendmentas amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 61, after line 16, to insert: 

That the expenditure of the money appropriated for school purposes in this 
act shall be at all times under the supervision and direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, and in all respects in conformity with such conditions, rules, and 


regulations as to the conduct and methods of instruction and expenditure of 
money as may from time to time be prescribed by him. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, on page 63, line 2, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriations ‘‘for payment of interest on 
certain abstracted and non-paying State stocks belonging to the various 
Indian tribes, and held in trust by the Secretary of the Interior, for 
the year ending June 30, 1890,’’ from ‘‘$101,460’’ to ** $101,470.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 63, at the end of section 31, toadd 
the following additional proviso: 


And provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized, for the 
period of thirty days after the approval of this act, to purchase in open market 
supplies necessary forthe Indian servicz, until contracts are executed and ap- 
proved and contractors have had time to deliver supplies to the several agencies, 
to an amount not exceeding $10,000 at any one time, a special report thereof to 
be made to Congress at its next session. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, in section 4, line 4, to change 
the date ‘‘1890’’ to ‘‘1891;’’ so as to read: 

That so much of the appropriations herein made as may be required to pay 


for goods and supplies, and for transportation of the same, for the year ending 
June 30, 1891, shall be immediately available, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to reconsider the vote by which, on page 
57, all of line 2, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ and lines 3, 4, and 5 were 
stricken out, and if that motion is carried I shall offer an amendment 
to the clause. Those words were stricken out on motion of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On my motion, that part of the bill on page 57, 
beginning with ‘‘ Provided,’’ in line 2, and ending with ‘‘available,’’ 
in line 5, was stricken out. I have no objection to the vote by which 
it was done being reconsidered for the purpose desired by the Senator 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator might reach that by taking a vote on 
concurring in the amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL, We can do it as well now. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If we can reconsider it I do not care to take a 
separate yote in the Senate. If we can dispose of it in this way it will 
be better. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator can reserve it for a separate vote when 
the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I thought that would not be necessary, as the 
Senator from Missouri consents to a reconsideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. DAWES. Do I understand the Senator from Missouri to say 
that he is willing the clause shall remain in the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, not to remain in the bill the way it is, but 
I am willing that the vote may be reconsidered so that the Senator 
may offer an amendment to it, and as amended I shall probably not 
have anything further to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then let it be reconsidered by unanimous consent. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be reconsidered. There is no objection to 
that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be reconsidered, unless there be 
objection made. It is reconsidered. 

Mr. PETTIGKEW. Now, at the end of line 5, page 57, I move to 
add ‘‘ about $15,000,’’ which is the amount of the unexpended appro- 
priation as near as we can ascertain it. 

Mr, ALLISON. Say ‘‘ not exceeding $15,000.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then I will say ‘‘not exceeding $15,000.” 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be re ported. _ Mr. Cot ‘KREI I What section 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of line 51, on Mr. PETTIGREW. The latter pa 
page 57: Mr. DAWES. It has not take 


Not exceeding $15,000, 
Mr. COCKRELL. I moved to strike out this clause because in my 
judgment it is vicious legislation to reappropriate an uncertain, un 


to the Committee on Appropriations a 
r'TIGREW. Notat | 
s of this agreement with these I 
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known balance. Years ago the committee of the Senate abandoued | | _ “ een ~aesty epnay doo oa dlc t] 
that practice and refused to consent to that kind of an appropriation. | “ +. a iw ~ Se — ane Poa _ : cont - | 
Now the Senator has ascertained about what the amount is, and that ie ae See ae edhe semen : t t clau 
ures » defec it. -PTTTOPR . ‘ 
“Othe VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment of the | Mr. I ET AG Pan LL eee eae . t name D pr 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PerricREw }. at landreau, B. Dak. The a ee r hun of 
The amendment was agreed to. na ihey a cit -_ ot -_ ae t a fan u i ving 
Mr. PADDOCK. Are amendments to the bill in order ? in houses, and have adopted the habits of civiliza hey are the 


IT esto he Sio ibe. because thev are 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Amendments are in order. t of the Sioux tribe, because they aré 


é ivance \ wtion 
Mr, PADDOCK. On page 26, after line 4, I move to add the fol- | they are members, all of them, t can. 
lowi E Churches. There is not a drunkard long th ind none o ‘ 
owing: pry ee 
Unless the same may be added thereto by the usages of the tribe and under | ‘ ver ‘ ag the 2 Ou ee eat rT. 1 4) ia ae 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. ney are cap ible ci ns of the ’ te es put ¢ are 0 ‘ - 
Mr. DAWES. I had some conference with the Senator from Ne- | bers ot the Sioux tribe and parties to the 5 and 1670, an 
oe ; : also t > last treaty de with th t cession of that 
braska about that amendment and since the conference my attention | #'S° tO the last treaty ma ah 6 ce ’ A 


: : -le ry we : ssouri, and entitled to its nefit. However, 
has been called to the fact that it might possibly create a good deal of | COUntry west of the Missouri, a t ‘ t 


trouble and injustice; but inasmuch as the whole matter can be deter- a y do not ™ ish to | ave the present 
mined in the committee of conference I shall not object to the amend- ee to oy eee where tin y a an 
ment. However, if it were to be a final vote upon it, I should want | !°F mee special benefit, a provis mn was 
to have it considered further. might be sold at $1 per acre and they r 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should Nike to know what is the object of this Mr. PIERCE. 





And this amendment is to carry o 





it t part « 
amendment. Let the Secretary read it again and then I can under- = act: em rt aA at a eee 
stand it probably. Mr. DA W ES. J think the = ee a ee eee 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of line 4, on | the impression, without having the ! oe eee 
page 26: to be paid in advance their dollar ana e for that they were 
ee . . | not to he paid until the land was soid. If t has the law so 
Unless the same may be added thereto by the usages of the tribe and under a = : 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. sae 8 pertains to the Flandreaus, lask him to rea 
Mr. COCKRELL. Now read the paragraph in connection with it. Mr. PETTIGREW ; 
The Secretary read as follows: is Ane each mens avef the Fiendreas band of Sioux i 
Provided, That in making payments under this appropriation no one shall | “ pa a a. a " ita ‘si wer a ben ene aical : “a 
be recognized asa member of the tribe whose name was not upon the roll Jan : al zs i “yi 
uary 1, 1890, unless the same may be added thereto by the usages of the tribe Mr. DAWES. Now he hasa rh ) i nad v »>knOWS 
and under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. whether he has made his choice in land o1 t > vuld there 
Mr. PADDOCK. This is a most extraordinary and unusual provis- | not be some report made tothe Interior Departm that particular? 
ion, fixing an arbitrary period within which additions to the member- | I know the amendment winds up with saying ** » much th reof as 
ship of the tribe shall be excluded. It is without precedent in the | may be necessary,’’ but it does not seem to that the time has ar 
whole history of Indian legislation. A child who is born in the tribe | rived when there is to be any appropriation made, because th Flan- 
after the Ist day of January, 1890, could not be enrolled. | dreaus may choose the land. They e the option to take the land 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know if there was, on the Ist of | or to take so much an acre. 
January, 1890, the date named here, any roll made out of all these Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be reac 
Indians. | TheSecrerary. After line 9, page 33, it is proposed to add 
Mr. PADDOCK. That I do not know anything about. y enable the Secretary of t er pay to the § Sioux India 
Mr. DAWES. I am informed since my conference with the Senator located at Flandreau, S. Dak., in case they ¢ ose to tak inoney inte nd : 
that there was a roll made out with the approval of the Secretary of |)“: ‘B® Suin pf &! per were tae ines weneuiahinss all anubiom Tel hn wok ae alate 
the Interior. Now it is suggested that that roll may be amended ac- | a portion of the Sioux reservation to Sioux Indians of | Lin separate reser- 
cording to the usages of the tribe on the same approval of the Secre- yalions, aad te Seenre the x = ~~ shme ¥ a a om ae eis 
tary of the Interior. The temptation will be, in the payment of this | G)5 CoS! Barpo™ oe saitintt Geka cnr day dae tieeaiedl ais aoe’ tes te 
money, for some influences to be exerted over the tribe to bring in | The funds appropriated by this section shall not be covered into the Treasury 
white people who have married into the tribe; but I do not oppose it, Mr. DAWES. The legal effect of it 


for the reason that it will be likely to go into conference, where the 
whole matter can be determined by some communication with the De- 
partment. 


Mr. PADDOCK. The matter was under consideration by the De- 
partment, and agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer an amendment which I should like to 
have read. 


The SecRETARY. It is proposed to amend the bill by inserting on 
page 33, ut the end of line 9: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay to the Santee Sioux Indians, 
located at Flandreau,S. Dak., the sum of $1 per acre in lieu of the allotments of 
lands to which said Indians would be entitled under the provisions of section 7 
of ‘An act to divide a portion of the Sioux reservation to Sioux Indians of 
Dakota in separate reservations, and to secure the relinquishment of the In- 
dians to the remainder, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1889, to be 


reimbursed to the United States as therein provided, $45,000, or so much thereof 


which hereafter the Secretary may take 
landreau Indians as ultimatel 


I l 
know but that it is a proper appropriati 
} 
| 


y choose 


» any necessity for making it now 

Mr. REAGAN, Has there been any 

Mr. DAWES. There does not appe 
made. I suppose it is competent in ad 
money and authorize the Secretary afte 
an acre. The only question for the 


tary with authority of law when the « 
I think we had better not do it. 

Mr. REAGAN. It seems to me there 
ment and evidence of the desire of th 
This looks a little like making a con 
willor not. Itoccurs to me that wea 
ment. 





make this appropriation of $45,000 and put it in charge of 


is to set apart a fund out of 
a dollar an acre for such of the 
I do not 


on, but there does not seem to 


1 } 
to take the money 


made? 

ir to have been any allotment 
vance to set apart this sum of 
r the event to take the dollar 
Senate 
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allotme! 


is whether they will 
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vent arrives to pay these men. 


ought to be evidence of an allot- 
e Indians to get that money. 
ract with them whet 
re premature w th this amend- 


ner 





as may be necessary, The funds appropriated by this section shall not be cov- Mr. PETTIGREW. These Indians are located at Flandrea . 
ered into the Treasury. Dak. They sent their representative here and paid his expenses to 

Mr“DAWES. I donot know that that is in order. I raise the ques- | secure this clause in the Sioux bill when it was passed, over a year 
tion whether it is in order. ago. They desire to receive this money the purpose of purchasing 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say in reply to the question of order | lands for those who have not received homesteads where they are now 
that it is carrying out the provisions of an existing law; that under the | located. They do not desire the allotments upon this reservation. 
provisions of the act of March 2, 1889, ‘‘ each member of the Flandreau | The amendment which I offer provides that it shall be in lieu thereof, 
band of Sioux Indians is hereby authorized to take allotments on the | and so every Indian of this tribe or ! i who takes this money is pre- 


great Sioux reservation, or in lien therefor shall be paid at the rate of 
$1 per acre tor the land to which they would be entitled, to be paid out 
of the proceeds of lands relinquished under this act, which shall be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Senator reading? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is from the act. 
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necessary, to be drawn from and paid to those Indians who make ap- 


plication for it, and they take it in lieu of their allotments and are 
precluded from taking the land thereafter. They are allowed under 
this provision to exercise a choice, and it seems to me that it is proper 


and pertinent at this time to make the appropriation. 
Mr. DAWES. 1 move to amend the amendment by adding thereto: 


Provis t of this appropriation shall be paid toany Indian 
of the Plandreau band of Sioux Indians until after there shall have been pre- 
rented to the Secretary of the Luterior proof that he bas made hiselection to take 
said sum of money in lieu of land under said law 


led, That no money or 


Mr. SHERMAN, I suggested an amendment ina few words, which 
is noted at the desk, that I think will cover the matter and make the 
payment of the money conditional upon their choice. I ask the Sec- 
retary to read the amendment I suggested, and perhaps the Senator will 
accept it. 

TheSecrerary. After the word ‘‘ Dakota,’’ in line 2 of the amend- 
ment, it is propésed to insert ‘‘ in case they choose to take the money 
instead of land; ’’ so as to read: 


l'o enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay to the Santee Sioux Indians lo- 
cated at Flandreau,S. Dak., in case they choose to take the money instead of 


snd, the sum of $1 per acre. 

Mr. DAWES. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. lL aceept the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Ohio to my amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, I think we ought to have the law read to 
which the amendment refers, so that we may know exactly what the 
claim is. I hold in my hand the act of March 2, 1889, and section 7 
reads thus: 


That each member of the Santee Sioux tribe of Indians now occupying a 
reservation in the State of Nebraska, not having already taken allotment, shall 


be entitled to allotments upon said reserve in Nebraska as follows— 

Then it goes on and mentions the quantity— 
with title thereto, in accordance with the provisions of article 6 of the treaty 
concluded April 29, 1868, and the agreement made with said Santee Sioux ap- 
proved February 28, 1877, and rights under the same in all other respects con- 


forming to this act. And said Santee Sioux shall be entitled to all other bene- 
its under this act in the same manner and with the same conditions asif they 
were residents upon said Sioux reservation, receiving rations at one of the agen- 
cies herein named: Provided 

Now, this is the clause under consideration here— 


That all allotments heretofore made to said Santee Sioux in Nebraska are 
hereby ratified and confirmed; and each member of the Flandreau band of 
Sioux Indians is hereby authorized to take allotments on the great Sioux res- 
ervation, or in lieu therefor shall be paid at the rate of $1 per acre for the land 
to which they would be entitled, to be paid out of the proceeds of lands relin- 
quished under this act, which shall be used under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior; and said Flandreau band of Sioux Indians isin all other re- 
spects entitled to the benefits of this act the same as if receiving rations and an- 
nuities at any of the agencies aforesaid. 

‘This shows clearly that it is to be “‘ paid out of the proceeds of lands 
relinquished under this act.’’ 

Mr. REAGAN. To each individual, not to the band. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Theamendment provides that this money shall 
be reimbursed to the Treasury of the United States out of the proceeds 
of the sale of lands relinquished. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It would be better to say “‘of them”? or ‘‘any of 
them.’’ That will apply te any member. 

Mr. DAWES. This isadvancing the money beforeit isdue. There 
is not a dollar that has been received into the Treasury out of the pro- 
ceeds of that land. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has none of this land been sold? 

Mr. DAWES. Not an acre. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And it can not be sold for five years. 

Mr. DAWES. And they are to be paid out of the proceeds of that 
land. They are to get ahead of any other Sioux in that way. Every 
beneticiary under that act except the Flandreaus has to wait until the 
land is sold and the proceeds go into the Treasury. The Flandreaus 
under this proposition have theirs advanced to them. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President,notatall. Undertheact $3,000,000 | 
is placed in the Treasury of the United States for the benefit of these 
Indians; and further than that, under the act none of this land can be 
disposed of except under the homestead law and five years’ residence. 
Therefore you would make these Indians wait five years, retard their 
civilization and their progress, and gain nothing by it whatever. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Government, I understand, took this land | 
ata dollar and a quarter an acre. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ata dollar an acre. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And that amount was placed to the credit of | 
these Indians? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Three million dollars was. It will amount to 
eight or ten million dollars in the end. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is eminently fair and just to allow each | 





person to make his choice, either to go upon the land and make his al- | 
lotment or receive his money, and the Government ought not to ask 
delay in a matter of that kind. 
Phe PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). The ques- | 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota | 
[Mr. PerricREw]. 
The amendment was agreed to. | 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I have another amendment which I wish to 
offer, to follow that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. Following the amendment already agreed to, 
on page 33, it is proposed to insert— 

For the erection of thirty school-buildings, provided for in section 20 of the 
above mentioned act of March 2, 1889, $30,000. 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to purchase lands for such of the 
Santee Sioux Indians in Nebraska as have been unable to take lands in sev- 
eralty on their reservations in Nebraska by reason of the restoration of the un- 
allotted lands to the public domain, $32,000, 

Mr. DAWES. I raise the point of order on that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator state his point of 
order ? 

Mr. DAWES. I do not understand that that is provided for by ex- 
isting law. It is not otherwise made in order. 

Mr. PLATT. It is not estimated for. 

Mr. DAWES. The existing law does not require that to be done 
now. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then I desire to divide the amendment which 
I have offered, and I offer the first raph as an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
modifies his amendment. It will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It proposed to insert on page 33, following the 
amendment last agreed to: 


For the erection of thirty school-buildings, provided for in section 20 of the 
above mentioned act of March 2, 1889, $30,000. 


Mr. DAWES. Now, what is section 20? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Thisis to carry out the provision ofexisting law. 
The act ot March 2, 1889, section 20, provides: 


That the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be erected not less than thirty 
school-houses, and more, if found necessary, on the different reservations, at 
such points as he shall think for the best interest of the Indians, but at such 
distance only as will enable as many as possible attending schools to return home 
nights, as white children do in attending district schools: And provided, That 
any white children residing in the neighborhood are entitled to attend the said 
schoo! on such terms as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 


Mr. DAWES. Is that an addition? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, sir; it isa separate section and entirely in 
addition to any other provision in this bill in regard to schools for 
these Indians. 

Now, the only desire I have in having these amendments adopted is 
to fulfill our agreements and carry out the provisions of the law in re- 
lation to these Indians. We have in Dakota 25,000 of the bravest In- 
dians that ever inhabited any country, the Sioux Indians, the most 
capable of civilization and American citizenship ot any of the Indians 
who ever inhabited this continent. They will do as they agree; and 
if the Government of the United States had always done as it agreed 
by the Sioux Indians no wars would have ever resulted, our frontier 
would never have been desolated. 

I think the time has come when we should carry out the sacred ob- 
ligations of our treaties and do by these Indians as we promised, and 
Iam sure that if we do it the result will be most gratifying to the 
people of this country, and that these Indians have intellect enough, 
bravery and courage and fortitude enough, to make noble citizens of 
this Republic. The people of Dakota are willing that they should re- 
main within her borders, but they do insist that the Government of 
the United States shall keep its agreement and advance them as fast as 
possible in the line of civilization and citizenship. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perti- 
GREW]. 

Sie iesidininaae was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Now I offer the other paragraph of the amend- 
ment, which I offer as an amendment to follow the one just agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to purchase lands for such of the San- 
tee Sioux Indiansin Nebraska as have been unable to take lands in severalty on 
their reservations in Nebraska by reason of the restoration of the unallotted 
lands to the public domain, $32,000. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This amendment is not provided for in the act 
of March 2, 1889, and neither are the other two amendments which I 
propose to offer following this. 

Mr. DAWES. Then how is it in order? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. We appointed, under the act of March 99, 
a commission of three men to make a treaty with these Indifins, Gen- 
eral Crook, Mr. Foster, and Mr. Warner. They made the treaty, and 
in making it made certain promises. I desire that those promises shall 
be carried out and fulfilled. These Indian chiefs came to Washington, 
two from each of the tribes, had an interview with the Secretary of 
the Interior and members of the Committee on Indian Afiairs, and 
every one promised that every effort should be used to carry out the 
promises of the commissioners who made the treaty. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator mean promises made in negotia- 
tions or stipulations in the treaty ? 

Mr. DAWES. No. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. It is the recommendation of the commission. 
It is not astipulation in the treaty, but the commissioners say that 
they told these Indians in securing their signatures to the treaty that 
certain things should be done, and in their report they recommend 
that they shall bedone. They enumerate whatthey are, and this is one 
of them. A bill to carry out these provisions and conditions was 
transmitted from the Interior Department, transmitted, in fact, by th 
President, prepared by the Interior Department, and introduced by the 
Senator from Massachusetts and passed this body. It was relerred to 
a committee of the other House and favorably reported. 

Mr. DAWES. All that is true, and it seems to me that that bill 
ought to pass; but it is a very improper thing to load down an appr 
priation bill with all the assurances that these commissioners may 
have made. ‘They made assurances to the Sisseton Sioux amounting 
to $600,000. They made another to the Coeur d’ Alénes, amounting to 
just about thesame. Thesecommissioners seemed to feel authorized to 
make just such assurances as they thought equity and justice required, 
and in the main the Committee on Indian Affuirs have felt it to be 
their duty to carry out without questioning the assurances that these 
men have made to the Indians, and by those assurances obtained thei: 
consent to parting with land. 

I see the Senator from Minnesota, which reminds me of the fact that 
among the Chippewas almost a million dollars is embraced in different 
bills to carry out their assurances to the Indians that if they would 
sign these treaties they would use their influence with Congress to have 
these just claims paid, and bills for a large share of them are pending 
in the different branches. Now, the question is whether they shall be 
put upon an Indian appropriation bill and not be considered in the 
regular bills that are brought before Congress for consideration by the 
regular committees. The amendment is not in order upon this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator make the point of 
order? 

Mr. DAWES. I make the point of order. I do it with reluctance, 
becanse I believe that we are in good faith bound to carry out the as- 
surances of these commissioners, who obtained the names of the Indians 
to these great treaties surrendering vast domains by telling them they 
would do so and so; but then I do not want it upon this appropriation | 
bill. This bill would be loaded down so that it would go I do not 
know where. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Right in this connection I should like 
to call attention to one point in the recommendation of the Commis 


sioner of Indian Affairs. It seems to me to so peculiarly fit the state | 


of things that exists here in the Senate now that I can not refrain from 
calling attention to it. 


speaking of the Indians: 

They should hear little or nothing of the “ wrongs of the Indians.” and of the 
injustice of the white race. lf their unhappy history is alluded to it should be 
to contrast it with the better future that is within theirgrasp. The new era that 
has come to the red men through the munificent scheme of education, devised 
for and offered to them, should be the means of awakening loyalty to the 
Government, gratitude to the nation, and hopefulness for themselves. 

I thought perhaps in this connection it would be well to consider the 
recommendations of the Commissioner as to what should be taught 
these Indians. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I wish to make one observation, 
and that is this: Of course if the point of order is insisted upon I am 
not certain in my own mind whether the amendment is subject to it 
or not, The amendment which I offer is a section of a bill which has 
passed the Senate after being duly considered by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. Of course if it is in order under that state of facts 
then I shall insist upon the Senate considering it, because it is taken 
out of the usual rule of these treaties. General Crook never consented 
to make his report of this treaty until he had had these Indians come 


here and hold a council with: the Secretary of the Interior and the | 


members of the Indian Committees of both Houses of Congress and re- 


ceive assurances from the Secretary of the Interior and from the mem- | 


bers of both of these committees that these provisions would be carried 
out if it was within their power to do it. 

Then he made his report, so jealons was he of his honor and of his 
word when given out. He had fought these Indians for years; he knew 
they did as they agreed, that they kept their contract, and he was de- 
termined they should never say that under any circumstances he had 
violated his. 

Now, every member of the Senate knows that unless these provisions 


are made upon this bill they will not be made at this session of Con- | 


gress, and it seems to me that we can not do less than put them on. 
If we have made an agreement let us keep it, no matter if we do ex- 
haust the surplus. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota to say that a bill with this special item in it 
has passed the Senate ? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
this item ? 


At this session ? 


A bill containing nothing more than 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. It contained this item a the others vy I 
propose to offer, carrying out the | lises made by the commiss 

the PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. DAWES. That bill cont c $a 
pretty big load. 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER. 1 1e 
three items 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, yes 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Has this amendment been reported 
from any committee and referred to the Committee on Appropriations 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As an amendment; no 

The PRESIDING OFFICE Phe ¢ 


the point of order. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to say as to the statem 





ust now made by the Senator from Sou t tl eren 
that was held with the Secretary eral ( k, i 
these Indians, that | was prese ‘ ide | 
the Senator from South Dakota to be tra It e to! L 
hardship that a point of order should cut it a pro n of this sort; 
und I think in view of what has r e recom 
mer! dat ons :% -_ I mH ner ol mhbuaian AT ins 
should hereafter not be taught anything about the unfair trea t of 
the white people 1 irds t ndians in the rht to t 
out. We certainly had agreed to carry out t sion at G 
eral Crook promised these Indians s ld b I 1 out y 
the Senate will deny it; everybody is und toa it; and 
refuse to carry out what our o comm I reed to 
with these Indians. 
The PRESIDING OFFIC] if t no fi ier amendments 
is in Committee « the Whole b the bill wil rep rted to the Senate 
Mr. POWER. On page 55, line 4, after the word ‘‘ Monta: J 
move to insert 
of trea is, a 
So as to read 
the cons tir Indian rt yrs « i ry and repair of 
Dbulldings ae ling « s = iz at black feetagency 
ynitana, out of treaty fu $s, ala cost not ex I a Tho | 
Mr. DAWES I should like to know out of what treaty fund we 
are at liberty to build this school-house If the Senator has the treaty 


provision, I should like to hear it read. 
Mr. POWER. Ioffer this amendment by request of the Commis- 


! | sioner of Indian Affairs. They want a good school-house and good 
In stating what should be taught in Indian | 


schools and what should not be taught, the Commissioner says, in 


provision made for it. 
Mr. DAWES. 


] 


[agree with the Senator that they ought to have a good 
I do not know but that he is authorized to take it out of a 
treaty fund, but I never heard of such atreaty with the Blackfeet that 


| school-house, and if the Senator will stop with $25,000, I will not say 


a word. 





you could take money out of it to build a school-house. 

Mr. POWER. Twen ve thousand dollars is all they ask. The 
$150,000 spoken of here cove ill the amount. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will not force us to take $25,000 out of 
| the treaty at 


} 


treaty, I woul 

Mr. POWER. That is all rig 

Mr. DAWES. Strike out all that part which requires 
out of a treaty fund with the Blackfeet 

Mr. POWER. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana modifies 
his amendment As modified the amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4, after the word ‘‘ Montana,”’ it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘ at a cost not excceding $25,000;’’ so as to read 


a venture, without knowing that there is any sucha 
1 not objeet. 
ht. 


it to be paid 


For the construction on Indian reservat gs and repair of 
| school-buildings, including construction of school-building at Blackfeet agens 


in Montana, at a cost not exceeding $2 
Mr. DAWES. I think that is a wise amendment, because I think 
up there in Montana at the Blackfeet agency, if you going to build 
a school-house at all you ought to build one that wi ccommodate 
more than sixty or seventy scholars. 
The ameudment was agreed to. 


Mr. POWER. I have another amendment to offer On pags hi 
14, after the word ‘‘thousand,’’ I move to insert ‘‘ five hundred so 
as to read 
| At the Fort Belknap agency, $1,500 
| Mr. DAWES. I raise the point of order. s not in order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the poi f order ? 
Mr. DAWES. 









It has not been recon ymmittee. 
Mr. POWER. The Com t yf J } has reco 
mended it to your committe 
Mr. DAWES. Is there an est 
Mr. POWER. Yes, sir; it is « 
Mr. GORMAN. ‘The Senator can reach what he desires in the Sen- 
j} ate. The appropriation as it came up from the other House wa 
$1,500. The Senator can ask the Senate to non-concur in the amend- 


ment made as in Committee af 
propriation $500. 


the Whole. We have re 
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Mr. POWER. This amount has been asked for. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator can reach it by asking a separate vote 
in the Senate upon concurring in that amendment when we get the 
bill into the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. A separate vote is all that is necessary. 

Mr. DAWES. The proposition of the Senator is to restore $500 
which the Senate has stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is clearly not in order now. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts if there is an appropriation for school-buildings at the 
Fort Belknap agency in this bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know that there is. 
me now. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘There was an amendment appropriating $5,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana can have 
a separate vote on the amendment in the Senate. If there be no fur- 
ther amendments, Shal?the bill be reported to the Senate? 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator from Montana that he need 
not call fora separate vote upon those amendments striking out. Those 
reductions were made for the purpose of a committee of conference, to 
hear the reasons why they were put in. 

Mr. POWER. Here are the reasons, in the estimates. 

Mr. DAWES. I know it, but there are half a dozen of them, and 
they will take the same course in the committee of conference. It is 
not necessary to have a separate vote on any of them. 

Mr. POWER. The Senator had better allow this one amendment 
to be non-concurred in. 

Mr. DAWES. I can not consent to pick out one of six of those and 
have them non-concurred in, 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to reserve the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole striking out of the amendment in line 23, page 
46, the words ‘‘ more than one of whom shall be a resident of any one 
State’’ and inserting the words ‘‘ residents of the State of Washing- 
ton;’’ and then in the twenty-second line, after the word ‘‘ three,’’ I 
wish to move to insert the word “‘ disinterested;’’ so as to read: 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to appoint a 
commission to consist of three disinterested persons, etc, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington re- 
serves the amendment on page 46 of the bill. Does any other Senator 
desire to reserve any amendment? If not, the question is on concur- 
ring in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, with the 
exception of those specially reserved. 

Mr. VEST. I was not in the Senate when the provisions as to the 
pay of agents, on page 3, were disposed of, and I desire to move, in 
line &,' to strike out ‘‘$1,500"’ and make it ‘*$2,000.”’ 

Mr. DAWES. That is subject to the point of order, but I am per- 
fectly willing it shall go into conference with all of the amendments 
relating to the salaries of Indian agents. 

Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. Vest). That is not to be reserved. You 
can offer that. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that an increase of salary or ia it a diminution ? 
I did not quite understand it. 

Mr. VEST. It is to increase the salary. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is not subject to a point of order? 

Mr. DAWES. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments except the one reserved. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington re- 
serves the amendment on page 46. The Chief Clerk will report the 
amend ment. 

The Cuter CLerKk. The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, struck 
out line 24 of the amendment on page 46 and inserted after the word 
*‘not,’’ in line 23, the words: ‘‘ residents of the State of Washington;”’ 
so as to read: 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to appoint a 
commission to consist of three persons, not more than two of whom shall be of 
the same political party, and not residents of the State of Washington. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington asks 
the Senate to non-concur in this amendment. The question is, Will 
the Senate concur in the amendment? 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose the Senator means to concur with an amend- 
ment, does he not? 

Mr. SPOONER. He means to give notice that if the Senate non- 
concurs he will offer to amend by inserting the word ‘‘disinterested.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAWES. That amendment was put in by a decisive vote, after 
a very fall debate yesterday afternoon. The propriety of excluding 
citizens of Washington from passing upon a matter in which the State 
of Washington as well as individuals in the State are very largely in- 
terested seems so proper that I do trust that the Senator will not press 
the question. 

Mr. ALLEN. 


It does not occur to 


Mr. President, I wish to differ from the Senator from 


Massachusetts, There was something of a discussion on this question 
yesterday; but upon looking in the Recorp it will be discovered that 
the discussion took place after the action of the Senate upon the ques- 
tion. 

Now, it does seem to me this matter comes down to a very narrow 
compass. Here is a case in which the United States Government on 
one side is the principal interested party and the State ot Washington 
upon the other. Here is a body of land upon one of the bays in the 
State of Washington wherein the United States and the State of Wash- 
ington each have an interest. Twelve hundred Indians are the occu- 
pants of an Indian reservation. 

The Government of the United States stands as the guardian of those 
Indians, TheStateof Washington has its title and interest in the shore- 
lines. It stands as the trustee and as the representative of the city of 
Tacoma, and of all the citizens of the State of Washington; yet we are 
told that the people of the entire State of Washington, a Commonwealth 
of nearly one-half million of people, are so tainted with prejudice and so 
biased by interest in this matter that within theareaof that State asuit- 
able person can not be found to act upon this commission. 

We are told the President of these United States can not, in the ex- 
ercise of his constitutional power, select a man from this infected State 
who can act upon this mere advisory board fairly and justly. Now, I 
say thatiswrong. Isayitisunjust. Isay itisadiscrimination against 
the State of Washington that is in the nature of an imputation upon her. 

Has it come to such a pass, Mr. President, that because the interests 
of a few hundred Indians within the borders of the State are involved, 
because a single city of the State may be concerned, that, therefore, 
the entire population of that Commonwealth has become incapacitated 
and must have a ban cast upon it, so that even the President of the 
United States must be shackled and hampered and restricted lest he 
hazard the rights of these Indians in making an appvintment upon this 
advisory board of a citizen of that State? 

It is not only an invidious discrimination against the State and a 
distrust of the Executive, but it seems to me an unconstitutional lim- 
itation upon the appointing power of the President. Would you go 
into the Southern States of this Union and say, forsooth, because the 
interests of the colored men may in any manner be concerned, the peo- 
ple of those great States should be absolutely precluded from acting 
upon a mere advisory board when the interests of their States were 
deeply concerned ? 

Now, Mr. President, what would you say, supposing that in the 
harbor of Boston, in the State of the chairman of this committee, some 
question should arise between the United States and the local author- 
ities, and it became necessary for the Senate of the United States to 
obtain information, and suppose the President of the United States 
could find the most competent and the most highly qualified citizen of 
the United States within the limits of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts to advise the Senate, and yet because the city of Boston was 
involved in the matter must the President of the United States be pre- 
cluded from going into the Commonwealth to select a commissioner 
because one of its cities or towns was thus involved ? 

Is it a fact that such a man could not be placed upon a commission 
to inform and advise? 

I say the State has legitimate interests and that it is proper one of 
her citizens should go upon this commission, that the views of the 
State and the rights of the State may be presented. 

Such information does not bind but may guide and direct the Sen- 
ate so that it may legislate in a manner not to complicate the rights of 
the State and its people with those of the Federal Government. 

Mr. SPOONER. I like to follow the committee having charge of 
an appropriation bill, and especially where it is led by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes], in whom I have the profoundest 
confidence, but I can not vote for this proposition. I was in the chair 
yesterday while it was under debate, and had no opportunity of ex- 
pressing my opinion upon it. 

I certainly sympathize with the manifest feeling which the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. ALLEN] has upon the subject. I do not know 
how other Senators may feel upon the subject, but if it were a propo- 
sition applicable to the State of Wisconsin I should feel like resenting 
it as an insult to the State and opposing it, as far as I might do so, by 
proper resort to proper debate. 

I have known of no parallel—although the fact that I do not know 
it is not conclusive evidence that it does not exist—I have known of 
no parallel in legislation to such a proposition as this. What is it, Mr. 
President? Here is a proposition, an amendment, authorizing the 
President of the United States to appoint a board of three citizens or 
persons, to do what? To investigate certain facts connected with an 
Indian reservation in the State otf Washington—not to settle anything, 
not to enter into any contract with the Indians upon that reservation 
which shall bind the Government of the United States, but to look in- 
telligently into a certain subject and to report to Congress the facts, 
with their recommendations, 

In the first place, there is this limitation to protect the Indians. If 
it was left to the President to appoint the commission, no President of 
the United States would select men to comprise that commission or any 
other commission until he was satisfied, upon proper examination, that 
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they were disinterested men. There is that limitation. 
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Now itis pro- | 


posed that Congress shall go beyond that, and shall by law render ab- | 


solutely ineligible any man who happens to live in the State of Wash- | 


ington, no matter what reason the President—— 

Mr. GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator a moment ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield. 

Mr. GRAY. [should like toask the Senator trom Wisconsin whether, 
in his opinion, a limitation upon the choice of the President, which 
renders a class of citizens of the United States ineligible to appoint- 


ment, does not interfere with the constitutional power of the Presi- | 


dent absolutely to appoint. 

Mr. SPOONER. The statement of the proposition constitutes the 
iurgument in support of it. But I do not care to discuss that question, 
nor will I. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Delaware 
what he does with that other limitation that no more than two of the 
commissioners shall be of one political party. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘That is not before the Senate now. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
not quite understand the question—has the United States any interest 
in this, as well as the State of Washington? 

Mr. SPOONER. The United States has an interest in it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ifa citizen of the State of Washington is ineligible by 
reason of the fact that Washington has an interest, how can any citizen 
of the United States be appointed when the United States has an in- 
terest” 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a legitimate argument. I was basing my 
suggestion merely upon the question—and it seems to be an obvious 
one—of propriety and legislative declaration, a declaration put into a 
law by Congress, to live forever on our statute-books, that, in the opin- 
ion of Congress, no man in the State of Washington should be per- 


| should be used in this regard. 


I wish to ask the Senator from Wisconsin—for I do | 


mitted because of his prejudice or self-interest to serve upon this advis- | 


ory board. I can not vote for any such proposition. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam notgoing to wrestle with the Senator from Wis- 
consin, but I have only to remind him that he has just voted for pre- 
cisely that proposition in another place in the bill. 

The idea that, for instance, a judge residing in the city of Boston 
would sit on a bench and try a case in which the city of Boston was 
interested and do it without reproach, is an idea that will be for the 
first time learned by any citizen of Massachusetts. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like toask the Senator a question right 
there. Whatright has the Congress of the United States to assume, 
even if that be correct, that all the citizens of the State of Washington 
are interested in this little controversy ? 

Mr. DAWES. The State of Washington and every citizen of the 
State is just as much interested as every citizen of the city of Boston is 
interested in any lawsuit brought by or against that city. 

Mr..STEWART. It the Senator will allow me, I suggest that the 


judges in the city of Boston are daily trying cases in which the city is 


involved, aud so in every other city such cases come up almost daily. 


You will find on the dockets of the courts of every city of the United | 


States a large number of cases in which the city is interested, which 
are tried by the judges in the municipality. 
Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Nevada has ever seen a resident 


a case where that city or that town was a party, he has seen what I 
have never seen or read of in the State of Massachusetts. 
Mr. STEWART. 


that kind on the dockets of the courts in Boston now to be tried. At 


I will venture to say that you will find cases of | 


} 


all events, you will find such cases in a large number of other cities of | 


the country. 
Mr. SQUIRE, 


a great interest in the State of Washington, lest by my silence I might 
be misunderstood, I think I ought to say a word or two. 


It does not seem necessary that there should be any difference of | viously passed by the Senate,”’ it is in order. 


opinion in regard to the propriety of allowing the President of the 
United States to make his selections for this proposed commission from 
the people of the United States, without any discrimination against the 
citizens of the State of Washington, and that one point is all there is of 
it; and I respectfully ask the member of the committee having the bill 
in charge to concede this point, so that there may be no discrimination 
against the citizens of Washington, and to concede the point that the 
President, in the exercise of his discretion, may take into consideration 


all the various circumstances whichshould be considered in connection 
with these appointments. 


low the amendment of my colleague to prevail. 

Mr. DAWES. Nothing was farther from the minds of the commit- 
tee than any reflection upon the State ef Washington. The commit- 
tee thought they were following a precedent, and were only desirous 
of getting the best possible result. If the Senators from Washington 
feel that that is a reflection upon the State of Washington or any of its 
members I shall withdraw all objection. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Washington. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. President, as this is a question in which we feel 


) | ments after they had sent their chiefs here to t: 
I hope the chairman of the committee will waive his point and al- | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


now 18 on com lg 
in the amendment which was reserved ymended 
Mr. ALLISON. I wish to say a word before this amendment is 
finally acted upon. This isa very important provision and it relates 
| to the most valuable land probably iu this couatry, and I wish to call 
attention to the last clause, before the appropriation, which read 
And said commission shall t rt the facts as tained and t I 5 
and recommendations thereon to the Presid to b ur ated ) 
Congress, 


I do not wish to be conciuded by the conclus 


ions of the commission, 
I think that word 


a little stronger, perhaps, than 
Of course every body understands what 
the object of this amendment is. 

Mr. PLATT. 

Mr. ALLISON, 
commission. 

Mr. PLATT. That will do. 

Mr. EVARTS. It is the same in this connection. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the same 1 do know that I wish to 
change the phraseology. Ionly wish to putina sort of caveat respect- 
ing myself on this particular word 

Mr. COCKRELL. Strike out ‘‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the amendment as amended 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ordering 
amendments to be engrossed and the bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
the Senate. 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

“he CHIEF CLERK. On page33, alter the amendments already agreed 
to, it is proposed to insert the following 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay 
the Standing Rock and Cheyenne River a 
been deprived by the authority of the Un 


‘*conclusions’’ is 


What is your suggestion ? 
I should rather have theopinions, the views of the 


not 


* views.’’ 
concurring in 


and insert 
The question is on 


conclusions ”’ 


the 


I have an amendment which I[ wish to offer in 


to sucl lividual Indians of 


sll ascertain to have 
1ies in the year 1576, 


gencies as he s! 


‘d States of por 





at the rate of $0 for each pony; and he is hereby authorized to employ such 
agent or agents as he may deem necessary in ascertaining such facts as will 
enab e him to carry out this provision, and to pay them erefor such sums as 
shall be deemed by him fair and st pupensation: P ied, That the sum 
paid to each individual Indian under this provision shall! be taken and accepted 
by such Indian in full compensation for all loss sustained by such In 


iian in 
And provided fur- 
all have deceased the 
e paid to his heirs at law 


consequence of the taking from him of po 
ther, That if any Indian entitleu to such « rensation s 
sum to which such Indian would be entitled shall 
according to the laws of the State of Dakota, $200,00 


Mr. PETTIGREW. This amendment the 
mendation of the treaty, and which is 
included in their report and in the bill sent to Congress by the Interior 
Department, accompanied by a communication recommending its pas- 
sage. That biil has passed the Senate and has been favorably reported 
in the House of Representatives. 


Lies as aforesaid 


1s to carry 
} 


commissioners who made this 


out recom- 


It seems to me that we can not do 
less than carry out the promise we have made to these Indians. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, I submit that this amendment is 
not in order, not having been reported by any committee of the Senate 


| or submitted to the Committee on Appropriations 


Mr. PLATT. With regard to the question of order I do not wish to 


| say a great deal, but, as I understand it, this proposed amendment 
of any city or town in Massachusetts sitting as a judge in the trial of | stands on the same grounds as the one that was ruled out of order by 


the Chair in regard tothe Santee Sioux Indians. It seems to me that 
the amendment comes strictly within the exclusion of the rule: 

And no amendments shall be received to any genera 
effect of which will be to increase an appropriat 
bill, or to add a new item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the 


provisions of some existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act,or resolution pre- 
viously passed by the Senate during that session 


appropriation bill the 
on already contained in the 


The only criticism that can be made on this amendment is that it is 
to carry out only one provision in a bill containing several provisions. 
If it is made to carry out the provisions of an ‘‘ act or resolution pre 
It is not tocarry out all 
the provisions of an act, but simply one provision of an act which has 
been previously passed by the Senate, and the point of order turns right 
on that. I do not think the amendment is out of order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I trust the Senator from Maryland will not in- 
sist upon his pointof order. Thisamendment is to carry out an under- 
standing with these people which ought to be complied with; and, as 
is well known to every one, unless this provision is placed upon this 
bill it will not become a law at this session, in which case these In- 
dians will accuse us again of violating our promises and our 

k with the Gov 
and the members of the committee and the head o 
partment, and it will create great dissatisfactic 
of these Indians towards civilization. They w 


agree- 
‘ronment 
the Interior De- 
id retard the progress 





ill begin to feel that 
they do not wish to adopt the habits of civilized life as exhibited by a 
people who do not do as they have agreed todo. I very much hope 


the Senator will withdraw his point of order and allow this amend- 
ment to be adopted. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iobply desire to say that the Chair a few moments 
since ruled out (and I think very properly) a like amendment, simply 
because it was only a part of a bill which had passed the Senate some 
time during the present session, and therefore it did not come within 
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the rule which was read by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr]. 
It wonld be manifestly unfair in the construction of that rule if, after 
the passage of a bill containing a hundred items, any Senator might 
select from it such an item as he desired to have passed and offer it as 
an amendment to an appropriation bill. 

Now, I will say to my friend who offered this amendment that I do 
not know anything about the merits of the case, but I have no doubt 
the question stands precisely as he states it. We undertook to pass 
this matter as a separate and independent bill, and it passed the Sen- 
ate, consisting of eighty-four members, I have no doubt after proper 
consideration, and there ought to be no difficulty, if it is a claim such 
as the Senator states, aboutits passing elsewhere. There is no reason 
why it can not be passed, and, if it is pressing, as the Senator indi- 
cates, the whole responsibility for the failure to pass it can be located 
within a very small compass. 

I should like to see the business of the Senate go on in order and in 
conformity to the rules of the body, and I submit that, if a loose con- 
struction, such as is indicated by the Senator from Connecticut, should 
once obtain, with the condition of affairs in regard to legislation which 
exists in the Congress of the United States, I do not know where the 
interests of the people of the country can be protected. I believe to- 
day, sir, that the whoie country looks to this body as the only na- 
tional legislative body now in the land where parliamentary law can be 
enforced and fair consideration can be had for the matters which are 
presented. 

When we come to appropriate, as we have in this and in other bills, 
hon:treds of millions of dollars, reaching now a point where it strains 
the Treasury to meet the demands of the various acts which have been 
already passed, we can not afford in this body to disregard the rules, 
and as much as I should like to accommodate the distinguished Sen- 
ator who has presented this amendment to the Senate, I can not do it 
in justice to what I believe is proper legislation, which we are all 
bound to see enacted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to say, under the 
criticism of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], that the rea- 
son for this rule is that the Senate has given an opinion by passing an 
act. It may be that in that act which passed there were other items 
and other provisions which induced the Senate te include this item 
within those provisions and pass it as an act; and in the opinion of the 
Chair—and it is very clear to the Chair, too—the entire act must be 
offered as an amendment, and not one portion of it selected and offered 
inder that rule. Does the Senator from Connecticut desire to appeal 
from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. PLATT. Not at all. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to state that this precise question came 
up at the close of the first session I was in the Senate. While the 
then President of the Senate was temporarily absent the Senator from 
Tennessee | Mr. HARRIS] was in thechairand the then Senator from Del- 
aware, Mr. Bayard, offered as an amendment to the sundry civil bill a 
bill which had passed the Senate providing fora public building in his 
State, and I think in the capital of the State. The Senator from Ten- 
nessee held that the amendment was in order, because the bill had 
passed the Senate. 

Thereupon I immediately sent up to the document-room and got a 
copy of a bill for a public building at Portland, in my State, which had 
passed the Senate, and offered that asan amendment; but, in the mean 
time, the Senator from Tennessee had left the chair and the Senator 
from Vermont {Mr. EpMuNDs] had taken the chair, and he ruled it 
out of order, although I offered the bill precisely as it passed the Sen- 
ate, and when I called attention to it I was told that it was not con- 
sidered in order by the then occupant of the chair, and the Senate sus- 
tained the Presiding Officer. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
calls my attention to the language of the rule, and possibly the con- 
struction which he puts upon it and which has been put upon it for- 
merly would not carry out the idea which I had in my mind, The 
rule provides that no amendment shall be received— 
unless it be made to carry out the provisions of some existing law, or treaty 
stipulation, or act, or resolution previously passed by the Senate during that 
Session. 

And the Senator from Maine suggests that decisions have turned 
upon the word “‘act;’’ that it is only a resolution which has been pre- 
viously passed by the Senate during the session that makes an amend- 
ment in order, and the word ‘‘act’’ refers to a law which has already 
passed both Houses. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not desire to consume any time, 
butatan early day in my experience in the Senate this whole subject 
came up on an amendment which I moved to one of the appropriation 
bills, which covered a distinctive bill that had passed the Senate, and 
I moved it thinking that the language of the rule covered it, but the 
ruling by the Senator from Vermont { Mr. EpMuNDs] then in the chair, 
‘sustained by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Anthony ], since de- 
ceased, but then a great authority in the Senate, was that the lan- 
guage of the rule was such as indicated just now by the Senator from 
Connecticut, that an amendment was not in order unless it was in 
coniormity with some “‘ treaty stipulation or act,’’ and another alierna- 








tive, an act that had become a law, or an actor a “‘ resolution previously 
passed by the Senate,’’ and that the word ‘‘act’’ did not apply to an 
act of the Senate because the Senate does not enact. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It isa bill. 

Mr. HALE. It is simply a bill where it has passed one body and 
not the other. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER This debate is proceeding by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. The discussion is on a point of order. I merely want 
to ask the Senator if the learned parliamentarians whom he is citing, 
when they made that criticism as to the limitation upon the meaning 
of the word ‘‘act’’ in relation to a bill passed by the Senate, were in- 
quired of if there could be any act that was not passed by the Senate? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not, I think, see the foree of the di- 
vision of the rule. It says ‘‘atreaty stipulation.’’ ‘That is one thing 
that makes an amendment inorder. The next is an ‘‘act’’—not an 
act of the Senate, but an existing law “‘ or resolution previously passed 
by the Senate during that session.’’ The limitation ‘‘ of the Senate’’ 
does not apply to the act. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then the phrase ‘‘ the Senate’’ applies toa resolution 
only ? 

Mr. HALE. It was ruled that an amendment to be in order must 
be in coniormity with the stipulation of a treaty or an act already 
passed or a resolution of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. If a resolution of the Senate will make a thing in order 
why will not a bill passed by the Senate have the same effect ? 

Mr. HALE. The language is ‘‘ the provisions of some existing law, 
or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previously passed by the 
Senate during that session.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. What does the word ‘‘act’’ mean after the phrase “ ex- 
isting law?”’ 

Mr. HALE. It means the same thing, It is an act after it has be- 
come alaw. I remember at the time that I was greatly disappointed 
that the point was put so strongly by the veteran parliamentarians and 
by the then President of the body, and I gave it up and have given it 
up ever since. It is not at all necessary to discuss the matter now, 
however, because, under the ruling of the Chair, the amendmeut is ex- 
cluded anyhow. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ishould like to inquire if this discussion could 
not be had upon some other oceasion. As I understand there is noth- 
ing pending before the Senate, as the amendment which was offered 
has been ruled out by the Chair on a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ordering the 
amendments to be engrossed and the bill to be read a third time. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


REPORTS OF INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN CONFERENCE. 


Mr. HALE. I submit a joint resolution from the Committee on 
Appropriations. It is only to cure the construction placed by the 
Comptroller on an appropriation bill which has already passed. I ask 
for its present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 115) providing that nothing in the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill shall be construed to interrupt 
the publication of the reports of the International American Conference 
was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sideration of the joint resolution ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides that nothing 
in the act entitled *‘ An act making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891,’’ shall be construed to interrupt, delay, or prevent the prompt 
translation, publication, and distribution of the reports and proceed- 
ings of the International Conference. 

The joint resolution was reported the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business, being the bi}! (H. R. 9416) to reduce the reve- 
nue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes, 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet to-morrow morning #t 11 o’clock. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust that the Senator from Vermont will not in- 
sist upon the Senate meeting at that time to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MORRILL. Oh, yes; we must do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet to-morrow at 
11 o’elock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 

tion of executive business. 


Is there objection to the presentcon- 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5o’clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, July 25, 1890, 
at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 24th day of July, 1890. 
ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Thomas H. Anderson, of Ohio, now minister resident and econsul- 
general of the United States at La Paz, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to Bolivia, pursuant to the act of Congress 
approved July 14, 1890. 


Clark E. Carr, of Illinois, now minister resident and consul-general | 
of the United States at Copenhagen, to be envoy extraordinary and | 


minister plenipotentiary to Denmark, pursuant to the act of Congress 
approved July 14, 1890. 


John L. Stevens, of Maine, now minister resident of the United | 
States at Honolulu, to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 


tentiary to the Hawaiian Islands, pursuant to the act of Congress ap- 
proved July 14, 1890. Aes a 

George Maney, of Tennessee, now minister resident of the United 
States at Montevideo, to be envoy extraordinary and minister pleni- 
potentiary to Paraguay and Uruguay, pursuant to the act of Congress 
approved July 14, 1890. 

John D. Washburn, of Massachusetts, now minister resident and 
consul-general of the United States at Berne, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Switzerland, pursuant to the act of 
Congress approved July 14, 1890. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE SERVICE. 


Second Lieut. John Morissey, of Massachusetts, to be first lieuten- | 


ant in the revenue service of the United States, to succeed First Lieut. 
John U. Rhodes. deceased. 

Third Lieut. James H. Brown, of the District of Columbia, to be 
second lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States, to suc- 
ceed Second Lieut. John Morissey, to be promoted. 


POSTMASTERS. 
Eugene W. Godfrey, to be postmaster at Fort Payne, in the county 


of De Kalb and State of Alabama; the appointment of a postmaster | 


for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after July 1, 1890. 


Edward B. Smith, to be postmaster at White Hall, in the county of | 


Greene and State of Illinois, in the place of Aaron F. Vedder, removed. 
John 8. Orndorff, to be postmaster at Virginia City, in the county 
of Storey and State of Nevada, in the place of Miles Goodman, whose 
commission expired March 30, 1890. 
Edward Gardner, to be postmaster at Bayonne, in the county of 
Hudson and State of New Jersey, in the place of Thomas Brady, whose 
commission expires July 26, 1890. 


Horace S. Beebe,to be postmaster at Canisteo, in the county of Sten- | 


ben and State of New York, in the place of Mortermore Allison, re- 
moved. 

Miss Cassie W. Hull, to be postmaster at Bath, in the county of Steu- 
ben and State of New York, in the place of Anthony L. Underhill, 
whose commission expires July 26, 1890. 

Amos Roberts, to be postmaster at Addison, in the county of Stenben 
and State of New York, in the place of Fred. W. Latimer, whose com- 
mission expires July 26, 1890. 

Findley Johnston, to be postmaster at Ubrichsville, in the county of 


Tuscarawas and State of Ohio, in the place of James W. Hopkins, re- 
signed. 


James Earl Ogle, to be postmaster at Johnstown, in the county of | 


Cambria and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Herman Baumer, 
whose commission expires July 26, 1890. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Twentieth Regiment of Infantry. 


First Lieut. Joseph F. Huston, to be captain, July 15, 1890, vice | 


Manley, deceased. 
Second Lieut. Rowland G. Hill, to be first lieutenant, July 15, 1390, 
vice Huston, promoted. 
Twenty-first Regiment of Infantry. 
_First Lieut. Willis Wittich, regimental adjutant, to be captain, July 
18, 1890, vice Haughey, deceased. 
Twenty-third Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. Orlando L. Wieting, 
Stillé, deceased. 
Second Lieut. William H. Allaire, to be first lieutenant, 


July 15, 
1590, vice Wieting, promoted. ca 


| moneys at Lewistown, Mont. 





to be captain, July 15, 1890, vice | 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
E t nations firmed I 24, 1890. 
SECRETARY OF ] ATION. 

Samuel Kimberly, of Virginia, to be secretary of legation in Central 
American States and consul-general of the United States at Guate- 
mala. 

COLLECTOR OF cUS S 

Charles T. Stanton, of Connecticut, to be collector of « oms for the 
district of Stonington, in the State of Connecticut. 

rTERRITORI ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 

Edward P. Seeds, of Iowa, to be associate justice of the supreme 

| court of the Territory of New Mexico. 
UNITED STATI CONSUI 

Johnson Nickeus, of North Dakota, to be consul of the United Stat 
at Barranquilla. 

Ossian Bedell, of New York, to be consul of the United States at 
Fort Erie. 

REGISTERS OF LAND O 
Charles A. Burg, of Livingston, Mont., to be gister of the land 


office at Lewistown, Mont 

John Anderson, of Missoula, Mont., to be reg 
at Missoula, Mont. 

Eugene S. Neal, of Bismarck, N. Dak., to be 


register { th la 1 
| office at Bismarck, N. Dak 
e 
Asa Fisher, of Bismarck, N. Da » be eiver of public mon at 
Bismarck, N. Dak. 
John B. Catlin, of Stevensville, Mo to be 1 er of pub 
moneys at Missoula, Mont. 
George W. Cook, of Lewistown, Mofnt., to be receiver o publ ( 


Jacob R. We lty, of ¢ hehalis, Wash., to be receiver of public 


at Olympia, Wash. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE-iLOSPITAL SERVICE, 
Assistant Suraeon 
Arthur L. Benedict, of New York, to be assistant surgeon in the 
Marine Hospital Service of the United States. 
PROMCTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Subsistence Department, 


Lieut. Col. Michael R. Morgan, assistant Commissary-general of sub- 
sistence, to be assistant commissary-general of subsistence with the 
rank of colonel. 

Maj. Thomas C. Sullivan, commissary of subsistence, to be assistant 
commissary-general of subsistence. 

Capt. William H. Nash, commissary of subsistence, to be commis- 


| sary of subsistence with the rank of major 


Fourth Regiment of Inf ntry. 
First Lieut. Rufus P. Brown, regimental quartermaster, to be captain. 
Fifth Re giment of Infantry. 
Maj, William L. 
colonel. 


Kellogg, Nineteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
Sixth Regiment of Infantry 
Lieut. Col. Melville A. Cochran, Fifth Infantry, to be colonel. 
Nineteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Capt. Edwin M. Coates, Fourth Infantry, to be major. 
POSTMASTERS. 
John I. Lanphere, to be postmaster at Sil 
Chautauqua and State of New York 
John Satterfield, to be postmaster at Dover, in the « 
and State of Delaware. 
Joseph Moorhead, to be postmaster at Blairsville, in the county ot 
Indiana and State of Pennsylvania. 
Leander L, Shattuck, to be postmaster at Titusville, in the count 
of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania. 
jarney Cannon, jr., to be postmaster at Bellow 
of Windham and State of Vermont. 
Granville 8S. Derby, to be postmaster at 
of Windsor and State of Vermont. 
Arthur J. Shaw, to be postmaster at Spokune 
of Spokane and State of Washinet 
Alfred L. Tucker, to be postmaster at Berli 
Lake and State of Wisconsin. 
James Thornton, to be postmast 
Allegany and State of New York. 
Eugene Vreeland, to be postmaster at Dundee, in the county of Yates 
and State of New York. 
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Harrington H. Young, to be postmaster at East Palestine, in the 

county of Colambiana and State of Ohio. 
umes H. Flagler, to be postmaster at Mayville, in the county of 

Chautauqua and State of New York. 

Lasuvious H. King, to be postmaster at Port Byron, in the county 
of Cayuya and State of New York. 

Nathan J. Milliken, to be postmaster at Canandaigua, in the county 
of Ontario and State of New York. 

Christopher G. Gaston, to be postmaster at Odessa, in the county of 
La Fayette and State of Missouri. 

John T. Andrews, 2d, to be postmaster at Penn Yan, in the county 
of Yates and State of New York. 

Gottlob C. Christ, to be postmaster at Tonawanda, in the county of 
Erie and State of New York. 

James A. Provoost, to be postmaster at Pecatonica, in the county of 
Winnebago and State of Illinois. 

Lawrence F. Tromly, to be postmaster at Shawneetown, in the county 
of Gallatin and State of Illinois. 

Thomas J. Lucas, to be postmaster at Lawrenceburgh, in the county 
of Dearborn and State of Indiana. 

Herbert G. Briggs, to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of Maine. 

Mrs. Susie T. Gatchell, to be postmaster at Washington, in the county 
of Wilkes and State of Georgia. 

James F. Boughton, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county of 
Morgan and State of Georgia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July 24, 1890. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. 
D. D., of Washington, D. C, 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. 2.529) granting certain lands to Miles City, Mont., for 
use as a public park; and 

A bill (H. R. 27s) to amend paragraph 3 of section 4414 of the Re- 
vised Statutes. 


Prayer by Rey. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 9521) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Savannah River. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

{ bill (S. 3929) authorizing the city of Albany, in the county of 
Linn, State of Oregon, to construct a bridge across the Willamette 
River, in said State; and 

A bill(S. 4000) to providean American registerfor the steamer Marmion. 

HENRY DB, POTTER, 

Mr. MORRILL, Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

rhe committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.7263) to increase the pension of 
Henry L. Potter, having met,after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: That the 
Senate recede from its amendment to said bill and agree to the same. 

E. N. MORRILL, 
©. E. RELKNAP, 


CHARLES H. TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Cc. K, DAVIS, 
DAVID TURPITIE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
STATEMENT OF HOUSE CONFEREES, 

House bill 7263 as it passed the House increased the pension of Henry L. Potter 
from $50 to $72 per month. The Senate amended by striking out “72” and add- 
ing, ‘‘aceording to his increased disability.” The report of the conferees rec- 
ommends the passage of the bill as it passed the House. 

E. N. MORRILL, 

CC, FE. BELKNAP, 

CHAS. H. TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of 
the committee of conference was adopted; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment to the 
bill (H, R. 3316) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, there are quite a number of 
amendments reported by the committee. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the amendments offered 
by the committee. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I wasgoing toobserve that they are largely 
nominal or verbal amendments, and all of them are amendments which 
have not attracted any opposition in the House or elsewhere, so that 
I would suggest they be acted on in a body. 

The SPEAKER. The committee amendments will be taken as a 
whole, unless some one desires a separate vote on them. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I suppose there are only two amend- 
ments pending. I can not see how there can be more than that. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Under the rule there is no limit to the 
amendments. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, sir; there is no exception under this rule. 
My object, Mr. Speaker, and J state it candidly, is to get that careful 
kind of consideration for this bill which I think its importance demands, 
There should be an opportunity foramendment. It is, in my opinion, 
a very objectionable bill in its present form, and I do not want to have 
an opportunity afforded a portion of the House to amend the bill and 
not have that opportunity extended to others. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that there has been opportunity for offering amendments 
during the time the bill has been under discussion. The Chair has so 
stated to the House. It has always been the custom of the House that 
committee amendments should be submitted as a part of the bill pre- 
sented to the House and to be voted upon. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But, Mr. Speaker, committee amendments can 
not stand on any other footing than other amendments. 

The SPEAKER. They can stand under the construction of the cus- 
toms of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the Chair state that there can be under this 
rule more than two amendments pending to the bill at the same time ? 

Vhe SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the amendments reported 
by the committee are to be voted upon by the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, with all due deference to the Chair, 
I do not think there has been any construction of the rules that would 
admit more than the number of amendments provided for by the rules. 
I do not object to amendments to this bill, but I think opportunity for 
amendment ought to extend beyond the committee; and that is the 
object I have inview. Now, as to the point indicated by the Speaker, 
as to what the practice should be, I know, Mr. Speaker, that the Chair 
will indulge me for a moment when I[ state that it has been customary 
where there was no objection interposed to vote upon amendments 
offered by the committee in gross. Wetake them up in gross and vote 
perhaps on twenty amendments at one time. But, where objection is 
interposed, there is no practice or rule of the House that gives to the 
committee’s amendments a higher right than exists on the part of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. These amendments were proposed, no objection 
was made, and it has been the custom of the House—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the record does not disclose that any ob- 
jection was called for. An objection properly comes when action upon 
them is ordered. 

The SPEAKER. -The point of order should have been made when 
they were offered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But they were proposed at the time the bill was 
reported back to the House by the committee, and certainly it was not 
in order then to object, because we did not know what they were. The 
Chair will remember, too, that the bill has never been read. There 
has been no reading of this bill. It has not been considered under the 
five-minute rule, as is customary with this class of bills; hence the 
opportunity to object has not existed, unless a member should have 
chosen to be what would then have been considered officious in object- 
ing. 

Mr. OATES. I desire to suggest to my friend from Arkansas [ Mr. 
ROGERS] that if he will allow the gentleman in charge of the bill | Mr. 
Ezra B. TAYLOR] to proceed he will find that the gentleman will not 
try to invoke any rule to cut off proper amendments. 

Mr. McMILLIN, If that is the understanding I have no objection 
to proceeding. It is to secure that object that I am striving now, and 
if it is understood that other amendments can be offered I am entirely 
content. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gentleman 
trom Tennessee to the fact that this question was raised during the dis- 
cussion yesterday, and the Chair then stated to the House that voting 
upon the amendments was entirely inorder. The suggestion was made 
that some members were not present because they supposed that there 
would be but a single vote, which would be taken at the close, and on 
account of that statement some amendments which were presented 
were not pressed. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I have no objection to the course indicated by 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Oates]. If the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Ezra B, TAYLOR] agrees to that I have no objection. My 
object is to try to get the bill perfected. I have no other object. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard briefly. On yes- 
terday morning I took the floor, I believe third in the debate, and I 
sent up to the desk, to be offered at that time, an amendment and 
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made a parliamentary inquiry as to whether it was in order. I read 


from the RECORD: 

Mr. Rogers. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to know whe ther 
an amendment is in order at this time. , ’ 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands that there is an amendment now pend- 
ing. 

Mr. Rocers. Is the bill open only to one amendment at the time 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules it is open to only one amendment until that 
amendment is disposed of. It is possible that the amendment pending is such 
that it can now be disposed of. 

Mr. Rocers. I will ask that this amendment be read, and be glad to have it 
go into the Recorp. I want just one moment for its debate now. ; 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will say to the gentleman from Arkansas that if he 
calls for a vote, and no one desires to discuss the other amendment, it can be 
voted upon, and make room for the amendment which the gentleman offers 
The Clerk will read the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 4 

“ Strike out all of section 37 and insert: . 

‘** Persons shall not be eligible to appointment as referees unless they are resi- 
dents of the territorial districts for which appointed.’ ” 

Mr. Rocers. I will just ask to have read the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 


Now, upon that statement of the Speaker, I declined at that time to 
ask for a vote upon the amendment then pending, and by that state- 
ment made by the Chair I was cut off from the right to offer my amend- 
ment at that time and have it pending. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman could have had his amendment 
offered upon a vote being taken upon the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY]. 


» 


Mr. ROGERS. ButI could not do it without that, and I did not 
care at that time to demand a vote, and therefore I did not offer my | 


amendment, upon the statement of the Speaker that it was not in 
order unless the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas was first 
voted upon. Now it seems to me that that ruling which obtained on 
yesterday ought to obtain as to all other amendments which were 
offered. 

The SPEAKER. But the amendments of the committee were un- 
derstood to be pending before the House at that time, and in referring 
to an amendment in the statement quoted by the gentleman from the 
RecorpD the Chair referred to an amendment offered, not by the com- 
mittee, but by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY]. 

Mr. ROGERS. The Chair is entirely correct about that. I am not, 
however, discussing the committee’s amendments now, but other amend- 
ments offered and printed in the Recorp, and I think that the same 
rule which applies to one ought to apply to the others also. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that there is no comparison 
whatever between the two situations. The amendments of the com- 
mittee were understood to be pending. Then other amendments were 
offered, and the Chair informed the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
RoGERS] that his amendment could be reached by first voting upon 
the amendment which preceded it, but the gentleman from Arkansas 
declined to call far a vote upon that other amendment, preferring, 
apparently, to leave the matter where it was. 

Mr. ROGERS. But now the Chair holds, asI understand, that other 
amendments which were offered under exactly the same circumstances 
as mine are in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not so hold. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I misunderstood theChair. Now, Mr. Speaker, 


I desire to ask for a separate vote upon each amendment that may be | 


pending, whether committee amendments or others. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can ask for separate votes upon 
the amendments. The Clerk will report the first amendment. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I ask the gentleman from Arkansas to 
hear me fora moment. I propose to ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider every amendment pending, and I have no doubt that consent 
will be granted, and I do hope that the demand of the gentleman from 
Arkansas will be withdrawn. I appeal personally to the gentleman 
to withdraw it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not understand what is to be gained, if each 
amendment offered is to have consideration, by having the amend- 
ments read separately and a separate vote taken upon each. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. These committee amendments are mostly | 


merely formal, and the others are such that they make one whole, and 


they have met with no opposition in the committee, in the House, or | 


anywhere else. Now, if these can be disposed of en masse, we will 
have time to consider and vote upon all the pending amendments, and 
I ask unanimous consent to that end. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ido not desire to have any unnecessary delay about 
the adoption of the amendments of the committee; but so far as I am 
personally concernedI do not now remember what those amendments 


are, and Iam not prepared to assent to the statement of my friend 


that they were not opposed in the committee. 
TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the committee amendments. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. They are almost entirely formal. 


to: 
On page 3, line 39, after the word “corporations,” insert.“except municipal 
corporations.”’ 
On page 5, after the word “determine,” in line 12, insert ‘tas soon as may be.” 
On page 5, in line 16, strike out “ But if” and insert “ if,” 
or 5, after the word “‘absence,”’ in line 20, insert “on the appearance 
y. 


The following amendments of the committee were read, and agreed 
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On page 5, after the word “ filled,’ in line 22, insert ind the facts of the pe 
tition are not controverted by the defendant or any of s creditors 

The following amendment of the committee was read 

On page 6, strike out the following words, b« ining on line 13 and ling 
on line 17: “* Without the District of Colun ‘ if 1 courts of ba ! 


not within any organized circuit of the United States, to the Supreme C tof 
the United States, only when the same is allowed up a division « 
between two of the justices or judges of the appellate court. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I as! 
read as it will stand if amended 

The Clerk read as follows 

Controversies may be taken by appeal or writ of error from appellate courts, 
and pursuant to the provisions of the laws now in force or such as 
after be enacted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Should not the language be 
‘*to appellate courts ’’ instead of ‘‘ from appellate courts? ”’ 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The gentleman is correct; the word should 
be ‘‘to’’ instead of ‘‘from.’’ I ask unanimous consent that the co1 
rection be made. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the change suggested will be 
made. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The following amendment of the committee was read, and agreed to 

On page 6, after the word “ chosen,” in line 4, insert ‘‘by mutual consent or. 





< that this paragraph be 


nay nere- 


The next amendment of the committee was read, as follows 


On page 7,in section 5, line 1, strike out ‘‘ under” and insert “ with; ’’ and 
in line 2o0f the same section strike out ‘‘direction’’ and insert “ approval;’’ so 
as to make the section read as follows: 

““Srec.5. Compromise. The trustee may, with the approval of the court, com- 
promise any controversy arising in the administration of the estate of which 
he is trustee, upon such terms as he may deem for the best interests of the es- 
tate. 


Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. 

| tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Would it be proper for me to offer an 
amendment at this time? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order now without unanimous 
consent. If the gentleman will send up his amendment the Chair will 
ask unanimous consent for its submission to the House. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I ask unanimous consent to offer an 
amendment to the amendment—to insert, after the word ‘‘ court,’’ in 
this section, the words *‘ and by consent of a majority of the creditors.’’ 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I hope this amendment will be agreed to. 

There being no objection, the amendment of Mr. CULBERSON, of 
Texas, was considered and adopted. 

The amendment of the committee as amended was agreed to. 

The following amendments of the committee were read and agreed 
to: 


On page 7, in line 6, section 7, insert after the word “‘ persons”"’ the words “ un- 
der indictment.” 
On page 7, strike out section 8, as follows 
“Sec. 8, Injunctions. The courts of bankruptcy and appellate courts and the 
justice, judge, or judges of either, in vacation and in chambers, may, by injunc- 
tion, restrain the bankrupt or any other person (1) from intermeddling with 
| the property of the bankrupt and (2) interfering with officers or other persons 
engaged in the performance of their duties, or in the exercise of their rights, as 
herein prescribed.” 
On page &, in line 4, section 9, insert after the word ‘“‘ vacation’ the words “in 
chambers,” and strike out in line 6 the words “ and in chambers.’ 
On page 9, line 10, strike out the words ‘or who”’ and insert ‘and have prop- 
erty in the district and.” 
On page 9, after “* bankrupts,” in line 31, insert “‘ and set aside discharges that 
have been fraudulently procured.”’ 
In section 9, as renumbered, line 37, after the word “ provided,” insert the 
word “and; ” and in lines 38 and 39 of the same section strike out the words 
‘and set aside discharges that have been fraudulently procured,” Also, in sec- 
tion 10, as renumbered, strike out the words, in the fourth and fifth lines, ‘‘ with 
the approval of the courts of bankruptcy in which the proceedings are pend- 
ing.’ In section 13,as renumbered, strike out the word “ ministers,’ in the 
fifth line, and insert ** diplomatic.’’ 


I desire to ask a parliamentary ques- 


The next amendment was read, as follows 


Insert, after the word “‘ otherwise,” in line 11 of section 16, as renumbered, 
| the words *‘or in having permitted the creation of any lien on any property.’ 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ‘‘ayes”’ 

seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 

division. I regard this as a most important amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 91, noes 31. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iask the yeas and nays on 

this amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the amendment be read 

| in connection with the text of the section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

When an act of bankruptcy consists in a fraudulent conveyance, gift, or trans- 
fer of all, or any part, of the person's assets, or in having suffered any property 
to be taken or levied upon by process of law or otherwise, or in having per- 
mitted the creation of any lien on any property, for the purpose of giving a 

| preference, or in having failed for thirty days to secure the release of any prop- 
| erty levied upon by attachment or execution, the six months within which pro- 


ceedings may be commenced shall date from the date of the recording, regis- 
i tering, or docketing the conveyance, etc. 
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4]) - You cd 
! INRIDGE, ot Kentucky. Yes 
1 nt. 
AKER. The yeas and nays have 
Ch will call the roll 
question was taken; and there were—yeas 137, 
n >; as follow 
YEAS 
A Dibl McCarthy, 
\ Dorse Mc Duffie, 
A 1) Mchenna, 
Ar LD) Miles, 
At n, Pa Evans Milliken 
Atl W.Va wart Moffitt 
I I ! Moore, N. H. 
Hien } Morey 
is r Flick Morrill, 
Ln Flood, Morrow, 
Relknap Fran Morse 
er n Funston, Mudd 
Bir iam tie Oate 
Bi Ga ©’ Ferrall, 
Boatner Gi ee sale 0’ Neil, Mass, 
Brewe Crosven O'Neill, Pa 
bre 1 Harmer, Osborne 
Buchanan, N.J Haugen Outhwaite, 
Burrows, Hayes, Owen, Ind. 
Burton Henderson, lowa Payne, 
Cultwell, Hermann, Payson, 
Candler, Massa Hill Perkins, 
Ca ings Hitt Peters, 
Cheadle, Hopkins Pickler 
Cheatham, Kennedy, Post, 
Cogswell, Kerr, lowa Price, 
Coleman, Ketcham, Quackenbush, 
Conyer, Kinsey, Quinn, 
Connell, Knapp, Raines, 
Craig Lacey Ray 
Culberson, Tex La Follette Reed, lowa 
Culbertson, Pa Lawler, Reyburn, 
Cum mings, Lehibach Rife, 
Cutcheon, Lodge Rockwell, 
Dalzell, McAdoo, Rusk, 
NAYS—67 
Abbott, Dockery, Laws, 
Karwig Dolliver, Lee, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Edmunds, Lester, Va. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Elliott, Lewis 
Brickner, Ellis, Martin, Ind. 


Brookshire 


Brown, J.B 
Buchanan, Va 
Bullock, 
Bynum 
Cariton 
Caruth, 
Chipman, 
Clancy 
Cooper, ind 
Crain 
Davidson, 


Alderson 

Allen, Miss 
Anderson, Kans. 
Arnold 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 

Beck with, 

ie en, 

8B “) 

B) hard, 
Bland, 
Biount, 
Boothman, 
RBoutelle, 
Bowden 
Brower, 
Browne, T.M 
Browne, Va. 
Brunner, 
Buckalew, 
Butterwort! 
Bunn, 
Campbell, 
‘andler, Ga 
‘annon, 
‘arter, 
‘aswell, 
lark, Wis. 
Marke, Ala, 
Nements, 
Jlunie, 


a 


AAA eA ee 


So the amendment was adopted. 
Che following pairs were announced on political questions until fur- 


ther notice 


Mr. SHERMAN 


Mr. Bow 


Fithian, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Goodnight, 
Haynes 
Hemphill, 
Holman, 
Kelley, 
Kerr, Pa 
Lane, 
Lanham, 


CONGRES 


» not want the yeas and nays on that. 
this is a very 


Martin, Tex. 
MeClellan, 
MeCreary, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Peel, 
Penington, 
Reilly, 
Richardson, 


NOT VOTING—12. 


Cobb 
Comstock, 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cothran, 
Covert 

Cow les, 
Crisp 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
De Haven 
De Lano, 
Dickerson, 
Dingley, 
Enloe, 
eat he 
Fitch, 
Flower, 
Geissenhainer, 
Crest 


rston, 


Gibson, 
Grimes, 
(yrout 

Hall 
Hansbrough, 
Hare 

Hatch, 
Heard, 
Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, N.C. 
Herbert, 
Hooker, 


Houk, 
Kilgore, 
Lansing, 
Lester, Ga. 
Laidlaw, 
Lind, 
Magner, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Mason, 
MecClammy, 
McComas, 
McCord, 
McCormick, 
McKinley, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morgan, 
Mutchiler, 
Niedringhaus, 
Norton, 
Nute, 
O'Donnell, 
O’ Neall, Ind. 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Pierce, 
Pugsley, 
Randall, 
Robertson, 


with Mr. WILEY. 
Mr. McCoMAS with Mr. TUCKER. 


DEN with Mr. Moore, 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, 


of Texas, 


Mr. LANSING with Mr. TuRNER, of Georgia. 


Mr. Finiey with Mr. Can 


NDLER, of Georgia. 


Mr. MASON with Mr. CLEMENTS. 
Mr. HALL with Mr. STOCKDALE. 
Mr. O’DoNNELL with Mr. Cons. 
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nays 6 


Russell, 
Sanford, 
Sawyer, 
Scranton 
Seull 
Simonds, 
Skinner 
Smith, Lil. 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, IL 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 


Townsend, Colo. 


Townsend, Pa. 
Tracey, 
Turner, Kans. 
Turner, N. Y. 
Vandever, 
Van Scehaick, 
Waddill, 
Walker, 
Willeox, 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wright, 
Yardley. 


Rogers, 
Sayers, 
Shively, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stone, Ky. 
Struble, 
Stump, 
Sweney, 
Vaux, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whitthorne, 
Wike, 
Williams, ll. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Yoder. 


Rowell, 
Rowland, 
BSeney, 
Sherman, 
Smith, W. Va. 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Venable, 
Wade, 
Wallace, Maas, 
Wallace, N.Y. 
Watson, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Whiting, 
Wickham, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Mo. 


of Indiana. 


, not vot- | 


impor- 


been ordered, and the | 


JULY 24, 





Mr. Nurse with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. THoMAS M. BRowNE with Mr. STEWART, 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. Gruwes. 

Mr. BOoOTHMAN with Mr. CowLes. 

Mr. Livp with Mr. PIrerce. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. McCLAMMY. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. NoRTON. 

Mr. CHEATHAM with Mr. CUMMINGs. 

Mr, CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. BouTeELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, with Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. Hovk with Mr. ENLOE. 

The following were announced as paired on the bankruptcy bill: 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. Grpson. 

Mr. RoWELL with Mr. Hooker. 

Mr. MANSUR with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. Covert with Mr. DICKERSON. 

Mr. CASWELL with Mr ALDERSON. 

‘“‘ay;’? Mr. ALDERSON, ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. Witxrnsoxn. Mr. WILKINSON would 
vote for and Mr. BLANCHARD against the bill. 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. MaisH. Mr. McCormick would vote 
“ay;’? Mr. MAISH, ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. Crisp. 
vote ‘‘ay;’’ Mr. Crisp, ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. BLounT. 

Mr. ROWLAND with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. BuNN with Mr. FItTcH. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. Wrison, of Missouri. 

Mr. PuGsLEeY with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, on this vote. 

Mr. CARTER with Mr. VENABLE, on this vote. 

Mr. De LANO with Mr. CAMPBELL, for this day. 

Mr. HARE with Mr. HANSBROUGSH, on all political questions; also on 
Conger lard bill, Butterworth option bill, and original-package bill, 
until August 6. 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, until the 
29th of July. 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLs, until August 1. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. MorGAN, until August 1. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Braas, on all questions except bankruptcy 
and national-bank legislation. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. Rowertson, for ten days. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, with Mr. Sprno.a, for this day. 

Mr. REILLY. Iam in receipt of a message by telephone from my 
colleague, Mr. MUTCHLER, stating that he is detained from the House 
to-day by illness, being confined to his room. 

Mr. REYBURN. I understand my name has been read as paired. 
I am paired on all political questions with the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. McCLAmMy], but the votes on the bankruptcy bill were 
specially excepted from that pair. 

Mr. SMYSER. Iam paired on political questions, but not regard- 
ing this as such I have voted. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. Hovx}. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recor led. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 13, line 17, after the word “ gift,” 


of Georgia. 


Mr. CASWELL would vote 


Mr. WALLACE would 


insert the word “lien.” 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 83, 
noes 27. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 13, line 19, strike out the word ‘*creditor”’ 
in line 20 strike out “‘ person"’ and inseri ‘‘ debtor.” 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Ia 

The SPEAKER. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 19, strike out the word “ creditor’ and insert ‘* person ;"’ 
read: 

The question was taken; and on division there were 
42. : 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. 1 ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I thought the amendment had been re- 
jected. 


and insert “ person ;" and 


sk a division of this a:nendment. 
The Clerk will report the first part of the amend- 


so that it will 
“Otherwise from the date when the person dealing with,” etc. 


—ayes 43, noes 
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The SPEAKER. 
in favor of and 42 against the amendment. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. If I may be allowed todo so, then I will 
change my vote to the negative, as I regard the amendment as a mat- 
ter of no consequence. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. 
able conseqnence. 

There being no objection to the change of vote by Mr. Ezra B, TAay- 
LOR, the result was announced as—ayes 42, noes 43. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The following amendments were read, censidered, and agreed to: 


On page 13, line 20, strike out *‘ person 
page, strike out 
word * 


” and insert ** debtor.” 
‘person ”’ and insert “ debtor.”’ 
conveyance,’’ insert the words 


Line 24, same 
Line 25, same page, after the 
“or creation of the lien.”’ 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 27, strike out the word “creditor’’ and insert *‘ person.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I suggest to the chairman of 
the committee that that is substantially the same amendment defeated 
in the line above; and it is better that the text should be lett as it is. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Iam content either way. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The following amendments were read, considered, and adopted: 

In line 27, strike out the word “person” 
strike out ‘ person’s’’ and insert ‘‘ debtor's.” 

The Clerk proceeded to read the next amendment, as follows: 

On page 17, section 25, in line 7, strike out the word “therefor” and insert 
“for such opposition.” 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohioif he will 
not consent that a vote be taken now to strike out sections 25 and 31, 
relating to United States district attorneys? I hope he will consent 
that these sections may go out of the bill. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Iam perfectly willing to do that. There 
is an amendment pending, submitted by the gentleman from Arkansas, 
for which I ask present consideration, to strike out section 25, provid- 
ing the duties of the district attorneys, and section 31, providing for 
their payment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the amendment to strike out the seetions named ? 

There was no objection. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So sections 25 and 31 were stricken from the bill. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 19, in line 4, section 27, strike out the following words 

“Who reside, or last resided, have, or last had, their domicile or do business, 
or Jast did business, within the territorial limits for which they have been ap- 
pointed,” and insert the word ‘‘to.”’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 20, line 26, after the word “‘ which,” insert the words 

The amendment was adopted. 

The following amendments were severally read, considered, and 
agreed to: 

Section 31, page 22, line 5, after the word * 
“To be accounted for as herein provided.” 


Section 31, page 22, line 9, after the word “ clerk,” insert the following words: 
“To be accounted for as herein provided.” 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 


and insert ‘‘debtor.”’ In line 28, 


‘they are.” 


clerk,’’ insert the following words: 


Mr. Speaker, was section 31 acted upon ? 
Mr. PERKINS. The two sections referred to were stricken out. 
The SPEAKER. The two sections were acted upon together. 

The following amendments were severally read, considered, and 
agreed to: 

Section 34, page 24, line 9, after the word “of,” insert the following: “The 
territory of;’’ so that the bill will read: * Of the greater portion of the territory 
of such Congressional district,”’ ete. 

Section 43, page 28, line 4, after the word “arrest,” insert the word “ 

The following amendment was read: 

Section 43, page 29, line 18, after the word ‘“‘him,” 
goods, wares, or merchandise sold and delivered.” 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, there is an amendment 
pending to strike out this whole paragraph relating to an open account, 
from the figure (8) in line 15, page 29, down to the word ‘‘delivered,”’ 
in line 19. I ask unanimous consent that that amendment may be 
considered now, and I ask that it be agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What amendment is that? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That is the amendment offered, I think, 
by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER], and the proposition 
is to strike out all the clause in relation to an open account commenc- 
ing at the figure (8) in line 15, on page 29, and ending with the word 
‘‘delivered,’’ in line 19, preceding the figure (9). 

Mr. REILLY. By unanimous consent that was considered as pend- 
ing yesterday. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Yes; and I ask unanimous consent that 
it be taken up and considered at this point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [Aftera pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, let the section be reported as it is pro- 
posed to make it read after it is amended. 


under.” 


insert the words “for 


| 
No, the amendment is adopted; the vote being 45 


We think it is a matter of consider- | 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The proposition simply is to strike ou 
all in reference to an open account 

The SPEAKER. The vote should first taken on t el 
to the section which is proposed to be stricken out, and then the vote 


can be taken on the moti 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 


yn to strike 


Ve ry we 








The SPEAKER. T1 stion is upon the a nt which has 

en reported. 

“ha an Iment vu again read } +] 

ile amenamen S again read DV { < 

Sect 3, pagre 29 ie 18, after the word sert ev 1 t ods 
wares, or merchandise sold and 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now upon striking out the words 

| Which the Clerk will read 

Che Clerk read as follows 

Amend by striking « yn 43, pag after the fig i 1e 15, 
the words, ‘neglected r sixty days after written demand sha have been 

nallv served on bim, to pay an oy iccount which was, at the time of 
h demand, due by him goods, wares, or merchandise sold and delivered 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
words as read by the Clerk. 


motion to strike out the 


The motion to amend by striking out was agreed to 

The Clerk read the following amendment 

Section 43, page 29 ne 28, after the word therwise, isert the following 
words: ‘‘ Or permitted the creation of any lien on any of his property.’ 


The question was taken on the amendment, and the 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Division. 

Pending the division, Mr. McMILLIn demanded the yeas and nays 

The SPEAKER announced that 36 gentlemen voted in the affirma- 
tive on the demand for the yeas and nays—not a sufficient number. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Tellers on the demand for the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
and nays I call for the other side. 

The negative vote was taken. 

The SPEAKER. Ninety-eight gentlemen vote in the negative. <A 
sufficient number voted in the affirmative 
ordered. 

The question was taken; and there 
voting 140; as follows 


Speaker an- 


On the demand for the yeus 


and the yeas and nays are 


were—veas 123, nays 64, not 








} 
] 
( 
( 
{ 
( 
( 
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( 
( 
( 
( 
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Y EAS—-123. 
Adams, Cooper, Ohio Lacey, Rusk, 
Allen, Mich Crain, La Follette, Russell, 
Arnold, Culbertson, Pa. Lanhatr Sanford, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Culberson, Tex. Laws, Sawyer, 
saker, Cummings, Lehlbach Scranton, 
Banks, Cutcheon, Lewis, Seull, 
Bartine, Dalzell, Lodge, Shively, 
Bayne, Dibble, Magner Simonds, 
Belknap, Dorsey, McAdoo, Smyser, 
Bergen, Dunnell, McKenna, Snider, 
Bingham, Dunphy, Miles, Spooner, 
Boatner Evans, Moffitt, Stivers, 
Brewer, Ewart, Moore, N. H Stockbridge, 
Brosius, Flick, Morey Struble, 
Browne, Va Flood Morse Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, N. J. Frank, Oates, Taylor, Mil. 
Bullock Funst O' Neill, Pa. Taylor, J. D. 
surrows, Gear, Osborne Thomas, 
surton Greenhalge, Outhwaite, Thompson, 
aldwell, Grosvenor Owen, Ind. Townsend, Colo, 
andler, Mass, Haugen, Payne, Townsend, Pa, 
annon Hayes, Paysor rracey, 
‘arter, Henderson, lowa Perkir Turt 
atchings, Hill, Pete Van 
he adle, Hitt, P z VanS 
heatham, Hopkins. Quackenbush Walker, 
lancy, Kennedy, I nes Wilson, Wash, 
ogswell, Kerr, lowa Reed, lowa Wilson, W. Va. 
oleman, Ketcham, Rey burn Wright 
songer, Kinsey, Rockwell, Yardley 
‘onnell, Knapp gers 
NAYS—64. 
Abbott, McCarthy, Sayers 
Anderson, Miss. Ellis, McClellan, Skinner, 
Atkinson, Pa. Fithian, McCreary, Stewart, Tex. 
Barwig, Forman, MeMillin Stone, Ky 
Breckinridge, Ark. Forney, McRae Stump, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fowler, Morrill, Tillman, 
Brickner, Goodnight, O’ Ferrall, Turner, N. Y. 
3rookshire Haynes, Owens, Ohio Waddill 
Brown, J. B. Hemphill, Parrett, Washington, 
Buchanan, Va. Holman, Paynter Wheeler, Ala 
Bynum, Lane, Peel, Whiting, 
Carlton, Lee, Pennington, Whittho 
Caruth, Lester, Ga. Post, Wike 
Chipman, Lester, Va. Ray Williams, Lil. 
Dockery, Martin, Ind. Rei Wilson, Ky. 
Edmunds, Martin, Tex. Ri rds Yoder. 
NOT VOTIN( 
Alderson, Biggs, Brower, Caswell, 
Allen, Miss. Blanchard Browne, T. M. Clark, Wis 
Anderson, Kans. Bland, Brunner, ( . 
Andrew, sliss, Buckalew, ( 
Bankhead, Blount, Bunn, © 
Barnes, Boothman, Butterworth, Cobb 
Beckwith, Boutelle, Campbell, Comstock, 
Belden, Bowden, Candler, Ga. Cooper, Ind. 





1680 


Cothran Hare, Mills, Smith, W. Va, 
ert Harmer, Montgomery Spinola, 

< S Hatch, Moore, Tex Springer, 

cy Heard Morgan StahInecker, 

('risp Henderson, Ill. Morrow, Stephenson, 

Dyiar Henderson, N,C. Mudd Stewart, Ga, 

Darlington, Herbert, Mutchler, Stewart, Vt. 

Davidson, Hermann, Niedringhaus Stockdale, 

le Hlaven, Hooker, Norton, Stone, Mo. 

De Lano Houk, Nute, Sweney, 

Dickerson . Kelley, O’ Donnell, Tarsney, 

Dingley, Kerr, Pa. O' Neall, Ind. Taylor, Tenn, 

Dolliver, Kilgore, O'Neil, Mase Tucker, 

Enloe, Laidlaw, Perry Turner, Ga. 

Farquhar Lansing Phelan, Vaux, 

eat ston Lawler, Pierce, Venable, 

Fin Lind Price, Wade, 

Pitch, Maish, Pugsley Wallace, Mass. 

Flower, Mansur, Quinn Wallace, N. Y. 

( senhaine Mason Kandall, Watson, 

tiest, McClammy, Rite, Wheeler, Mich. 

Cribeor McComas, Robertson, Wickham, 

Gifford McCord, Rowell, Wiley, 

( mes McCormick, Rowland, Wilkinson, 

Grout, MecDufiie, Seney, Willeox, 

Hal) McKinley, Sherman, Williams, Ohio 

I rough Milliken Smith, I Wilson, Mo. 
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so the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CATCHINGS, Mr, Speaker, I would like to vote. 
hear my name when called. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening when his name should 
have heen called? 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I was listening, and desired to vote. 
ihe SPEAKER. The name of the gentleman will be called. 
Che name of Mr. CATCHINGS was called, and he voted ‘* yea.’’ 
lhe following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. Perry, until further notice. 
Mr. SPrINoLA with Mr. MuTcH ER, on this bill. Mr. SprnoLa would 
ote for and Mr. MUTCHLER against the bill. 
Mr. BAYNE with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, on this bill. 
Mr. PuGsLeY with Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi, for the rest of the 
day. 
lhe result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The next amendment was reported by the Clerk, as follows: 


On page 30, section 44, line 5, strike out the words * person or;”’ so as to 
ke itread: “any such bankrupt is about to leave the district,” etc. 


I did not 


The amendment was agreed to. 
he next amendment was reported by the Clerk, as follows: 


On pare 


1 
T 
0, section 41, line 7, strike out the word “impair” and insert the 
word “ impede,”’ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman from 
Ohio in charge of the bill if he is willing that the forty-fourth sec- 
tion shall go out of the bill? That is the section that provides for the 
arrest of a debtor. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Iam not prepared tosay thatI am. I 
will consider that, and will consult with the gentleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope the gentleman will permit a vote. Inmy 
State and in a great many others such a thing as arrest for indebted- 
ness is not known. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
. consult with the gentleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection to that. 

rhe amendment was again reported. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This is the same amendment. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Let us perfect the section as we go, and 
| will afterwards consult with the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. In any event that would have to be voted upon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following amendments were read. considered, and agreed to: 


On page 30, section 44, line 9, after the word “ person,” insert the word “‘forth- 
with,” 

On the same page, section 45, line 3, insert the words ‘‘nor a municipal cor- 
poration” after the word “ bank.”’ 

On page 31, section 47, line 10, strike out the words “ have proved their claims” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ whose claims have been allowed.” 

Mr. BOATNER. I call the attention of the gentleman from Ohio 
to an amendment in section 45, offered by the gentleman from Virginia, 
which I understood would be accepted. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That will be for consideration hereafter. 
I think the amendment was to be amended. I will see the gentleman 
hereafter about it 

Mr. BOATNER. 
will go back to it. 

On page 32, section 47, line 13, insert the word “such”"’ before the word “ cred- 
itors,”’ and strike out the words “ who have proved their claims,’’ and change 
the word * represent” to “ representing ; '’ soas to make it read as follows: “* or 


by three-fourths the number of such creditors representing three-fourths in 
amount of known debts.” 


Let it pass for the present, and I will 


Then it is passed with the understanding that we 


> rn 


On page 32, line 53, strike out the word “and” where it occurs before the 
word “thereafter.” ; 

On page 33, line 2 of section 48, strike out the word “and”’ and insert the 
word * filed.”’ 

After the word * composition,” in line 10 of same section, insert the following 
proviso : 

** Provided, That debts incurred in good faith between the dates when the 
composition was confirmed, and when proceedings were instituted to set the 


same aside, shal) be paid in full before the creditors participating in the com- 
position shall be paid any amounts in addition to those received at the time the 
composition was confirmed.”’ 

On page 35, line 130f section 50, insert the word “ written "’ before the word 
“ promise,”’” making it read, “or the written promise of either.” 

On page 37, line 9 of section 53, insert after the word “after” the words ‘the 
expiration of six;"’ making it read, “after the expiration of six and within 
twelve months.”’ 

In lines 15 and 16 of page 37 strike out the words “ within six months prior 
to the filing of the petition in bankruptcy, or since.”’ 

On page 38, section 54, after the word “‘ may,” insert the following: ‘‘ upon 
the petition of parties in interest, who have not been guilty of undue laches, 
filed ;” and strike out in lines 4, 5, and 6 the following words: “upon the peti- 
tion of parties in interest, who have not been guilty of undue laches.”’ 

On page 40, section 57, in line 1, after the word ‘' partners,”’ insert the words 
“or any two or more of them.” 

On page 41, section 59, strike out the whole section. 

The next amendment reported by the Clerk was as follows : 

On page 46, in line 7 of section 63, after the word ‘‘ otherwise,”’ insert, ‘‘or 
permitted the creation of any lien on any of his property.”’ 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I demand a division on that. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 29. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 113, nays 53, not 
voting 162; as follows: 

YEAS—113. 


Adams, Dalzell, Lewis, Rockwell, 
Andrew, Dibble, Lodge, Rusk, 
Arnold, Dolliver, Magner, Sanford, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dunnell, McAdoo, Scranton, 
Baker, Evans, McCarthy, Scull, 
Bartine, Ewart, McDuffie, Simonds, 
Belknap, Flick, McKenna, Skinner, 
Bergen, Flood, Miles, Snider, 
Bingham, Frank, Moffitt, Stivers, 
Bliss, Funston, Moore, N. H. Struble, 
Brewer, Gear, Morrill, Sweney, 
Browne, Va. Gifford, Morrow Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, N. J. Greenhalge, Morse, Taylor, Ill. 
Burrows, Harmer, Oates, Taylor, J. D. 
Burton, Haugen, O’ Neil, Mass. Thomas, 
Caldwell, Hayes, O'Neill, Pa. Thompson, 
Candler, Mass. Haynes, Osborne, Townsend, Colo, 
Carter, Henderson,Ilowa Outhwaite, Townsend, Pa. 
Catchings, Hill, Owen, Ind, Tracey, 
Cheadle, Hitt, Payne, Turner, N. Y. 
Cheatham, Hopkins, Payson, Vandever, 
Clancy, Kelley, Perkins, Whitthorne, 
Cogswell, Kennedy, Peters, Wilson, Wash. 
Coleman, Kerr, lowa Pickler, Wilson, W. Va. 
Conger, Ketcham, Post. Yardley, 
Craig, Kinsey, Quackenbush, The Speaker. 
Culberson, Tex. Lacey, Ray. 
Culbertson, Pa, La Follette, Reed, Iowa 
Cum mings, Laws, Reyburn, 
NAYS—53. 

Abbott, Edmunds, Martin, Ind, Stewart, Tex. 
Anderson, Miss. Elliott, Martin, Tex. Stone, Ky. 
Barwig, Ellis, McClellan, Stump, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian, McCreary, Tillman, 
Brickner, Forman, MeMillin, Vaux, 
Brookshire, Forney, McRae, Washington, 
Brown, J. B. Fowler, O’Ferrall, Wheeler, Ala, 
Buchanan, Va. Holman, Parrett, Whiting, 
Bullock, Kerr, Pa. Peel, Williams, Il, 
Bynum, Lane, Penington, Wilson, Ky. 
Caruth, Lanham, Reilly, Yoder. 
Chipman, Lawler, Rogers, 
Davidson, Lee, Sayers, 
Dockery, Lester, Va. Shively, 

NOT VOTING—162, 
Alderson, Clark, Wis. Grosvenor, Morey, 
Allen, Mich. Clements, Grout, Morgan, 
Allen, Miss. Clunie, Hall, Mudd, 
Anderson, Kans, Cobb, Hansbrough, Mutchler, 
Atkinson, Pa. Comstock, Hare, Niedringhaus, 
Bankhead, Connell, Hatch, Norton, 
Banks, Cooper, Ind. Heard, Nute, 
Barnes, Cooper, Ohio Hemphill, O’ Donnell, 
Bayne, Cothran, Henderson, Ill, O’ Neall, Ind. 
Beckwith, Covert, Henderson,N.C. Owens, Ohio 
Belden, Cowles, Herbert, Paynter, 
Biggs, Crain, Hermann, Perry, 
Blanchard, Crisp, Hooker, Phelan, 
Bland, Cutcheon, Houk, Pierce, 
Blount, Dargan, Kilgore, Price, 
Boatner, Darlington, Knapp, Pugsley, 
Boothman, De Haven, Laidlaw, Quinn, 
Boutelle, De Lano, Lansing, Raines, 
Bowden, Dickerson, Lehlbach, Randall, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dingley, Lester, Ga. Richardson, 
Brosius, Dorsey, Lind, Rife, 
Brower, Dunphy, Maish, Robertson, 
Browne, T. M. Enloe, Mansur, Rowell, 
Brunner, cman. Mason, Rowland, 
Buckalew, Featherston, McClammy, Russell, 
Bunn, Finley, McComas, Sawyer, 
Butterworth, Fitch, McCord, Seney, 
Campbell, Flower, McCormick, Sherman 
Candler, Ga. Geissenhainer, McKinley, Smith, nil. 
Cannon, Gest, Milliken, Smith, W. Va, 
Carlton, Gibson, Mills, Smyser, 
Caswell, Goodnight, Montgomery Spinola, 
Clarke, Ala. Grimes, Moore, Tex. Spooner, 
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Springer Tarsney, Vade + 

ecke Caylor, Tenn. Walke Wilkinsor 
Ste ison, Tu er W i Mas W illeox 
= irt. Ga rurner, Ga Wa N.Y Williams, Ohio 
- art. Vt Turner, Kans. Watson Vilson, Mo 
~ ridge Van Schaick, Wheeler. Mich. Wright 
: dx Venable VW 1m 

ne, Mo \ i, Wil 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. RICHARDSON 
am paired with th 
e present, | woul ae 
Mr. ENLOE Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my coljlea; 
fennessee | Mr. Hovk ] If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ no. 

he result of the vote was then avnounced, as above recorded 

lhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment 

lhe following additional amendments, reported from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, were read, considered, and agreed to: 
Page 47, line 33, after the word ‘*bankruptcy,’’ insert the 
*y or.’ 
Page 49, line 38, strike out the words ‘‘all of”’ 
thereof ‘‘ that extent to.”’ 

Page 51, line 7, after the word *‘ prioity,’’ 
inbefore provided 

Page 54, line 30, strike out the following: ** If asurpius remain after 
the payment of all the creditors who have proved their debts, it may, 
upon application of the foreign trustee, or corresponding officer, be trans 
ferred to the foreign court.’’ 

Page 55, lines 5 and 6, strike out the words ‘*be paid into the Treas 
ury of the United States’’ i insert in lieu thereof the 


ana 


Mr. Speak: r, | desire to withdraw 1 


v vote, as 
gentleman from Michigan | Mr. 


ALLEN |. If he 


te 
we Vole 


words 
and insert in hen 


insert ‘‘except as here 


following 


Under the direction of the court, be distributed to the creditors whose | 


claims have been allowed brt not paid in full, and after such claims 
have been paid in full, then to the bankrupt.’’ 
Same page, line 8 of section 72, strike out the word ‘‘three ”’ 
insert in lien thereof ‘‘four.”’ 
Page 56, line 6 of section 


and 
75, insert after the word ‘’ assets’’ the 

jllowing: ‘‘or created, oris about to create any lien on all or any part 
of his assets. 

Pages 57 and 58, line 
out the word 
the petition.’ 

Page 58, line 20, strike out the word ‘‘is”’ 
of ‘* was.”’ 

Also, same page and line, after the word ‘*‘ value,’’ 
the date of the filing of the petition.”’ 


Page 59, line 38, after the word ‘‘ on,’’ insert the words ‘* 
4 


5 on page 57, 


and line 6 on page 58 
** adjudication ”’ 


and insert in lieu thereof *‘ the filing of 
and insert in lieu there- 


insert ‘‘ prior to 


Nove mer 


Page 59, line 40, after the word ‘* persons,’’ insert ‘‘so far as the) 
coustitute acts of bankruptcy or felonies as herein defined.’”’ 

Page 59, line 46, strike out the words ‘‘ the passage of this act ’’ an 
insert in lieu thereof ** November 1, 1890.’’ 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, that completes the commit- 
tee amendments, and now I ask unanimous consent to turn back¢o page 
31 to consider an amendment to strike out the word ‘‘ exclusively,’ 
line 9, and insert in lieu thereof the word “ chiefly.’ 
vision in relation to those engaged in raising agricultural products. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 31, line 9, strike out the word ‘‘exclusively ’ and insert in 
the word “chiefly.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, One moresuggestion, Mr. Speaker. I ask 
unanimous consent to offer for present consideration the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out section 33 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

‘Sec, 33, Number of referees. Such number of referees shall be appointed 
as may be necessary to assist in expeditiously transacting the bankruptcy busi- 
ness pending jn the various courts of bankruptcy, not to exceed for any State one 
for each judicial district, except that there may be five for the judicial districts 
in which the cities of New York, Chicago, Boston, and Philadelphia are situated ; 
three for the judicial districts in which the cities of Baltimore, Cincinnati, and 
St. Louis are situated ; two for the judicial districts in which the cities of Buffalo, 
St. Paul, Minneapolis, Kansas City, New Orleans, and San Francisco are situated, 
and not to exceed one for the District of ‘Columbia and one for each Territory. 
Whenever the cases pending before a referee shall be less in number than fifty, 
such referee sball be removed, and the Territory over which he had jurisdix 
tion and the cases pending before him shall be assigned to,the remaining referee, 


orif there is no other referee the cases shall be administered by the judge. 


If there shall remain more than one referee in such judicial district, the terri- 
tory of theremoved referee and the cases pending before him shall be assigned 


to one of the remaining referees or divided among two or more 
the appellate court shall determine.” 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I do not understand that consent has 
been given to the offering of this amendment. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. No; Iam going to ask consent. I wish 
to modify the amendment by transferring Chicago from the second list 
to the first, where it ought to be in view of its population. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Burrows). ‘The amendment will 
be so modified, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Before the request of the gen- 
tleman for unanimous consent is submitted, I wish to say to him (for 


XXI——481 


>In 


lieu thereof 








of them, as 


strike | . 


, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. TOS] 





I do not wish to object) that the State of Kentucky has neve ‘ 
vided into judicial districts, while other Stat \ ha 
and our State, in view of its territory and 1 ild } 
too large for one referee. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I prefer m € the rf t y 
inal bill on this subject, but the question ot « ! } elv 
} commented upon that in order to meet t WS ( t - 
men I have thoughtit proper tosubmitt 1 I 
ever, accept a sugyestion of the gentleman from Kentucky | M 
INRIDGE] in regard to an increase in the number of 
State. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I should g > 
have not less than three. 
Mr. SToneE, of Kentucky, rose 
Ir. EZRA B. TAYLOR I will accept such an amend 
ition of my proposition 
ir, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky My colleague from Ken cy 
Mr. Stone], who lives at the extreme end of the State (and « rte 
ery long one), thinks thatthree would be hardly su 
oul would be required. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, Our State is 700 miles long 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Would not the gent! 10 bet itis 
fied with the bill as it is 
Mr. BR KINRIDGE, of Kentucky I would rather h ( 
as it is than the amendment as submitted 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. There is « mistaken supposition on thi 
part of some gentlemen that there must bea 1 ee forevery Cong 
sional district. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. There may be. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. There may 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If I had my own way, | i 
pre ery ; 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR [ will modify my amend ~ 
] ide that the State of Kentucky shall have four referee 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. We have perfect confidence 
the Federal judge in our State. We know that he is a gentleman 
ind wants to do what is right. I suggest, therefore, that the provision 
in regard to Kentucky be that there shall not be less than three of 
these officers, and as many more as the district judge of the State may 
think necessary 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Very well 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The district judg t 
| confidence of the entire State and the entire bar. 
Mr. McMILLIN. The compensation of these officers, or a consid 


It is in the pro- | 


able part of it, is to be paid out of the Treasury of the United States 
Now, it is proposed to give this judge unlimited authority as to th 
number of these officers that may be appointed; he may, under this 


proposition, appoint twenty such officers for the State of Kenta 
1¢ so desires. JI am unwilling to give such authority to any officer 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I believe that the discretion 





of the Federal judge of Kentucky is as good a limit as we could have 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Suppose the present incumbent should die? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I suggest that the number be limited to 
four for the State of Kentucky ind if it should be thought best here- 
alter \uthorize the appointment of a larger number that matter can 
} 1 


be fixed in the Senate. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Very well 
Mr. McADOO. If I understand aright, the 
will under this amendment get only one referee. 
M 


r. EZRA Bb. TAYLOR. 


State of New Jersey 


Che State embraces only one judicial dis- 


trict 


ict. 
Mr. McADOO. But New Jersey is a large State, with a population 
as numerous as that of the State of Virginia, and it will be impossible 
for us to get on with Jess than three of these officers. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I submit the amendment whic! 

ad and I ask unanimous consent that it be considered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I want to call the attention of my friend from 
Ohio to one other point. This amendment provides that the city of 

mn shall have tive of these officers, while other cities of the Unior 

larger than Boston, are to have a less nnmber. The city of New York 
with its vast population, is allowed only five Boston and New York 
ire put in the same category, while the city of Baltimore, which, I be 
lieve, shows a larger population than Boston, is to have a |] 


less number 


1nas peer 


Lost 


| of these ofticers. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR . will make a modification in that re- 
y et 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Ithink there ought to be a smaller number than 
five for the city of Boston; that number is not justified by the demands 
of tiv population, 
Mr. CANNON, I observe that this amendment proposes a limita 
tion of one referee for each judicial district. Now, one-half of the 
| State of Illinois, with a population of more than a million and a half 
constitutes but one judicial district—— 


| am spe 


Mr. EZRA B. 
Ir. CANNON. 


TAYLOR But we provide for five more. 
That applies entirely to the northern district. I 
aking of the southern district, which has more than a million 
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and a half of people and embraces one-half ot the State. It seems to 
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Mr. ROGERS. I think the first exception does not embrace any 


me that the limitation in the gentleman’s amendment, *’ not to exceed | question of fraud 


for any State one for each judicial district,’’ is unnecessary and im- 
prope r. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR 
ment if it is not satisfactory. 

Mr. CANNON Well, then, I will object It see 
inal bill is better 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That ends the matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois objects 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I hope the . 
will consent, and that the House will consent to adopt the following 
amendment, which I ask to have id, to come inon page 51. Iam 


Any gentleman can object to the amend- 


ns to me the orig- 


sure it will commend itself to the judgment of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro we. The amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from lennsylvania will be read, subject to the right of objec- 
tion 

The Clerk read as follows 

On page 51, line 18, amend by striking t the words “ not to exceed $50,” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “in such nount as the laws of the State in 
which the bankrupt resides may allow or vages for labor a preference.’ 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That amendment, I am satisfied, ought to 
prevail. Individually I have no objection to it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Let the amendment be again reported. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the amendment was not understood 


here. I ask that it be again read 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be read again, if 
there be no objection 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. REILLY. I ask that the amendment be read in connection 
with the text of the bill, so as to show how the paragraph will stand 
if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4. Wages due to workmen, workwomen, clerks, or servants, that have been 


earned within six months before the date of the commencement of proceedings, 


in such an amount as the laws of the State in which the bankrupt resides may 
allow or give wages for labor a preference, each, after being proved and allowed ; 
and (5) debts due to any person who, by the laws of the United States, is enti- 
tled to priority. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 
serting the words ‘‘not to be less than $50.”’ 

Mr. REILLY. No; that would conflict with the State laws. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, is there objection to 
considering the amendment? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. VAUX. I want to amend the amendment by striking out the 
word ‘‘may.’’ It refers to such amount as the State laws ‘‘may al- 
low.”’ 

Mr. ADAMS. The word ‘‘each’’ ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. REILLY. That is correct. The amendment should strike out 
the words ‘‘ not to exceed $50 each.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment as modified is before 
the House, and the Chair would suggest, if gentlemen have amend- 
ments to the amendment, that they now submit them in their proper 
order. 

Mr. VAUX. I only desire to strike out the word ‘‘may.”’ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, that wordought not to be stricken 
out, for the simple reason that the laws of the State may be changed, 
and we want to adapt ourselves expressly to those conditions. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘That is correct, because the law is now in the 
present tense, and ‘‘may’’ relates to the future. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Some of the States may have no law now, but 
may provide one hereafter, and we ought to provide in our legislation 
that it will fit into the State laws without unnecessary friction. 

Mr. VAUX. I withdraw the amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. REILLY was then adopted. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of the 
gentleman from Ohio for a moment, section 44 was passed over with 
the understanding that we would recur to it with the right to request 
the House to consider amendments 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. If the gentleman will yield, I will suggest 





that the reason I agree: to pass it over was that I wanted to consult | 


with the members of the committee. 
tunity to do so. 
early as possible, 

Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. ROGERS. 
Ohio to section 43, just preceding. I must confess that I do not pre- 
cisely comprehend what is intended by it, but I do not like it because 
I think the spirit of the age is against any imprisonment for debt, un- 
less fraud is committed or crime is directly connected with the indebt- 
edness. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. This has that element. 
rest or imprisonment, as contemplated by the bill, unless there is fraud 
in the creation of the indebtedness. 


1 have not yet had an oppor- 
I have consulted with one, and will see the others as 


Very well. 


chairman of the committee | 


unless the same is founded on some debt or claim from which a discharge in 


bankruptey would not be a release 

I do not know what that would embrace, really. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. It would embrace any fraudulent debt in 
view of this act. 

Mr. ROGERS. It will embrace many other debts in my State. It 
would embrace trust debts of all kinds. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Not generally. 

Mr. ROGERS. I say in our State. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. If the gentleman irom Arkansas 
will permit me, this is a restriction upon the right of arrest in civil 
It prevents the right of arrest under a civil action for debts 
which would be discharged under these proceedings. It originates no 


actions, 


| arrests whatever. 


| corrected. 


Mr. ROGERS. I am inclined to think-that it does, by implication. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Well, if it does, it should be 
It is not so intended, 

Mr. ROGERS, ‘That is just what I desire. I wish to correct it so 
that there may be no ambiguity. The first exception here would un- 
doubtedly embrace trust debts, and if it does not allude to State laws, 
I do not know what it does allude to. If itis to take the place ofall 
other laws, I do not understand it, and I would like to know exactly 
what it does imply, or to have some such language fixed to it by way 
of amendment or otherwise that would make it perfectly clear. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The point of the section is this: 
When a man has been subjected to the operation of this law it pro- 
vides that he shall not be arrested upon any civil process because of 
any debt which would be discharged in the proceedings under this law, 


/}and to that extent it is a restriction upon theright of arrest by civil 


I would like to amend that by in- 


I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from | 


There is no ar- | 


process out of a State court upon a debt which would be discharged by 
these proceedings, and is therefore no enlargement of the right of ar- 
rest, but is in fact a restraint and a restriction upon it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman turn to the topof page 30? He 
will see that it says there— 
unless the same is founded on some debt or claim from which a discharge in 
bankruptey would not be a release. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Precisely. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, what class of claims would not be discharged 
by virtue of a release in bankruptcy? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Fraudulently incurred debts, of 
course; also debts incurred in a fiduciary capacity. 

Mr. ROGERS. Do you intend that debtors shall be arrested in that 
class of cases ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Not at all. This section orig- 
inates no arrest. It is a restraint upon arrest by the State courts. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ido not so understand it. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That is the proper construction of it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It is a restraint upon arrest by 
the Stdte courts. This section provides that a bankrupt shall be ex- 
empt from arrest upon civil process except upon a warrant from a court 
of bankruptey unless the same is founded on some debt or claim from 
which a discharge in bankruptcy would not bea release, ete. It excepts 
deb's incurred in a fiduciary capacity. 

Mr. ROGERS. Why does the gentleman say that the civil process 
referred to in the first and second lines of the section refers to a proc- 
ess issued from the State courts any more than from the Federal courts? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Iam speaking now of civil proc- 
ess from other courts. Perhaps I used the expression ‘‘State courts ’’ 
without proper consideration, and should have said ‘‘ arrest from any 
other court.’’ In such a case the bankruptcy court protects him from 
arrest upon civil process from such other court, that is, unless the arrest 

| be for a debt which in bankruptcy would not be discharged, to wit, a 

| fraudulent debt. 

| Mr. ROGERS. Then,do I understand that you propose to leave the 

| law so that the debt for which the party has to be arrested is one from 

which he would not be discharged in bankruptcy, if he got a discharge 

in bankruptcy ? 
A MEMBER. 

to do with that. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Yes; under the process of the 

| other courts, if there be such. We only interfere this far: that where 

| the court in bankruptcy would grant a discharge from a certain debt 

| it gives him immunity from arrest because of that debt. 

| Mr. ROGERS. I do not understand that to be the effect of it. 

| Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That is precisely the effect of it. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. If the gentleman will allow me one moment I 

think the matter can be made perfectly clear. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BURROWS in the chair). 

be no further amendments, a vote will be in order. 

| Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. There are other amendments pending. 
Mr. ROGERS. I hope the Chair will indulge the gentleman from 

Mississippi a moment. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. 


The bankruptcy law would not have anything at all 


If there 


I was about to say this, Mr. Speaker-—— 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will be glad to recognize The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
the ventleman from Mississippi if he desires to be recognized, and if | 65, nays 111, not voting 151; as follow 
there is no objection. 




















YEAS 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, what I wanted to say was this: Abbott (ilsunne a ie : 
The bankrupt, under certain circumstances, is liable to arrest by the | And son, Miss é a La Fol 
ay » , > > a | sary - er, il ; 
bankruptcy courts, no matter what the debt may be, whether it 1s a | > , = ~ Tecdinea, tie in | 
debt from which he could be discharged or not. Breckinridge, Ky. Dayidson Le I - 
Mr. ROGERS. That is correct. : Bri kner, _ ekery I ‘ ( Say e 
Mr. CATCHINGS. ‘That is,so far as the bankrupey court Is con- “a ee a = ye. Mas Ind . 
cerned; but as to debts from which he would not be entitled to be Git | puchanen. Va } Mat ; ; 
charged, the bankruptcy court leaves him just as he was before, or | Buckalew, Fit M Ciel W 
just as he would be if this law should not be passed. | is asm Forney MeMil W ‘ 
Mr. McADOO. Thatis it. | « ; oy res eat Wilke 
Mr. VAUX. That is the idea. si Gibs Oates \ V. Va 
Mr. CATCHINGS. If there is a law in the State under whi h he | 8 > . o rel 
can be arrested, why, he can be arrested notwithstanding this. a Kelle Gate he 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to proceed with the aie 
consideration of the amendments in their order, those that are pend- | : m ~ ae on 
ing. ; A M Evans MeKenn Snider 
fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the next amend- | And w, Farq M Soon 
Arnold, I rc Moffitt, mt ur 
ment. 7 ; atkinson, W.Va. Flood Moore, N. H. St 5 
The Clerk read the following: | Baker. } ai aren Stockhrid 
. . ies nee WU. ie Banks, ( Morrill, Stru 
Amend section 9, line 18, page 9, by inserting after the word tr ee the Seaton. ; rd. Sree tae 
following: ‘‘on the nomination of the creditors.’ Andafterthe word “cause,” Salknen a iibions ces Rete te 
in the same line, add the following: ‘‘on complaint of said creditors or any of Bergen, , Grosvenor, oO'> , Pa. Taylor, Ill 
them.’ | Bliss Harmer, Owens. Ohio Taylor, J. D 
, ‘ ~T rewer {s ren ayn : Lg 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, that amendment was under | eae rm es — ' > a — ceria 
discussion yesterday, and I presume there is no objection to it. _ | Buchanan, N.J. Haynes. as irtacn — Pen, Seg 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is no objection, this amend- | Burrows, Hemphi 1, Pe ters Townsend, Pa 
; f ’ i 3 surto ill *1ckler, Tracey 
ment will be considered as agreed to. [After apause.] The Chair hears wom oa — EE aa 
none, and it is so ordered. Carter, Kerr, Iowa Randall. Vandever, — 
The Clerk read the following: Cheatham, Ketcham Reed, lowa Van Schaiek, 
; bo 4 Clancy, Kinsey, Reyburn, Vaux 
Amend section 9, line 18, page 9, by striking out subdivision (4) “appoint | Cogswell, Knapp Rockwell, Waddill, 
trustees and remove them for cause ;’’ renumber the following sections, and at | Comstock, Lacey, Russell. Walker 
the end of section insert the following: y ; ¥ Connell. Lawler, Sanford, Washington, 
** Ani (15) remove trustees for cause, upon hearing, after notice, upon appli- | Culbertson, Pa. Laws. Sawyer. Williams, Ill. 
eation of any creditor or creditors.” Cummings, Lester, Va. Seranton, ¥ ils n. Wash. 
, . - Cutcheon, Lodge, Seull, Tardley, 
Mr. EZRA B, TAYLOR. That is the complement of the other | pair), Macwner. Shively. You 
amendment, and I presume there will be no objection to it as to that. | Dorsey, McCarthy, Simonds, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, this amend- NOT VOTING 
ment will be considered as agreed to. [After a pause.] The Chair | ie Craig. Seiliene a 
hears none, and it is so ordered. Allen. Miss. Crain. Lansing, Rog rs, 
The C i fi ing: Anderson, Kans, Crisp, Lee, lowell 
' ee Ghask me the aihowing: Atkinson, Pa. Dargan, Lind, Rowland, 
Amend section 10 by striking out the word “ may,” in line 3, and insert in | Bankhead, Darlington, Maish, Rusk, 
lieu thereof the word “ shall.”’ Barnes, De seven, em Seney, 
. . : ‘ jayne, De Lano, Mason, Sherman, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is no objection, the amend- | peckwith, Dibble, MeAdoo, Smith, Ti}. 
ment will be considered as agreed to. Bold n, Dk kerson, Met lammy, Smith W.Va. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. There is objection to that. ae Dolliver A er Seleake. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is objection. The question is | Blanchard, Ellis McCreary, Springer, 
upon agreeing to this amendment. Bland, Enloe, Mi Kink y, a 
FAY : 2ount rwart \ cen, . »nenson, 
Mr. MCKENNA, Let the section be read as amended. ae aadinahies, Mille Tiomurk Ge 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will again report the pro- | Boutelle, i Montgomery, Stewart, Vt. 
Ss { a B Bowden, Fit Moore, Tex. Stockdale, 
posed amendment. son a Mooee, eaten, 
The Clerk read as follows: eee roe ae nn 
Amend section 10 by striking out the word “may,” in line3,and insert in lieu | Browne, T. M. rer nhainer, M t . : aylor i 
thereof the word “‘shall;’’ so it will read as follows: Brow Va G Nic haus, Tu 
*‘Controversies between trustees and adverse claimants, concerning the prop- | Brunner G 3 . _ cy yy 
erty and rights acquired by the trustees as such, shall be litigated in State B pe Gr ‘ute, ; i 
courts in the same manner as such controversies would have been contested | But terworth, Ha . oO ) i :; — a 
between the bankrupts, had they not become such, and such adverse claim- | Cald ms . - es — ae ee ; Wal] 
- | Campbell, ar © < Lass, y 
ants | Candler, Ga. Hatch, Ost Wallac ay 
Mr. MCKENNA. If the House will indulge me just a moment. | Cariton, Heard, és Payson, w tse i 
The only effect of the amendment is to compel trustees to litigate in | eg ie re “pein ne 7 on ae 
~s . Pr - - lark, Wis. enderson, lows I y I 
State courts when the bankrupt is compelled to litigate in the State | Clarke, Ala. Henderson, N.C, FPhela Wiles 
< | Clements, “rt, Pieres W son, 
courts. ai . : : os 3 oo . eas, wy 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debateis notinorder. The question | ae ’ eines Williams. Ohio 
is on agreeing to the amendment. Cooper, Obie ae cea Quackenbush, Wilson, Ky 
The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that | Cothran, Houk Qu \\ Mo 
q ° Leann Ker 1 Ra Wr 
the noes seemed to have it. event, eeneny ~ 





The House divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 2. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendmept reported by the Clerk was as follows: 


In line 12 of section 20, after the word “sum,” insert the words “asshall have 
been fixed by the creditors at the meeting hereinafter provided for;"’ and inthe 
same line strike out the word ‘‘such” and insert the word “lawful: ” strike 


out the words “as shall be fixed,’ in the same line, and insert the words “to 
be;”’ so that this section will read: 


“In such sum as shall have been fixed by the creditors at the meeting here- | 
inafter provided for, and with lawful sureties to be approved by the court.” 


The question was put on agreeing to the amendment; and the Speaker 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The following additional pairs were announced until further notice 
Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. Nort 

For the rest of the day 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. DAR 
| Mr. Post with Mr. VENABLE. 
|. Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Leg. If present, Mr. H INS would vote 
| for and Mr. LEE against the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. ELLIs, on this vote 


as 
ro 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Division. | 


’ - ont Fav n the bank Y ll. 
pro tempore announced that the noes seemed to have it. Mr. CABLETON with Mr. Ray, on the ban crepe ‘bill 
Mr. BOATNER. Division, Mr. Speaker. The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 55, The next amendment reported by the Clerk was as follows: 
> . . 
Mr. BOATNER. Ieall for the yeas and nays. Strike out section 19 and insert in lieu thereof the following 


eas “Sec. 19. Appointment of trustees. The creditors at their first meeting shall 
The y and nays were ordered. appoint a proper person or persons as trustee or trustees of such bankrupt, 
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: 


“tivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Sweney, 


Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 


Anderson, Kans, 


Atkinson, Pa, 
inkhead, 
nks, 

arnes, 


jayne 


: 


and ill vacancies at called meetings Ifthe creditors do not appointa trustee Spooner, 
tth f ieeting, or fill a vacancy at the first meeting after such 
, in urt shall makethea tment upon its own motior 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment just read will be considered as agreed to. 
here was no objection, and it was so ordered 
Che next amendment reported by the Clerk was as follows: 
In section 20, line 6, page 22, strike out the words “ in excess of five thousand 
i mendment was agreed to 
the next amend t, offered by Mr. KELLEY, was read, as follows 
~ all of s¢ insert the following: * Persons shall not be« 
»appointment as referees unless they are residents of th erritorial dis- 
t ar ] } } ! 


AYLOR There is an amendment in the nature of 


ding to that. 


Mr. EZRA B, 1 


Lsubstitate pe: 


The substitute was read, as follows 

mend section by striking out subdivisions 1,2 and 3, and renumbering 
divisions following, so that the section amended shall read 

Qualifications of referees, Persons shall not be eligible to appointment as 


referecsa unless t sre respectively (1) not related by consanguinity or affinity 
within the third degree, or by marriage, to any judge of the courts of bank- 
ruptey, or to an istice or judge of the appellate courts of the districts wherein 


they may be 
ippo nted 


Mr. OUTHWAITE 
visions, which req 
anv office ? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR 
bill reads in this way. 


appointed residents of the territorial districts for which 


Why strike out the second and third subdi- 
uire that persons shall be qualified and not holding 


They are simply renumbered, so that the 


Mr. OUTHWAIT!I But the Clerk read it as if they were stricken 
out. Do you mean these second and third subdivisions to remain in ? 
Mr. EZRA Bb. TAYLOR. Oh, yes. Mr. Speaker, I want the sub- 


stitute amended so that the second and third subdivisions shall re- 


main in, as follows 
Competent 

profit or emolument under 
Licipality in which they 
sninissioncr 


to perform the duties of their offices; not holding any office of 


the laws of the United States, or of the State or mu- 
reside, other than notaries public, masters in chancery, 
s of United States courts, or commissioners of deeds. 
The amendment to the substitute was agreed to, and the substitute as 
imended was agreed to. 
Che SPEAKER p 
" ment. 


The 


read, as 


te mpore. 


The Clerk will report the next amend 


next amendment 
follows 


offered by Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia, was 


Page 28, line 8, strike out 
Failed for thirty day 
of any propert 


the following: 
s, or until the return day of the process,to secure the 
y levied upon by attachment or execution.’ 


lhe question was taken on the amendment; and there were—ayes 
noes 50. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


I call for the yeas and nays. 





The question was taken; and there were—yeas 102, nays 82, not 

oting 143; as follows 
YEAS—102. 

Abbett Culbertson, Pa, Lester, Ga, tichardson, 
Adams Dalzell, Lester, Va. Rogers, 

en, Mich Dibble, Lewis, Sayers, 
Lnderson, Miss Dockery, Martin, Ind. Shively, 
Barwig Edmunds, Martin, Tex. Skinner, 
Gergen, Elliott McAdoo, Stewart, Tex. 
Bliss Ellis, McCarthy, Stone, Ky. 
I iner Fithian, McClellan, Struble, 
Kreckinridge, Ky. Forman, McCreary, Taylor, I). 
Brickne Forney, McDuffie, Taylor, J.D. 
Brookshire Fowler, MeMillin, Tillman, 
Brown, J.B Funston, McRae, Turner, Kans. 
Buchanan, Va Goodnight, Milliken, Vaux, 
Buckalew Haynes, Morey, Waddill, 
Bullock Hemphill, Oates, Washington, 
Kynum Hill O’ Ferrall, Whiting, 
Caldwell, Holn an, Outhwaite, Wike, 
Cannon Ke ; Owens, Ohio Wiley. 
Caruth, Ke a Parrett, Willeox, 
Catchings Lacey, Paynter, Williams, Ill, 
Cheadle La Follett Payson, Wilson, Ky. 
Chipman, Lane Peel, Wilson, Wash. 
Connell, Lanham Penington, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ind Lawler Perkins, Yoder. 
(rain, Laws Price, 
Culberson, Tex Lehibach Reilly, 

NAYS—82, 

Andrew Conger Hayes, Osborne, 
Arnold, Craig, Hienderson,lowa Owen, Ind. 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cummings Eritt Payne, 
aker, Dorsey, Kerr, lowa Peters, 
Bartin Dunphy, Ketcham, Pickler, 
Belkmns ap Evans, Kinsey, Quackenbush, 
Brewer Ewart, Knapp, Raines, 
Brosius Farquhar, Lodge, tandall, 
Buchanan, N.J Flick, Magner, Reed, lowa 
B ows, Flood, Miles, Reyburn, 
Burton, Frank, Moffitt, Rockwell, 
Cand Mass Crear, Moore, N. H. Rusk, 
2 arte r, Gifford, Morrill, Russell, 
Cheatham Greenhalge, Morrow, Sawyer, 
< lane y, Grosvenor, Morse, Scull, 
Cogswell, Harmer, Mudd, Simonds, 
Coleman Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Snider, 





ee Le he. cll 
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Bi 
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B sec with, 
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ham 
B Saal 
Bland, 
Biount, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden 
Bre 
Lrower, 
Browne, T. M. 
Browne, Va. 
Brunner, 
Bunn, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, 


vard, 


kinridge, Ark. 
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Thomas, 


Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo, 


Townsend, Pa. 





Tracey, 


Turner, N.Y. 


Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 


NOT VOTING—143. 


Cothran, 
Covert, 
Cowles, 
Crisp, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
Davidson, 
De Haven, 
De Lano, 
Dickerson, 
Dingle y. 
Dolliver, 
Dunnell, 
Enloe, 
Fe ather 
Finle y; 
Fitch, 
Flower, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gest, 

Gibson, 
Crimes, 
Grout, 

Hall, 
I{ansbrough, 


ston, 


Kennedy, 
Kilgore, 
Laidlaw, 
Lansing, 
Lee, 

Lind, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Mason, 
McClammy, 
McComas, 
McCord, 
McCormick, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morgan, 
Mutchler, 


Niedringhaus, 


Norton, 
Nute, 

©’ Donnell, 
O'Neall, Ind. 
O'Neil, Mass. 





JULY 24, 


Walker, 
Yardley. 


lowland, 
Sanford, 
Scranton, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Smith, IL. 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 
Spinola, 
Springer. 
StahInecker, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo, 
Stump, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, Tenn 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga, 
Venable, 
Wade, 
Wallace, Mass, 
Wallace, N. Y. 


Candler, Ga, Hare, Perry, Watson, 
Carlton, Hatch, Phelan, Wheeler, Ala, 
Caswell, Heard, Pierce, Wheeler, Mich, 
Clark, Wis. Henderson, Il). Post, Whitthorne, 
Clarke, Ala Henderson,N.C. Pugsley, Wickham, 
Clements, Herbert, Quinn, Wilkinson, 
Clunie, Hermann, Ray, Williams, Ohio 
Cobb, Hooker, Rife, Wilson, Mo. 
Comstock, Hopkins, Robertson, Wright. 
Cooper, Ohio Houk, Rowell, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNNELL and Mr. DAVIDSON were announced as paired on this 
vote, 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. Hopkins]. If I were not paired, I would vote “‘ay.”’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia 

Strike out the following: ‘ (10) suffered an execution against him to be re- 
turned nulla bona.”’ 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, as that matter depends so 
much upon the laws of the several States in regard to the sale of real 
estate, I think there ought to be no objection to the adoption of the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. BucmaNan, of Virginia: 

Page 29, line 22, strike out the following: ‘**(11) suspended, and not resumed 
payment of his commercial! paper for fifteen days.” 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. 
amendment was to be withdrawn, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. 
through I agreed to withdraw that. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the time in that pro- 
vision of the bill be extended to thirty days instead of fifteen. 

Mr. FRANK. I object. 

Mr. PERKINS. I withdraw the request. 

Mr. HAYES. Just before the adjournment last night I offered an 
amendment to this provision which I do not observe in the RECORD 
of this morning. I moved to amend by adding to clause 11 of this 
section the words ‘‘ being’a manufacturer or merchant.’’ 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire what became of the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. PERKINS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman withdrew it. 

Mr. OATES. I renew the request for unanimous consent that the 
time be extended to thirty days. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. This applies to commercial paper, and on 
purely commercial paper a delay of three days is an act of bankruptcy. 

Mr. OATES. The laws of the States are not uniform in that re- 
spect. I ask unanimous consent that the time be extended to thirty 
days instead of fifteen. 

Mr. FRANK. LIobject. 

Mr. PERKINS. I withdrew the request in consequence of the pe- 
culiar phraseology of the paragraph, which seems to contemplate more 
than a single neglect to pay. The language is: ‘‘Suspended and not 
resumed payment of his commercial paper for fifteen days.’’ 

Mr. OATES. But a failure for any cause would certainly be con- 
sidered a suspension. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. It meansa suspension of his payments, 
and not simply non-payment of that particular note. 

Mr. OATES. Butif for any reason he is unable to pay, his failure 
to pay would be regarded as a ‘‘suspension.’’ I think the time ought 


Speaker, I understand that that 


Yes, sir; in order to get the others 
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to be thirty days, and I ask unanimous consent to make it thirty in- 
stead of fifteen. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The Clerk read as follows 
Ainendment offered by Mr. Hays: 
Page 29, line 23, after the word “ days 
manufacturer or merchant.” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
clause as it would stand if so amended ? 
The Clerk read as follows: 


amend by adding the words “‘ beinga 


Will the Clerk read the 


Suspended and not resumed payment of his commercial paper for thirty days, 
ng a manutacturer or merchant, 





Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, A parliamentary inquiry. Has this 
amendment been presented before ? 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairisadvised by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Hayes] that he offered the amendment on yester- 
day 

Mr. HAYES. Yes 
about if 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. If that amendmentis to be voted 
upon, Mr, Speaker, I think it had better be made fuller by having the 
word ‘‘trader’’ inserted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not debatable. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 56, noes 66. 

Mr. HAYES. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 80, nays 100, not vot- 
ing 147; as follows 


it was offered, and there was some conversation 


YEAS—80, 





Abbott Edmunds, Lester, Va, Richardson, 
Allen, Mich Elliott, Lewis, Rogers, 
Barwig, Ellis, Magner, Rusk, 
Boatner, Fithian, Martin, Ind, Sayers, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Flood, Martin, Tex. Shively, 
Brickner, Forney, McCarthy, Skinner, 
Brookshire, Fowler, McClellan, Stewart, Tex, 
Buchanan, Va. Gibson, McCreary, Stockbridge, 
Bueka Goodnight, MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Bullock, Hayes, McRae, Struble, 
Bynum, Haynes, O’ Ferrall, Stump, 
Caruth, Hemphill, Outhwaite, Tillman, 
Catchings Holman, Owens, Ohio Vaux, 

( hipman, Kerr, Pa. Parrett, Waddill, 
Claney, Lacey, Paynter, Washington, 
Cooper, Ind. Lane, Peel, Wheeler, Ala. 
Culberson, Tex. Lanham, Penington, Wike, 
Davidson, Laws, Price, Willcox, 
Dockery, Lehlbach, Quinn, Williams, Il. 


Dunnell, Lester, Ga, Reilly, 


NAYS—100, 


Wilson, Ky, 


Adams Crain, Kinsey, Sanford, 
Arnold, Culbertson, Pa, Knapp, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Pa. Cummings La Follette, Scranton, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Cutcheon, Lodge, Seull, 

Baker, Daizell, MecDufiie, Simonds, 
Banks, Dolliver, McKenna, Snider, 
Belknap Dorsey, Miles, Spooner, 
Bergen, Dunphy, Moffitt, Stivers, 
Bingham, Ewart, Moore, N. H, Sweney, 
Brewer Farquhar Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
Brown, J.B Flick, Morse, Taylor, Ml. 
fuchanan, N. J. Forman, Oates Taylor, J. D. 
Burrows, Frank, O'Neill, Pa, Thomas, 
Burton Gear, Osborne, Thompson, 
Caldwell, Gifford, Payne, Townsend, Colo, 
Candler, Mass. Greenhalge, Perkins, Townsend, Pa. 
Cannon, Grosvenor, Peters, Tracey, 
Carter, Harmer, Pickler, Turner, Kans, 
Cheadle, Haugen, Quackenbush, Turner, N.Y. 
Cheatham, Henderson, Iowa Kaines, Vandever, 
Cogswell, Hill, Reed, lowa Van Schaick, 
Coleman, Hitt, Reyburn, Walker, 
Conger, Kelley, Rife, Wilson, Wash, 
Connell Kerr, lowa Rockwell, Wilson, W. Va, 
Craig Ketcham, Russell, Yardley, 


NOT VOTING—147, 


Alderson, Campbell, Flower, Mason, 
Allen, Miss Candler, Ga, Funston, McAdoo, 
Anderson, Kans. Carlton, Geissenhainer, McClammy, 


Anderson, Miss. Caswell, Gest, McComas, 


Andrew, Clarke, Ala, Grimes, McCord, 
Bankhead, Clark, Wis, Grout, McCormick, 
Barnes, Clements, Hall, McKinley, 
Bartine, Clunie, Hansbrough, Milliken, 
Bayne, Cobb, Hare, Mills, 

Beck with, Comstock, Hatch, Montgomery, 
Belden, Cooper, Ohio Heard, Moore, Tex. 
Biggs, Cothran, Henderson, Il, Morey, 
Blanchard, Covert, Henderson, N.C. Morgan, 
Bland, Cowles, Herbert, Morrow, 
Bliss, Crisp, Hermann, Mudd, 
Blount, Dargan, Hooker, Mutchier, 
Boothman, Darlington, Hopkins, Niedringhaus, 
soutelle, De Haven, Houk, Norton, 
Bowden, De Lano, Kennedy, Nute, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dibble, Kilgore, O'Donnell, 
Brosius, Dickerson, Laidlaw, O’ Neall, Ind, 
Brower, Dingley, Lansing, O'Neil, Mass, 
Browne, Va. Enloe, Lawler, Owen, Ind. 
Browne, T. M. Evans, Lee, Payson, 
Brunner, Featherston, Lind, Perry, 

Bunn, Finley, Maish, Phelan, 
Butterworth, Fitch, Mansur, Pierce, 


} 
| 
| 

















| 


a —— 


Post, Smith, W. Va, 





larsne W 
Pugsley, Smyser, lay re Wh 
Randall, Spinola, Pucke Ww 
Ray Springer, rurne Ga Wiley 
Robertson, Stahlnecker, Ve able Wilk 
Rowell, Stephenson, W ade Wi 3, Ohio 
Rowland, Stewart, Ga, Wallace, Mass W ils M 
Seney, Stewart, Vt. Wallace, N.Y Wr 
Sherman, Stockdale, Watsor ‘ 
Smith, Il. Stone, Mo Wheel M 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The following amendment, offered by Mr. BOATNER, was r¢ 


After the word “ persons,” in line 6, page 31, section 4 
chant, trader, or manufacturer and strike out, begin rw 
cept,’’ in line 8, to the end of the section; so that the s¢ 

Any person being a merchant, trader, or manufacture ow 





amount ot §500 or over, may be ijudge an inv 
tion of his creditors, or a part of the 

Mr. BOATNER. I would like to know whether an amend! t 
already been adopted to this section— 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. We have just voted upon an ar t 


substantially the same as this in regard to the persons to 
provision may apply. 


Mr. BOATNER. I wish to know whether the word ‘‘exclu 
embraced in this section as printed, has been stricken o 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. It has been, and the word ‘‘< 


serted. 
Mr. BOATNER. Then I withdraw the amendme1 
TheSPEAKER protempors. In the absence of objecti 
ment will be withdrawn. 
The next amendment was read, as follows 
Insert, after the words “ his adjudication as s € 
the words “or the confirmation of a composit 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That is an amendment suggeste 
self, and to which. as I understand, there is no objection. 
The amendment was agreed to 
The following amendment, offered by Mr. BOATNER, wa 


Strike out the word “‘ omitted in line &, page 34, s« ’ 
10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, and line 16 down to and includ ew 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Does the gentleman from M Ssip] 
BoOATNER] care for this amendment ? 

Mr. BOATNER. No, sir; I will withdraw it 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR The only remaining amendme: 
pending is a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before we pass to that question, I wish 
whether the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. Tayi decline 


consent to the motion to strike out section 44, providing for arrest 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I have consulted with my colleag 
the committee, and in view of the purport of that section, we t 
absolutely indispensable in any bill of this character; 
sent, 

Mr.McMILLIN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr.Speaker. Wou 
be in order to offer that amendment now without consent ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. The pending 
question isupon asubstitute offered by t 
CULBERSON ], which will be read. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. As that substitute is printed on page 8 
ot to-day’s Recor, I ask, unless some gentleman specially 
have it read, that the reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. CARUTH. I desire to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


so I can n 


rentleman from Texa 


de sires to 









Strike out all afterthe enacting clause and insert the f wir 

“That if any debtor owing $200 or more shal! make an assign 
property, valid by the laws of the State, Territory, or 
which he may reside or be domiciled, or if he have prop ! 
diction, then as to such property, valid according to the | and 
in accordance with the requirements of this act, it shall have the eff% 
after provided for. 

“Sec. 2. That such assignment shall be to a trustee named therein 
convey all of the estate of the debtor except such as is exemp the la 
domicile from execution and liability for his debts 1 shall be rt 
benefit of all his creditors, except such as are hereinafter prohibited or n 
with preference herein rallowed. It sha ontain a list t nam lre 
idences of all his creditors anda sched f his property exe tand unexen 
from execution, and the amount due to eac ‘ or. Its also ta 
statement of the liens or other umbrances upon | I pe i 
shail be verified by the oath of the debtorto be ¢ 

‘*Sec. 3. Thatsuch assigument shall! not contain any provisior r the be t 
of a creditor whose debt arose from, or is based upon wh 4 
dealings in ‘futures,’ or in goods, commodities, or p 5 ‘ | 
‘trust;’ such assignment may contain all or any of t I ‘ 
namely: Debts due the United States, or any State y 
of the debtor is situated, or to the servants i I 
signment shall be recorded in fu n the off I 4 é gon 
said property are, by law, recordable The es t ee Ss »t exceed 
thuse allowed by law to administrators of the estate wed pr ns ‘ 
State of the debtor’s residence 

Sec. 4, Thatany such debtor, after the « the da 

ot the execution of the deed of assignme } eptance of the trust } 
the trustee, may file his petition int lis »f the United States fort 
district in which he resides, or | . ie District of ¢ i 
then in the supreme court of th« 1] t he bea resident of a Te 
then in the district court of suc t of the district in w i esides 
asking for a discharge f ' a8 ebts, as we as tl] prol ed he 
The petition shall contain at ‘ of the deed of assign t 1 sl} 
verified by the oath of t petitioner 


**Sec.5. That the creditors of the debtors shall be made parties d 
shall have thirty days’ notice of the filing of the same, notice t 
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ait ris the United States, and shall have thirty days there- 
o answer said petition Upon hearing of the petition, if the 
i that the debtor did mak issignment as authorized by this 
! datrue and cor t list of the names and real- 
litor ‘ and com) mveyance of all his unexempt 
it fo ir prior to the ulion of such assignment no 
rte i been preferred ‘ Inanner, except as authorized 
at esist stia vith t t peried had been 
t as r.¢ “ Yr Ss me i other act was 
y su re et is business or estate, 
ng creditors, or to give to 
x ‘ hall order and adjudge that such 
af p ent of the debts mentioned and set 
As x i e} sions of this act, and 
‘ i lischarge of such 
put the question). The noes 
the yeas and nays. 
a 1, 
a it was decided in the negative—yeas 
) | ollov 
YEA i 
] lartin, Ind. Sayers, 
i Martin, Tex, Shively, 
} MetClella Skinner, 
| McCord Stewart, Tex. 
} MeCrear Stone, Ky. 
] I McM n Stump, 
Gi ! MecR Thomas, 
G 0 all Tillman, 
Ha oO ns, Ohio Vaux, 
Hi Parrett Washington, 
Hi Paynter, Wheeler, Ala, 
He Pee Whiting, 
Ke Pa Penington, Whitthorne, 
J a Price, Wike, 
I Quinn Williams, Til. 
! Reilly Wilson, Ky. 
I G Richardson, Yoder. 
Lest Va Rowers 
Rusk, 
NAYS 
Dalz Magner, Russell, 
Dol McAdoo, Sanford, 
I) McCarthy, Sawyer, 
1) MeDuftie, Scranton, 
nm. Des VMeKenna Scull, 
] M Simonds, 
Farq Ar Milliken, Smyser, 
| 1 Moffitt Snider, 
I Moore, N. H Spooner, 
I Morey Stivers, 
ra Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Geant Morrow, Struble, 
Gest Morse, Sweney, 
Gifford Mudd, Taylor, E.B. 
Greenhalge, Oates Taylor, I). 
Grosvenor ©’ Neil, Mass, Taylor, J. D. 
Harmer, O' Neill, Pa. Thompson, 
Haugen, Osborne, Townsend, Colo, 
Hayes, Outhwaite, Townsend, Pa. 
Henderson, lowa Owen, Ind. Tracey, 


rson, hans, 


41153. 


Pa, 


Bay ne 

Beck with, 
Belden, 
Biggs 
Blanchard 
Bland 
Blount, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Breckinridge, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Browne, T. M, 
Brunner 
Bunn, 
Butterworth, 
Caniphe il, 
Candier, Ga 
Carlton, 
Caswell, 
Catehings, 
Chipman, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clark, Wis. 


Ark, 


Hermann, 


Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pickler, 
Quackenbush, 
Raines, 
Randall, 
Reed, lowa 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 

Roc k well, 


NOT VOTING—I2&. 


Hitt 
Kelley 
Kennedy 
Kerr, lowa 
Ket iam, 
KK 

Knap 

La € 

| 

I ich 
Lo 

{ ments 
( 

( ) 

Coth 
Cover 
Cow 
Crisp 
Cutecle 
Darga 
Darlington 
De Haven 
De Lat 
Dickers 


Dingley, 
Enloe 
Evans 
Ewart 
Fis ley 

Fitch, 

Flow er, 
Funston, 
Geissenhainer, 
Grimes, 

Grout, 

Hal . 
Hansbrough, 
Hare, 

Hatch, 

Heard 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, N.C, 
Herbert, 


Hooke r, 
Hoy kins, 
llouk, 
Kilgore, 

La Follette, 
Laidlaw, 
Lansing, 
Lee, 

Lind, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Mason, 
McClammy, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McKinley, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morgan, 
Mutchler, 
Niedringhaus, 
Norton, 
Nute, 
O'Donnell, 
O’ Neall, Ind, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Pierce, 
Post, 
Pugsley, 
Ray, 


Turner, Kans. 
Turner, N. Y. 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 
Walker, 
Wilson, Wash, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yardley. 


Robertson, 
Rowell, 
Rowland, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Smith, I, 
Smith, W. Va, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga, 
Venable, 
Wade, 
Wallace, Mass. 
Wallace, N.Y. 
Watson, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Wickham, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willeox, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wright, 


So the substitute was rejected. 


The result of the vote was then 


time. 


The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 117, nays 
as follows: 


voting 126; 


Adams, 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 


Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 

Banks, 

Bartine, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 
Bingham, 
Boatner, 
Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, Mass. 
Carter 
Cheatham, 
Clancy, 
Cogswell, 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 
Conger, 
Connell, 
Cooper, Ohio 
Craig, 
Culbertson, Pa. 
Cummings, 
Dalzell, 


Abbott, 
Allen, Mich. 
Barwig, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
srewer, 
Brickner, 
trookshire, 
jrown, J. B. 
Buchanan, Va. 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Bynum, 
Cannon, 
Caruth, 
Cheadle, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Crain, 
Culberson, Tex. 
Davidson, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 


Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Atkinson, Pa, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bayne, 
Beckwith, 
Belden, 
Biggs. 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 

Bliss, 

Blount, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Browne, T. M, 
Brunner, 
Bunn, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Carlton, 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 
Chipman, 
Clark, Wis. 


announced as above recorded. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


On that I ask the yeas and nays. 


YEAS—1I7. 


Dibble, 
Dors« y, 
Dunnell, 
Dunphy, 
Farquhar, 
Flood, 
Frank, 
Gear, 
Gifford, 
Greenhalge, 
Grosvenor, 
Harmer, 
Hayes, 
Henderson, lowa 
Hermann, 
Hitt, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, lowa 
Ketcham, 
Kinsey, 
Knapp, 
Lawler, 
Laws, 
Lehlbach, 
Lodge, 
Magner, 
McAdoo, 
McCarthy, 
McKenna, 
Miles, 


Milliken 
Moffitt, 
Moore, N. H. 
Morey, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Mudd, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O' Neill, Pa, 
Osborne 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, Ind. 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pickler, 
Price, 
Pugsley, 
Quackenbush, 
Quinn, 
Raines, 
Randall, 
Reed, lowa 
Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 
Rockwell, 
Rusk, 


Russell, 


NAYS—S1. 


Edmunds, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Featherston, 
Finley, 
Fithian, 
Flick, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Funston, 
Gest, 
Gibson, 
Goodnight, 
Haugen, 
Haynes, 
Hemphill, 
Hill, 
Holman, 
Kelley, 
Kerr, Pa. 


Lac ey, 

La Follette, 
Lane 
Lanham, 
Lester, Ga, 
Lester, Va. 
Lewis, 
Martin, Ind, 
Martin, Tex. 
McClellan, 
McCord, 
McCreary, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Oates, 

O’ Ferrall, 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Payson, 
Peel, 


NOT VOTING—12, 


Clarke, Ala, 
Clements, 
Clunie, 
Cobb, 
Gothran, 
Covert, 
Cowles, 
Crisp, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
De Haven, 
De Lano, 
Dickerson, 
Dingley, 
Enloe, 
Evans, 
Ewart, 
Fitch, 
Flower, 
Geissenhainer, 
Grimes, 
Grout, 

Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Hare, 
Hatch, 
Heard, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, N. C. 
Herbert, 
Hooker, 


So the bill was passed. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Kilgore, 
Laidlaw, 
Lansing, 
Lee, 

Lind, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Mason, 
McClammy, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McDutftie, 
McKinley, 
Milis, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morgan, 
Mut hler, 
Niedringhaus, 
Norton, 
Nute, 

0’ Donnell, 
O’ Neall, Ind. 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Pierce, 
Post, 

Ray, 
Robertson, 
Rowell, 


84, not 


Sanford, 
Sawyer, 
Scranton, 
Scull, 
Simonds, 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Stump, 

I ay lor, Ih. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo, 
Townsend, Pa, 
Tracey, 
Turner, N.Y. 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Vaux, 

Waddill, 
Walker, 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yardley. 


Penington, 
Richardson, 
Rogers, 
Sayers, 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Smith, Ill. 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stone, Ky. 
Struble, 
Sweney, 
Thomas, 
Tillman, 
Turner, Kans, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whitthorne, 
Wike, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Yoder. 


Rowland, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Smith, W. Va. 
Spinola, 
Springer, 

Stahl necker, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga, 
Venable, 
Wade, 
Wallace, Mass, 
Wallace, N.Y. 
Watson, 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Whiting, 
Wickham, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wright. 


Mr. MceDvurrre with Mr. Briss, on the bankruptcy bill. 


Mr. CHIPMAN with Mr. WHITING, on the bankruptcy bill. 


CHIPMAN would vote for the bill and Mr. WHITING against it. 


Mr, 


Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. CaTCHINGS, on the bankruptcy bill. 
Mr. STEPHENSON would vote against the bill and Mr. CATCHINGs for it. 

Mr. Brosius with Mr. MUTCHLER, onthis bill. Mr. Brosrvs would 
vote for, and Mr. MUTCHLER against it. 


Mr. EVANS with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, on this bill. Mr. 


_ area ay ote 
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EVANS would vote for the bill and Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, | a 


. | 1 
against 1t. t 


} 


bridge across the Tennessee Ii 








he Committee on Commerce. 
4 Mr. Hatcn with Mr. WIL! this bill | By Mr. TOWNSEND ( 
" Mr. Smita, of West Vir ia, with Mr. McCLAMMY, on this bill } t! indaries of the U1 
3 Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. HEARD, « his bill Indian Affairs. — 
i Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I desire to record my vote By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A bi | 
: for this bill. of the acts of the rst ssion of t] } ‘ 
4 The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present when his name was | tee on the 1/’ost-Office 
5 called 2 By Mr. SNIDER: A Q 
; Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I did not catch my name. of a bridge across the M 
t The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening at the time his name | Committee on Comm 
; should have been called ? By Mr. HILL: A I 
5 Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Listening! If the Speaker had kept | Simonds a member t 1 for Managers of the > 
order in the House I might have heard it. | Laughter Home for Volunte 4oldiet to the ¢ mittee on } 
TheSPEAKER, The Chaircan not accepteven that excuse under th By Mr. CUTCHEON: A t 1 ition (H. 
$ rules. [Laughter.] The gentleman should have called the Speaker t. Col. Henry Corl United Stat Army, to ptay 
3 attention to it at the time. World’s Columbian Com: n—to the Committee on 
‘ Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. What! during the roll-call ? Affair 
4 Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I have been paired for ten days past with : t 
8 my colleague [Mr. NizprrnGHAus]. If he were present, I should sta r ( 
4 vote *‘no.”’ Com 
{ Mr. PUGSLEY. I am paired, Mr. Speaker, with the gentleman 
z from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] on political questions, but not consider- , Le 
ing this a question of that character I have voted. AVAL badass, Esk’ 
Mr. GOODNIGHT. My colleague from Kentucky [Mr. DicKeR-| [Und | II, p ; : . { 
4 SON | is paired with the gentleman from New York [Mr. Covert], and | were presented and referred as indicated below 
requested me to announce that if present and unpaired he would vote By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H 11529) to remove th 
against the bill, and Mr. CovertT would vote for it. desertion from the military record of Elias Ginsincer—to the 
Mr. EVANS. Iam paired with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. If | tee on Military Affairs 
he were present, he would vote ‘‘no’’ and I would vote ‘‘ay.’’ Also, a bill (H. R. 11530) granting a ] to Th 
; Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Iam paired with the gentleman from | }-jns—to the Committee on Invali ension 
iH Tennessee [Mr. TAYLOR] until further notice. Ido not know how he By Mr. LESTER. of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11531) for 
; would vote; but if he were present I should have voted ‘‘no.’’ Calvin McDaniel—to the Committee on Pensions 
: The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 11532) for the re f Alva 
; Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the | wajerman—to the Committee on Claims. 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid By Mr. O’NEALL. of Indiana: A bill (H.R. 11533) to pension Na- 
: on the table. thaniel Ledgerwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pension . 
f The latter motion was agreed to. Ry Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H 11534) to ne wn Mra. Letitia 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. Staenglen—to the Committee on Pensiot 
4 Mr. DOCKERY. I move that the House do now adjourn. By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11535) for the relief 
The motion was agreed to. ; the estate of Caleb R. ( lement, de eased, late of Gibson ( L¢ 
‘The SPEAKER. Pending the announcement of the vote the Chair | 2@ssee—to the Committee on War Clain a3 
desires to lay before the House certain personal requests. | _ Also, a bill (H. R. 11536) for the relief of the estate of William M 
4 i ee ere | Bride, deceased, late of Madison County, Mississippi—to the Commit 
2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE, | tee on War Claims. 
i By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: —— 
5 To Mr. Brosius, until Monday, on account of important business. | PETITIONS. ETC 
To Mr. RANDALL, for one week, on account of important business. | : See eee 
3 To Mr. WALKER, for one week. Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
4 The result of the vote on the motion of Mr. DoCKERY was then an- | were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 
é nounced; and accordingly (at 5o0’clock and 11 minutesp. m.) the House | By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: Memorial of citizens of Hyde 
ug adjourned. Park, Mass., protesting against legislation by Congress compelling rail- 
, —_—_—- roads to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Com- 
a 


< REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. ee iadii — 
gr Also, memorial of citizens of Brookline, Ma 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered | to the Committee on Commerce. 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of the Butcher 
Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- | of Nashville, Tenn., in favorof Conger lard 
eries, reported iavorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11088) to provide | Agriculture. 
: an American register for the steamer Italia, accompanied by a report Also, petition from the same association, favoring the anti-option bill 
(No, 2817)—to the House Calendar. | to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported | By Mr. EVANS: Petition of Butchers’ Association 


3s., for same purposs 


s’ Protective Association, 
} 


bill to the Committee on 


of N ish ville 
; favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 8570) for the relief of Maj. John | Tenn., favoring House bill 283 and Honse bill 5353—to the Committe: 
a M. Laing, accompanied by a report (No. 2818)—to the Committee ot | on Agriculture. 
¥ the Whole House. | By Mr. HAYES (by request): Petition of A. H. Richter, Burling 
a Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, from the Committee on War Claims, | ton. Iowa, for relief against prohibitory laws of Iowa—to the Com- 
7 reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11195) for the relief of | mittee on the Judiciary. 
: Jesse P. Hartman, accompanied by a report (No. 2819)—to the Com- | 3y Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of Eugene Reynolds Post, Grand Arm 
mittee of the Whole House. of the Republic, Bellefontaine, Ohio, asking passage of a special a 
Mr, SPOONER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported | granting a pension to Thomas J. Wilkins—to the Committee on In- 
with amendment the bill (S. 548) authorizing the Secretary of War to | valid Pensions. 
procure and present suitable medals to the survivors of the ‘‘forlorn| By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of L. P. Pruwitt and 33 others, of R 
hope storming party’’ of Port Hudson, accompanied by a report (No. | ertson County, Texas, for passage of House bill 8648—to the Committ 
2820)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. | on Agriculture. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, | Also, two petitions of citizens of Texas, for passage of House bill 82428 
g reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 9857) providing | to the Committee on Agriculture. 
4 for the purchase of Mathews’s portrait of Lincoln, accompanied by are-| Also, three petitions itizens of T , for passage of House bill 
port (No. 2821)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of | 283—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
the Union. | By Mr. O°’ DONNELL: Resolutions of Coldwater (Mich.) Grange in 
| favor of passage of the Butterworth bill, the Conger lard bill, and op- 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. posing refunding of the public debt, but asking that payment of sam 
3 ; be made as fast as’ possible—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- By Mr. PEEL: Six petitions of 402 citizens of Arkansas, asking an 
—— titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- appropriation to purchase Pea Ridge battle-ground—to the Committee 
ows: 


on Military Affairs. 


'y Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 11525) to authorize theconstructionof| By Mr. RAY: Petition of 25 citizens of Fayette County, Pi 
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vania, in favor of House bill 8648, to prevent adulteration and mis- 

branding of food and drugs—to the Committee on Agricu!ture. 

Also, petition of 25 citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, for 

ne measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. | 

j citizens of Fayette County, Pennsylvania, in 

‘yor of the bill to prevent lard adulteration—to the Committee on | 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 25 citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, in | 

favor of same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

| 

| 





\ ’ etition ol 


i 
} 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (by request): Petition of 72 citizens of 
Maryland, in favor of pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also (by request), petition of 42 citizens of Maryland, for pure lard— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of tristees of Holsten Col- | 
lege, for compensation for rent, fuel, and supplies furnished the Federal | 
Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of Joseph Ruohs, of Hamilton County, Ten- | 
nessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
fRIDAY, July 25, 1890. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLer, D. D. 

Mr. GORMAN As, owing to the change in the hour of meeting, 
here are only ten or twelve Senators here, I suggest the lack of a 
«;uorum., 


Che VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
lhe Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to t mes: 
Dawes, McPherson, Stewart, 
Dixor Moody, Stockbridge, 
Gorman Morgan, Teller, 
(iray Morrill, Turpie, 
Hale, Paddock, Vance, 
hiampion Pasco, Voorhees, 


Ifarris Payne, Walthall, 
t Hiscock Power, Wilson of Iowa. 
{ Hoar, Sawyer, 
I Ingalls, Spooner, 


Phe VICE-PRESIDENT, Thirty-eight Senators have responded to 
their names. There is not a quorum present. 
Mr. HOAR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Has the Sergeant- 


it- Arms made any report of his proceedings under the order of the Senate | 00 the subject. 


night before last requiring him to compel the attendance of absent Sen- 
ators? 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not received any report. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will proceed to ex- 
ecute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. PLATT, Mr. RANSoM, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. 
Vest entered the Chamber and answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-three Senators have now responded 
to their vames. A quorum is present. The Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings will be read. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms reports that he has 
\otified all the Senators he could find. A quorum being present, what 
is the further pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that further proceedings under the call be 
dispensed with. 

lhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion will be considered as agreed 
to, if there be no objection. The Chairs hears none. The presenta- 
tion of petitions and memorials is now in order. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Margaret R. D. Harney, of 
Kentucky, praying to be allowed compensation for services rendered 
the Union forces in the war of the rebellion; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of Grand Army of the Republic Post 
No. 210, of Randolph, Kans., praying for the donation of the Fort 
Dodge military reservation for use as a soldiers’ home; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a memorial of the Chicago (IIl.) Single- 
Tax Club, remonstrating against the passage of what is known as the 
McKinley tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of 370 farmers and residents-of 
DawesCounty, Nebraska, praying for the developmentand concentration 
of the springs and streams of Northwestern Nebraska for irrigating, do- 
mestic, and mechanical purposes; which was referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, 

Mr. BLAIR. I have a communication from headquarters of Sheri- 
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dan Post No. 14, Hinsdale, N. H., which I lay before the Senate and 
ask its reference to the Committee on Pensions, It is in the nature of 
a memorial, but addressed to myself: 


HEADQUARTERS SHERIDAN Post No. 14. G. A. R., 
Hinsdale, N. H., July 7, 1830. 


My Dear Sir: Atour last regular post meeting the inclosed communication 
from ——— was read to the post,and on motion it was unanimously voted to 
instruct the adjutant to send the communication to some person in authority in 
Washington‘at his discretion, expressing the abhorrence which this post feels 
for such metbods of prosecuting pension business, in that, if the work can be 
done for five dollars, Congress ought not to allow the needy pensioner to be 
swindled out of the other five. 

G. W. LEWIS, Adjutent, 

Hon. Henry W. BLarr. 

They inclose a communication from the law offices of ————, Wash- 
ington, D. C., ** dictated,’’ which reads as follows—it is in the nature 
of a circular: 

|Law offices of ———, P.O. box ——. Dictated.]} 
WASHINGTON, D. C., 


Dear Sir: I desire to make connection with the adjutant,Grand Army Re- 
public post; if none, then will the postmaster please hand this to the best and 
most energetic person that he knows of, at once. 

There are many soldiers, sailors, widows, mothers, etc., in your town who 
are entitled under the new law to pension $ to $12. You can get these and 
outside cases if you will seek them. 

Read the inclosed and they will tell you all that can get a portion of this great 
sum of money. $172,000,000, and more to come. My fee is $10. I will give you 
one-half in all cases sent me and allowed under this act. You get $5 and I $5. 
This is the best that any one can do. If you accept it, you will make money; 
if you do not, you will make nothing. I willdo ali the work, and, as this class 
of cases will be speedily allowed, what you do will be agreeable. 

I write you thus because I know that you will see that it is your interest to 
proceed at once and make the above connection. Send me a list of cases at 
once, as per forms inclosed, and I will take action. Delay is fatal. 

I prosecute each case on a law basis, securing early allowances. Iam nota 
claim agent, unfamiliar with the laws of evidence, but a lawyer of years’ stand- 
ing and a life experience in pension cases. My practice is large, well systema- 
tized, and relentlessly prosecuted. indorses me thus: * I cheerfully give 
- anational indorsement.”’ 


I leave this man’s name blank, for heis not entitled to the advertise- 
ment which this would give him: . 


‘** He is honest, persistent, industrious, and successful. I know of no one better 
able to handle soldiers’ claims than he.” If you have ever hadanything to do 
with practitioners under pension laws you will readily see by the inclosed how 
superior is the work of my officershere. It isaloss of time and waste of money 
for any one deserving pension to look elsewhere. I await reply. 

Very truly, 


, 1890. 














The post sent me this letter expressing their abhorrence and detes- 
tation of this style of advertising, and I fully coincide with their views 
Iask that the names of the parties be suppressed, 
but simply that the name of the adjutant of the post be given. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The papers will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of John Cowdon, praying for 
the improvement of the Potomac River, the Potomac River front, and 
the Potomac flats, in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present, in the nature of a memorial to the Sen- 
ate of the United States, in behalf of millions of voters, the protest of 
Henry S. Chase, of St. Louis, Mo., fifty years a voter, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Federal election bill by the Senate, and stat- 
ing that the masses of the people are so dazed with the enormity of the 
proposed outrage on the freedom and sanctity of the ballot that they 
have not vet formulated the words of protestation which should char- 
acterize this conspiracy of plutocrats to take away the liberties of the 
people. I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE presented two memorials of citizens of Adrian, Mich., 
remonstrating against the passage of what is known as the Federal 
election bill; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a memorial of citizens of Dinwiddie County, 
Virginia; a memorial of the Board of Trade of Lynchburgh, Va., and a 
memorial of citizens of Lynchburgh, Va., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the Federal election bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented the petition of O. E. Hine and 48 other citizens 
of Fairfax County, Virginia; a petition of citizens of Virginia; a peti- 
tion of 41 prominent citizens of Fairfax and Alexandria Counties, Vir- 
ginia; and the petition of W. D. McWhorter and 28 other citizens of 

Fairfax County, Virginia, praying for the passage of House bill 8497 
and Senate bill 3219, granting authority to the Washington and West- 
ern Railroad Company of Virginia to extend its line into and within 
the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

} EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting a communication from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs recommending the amendment of the law rel- 
ative to certain intruders upon Indian reservations; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4200) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Savannah River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Com- 
pany, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MOODY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1552) granting a pension to Louise Selden, reported 
it with an amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2005) to increase the pension of 
Bennett S. Shang, to report it favorably without amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON, That there may be no further difficulty about the 
name I will state that the name should be Bennett 8. S-h-a-u-g. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R, 6164) to increase the pension of Thomas H. Isbell, re- 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MOODY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S, 3634) to increase the pension of Eli C. Walton, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

MRS. SARAH A. ASPOLD. 

Mr. MOODY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions to 
move a reconsideration of the vote by which the bill (S. 2761) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. Aspold was indefinitely postponed, 
and to ask, if that vote is reconsidered, that the bill be recommitted 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from South Dakota to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was indefinitely postponed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. MOODY. I now move that the bill be recommitted to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRIVILEGES OF CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Library 
to report a joint resolution and to ask that it may be immediately 
acted upon. When it is read it will be seen why it should be passed. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 116) extending the privilege of the Li- 


brary of Congress to the members and secretary of the Interstate Com- | 


merce Commission was read the first time by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution ? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was read the second 
time at length, and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 4270) to increase the pension of 
Calvin McDaniel; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
compabying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 4271) for the relief of John H. 
Tullis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 4272) providing for the final adjust- 
ment of all claims against the District of Columbia for damages to real 
estate caused by public improvements in said District by referring said 
claims to the District courts; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 4273) granting a pension to Jennie 
R. Kincheloe; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS, I introducea bill by request of the Wage-Workers’ 
Political Alliance, of Washington, D. C., which I ask may be twice 
read and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The bill (S. 4274) to protect all persons within the United States 
limits in their constitutional right was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 4275) providing for the renewal 
ot the charter of the National Metropolitan Insurance Company; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 4276) for the relief of Maj. John 


M. Laing; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 4277) for the relief of John 


Spicer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 


UNITED STATES ELECTION LAWS. 


Mr. HOAR. Irise toa privileged motion. I move that thebill (H. 
Rt. 11045) to amend and supplement the election laws of the United 
States, and to provide for the more efficient enforcement of such laws, 


and for other purposes be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, 





| put upon the Calendar at my request. 


} 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. It came over in my absence and was laid on the table 
until my return. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massa 
to refer the bill to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

The motion was agreed to. 


husetts moves 


LEWIS G. LA TOUR. 
Mr. PLATT. On the 17th of July a report was made from the ¢ 
mittee on Military Affairs on the bill (S. 3263) for the relief of Lewis 


G. La Tour. It ison the Calendar. It was reported adversel) 

Since that report some addi 
tional documents have been received by me from the War Department 
and I ask that the bill be recommitted to the committee, so that th 
committee may reconsider it in view of the documents which | 
send to them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, if there be! 
jection, 

HENRY L. POTTER. 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following report 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing v« 2 of the two H 


the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.7268) to increase the 


Henry L. Potter, having met, after fulland free conference hav: 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 
Senate recede from its amendments to said bill and agree to the same 


Cc. K. DAVIS 
DAVID TURPII 
H. W. BLAIR 
jers ¢ the } te 
.N. MORRILI 
E. BELKNAP 
HARLES H. 1 


gers 1 et 


E 

( 

( 

The report was concurred in. 
PRINTING OF DEBATES 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer a resolution, and if there be no o! 


to it I should like to have it passed. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing is directed to report to the Senate 
whether any abuses existin printing matter in the CONGRESSIONAL RecoRD 
that ought not to be printed therein; and to report such a law or regulation ag 
will limit such printing to the actual proceedings in the two Hou 

That the Committee on Printing also inquire and report whether it is expe- 
dient to edit the debates in Congress by the omission of such parts as are imma- 


terial and such papers as are printed as public documents 

Mr. HOAR. Before the resolution is adopted I should like to say 
that I have no doubt the present Public Printer is a faithful and able 
officer and does his duty to the best of his ability. He has not been 
very long in office, but I think it ought to be observed publicly that 
there have been more misprints and errors in the matter which comeg 
to us from the Printing Office, bills and such things, within the last 
vear than have occurred before in the same period of time. I think 
that is the experience of all the members of the Senate, and that there 
should be somewhere a more careful proof-reading and scrutiny of the 
matter which is printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I must differ from the Senator from Massachusetts 
as respects the time. These difficulties have been growing for the last 
four or five years, and I think very largely from the fact of the enor- 
mous amount of work, which has been continually increasing. 

Mr. HOAR. While the Senator says he differs from me, he will 
allow me to observe that his statement is exactly what 1 made. He 
says these errors have been growing for the last fou 
I say there are more now than ever before 

Mr. ALLISON. 


r or five years, and 


But the Senator draws a distinction between the 


printing of three or four years ago and the printing now have 
Mr. HOAR. They have been growing. 
Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps growing and because of the growth of the 


business, That is my view of it. I happen to know the present Pub- 
lic Printer, and I am quite sure that the business of Public Print 
never more faithfully done than it is now. I would not want any re- 
flection to be cast upon the present Public Pr although I am not 
his sponsor. 

Mr. HALE. It is also the fact that perhaps never before has the 
Public Printing Office been crowded with so great a mass of business 
as at the present time. All the immense amount of printing required 
by the Census Office, excepting the smaller portion of it that is done in 
the office itself, is put upon the Public Printer, and it has been under 
my observation that he has given most faithful attention to t] 
of the office, and has been able to carry the immense accumulation that 
has come upon him, that has not been in the oflice before for ten years, 
with little or no friction; and I have been rather surprised at the small 
number of mistakes that are made in the work of the Printing Office. 
Now and then something happens that in itself is displeasing to mem- 
bers—all of us have that experience—in the way things are printed or 
misprinted; but, generally speaking, I have not in my service seen the 
work of the Printing Office any better or more faithfully done than it 
is at present. That is my observation. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, both the Senators who have spoken 
seem to acknowledge the fact that these mistakes are occurring more 
than before, but they have stated, which I have no doubt is true, that 
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it was not the faultof the Publie Printer, whois askillful officer, I have 
no doubt; but if there has been, as there has undoubtedly been, this 


great increase of the public business, the Committee on Printing shouid 
de\ ise some remedy, either of putting an additional foree at the Public 
Printer’s disposal or in some other way. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, in the absence of the chairman of 
the Committee on Printing or either of the members of the majority 
side of the Senate, I feel bound to say that the present Public Printer, 


I believe, endeavors to discharge his duties faithfully. There have 


been a great many mistakes in the matter that has come from that 
office, the printing of bills, of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and ot va- 
_Tious public documents. It is fair to say for him that a large portion 


of these mistakes is incidental to and always follows a change in the 
head of that office. The head of the office belongs to either one of the 
two parties. He is in the order of things compelled to change proof- 
readers and other oflicials connected with him, who are directly re- 
sponsible for the management of the office, and that change has proba- 
ler the present Printer than under any of his pred- 
ecessors in the same length of time, and as a matter of course this 
leads to an increased number of mistakes, 

In addition to that, the Publie Printer has attempted and the Re- 
porters of this body have attempted at this session of Congress to have 
the matter that is introduced here and the speeches made written out 
and printed the next morning. This has been the most extraordinary 
session of Congress since the war. <A greater number of hours have 
been spent in this body from the month of December until to-day than 
have ever been consumed in the legislative hours of the session. One 
bundred and forty-six more hours up to the 1st day of July has the 
Senate been in session than it was in the Congress two years ago, the 
Congress immediately preceding the Presidential election. This body 
has never been in its history, except at one session during the war, 
compelled to remain by the action of the majority, and indeed by the 
consent of us all, in session. The amount of matter, I am told, is one- 
third greater thanever before. Now, the efficient Reporters of this body, 
men of experience, have attempted to transcribe all that is said, first 
taking it inshorthand and then transcribing it into longhand, and fur- 
nishing the matter to the Printer. In the hurry of their attempt to 
do it inaccuracies have occasionally crept in, and it would be impos- 
sible for it to be otherwise. They have been compelled to increase the 
number of gentlemen here engaged in that work. 

In addition to all that, as the Senator from Maine has suggested, the 
work of the Census Office has increased the business of the Printing 
Office, and the number of publications in every Department of this 
Government is growing more rapidly than Senators can imagine who 
have not had an opportunity to look into the subject. 

Now, trom an experience with three or four Public Printers who have 
preceded the present incumbent, I think he is doing all that mortal 
man ean do with the facilities he has, with the miserable office which 
we have been attempting to improve, with the number of employés he 
has. Indeed, it isa marvel how accurate he has been under all the 
circumstances. 

>enators ought to remember, to begin with, that up to the Ist day 
of iis month we have been actually sitting one hundred and forty-six 
hours mere than during the same period in the session of two years 
ago, furnishing an immense amountof matter, and the Senate has been 
compelled to remain in session, as a rule, until 6 o’clock. The gentle- 
men who transcribe what is said and done here remain here practically 
all night, half the night, or two-thirds of the night, and then their report 
goes to the Printing Office, in this miserable building, with its bad at- 
mosphere and bad lights at night, to be printed and delivered the next 
morning to us 

I say it is wonderful under all the circumstances and conditions that 
the Public Printer has done as well as he has. He isagentleman who 
belongs to an entirely different party from myself, and he and I differ 
as radically as possible, but I believe from what I have seen—and be- 
ing the minority member of the committee I have looked into the con- 
duct of affairs—that he isefficient. 1 know he is industrious, I believe 
he is honest, and I think he is capable. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to say a word. Ever since I have 
been in the Senate there have been more or less complaints of mis- 
takes occurring in the RECORD and more or less complaint because of 
the mistakes in public printing. Whether there has been any greater 
number of mistakes under the administration of the present Public 
Printer than under his predecessor I am not able to say, and I do not 
beljeve that anybody can very definitely state what the fact is in that 
regard, 

I know one thing, however, and that is that the present incumbent 
of the office of Public Printer is a thoroughly competent man. He has 
been all his life, ever since he was old enough to be engaged in work 
at all, engaged in connection with printing and with printing-offices, 
and I have no question myself that he is perfectly capable of the dis- 
charge of the duties imposed upon him. I have no doubt that all his 
predecessors for many years have been the same, but the gentleman now 
occupying the position, in my judgment, is unqualifiedly competent 
and he was selected for the position without seeking it. 

it was unknown to him that he was being considered for the place 
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until he was sent for to come here and take the office; and my informa- 
tion is that he has never been away from his office or out of the city a day 
from the time he took possession up tothe present hour. He hasnever 
felt, with the press of work put upon him by Congress and the differ- 
ent Departments of the Government, that he could afford to leave his 
post of duty. My observation is that, go to that office when you will, 
early or late, you will find the Public Printer at his post and perform- 
ing the duties of that office to the very best of his ability. 

Whether there is any change of programme necessary with refer- 
ence to printing the RecorD is a questionin my mind. There is very 
much of the RECORD, perhaps, that might be eliminated. It might be 
edited so as to get rid of a great deal of the printing. Whether that 
is true or not I am not prepared to say, but I do know that so far as 
the discharge of the duty of the present Publie Printer is concerned 
there has been no man in any public office in any Department of the 
Government at any period who has been more faithful or more compe- 
tent than the present incumbent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is not one word in this resolution about the 
Public Printer. Nobody hasassailed the Public Printer. Not a word 
has been said against him. This resolution is intended to meet a want 
which has been mentioned to me by many Senators, that is, that the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD is now getting to be so voluminous as to be 
practically a mausoleum for all matter. Over eight thousand pages 
have been already printed at this session. 

1 have noticed from time to time, without wishing to comment upon 
the subject, the abuse of the privilege that is sometimes extended in 
regard to the matter allowed to be printed therein. I could probably 
say of both Houses of Congress that a great many things are published 
which ought not to be published, and sometimes long documents which 
have already been printed at the public expense, and which are more 
easily accessible by sending to the document-room to get them, are to 
be found in the Recorp, and sometimes such documents are published 
two or three times over, and sometimes the same matter is used over 
again by different Representatives and Senators. I noticed yesterday 
a very marked ease of along tabular statement of matter absolutely im- 
material to the question in hand, printed at great expense. 

All that this resolution contemplates is that the Committee on Print- 
ing shall have authority to examine into the matter and report a bill or 
regulation that will in some way restrain any abuses of the privilege 
of printing matter in the RECORD, and so relieve the Public Printer. 
So far as the Public Printer is concerned, I believe what is said of him 
is true, but I do not say anything respecting him. 

Mr. CULLOM. The only reason why I said anything concerning 
the Public Printer was that there were allegations of great numbers of 
mistakes, indicating that it might be thought that they were the fault 
of the Public Printer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They will occur at all times. I have no doubt 
that mistakes occur; but this resolution does not relate to them. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, if the discussion is to be continued 
I wish to state to the Senator from Ohio that my colleague [Mr. MAn- 
DERSON], who is the chairman of theCommittee on Printing and is 
thoroughly informed, as much so as anybody can be with respect to 
these duties, is not here, but he will be here perhaps to-morrow. I 
should be very glad if the matter could go over until he is present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. DAWES. Before the Senator from Ohio takes his seat I wish to 
say that he has alluded to proceedings yesterday, and as they were in 
some sense under my charge I want the Senator to take notice that 
there is not a document printed in the proceedings of yesterday at my 
suggestion which was ever printed before. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I made no reference to the proceedings of yester- 
day. I referred to the Recorp of yesterday. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator said he observed that yesterday there 
were printed long tables that had no sort of reference to the matter in 
hand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was referring to the proceedings of the day he- 
fore in the House of Representatives. { made no reference to the pro- 
ceedings of yesterday, but only to the |‘ scorp of yesterday. 

Mr. DAWES. Then the Senator’s r- mark is void for indefiniteness. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said ‘‘the Reco::p of yesterday.’’ That is not 
indefinite. ‘That means the proceedings of the day before yesterday. 

Mr. GORMAN. lLask that the resolution be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing is directed to report to the Senate 
whether any abuses exist in printing matter in the ConGresstonaAL RecorD 
that ought not to be printed therein, and to report such a bill or regulation as 
will limit such printing to the actual proceedings in the two Houses. 

That the Committee on Printing also inquire and report whether it is ex- 
pedient to edit the debates in Congress, by the omission of such parts as are im- 
material and such papers as are printed as public documents. 


~Mr. HARRIS. Has not the resolution already been referred to the 
Committee on Printing? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I moved that reference. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not announced the vote. 
The motion made by the Senator from Ohio will be considered as agreed 
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to, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none; and the resolution 
is referred to the Committee on Printing. 
PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT. 
Mr. VEST. I cffera resolution and ask its immediate consideration. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
Mr. VEST. It is a matter of reference only. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows 
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Re é That the Committee on Printing be instructed to inquire and report | 
by resolution or otherwise as to the necessity and propriety of printing forthe 
use of ihe Se c,asa miscellaneous document, a paper prepared by Adolph 


Hepner esq.,of St. Louis, Mo.,on the subject of *‘ Extraterritorial criminal 
risdiction, and its effect on American citizens,’”’ addressed by hi: 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HOAR. Should not that go first to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations ? 

Mr. VEST. Iwas about to observe that this paper was sent some 
time ago to the Committee on Foreign Relations, addressed to the 
Senator from Ohio. That committee concluded that it was a subject 
which ought to go to the Committee on Printing, Mr. Hepner’s request 
bein that the communication should be printed for the benefit—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Committee on Foreign Kelations did 
not feel at liberty to ask that it be printed, but in my opinion that 
doeument ought to be printed for the information of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. The Committee on 
oreiun Relations did not feel that they were justified in having it 
printed. 

Mr. VEST. Iso understood. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the order to print. 

Mr. VEST. Isimply wish to say that asa rule I should object to 
the printing of communications of citizens at fhe expense of the Gov- 
ernnient on any subject. I have looked over this, however, and it is 
a very valuable contribution upon this very interesting subject, which 


1 to the Com- 


The resolution will be referred to the 


has heen before the Committee on Commerce and also the Committee | 
on the Judiciary, as to the extraterritorial criminal jurisdiction exer- | 


cised in various consulates as to citizens of the United States; and un- 


der the circumstances I could, as a matter of course, introduce a reso- | 


lution upon the subject, and in the course of my remarks quote this 
paper in my speech, but I preferred to ask that it be made a miscel- 
janeous document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The document will be printed and re- 
ferret to the Committee on Foreign Relations, unless there be objec- 
tion. 

Mr, HOAR. Ido not understand that that is the motion. I un- 
derstand it is a resolution instructing the committee to inquire if it 
should be printed. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF A BILL. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the land-grant forfeiture bill, being Senate bil 
No. 2781, with House amendments, be printed for the use of the Senate. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to take up the tariff bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and 
equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont whether 
he wishes the tariff bill considered in the morning hour only. It is 
now the regular business, which has come over for 2 o’clock, and | 
think that a vote of the Senate to take the bill up now would transfer 


the bill to the morning hour simply, and at 2 o’clock we should have | 


to take another vote as to whether we would then proceed with it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think there will be no difficulty about it. It is 
the purpose of the Committee on Finance to have thisbill taken up and 
considered at the earliest hour in the morning possible and to consider 
it during the day. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to that personally, but we have 
a calendar of business here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands it is in order to 
consider the bill after the morning business has been concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is in order to move its consideration, but it does 
not come up unless a majority of the Senate takes it up. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is debate in order upon this motion ? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; debate is not in order. I am aware of that, 
and I am not debating it either. I am debating the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tor from Vermont to make a motion. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 


ator from Vermont to take up the bill the title of which has been read. | 








The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY. This being the morni: ind so continuing unt 
2 o’clock, I move that the Senate pr 1 to t nsid tion of Cal- 

lar No. 422, being the bill (H. kh. 
ter service from the Treasury Departm 

The VICE-PRESIDENT Phe quest 
ator from Delaware. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iask fora vis 

The question being put, there were on a di 

Mr. MORRILL. I call for t ve 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secret 
the roll. 

Mr. DOLPH hen his name was called I 
| enior Senator from Georgia | M1 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). lam pau 
Senator from Louisiana | Mr. Evus1 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Iam paired withthe Sen 
ator from Virginia | Mr. Ba k], who is detained from 
by illness. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. W1 , and ther e with- 
ho d miy vote, 

The roll-call was coneluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. | withhold my vot is the Senator from Indiana 
TURPIE], with whom I am paired, is absent. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I announce | of the Senator 

| braska | Mr. MANDERSON] on this question with t L 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. The Senator from Nebraska, if present 
| vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. F 
necessarily absent this morning. He is paired with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [| Mr. QuAY |] 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 22; as follows 

YEAS 

Bate, Coke, Tey unsas. Stewar 
Berry, Daniel, McPhers« sto 
Blackburn, Farwell lorgan Peller 
Blodgett, George, Pas Va 
Butler Gorman, Pay Vest 

| Call, Gray Ransow, Voorhees 

; Cameron, Hampton R L, Walt 

| Carlisle, Harris S er Wa 

i 

NAYS—22 

| Aldrich, Cullom, Hale. Mor 

| Allen, Dawes Hawley, Powe 

| Allison, Dix Hise Sanders 
Blair, Edmunds, Hoar, Sherman 

Casey, Evarts McMillan 

| Cockrell, Frye Moody 

| . 

{ ABSENT 

| Barbour, ib: P ck Squire 

| Brown ear Pettigrew, Stanford, 
Chandler, Higgins Pierce Turpie, 

| Colquitt, Ingalls, Platt Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis Tones of Nevada, Plut Vilson of Md. 
| Dolph Kenna, Pug! Toleott 

| Eustis Manderson, Quay 
Faulkner, Mit« Saw y« 

So the motion was agreed to. 


I did move to proceed to the consideration of the | 


performed by reyvenue-marine 


TRANSFER OF REVENUE 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6944) to transfer the revenue-cutter service from the 
Treasury Department to the Navy Department. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendments have all been 
disposed of, as the Chair is informed. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to offer an amendment to section 4, in line 2, 
after the word ‘‘ Treasury,’’ to insert what I 1 to the Chair 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 4, line 2, after the word ‘Treasury, 
it is proposed to insert 


MARINE. 


Detail officers for the performance of such 
Saving Service as are now aut r 1} 1 


rine officers, and shall 

So as to read 

That the Secretary of the Navy shal! at all times upon the re 
the Secretary of the T 


iry, detail officers for the performance of such d 
in connection with th 





ife-Savi 





Mr. FRYE. That is rendered necessary by the existing la 
Mr. SPOONER. Isuggest to the Senator that he modify the amend- 


ment so as to make it read As are nov may hereafter be authorized 
by law.”’ 
Mr. FRYE. I suppose that ‘* hereaft« authorized by iF would 


: | be all right. 
The Chair did not understand the Sena- | 


Mr. SPOONER. It is more explicit. 

Mr. FRYE. The existing law requires certain inspectors to be at 
tached to the Life-Saving Service from the revenue marine, and there- 
fore it is necessary that this language should be inserted. 

Mr. GRAY. I think that amendment is a proper one. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. FRYE. On page 5, line 28, in section 5, after the word ‘‘duty,’’ | it is proposed to insert ‘‘or duty in connection with the Life-Saving 


I move to insert ‘* 
ice,’’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLerk. In section 5, line 28, after the word ‘‘ duty,’’ it 

proposed to insert ‘‘or duty in connection with the Life-Saving Serv- 
ice;’’? so as to read 


or duty in connection with the Life-Saving Serv- 


he Secretary of the Navy may detail any officer to perform revenue-cutter 
duty or duty in connection with the Life-Saving Service, in the same manner 
as details are now made for other special duty. 

Mr. HALI Before the vote is put on that amendment let me ask 


my colleague how this duty to be performed by naval officers in refer- 
ence to the Life-Saving Service bears any analogy to duty in the rev- 
enue-cutter service he revenue-cutter service by the bill is trans- 
ferred to the Navy entirely, and it ceases to be a part of the Treasury 
Department Che Life-Saving Service, as I understand it, is not 
touched in this bill, and is not taken from the Treasury Department 
in any way and put into the Navy Department, and in what way could 
they be adapted so that there would not be interference and friction 
between the two Departments if we were to assign naval officers to 
duty in a Department separate and distinct from the Navy Depart- 
ment? 

| see what my colleague has in view, because there has been a con- 
nection heretofore between the revenue-cutter service and the Life-Sav- 
ing Service, a connection very close and almost indispensable, but they 
have been in the same Department. Now, how can naval officers be 
assigned to duty in the Life-Saving Service, which is in the Treasury 
Department and is still to continue in the Treasury Department? 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me suggest to both the Senators from Maine 
that it might be wise to transfer the Life-Saving Service also to the 
Navy Department, for they are both in the same line. 

Mr. HOAR, And the Treasury Department itself might follow. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not see myself any difficulty about this. The bill 
itself by various provisions, especially section 4, still connects the 
Treasury Department with this service and authorizes requisitions of 
the Secretary of the Treasury upon the Secretary of the Navy for ves- 
sels and men, ete. Under the existing law the life-saving stations 
hereaiter erected are to be erected under the supervision of two cap- 
tains of the revenue-marine service, to be designated by the Secretary 
of the Treasury and under his direction, This simply provides that 
that shall be continued by the Secretary of the Navy, and section 4 
provides that the Secretary of the Navy shall detail ‘‘ upon the requi- 
sition of the Secretary of the Treasury.’’ Ido not see any difficulty 
about it myselt ? 

Mr. HALE. Under this provision the Secretary of the Navy, not 
necessarily upon request of the Secretary of the Treasury, may detail 
any officer in the Navy to perform revenue-cutter duty. Thatof course 
is consistent because the bill carries that service into the Navy Depart- 
ment, and now it is proposed to add ‘‘ or duty in connection with the 
Life-Saving Service.’’ It isnot limited as tothe kind of duty; itis not 
upon the request of the Secretary of the Treasury, but it gives authority 
outright to the Secretary of the Navy at any time to order officers to 
duty in the Life-Saving Service without limitation. 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague is mistaken, for in the very next Jine it 
provides that— 

rhe Seeretary ofthe Navy shall not detail forthe revenue-cutter service, nor 
continue therein, any officer who shall not be satisfactory to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, nor shall he detail forsuch service other than transferred officers, 

o long as any such are in his judgment available. 

Mr. HALE. I think the next section, part of which the Senator has 
just read, should be amended so that it will leave this matter, at least 
partially, inthe control and management oftheSecretary of the Treasury, 

Mr. FRYE. But section 4 says— 

That the Seeretary of the Navy shall at all times, upon the requisition of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, assign suitable vessels, with the proper complement 
of officers and crews, to perform the duty now performed by the revenue-cutter 
service, ete 

I do not see but what the necessary connection is maintained all 
through the bill. 

Mr. HALE. That is right, undoubtedly, but here is another pro- 
vision which, unless amended as the Senator suggests, will allow the 
Secretary of the Navy to detail any officer to perform duty in this other 
service. In line 31 of section 5, if this amendment is to be inserted, 
there ought to be additional words so that the service at life-saving 
stations shall be subject to the assent of the Secretary of the Treasury; 
otherwise this provision would give an absolute power to the Secretary 
of the Navy to take charge of that service. After the words ‘‘ revenue- 
cutter service,’’ in line 31, there ought to be added the words “‘ or serv- 
ice in connection with the Life-Saving Service.’’ 

Mr. FRYE. Let the amendment which I offered be acted upon, and 
then I will offer another one, and the Senator can amend it as he pleases. 
i made a motion some time ago that section 5 be amended in line 28, 
after the word ‘‘duty.’’ : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will be stated: 

The Curer CLERK. In section 5, line 28, after the word ‘‘ duty,”’ 


Service; ’’ so as to read: 

The Secretary of the Navy may detail any officer to perform revenue-cutter 
duty or duty in connection with the Life-Saving Service, in the same manner 
as details are now made for other special duty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. In line 31 of the same section, after the word ‘‘service,’’ 
I move to insert ‘‘or the Life-Saving Service.”’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Insection 5, line 31, after the word “‘ service,’’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘or the Life-Saving Service;’’ so as to read: 

But the Secretary of the Navy shall not detail for the revenue-cutter service 
or the Life-Saving Service,nor continue therein,any officer who shal! not be 
satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury,” etc. 

Mr. HALE. Is that ‘‘any officer who shall not be satisfactory to 
the Secretary of the Treasury?’’ It seemsto me that that is hardly 
the language of statute law. It would be betterif it should read ‘‘ nor 
continue therein any officer whose detail as aforesaid shall not be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury.’’ A condition of satisfaction 
or dissatisfaction is not precisely one that can be determined. 

Mr. FRYE. That is not a part of my amendment. If the Senator 
will withhold that until after this has been adopted, he may offer that. 

Mr. HALE. I do not object to your amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. HALE. In line 31, section 5, after the word “‘ officer,’’ I move 
to strike out ‘‘who shall not be satisfactory to the Secretary of the 
Treasury ’’ and insert ‘‘ whose detail as aforesaid shall not be approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury.”’ 

Mr. GRAY. I think that is a good amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I think that will be satisfactory to everybody. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before that is adopted, I wish to say that asa 
matter of course the Secretary of the Treasury would not have any 
information about the character of the officer who might be detailed 
and could not object to the detail. Suppose an officer of the Navy is 
detailed for this service who is totally incompetent? The Secretary 
of the Treasury ought certainly to have the power to decline to have 
him perform duties in that Department. Indeed, I think the whole 
of the incongruities of this law will disclose themselves when it goes 
into effect. But there it is manifest. 

Suppose the officer, although a good naval officer and a worthy man 
in many respects, is totally unfit to be an officer of a revenue cutter, 
certainly he ought to be removed in a case of that kind at the request 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, in whose Department he is perform- 
ing all his duties. So I do not think the Senator from Maine has im- 
proved the bill, I think it will be better to let it stand as it was, so 
that if the officer detailed is not satisfactory to the Treasury Depart- 
ment or the collector of the port where the service is to be performed, 
he may be changed. I think the language is better as it stood. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Corer CLERK. In section 5, line 31, after the word ‘‘officer,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ who shall not be satisfactory to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury’’ and insert ‘‘ whose detail as aforesaid shall 
not be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury.”’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Put in both phrases. 

Mr. HALE. ‘‘The detail aforesaid or continuation in suchservice.”’ 
That will cover the whole point. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will do. 

TheVICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will bestated as modified. 

The CuieF CLERK. In section 5, line 31, after the word ‘ officer,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ who shall not be satisfactory to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury’’ and insert ‘‘ whose detail as aforesaid or con- 
tinuation in such service shall not be approved by the Secretary of the 
Treasury.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask to have printed in the Recorp the reasons given 
by the Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service for the amendments 
I have offered, so that the committee of conference may see them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the letter had better be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper will be read, if there be no ob- 
jection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT 
UNITED States LIFE-SAVING SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 23, 1890, 

My Dear Sir: Referring to our conversation this morning, Inow have the 
honor to transmit herewith a copy of bill H. R. 6944, entitled **An act to trans- 
fer the revenue-cutter service from the Treasury Department to the Navy De- 
partment,” as reported tothe Senateby the Committee on Naval Affairs, in 
which I have inserted in writing, on es 4and 5, such amendments as seem 
to me necessary to render available to the Life-Saving Service, if the bill should 
pass, the services of the revenue-cutter officers now authorized by law. 

The duties now performed by revenue-cutter officers in connection with the 
Life-Saving Service are prescribed by law as follows: Section 4249 of the Re- 
vised Statutes provides “that all life-saving stations hereafter erected shall 
be erected under the supervision of two captains of the revenue-marine service, 
» be designated by the Secretary of the Treasury and to be under his direc- 

on. 

; Section 8 of the act entitled ‘‘ An act to organize the Life-Saving Service,” ap- 


proved June 18, 1878, provides “that the ary may detail such officer or 
officers of the revenue-marine service as may be necessary, to act as inspector 
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and assistant inspectors of stations, who shall perform such duties in conne¢ 
tion with the conduct of the service as may be required of them by the Gen 
era! Superintendent.”’ (See volume 20, Statutes at Large, page 164 

Section | of the act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
udicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, 
and for other purposes provides “that hereafter nothing in section 4 of the act 
approved August 5, 1882, entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal yea 
ending June 30, 1863, and for other purposes,’ shall be construed to prevent the 
Secretary of the Treasury from detailing not exceeding two officers of the 
revenue-marine service for duty in the office of the Life-Saving Service 


(Statutes at Large, volume 25, page 719, caption, “Office of the ‘Life-Saving 
Service." 

All these provisions are essential to the proper and efficient conduct of the 
Life-Saving Service, and should their continuance in force not be provided for 
serious injury would result to the service. I therefore beg that you will, a é 
proper time, offer the suggested amendments and endeavor to secure their 
adoption, unless something better occurs to you. 

Respectfully yours, 
S. I. KIMBALL, Gencral Superin 
lion. WILLIAM P, FRYE, 
United States Senate. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. I would now like to ask the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Frye], who, I understand, has offered the amendments, if it be 
the purpose to transfer the revenue-marine service to the Navy De- 
partment, how he expects to maintain this divided responsibility as to 
the appointment of officers to supervise the Life-Saving Service? Liow 
does he expect to do it as between the Navy Department, to which the 
whole of the revenue-marine service is transferred, and the Treasury 
Department? How can theSecretary of the Treasury go into the office 
of the Secretary of the Navy, who has supreme control under the new 
bill of all these officers, and designate anybody to perform a specilic 
service? It would seem to me as though it was becoming very much 
mixed up, and that it would be very much better to leave the designa- 
tion of these officers, not to the Secretary of the Treasury, but to the 
new and responsible authority of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. FRYE. That is what my amendments do. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I did not understand the meaning of them 

Mr. FRYE. My amendments have been adopted. They simply 
provide for this existing trouble. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, of all the monstrosities which 
have come before the Fifty-first Congress in the Senate of the United 
States this is the greatest. It is worthy of the aggressive and rest- 
less ambition of the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
CHANDLER] who has his able lieutenants upon this floor dancing while 
behind the scenes he pulls the wires. 

I desire to read from the petition of the gentlemen of the revenue- 
cutter service, the first officers in the history of this Government who 
have ever attempted to commit suicide and destroy their own arm of 
the service for their pecuniary gain and aggrandizement. He it said to 
the honor and credit of all branches of the public service during the 
past one hundred years that this is the only instance where a body of 
officers under the authority of the United States have come to Congress 
and asked that their branch of the service might be wiped out of ex- 
istence in order that they might be personally benefited by it. Am I 
right? Let us see what they say in their petition which is printed in 
the report presented to the Senate by the distinguished Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] as Appendix D: 

There are 206 officers now inthe revenue-marine service; 198 have petitioned 
the Secretary of the Treasury to favor the transfer. A petition signed by 179 
officers is appended hereto, together with their reasons for the transfer. 

Let us analyze these reasons. Let us look at them in a common- 
sense, practical light. 

We now appear before you as petitioners earnestly invoking your aid to ob- 
tain, through the National Legislature, the relief we seek— 

From what ?— 
from the injurious distinctions which exist between the revenue-marine and 
kindred branches of the public service. 

Not for the benefit of the public service, not for the promotion of the 
public interests. I will read further: 

To this end we have the honor to submit what follows as setting forth some 
of the most glaring and undeniable facts bearing upon the disadvantages 

Listen— 


bearing upon the disadvantages under which we labor. 


Not the public service, not the interests of the country at large, but 
their personal matters, their personal advantages compared with some- 
body else’s; they have not got all the rights and privileges and im- 
munities and compensation which somebody else has got, and they are 
dissatisfied and restless, and in order to get what they conceive others 
are enjoying they are willing to wipe out this old branch of the service, 
which has been in existence fora hundred years. I will read further: 


While many of our duties (mainly those which pertain to the customs serv- 
ice) are characteristic of the civil establishment, our organization, training, 
discipline, naval rank (conferred by law), the equipment and armament of our 
vessels, all are military. Thus, while allied to both the civil and military serv- 
ices of the Government and constantly discharging functions common to both, 
we are upon an equal footing with neither. 


“We are upon an equal footing with neither.’’ Not that the public 


service in which they are engaged is not upon an equality with any other | 


branch or performed as well by them in this position as it will be when 
transferred, but they are personally laboring under disadvantages. 
Now they go on and state what these disadvantages are: 

The hours of duty or labor required of the civil employé of the Government 





; nepaaiannnes os 
are fixed by law, are comparatively few, and confined to daylight i 
Sa.m.to4p.m. He is subjected to sudden or unusual calls which demand 
of him an exhibition of manly fortitude or uweous effort inevertor 
his life to save others; no life or property is ever in jeo] for the loss 
which he can be held even remotely res; bl Ww 1 his ra end 
work is done, and the rest of the day is his in which t o what he w vel 
taken by sickness, his pay goes on and no reduction ismade; heis y law 
thirty days’ leave of absence each year, without forfe 1 ‘ salu ‘ 
choose his own home and secure its privacy; here h an gather abo 
household gods and enjoy the congenial circle of { is of his « i 
accord with his tastes and within his means; he has but th e 
tain, and, being constantly at its fireside,can prac ich y ‘ 
means as will secure him against privations in his dex I y exp 
ences no more of the vicissitudes of life than the ordinar 4 
ness—hardly so mucb, because his income is assured; shou 
invade his home he is always within call; he can devote his 
terests and occupations as taste and inclination may dictat i rra yr cle 
sires which yender life most endurable, while not a few stances ed 
wherein the incumbents of public office thus circumstanced have been , i 

the leisure afforded them after office hours to qualify themselves for 
practice of the law, medicine, and other professions; in short, the « . 
to him whether he will be a drone in the hive or become a usef 


to cope with his fellow-man in any or all the avenues of life 


That is a beautiful, picturesque description of acivil employe of the 
Government. Then they contrast their position with this beautiful 
picture of the civilian employé’s life and they say 

On the other hand, the officer of the revenue marine has n *ttle me or 
habitation; he is, by force of circumstances, a nomad 

Why? Because his duties called him there 
he has two separate and distinct establishments to mainta et 

They go on and picture the deplorable condition of a revenue marine 
officer; but there is not one solitary word about the public interests or 
the best interests of the service under their charge. That is not in 
their minds. That is not in contemplation in their petition. But I 
waut to call special attention to this clause: 


‘hus have we endeavored to lay before you as briefly as possible a few of the 
salient reasons which actuate us in seeking relief, and having, as we believe, 
exhausted effort in other years to secure some of the rights and privileges to 
which we are justly entitled by virtue of our commissions and the service upon 
which we are employed, and which are so freely bestowed upon and guarantied 
to the naval service, to which we are kindred, and failed 


They have made efforts to get legislation to benefit themselves per- 
sonally, to place them upon what they call an equality with naval 
officers, and have failed, and now what do they believe ? 
and believing, furthermore, that it is the unmistakable purpos 


Unmistakable purpose— 


> 


that no measure looking to the retirement and pensioning of civil servants « 
the Government can pass Congress— 

That is, if they could just get assurance that a law for pensioning 
and retiring upon pay the civil employés of the Government would 
pass through Congress, they would be perfectly satisfied 
and believing, furthermore, that itis the unmistakable purpose that n 
looking to the retirement and pensioning of civil servants of the Governm« 
can pass Congress, we conclude that our best hope of obtaining what we seek 
is by transfer to the Navy 


ea re 


What? The best interests of the public service? The best int 


t interests 


of the branch to which they belong No, sir; not at all. These are 
not matters suggested for consideration in this petition. Therefore they 
Say 

Ve conclude that our 


‘*Our,’’ personal, individual— 
best hope of obtaining what we 
Personally, individually— 
seek is by transfer to the Navy; and we invite your able scrutiny, Mr. S 


tary, of the proposed provisions of Senate bill 3924, which is designed to eff 
this, 


Not a word about the public service, not a word about the interests 
of the country, not a word about anything on earth but their purely 
selfish, personal interests and aggrandizement. I say it is the boldest 
and most unblushing petition that has ever been presented by officers 
wearing the robes of United States officers. They further say 

We respectfully submit that under the provisions of this eminent! Sery 
tive measure no possible injury can result, and we earnestly contend that great 
good must accrue to the public service should this bill be enacted into law 
Only the professional and military portion of the service would be affected | 
the pending measure; the force now at the disposal of the Trea I 
ment would be augmented 


Giving the number of them 
g 


en 


| and a fleet of forty vessels, while it would contiue to obe 4 
fore, your mandates and the behests of law. 
We who ask your favorable consideration, Mr. Secretary, of the measures 
submitted, constitute a large majority of the officers of the service whose destiny 


is affected by it, and we do most earnestly commend to you the assuredly un- 
deniable fact that we, of all men, must hold most dear to our hearts and 


7 
i 4 under- 
standings the interests of the service in which we have the honor to hold com- 
missions. 


Wonderful profession after what they have just said! Talk about 
| holding dear the interests of the service in which they have been serv- 
ing when they propose to wipe it out, disestablish it, discontinue it, 


by 


| and wipe out their own existence and let the naval officers take entire 
charge just as soon as they can get upon the retired-list of the Navy. 
There is the milk in the cocoanut. They are willing that the revenue- 
cutter service shall be wiped out of existence just as soon as they can 
| in the order provided in this bill be placed upon the retired-list of the 
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Navy as naval officers, and then this service is a part and parcel of the 
Navy, and the revenue marine is known no more forever on earth. 

Mr. President, I attributed the authorship of this measure to the dis- 
tinguished Senator from New Hampshire, WILLIAM E,. CHANDLER, 
formerly Secretary of the Navy. 
Representatives Executive Document No. 1, part 3, Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, second session, ‘‘ Report of the Secretary of the Navy.’’ Thisis 
a report of the distinguished Ex-Secretary of the Navy, Hon. William 
E. Chandler, to the Forty-seventh Congress, and I call attention to 
this report, and I call attention to it in conuection with the efforts 
made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] this morning to amend 





‘ ouse of | : 
Now, I hold in my hand Ho * | the work is largely done by naval officers, and largely supported by naval ap- 


this bill and establish a connection between itand the Life-Saving Serv- | 


ice. This is the report of Secretary William E. Chandler. It is very 
interesting reading, as all that emanates from his distinguished pen is 
interesting, instructive, and valuable, sometimes, in a certain line. 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, November 29, 1882 
Tot e President 

lie goes on and talks about the number of vessels in the Navy, the 
nuniber of officers, the excess of officers, and then says: 

The necessity of any further reduction of the naval officers might be obviated 
by extending the sphere of their activeemployment. The situation and policy 
of the United States make it improbable that the country will soon or often be 
engaged in naval warfare. The opportunities for naval officers to practice the 
art of actual war are remote. Yet the national safety depends upon main- 
taining, instructing, disciplining, and practicing at all times a reasonable naval 
force lo this end the officers and seamen of the Navy should perform all the 
work required for the purposes of the National Government upon or in direct 
connection with the ocean. 

Mark you— 

To this end the officers and seamen of the Navy should perform all the work 
required for the purposes of the National Government upon or in direct con- 
nection with the ocean. This clearand salutary principle should be deliber- 
ately adopted and effectually enforced in all proper methods by the national 
Congress; and, if itshould thus be fully recognized and applied in all practica- 
ble ways, it would vastly invigorate, improve, and strengthen the Navy without 
increased expense to the Government, but, on the contrary, with results of 
positive economy 

Mr. President, here is the naval arm of this Government which ex- 
tends its power upon every ocean and upon every sea and all the navi- 
gable waters of the United States, the counterpart of which would be 
the Army to extend its authority over every foot of soil on the land; 
and thus we should have this great Government with only its two arms, 
one upon the sea, covering the waters with the Navy, and the other 
upon the land, covering every foot of the soil with the Army. 

It was a bold, a grand, and magnificent plan of the distinguished 
Senator from New Hampshire—this idea of diverting this Government 
into two branches only, practically, the naval to cover the ocean and all 
its waters, and the Army the land and all its soil. 

Now, let us see how he proposes to do this. He goes on in this re- 
port, a very carefully written report, after having treated of what be- 
longed to the Navy at the time, he comes to the aspirations and aggres- 
sive policy of the Navy, and the first things he takes up are the Light- 
House Service and the Coast Survey. 

Now, mark you, this bill concerns the revenue-marine service, but 
he starts out in this report with his recommendation that these two 
branches of the public service, the Light-House Service and the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, two entirely separate branches under the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, shall be transferred to the Navy Department: 

These two branches of the public service are maritime in their nature and 
purpose; and their objects have no connection with the Treasury Department, 
under which they are now placed. 

The original assignment of the Light-House Service to the Treasury Depart- 
mentis explained by the fact that when it was first established no Navy De- 
partment existed. At one time it was administered by the Commissioner of 
the Revenue, at another by the Fifth Auditor, The defects of this arrangement 
led to the formation, largely through the efforts of naval officers, of the present 
mixed board, which remained, for no assignable reason, an adjunct of the 
Treasury Department. 

Of the twenty officers of the Navy employed in the Light-House Service, 
three are members of the Light-House Board. The chairman of the board is a 
rear-vdmiral in the Navy; the naval secretary, a commander in the Navy. In 


the absence of the chairman the naval secretary has charge of the office of the 
board, 








* . * * . * . 


In view of the existing duties and responsibilities of naval officers in connec- 
tion with the service, and of the strictly maritime character of the work, it is 


desirable that the light-house administration should be transferred to the Navy 
Department. 


Thereitis. The Light-HouseService is to be taken from the Secretary 
of the Treasury by Congressional action and placed under the Secretary 
of the Navy. Now we come to the next branch: 


The connection of the Coast Survey with the Treasury is even more remote 
than that of the Light-Houseestablishment. Its primary object, as expressed in 
the statute (Revised Statutes, section 4681), is to ‘‘ cause a survey to be taken of 
the coasts of the United States, in which shall be designated the islands and 
shoals, with the roads or places of anchorage, within 20 leagues of any part 
of the shores of the United States.’ Subsequent legislation has extended its 
operations to parts of the ocean beyond the original limit, and has provided for 
deep-sea soundings, observations of currents, and for a hydr phic develop- 
ment of the dangers of ocean navigation on the west coast of North America. 

For the past fifty years the Coast Survey has poquieed and received the sup- 
port and assistance of the Navy. Thirty naval cers A year On an average 
nave been engaged in the work, and during the last ten years the number has 
steadily increased. Of the officers now ontheactive-list of the Navy, two hun- 
dred and thirty-two have at various times been soemployed. The amount ex- 
pended from the naval appropriation for the pay and maintenance of the officers 
and men employed on Coast-Survey duty in the year 1881 was $220,981.64. As 
the direct appropriation for the Coast Survey for the same year was $567,507.06, 


| he was Secretary of the Navy. 
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it appears that nearly one-third of the total expense of the survey was borne by 
the Navy. 

The preparation of charts and sailing directions is a work which falls properly 
within the scope of a navalestablishment. It has no inherent connection with 
the affairs of any other department of the Government. As now organized, it 
is carried on by a nearly independent bureau of the Treasury Department, but 


propriations 
In view of these considerations, the union of the Coast Survey administration 


with that of the Navy is suitable and proper, and would be advantageous to 
both 


Accompanying this report are sketches of the Light-House Service and Coast 
Survey of this and other countries, with reasons in favor of their administra- 
tion, in the United States, by the Navy Department. 

Here we see the aggressiveness of this distinguished Senator when 
He must have the Light-House Service 
and he must have the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey. Now 


| we come to the revenue marine: 
i 





| are not distinguishable in kind from those of naval officers 





The revenue-cutter service affords a proper field for the employment of naval 
officers. The duty is directly in the line of their profession. They are fitted for 
it, both by training and experience; and if they could be so employed without 
detriment to the interests of the existing corps of officers, a great and perma- 
nent benefit to the Government and tothe Navy would result. 

The service ofthe cruising cutters is strictly naval. The duties of the officers 
The discipline 
is naval, as far as naval discipline can be carried on outside the Navy Depart- 
ment. 

Che cruising cutters carry an armament of from one to four guns. The crew 
are armed with small-arms. The broadside guns are furnished by the Navy 
Department. In time of war these vessels have always been pressed into the 
naval service. 


That is the revenue-marine service, which must be absorbed by the 
Navy Department. I read further: 


In order to barmonize all the interests involved in connecting naval officers 
with the revenue-cutter service, the administration of the two services should 
be combined under the Navy Department. The cruising cutters should be 
transferred to the Navy Department; but they should be assigned to duty in 
the various districts, as at present, upon the requisition of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and their movements may be directed for the time being by the col- 
lectors of customs. The present revenue-marine officers should become a corps 
in the Navy, receiving life commissions as naval officers, with all the rights and 
privileges that belong to such commissions, while the vacancies gradually made 
at the foot of the list should be supplied by the detail of junior officers of the 
Navy of corresponding grade for service on board the cutters. 


That is the exact plan. Here was the bill foreshadowed and prac- 


| tically prepared by the Senator from New Hampshire as early as 1882: 


It is not proposed to remove the present officers of the revenue marine— 
Not at all— 


orto take away or abridge, in the slightest degree, their privileges or emolu- 
ments. Om the contrary, they would retain all that they now enjoy, and, with- 
out re-examination or a new test of any kind, would receive in addition the 
benefits of a permanent naval commission. Vacancies inthe uppergrade should 
continue to be filled by promotion in the corps, ard naval officers should only 
be detailed as vacancies are made at the bottom of the list. The duties of the 
revenue-marine officers would remain the sameas they now are; and it should 
be particularly provided, in any change that might be made, that their position 
should in no way be altered, except by giving all, including the engineers, the 
same permanency of tenure now enjoyed only by naval officers, and the same 
right of being placed upon the retired-list of the Navy in case of extreme age or 
disability—changes in every respect advantageous. 
* . * * * * . 

If the transfer of the revenue-marine to the Navy should be deemed desir- 

able, the Life-Saving Service would probably follow. 


We have had the Light-House establishment, we have had the United 
States Coast and Geodetic Survey, we have had the revenue-marine servy- 
ice all proposed to be absorbed by this grasping,aggressive Ex-Secretary 


| of the Navy, and now we come to the Life-Saving Service. 


The two services are already so closely connected and the tendency towards 
a further union is sostrong that they would necessarily be conducted together. 
By the act of 1878, it was provided that the officers of the revenue marineshould 
be detailed for duty as inspectors and assistant inspectors of life-saving sta- 
tions. A captain of the revenue marine is the superintendent of construction 
in the Life-Saving Service. The cruising cutters co-operate actively in the work 
and are frequently employed in the assistance of vessels in distress. 

If itis not the policy of the Government to make appropriations for sufficient 
ships of war to give adequate occupation to all our naval officers, it should cer- 
tainly make use of them in every branch of the public service for which they are 
fitted. A highly trained corps of officers,such as modern naval warfare demands, 
can not be created inaday. If the personn:l of the Navy is to be kept at its 
present standard of quality and numbers, it must be utilized in every form of 
Government employment for which itis adapted. In this view it hardly admits 
of question that the revenue marine and the Life-Saving Service should be joined 
with the Navy. No disturbance of vested interests would be caused by the 
transfer; on the contrary, every provision would be made to guard against such 
a disturbance. Buta new field would be opened for the services of officcrs al- 
ready at the disposal of the Government, which by their training they are in 
every way qualified to occupy. 


Now, what have we in this Department now? We have the United 
States Coast and Geodetic Survey, we have the Light-House Service, 
and then we have the Life-Saving Service and the revenue marine. . Here 
is the consolidation of these four branches of the service. But was the 
aggressive Ex-Secretary willing te stop there? Was he willing to have 
the naval establishment absorb the Light-House Service, the Life-Sav- 
ing Service, the Coast and Geodetic Survey, and the revenue-marine 
service? No, Mr. President; he had delineated his bold plan in the 
beginning of his report, when he said: 

To this end the officers and seamen of the Navy should perform all the work 


required for the purposes of the National Government upon or in direct con- 
nection with the ocean, 


What was the next proposal of the Ex-Secretary ? 
THE COMMERCIAL MARINE. 


I ask Senators tothinkof this now; and I say that this bill is only one 
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of the steps in the measure proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, and if the Senate takes this step the other steps will be pressed 
with as much pertinacity as this bill has been pressed in this body. 

The interests of the Navy are inseparably 
mercial marine of the country. The protection of commerce is the first object 
ofa naval establishment; and unless efficient preparation for such protection is 
made, a single war may destroy a nation’s merchant fleet beyond hope of re- 
covery. The carrying trade, when once diverted, is slow to return to its old 
channels. It requires more supervision and care than almost any other indus- 
try,and a maritime state which fails to give it the fullest encouragement is 
neglecting its most vital interests. 

As the merchant marine is dependent at critical periods upon the Navy, § 
on the other hand, the Navy, no matter how strong it may be, must, in 
emergencies, avail itself of the resources of the merchant marine. This 
pecially true in the United States, whose policy does not admit of a 
standing naval force. This was clearly shown during the rebellion. 
break the Navy had nominally atonnage of 105,271 tons. Toincre 
tons of shipping were bought. These purchased vessels were ill-suited for 
purposes, but they were none the less indispensable. If ten years before the 
war our maritime necessities had been recognized, and the relations of the Navy 
and the merchant marine had been understood and organized, the Govern t 
might have saved many millions of dollars, and have had in the beginning 
vessels capable of capturing the English-built commerce-destroyers and block- 
ade-runners. 

As the Navy must thus in emergencies resort to the merchant marine for 
ships, it must also draw upon it for officers and men to supply its deficiencies. 
The nautical training which is a necessary qualification for efficient service can 
only be found in the officers and men of the merchant marine. The additions 
to the Navy thus made during the war were 7,500 oflicers and over 40,000 sea- 
men, 

The naval establishment is further dependent on the merchant marine through 
its relation to the ship-building interest. 
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Mark you this, Mr. President; we are about to enter upon a period | 
of ship-building to restore the merchant marine, and this is instructive 


as one of the steps to follow after the passage of this bill into a law, the 
absorption by the Navy Department of the revenue marine, then the 
United States Geodetic Survey, then the Life-Saving Service, then the 
Light-House Service, and then the merchant marine, and then the 
aggressive ambition of the Senator from New Hampshire will have 
been fully accomplished. 

Toa country with an extensive seacoast and numerous harbors, the posses- 
sion of a merchant marine is an economical necessity. It is a form of enter- 
prise which promotes and diffuses the influence of a nation beyond its borders 
far more than agriculture, or mines, or manufactures. It quickens the nation’s 
powers and infuses life and vigor into its international relations. The freight 
earnings of our vessels increase by so much the balance of trade in our favor, 
while the freight earnings of foreign vessels increase the balance against us 
The business which American ship-owners have lost would have employed 
thousands of seamen and mechanics. But all the benefitsof the carrying trade 


have accrued to a foreign population,and the profits have gone to enrich for- | 


eign investors. 7 
The aggregate profits of the carrying trade are enormous. 


The naval establishment is further dependent on the merchant marine | 


through its relation to the ship-buildinginterest. It must be able to build ships 
within the country; and all the requirements for ship-building must here ex- 
ist. The plant and the skilled mechanics must be here. But the ordinary de- 
mands of the Navy wiil not support a single establishment; and ship-builders 
can not exist unless they find employment and profit in building commerciul 
vessels. If, therefore, the present downward tendency of the merchant marine 
is unchecked, the Navy will soon bein such a position that, in the event of a 
war, it will be unable to build a single vessel or to recruit its numbers by ofli- 
cers or seamen of nautical experience. 

Important asthe merchant marine is on military grounds as an auxiliary of 


the Navy, it is more indispeusable to the general welfare on economical 
grounds. 


I will not read all of this, Mr. President. I will read the conclud- 
ing part, about the absorption of the merchant marine: 


it may be argued that capital would be put into shipping if shipping were | 


profitable. The reply is that shipping would become profitable if it received as 
fair treatment as other forms of investment. All the interests liable to suffer 
from foreign competition are protected; but that commercial industry in which 
international competition is sharpest, in which rival nations come face to face, 
is left by the Government to take care of itself. If manufactures are protected 
and nothing is done for shipping, capital will seek employment in manufact- 
ures, from which the Government guaranties a return. Even our transconti- 
nental railways, which had nothing to fear from foreign competition, have re- 
ceived grants which in comparison place the interoceanic carrying trade under 
fata! disadvantages. 

But it is not merely from a passive policy of neglect that United States ves- 
sels in the foreign trade are suffering. They are burdened with grievous im- 
positions, local and national, in the shape of fees, taxes, pilotage-dues, and 
otherexactions. In order to give shipping a fair chance in the competition for 
capital, it must be placed on an equal footing with other industries, and it must 
be relieved from all unnecessary burdens. 

For the foregoing purpose several remedies are suggested, having for their 
object (1) the removal of impositions, (2) the extension of protective measures 
to the neglected industry, and (3) the reform of administration. 


He treats of the removal of restrictions and of the protective meas- 


ure, aud then of the reform of administration. Now, he says on 
page 37: 


Ill.—REFORM OF ADMINISTRATION—BUREAU OF MERCANTILE MARINE, 


The various services now charged with the supervision and regulation of mat- | 


ters relating to the merchant marine should be brought together in one depart- 
ment or bureau of the Government, which should be distinctly charged with 
the execution of laws concerning the shipping interests of the eountry, and to 


which the ship-owners could look for assistance and forthe reception and pres- 
entation of their claims. 


There exists at present no responsible head to which are intrusted the inter- | 
Those branches of the subject of which the Gov- | 


ests of our merchant marine. 


ernment undertakes supervision are so seatcered among subordinate offices, 
variously related and loosely organized, that the industry mightalmost as weil 
be left to itself. 

The registry, enrollment, and license of vessels is placed in the office of the 
Register of the Treasury, with the regular work of which ft has a purely acci- 
dental connection, and the details are carried out by the collectors of customs. 
The inspection of steam-vessels, with its cumbrous machinery of a board of ex- 
ecutive officers, who report to themselves and legislate for themselves, also 


involved with those of the com- | 
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finds a place in the Treasury Department, wit - ry functions it has 
no connection whatever; while there exists bnot Department a body of 
officers, the naval engineers, whose daily o ‘ f t lirectl such 
inspection duty The local inspectors ar ‘ va ar of off 
cials composed, by a singular provision of law i ‘ 
customs, and a supervising Inspector ihe 8 as \“ 
charged with all administrative matters relat t : Osa 
pointed, under another singular provision 

I will not read further on that point, but will read } ) 

Under these circumstan¢ it has been ir ‘ su 
ulation of our merchant marine should neve ‘ ‘ 
and that the Government sho have in 
These fragments of administrative supervision, scat va 

| cials, should be gathered up and welds g 


war | 


! 








was acting under a gener il provision for meeting at 11, 





coherence and eftk 
pressed maritime industries 


ien< This is anim tant st 





lhe simplest and most natural met i a 
consists in the establis i tofa au mer var 
Depart it. The scope of its operat may bed ed, et 

So we have the merchant marine also absorbed t Chen t 
is another branch of the service whi s to be al n 
what secretary desired Iie desired t! it 
should absorb the Revenue-Cutter Service, first; 
ice, second; the Light-H¢ ise Service, third st 
and Geodetic Survey, fourth; and then the ¢« 
of the United States; that would be five, and t!] 
spection service, six. 

That was the policy laid down and defined by the then Secretary of 


the Navy in that report, and I say that thisis only one of the measures 
recommended by the Secretary to that end, an t it is the first 
step to the accomplishment and carrying out of this gigantic 


plan to 


make the naval arm of the Government supreme over the water 
the ocean and the waters of the United States, to absorb everything 
that has connection with the ocean or the rivers of the country; and 
it is a fixed policy. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I rise toa question of order. The 


Chair, according to the usual custom, is required at the end of tw 
hours to lay the unfinished business before the Senate. Although the 
rule says 2 o’clock, at the end of two hours from the hour of 

I think the regular business is in order. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


1 


meetir 





hour of 1 o’clock, after two hours’ 

session, having arrived, the Chair will lay before the Senate the un- 
finished business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The rule says 20’clock, but the usage of the Sen- 


ate has always been that after two hours’ session the unfinished busi- 
ness shallcomeup. I think there has been an order to that effect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair is of opinion that the Senator 
from Ohio is correct. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was so ordered by resolution in 1888. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 1 read for 
formation of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be that the Senator from Missouri wants to 
finish his observations. If he does, I suggest that he be allowed to 
conclude. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not expect this bill to come up this morn 
ing. I have some few observations yet to submit, but I would prefer 
having a little time to look at the documents. It will 
time yet to complete what I wish to say on the subject. 

Mr. GRAY. The unfinished 
Senate. 


he resolution will be the in- 


take me 


some 


hn h +} 
yusiIness DAS NOT db 


en laid before the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will first 1 the reso 
tion which has been referred to. 

The Secretary read as follows 

Resolved, That after to-day, unless otherwise ord l, the x iwhours 
terminate at the expiration of two hours after the ting of t Sena 


Mr. INGALLS. What is the date of that order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. April 10, 182. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was the construction. 
before that time, but that was the formal construct 

Mr. INGALLS. That it may not 
fully suggest that an order made in 


It was the practice 
ion of the rule. 
pass into a prec 


TRAN 
1 





time wv 


, ata 


would not con- 


trol the practice now. I venture to state, however, that when the 
Senate meets at any other hour than 12, it has always been held that 
the time for the consideration of business under Rule \ expires at 


l 
the end of two hours from the hour of meeti 
Mr. SHERMAN. That is the rule. 
Mr. ALLISON. That is the rule. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chairlays before the Senate the m 
finished business, being the bill (H. R. 9416) to 


i 


reduce the revenue 


| and equalize duties on imports, and for other purpose 


Mr. GRAY. lIask unanimous consent that the unfinished business 
be informally laid aside and that the Senate proceed with the consid- 
eration of the bill now before it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there 
by the Senator from Delaware ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to object to that, unless some time 
ean be fixed orsome arrangement made for voting upon it. 

Mr. GRAY. AsI had supposed that the consideration of the mat- 
ter taken up in the morning hour to-day, when we met at 11 o'clock, 


objection to the request made 








76! se 
(O96 
‘ i tinue unt 2 thinking that had been the custom and the | 
ill consent that the limitation upon further debate be fixed 

at OC} if it can be done by nanimous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As it is apparently the disposition of the Senate to 
proceed with the consideration of this bill in preference to every other, 
] all not object provided it can be d pos d of at that time. 

Mr. GRAY. At 2 o'clock 


Mr. ALDRICH Yes 


Mr. GRAY I will ask to make that a part of the agreement. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand the Senator from Missouri said 
that some papers he dé i to present to the Senate were not attain- 
able at this moment, [ submit to the Senator from Delaware whether 
it would be wise to proceed farther with the bill to-day. 

Mr. COCK RELI It would make me consume a good deal more 
time than nerwi 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I suggest to the Senator from Delaware, if | 
that is the case, that we had better go on with the tariff bill and allow 
the Senator from Missouri to finish his remarks to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It d not make a bit of difference tome. I 


have no favors to ask in the case. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Delaware consent? 

Mr. GRAY. To what? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Island suggests that the 
tariff bill be taken up now and that the Senator from Missouri finish 
his remarks to-morrow. 

Mr. SHERMAN I would not like to con- 
sent tothat. The Senate to-morrow may do that if it chooses to go on 
with the bill. I have no disposition to displace the wish of the Nen- 
ate. The tariff bill ought not to be displaced by anything now unless 
it is done by a vote of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onthe 
ator from Delaware. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish we may have some understanding —— 

Mr. GRAY. I ask unanimous consent. I do not propose to make 
a motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In view of the statement made by the Senator from 
Missouri, I shall have to interpose an objection, then, to the further 
consideration of the bill to-day 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish we could have some understanding about 

he time of taking the vote on this bill, if it is practicable to do so. 
‘There is no disposition, I know, upon the part of those who are in favor 
of the bill to unduly debate it or prolong the discussion upon it, noris 
there, speaking only for myself, any disposition to allow denunciation 
of the bill or factious opposition to defeat its consideration and a vote 
upon it by the Senate sooner or later. Can we not have some under- 
standing?’ The debate has proceeded fairly upon the bill to this time. 

Mr. GRAY. I just want tosay, while the Senator has the floor, that 
[ have no disposition now, nor shall I have hereafter in any request 
that I may make to the Senate to consider this bill, to antagonize the 
consideration of the tariff bill, and no motive of delaying the consid- 
eration of the tariff bill. I desire that the tariff bill, important as it 
is, may be taken up and debated and disposed of. But it is only in 
the discharge of a duty which I can not see can be otherwise performed 
that I make the motion to take this matter up in the morning hour and 
devote so much time as may remain of the morning hour, after the rou- 
tine business, to its consideration. SoI hopethat no Senator will think 
for one moment that I desire to antagonize the consideration of the 
tariff bill. 


senator from Rhod 


Let the Senate do that. 


motion of the Sen- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 3316) to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 3316) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the bill be printed with an index, to be 
prepared under the direction of the Secretary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

rE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Commiitee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (11. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. [Before the Senator from North Carolina proceeds, 


I ask that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with and that 
it be read by paragraphs for amendment. 


Mr. SHERMAN 
to be considered first 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
first. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Does the Senator ask unanimous consent that 
the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with and that the commit- 
tee’s amendment be acted upon ? 


The amendments of the Committee on Finance 


‘The amendments of the committee to be considered 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that the bill be read by paragraphs for amend- 
ment, the committee amendments to be considered first. That is the 
course which has been followed in the consideration of every tariff bill 
within my knowledge, and it is the course which is always followed in 
the consideration of appropriation bills. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I still do not understand the Senator. Do I 
understand his request to be that the bill be read by paragraphs for 


| amendment before the committee amendments are considered ? 


Mr. ALDRICH. The bill to be read by paragraphs, and the com- 
mittee amendments to be considered first, and then other amendments 


| in order. 


ss A LE 


Mr. SHERMAN, After that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. After that, of course. Every paragraph of the bill 
will be open to amendment, both in Committee of the Whole and in 
the Senate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then it is the purpose of the Senator to have 
the bill read by paragraphs in order to amend the paragraphs as we go 
along ? . 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the purpose of acting upon the committee 
amendments as we go along. That is the course which has always 
been followed with tariff bills and with appropriation bills invariably. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Then I submit to the Senator why is it neces- 
sary to proceed with the reading of the bill by paragraphs if the pur- 
pose be to take up the committee amendments and consider them first? 
The Senator will not fail to observe how difficult it will be for the Sen- 
ate to understand this tariff bill by first considering the committee 
amendments, The action of the Senate and the judgment of the Sen- 
ate upon the committee amendments should be and will be entirely 
dependent upon something which precedes. If we are not permitted 
to amend each paragraph as we go along, taking up the committee 
amendments in their order as they come, we certain!y can make no very 
intelligent revision of the tariff. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As nearly as I could state it that was my object in 
making the request which I did, that the biil should be read by para- 
graphs, the committee amendments to be acted upon first, and then any 
other amendments which might be offered. 

Mr. ALLISON. The whole bill will be open to amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thewhole bill is open toamendmentat every stage. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ifit be the purpose, then, to consider the com- 
mittee amendments first—if that be the determination—why not con- 
sider the committee amendments first and omit the reading of the 
bili for information ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is exactly my proposition. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Andthen go back and take up the entire bill for 
amendment by paragraphs ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is exactly the proposition which I made. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I want to say that I do not understand 
how the Senate can make any intelligent revision of the tariff by con- 
sidering a subject first which depends upon some other preceding sub- 
ject. For instance, avery large increase is made here in the duty upon 
carpets. Carpets, as we know, are made from a cheap quality of wool. 
Now the duty has been raised to an inordinate extent upon the raw 
wool. How can wé intelligently act upon the carpet schedule until we 
know what the purpose of the Senate is touching the wool schedule? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Wools will be acted upon first. The paragraphs 
relating to wools will certainly be read first, subject to amendment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. But the committee amendments do not touch it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Subject to amendment. The Senator from New 
Jersey or any other Senator can move any amendment he chooses to 
the paragraph with regard to the duties upon carpet wools. Iam only 
suggesting what the Senator from New Jersey, so far as I can under- 
stand, desires and is anxious to have done. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. IfI understand the Senator his purpose is to 
take up the bill and first to consider the Senate Finance Committee 
amendments. He proposes to omit the formal reading of the bill un- 
til the committee amendments are considered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at all. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then to begin the reading of the bill by par 
agraphs in the beginning. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And all the paragraphs will be subject to 
amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. And committee amendments will be reached 
in their order? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iam perfectly content, Mr. President. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is one other inquiry that I should like to make, 
and that is whether after a paragraph bas been amended it can be 
amended in the same particular again, or whether there would have 
to be a motion to reconsider the adoption of that amendment in case 
some member of the Senate should desire to move to amend what had 
already been amended ? 

Mr ALDRICH. Undoubtedly; the rules of the Senate would apply 
to that. If an amendment to a paragraph had been agreed to the 
same thing could not be changed except by a reconsideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It would be open to amendment in the Senate. 
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Mr. HISCOCK. It will be open to amendment. 
Mr. PLUMB. Open to amendment in the Senate? 
Mr. HISCOCK, | Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. The whole of it ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Under the rules of the Senate, after two days 
have passed, when an amendment has been agreed to, to wit, if you 
please, a committee’s amendment, it will not be in order even to move 
a reconsideratiou. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yon do not have to move a reconsideration. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If, then, general consent be given that all the 
amendments will be subject again to amendment as they are reached 
in proper order, I have no objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the understanding, I think, ful 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will excuse me a moment, I should 
be glad to understand, for my own convenience respecting this bill, | 
whether or not we have reached the point suggested by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, which I understand to be that the formal reading 
of the bill shall be dispensed with, and that it shall be read by para- 
graphs for amendment, the committee amendments being first con- | 
sidered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All through? 

Mr. ALLISON. Allthecommitteeamendments, That isthe usual 
course, and I think it might as well be understood now as at any time. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. Why not let the committee amendments be 
reached in their order and considered then ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I propose. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is it exactly. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. That isexactly the proposition which I have made, 
as clearly and as plainly as I could state it, that the paragraphs be read | 
seriatim, and that when a committee amendment was reached it should 
be acted upon first, and, if any other amendment were proposed, of 
course that would have to be acted upon. 

Mr. PADDOCK. We can not hear the Senator over here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendments of the Finance Committee are 
open to amendment themselves, and then the paragraphs are open to 
amendment without any limit whatever. It is not the intention of 
the committee to limit amendments in any form, but merely to follow | 
the course which has been invariably followed in the consideration of | 
bills of this nature. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then, Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New Jersey allow me to make 
a suggestion to him ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Under the rules the bill would have to be read, every 
line of it, before any action is taken upon anyamendment. The Sen- | 
ator from Rhode Island asks unanimous consent that the formal reading 
of the bill be dispensed with; that the bill be read from the first line | 
down to the first committee amendment, and that that amendment be 
acted upon when reached, and so on through the entire reading of the 
bill. Now, when the committee amendments have been acted upon 
and the bill read from beginning to end, and all of them acted upon as 
the Senate may choose to act upon them, by agreeing to them, disa- 
greeing, or amending them, then the bill will still be in Committee of 
the Whole and open to amendment, and the right of every Senator 


recognized to go back to the first line of the bill and offer amendments 
to every part of it. 


ly. 


Mr. DAWES. That is the ordinary way, but I understood the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island to suggest a modification of that way. 


Mr. HARRIS. I did not so understand the Senator from Rhode | 
Island. 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
upon first. 

Mr. DAWES. 
ments? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Go through the bill acting upon the committee 
amendments. Then the bill is perfected that far, and then that be- 
comes the groundwork for amendment by the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. In acting upon appropriation bills that has been the 
usual course, but it was not the course pursued in regard to the last tariff 
bill, as Senators will well remember. Amendments were offered, long 
before the close of the bill was reached, to the intervening paragraphs. 
Whatever may be done about appropriation bills is done by common 
consent, which exists at the time, which any member of the Senate 
may refuse to agree to. 

I object now to binding the Senate to a course of proceeding which 
it may find hurtful to the public interests and its own proceeding, for | 
the Senate will undoubtedly accommodate itself to whatever is the | 
best way of doing business as it goes along. I have no objection to 
reading the bill in the manner stated, and it will undoubtedly hap- 
pen that as a paragraph is reached the amendments of the committee 
will be first disposed of and the discussion will ensue with relation to | 
them; but that we should drop that paragraph so far as amendments 
individually are concerned, and go on to the next, and then on clear 
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Iask thatthe committee amendments may he acted 


| 
| 
And go through the bill with the committee amend- 
Yes. 





RECORD—SENATE. 


| the Senator means by that the paragraphs 


| bonds at a large premium, the comment and disapproval | 
| and decided. 


— 


through the bill, creating a necessity to go back 


n an irregular way 


through the bill again for the purpose of individual amendment, seems 

| to me to be against the proper way of doing things and liable to make 
| a great deal of confusion. 

I object to so much of the request as relates to tl ynsideration of 

amendments. That can be determined after we arrive at them from 


time to time. 
Mr. ALDRICH. ThenT ask that the formal read 
dispensed with and that it be read by para; 
will be open to amendment, the committee a 
all others. 
Mr. PLUMB 
Mr. HISCOCK. 


ng of the bill be 


yhs. Of course then it 








endments coming bdbetore 
That is right. 


I understand the Senator from Kansas objects the 


| the committee amendments should be acted upon first 


Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. HISCOCK, 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does he consent that the committee amendments 
shall be acted upon first in respect to each paragraph and then other 


As to a particular paragraph ? 
Yes. 


| amendments to follow ? 


Mr. PLUMB. That will be subject to this qualification: There 


| might be an amendment which some one would desire to propose to 


take the place of the entire paragraph 

Mr. HISCOCK. But the suggestion I make is that the paragraph 
should be perfected, if the Senate choose to perfect it, by the adoption 
of the committee amendment, and that should be the basis of further 
amendment then and there to be offered by Senators. 

Mr. PLUMB. This matter will adjust itself according to the con- 
venience of Senators as we go along; and I think the fewer hide-hound 


| rules we have in the beginning the better we shall be off. 1 shall ob- 
ject to that, because there may be cases in which it would not be the 
| easiest way to proceed and it might get us into parliamentary 4mbar- 


rassment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the request I made submitted 
to the Senate to see if there are otherobjections. Iask thatthe formal 
reading of the bill be dispensed with and that it be read for considera- 
tion by paragraphs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let me understand exactly what the 
by being ‘‘read for consideration by paragraphs.’ 
each paragraph shall be open to amendment or 
amendments shall first be acted upon ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desired that the committee amendments should 
first be acted on. My present request is that the formal reading of 
the bill be dispensed with and that the bill be read by paragraphs for 
consideration. Of course, in the presence of objection, I know of no 
way by which the committee amendments can be necessarily acted upon 
first or by which we can go on in the usual course. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to either method, but I desire 
to understand exactly what method the Senator proposes to adopt. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I preferred the method suggested by the Senator 
from Tennessee himself, but the Senator from Kansas objected to that. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to the other 

Mr. ALDRICH. I now ask simply that the formal reading of the 
bill be dispensed with, and that the bill be read by paragraphs for con- 


Senator means 
Does he desire that 


that the committee 


| sideration. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. And when read by paragraphs for consideration 


will be open to amendment 
as they are reached ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly: under the rules of the Senate they are 
open to amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Rhode Island? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. VANCE. For more than twenty years past the receipts of the 
Treasury of the United States have very largely exceeded its ordinary 
expenditures. So long as we had installments of the public indebted- 
ness falling due which could be paid off with this excess the heavy tax- 
ation which yielded it wassubmitted to without muchcomment. This 
surplusin the Treasury continued to increase with the wealth and pros- 
perity ofthe country, and when the due debt had been paid therewith we 
began to apply it to that portion of our public debt which, though not 
yet due, was payable at the option of the Government. These pay- 
ments were made in money, the interest of which was worth far more 
than that borne by the obligations. This financiering began to be com- 
mented upon and disapproved. Finally, when the only way to dispose 
of the surplus money in the Treasury was in the purchase of undue 
vecame loud 
The manifest injustice of collecting taxes outof the peo- 
ple for which the Government had no use was so great that everybody 
admitted its wrongfulness. 

To the view of common sense it would seem that to reduce taxes 
which were unnecessary was the easiest matter in the world, and that 
to continue to collect them was an absurdity not to be tolerated, but 
those who thought so reckoned without their host, as events have shown. 
The principal source of this revenue was the duties levied on foreign 
importations. Accordingly, President after President, Secretary of the 
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1 . . . . 
| solute destruction of our carrying trade and merchant marine, and is 


Treasury alter Secretary of the Treasury, of all shades of political 

op recommended to Congress the reduction of these duties. Prom- 
mbers of Congress declared that they must be reduced. Po- 

litica nventions declared for these reductions and promised that their | 


, l,l ’ } ' 
ould ellect then. 


trong became this sentiment that in 1882 Congress passed a law, 

» reduce the duties, but to create a commission whose business it 

as to examine into the condition, not of the Treasury or of the coun- 

try, but into the wants and necessities of the manufacturing interests 

and instruct Congress how to reduce these duties for the best weltare 

of t e manulacturerz Here was the host who was to do the reckon- 
Ing rT Us, 

Phe appointment of this commission and its work furnishes the key 

to the whole situation. Had the intention been to simply reduce the 

taxes to the necessities of the Government, no sane man would have 


dreamed of employing a commission to aid in the work. 

Lut the truth was and is thatthe manufacturers were reaping riches 
from this excessive taxation and they did not intend to permit any re- 
duction of Government revenue that would also operate as a reduction 
of theirown, In order to save their profits the issue had to be misti- 
lied by the round-about methods of a commission. 
the Government and the people were ignored and the wishes and inter- 
ests of the manufacturers were alone consulted. This was the most 
direct acknowledgment that the power of taxation was conferred upon 
Congress by the Constitution not for the support of the Government, 
but for the benefit of a certain class, which had yet been made. This 
assertion has been followed up and maintained with ever increasing 
force, until now it is made with scarcely a modification or palliation 
to be the doctrine of a great political party and the policy of the Gov- 
ernment, Had only the public Treasury been concerned the desired 
reduction would have been made at once. 

That commission reported a schedule of duties which they claimed 
would effecta reduction of 25 per cent. on existing rates. The Republic- 
ans ol this Senate took a small House bill in theshort session of 1882-’83 
which made a slight change in internal revenue, and hitched on to it 
the present tariff law ot 1883, which, instead of being a reduction of 25 
per cent,, tarned ont to be an increase of 124 per cent. It found the 
tariff! rates to average a fraction under 42, It left them averaging a 
fraction over 47. It is now, owing to the constantly increasing rates 
under specific duties, in the neighborhood of 52 per cent. ad valorem. 

Thus in the face of a constantly increasing surplus; in defiance of 
repeated declarations and promises to reduce duties; in spite of enact- 
ments ostensibly for the purpose of reduction, the duties have from 
year to year increased, and every bona fide effort for reduction has 
been defeated, The Morrison bill of 1886, which proposed a horizon- 
tal reduction of 20 percent., wasdefeated by the solid Republican vote 
of the House with the aid of a handful of Democrats, amid the plau- 
dits of the whole Republican party. The Mills bill of 1888, which 
proposed a substantial discriminating reduction of only 5 per cent., 
which would have placed the average back to 42, where it was when 
the Morrill bill of 1883 went into effect, was defeated by this Repub- 
lican Senate, who substituted therefor a bill increasing the duties still 
higher than the act of 1883. 

Not satistied with this the Republican party of this Congress in the 
pretended fulfillment of its promise to reduce taxes have passed 
through the House of Representatives a tariff bill called the McKinley 
hill, which is now before us with the Senate amendments thereto, the 
effect of which is to reduce revenue indeed to some extent, but not to 
reduce taxation. And herein lies the deception and the fraud which 
is attempted to be practiced upon the people. A reductionof taxation 
is one thing—a reduction of revenue is another and quite a different 
thing. The revenues might be reduced by theft, by waste, by throw- 
ing them into the sea, by many means, which would yet furnish no re- 
lief to the people. What they desire is such a common-sense reduc- 
tion of the revenues as would correspondingly relieve them from the 
payment of taxes. To take off a duty of 2 cents a pound on sugar 
with one hand and pay out from the Treasury a bounty to the pro- 
ducer of 2 cents a pound on every pound produced with the other hand 
does, indeed, reduce the revenue with both hands, but the people pay 
the taxes all the same. A favorite method of reducing revenue is also 
to remove all duties from those articles of foreign and tropical produc- 
tion which do not compete with anything grown or produced in our 
country. The duty on those articles is, of course, pure revenue, every 
dollar of which goes into the public Treasury and none into the pockets 
of domestic competitors. 

i shall elaborate this point more at length in discussing the details 
of the bill. I merely wish to call attention here to the fact that plac- 
ing non-competing articles of foreign production on the free-list, and 
increasing the duties on the foreign articles which do compete with 
the domestic is reducing revenue, but not reducing taxation; and that 
when this increase in duties exceeds the revenue point and becomes 
prohihitory that it destroys revenue, and increases taxation indefinitely. 
No honest man will assert that that is what the people want, or the 
situation requires, or what parties have promised. ‘ 

There are some things in connection with our financial policy that 
the most bigoted partisan is compelled to admit. Among them is, 
that the rigorous policy of protection, so called, has resulted in the ab- 
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rapidly approaching the destruction of our foreign commerce. Ofcourse 
this latter carries with it the ruin of those whose products maintain 
our foreign commerce, which is the agricultural clas®& Notwithstand- 
ing the eulogies of the home market which are indulged in by those who 
under tariff restrictions are getting rich by it, 1 maintain that neither 
men nor nations can grow wealthy except by the sale of their sur- 
plus products. A man sells his surplus to his neighbor, a nation 
sells its surplus to its neighbors; thatis foreigncommerce. That which 
is sold to its own people is notasurplus. When, therefore, our foreign 
commerce is destroyed the chief source of our national wealth will have 
perished. The whole policy of protection has been hostile to it. 

Protection preys upon itself. Exorbitant taxes upon the raw mate- 
rials of manufacture makes its products so costly that they can not 
compete with the same kind of articles in the markets of the world. 
Therefore, out of a total of manufactured products amounting, accord- 
ing to the last census, to more than $5,000,000,000 only a little over 2 
per cent. are exported, of which nearly the whole, excepting mineral 
oil, are from those articles made from free raw material, as cotton and 
leather, or is machinery in the construction of which the mechanical 
genius of foreign countries is not equal to that of our people. This 
leaves the great bulk of foreign commerce to be maintained by agricult- 
ure which accordingly furnishes about 75 per cent. of our exports. The 
quantity of this could be easily doubled and quadrupled, for the world 
wants our provisions, if we would only so arrange our tariff schedule as 
to permit foreign nations to send in something to pay for them. But 
this protection will not permit. Instead of reducing it, the wall is 
raised higher and bristles with more and more penalties. Not satisfied 
with duties extravagantly high on thearticles themselves, the packages 
in which they are enveloped are now taxed—the bottles containing a 
liquid—the very straw in which it \is packed, and the wooden box. 
The obvious effect of all this is that the farmer’s market is constantly 
narrowing; less and less of meat and flour, live-stock, etc., is being 
sold to Europe each year. 

The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics in his report for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1889, states that the value of our foreign commerce de- 
clined steadily from 1881 from $1,545,000,000 to $1,314,900,000 in 
1886; and in 1889 it still lacked $63,000,000 of equaling that ot the 
year 1881, notwithstanding our increased productions. Of this, our ex- 
ports in 1881 were $902,000,000, and in 1889 they were $742,000, 000, 
showing a decrease in eight years of $160,000,000, nearly equal to 
three whole years’ export of our wheat. 

From the same report I learn that our exports of breadstuffs in 1880 
amounted to, $288,000,000. Last year, 1888-’89, they amounted to 
$123,000,000, a net loss of $165,000,000. In that year (1880) Russia 
exported for the supply of the European markets, in round numbers, 
36,000,000 bushels of wheat. Last year she exported to the same 
markets 126,000,000 bushels. 

In 1880 British India exported for these markets 13,000,000 bushels, 
last year 32,000,000 bushels. 

In 1880 the Agentine Republic exported to the European markets 
42,000 bushels; last year she exported over 8,000,000 bushels. 

These figures show a constantly increasing amount of wheat fur- 
nished to Europe by these countries, whereas under the policy of pro- 
tection the supply furnished by the United States has been as con- 
stantly and as rapidly decreasing. 

In 1880 we sent to those markets 144,000,000 bushels of wheat; in 

1888 we sent but 49,000,000 bushels. In 1880 we furnished 69 per 
cent. of all the toreign wheat sold in the European markets; in 1888 
we furnished but 22 per cent. ‘‘Our exports of provisions,’’ says the 
same report, ‘‘ including meat and dairy products, also our exports of 
cattle, have materially declined during recent years, but there has 
been an encouraging increase in such exports during the last fiscal 
year. 
’ The continental countries of Europe are shutting out our farmers’ 
products; some by high duties, some by positive prohibitions on the 
ground that our meat is unhealthy. Even Spain, to whose sugar we 
are about to open our ports freely, has imposed such duties as will pre- 
vent the importation of our flour to her colonies to pay for the sugar. 
So far as it is possible to do so, the great manufacturing nations of 
Europe are stimulating everywhere in all parts of the world where cli- 
mate and soil will permit the production of cotton in order to render 
themselves independent of the supply from our country. Doubtless 
the movement for the settling and civilizing of the great interior coun- 
try of Africa is chiefly with this view. We know that within the past 
ten years Great Britain has spent £50,000,000 for the extension of rail- 
roads into those parts of India adapted to the growing of wheat, as well 
as of cotton. 

Naturally these results were to be expected. Great as is our coun- 
try, fertile as is its soil, thrifty and energetic as are its people, we 
have to learn that the world can live without us quite as well as we 
can live without the world. When we studiously legislate to exclude 
the products of mankind we must expect mankind to retaliate. When 
we so shape our policy by law as to throw the wealth of our country 
into the hands of one class we must expect that this will be at the ex- 
pense of other classes. If we shut out by law the competition of the 
world from our manufacturers and enable them to become rich by 
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charging their own prices, we must expect that another class will 
impoverished by being compelled both to buy at these arbitrary pi 


and sell at prices fixed by the competition of the world. We can! 


hope lo escape the decrees of God. To this « omp!] <ion have we com¢ 
at last: that enormous wealth is heaped upon one class, whilst debt 
and mortgages are heaped upon the To all the suggestions of 





evil arising trom this policy the answer been and is now, “iry 
“An act to reduce the rev- 
ind for other purposes,’’ is 
brought in here and indorsed by the Republicans of this Senate as an 
answer and a remedy for the complaints of the situation. 

In the face of admitted and underiable disastrous results, to propose 


a bill the only possible effect of which can be an aggravation of th 


more of it. The McKinley bill, entit] 





enue and eqnalize duties on imports, 


evils of its predecessors is an outrage upon human patience and a 
insult to the intelligence of mankind. Looking at its high-soundin 
title and comparing it with the results it will attain, it will be } 
nounced the most stupendous fraud which the ingenuity of man ever 
perpetrated upon a much abused and long suffering people. It neither 
reduces revenue in the sense of reducing taxation, nor does it equalize 
duties on imports. On the contrary, it increases taxation, and makes 
the duty so unequal, by imposing heavier burdens upon the poor than 
upon the rich, and so swelling the taxes on the necessaries of life, as to 
shock the moral sense of all just men. 

Sir, with men who believe in this policy, or profess to believe in it, 
the point of protection, so called, has long since been passed. That is 
no longer sufiicient. They now want absolute prohibition of any for- 
eign importations. They have long contended that they could not 
manufacture in competition with Europeans because of the difference 
in the price of labor. This difference has been equalized in all cases, 
and more. In many articles wherein large increases in duties have been 
made by this bill the duties already existing are more than the whole 
labor cost expended on the article. In argument they will only claim 
that the duty should be high enough to equalize the cost of labor in 
this country with that of Europe; whereas when the duty more than 
pays the whole cost of labor they are not satisfied, but still require in- 
creased duties. That means they want no competition at all, but an 
unrestricted control of the American markets. 

The wool-growers unblushingly demand that foreign wool shall be 
altogether excluded, and the manufacturers of wool came before the 
committee and demand the same thing in other words. They demand 
that a duty shall be laid on their manufactures at the rate of three and 
one-half times the duty imposed on a pound of wool for each pound of 
product, and 40 per cent. ad valorem, and it is granted them! This 





is, of course, prohibitory, The revenue is reduced, but the tax remains | 


and is increased. The people must have woolen clothing, and as they 
can not buy the foreign article, nor the domestic article cheapened by 
the competition of the foreign, they must buy the domestic article at 
the manufacturer’s own price. Should, however, that price be endan- 
gered by domestic competition, a ‘‘trust’’ is easily formed under cover of 
the prohibitory duties, and that danger is averted. So the tax not 
only remains but is increased, and the diverting of it from the Treasury 
to the manufacturers’ pockets is called ‘‘ reducing the revenue and 
equalizing duties,’’ 

This is the answer which Republican statesmen make to the demand 
for lower taxes; this is the fultillment of their promise to reduce tax- 
ation and equalize duties. The suplus money in the Treasury has been 
for many years an objective pointin tariff reform. It was held out as 
the object lesson illustrating the iniquity of excessive taxation. Plain 
people supposed that the way to make that surplus disappear was to 
stop the taxes which piled it up. Republican statesmen have shown 
us not, indeed, a better, but a much quicker way. A common fea 
engineering is to begin to dig at both ends of a tunnel, and sometimes 
also to sink a shaft midway, and thus work from four faces. Every 
person is familiar with the sensation of unconceivable rapidity which 
is felt when two trains pass each other at full speed in opposite direc- 
tions. In that way, it may be said, Republican policy has disposed of 
that surplus. They have worked from both ends of it and approached 
exhaustion with unexampled speed. 


tol 


By this bill they have cut off the surest sources of its supply in the | the manufacturers alone, so far as I have been able tosee. T 


abolition of duties which yielded pure revenue and no protection, and 
by imposing other duties so high as to prohibit importations, which also 
cuts off revenue. From the other face they have increased offices and 
salaries, enacted bounties, multiplied pensions, granted subsidies until, 


according to the estimates made here a few days since, there will be a | 


deficit at the end of the next fiscal year quite equal to the surplus com- 
plained of. That estimate was about as follows: Appropriations made 
by the various regular bills $359,000,000, to which must be added 
the permanent appropriations of about $101,000,000, making $460,- 
000,000; then will come in at least $8,000,000 for sugar bounties, 
$6,000,000 at least for marine and postal subsidies, to which must be 
further added an unkuown sum, the estimate for which is $40,000,000, 
to pay increased pensions, and such other charges of an unusual char- 
acter a3 may be imposed by the acts of the present Congress. These 
taken together, I have seen it stated, will swell the total expendi- 
ture for the ensuing year to $500,000,000 at the very least. Whereas 


the Secretary of the Treasury estimates the revenues for the ensuing | 


year at $385, 000,000,and including postal receipts, $65,000,000, which 
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harbor appropriation is sacrificed, it is | 
I have said that the polic: W 
the recipients of taxation, and that they 1 demanded pr } 
Another very noticeable pl in the progress of t ous | 
{ i naot 1ento he ea Of reve uelint eV 9 ta 
( the treating of 1t Simply as an 1 nient bD \ ch t ( é ent 
ay or may not benefit as the pleasure of the manufacturers pe t 
lor many years in the early ages of the Government revenue was the 
controlling idea, and the manu were content to secure the pro- 
tection which was incident to the levying of dt s. Nowtl tuation 
is entirely reversed. ‘I main ct of moc tar has been 
the protection of manufacturers, and 1 t. Sometime 
protection is increased under pretense tha I needed and 
sometimes because there is too much, but every time protection is in 
creased. ‘The existence of an enormous internal-revenue tax enabled 
| them thus to barter the interests of the Treasury for political influence 
and the money to run campaigns, which is now euphoniously spoken 
of as ** fat.’’ 
So far back as 1874 the announcement of the principle was formally 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWweEs], t] + mem 
ber of the House, who, in reporting the tariff bill, which became a law 


on the 14th of July of that year, said that he had consulted and heard 
patiently all the manufacturers interested in the bill and also the agents 
of the Treasury Department, who all cdncurred in the desire that the 


policy of the Government should be one of increased taxation, and that 
evenue was next to nothing. He further 


I 
said in the course of debate that the most gratifying feature of the bill 


was that it did not increase revenue. Why, then, was the taxation in- 
creased? Of course, for the benefit of manufacturers. 
| In discussing the substitute for House bill 718, which was reported in 
the Senate January 11, 1867, by Mr. Fessenden, Senator Bb. Gratz 
of Missouri, 
new then, is an old story now, and explains the object of the Daw: 
bill: 


| Mr. President, I think any one who hi: 


Brow! 
brown, 
made the llowing obser +; hicl hance} mew hat 
made the following observation, which, though somewha 








as listened to the debate on this! 
be satisfied that it is not a measure for increasing the public reve W hat- 
ever may bea eged generally is the opinions of some members of tl I lance 
Committee, yet whenever a single item has come up for discussion, whenever 
any pointin the bill has been subjected to cri sm, it has been ind tha 1e 
duty laid is a duty laid for some other purpose, and not for revenus 
With every bill which has been introduced from that day to this 


this tendency to ignore the people and the Government 


, and to promote 


In the bill 


the interests of a class, has been more and more manifest. 
} | 
A 


before us 1t would puzzle any man to find an expression outside of its 
title from which the inference might be drawn that the public revenues 
were considered at all. By the resolution of the Senator from Kansas 

Mr. PLUMB] the Finance Committee were directed, among other th ngs, 
to set forth their reasons for making any increase or reduction of the 
present existing rates. Ina very contemptuously brief and perfune- 
tory compliance with this resolution the Finance Committee in their 
report on June 18 have given, as I remember, about eighty explana- 
tions of changes. I have been able to find but two single cases in which 


the interest of the revenue is assigned as a reason for increasing duties. 
[hose are in reference to silk and silk goods, and flax hemp, and jute 
manufactures, one of which reads as follow 











j The articles embraced in th i are tries, and for the reasons 
heretofore stated, in order to offset t > ‘ wse intl eve ef iC é 9 ces 
the committee believes the present rate 3 l ssed 


Each one of the other explanations has reference to the interests of 

é Phey either 
| say that the interests of the manufacturers requires the increase, or that 
it is made in consequence of large importations, or to enable domesti 


rease, they apolog 
to the manufacturers by modestly expressing the belief that the red 
| tion will not injure them, and so on, and soon. Not one 


word about 


| raising revenue to meet the charge upon the Treasury. Not one word 


about relieving the burdens upon the tillers of the soil or about aiding 


the strugglesof the poor. So far as this bill is concerned, indeed, it 
would be hard to prove that such people existed. The explanation 


| of thechange made in Schedule K must 


nust be regarded not only as a 
satisfactory sample of their ful nent of th le 








f rder of the Senate to the 
Finance Committee, but asa piece of irrefragable and triumphant logi 
|} The demand from the representative wool-growers of the country that t 
rates upon wool shou!d be largely increased has led immiittee to re 
} mend the adoption of the new iss ition hereir ted, which it is hoped 
will result in a uniform and honest classificatior Phe increase 5 
| for the manufactures of wool have been made necessary 3 increa i 
yoo! rates 
Quod erat demons idum. Surely, there could » better reason 








4 


7700 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JULY 25, 





igned than this: Having increased the duties upon wool, which is 


the raw material for the manufacture of cloth, of course it becomes 
nec to increase the duties on the cloth. But why increase the 
duty on wool? ‘The answer is prompt and sufficient: The wool-grow- 
‘ demanded ’’ it. There is nothing more to be said. Under that 


‘ traction of the taxing power which requires it to be used for the 
promotion of private interests, when that private interest has uttered 
its demand, of course there is an end of controversy. 
reason gravely assigned by the Committee of Finance of the United 
States Senate for increasing the people’s taxes in that one schedule 
}14,500,000 in the matter of imports alone, and at least five times that 
much in the enhanced price of the domestic woolens! No item in this 
bill can be found which will better illustrate the iniquity of the whole 
scheme of taxation and the lameness of the reasoning by which its sup- 
port is attempted. 

The following table will show the aggregate of changes in the various 
schedules as reported by the committee. Their estimates of course are 
hased upon the supposition that there will be the same amount of im- 


ul 


portations next year and at the same prices of last year. They admit 
this to be misleading and uncertain: 
Schedules increased. 
\ Chemicals, etc. sarees aaa $88, 000 
‘ onan J RNIN (RUIN TENN OIL, i... csciisimemanoeornninduieineneenainhnonsniteleens cunt 6, 775, 000 
1D).—Wood, and manufactures of, 64, 000 
j Tobacco, and manufactures of oad 9,754, 000 
Gi.— Agricultural products and provisions 6, 068, 000 
I Cotton goods.. : — en 9 -oeeeen 536, 000 
J.—Flax, hemp, and jute, and manufactures of......... ara denen . 2,518,000 
gg es en III 0, scien oa pnts rcinionnbennipellatienheasdeniuensianowenie’ 14, 500, 000 
gS I I MINI neice isttahdy odbeechavaehaabiatonns 488, 000 
ap srr, IIIT id encima tslsaae bunnies ieadeieliaeandiabiaianeniel 257, 000 
Total increase 


ae - spenubenaiidiniines . 41, 648, 000 
Schedules reduced. 

Earthen, crockery, and glass ware. 
—Sugar 


96, 000 
203, 006 





Wine and spirits 217,000 
Sundries 243, 000 
Total decrease... 759, 000 


Here is an increase of taxation on the very necessaries of life of more 
than $41,000,000, offset by a beggarly decrease on other articles of only 
three-quarters of a million dollars, which is in answer to the demand 
of the people, and in fulfillment of the promise of tho politicians to 
reduce their taxes and cheapen the cost of living ! 

Now, let us see where they attempt to make a real reduction, and 
turn, to the free-list which they have given us. It must be borne in 
mind that many of our imports are of such articles as either can not be 
grown or produced or are not grown or produced in our own country. 
Of course, then, all the duty which is paid upon them is pure revenue 
and goes into the Treasury for the common benefit. They compete 
witb no similar articles of our production, and therefore can not en- 
hance the price of anything made at home. Naturally, therefore, they 
should be the first objects upon which to assess revenue, especially 
when, as they mostly are, they happen to be articles of luxury or taste. 
but the policy of protection forbids their taxation and insists that the 


revenues shall be levied upon that class of articles from abroad which 


compete with our own, in order that the tax levied upon them may en- 
able the home manufacturer to put up his pricesin proportion. In the 
great majority of instances the home supply of such articles is far in 
excess of the imported. It will average at least 5 to 1 in all classes ot 
goods of chief importance in daily use. This being so, it follows that 
when a tax of $1 is paid on the foreign article which goes into the 
Treasury a tax is at the same time paid of $5 on the domestic article 
consumed which goes into the pockets of the manufacturers. 

This fully accounts for the reluctance of the protected class to permit 
anybody to interfere with the tariff but themselves, and explains why 
unnecessary taxation has been continued so long, as well as the fraud- 
ulent character of all the tariff bills of modern times bearing the false 
and lying title of ‘‘a bill to reduce revenue and equalize duties.’’ Be- 
ing more directly interested in taxation than the Government itself, 
in the proportion of five to one, they naturally prefer that the Govern- 
ment should lose its revenue than that their own should be dimin- 
ished in the slightest degree. And wherever they have been forced by 
popular demand to make some reduction they have endeavored in every 
instance, as in this bill, to place that reduction as near as possible upon 
those articles which yield revenue to the Government, and retain and 
increase the taxation upon those articles which yield revenue to them- 
selves, The free-list which they give us in this bill will illustrate and 
confirm this. It amounts toa total of $60,599,343, consisting of ar- 
ticles which under the present law pay a duty of that much and now 
transferred to the free-list, as follows: 

Sugar and molasses 





é ceghinebawh plabbdpussieaice dUcblale mpnaitinubennvctussebaitnanebinns $55, 758, 220 
EN WENN, HONG, Cb ccrcinn vetcmiardacasadaanes 2, 000, 000 
Dates, Zante currants, ete 393, 407 
Braids, plaita, laces, etc., for bonnets 638, 993 
Feathers and downs... 182, 253 
Opium ae 472, 936 
Se EEIIIIID sss crntnninenpaneninesepsannntbinissin amen 295, 236 
Paintings and statuary..,. 857, 921 
Suadry minor articles..................ssesseccecseees 400, 357 


And this is the | 


| 


| 


Of this list, in which we have surrendered more than $60,000,000 ot 
duty, sugar alone is slightly competitive with any domestic product. 
| We produce at home only about one-tenth of the sugar that we con- 
sume, therefore the sugar duty is nine-tenths pure revenue and only 
| one-tenth protection. When we pay $1 duty for sugar 90 cents go 
into the Treasury and 10 cents to the Louisiana planter. Therefore, 
as the sugar duties protect nobody but a Southern planter it is selected 
for abolishment. The remainder of thelist yields pure revenue. The 
interest in the duties upon them belongs entirely to the Treasury, 
and therefore they are given up. Textile grasses, yielding $2,000,000 
of duty, are indeed articles of utility to manufacturers; but being alto- 
gether of foreign growth nobody is interested in the duty upon them 
but the Government, and as the manufacturers will benefit by the re- 
moval of the duty it is cheerfully removed. Currants and dates, feath- 
ers, downs, braids, plaits, laces, paintings, statuary, and works of art 
tell their own tale. They are articles of advanced luxury; and the 
idea of relieving them from any tax whatsoever, and increasing it upon 
the wool hat of the plow-boy and the blanket of the widow, and the rib- 
bon of her little daughter, would strike any well-constituted mind and 
heart with a sense of shame and outrage. 
But when it is seen thata large item on the free-list consists of rough- 
bored shotgun barrels for the benefit of the manufacturers of shotguns, 
for whom the duty on the finished article is increased by the same bill 
from 35 to more than 115 per cent., the one outrage obliterates the 
sense of the other, even as one wad in a popgun drives out another. 
| That is one of the changes for which the Finance Committee have given 
us no reason, in compliance with the Senate’s resolution. Captain Cut- 
tle told Mr. Toots that the reason why he could not see Sol Gills was 
‘because he was inwisible.’’ Perhaps that is the reason why the com- 
mittee did not show cause for this astounding free-list. The evidence 
is overwhelming that this bill, more precisely perhaps than any of its 
predecessors, has been framed in strict compliance with the wishes or, 
as it is now put, with the ‘‘demands’”’ of the manufacturers. 
Look at the moral aspect of the question. 
The Government needs, we will say, $100,000,000 for public pur- 
poses and the people tell us their Representatives ‘‘ levy these taxes upon 
us and we will pay them.’’ Instead of doing that and stopping, we 
levy six hundred millions, one-sixth of which goes tothe Treasury and 
five-sixths to private parties. This is done by an abuse of power which 
in law would be called sharp practice, and by an abuse of confidence 
| which in private transactions would be called fraud. There is not an 
association of business men in civilization that would submit to it for 
a moment; there is not a court in christendom that would enforce it. 
It is neither decent nor honest, just nor humane. 
I can conceive of nothing more illegal, more undemocratic, nothing 
more defiant of the principles of free government, more outrageous to 
the ordinary sense of justice and humanity, more humiliating to the 
honest pride of statesmanship, than that which this spectacle presents, 
Grave and reverend Senators sitting around a table piled up with books 
and papers pertaining to the affairs of a great Government and a great 
people, going through the form of executing the great trusts which 
have been confided to them by the Constitution of their country, by 
the establishment of its financial policy, and the devising of the sys- 
tem or scheme by which its enormous wealth shall be made most 
| equally and justly to contribute to the support of the Government. 
Ostensibly they are supposed to search with diligence for those subjects 
of taxation which can best bear its burdens, and to endeavor with sin- 
cerity to so distribute those burdens as to bear heaviest on the strong, 
and lightest upon the weak, in obedience to the divine statesmanship 
which says that of him to whom much is given much shall be required, 
and of him to whom little has been given little shall be required. 
It is fondly supposed by those who believe that the noble theories 
of our Government concerning the equality of our people are in very 
truth the daily guides of our legislators here; that they are anxiously 
and with impartial minds, as they sit around that table, bringing to 
bear all of their genius, experience, and research for the purpose of so 
fixing and distributing public taxation as that it shall most redound 
to the public welfare, and that the greatest good for the greatest num- 
ber is the object which they have everin view. 
Alas, alas, how different is the cold truth. Thatcouncil chamber is 
filled with a clamorous crowd, with papers each one in his hands con- 
taining his ‘‘demands.’’ One by one they are heard to utter these de- 
mands. They are invariably demands for the levying of taxes, taxes, 

more taxes, to increase the price of their own products. They travel, 

every one, in the same unvarying groove. The statement begins with 
| a detail of the amount of capital which they haveinvested. They tell 
| the committee the amount of their product, the number of hands they 
| employ, and the amount they pay them. Proceeding with their har- 
rowing story, they tell how impudent foreigners actually compete 
with them in the sale of their products, and often undersell them by 
villainy and false swearing in the valuation of their product, and by 
means also of the pauper labor which these foreigners employ. By 
| statements of their own they then proceed to show the committee how 
| much more they pay their workingmen than is paid to these European 
paupers by their conscienceless and Godless employers, and they close 
by an earnest appeal to the committee to increase their profits, not for 
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the sake of their own pockets, God forbid, but for the sake of the poor 
American workingman, whose guardians and trustees they are, and 
for whom alone they take all this trouble. The interest of the Gov- 
ernment or of the consumer is not even thought of, much less men- 
tioned. They put it all on the ground of the workingman, and not- 
withstanding the fact that, in many cases, they are at that moment 
enjoying the benefit of a duty which exceeds the whole cost of labor 
in the article which they produce, notwithstanding that its falsity and 
hyprocrisy has been exposed a thousand times in every conceivable 
and unanswerable way, each one after the other will rise before that 
committee and jog along through that well ridden and stereotyped lie 
with the complacency of a well fed deacon, who is at peace with all 
the world, on his way to church of a Sunday morning. 

But this is natural. They do after their kind. Their selfishness 
being invoked by this method of exercising the taxing power of the 
Government, of course it responds in the only way which could be ex- 
pected. They are not charged with the execution of the laws of their 
country under the solemnities of an oath to execute them within pre- 
scribed limits. They are only charged with the duty of making money. 
They discharge that duty. 

But the Senators who sit around that tableand who abjure their high 
functions by obeying the requirements and demands of the selfish greed 
which besets them, and who levy these taxes as those men want them 
levied, do they discharge their duties? 

In forgetting the poor, in ignoring the equality of our citizens, in 
forcing the holder of the plow to become the tributary and the slave of 
the man who makes the plow and the plow’s outfit, in compelling the 
owner of the farm to lay all his products at the door of the man who 
owns the fuctory at prices fixed by the laws of competitive trade in 
markets beyond the sea, and in turn to buy every item for the support 
of the farm at prices which the factory man has compelled United 
States Senators to fix by law in Washington City—in doing all this and 
more, do these Senators fulfill any of the high functions with which 
they are intrusted by the Constitution of their country? Do they 
even obey any of the common instincts of justice and humanity ? 
And when by a persistent course of evil legislation they gradually close 
up the sources of international wealth by destroying foreign commerce, 
inaugurating a system of national decay which is only delayed by the 
marvelous natural wealth of our country and the energy of its people, 
inflicting ruin upon the largest class of our industrial workers, do they 
even recognize the ordinary axioms of statesmanship? As a matter ot 
course these violations of the laws of political economy will avenge 
themselves in due time. The pity of it, however, is that the penalties 
fall first and heaviest upon the guiltless and not the guilty. 

Contemplate, Senators, the result of Republican policy for a quarter 
of a century, and remember that everything done within that period 
has been the work of Republican policy; for, with brief and tempo- 
rary checks, the whole power of the Government has within that time 
been under the control of that party. Within that time your mer- 
chant marine has virtually disappeared from the seas, and your carry- 
ing trade has perished under your protective and navigation laws. 

Your foreign commerce has declined and is declining, more especially 
in the sale of ouragricultural products, due to the forbidding effects of 
your protective policy. 

You degraded one-half of our money by driving silver out of circu- 
lation and have only partiaNy restored it, thereby increasing the diffi- 
culties of the debtor and lowering the prices of all things upon the sale 


of which he depended to pay his debts, which also reduced the price of 


a producing suffering, strikes, and labor disturbances all over the 
and, 

The iron industries of New England are tottering to their fall by the 
overprotection of pig-iron and coal. 

For the want of cheaper raw material, in the years 1888 and 1889 
one hundred and twenty manufacturers of woolen goods an@ dealers 
in wool went into bankruptcy, with liabilities of over $13,000,000, and 
the establishments which did not fail are to be kept going by duties 
on woolen goods which for the most part are prohibitory of foreign im- 
portations and are an unspeakable grievance to the consumers. 

In the face of an enormous duty upon foreign wool the number of 
sheep has declined for ten years and will probably disappear from the 
pastures of America under the increased duties on wool in the present bill, 

The surplus which the economy of a previous Administration pre- 
served and accumulated in the Treasury has about disappeared, and 
before another fiscal year is entered upon we will be borrowing money 
to discharge the ordinary expenditures of the Government ina time of 
peace. 

You have increased pensions until the pay-roll of our ex-soldiers ex- 
ceeds now the expense of many of the vast standing armies of Europe, 
and next year will surpass the greatest, as the following list will show: 


Cost of European armies, 1888. 










Austria-Hun $49, 116, 248 
France. 121, 061, 600 
Germany......... scocssce- eve 105, 614, 665 
Great Britain.. 90, 901, 630 
> ee 41,098, 611 
Russia.. 


25, 508, 474 


United States pensions, 1390. . 117, 000, 000 
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You have inaugurated again a system of bounties and subsidies to 
the expenditure of which there is no apparent end save in the return- 
ing sense of the Congress which may repeal them 

The largest and most influential and meritorious class of our peo- 
ple—the agricultural—are in astate of revolt under all this 1 
ment, which has caused a large portion of the agricultural lands of 
New England to be abandoned, and has covered an alarming portino 
of the most fertile Western and Sonthern farm homes with mortgages 
and indebtedness and filled their interiors with despair. 

These are some of the prominent results of your misrule. ‘‘ These 
be thy gods, O Israel.’’ hip them no 
longer. Rest assured that increased devotion, renewed sacritice upon 
their altars, will not save you. Nothing will help you but toobey the 
injunetion of the prophet, ‘‘ Repent and depart from your idols, and 
turn away your faces from all your abominations. 

Chis bill is not in the direction of repentance, but is a repetition of 
the evil. It is as vicious as human ingenuity can make it. Many of 
the bold and discerning spirits within your own ranks have pointed 
out the evils of the policy of this bill. 


Duties should be so high 


Said President Garfield in 1870 


rovern- 


If you are wise, you will wors! 


that our manufacturers can fairly compete with the foreign product, bu o 
high as to enable them to drive out the foreign artic enje 1 monopoly of the 
trade, and regulate the prices as they please 

he healthful enlargement of our trade with Europe 

Said President Arthur’s fourth message— 
Asia, and Africa should be sought by reducing tariff burdens on such the 
wares as neither we nor the other American states are fitted to prod and 
thus enabling ourselves to obtain in return a better market for our supplies of 
food, of raw materials, and of the manufactures in which we excel 


Hon. Mr. BUTTERWORTH, of Ohio, in a recent very able speect 


i1upon 
this bill, used the following language: 


I assert that in the presence of conditions which secure 


to our countrymen 
fairly the coign of vantage in the field of productive effort, a protective tariff 


has no honest mission to perform—no office to fill which can inure to the gen- 
eral benefit, though confessedly such a tariff might confer advantages upon a 
favored few Phe protective policy had its origin in 





he nec ssities of the situa- 





tion with which the fathers had to dea The newness of the country, the want 
of capital, the absence of skilled workmen, gave rise to inequalities of condi- 
tion and opportunity that placed the citizens of the: Uniteu States at a ruinous 


disadvantage in every field of productive effor 
sd te 


ff was invok« 


t except agriculture. The pro- 
tective tanrifl 


» remove these inequalities; it certainly never was 
intended to be utilized to create inequalities between our own citizens that 
would be even more disastrous than those which had existed between ourselves 


and the producers of the Old World 

Having shown that the only inequality of condition which exists be- 
tween this country and foreign nations with regard to manufacturing 
is in the matter of our higher labor, and, contending that our tariff 
duties should be high enough to equalize that, he add 


But Linsist that the moment he—the American manufacturer—goesa step be- 
yond that he bezins to exact of his countrymen contributions to make his busi- 
ness more profitable, or, in other words, he from that time exactsa bonus as 


an inducement for*him to continue in 


business Certain it is that in 

some es of protection we have by our system of adjusting the tariff enabled 

a few individuals to accumulate more money than the entire agricultural and 

working population of some States have been able to earn during the same 
period of tit 

Mr. Blaine, the protectionist par ea of this country, says of 


this bill: 


But there is nota section or a line in the entire bill that will open the market 
fora er bushel of wheat or another barrel of pork. If sugaris now placed 
on the free-list without exacting important trade concessions in return we shall 
close the door for a profitable reciprocity against ourselves. * * * Our foreign 
market for breadstuffs grows narrower. Great Britainisexerting every nerve 
to secure her bread supplies from India, and the rapid expansion of the wheat 
area in Russia gives us a powerful competitor in the markets of Europe. It 
becomes us, therefore, to use every opportunity for the extension of our market 
on both of the American continents, 

The unmistakable wisdom of what this distinguished man has here 
said forcibly illustrates the wisdom of what he left unsaid. If it be 
important to extend our trade on the American continents, it can not 
be unimportant for us to extend it to the European continent, which 
in wealth and population is of ten times greater consequence. If free 
trade with people of the Latin race be desirable and profitable, no rea- 
soning ‘upon earth can show that a little freer trade with the people of 
our own race, of Teutonic blood, is not also desirable and profitable. 

But doubtless your policy of enriching the few at the expense of the 
many will be continued. Doubtless this bill will be passed without 
material change. I can not hope that anything I may say will con- 
tribute to its defeat.. But I do earnestly hope that what I and my 
brother Senators on this side may be able to say will tend to induce you 
to reconsider and revise that arrangement of these schedules whic 
criminates against the poor; which makes the cheaper cloths and the 
low-priced cutlery of the common people pay one, two, and three times 
more duty than the higher-priced articles used by the rich. 





h dis- 


I would 
plead with you to have some consideration for those whom you have 
so long oppressed. Do not continue the high rates upon the farmers’ 
supplies of bagjring, twine, and iron goods; do not double the duty on 
the farmers’ cotton-ties and the dinner-pail of the workingman, while 
removing the duty altogether on the down in the rich man’s pillow, 
the lace and the braid in the ladies’ bonnets, the pictures and the stat- 
uary of the millionaire, and the unfinished gun-barre!s of the manu- 
facturer. 
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To apply the language of Burke when denouncing the oppressions 
heaped upon the American colonies: ‘‘I really think that for wise men 
this is not judicious; for sober men not decent; for minds tinctured 
with hamanity not mild and merciful.’? Remember the retribution 


which ever pursues great wrongs, more swiftly and certainly with us | 


than among any other race of men in this world. 

Learn a lesson from history and know that if you continue this cruel 
and unjust policy you will not long hence give birth toa revolution 
which will net only sweep you but your protection theories as well 
from the face of the earth, and with them there may be swept away 
also many other things, the loss of which conservative men every where 
wouid regret. In the redress of wrongs indignant men are not always 
nice nor 


wise; and though not in the bargain, the blood will naturally 

follow the pound of flesh. Do justice to the people, and do it now. 
Mr. VLUMBE. This bill is of such absorbing interest that I observe 
the members of the Committee on Finance have retired. However, I 


ee that th: I want to 
out the effect of the bill upon the revenue be- 


ed to its « leration by paragraphs. 


Senator from Vermont[ Mr. MORRILL] is here. 
nSkK Seve al que sL1008 at 
fore WE proce 
Irprise 


MoCPHER 


me Opse;r' 


mn it 
ON, Will the 
ations Id 
mittee will be in later. 


enator then wait until I get through 


sire to submit? The members of the com- 


Mr. PLUM |! want to propound a question now to the Senator | 
from Vermont ho I see in his seat, which if he answers at all he can | 
answer at a later period I should like to know just what the com- | 


tnittee helie 
this bill i 
Wi ‘ 


passed. I think if there ever was a time when the country 
know that, and when Congress was entitled to know 
it before enteringapon the consideration of a bill of this character, it 
is now. The committee may be supposed to know more about this 
matier than other members of the Senate; and yet I have been vouch- 
safed no information. Whether if the bill is passed we shall have a 
surplus of revenue, or whether we shall have a deficiency, does not 
wwywhere appear; and I have heard nothing, either directly or indi- 
rectly, indicating what the views of the committeeare. I for one shall 
not, if | ean help it, enter upon any discussion of the items of the bill 
until there is a disclosure of that kind on the part of the committce or 
from some one authorized to speak for it. 


titled to 


Mr, MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of 
mith ‘any extended remarks at this time upon the general subject of 
the tariff. I prefer to do that at some later period in the sessionit the 


necessity seems to arise and if opportunity shall offer. The very able, 
incisive, eloquent, and almost unanswerable speeches made by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [ Mr. VooRHEES] and the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. VANCE] seem to preclude any further necessity of any de- 
fense of the Democratic position, at least until we hear something from 
the other side of the Chamber. 

Now the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] rises ii the simplicity 
of his nature and inquires from his own committee, upon his own side 
of the Chamber, for some information upon the bill. Does not the 
honorable Senator know that for the past three or four days the news- 
papers have been full of information, and reports have been current 
here about the corridors, stating that it had become the determination 
not only of the Finance Committee of the Senate, but of the Republican 
caucus as well, not to attempt any defense of the pending bill? The 
Senator must have noticed that whenever any Senator upon this side 
of the Chamber proposes to address the Senate the seats upon that side 
become depleted in an instant. They do not want to hear anything 
about it, notwithstanding an order of thé Senate, upon a resolution 
offered by the Senator from Kansas himself, instructing the Committee 
on Finance that if any increases were made in the rates of duty they 
should be followed by a report to the Senate giving the reasons for such 
increases. Hasthat beendone? It hasnot. Are we then to understand 
that this resolution and order of the Senate has been revoked by the 
Republican caucus? That seems to me to be true. 

Mr. President, we have had no such thing asa majority report upon 
this bill, at least none has been printed, and so far as I have heard yet 


in the discussion notasingle member of the Finance Committee of the | 


Senate upon the Republican side has risen in his seat and undertaken 


to explain the bill, all of which is usually done with important bills of 


this character. But here no reason is given why these increases are 
made, Therefore, I take it that this side of the Chamber is justified 
in believing that no defense of the bill is to be attempted. No esti- 


mate has been given on which the bill can be defended, and therefore | 


it naturally follows that it can not be made law. 

Mr. President, in order to expedite the business of the session, in 
order that the Senate may have before it a bill which will more clearly 
meet the approval of this body, in order that the country may have 
a bill which will more nearly meet the wants and requirements of the 
people of the country, and, as i say, to expedite the business of the 
session, | have the honor to submit the motion which I send to the 
desk and desire to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). 
tion will be read. 

Che Chief Clerk read as follows: 

y 


The mo- 


i, That the pending bill (H. R. 9416) be recommitted to the Committee 


I observe with | 


e the effect upon the revenues of the country will be if | 


| on Finance, with instructions to report at the earliest practicable momenta 
bill to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports in which the avers 
age ad valorem rate of duty on all dutiable articles shall not exceed the aver- 
| age ad valorem war-tariff rate of 1864. 


Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I do not know but that I would 
be willing to suspend my remarks now in order to enable our friends 
on the other side of the Chamber to vote upon this resolution at once, 
but a few observations may, perhaps, as well be made now. 

Mr. President, in making this motion I am not prompted by any de- 
| sire to delay unnecessarily the action of the Senate upon the pending 
| bill. I am prompted by higher and better motives. I ask for the 
adoption of this motion as an act of justice to a great majority of the 
people of this country who will be compelled perforce to purchase com- 
modities from the beneficiaries under this bill at prices arbitrarily fixed 
by the beneficiaries themselves, and into which the element of compe- 
tition will never enter. 

I ask it in the name of the consumers of products, in the name of the 
farmer, the wage-earner of every trade and calling, from whose pockets 
will be drawn the bounty the pending bill proposes with so lavish a 
hand to bestow upon the favored manufacturer, I ask in the name of 
common justice and honesty, shall this great body of people receive no 
protection at your hands? Instead of the justice and equity they are 
entitled to receive at the hands of their representatives here, must they 
have forced upon them a national revenue measure framed, not on con- 
| siderations of the general welfare, but solely upon the plan of reward- 
ing out of the pockets of the entire people a comparatively small class 
that paid to put the dominant party in power? 





WAR TARIPF TAXES. 

The war tariff taxes to which my resolution refers were the tariff 
rates of 1864, 

Mr. ALDRICH. DoI understand the Senator to say that he is in 
favor of going back to the provisions of 1864? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. TheSenator asks if I am in favor of going back 
to the rates of 1864. I say I am in favor of going back to rates which 
shall not exceed, as my resolution states, the average ad valorem rates 
of duty as reported by the Bureau of Statistics to have been the rate 
in the year 1864. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the particular rate? 
to be a little more explicit. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I speak of the average ad valorem rate, as the 
Senator speaks of the average ad valorem rate in his bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not spoken about it, and I do not intend 
to do so. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The average ad valorem rate on all dutiable 
goods imported in 1864 was 36.69 per cent. This was the highest rate 
of duty imposed in any year upon imported merchandise during the 
four yearsof war. The average rate of duty proposed in the pending 
bill is 52, or 42 per cent. higher than the war tariff rates of 1864. 

It will be remembered that in 1864 the Government were spending 
daily millions of dollars above receipts from all sources. When the 
bill of 1864 was passed it was a gigantic stride upward in rates of duty, 
and it was alleged by the high-tariff advocates of that day that the law 
was needed solely to augment the revenues. 

The honorable Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MORRILL], then in charge 
of the bill, rose in his place in the House and urged the passage of the 
bill as a war measure. It was, he said, not asked in behalf of more 
protection, for the industries of the country had all the protection they 
needed. It was then a war measure, for war purposes, and which was 
entitled to no place upon the statute-books under a peace establish- 
ment. In 1864 the war virtually ended, and from that day to this 
every revision of the tariff has been upon a rapidly ascending scale of 
duties, and now we are told after one hundred years of protection and 
twenty-six years of extreme protection that we can not protect the home 
market *#ithout increasing duties 42 per cent. above the war rate. 

Since 1864 the industries have had the benefit of duties violently 
protective. They have grown from puling infants to strong and sturdy 
manhood, and they are to-day the richest, the most aggressive, the most 
| audacious, and the most dangerous element in our republican govern- 
| ment. Emboldened by past successes they no longer stand in the atti- 
| tude of suppliants outside Congressional committee-rooms, but they 
boldly enter and demand as a right, a right they have earned, to make 
their own rates of duty, and dictate how it shall be imposed, whether 
specific, ad valorem, or compound; and asubservient committee has not 
the courage and manhood to resist their demands. 

In the past thirty years this country had suffered in loss of life, in 
| production, industry, and through excessive taxation more than any 
| people ever suffered; and now, with an overflowing Treasury, it is pro- 
| posed to decrease the revenues by increasing the taxes upon the people. 
| It is proposed to prohibit importations by erecting a barrier against 

foreign goods higher and stronger than was ever before attempted by 
any civilized nation upon the earth. 
| But this is notall. The Senate passed at this session another tariff 
| bill, known as the customs administrative bill. From the best in- 
formation obtainable, which is the judgment of honest, intelligent im- 
| porters, the operation of the administrative bill will be equivalent to 
adding 15 per cent. to the value on very many dutiable goods. Every 
change in that bill from existing methods was a change in the direc- 
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| 
tion of obstructing importations, and to that extent protecting domestic | 
manufacturers. Its purpose was to prevent undervaluations, which it 
proceeded to do by anarbitrary process. It increased the penalties in 
cases of alleged undervaluation. It restored the duty to cartons and 
coverings in which the goods were shipped, now free. It struck out 
all allowances for damages. It gave the appraisers power in their dis- 
cretion to add 8 per cent. to the dutiable value of the goods when not 
satisfied with the invoice value. Asa majority of the appraisers will 
be of the same political party as are the makers of the law, they must | 
not be expected to do less for those in whose interest the law was made. 
From the decision of these appraisers there is no appeal, and the he 
publican party with these two bills upon the statute-books will be 
able to give to those manufacturers who will aid their political schemes 
all the bounty they may say they need. The increase in protection 
over the war tariff of 1364 given in these two bills to the American 
manufacturer makes of itself a rate of duty higher than is imposed by 
any European country. 


I called attention to the peculiar and arbitrary character of the ad- 
ministrative bill when it was before the Senate, and gave notice that 
Ishould demand, when the tariff bill proper should come before us, 
such a reduction in rates of duties as would equalize at least the pro- 
tection the administrative bill afforded. Assuming that the majority 
upon the Committee of Finance, who are alone responsible for this bill, 
are satisfied that they have eliminated all the inequalities alleged to 
exist in the present tariff, the time and labor necessary to conform this 
bill to the instructions expressed in my motion will be very little. If 
there is any Senator on that side the Chamber who believes, as I do, 
that the war tariff of 1864, with at least 10 per cent. added by the 
administrative bill, now a law, is tax enough to be imposed upon sixty- 
five millions of people for the benetit of a few thousand, he will vote 
for my motion. 

Who is benefited? 

It can not be the consumer of the goods, for he is obliged to pay 
the foreign cost plus the duty on all imported goods and a correspond- 
ing tax upon all like goods of domestic manufacture. As you reach 
the prohibitive point (and the pending bill does reach it in many ar- 
ticles) the tax is increased; and as combination is more profitable than 
competition a trust is formed and the consumer is left a helpless vic- 
tim to the rapacity of the trust. The consumer has paid these unjust, 
arbitrary taxes for years under the hope and with the promise that in 
the immediate future the rapid increase in home industry would so 
lessen prices of commodities that he would be repaid for all he had 
suffered in the past, and who now wakes up from his long dream only 
to find that the political party to which he had allied himself and 
whose candidates and policy he had supported was a party of violated 
promises and broken pledges. 

It would be as reasonable toexpect the farmer who had assisted the 
construction of arailroad through a new and undeveloped country, by 
agreeing to pay exorbitant rates for freight until the road could earn 
its way, to continue to pay the same rates after the capital was doubled | 
and large dividends earned upon the doubled stock. It is my firm 
conviction, strengthened as it is by the recent mutterings of disapproval 
and alarm which rush in upon us from both press and people of all | 
sections, and every section, that if it could have been foreseen the 
promised revision of the tariff meant the McKinley bill or the Senate 
amendment, Grover Cleveland would now be President of the United 
States and the Democratic party in a majority in both Houses of the 
Federal Congress. 

The farmer is not benefited, for he is compelled to sell the product 
of his labor in the openest and freest market of the world against the 
world’s competition, while he is obliged to pay from 50 to 150 per cent. 
bounty to the favored manufacturer, upon his clothing, his household 
goods, and all the tools of his husbandry. The products of the farm 
(if prosperous) being largely in excess of home demand, the prices for 
it must be measured by foreigndemand. The price the farmer receives | 
for his surplus wheat which must find a market in other countries de- 
termines the price he will receive for what he sells at home. He sees | 
fleets of vessels sailing from our great seaports laden with his wheat, 
his corn, and cattle, seeking a market where the people consume more | 
than they grow. 

There he meets the rivalry of other great producing and exporting 
countries who are anxious to barter their food products for something 
the purchaser has tosell. England, Germany, France, and Belgium are 
his principal customers, all great manufacturing nations, whose goods 
he can not take in exchange for his products because that great polit- 
ical party he voted into power has erected a barrier against all foreign 
importations. Therefore he meets in rivalry the products of other na- 
tions in no fair competition. The American farmer is not only com- 
pelled to pay the tax at home which this protective tariff enforces, but 
it tends to lessen the prices he obtains for his farm products abroad. 

Enjoying a long season of prosperity, possessing a country almost 
Unlimited in area and in the power of production, the farmer had 
learned to believe this to be the granary of the world, and all who were 
hungry must comeand buyof him. That this isadelusion the farmer is 
now beginning tolearn. Take, if you please, asan example, the pro- 
duction of wheat, and we find that other nations are rapidly becomin 


| 
| 
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great wheat producing and exporting tries. In the past sixt 
years, comparing 1873 with 1889, t ed States have increased in 
wheat production 74 per cent.; Ku iS per cent.; Hungary, 2735 
per cent.; Austria, 68 per cent.; India, 71 per nt. », 66 per 
cent.; Australia, 88 per cent.; Argent l pez 

All the countries I have named are wheat porting countrie ind 
as the lands bear no rental, and are almost ustibl } 

| the production of wheat may be infinitely ised. W 1 we reflect 
that the population of the whole world (o \ ( und Afi 

| from 1870 to 1888 had onlyincreased 27 per cent dt itions who 
consume our wheat, owing to emigration and oth causes ive I 
increased in population at all, the prospect of the Ar can W 
grower who shouts for high protection and votes t \ 

ms gloomy indeed rhe low price of wheat b rht t t 
16,000,000 1 ishels in 1889; iwainst 1 ) ) ~ 
true of wheat is also trne of the meat prod 

Mr. STEWART Will the Senator a 

Mr. McPHERSON. O 

Mr. STEWART. I ) iS 

n the effect of the \ 

Ir. ¢ 
< Ag ral S 
ris n the es 1 i ‘ 3 i 
c s r, W ‘ is 
I Amer 

I have been preaching that doctrine a long t dit t) 
the silver bill has more to do with the pr of wheat tha t 

Mr. MCPHERSON. As you inere t f ter 
of course it will make rupees more cost sured ¢ 1 
Indian wheat. 

Mr. President, I was saying that the sar tle tha lied t 
applied also to cattle which the occupation of new and rt is 
covering a large area had greatly increased. Cattle had i: ed dur- 
ing the same period 147 per cent e, 1 

Impoverished by the failure to market 3 wheat the ned 
his attention to the growth of corn and ot eals and « erted the 
same into meat produ¢ ( 1 had wu d in luction in asingle 
vear from 1887 to 1888, 45 per cent., and although t value of 
corn, cattle, and swine has been increased by t essening of the rates 
of transportation to reach the consumer by 50 per cent. since 1873, 
corn is used in Kansas for fuel, and cattle will scarcely bear the cost 
of transportation to England notwithstanding new and improved ap 


pliances have made it possible to deliver the meat fresh in t 
market without injury in quality or diminution in weight 
And.why is this ? pol his country 
as found in the pending tariff bill is one of hostility to the trade of the 
Ww rid. Such t law will be ade iration of war 


inst the pro lucers 
and merchants of all foreign countries. The farmer can not live with- 


he London 


Because the commercial! policy of tl 


| out the enormous export trade in breadstuffs, meats, and other prod- 


ucts which they carry on with the rest of the world. ‘‘The home 
market,’’ about which the farmer has heard so much, is nothing but 
a campaign cry; a condition he will never realize except in seasons 
of short crops or by reason of abandoned acreage he has no surplus for 
export. If Europeshould retaliate the farmer would quickly realize that 
this is not the only country which can adopt the p 

France had treated our American hog like a strayer and Germany had 
given it warning to depart, while England’s obstructis 


i 






r of exclusion. 


ve inspection 
policy in respect of our cattle operates asa heavy tax upon the pro- 
ducer. The nations of Europe who buy our agricultural products re- 
sent our protective policy, and since the passage of the McKinley bill 


ie in 
inded as to the 
course best to be pursued in view of the fact that our commercial pol- 


The ingenuity of man has never been able to devisea plan by which 


surplus could 
be enhanced to the producer by the imposition of atariff. It is true 


| that the farmer has been deluded to believe that the tariff levied upon 


foreign agricultural products is of some benefit to him: but he is now 
beginning to learn that if the rate of duty upon wheat, corn ,b 
ley, and meat products were $1 per pound instead of the rate mn 
fixed it would not increase by a single farthing the 1 


f in p! v1 
uct raised in excess of home demand, and the price of which is fixed 
by foreign demand. Therefore, the American farmer must ne¢ meet 
in competition with his labor the labor of the India vho fares 
sumptuously on 10 cents per d while growing wheat on Government 
land the rental of which is only what he can atford to pay. 

We hear much of the need of protective taritis to protect our ma 

factures against the pauper laboro! ku > buts 1 word for the p 

| tection of the farmer against the barbarian of Asia. Moreover, t 

manufacturer is protected by a Government tax exacted upon t 
eign manufacturer, which enabies the home manufacturer to le 
tax upon consumers o! thed tic product, wherea t 

are sent abroad they are sold in foreign mar ] I 
they charge at home. The farmer can buy a sewing-1 4 


wile, or any agricultural implement of Am: in manufacture, in 
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blocks of five’’ “‘to protect the purity of the ballot,’’ that they are 
forthcoming from our mines and our factories to take their place in the 


There is scarcely an article manufactured in this country that, if the 
tax were removed from the materials of which it is made, can not be 


‘ ve yO + . ‘ {MDW AT 
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most any cou in Europe 20 per cent. lower than they charge for 
the same thing at home, 

Actually increasing the cost of his clothing, blankets, and imple- | line? 
ments, the pending bill proceeds to pull the wool over the eyes of the | 
farmer and to pretend to take him under the wing of protection. The 
duty on articles under the head of farm products is raised to the pro- 


hibitory line, and the framers of this bill calculate that the farmers will 
net consider the fact that the articles so protected are export not im- 
port products. 

The English farmer and the American manufacturer can be protected 
if deemed best, because both meet competitors at home. The Ameri- 
can farmer and the English manufacturer can not be protected whether 
deemed best or not, for both meet competition abroad, 


LABOR, 


In.every campaign we hear the loarse cry of the Republican orator 
proclaiming in thunder tones that the Republican party were in favor 
of high tariffs solely for the protection of American labor; that the 
Democratic party was a free-trade party, and therefore the enemy of 
American labor. When President Cleveland’s tariff message was sub- 
mitted to Congress the answering cry was cabled from Paris, call it 
free trade, and free trade it was called. When the Mills bill was re- 
ported to the House the child was christened even before it was born, 
and it, too, was called free trade, notwithstanding the Mills bill was 
the best protective measure that was ever offered to the American people 
and the effect of that bill if passed into a law would to be open a bun- 
dred factories where it would close up one. The Mills bill was protec- 
tion administered in a way opposite to that here proposed. That bill 
proposed the highest rate of duty on articles of luxury which only the 
rich could buy, and the lowest rate on articles of necessity which the 
poor must have. 

It gave to the factory free of tax the materials from which the prod- 
ucts were made, thus cheapening and thereby increasing home demand 
for the goods, and enabling the producer to compete in foreign markets 
where five hundred millions of consumers stand ready to buy of us. 
This was the theory of the Mills bill, and it is to-day and will always 
remain the theory of the Democratic party as well. Yet it was called 
free trade; and in 1888, with this rallying cry, this false and danger- 
ous issue, the Republican party first alarmed labor, then voted it, thus, 
by intimidation, converting an American citizen into a mere voting 
chattel. But this is not all. By the free use of immense sums of 
money, corruptly raised and corruptly used by the beneticiaries under 
the pending bill, chief among whom was a very pious citizen of the 
State of Pennsylvania, as he said, ‘‘to protect the purity of the bal- 
lot,’’ and who has since been rewarded with a seat in the Cabinet as the 
price of his villainy, the public voice was stayed, truth crushed to earth, 
and the country disgraced. If the picture is black it is because the 
facts are black. 

\lthough we are told the tax is levied upon foreign importations to 
protect American labor, yet labor on the farm, in mines, or the factory 
knows not the meaning of the word ‘‘ protection’’ until it comes to buy 
commodities. The alleged protection for the benefit of labor, labor 
never gets. When has an increase in protection to the factory ever 
been followed by voluntary increase of wages to labor, and when did 
labor ever get an increase that was not wrested from the employer 
through the agency of the Knights of Labor or some other kindred labor 
organization ? 

A practical illustration of this is found in factories of my own State. 
In the revision of the tariff in 1883, through a mistake in the compu- 
tation changing the ad valorem to a specific duty we unintentionally 
nearly doubled the duty on certain kinds of glassware, 

The owners of the factory did not ask for an increase of duty, but 
that the then measure of protection be made certain by aspecific duty. 
This concession by Congress was followed by a lockout because the 
labor in whose behalf it was claimed would not consent to a 10 per 
cent. reduction in wages, and foreign labor was imported to do the 
work at a still lower wage-rate. 

The effect of prohibitory rates of duty such as this bill proposes will 
be to stimulate production, It is estimated that in the production of 
coal and in most all the textile fabrics running on full time our capacity 
to produce in six months is equal to twelve months’ consumption. 

When prices fall labor is always the first to suffer, and because of 
lowering prices labor is often compelled to take the whole risk of con- 
tinued production by a lowering of wages or the factory will close. It 
therefore follows that labor will eventually be compelled to work on 
half-pay or half-time or both, and his average yearly wages will not 
be greater than the wages of the pauper labor of Europe, against whom 
he was promised protection. And what of the factory itself? With 
warehouses filled with goods which overproduction had created, com- 
binations will be formed to limit the output from the factory, fix the 
price at which the goods will be sold to the public, and at the same 
time fix the wages that labor will receive. In this way the laborer 
becomes the slave of the man whoemployes him. The man who gives 
me employment, which I must have or suffer, that man is my master, 
let me call him what I may. Is it any wonder, then, that when wife 
and children are starving, and men are wanted either singly or ‘‘in 


sold here in competition with products made abroad with half the duty 
| this bill imposes. 

| There is no way in which a mannfacturer can recoup himself for the 
tax upon his raw material without charging the tax upon the consumer. 
There is no country in the world where labor in factories, when meas- 
ured by the product of labor, is cheaperthan it is here. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

M:. McPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. A momentago the Senator spoke about the starving 
laborer up in the North being led to the polls. I want to ask him if it 
is a fact that there are such places to be found in the North where 
manufactories exist and where these men work, who, for the want of the 
opportunity of labor 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is impossible to hear the Senator on this side. 
I have no doubt his question is an interesting one, and I should like to 
hear it. 
Mr. GEORGE. It will be in the Recorp. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Mississippi will please 
face the Reporter, so that he can be heard. 
Mr. GEORGE. Very well. The Senator from New Jersey alluded 
afew moments ago to starving laborers being driven or led to the polls. 
| I wanted to ask if in the North where these protected maaufactories 
exist and where protected mines were worked it was indeed a fact that 
there were any laborers at all who were unemployed and who did not 
receive full wages. I thought possibly when the Senator spoke of 
starving laborers he might have forgotten that this protective system 
was built up wholly for the benefit of laborers, and that in the fervor 
of his argument he might have alluded to a fact which possibly could 
not have existed. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator had followed what I tried to 
say he would have known exactly the direction I wastaking. I claim 
that the protection which is given by the Republican party under the 
plea of protection to American labor, that labor never gets. The factory 
yets it. 

Mr. GEORGE, Is that the fact? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. ‘That is the fact, and you take this tariff list 
which bears, so say the committee, an average ad valorem rate of.duty 
of 52 per cent. and divide that by two, leaving it at 26 per cent., and 
it will more than pay the labor cost in every article upon the whole 
list; and assuming, if you please, that foreign labor gets one-half what 
American labor gets, then one-half of 26 per cent., or 13 per cent., will 
exactly measure the difference between the labor costin the manufacture 
of goods at home and abroad. 

Who, then, gets the benefit of the tariffat 52 per cent., which requires 
not one-quarter of that amount to measure the difference in labor cost 
between the cost here and abroad? Then the factory is left with 40 
per cent. or the lion’s share of it, and labor with only 13 per cent. 
That is the idea I want to convey, and nobody knows it better than 
some of the gentlemen on that Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me again ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON., Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator mean to be understood now that 
this plea of a high protective tariff for the benefit of American labor, 
which we have heard here so often, is a mere sham and a frand? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will best illustrate it and explain it to the 
Senator by a single illustration. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I will take, if you please, one question ata 
time. I will listen tothe Senator from Rhode Island the moment the 
Senator from Mississippi is through with me. 

Take the first schedule in the bill, known as the ‘‘ chemical sched- 
ule.’’ It bears a rate of duty ofabout 38 per cent. Take the report 
of the census of 1880, take the report of the Bureau of Statistics of 
1885; take the report of the Labor Commissioner for the State of New 
Jersey for 1888; take the report of the Labor Commissioner of the State 
of Massachusetts for the same year, and all the labor cost involved in 
that schedule which carries a rate of duty of 38 per cent. is less than 
10 percent. Is that an answer? 
| 





Mr. GEORGE. It is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from New Jersey yield to me? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to ask the Senator from Mississippi a ques- 
tion, if the Senator from New Jersey will permit me. 

Mr. McPHERSON, I would prefer that the Senator should do that 
when I get through. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is merely a question. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator from Mississippi whether he con- 
siders the Senator from New Jersey a good authority upon what the 
effect of a protective tariff is, and how long he has considered him good 
authority? It is not a great while ago that the Senator from New 








1890. 





Jersey was quoted upon our side of the question. I think he is past re- 


instating himself with his friends on the other side { 
Mr. GEORGE. Do you want an answer to the question ? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have it answered. | 


| 


Mr. GEORGE. Iam an humble and ignorant man about the intri- 
cacies of the tariff, and I was merely inquiring for information. I do 
not set myself up at all as a doctor in matters of this sort. I can not 
answer except in this way: I believe I will venture to say that I do be- 
lieve honestly down in the bottom of my heart that the plea of the pro- | 
tectionist for a high protective tariff for the benefit of the American 
laborer is a sham and a fraud. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wanted to get the idea of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi as to the orthodoxy of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON., I think you can dothat perhaps at some other 
time. I will answer the Senator from Rhode Island on my own ac- 
count and I think I can give him a better answer than the Senator 
from Mississippi would be able to do. I wish to say that the Senator | 
from New Jersey is this kind of a protectionist: God forbid that Ameri- | 
can labor shall be forced to work on a par with the pauper labor of any | 
country. I am perfectly willing to vote, and have always voted and | 
always shall vote, to give ample protection to American labor, but 
when the Republican orator runs around this country proclaiming in | 
thunder tones that a tariff rate of 52 per cent. is needed to protect 
American labor I can not consent, when to my certain knowledge | 
when you come to measure the product of American labor with the | 
product of labor abroad you will find it to be the cheapest labor in | 
the world. I complain of tariffsraised on the plea of protecting Ameri- 
can labor which labor never gets. 

Take, if you please, the boot and shoe industry in the State of Massa- 
chusetts. Boots and shoesare being made there to-day that represent 
less labor cost than they can be produced for in labor cost by any other 
country in the world. 

I repeat that the American laborer is the best laborer in the world. | 
] had a talk a few days ago with an Englishman, a very prominent 
gentleman, who came here to purchase our tactories in anticipation of 
the passage of the McKinley bill. He said he wanted to invest Eng- 
lish capital in American factories. He had looked all over the coun- 
try, he had traveled around it, and he had consulted with the owners | 
of factories, and he said that while he found that in every case the 
price asked for the plant was from three to five times greater than 
what it would cost to duplicate it, he found that the profits of the fac- 
tory justified the purchase even at these extreme rates. When you | 
find factory stock in the Senator from Rhode Island’s own State sell- | 
ing at $2,C50 a share upon the par value of $100, paying as it does 20 
per cent. upon that increased value, then it is time to inquire 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator be kind enough to tell me what 
company that is? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will tell you. I will bring the evidence to- 
morrow; I have not the papers with me now. But I want tosay tothe 
Senator that there is no statement I make here that I will not bring the | 
evidence to sustain, and I will bring it to him to-morrow, if he desires. | 
I have a list of no less than four or five factories, some of them in the | 
Senator’s own State and some in the State of Massachnsetts, that are | 
selling all the way from $2,000 ashare, at a par value of $100, down to | 


j 
"7 
| 
| 








the lowest one that I have copied from the list, which was $600 a share, | 

It is the sum of wages and not the rate which constitutes the true 
money standard of cost of labor, to wit: In proportion ascapital through 
machinery becomes more effective, the relative number of laborers is 
decreased in proportion to product; the rate of wages is increased, and 
the sum of wages is reduced; that is, lower cost is compassed by way | 
of higher wages. : : 

To illustrate, there were 13,000 more persons—I speak in round | 
numbers—employed in the boot and shoe industry in Massachusetts | 
in 1855 than were employed in 1885, while the value of the goods made | 
in 1855 was $37,000,000 compared with $114,000,0U0 in 1835, and the 
weekly earnings of the persons employed was greatly increased. 

Mr. GEORGE, The wages were increased, not decreased. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. When you undertake py meansof | 
machinery and hy the deftness of American labor tocompare that kind 
of labor with this English labor, this English gentleman said to me, 
why, there is no comparison at all. You can never tell the difference | 
between an American workman and an English workman until you 
transpose the Englishman toan American factory. Why, said he, with 
the Englishman it is the fault of nature as well as the fault of educa- | 
tion. One is vicious, stubborn, and generally dissipated, and the Amer- | 
ican hand is usually a man of good character, intelligent, industrious, 
deft with his handiwork, and by the use of machinery is able to pro- 
duce nearly double what the Englishman will produce. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand the Senator to say that from his in- 
vestigation the cost in labor per unit of value is less in the United 
States than it is in England. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let me qualify the statement by making 
another statement which will be in part an answer to the Senator’s 
question, When you find that the labor-cost of a case of 100 pairs of 
shoes manufactured in a Massachusetts factory is less to make than a 








case of 100 pairs of like shoes will cost in any of the shoe-manufactur- 
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ing districts of Europe, it is evident, t] to that industry at least, 


that labor in the United States, when judged by the product of labor, 
is cheaper than labor abroad. 

Now let us take the carpet industry in the State of Pennsylvania: 

| We are making carpets in that State at a cost scarcely 5 per cent. 

higher in labor-cost than they cost abroad; we are making the article 

| of clothing known as diagonal goods or worsted goods in the State of 


Pennsylvania and the State of Rhode Island almost as ¢ 
the labor-cost is concerned, as they are made abroad 

I repeat that this tariff is not made for the tion of American 
labor. If it is, labor never gets it. Where in all the history of the 
world, among all the revisions of the tariff which have taken place in 
this country, every one of which since 1826 has been upon a constantly 
ascending scale, has labor ever received from the tactory owner a 
voluntary increase in the wages of labor? Notonce. Labor never re- 
ceives anything that is not wrested from the employer by the Knights 
of Labor or by some kindred labor organization. 

A good illustration was found in the factories in my own State. In 
1853 we unintentionally nearly doubled the rate of duty on certain 
articles of glassware by changing the duty from an ad valorem toa 
specific rate. The manufacturer did not ask for an increase in the 
rate of duty, but he asked that it might be made certain by making 
it specific. t was done. No sooner had Congress adjourned than it 
was followed by a lockout, and labor in that factory was either obliged 
to take 10 per cent. less in wages or the factory would close. The 
factory did close, and in the course of time foreign labor was imported 
to take the place of American labor at a much less wage-rate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understood the Senator to say that the rates of 


heap, as far 


protes 


; duty proposed by the McKinley bill, and also the Senate bill, are 


higher than the rates of duty imposed in 1864, 
Mr. MCPHERSON. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. McPHERSON., 


4 


That they are higher than the rates of 1864? 
Yes, sir. 


The Bureau of Statistics reports that the aver- 


| age ad valorem rate of duty on all imported merchandise upon which 


duty was collected in 1864 was 36.69 per cent. 
has charge of the bill that the 
52 per cent. on the average. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Now, will it interfere with the Senator if I should 


I am told by the Sen- 


rate of duty imposed by it is 


| show him that he is mistaken in regard to these figures, and show him 


by the very document to which he refers, and also call his attention to 
the fact that while the rate of duty on dutiable articles is a little less 
than 52 per cent. under the Senate bill, yet on the whole list of arti- 
cles taken together the rate of duty is only about 27 per cent., and is 
now less than it was at any of the periods mentioned ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. You mean the rate upon all articles, taking in 


the free-list. 
Mr. SHERMAN. As a matter of course. We have added enor- 
| mously to the free-list; so that under laws of the United States 


the 
there will be imported under this bill, if it 
as many goods in value free of duty 


hould become a law, nearly 
3 the whole dutiable articles im- 
Consequently, when you say that the rate of duty on the 
dutiable articles is 52 per cent., you must remember that nearly 50 
per cent., or one-half of our importations, are entirely free of duty, 


| while under the act of 1864 there was only 15, 16, 17, or 18 per cent. 


of the articles free of duty. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understand the Senator’s proposition, and I 
shall be perfectly satisfied, for one, if the Senate will take this bill and 
reduce the rate of duty from 52 per cent. on every article found in it 
to 36.69 per cent. That is my object and purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McPHERSON. I prefer not to yield now for so long a state- 
ment as I presume the Senator intends to make. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not intend to make a statement over five 
minutes long. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have only this to say, that in my opinion he 
would indeed be a bold man who would undertake to deny that the 
tariff bill now before us is made solely in the interest of the manu- 
facturers by assisting them in the formation of trusts and combines, 
and without the least regard to other interests involved, and if not 
wholly pleasing is certainly not without the quality of reckless cour- 
If the pending bill is what the honestly thinking Republicans of 
the country imagined they were to receive by way of revision of the 


age. 


| tariff when they voted the Republican party into power, then so be it 


Let this syndicate of corporations and millionaire manufacturers who 
seem able to control Congress in respect of economic measures now 
enact the force bill and maintain their evil power by making universal 
sufirage a mockery. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As I ent Chamber a short time ago I 
heard the Senator from New J | McPHERSON J complain that 
on this side of the Senate we were not good listeners to these tariff 
speeches. Well; I think that is a true statement, and it does seem to 
me, with all due deference, speaking for myself alone, that a gentleman 
must go a good ways to find an excuse for making a tariff speech in- 
volving the general principles of the tariff after the long debates 


ed t 


reewy 
sey 


ie 
rar. 
el if 


we 
Two years ago the tariff question was dis- 
cussed in length and in breadth, and probably every Senator who de- 
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sired to express his opinion—and nearly all did—expressed his views. 
I did at considerable length, and I certainly would not now, upon a bill 
which is substantially similar to the one of two years ago, feel it my 
duty to repeat my old speech. I do not think I could make a better 
one. ‘The result is therefore that gentlemen take the same interest in 
the discussion of the tariff question as the gentlemen who think they 
can make political capital out of a political speech at this stage of the 
game, and I for one do not propose to indulge in that business, 

Lut the Senator from New Jersey went a little farther, and when he 
spoke of the average rate of duty being higher in this bill than it was 
under previous bills which have passed, the history of which and the 
results of which we are familiar with, I was somewhat surprised, be- 
cause he is a member of the Committee on Finance and has gone over 
all the details of this bill, and he did not make the speech to us there 
that he has made here; but while he has a right to make his speech at 
the time and place he pleases, when he undertook to say that the duties 
levied by this bill or the McKinley tariff bill were higher than those 
levied at the close of the war, I thought he was mistaken. I have now 
before me the last report of the Treasury Department called ‘‘The 
Annual Report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics’’ in regard to im- 
ported merchandise entered for consumption in the United States, the 
rates of duty, and the amount of duty collected. I find here in the 
statement for 1464 the average rate of duty on dutiable articles, the 
articles subject to duty, was 36.69 per cent., while on free and dutiable 
articles as a whole it was 33 per cent., and in 1865 47.56 per cent., and 
on the general list, free and dutiable, 38.46 per cent. ; in 1866, 48.33 on 
dutiable and 41.81 on the free and dutiable, and so on, and it contin- 
ued about that rate until the change in the tariff law. 

Now, Mr. President, it is perfectly manifest on the face of the table 
before me, as the result of estimates made by the Treasury Department 
upon the effects of the pending bill, and I will now read what Senators 
will see in this handsomely bound book which has been laid on our ta- 
bles, a recapitulation of all the tables, first giving the duties levied on 
dutiable articles, and I find there that according to the House bill it is 
estimated that the equivalent duty is 52.80 per cent., and the Senate 
bill as it now stands before you, 51.97 per cent.; but it must be remem- 
bered that we took out of the dutiable list by the previous law and 
by this act goods amounting to $108,000,000 in value. 

Mr. BUTLER. Just at that point I should like to ask the Senator 
from Ohio, for information, if he can inform me or the Senate what 
proportion of these dutiable articles which are transferred to the free- 
list are produced in this country. Iunderstood the Senator to say that 
50 per cent. of the dutiable articles had been transferred to the free- 
list. I should like to ascertain from the Senator, if hecan inform me, 
what proportion of those articles is produced and manufactured in this 
country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam not prepared now to answer, because I sup- 
pose there is no distinction of that kind made, but the amount of goods 
which bave heretofore paid duty under the pre-existing tariff laws 
that are made free of duty by the provisions of the Senate bill is $108, - 
919, 907. 

Mr. HARRIS. And based on the importations of what year? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Based on the importations of last year, closing on 
the Istof July. The whole amount of imports that were free prior to 
the passage of this bill and that are free now under existing law is 
$256,574,630, and the amount of free goods added by the Senate bill is 
$108,919, 907, making $365,494,537 that will be admitted free of all 
duty; and the duties levied by this bill on goods imported, according 
to the figures of last year, will be $390,437,117. So $365,494,537 of 
imported goods are admitted free of duty, and $390, 437,117 are subject 
to duty. 

Now, the striking difference between the tariff policy of 1864 and 
1890 is this: In 1864 we were involved in war; we levied tariff duties 
on aJmost every article of necessity as well as those articles that we 
manufacture in this country, and therefore we levied duties not only 
onsugar, but on tea, coffee, and almosteverything else, and when at that 
time the duties amounted to about 46 per cent. on the average they 
were upon all articles imported practically. The free-list was then 
only 10, or 12, or 15 per cent.; but now, on account of the change of 
conditions, from the fact that now we wish to admit duty free all 
articles that we can not produce in this country, we admit substan- 
tially one-half of all imported goods into the country free of duty, and 
we impose an average duty of 52 per cent. upon those articles that we 
think we ought to make and can make in this country, and for which we 
seek by these duties not only to get sufficient revenue to carry on the 
Government, but also to protect and foster and build up American in- 
dustry at the same time. 

It seems to me the Senator from New Jersey would not make a fair 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Ohio certainly appears to me 
as though he was trying to evade, by a subterfuge, exactly the mean- 
ing and intent of my motion, My motion relates to rates of duty. 
The Senator from Ohio admits the fact that the rate of duty during the 
fiscal vear 1864 was 36.69 per cent.—just exactly what I have stated. 
Now, I care nothing about what is on the free-list now or what was 
upon the free-list then. I want to draw attention to the fact that 
twenty-six years after the close of the war, ip a time of profound peace, 
with an overflowing Treasury, a congested Treasury, you propose to 
impose upon the people of this country taxes amounting to 52 per cent. 
upon the average upon every article hrought into this country asa 
dutiable article, while under the war t:riff of 1864, with all the needs 
of the country and the Government at that time, the rate of duty was 
only 36,69 per cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In one moment more. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator now if he will 
name what articles he would take from the free-list and put upon the 
dutiable list, so as to reduce the average rate of duty. 

Mr. McPHERSON. You mean to make it conform to the argu- 
ment? 

Mr.SHERMAN. To reduce the average. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In the present bill? 

Mr.SHERMAN, What articles would you take off the free-list ? 

Mr. McCPHERSON, I will teil the Senator what I would do. I 
would do exactly what I have asked the Senate to do by my resolution. 
I supposed the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
ALDRICH], and the distinguished Senator who has been so long at the 
head of the Finance Committee, the|Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Mor- 
RILL], would say that Ishould make a grave mistake if I should assert 
upon this floor that there was a single inequality lett in this bill that 
had not been eliminated from it. I would ask them todothis: Take, 
if you please, that war tariff rate of 36.69 per cent., take your bill and 
equalize all the inequalities out of it, and then it is a perfectly fair bill. 

Each particular item bears exactly the measure of duty that in your 
judgment it ought to bear. I wouldthen reduce itbythatamount. But, 
as I said before, that was not going to measure the amount of duty, for, 
in addition to your 52 percent., you have got the customs administrative 
bill, which imposes a duty of more than 10 per cent. upon the whole 
average of the list—62 per cent., or nearly double the war tariff rates 
of 1464. My resolution imposes no restrictions upon the committee— 
put what you please upon the free-list and what you please upon the 
dutiable list, only let the rate upon the dutiable list not exceed the 
war tariff rates of 1864. This is all my resolution asks. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator not know that the pending bill, 
as passed by the House and as amended by the Committee on Finance, 
reduces more than 3 per cent. the average ad valorem of the tariff on 
all imported goods? Does he not know that the tariff now averages a 
little over a percentage of 30 per cent. of the ad valorem value of all 
percentage, inclusive of all importations, while the bill as proposed by 
the House and by the Senate Committee on Finance reduces that to a 
little over 27.21 per cent.? Is not thata fact? I ask the Senator if 
that is not so? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not know what the Senator’s question is. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I asked if this bill as passed by the House and as 
proposed by the Senate Finance Committee does not reduce by more 
than 3 per cent. the average of the duties generally upon importations. 
Is that not so? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I should be glad to know a little 
more in detail what the Senator from New Jersey proposes in his reso- 
lution. I understand the substance of it as being that he wants to go 
back to the tariffof 1864 practically, which makes the average duitable 
rate 36 per cent. and a fraction. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that the 
act of 1864 did not go into operaticn in time, so the importations of 
1864 were under the tariff of 1861. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that; the tariff duties collected in 
1864 were under the tariff of 1861. Now, the Senator from New Jer- 
sey desires to go back to the Morrill tariff of 1861; and in order to do 
that it will be necessary of course to revise these schedules; and I 
should like to ask him for a moment about these schedules. 

The first schedule is chemicals, ete. The percentage under the pres- 
ent bill is 37) per cent. So the Senator from New Jersey in making 
this redistribution would only take 1: per cent. off the chemical sched- 


| ule, although he used that for a great illustration in response to the 


statement to the good people of New Jersey, who are clamoring to us | 


more loudly probably than any other portion of the people of the United 


States for protective duties, unless he should state that the result of 


this tariff law as now proposéd will admit about one-half of all imports 
free of duty and the other half at a duty of 52 percent. If you then 
take the average of all dutiable goods and goods that are not dutiable 


it will reduce it to about 27 or 28 percent., and that is less than the 
rate of duty imposed at the time he refers to in his resolution. 


| 


Senator from Mississippi. 

The next is earthenware and glassware. The average rate of duty 
in this schedule is 50.56 percent. I ask the Senator from New Jersey 
if he is willing that in the revision which he proposes we shall reduce 
earthenware and glassware to 36} per cent. ad valorem ? ; 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will answer the Senator’s question. I am“ 
glad he has asked it, and I know exactly the reason why he asked it. 

Mr. ALLISON No, the Senator does not. 
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Mr. McPHERSON. And I am therefore the more anxious to an- 
swer it. I would reduce the duty on earthenware and glassware at 
least 15 per cent. below the rate of duty fixed by the committee in the 
bill. 
tection they need; and I would not have reduced it by a single far- 
thing when you come to add the effect of the operation of the adminis- 
trative bill to the tariff bill. This I will agree to doif the Senator 
will reduce other industries and make the bill a proportional one 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Then the Senator proposes to 1 
in this schedule the duties upon earthenware and glassware 15 per 
cent., as I understand him. 

Mr. PLATT. Below the existing law? 

Mr. ALLISON. Below the existing law and below the tariff which 
we propose. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wiil say 10 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I want to say to the Senator from } 
sey th:t if he will make a motion to reduce the rate of duty as pro 
posed in the schedule upon earthenware, I will not say 15 per cent., 
but if he will make a motion to reduce the duty, I may be found in 
sympathy with him; I am not quite sure about it. 

Ir. MCPHERSON. A single word now to the Senator. 
tor has challenged me—— 

Mr. ALLISON. No, I have not. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. He has challenged me to make a motion. I 
want to assure the Senator that a motion will be made, and trom th 
side ot the Chamber, to reduce the duties in every single paragraph 
and schedule in the bill, and among them, pottery and glassware. Will 
the Senator support the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. The next item is metals and manufactures of met- 
als. I suppose the Senator is in favor of a reduction there. Wood 
and manuiactures of wood constitute the next schedule. The average 
rate of duty there is only 19.16 per cent. Would the Senator elevate 
that? Would he raise the duty on wood and manufactures thereof so 
as to increase the rate of duty to 36 per cent.? 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Does the Senator want an answer ? 
Mr. ALLISON. 
I 
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The Sena- 





i do not care about it. I merely—— 
Mr. MCPHERSON, If the Senator professedly makes a duty of 


| 


I would vive to the manufacturers of New Jersey all the pro- | 


New Jer- | 


19.51 per cent. in the interest and in behalf of American labor and then | 


gives labor but 5 or 10 per cent. of it, 1 would reduce it some, surely. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not have the details of the schedule before me, 
but as the Senator alludes to the relative cost of labor being only 5 or 
10 or 12 per cent., I should like to call his attention to the item of pearl 
butions as another illustration of the element of labor in the cost of 
production. The raw material of pearl buttons, I understand, is a free 
article under existing law, and yet we have been pressed and oppressed, 
if I may use that term, to increase largely the duty on pearl buttons 
and the manutactures of pearl. 

Mr. MORGAN. Have the farmers requested that? 

Mr. ALLISON. The farmers of New Jersey have requested it. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The manufacturers, you mean. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am now addressing myself to the Senator from 
New Jersey as respects how he will carry out his resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam seeking information. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I will not interrupt 
him any more with my impertinent questions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was a very pertinent question. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will say in response to the Senator from Alabama 
that so far as I know the farmers of New Jersey have not made any 
request as respects pearl buttons. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Except through their representatives. 

Mr. ALLISON. Except through their representatives. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Their direct representatives. 

Mr. BUTLER. Befove the Senator gets through with that point, I 
should be glad to get a little information from him. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall be very glad to impart any information I 
have, but I am now endeavoring to reorganize these schedules accord- 
ing to the ideas of the Senator trom New Jersey. 

Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps it would facilitate matters if the Senater 
would answer my question before he proceeds further. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator in a moment. 

Now, we come to the item of sugar, only 17 per cent. on sugar. I 
will not dwell on that. Tobacco and manufactures of tobacco con- 
stitute the next schedule. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator please dwella little while on 
sugar and tell the Senate why you reduce it? 

Mr. ALLISON, I do not propose to dwell at this moment on any- 
thing except to gather such information as I can from the Senator 
from New Jersey, so that I can carry out his resolution, if it should 
happen to carry in this body and the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


The average of this schedule is 51.97 percent. The duty on tobacco 


and manufactures of tobacco is 152.46 per cent, in this schedule. I 
suppose the Senator from New Jersey, in order to equalize and im- 
prove the bill, would reduce the duty upon tobacco from 152. 46 per cent., 
I do not know whether he would or not. 


as in this bill, to 36 per cent. 
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Mr. BUTLER. 
Mr. ALLISON. Itis an article of luxury I will proceed imme- 
diately to that question. 


It is an article of 





The next schedule but one is spirit | er } ures, 
The duty upon these articles ad valorem i per cen ider this 
bill. Does the Senator irom New. ersey pl » re - iown 
to 36 percent.? Take that item. 
| Take another item, wool and manufactur r) 

duty is 78.41 percent. Take si id ity 
is 51 per cent. under this bill. I suppo ie S New 
would reduce that to 36 per cent. also 

Mr. President, I only intended to occupy 21 nt the bill now, 
in response to the Senator from New Jersey rhe rin d 
making up a tariff bill, and there are many diflicult 8 s: Youn 
make up a tariff bill upon one of two theori If you < pul 
the theory that the tariff is a tax and shall levied for revenue only 
and for those purposes alone, then it is a very easy t you t 
range your schedu so as to raise the es of rev ; 

i make p on the get principle that oing ity will 
protect American industr a rou } } I ais- 
tinguished from the industr lahor « yu i 1 you 
will discriminate, and you will put higher 3 upon me art 3 
than you do upon others. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mayla 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What par ir chara pa i 
industry, so called, do tl Se nat wa to |} t ) 
give the capital employed in the factor )- 
ital employed in every other Ameri i 

Mr. ALLISON. Upon tl s ‘ it J t 
do not want to do, I am not now dw n é 
show that the Senator from New Jersey ght to go a litt 1 
his resolution, as this matter is to be referred to the Committee on | 

and we are to reduce the proposed tariff to an average ad va- 
yrem of 36 per cent., that he yuld tell us y todo it, whether we 
re to do it reducing the du ip l rs and win ind bever- 
age from 77 per cent. to I ( < é t t we 
shall increase the duty upon wi i and t i ure ( ito 
| 36 per cent., or whether we shall adopt a p t | v 
| duties upon articles now upon the free-! Ii e toh ig 
question reterre d again to the committe ible ‘ 
| of the committee want to kno 1e | p ch these ne 
schedules are to be made. If the ire to be made upon the theorie 
which the Senator from New Jersey hi: ated here to- en 
we are to reimpose duties upon articles now upon the free-list, and 
are to scale down heavily tho \ yw lars d ible 
under existing law. 
Mr. BUTLER. Now, perhaps the Senator may answer the question, 
| for I really want to get the information, and that is whether he can 
| inform the Senate, which the Senator from Ohio evide itly could not, 





what proportion of that 50 per cent. of dutiable articles that have been 


transferred to the free-list are produced in this country ? 
Mr. ALLISON, Of course the Senator can readily s¢ 
not inform him with accuracy. 
Mr. BUTLER. Well, approximately 
Mr. ALLISON. But I will say to h 


no doubt the great body 


that I can 


that I have 
at are not pro- 


riousnes 


of these articles are articles th 


duced in this country, as I understand that to be the theory. 
Mr. SHERMAN. And that can not be produced here. 


And that we can not produce. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On the free-list? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, on the free-list Phat I understand to be the 
theory and basis of our existing law and the | 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that perfectly well, but I wanted to 
get at some fact, if it were possible for any member of the Finan 
Committee to inform us on that point, as to what proportion of the 
articles proposed to be plac l on th ré list a prod 
country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator can tell by looking at the list. 

Mr. BUTLER. I could tell, I suppose, but I have not had time 
The Senator from Vermont has more tin 

Mr. ALLISON. 


Mr. ALLISON. 


wis of this proposed law. 


in this 


I should say five-sixths, in a genera 


| ing the table before-me, are not produced in this country, and one- 
sixth are produced here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator b yking at tl tab from the 
| committee will find the whole list of th articles. Hecan send to 
| the committee-room for a copy i I e belore h 
| Mr. BUTLER. I understand tha it I did not know but that it 

might have been formulated iber of the co ittes 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to 1¢ Senator from lowa one questior 

He is talking about the rate lu ed under this bill I ‘ 
stand that is only a part of th lation. We passed a bil 

} become a law, to take effect on the ist day of next montn, entit i l 
act to simplify the law 1! tion to collection of t J 
should like to < th 1ator, WHO report d that b 


tee on Finance and had charge of it here in the Senat 
' > 
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his jadgment, it increases the duties on imported merchandise, the aver- 
age increase, and what is the highest rate of duty, and the article on 
which that highest rate of duty is imposed, which that act provides for 
ry creates, 

Mr. ALLISON. In response to the inquiry of the Senator from 
Kansas, I will say that the administrative bill, socalled, by adding 
cartons and packages, ete., to the dutiable list, which were excepted 
by the law of | undoubtedly does add to the ad valorem rates here 
from 1 to 15 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If my colleague on the committee will permit me, 
1 will state that the increase only applies to articles bearing an ad 
valorem rate of duty. 

Ir. ALLISON, [ ndoubtedly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not affect the articles in the tariff, which 
are more than half of the whole paragraphs, bearing a specific rate of 
duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. It affects only those articles which under existing 
law pay an ad valorem rate of duty. Ofcourse where there isa specific 
duty the packages do not count 

Now, the Senator from Kansas asks mea further question, as to 
what particular articles in the existing law are comprehended within 
that larger scope of 15 per cent. Of course I can not state, and I have 
not been able to find anybody who could state that with exactness, 
but [ believe it is admitted that the increase of duty on all packages 
of earthenware and glassware under the provisions of the administra- 
tive bill will be from 10 to 15 per cent., because there is not only that 
provision in the administrative bill, but there is also a provision in it 
which does not allow for breakage or for damages, etc. I think that 
is a fair estimate, but I do not care to go into the details. 

Mr, MORGAN. If the Senator from Iowa will allow me, I desire 
to ask a question for information. I have looked through this free- 
list, I think, with a good deal of care, and with the exception of sugar 
below No. 13 of the Dutch standard, and fish caught on the high seas 
by citizens of the United States, and coffee, which has been on the 
free-list for many years, I have not found any article that enters into 
the support of an ordinary workingman, either to furnish him clothes, 
or to furnish him food, or to furnish him shelter, that is on the free- 
list, with those exceptions. Now, will the Senator point out, besides 
lish, and sugar below 13 Dutch standard, and coffee, any article at ali 
that enters into either the clothing or food or shelter of the common 
working classes of this country that is on the free-list? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will citesome. Cotton, silk, and all the fibers. 

Mr. MORGAN, Silk is not very much worn, you know, by the 
common working classes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Cotton is. 

Mr. MORGAN. Cotton is. 

Mr. ALLISON, All the grasses and fibers. 

Mr. MORGAN, The Senator from Rhode Island certainly knows 
very well that it is scarcely worth while to place cotton on the free- 
list when we export two-thirds of the annual production in this coun- 
try to foreign countries to be spun there and woven. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is not a poor woman in Alabama, there cer- 
tainly is not one in Rhode Island, who has not worn and does not wear 
u silk dress upon occasions at some time during the year. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose one might have a wedding gown, perhaps, 
made of silk or partly of silk. 

Mr. ALLISON, They all have ribbons, etc. 

Mr. MORGAN, Iam not pettifogging on this matter at all. Iam 
vetting at sincere facts, and substantial facts, and facts that the Sen- 
ator from Ithode Island will have to meet in a little more substantial 
way than he is doing right now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator from Alabama as best I 
can. Ido not quite understand the motive for the inquiries. Now, 
wheat is not on the free-list, yet I do not suppose that by its absence 
the price of wheat will be increased. Nor is flour on the free-list. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield to the 
Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON, I do. 

Mr. BUTLER. I asked the question in the first instance, and there- 
fore perhaps I ought to make some explanation why I did so. I be- 
lieve it is customary, or has been since I have been a member of this 
body, when bills of this magnitude and importance and character are 
presented to the consideration of the Senate, that some Senator who 
would father the bill or advocate it from the committee would ex- 
plain its provisions so that those of us who were not on the committee 
and who in that sense are laymen might have some instruction. Now, 
as no Senator has thought enough of this bill to do that, those of us 
who, as | say, are not informed must adopt the best method we can 
for getting information. Hence it was that 1 put the question to the 
Senator from Ohio in the first instance, then to the Senator from lowa, 
both of them members of the committee, then to the Senator from 
Khode Island, another member of the committee. That is the reason | 
why I put the question. | 





Mr, ALLISON. That is perfectly proper. 
Mr. BUTLER. I suppose by wading through theseschedules I might 
have been able to work it out myself. 





Mr. ALLISON. When I can answer a question, I shall be glad to 
do it. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was the reason. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall endeavor to answer the suggestion of the 
— from Alabama, that there are a good many things not on the 
free-list-—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. As bearing upon the question asked by the Senator 
from Kansas [ Mr. PLumB], I should like to have the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] state what effect the administrative bill has, if any, 
upon the metal schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. None whatever. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Upon woolen goods? 

Mr. ALLISON. It might have some little effect upon ad valorem 
duties, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very small? 

Mr. ALLISON. Probably less than 1 per cent. 

Mr. HISCOCK, On cotton goods? 

Mr. ALLISON. The same; they are about even. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Scarcely perceptible ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Scarcely perceptible. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Upon silk goods? 

Mr. ALLISON. The same, although perhaps some on silk goods, 
because silk goods, I should think, would be affected. The duty is 
ad valorem and the packages are finer, more expensive. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Practically the effect of the bill is limited to the 
pottery and the glass schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. Largely so. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
what is the effect, if he knows, of the amendment of the Committee 
on Finance in reference to wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Striking out the words ‘including charges ?’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. Striking out the words ‘including charges’’ in 
the woolen schedule. What effect does that have upon the tariff on 
wool ? 

Mr. ALLISON. No effect whatever. 

Mr. MITCHELL. None whatever? 

Mr. ALLISON. None whatever. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Why? Because it has been perfected by the ad- 
ministrative bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I wantto say oneotherthing. It seems to me, 
then, under the statement of the Senator from Iowa, that these articles 
of earthenware and glassware which bear the high duties of 50 and 55 
per cent, are the ones to which the large addition is made by the cus- 
toms administrative bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think those are the largest, 

Mr. PLUMB. Then it appears that, according to the bill as reported, 
the duty on earthenware, stoneware, and crockery-ware, white, glazed, 
or edged (the kind that goes into common consumption), is 55 per cent. 
by this bill, and the increase by reason of the customs administrative 
bill is 15 per cent., which makes the duty 70 per cent. That makes 
practically a duty, as compared with the present condition, of 70 per 
cent. on the classes of crockery, glassware, and so on, which go more 
or less into universal consumption. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact that 
the amendment of the Committeeon Finance, unless it has been changed 
since I looked over the bill, has been reduced 5 per centum to cover 
the increase under the carton schedule. I will state that it was made 
a matter of universal complaint before the committee that the duties 
under the existing law excluding cartons were not a sufficient protec- 
tion to that industry, and I think we did not reduce to the extent of 
the carton provision. 

Mr. PLUMB. As to the 50 or 55 per cent. which is found in the 
bill as reported to the Senate, if I may without impertinence make the 
inguiry, I want to ask who made the complaint ot the duty not being 
sufficient, the purchasers of the goods or the manufacturers ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not remember any purchasers of goods being 
there; it was the manu/acturers and the workers. We had a number 
of workers in the factories who came before us. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Iowa if it is 
not true in respect to the increase of duty there, that the inorease ison 
the very highest grade of those goods, and not upon the cheaper goods 
that go into common use. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What goods is the Senator speaking of? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam speaking of glassand crockery and china ware. 
Wherever there is a large increase in those schedules by the adminis- 
trative bill it is upon the goods of higher price that are imported to 
this country, and not upon the goods that go into common and every- 
day use, if you please; you might fairly say in respect to it, upon goods 
which are luxuries, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. After a careful examination of the whole bill, 
from beginning to end, I shall be very much amazed if the Senator 
from New York shall be able, in the discussion of the bill upon the 
floor, to point out a single article on which the duty has not been raised 
more upon the cheaper grade of goods than upon the dearer. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator will doubtless be gratified when we 
reach that time, when we come to consider the bill by paragraphs. 
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Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I propounded a question to the Sen- 
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ator from Vermont {Mr. MorriLv], the chairman of the committee, 


who I believe reported this bill, as to the effect of it upon the revenue. 
He has called my attention privately to page 111 of this report, or of 


what is perhaps by courtesy called the report of the committee on the | 


bill now pending. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the only report. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Iowa says it is the only report that 
was made. I had seen, notin this print but in the newspapers, the 
statement here contained as coming from the committee. If it were a 
pleading it would be liable to the objection that it was totally and en- 
tirely indefinite and uncertain. It contains no detailed statement as 
to the effect which is to follow the adoption of this bill, but an esti- 
mate of the amount of the reduction of the revenues to follow its pas- 
sage, accompanied by this note: 

These tables are prepared upon the plan and theory usually followed. The 
estimates are largely conjectural, and more or less unreliable and misleading. 

Which, of course, is very comforting! 

They are based upon the assumption that if the bill should become a law 
merchandise of like quantities and values would be imported as was imported 
during the fiscal year 1559 

The committee having this matter in charge might perhaps have 
supplemented that, if they had seen fit to do so, by some expression of 
opinion as to whether the same amount of goods would or would not 
be imported. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Can anybody tell? 

Mr. PLUMB. Idonot know. The Senator from Oregon asks if 
anybody can tell what the effect would be. If nobody can tell, then 
of course if we pass this bill we take a leap in the dark, and nobody 
will know whether the morning after it is passed we shall wake up 
with revenues enough provided in the Treasury to carry on the Gov- 
ernment or whether we shall be confronted with a condition and not 
a theory, under which we shall be obliged to levy new taxes at the 
very next assembling of Congress. 

The committee go on further to say in that delightfully certain way 
which characterizes this note: 

This basis can only be accepted as reliable where changes in rates are not of 
such character as to necessarily cause increased or diminished importations. 

As to what increase or diminution of rates would constitute that char- 
acter which would affect the importation of course we are left to 
guess. 

The reduction above given of $71,064,774.18 by the House bill and $69,599,313.69 
by the Senate appears to be certain, but if the imports should be the same as 


last year under the new rates the reduction would amount under the House | 


bill to $26,128,642.90; under the Senate to $20,318,283, 10, 

That is to say, ‘‘ You pay your money, and youtake yourchoice.”’ If 
you believe that the importations will be the same under the increased 
duties that they were under the rates of duty now prevailing, then the 
revenues will be so much. If you believe they will not, you then 
enter the domain of speculation and guess as to how much you think 
they will be, and from that derive an opinion as to what the effect of 
the bill will he upon the revenues. 

I agree that when we enter into this question we more or less enter 


within some numbers of millions of dollars whether we are going to 
have, as the result of the passage of this bill, a surplus or a deficit in 


the revenues; and when I use those terms, of course I speak with | 


reference to the necessary expenditures of the Government. 


There 
might be a leeway of $10,000,000 or $20,000,000. 
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I take it no prudent | 


man would want to err on the side of a deficiency in any event, and | the amount would be about $ 


therefore if the proper leeway were $10,000,000 or $20,000,000, we 


ought to provide that leeway in order to make perfectly certain that | 
having established a ratio as applicable to the revenue we should not | 


be obliged to disturb it the very next time that we come to consider 
this question in connection with the expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. President, this will be to somebody hereafter—perhaps not to 
us, because we may say conveniently ‘‘after us the deluge’’—it will 
be to somebody within the next eighteen months a pretty serious ques- 
tion. The Secretary of the Treasury estimates that the revenues of 
the Government, including those from the postal receipts, will amount 
to $450,000, 000. 

Mr. MORGAN, Under existing law ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Under existing law. His estimate as to expendi- 
tures is, of course, of little or no consequence, because we determine 
those as he does not; but his estimate as to the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment may be supposed to be fairly correct, provided always we do 
not change the process of collecting them. 

Now, taking the appropriations we have already made, taking those 
pending which are fairly certain to become laws and estimating them 
in the ordinary way, taking the amounts that come from the other 
House, the amounts that have been inserted in the Senate, the appro- 
priations made and to be made by this Congress, including the perma- 
nent appropriation, will exceed the revenues. The bills which have 
passed both Houses and become laws, which have passed both Houses 
and are in conference, which have passed the other House and are 
pending in the Senate, carry the actual and proposed expenditure to 


$461,000,000, including, of course, what are called the permanent ap- 
propriations. 


| ago when the bill was passed, that there would not 
the domain of speculation, and yet we ought to be able to determine | 
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Mr. INGALLS. 
Mr. PLUMB. 


$101,000, 000. 


What is the amount of those 
The amount of the permanent appropriations is about 
That includes the interest on the } ec debt 


Mr. SHERMAN. And the sinking fund ? 
Mr. PLUMB. Yes, and thesinking fund I sinking fund is $49.- 
159,000. The permanent appropriations are a WS, according to 


the estimate of the Secretary of the Treasu: 





Interest on the public debt S31. 50K 
Refunding—customs ternal revenue, lands, et 10, 393, 680, 00 
Collecting revenues from customs 5 500 000 00 
Miscellaneous.... ”) 
8. OO 
Total estimated expenditures, excluding sinking fund 2 1, 404. 70 





nated surplus of 


estimated amount required for the sinking fund 18, 159, 0 ”) 


Allo to be met. They represent the 
discharge of the ordinary current obligations of the Government ex- 
cept the sinking fund 


those are payments that have 


That is an obligation contracted by law at the 


time of the creation of the public debt originally, in the early days 
of the war, whereby it was agreed as a part of the contract with who- 


ever might buy the bonds of the Government that we should there 
after set apart a certain portion of the revenues for the purpose of 
making enough sinking fund for the extinguishment of the debt We 
have more than kept our contract in that regard with the public cred- 
itor, and I do not believe it would be in any way a violation of our 
public faith to relieve the Government now from the op 

sinking fund. Ido not believe it would be so regarded, por that it 
would in any way involve either a question of morals or a question of 
expediency. So it is proper to subtract from these expenditures that 
sum of $49,000,000. 

But, Mr. President, another sum has to be added which 1 
been appropriated for and yet the expenditure of which is now going 
on. That is on account of pension legislation which has been passed 
by the present Congress, and which is now being administered by the 
Pension Office. When the chairman of the 
presented the conference report which v 
of which secured the passage of the bill, he said the amount necessary 
to meet that bill was $43,000,000 raking the experience which we 
have had of similar questions, it is perfectly sate tosay that that sum 
will be largely increased. I see by the papers, what I have had in a 
measure confirmed by information which I hav 
Oltice, that two hundred anc 
been filed. 


eration of that 


‘ 
ha how 


Committee on Pensions 
vas adopted, and the adoption 








» had from the Pension 
twenty-six thousand cases have already 
I have no doubt the number of filed durin 


cases to be 


r 


s 


the first six months following the passage of the law will be at least 
five huudred thousand. 
Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? The 


Senator stated that there would be five hundred thousand applicants lor 
pensions under the new law. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave nodoubt the number will be in excess of that. 

Mr. BERRY. Was it not stated by the chairman of the committee 
and by Senators on that side, and insisted on here not over three weeks 
be over two hun- 
dred and fifty thousand, all told, who would apply? 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not hear such a statement made. 

Mr. BERRY. Was it not insisted that it 
over forty-three or forty-four million dollars ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I said that the chairman of the Committee on Pen- 
sions in making the report of the committee of ¢ 
13.000. 000. 

Mr. BERRY. Now the Senator admits that he be 
at least sixty or seventy-five million dollars. 

Mr. PLUMB. I had not so stated. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator said it would be largely 

Mr. PLUMB. I said largely increased. 

Mr. BERRY. Iask the Senator if he does not 
$75,000,000? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ifthe Senator had only possessed himself in patience 
I would have stated in a few moments exactly what I think it will 
cost. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. 

Mr. PLUMB. I believethat within the next two years the act will 
be costing the people of the United States annually about $50,000,000. 
It may exceed that. If I were to accept the experience that has been 
had in estimates of this kind before, of course 
sum; but I went over this matter very carefully w 
of Pensions last winter. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator 
within the next fiscal year? 

Mr. PLUMB. Oh, no; I think it will not near equal that during 
the next fiscal year; or rather you mean the present fiscal year which 
began with this month. 

Mr. PLATT. I mean the one which has just commenced. 

Mr. PLUMB. I sayit will not near equal that during the fiscal 
year which began the first day of this month. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will ask the Senator if that is not simply because 
bo provision has been made to adjust the claims? 

Mr. PLUMB. No, Mr. President, not that. 


would not possibly take 


-onference stated that 


lieves it will take 


increased 


think it will reach 


I should fix a larger 


ith the Commissioner 


think it will exceed $43,600,000 


It will be because in 








the natural process of adjustment the entire number of claims can not 
be i until a later period, and consequently the payments will 
be smaller this year than they will be the succeeding year. But for 

|! the average purposes connected with this discussion, it is perfectly 
fair toassume that what is known as the disability pension act will 


take the place of the amount now provided for the sinking fund. I 
do not care about this fiscal year, lam thinking about the next year, be- 
cause next year is bound to come, and Congress is bound to sit next 
year, and it will have someresponsibilities in regard to it, and it would 
be a cowardly evasion of its responsibility if it should make appro- 
priations this year payable out of the surplusin the Treasury, which 
were to be projected into the remote future, and which other Congresses 
would have to levy taxes to meet 


Mr. MITCHELL. May I say a word to the Senator from Kansas ? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Kansas yield? 
Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The argument of the Senator from Kansas ex- 


presses the fear, as I understand it, that this tariff bill now under dis- 
cussion may reduce the revenue to such an extent as will be dangerous, 
although the bill transfers to the free-list articles which now pay aduty 
ol over $60,000,000, and it is a bill which taken altogether reduces the 
revenue trom thirty-five to forty millions perhaps on an average. The 
Senator from Kansas expresses a fear that there will be a deficit and 
that we shall not be able to meet the expenses of the Government. Is 
that the argument of the Senator? 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will just wait a moment I will get 
along to that point, and he can probably get in a connected way what 
I have in mind. 

Mr. MITCHELL. TheSenator will realize and appreciate that that 
is the effect of the bill now before the Senate ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, I think so. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That it reduces the revenue from thirty-five to 
forty million dollars ? 

Mr. PLUMB. No; I think it reduces the revenues a great deal 
more than that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think it does myself. 

Mr. PLUMB, The way the situation seems to me is just this: The 
expenses o! the Government are practically to-day, including the sink- 
ing fund, an amount equal to therevenues. We have added, by legis- 
lation already passed, enough to take the place of the sinking fund, 
so, that if we withdraw the obligation of the Government in regard to 
the sinking fund, we shall just be about getting along comfortably. 

Now, Mr. President, without going more into detail in regard to the 
question of expenditures, we have made some appropriations this year 
which it is assumed we shall not make next year, and there are some 
pending which we may not make next year, and probably will not. 

We have made already appropriations to the amount of about $32,- 
000,000 for deliciencies, that is to say, for things which were brought 
over from former years, much the larger portion of which resulted from 
the excess of expenditures in the Pension Department. I think $25, - 
000,000 were from the Pension Department. But we shall have that 
next year under the operation of laws which existed before this 
Congress met. We have not been quite candid in regard to appro- 
priations for pensions, The appropriations last year were eighty-odd 
million dollars, where they ought to have been $100,000,000, Theap- 
propriations this year are $98,000,000. I think I violate no confi- 
dence, and | am certain I make no misstatement when I say that there 
was not a member of the Committee on Appropriations but who be- 


lieved that that bill ought to have been $10,000,000 more at least. 
Mr. CULLOM, The Senator is speaking of the pension appropria- 


tion bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. The regular annual pension appropriation bill ought 
to have been at least $10,000,000 more to meet the inevitable expend- 
itures to accrue under the operations of the law. Iam speaking naw 
of the old law. ‘These deficiencies are certain to arrive. It is a very 
queer state of facts, it is true, but still it is true and destined to be 
continually true that while the law makes it an indictable offense for 
an executive officer to spend more money or contract for the expendi- 
ture of more money than is appropriated we yet appropriate every year 
from five to thirty million dollars for deficiencies which have thus been 
created, some of them, in order that I may not unduly reflect upon 
executive officers, 1 will say are, of course, of a kind that can not be 
anticipated and involve responsibility on the part of the executive ofli- 
cers, and yet we have got into that way of doing business that some- 
times if the law was not violated by executive officers the operations 
of the Government would have to stop. 

We have adopted for many years the old Micawber plan of regarding 
something as paid that was put off until a future time; and there are 
to-day belated claims of one kind and another which represent the most 
solemn obligations of the Government to the amount of millions of dol- 
lars, which ought to have been provided for and paid a long time ago. 
But they have got into the unsavory realm of claims, and are out of 
order, of course, on appropriation bills. The Senator from Wisconsin 
[ Mr. Sroon eR] who sits in front of me knows the scope of many of them. 
He knows how the Government is obligated to many of these claim- 
ants, not alone in morals butin law; that is to say, if you can apply law 
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| to the Government; and how cruel it is that these claims are not paid. 
| We only pay a certain amount of them each year, as I said, putting the 
balance of them over, congratulating ourselves that thereby we have 
gotten rid of the present responsibility. 
| If we do our duty we ought to have $10,000,000 at least appropriated 
to clear up these old things this year. But a certain legislative body 
not necessary to mention, and not in order to mention, has seemed to 
| take delight in cutting these things down, in leaving them out entirely 
and thereby making some cheap capital, not confined to any one polit- 
| 


ical party, I am sorry to say, relying upon the Senate to put on those 
items which are absolutely necessary in order to enable the Govern- 
ment torun, and leaving the balance of them to get off, as I said, into 
this nebulous, uncertain, and unfavorable condition whereby they be- 
come claims which necessitate the employment of attorneys and the 
wearing out of lives, almost, in their pursuit before Congress. 

If, therefore, we do our duty next year to the Government itself by 
the appropriation of the money necessary to carry it on properly, and 
if we do our duty by the public creditors, the appropriations next year 
will be as great as they have been this year, except such amounts as 
may be saved from the river and harbor appropriations. Last year 
there was no river and harbor bill. This year the other House has 
sent us a river and harbor bill aggregating something over $20,000, - 
000. If we are tocarry on these improvements—lI shall not have a great 
deal to say on the proper occasion about the method weadopt in order 
to do it—we must appropriate money at least once in two years. The 
Senate Committee on Commerce has added to that bill an amount which 
runs it up to about $27,000,000. If it should get through at all and 
succeed in weathering the shoal of the Executive, it will undoubtedly 
represent an amount finally of twenty-three or twenty-four million 
dollars. 

In addition to that, Mr. President, we now have from the House of 
Representatives something which I have not cuunted—an appropria- 
tion for over six hundred clerks in order to administer the new pension 
law. There is $600,000. There is pending here, I notice, an amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMpPron] to 
one of the appropriation bills providing a deficiency, I think, for the 
payment of what are known as the French spoliation claims to the 
amount of $2,000,000. There will be somewhere from ten to fif- 
teen million dollars of those claims to be paid, if paid at all, within 
the next three or four years. There is the direct-tax bill of $20,000,- 
000, which passed the Senate long ago, and is held up in the other 
House, not because the other House does not believe it ought to pass— 
it passed it once—but because it indulges the Micawber-like idea that 
if it is not paid this year it issaved. From a dozen different sources 
there comes the necessity for expenditures which will more than make 
up anything that we may save, in conference or otherwise, on the river 
and harbor bill, or the sundry civil bill, or by the entire omission of the 
river and harbor bill this year. 

But a government can not be run as you can run a country kitchen. 
You may run that on a basis so close that a penny makes all the dif- 
ference in the world, makes the difference of a surplus or a deficiency. 
There has got to be a surplus in order that the Government may be able 
to carry on its operations properly, and in order that there may be no 
necessity on the part of the Treasury to enter into the money market 
in such a way as to disturb the business of the people by borrowing. 
Therefore in whatever we doabout these revenues, we must take ample 
care that the Treasury of the United States shall have money enough 
to carry on the operations of the Government without resorting to ex- 
traordinary means. 

I want to say about these expenditures, in view of what has been 
said outside, that they are not in my judgment as a rule extravagant. 
The difference between this year and last year is that this year we have 
paid many of the old deficiencies, and that we have more faithfully 
carried out the laws on the statute-books in regard to the payment of 
money than heretofore. As I have often said, I have no doubt it is 
true that we can save some money by a thorough overhauling of the 
Departments. There are many ways in which sums may be saved, but 
they are too trifling to be taken into account in this calculation. We 
are now providing revenues for the c.rrying on of the Government. 
The bill as it came from the other House was estimated by its author, 
Mr. McKINLEY, to reduce the revenues something over $71,000,000. 
I believe that every single dollar beyond $10,000,000, at least, which 
this bill will reduce the revenue will create a deficiency to be provided 
for by some future Congress by taxation. 

There is some surplus in the Treasury now. The Secretary of the 
Treasury is buying bonds with it; but there will be about $101,000,000 
of 4) per cent. bonds due next September a year, which have either 
got to be paid or extended. If the Secretary does his duty he will 
have taken those bonds out of the way of the surplus funds, and in 
doing that thus relieving the Government from the obligatior of bor- 
rowing money at that time for the purpose of replacing the old debt, 
he will have taken every dollar available now out of the surplus. 
There may be something left because of the fact that this year we shall 
not get into the maximum expenditure on account of the new pension 
legislation; but what is $25,000,000 saved in one year against the five, 
ten, fifteen, and fifty years of similar expenditure to follow? It is 
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nothing. We can not afford to pass a bill here which will imp se on 
the next Congress the duty of levying taxes to pay deficiencies in the 
revenues. 

If the bill, as it came from the other House, were to be passed, then 
there would be a deticiency of not less than $60,000,000, which some 
future Congress has got to make up—the next Congress. 

Mr. GEORGE. At what date? 

Mr. PLUMB. There will be a deficiency within the next eighteen 
months, which will have to be made up by the next Congress undoubt- 
edly. 

Now, the Senate Finance Committee reduce that amount about $600,- 
000. That is to say, those are their figures. They qualify them by 


the remarks which I have heretofore quoted. If the bill passes as it | or 


came from the Senate committee, and if the best judgment of the Sen- 
ate committee is correct, there will be a deficiency of not less than $50,- 
000,000 to be made up by the levying of future taxes by the next 
Congress. 

Now, who wants to do that? Who is interested in bringing about 
this condition of things? It has been stated, more or less openly of 
course, that we can cut off on this pension legislation, if necessary; 
that we need not pay this debt. But, Mr. President, that can not be 
done. It not only was a debt before it was canonized and put in the 
shape of law, but it now stands by the law itself a legal recognized 
obligation of the Government which has got to be met. 

Somebody ,it seems to me, has overlooked these things in preparing this 
bill and reporting it for the consideration of Congress. It looks to me 
a good deal as though some persons interested in the rate of duties had 
said ‘‘ Wedo not care what the effect is upon the revenues; that is not 
our concern, nor our responsibility; seme Congress has got to meet 
that; and in the mean time, we want the pound of flesh;’’ I will not 
say the pound of flesh nominated in the bond, because there was no 
bond; but they want the benefit of the opportunity to be created, and 
they have succeeded in getting it, whereby their profits will be en- 
hanced—I will not say anything now about the resulting benefit tothe 
country—but whereby their profits will be enhanced; andit is a very 
awkward condition of things, a very injurious condition ot things, that 
has been brought about to the country. 

I do not see any estimate here of the Senate Finance Committee 
about the effect to result from the removal of the duty on sugar. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is on the next page, if the Senator will turn over. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not contained in the recapitulation nor in the 
item under the head of ‘‘ reduction of revenue,’’ as I understand it. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow a suggestion ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAppock in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Kansas yield ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do. 

Mr. PLATT. Has the Senator not taken as the amount which the 
committee think the revenue will be reduced simply those articles 
which are transferred to the free-list? Has he not taken that as the 
amount of the whole reduction by the bill when they suggest that it 
will be about $20,000,000? 

Mr. PLUMB. Under the head of ‘‘reduction of revenue’’ they 
make up a total showing of reduction on the part of the Senate com- 
mittee’s bill of $60,599,343. 

Mr. PLATT. Those are the articles transferred to the free-list. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand. 

Mr. PLATT. It only takes those in. 

Mr. PLUMB. But they say: 

These tables are prepared upon the plan and theory usually followed; the es- 
timates are largely conjectural, and more or less unreliable and misleadin 
They are based upon the assumption that if the bill should become a law, mer- 
chandise of like quantities and values would be imported as was imported dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1889. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is it not a fact that if the importations for the 
next fiscal year should be the same as last year the reduction in the 
revenue on articles transferred by the bill to the free-list would be 
about $60,000,000? Is not that true? 

Mr. PLUMB. That seems to be the statement. Now the commit- 
tee report that a reduction of the duty on sugar and molasses would 
be $55, 758,220.98, but there is to be added to that $9,000,000 on ac- 
count of the bounty provided to be paid uponsugar. That would add 
to the reduction that amount, and would leave a net reduction of 
about $70,000,000. 

Of course it is within the realm of imagination to perhaps say that, 
notwithstanding the increase of duties, the importations will be the 
same. Mr. President, that does not meet the purposes of this bill, ex- 
pressed by its authors. It does not meet the demand on the part of 
the manutacturers, because their demand has been that the duties shall 
be put to a point where these articles can not be imported. Mr. Mc- 
saan in his report made to the House on the 16th day of last April 
Bald: 


The exact effect upon the revenues of the Government of the proposed bill is 
difficult of ascertainment. That there will be a substantial reduction, as we 
shall show, admits of no doubt. It is not believed that the increase of duties 
upon wools and woolen goods, and upon glassware, will have the effect of in- 
creasing the revenues. That would, of course, follow ifthe importations of the 
last fiscal year were hereafter to be maintained, which, however, is altogether 
improbable. The result will be that importations will be decreased, and there- 
fore the amount of revenue collected from these sources will be diminished. 
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Mr. President, I do not propose now to ds j 
these various schedules. Ido not propose to take any exception to 
that large reduction of the revenue which is provided for in the re 
by taking off the duty on sugar, but I shall during the considera 
of this bill propose to add to it provisions which will increase the rev« 


nues from other sources. 

So far as I am concerned, I will never consent to vote fora | 
I think will be, as itseems to me this will be, ar 
I feel that I have a duty imposed upon me to e! leav by legislation 
to provide adequately for raising the revenues of th® Government. and 
not to shirk and put on a succeeding Congress the unpleasant and some- 
times destructive duty of adding new sources of income 
take the place of those which have been removed. 

I shall propose, as soon as I have time to prepare it, an amendment 
imposing a duty upon incomes, and I shall propose an increase of the 
duty upon alcoholic liquors, and [ hope to propose an amend) 
which, if adopted, will tosome extent operate to prevent the 
tion of trusts, whereby the tariff has been the shelt na. 
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very large 
measure, of great impositions upon the American people in the matter 
of the price of manufactured goods. 

But meanwhile this bill having come from the Finance Committee, 
the committee not only having the titular authority of its designation 
by this body for the purpose of considering questions of this kind, but 
that authority largely added to by the membership, the persons of whom 
it is composed, and they have left us in the dark on these important 
questions apparentiy, or, at all events, if not in the dark so far as they 
themselves are concerned and so far as their advice is concerned, pro 
posing deliberately to the country, as was proposed by the other House, 
that we shall embark upon a system of revenue which is bound to lead 
to a deficiency and with the consequent addition of new taxes hereafter 
with the derangement of business in that regard. 

I have felt, Mr. President, that in the opening of this debate this 
matter ought to be disclosed, and the view which I have of it I ought to 
present, which lies at the threshold and is the foundation of all legis 
lation upon this subject. In the consideration of every schedule we 
are confronted with this question of revenue to which the « 
the protection of manufacturers is necessarily subordinate; and when 
I say that, I say that as one believing in protection, in that kind of 
protection which I think fairly deals with conditions outside and con- 
ditions inside in regard to leading articles, but which does not take 
into account the opportunity ior exorbitant prolits or constitute a con- 
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stant and continuing pressure on the great body of consumers to their 
hurt. But when we come tothe consideration of these schedules we are 
to consider them with reference to that question, which we can not 
avoid and which we have got to answer to this year and next year and 


ill time, which would result from a deficiency in the revenues, whereby 
new taxes would have to be levied. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to add a few words to what 
has been said by the Senator from Kansas | Mr. PLUMB | respecting the 
question of appropriations. I will not enter into the discussion of the 
question of a deficiency or into the question of what is the assumed re- 
duction provided for in this bill, although I have my own opinion and 
view upon that question. 

But lest it might go out after the statement of the Senator fi 
Kansas that this Congress has been engaged during all these months in 
endeavoring to reduce and destroy the surplus, though the Senator 
from Kansas very properly in his line of argument did not go into that 
question, I want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that, 
though we have here and there and now and then increased the aj} 
propriations as they have come to us from the House of Represent 
atives, yet these increases in appropriations for this year are increases 
that have been made necessary by the growth of the country and by 
legislation that has received the sanction of both side this Cham- 
ber. It is not true, as has been alleged over and over again, that this 
Congress has been engaged in making extravagant and unnecessary ap- 
propriations. 

I have before me a statement of the appropriation bills that have 
been passed and the bills that are under consideration. I wish to call 
attention for a moment to these detai 
the Senate for but a few moments. 

The appropriations for the Agricultural Department, for the Army, 
for the diplomatic and consular service, for the Indian service (except 
it may be said that there were added here yesterday some addition 
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propriations to carry out the provisions of treaties made recently), the 
legislative bill, and in the Military Academy bill show no substantial 
change as compared with the corresponding bills of last year. When 
we take the District of Columbia bill we find that there has been an 
increase of $700,000, but no one knows better than we know here the 
increased cost of carrying on government in the District of Columbia, 
made necessary by its rapid growth and development. 

The naval bill we have increased $3,100,000, for what? For thein- 
crease of the Navy and for no other reason or purpose, and that increase 
has received the substantial sanction of both sides of this Chamber and 
of the country. 

We have increased the pension appropriations $17,000,000 this year 
is compared with the last. Is thereany Senator on either side of this 
Chamber who has risen in his place and objected to this increase of ap- 
propriations on account of pensions? On the contrary, is it not true 
that in both Houses of Congress the increase of appropriations for pen- 
sions has been substantially acquiesced in by both political parties ? 
! believe it is true, as stated by the Senator from Kansas, that notwith- 

tanding we have increased these appropriations to the extent of $17,- 
(100,000, we have yet fallen short of meeting the actual expenditures 
ot next year in that regard as compared with last year. 

Now, take the next item of increased post-office appropriations. The 
‘ippropriation for this year is $72,000,000; the estimated receipts of the 
|’ost-Office Department, $66,000,000, in round numbers, leaving a deficit 
of only $6,000,000. Why, Mr. President, there is no more certain and 
absolate indication of the growth and development of our country than 
this necessary increase of the post-office appropriation. When I first 
entered the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, in 1873, the 
total appropriations for the postal service were $27,000,000, with a 
deficit of $3,000,000 then. Then our postage was 3 cents. In the 
mean time we have reduced it and swollen our appropriations to $72,- 
000,000, with an estimated deficit of only $¢€,000,000. When these ap- 
propriations are increased, they are increased because of the rapid and 
universal growth and development of our country in every section and 
every part of it. 

So the sundry civil bill has been increased some $5,000,000 over last 
year. What applies to the postal service practically applies to those 
appropriations which are involved in the sundry civil bill, and in addi- 
tion to that, this is the year when we have the decennial census, which 
necessarily increases these appropriations largely. 

Now, it is true, as was stated by the Senator from Kansas, that we 
have added this year $25,000,000 in round numbers as a deficiency for 
pensions which apparently swells the enormous appropriations of this 
vear as compared with last year. 

Mr. DAWES. Deficiencies of last year? 

Mr. ALLISON. They were deficiencies of last year; but it must be 
borne in mind, and I intended to call the attention of the Senator from 
Kansas to that as he progressed with his remarks, because it was only 
an omission on his part—it must be borne in mind that of these de- 
ficiency bills which are included in this $359,000,000 we have already 
paid nearly $29,000,000, so that the balance of $55,000,000 in the Treas- 
ury is a balance that results after having paid $29,000,000 of the $359, - 
000,000 which are included in the aggregate of our appropriations. 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I ask the Senator if we do not have those 
deficiencies every year coming over from one to another? 

Mr. ALLISON. We do, undoubtedly, as the Senator from Kansas 
very well said, but I do not think that these deficiencies will be as 
great at the beginning of next year as they were at the beginning of 
this, though I agree practically with the Senator from Kansas when 
he says that the increased legislation as respects pensions will, if not 
this year, probably in two years, overtake the amount which is now set 
aside tor the sinking fund. I also agree with him in his statement 
that we are not bound either in law or morals to provide for that fund 
in any particular year. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Will the Senator yield for another question ? 

Mr, ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, The Senator has mentioned the fact that there 
has been an increase of $17,000,000 for pensions, That, I understand. 
is tpon the general pension account and does not take into conside7¥- 
tion at all any increase for the dependent-pension bill of this year. © ' 

Mr. ALLISON, Certainly not. It is under existing law. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. ‘Taking into consideration the number of cases 
already filed, and what will be filed, certainly you must expect very 
large payments during this fiscal year on that account, 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish Senators to misapprehend the point 
Jam making. Iam not discussing and do not intend to discuss this 
evening the question whether we shall have a surplus or a deficit. I 
am only calling attention to the fact that, althongh we have made 
large appropriations apparently, these appropriations are not large as 
compared with other years, and that they rest for their sanction upon 
the ‘act that we havea rapidly growing and developing country. That 
is all I desire to say this evening. 

Now, one other item that is included in all these estimates is the 
river and harbor bill. That bill, it is stated by the Senator from Kan- 
sas, will pass at $23,000,000 or $24,000,000. In the estimate which I 
have made, or which has been made by the clerks of the twocommittees 
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on appropriations, summing up total appropriations of $359,000,000, 
$25,000,000 was allowed for rivers and harbors. That is a mere esti- 
mate. They have allowed $5,000,000 for additional deficiencies which 
have not yet passed. So, in making up this $359,000,000, we included 
ariverand harbor bill, which we have not had for two years, and therefore 
it is not fair to compare the appropriations of this year with the appro- 
priations of last year, but they should be compared with the appropri- 
ations of two years ago, and if we compare the appropriations of this 
year with those of two years ago, we shall find that the total increases 
rest upon pension appropriations, upon the Post-Office Department, 
and upon the increase of the Navy. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose the bills are passed, $25,000,000 for 
rivers and harbors and all the other estimates as stated by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, and this revenue bill should 
be passed as reported here, how would that leave the surplus? 

Mr. ALLISON. Having another engagement I do not intend at this 
hour to go into that question. Senators smile when I say that, as 
though I hesitated to go into it. I do not hesitate to go into it, butit 
would require more time than I have this evening. It would require 
an analyzation of the various schedules of this tariff bill. I am pre- 
pared to analyze those schedules, and I regret to say with respect to 
some of them—and I am not to be led into that discussion now—I 
differ with the Senator from Kansas. Although these schedules do 
largely increase the duties on imports, I think I shall be able to show, 
if 1 have the opportunity, that notwithstanding this large increase of 
duties, unless we shall become paupers in the United States we shall 
continue to import largely of the goods that are mentioned in some of 
these schedules and pay the additional duty imposed upon them. But, 
as I said, I do not wish to go into that question to-night. 

It is clear to my mind, therefore, and I wish to impress it so far as I 
can upon the Senate, that the Committee on Appropriations, having 
charge of the appropriation bills, have not imposed upon the Senate and 
are not insisting upon extraordinary and unusual or extravagant ap- 
propriations for this year, but that we have kept carefully within the 
line of reasonable and proper expenditures, considering the growth of 
our country. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator one question. I ask if 
he has ever made the calculation of the amount to be expended on the 
bill that passed here several days ago to give bounties to American ships 
and shipping? Has he any estimate for that ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have made no estimate upon that subject. It is 
a thing that looked rather to the future, and I have thought it would 
be time enough to make that investigation when the bill became a law. 

Mr. GEORGE. In all the Senator has said this evening there has 
been no reference made to what we may have to pay under that bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have made no estimate of that because surely no 
payment will be required next year under that bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa has announced 
that he has a special engagement, and I know he will be very much 
obliged to me if I move that the Senate adjourn in order that he may 
go and comply with it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will not press that motion now. 
I desire to have a vote upon the motion of the Senator from New Jer- 


sey. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina to withdraw his motion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think 6 o’clock is time enough to adjourn. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was simply acting in the interest of my friend 
from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope my friend will withdraw that motion if he 
offers it on my account. 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator for his courtesy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to adjourn is withdrawn. 
The question recurs on the motion of the Senator from New Jersey to 
recommit the bill with instructions to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I presume this motion is not made seriously. The 
effect would be, if we should adopt the rates of the act of June 30, 1864, 
that we should collect, based upon the importations of 1889, $110,- 
000,000 more per annum than the bill now before the Senate, and if 
money collected in that way from duties on imports is a tax and bur- 
den upon the people of the United States, the effect of the motion of 
the Senator from New Jersey would be to add to the burdens of the 
people of the United States $110,000,000, and add to the surplus, if 
there isa surplus, $110,000,000. 

Mr. REAGAN. Thatdifficulty might be obviated by increasing the 
free-list if there is danger of getting too much revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To show the manifest absurdity of all this discus- 
sion upon ave ad valorem rates, I make the further statement that 


if this motion should prevail and this bill should be recommitted to 
the Committee on Finance to report a bill which should impose an 
average ad valorem rate of 38 per cent., or 38 and a fraction, as the 
Senator from New Jersey requires, we could report it back within ten 
minutes by putting sugar on the dutiable list at 10 per cent. ad valo- 
rem instead of upon the free-list, and then the average ad valorem rate 
would be reduced to 28 per cent. and a fraction instead of 36 or 38 per 
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cent., as the Senator from New Jersey requires. So we could arrange 
this ad valorem rate according to the rate levied in 1864 by increasing 


duties upon every other item in these schedules and putting a dutiable | 


rate of 10 per cent. upon sugar. 

All of these arguments have no force and effect whatever on intelli- 
gent people, and, as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonER] very 
well suggests, the people of the United States passed on this question 
of horizontal reduction in 1882. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I demand the yeas and nays upon this motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the mo 
tion of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to saya single word with respect to 
the statement made by the Senator from Rhode Island. If the hon- 
orable Senator and his associates should decide to put the whole iree- 
list upon the dutiable list I will confess that he might make some dif- 
ference with respect to the rate of duty. 
as any Senator in this body exactly what my resolution intends. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not think any Senator in this body or any 
one out of it knows the meaning of it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Itsimpiy means that the rate of duty on du- 
tiable goods collected under their own bill, which is now 52 per cent. 
according to the Senator’s own confession, should be reduced unde: 
this resolution to 36.69 per cent. That is what it means. ‘Then, as | 
have said before and repeat, in addition tothat a duty of 10 per cent 
added through the customs-administration bill, would make a rate of 
duty which I think would be altogether too high. 
tion be read and you will see exactly what itis. It does not mean to 
fix the rate of duty at 36.69 per cent., but that it shall not exceed it. 
You may put it as much lower as you please. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I suppose this motion means what 
itsays. If it does not, the Senator proposing it had better withdraw 
it and make it mean what itsays. I demand the yeas and nays on 
agreeing to the motion. 

Mr. GORMAN, Let the resolution be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Moved, That the pending bill (H. R.9416) be recommitted to the Committee 
on Finanee with instructions to report at the earliest practicable moment a 
bill to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, in which the average 


ad valorem rate of duty on all dutiable articles shall not exceed the average ad 
valorem war tariff rate of 1564. 


Mr. PLATT. 
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give the Senate, before we proceed with the consideration of the bill 

| the benefit of a frank and full statement to the exact effect of the 
bill, such as was called for by the resolut 0 d by the Senator 
from Kansas and adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee stated int report that if the 
same amount of merchandise of all kinds should imported in the 
next year that was imported in 1889 this bill would reduce the reve- 
nues to the extent of $20,000,000. Then—I am using round numbers 
now—whether the importations under the prov of this act will! 
ereater or less than they were under the provisions of existing law no 


ro 


That Senator knows as well | 


| an opinion on that point as any member 





man can tell. 


’ 


Estimates of this kind, as the committee stated in the 


report of last year, as to the effect of tariff legislation upon revenue 
are very uncertain and hardly ever correct. I think that none of the 
estimates which have ever been made by any of the committees in eithe: 


House of Congress have proven to be anywhere near accurate when the 
test of practice was applied to them. Every member of this body can 
judge as well as the Committee on Finance whether the importations 
are to continue in the same volume hereafter as they have heretofore. 

think if the Senator from Maryland, with his 
will investigate this subject he will certainly be able to form as good 
of the Fi 
On the other hand, if the Senator from Maryland and tl 
bers of the Committee on Appropriations ar 


great intelligence, 


lance Committee. 


ie other mem 


willing to say to us that, 
with a redaction of $20,000,000 made by a tariff bill, there will bea 


deficiency next year, I think that statement would be entitled to 


But let my resolu- | 


| 


weight One member of the Committee on Appropriations ha 
such a statement. 
The chairman of that committee has not 


made 


stated to the Senate as yet 
what, in his opinion, will be the surplus or the deficit for the next 
fiscal year. I am not sure whether the Senator from Maryland, who 
is also a member of that committee, is pow ready to state. Of course 


th 


ore 


e members of the Finance Committee and the members of the Senate 
snerally, I take it, do not propose by any legislation, so far as human 
experience can guide them, to reduce the revenues below the probable 
expe nditure 8. We do not intend by this le g slation to create a defi sit 
knowingly and purposely, and we do not believe that that will be tl 


LUC 
} 
ant 
resuit, 


We believe that we may 


safely reduce the revenue : 20, VOU, - 

O00, $30,000, 000, $40,000,000, or $50, 000, OO without th it resuit oc 
|} curring. 

Whenever the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, who 


| is also a member of the Committee on | 
Mr. President, if the Senator from New Jersey is | 


really serious as he says he is about this matter, tien he is asking the | 


committee to perform an absolutely impossible task. There is no com- 
mittee of the Senate that can tell what will be the ad valorem rate 


upon the importations which shall be had under any bill, and the aver- | 


age ad valorem rate which the committee suggest in this bill of 51 or 


52 per cent. is utterly conjectural and based upon the supposition that | 


the same amount of importations will take place next year as this 
year. No human being can tell even approximately what will be the 
result in ad valorem rates of the reduction or increase of duties upon 
dutiable articles. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to supplement my statement by saying 
further that, under the act of June 30, 1864, which did not go into 
effect until some time in the fiscal year 1865, the average ad valorem 
dutiable rate upon all importations of merchandise was 41.81 per cent. 
Under the present bill, as reported from the committee, it will be 27.21 
percent. The Senator from New Jersey by this indirect method pro- 
poses to increase the duties about 50 per cent. and put us back to wai 
tariff rates. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And, in addition to that, he proposes by this 
resolution to impose a duty on sugar. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I give no instructions as to what the commit- 
tee shall levy duties upon, but, in order to meet the objections made 
by the Senator from Connecticut, [ will so amend the resolution as to 
base the whole frame-work upon the importations of 1889. He says 
nobody can tell as to what the amount of duty is to be, but let it be 
based as this bill is based, upon the importations of 1889. That was 
exactly what the resolution intended, and the Senator from Connecti- 
cut knows that that was the intention. It is unnecessary to state it in 
the resolution, but 1 will modify it in that way. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I repeat, for the benefit of the Senator from New 
Jersey again, that if the rate of June 30, 1864, were applied to the im- 
portations of 1889, the revenue collected would exceed in amount $110,- 
000,000 what it would be under the provisions of the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey pro- 
poses a modification of his motion, which will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. After the word ‘‘articles,”’ it is proposed t 
sert the words ‘‘based upon the importations of 1889.’ 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island, 
at present in charge of this bill, in view of the statements made | 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLump]—the accuracy of which I do 
not believe can be questioned—as to the condition of the Treasury and 
the amounts which have been appropriated, supplemented, as it bas 
been, by the statement of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
whether or not he or any other Senator on the majority side intends to 


XA j[_...483 


ny i 


‘inanee, shail have prepared, 
he will, in a careful way, his statement of the probable expenditures 
and the probable receipts for the present fiscal year, 
members of the Committee on Finar will take into careful consider- 
ation whether they can afford to make this large reduction upon sugar, 
because it will not affect the bill except in that on 
opinion, whether the surplus is greater or less 


lam sure that 


ce 





particular, in my 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend allow me a word ? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish, in that connection, to call his attention 


| to the fact that, probably two weeks ago, the Senate by a resolution 


directed the Committee on Appropriations to report what would be the 


state of things. 


the income and expenditure, un 
is, and I venture to hope that we shall get that 
mittee on Appropriations very soon. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator 


‘r the law 


Le as it 
report 


from the Com- 


now 


Vermont will s¢ 


irom e, as 
every member of the Senate will see, that, until that statement is re- 
ceived, the Committee on Finance can not act with any more intelli- 
gence or with any greater intelligence than they have already acted. 


They have made an estimate of the only kind which can 
what the effect upon the revenue would be if the importations of the 
fiscal year 1890 should be the same as for the year 1889. 
Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will aliow me to ask kimaquestion. 1 
k him if the committee did not anticipate confidently, and if that 
was not the design of those who asked the committee to put up the 
duties or to maintain them at the rate proposed by the | 


be made of 


' 
fouse bill, th: 


i 
it would prevent the importation of foreign merchandise to the extent 
that it had heretofore been imported ? 
fr, ALDRICH. Iam in hopes that the general effect of this bill 
W be to decrease relatively the importation Chat it is going to 


have that effect the first year to any great extent, 1 have y grave 
doubts. Iam in hopes that the ultimate result will be to reduce the 
relative importation of those goods and increase our 1 manufacture 
Mr. PLUMB. Does not the Senator anticipate with reference to th 
question of revenue that a large amount of goods w ‘ifiported and 
are being imported in anticipation of the passage of t they 
| have been imported in anticipation of the ta £ t of the custom 
administrative bill? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Unquestionably 
Mr. PLUMB. Therefore, for that no other, the 
revenues for the succeeding twelve months will be largely diminished 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. PLUMB. The Senator says that he anticipates that goods will 


| be imported at these higher 1 


ites to a considerable extent during the 


time, until our American manufacturers can 
ield, thereby imposing at least burdens upon the 


coming year and for some 
prepare to take the 
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people very much greater than they are now bearing in the shape of | poses of the maintenace of the war that was then flagrant? 


the price of goods 
Mr. VANCE. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
Lion, with his permission. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. VANCE. He has stated that if thechairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations or a member of the Committee on Appropriations 


hou suyge 


st that there would be a deficiency, the Committee on F'i- 


nance would take the matter into consideration. 

ALDRICH. I did not say that, I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

TANCI I understood the Senator to say in case he was salis- 
{ the state n . 

ALDRICH. I said one member had made that statement here 
to 

AN{ Will the Senator be kind enough to repeat what he 
did te in o r that | may ask my question intelligently ? 

N \LDRICH. I said that if the statement reported by the chair- 
ma the committee, in answer to the resolution of the Senator from 
Vermont, would bear out the statement of the Senator from Kansas, 
| sa which ought to be taken into consideration and would 
be taken into consideration by the Committee on Finance in suggest- 

tmnendments to this bill. 

ANCI Now I understand the Senator. My question was, 
in case it should be disclosed that this bill would not yield sufficiently 
0 enue to meet the expenditures which have already been made 
ind will be made during the session of Congress, how he proposes to 


st that re Ve hue, 
Mr. ALDRICH. We: 
have not arrived at it yet. 
Mr. VANCE. Yes. I wanted to ask him if he would propose to in- 
crease the revenuesof the Government by reducing the duties on those 


We 


an cross that bridge when we get to it. 


things where the duties have been increased for the express purpose of 


preventing importation. That is the reason assigned by the commit- 
tee for making several increases; in order to check importatiuns, or be- 
cause of heavy impertations, such and such duties were increased. I 
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That is 
the question. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator understand thatthe proposed ad 
valorem rate of duty in this bill is higher than it was then? 

Mr. MORGAN. The proposed ad valorem rate of duty in this bill, 
I expect, is a good deal higher. Ido not mean each ad valorem rate, 
but I mean the average ad valorem rate. 

Mr. PLATT. The average ad valorem rate in this bill is lower. 

Mr. MORGAN. On the taxed articles, on the dutiable articles. 

Mr. PLATT. But the 36 per cent. the Senator from New Jersey has 
been talking about was on the dutiable and the free articles. 

Mr. MORGAN. That may be so. We have added a great many 
articles to the free-list since the war ended. I go back to the proposi- 
tion I stated in the outset. The resolution of the Senator from New 
Jersey contemplates nothing else than a mere rate of duty under which 
a bill shall be framed, and does not confine the committee to the ar- 
ticles which are presented in this bill that was reported here as dutia- 
ble articles, nor does it prevent them from going on the free-list for 
sugar or any other articles, if they see proper to do so. 

Chat is the proposition, and it is an important one, and it is one 
that is now distinctly presented to the Senate for its consideration and 
for its action, and I hope we shall Le prepared to meet this question 
squarely and fairly, for the country is not going to misunderstand it. 


| The country is going to appreciate the fact whether or not we are 
| levying higher ad valorem rates of duty now than we were in 1864. 


simply wanted to know if the Senator would agree that the revenues | 


might be increased by reducing those duties. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The majority of the Senate Committee on Finance 
tr find some method which will be satisfactory to them. 
Whether it will be satisfactory to the Senator from North Carolina, 
judging from our experience in the past, I have very grave doubts. 

Mr. VANCE. Sohavel. [ Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). TheSenator 
from New Jersey asks unanimous consent to modify his resolution. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. EDMUND Let us hear what the modification is. 

The CHier CL: \fter the word “‘articles,’’ it is proposed to in- 

ert ‘‘ based upon the importations of 1889,’’ 
EDMUNDS. Read it all in connection. 

The Cuter CLERK. So as to read: 

Noved, That the pending bill (H. R. 9416) be recommitted to the Committee on 
Finanee, with instructions to report at the earliest practicable moment a bill to 
re > the revenue and equalize duties upon imports, in which the average 


ul vaiorem rate of duties on all dutiable articles, based upon the importations 
| not exceed the average ad valorem war tariff rate of 1864. 


/ Stimii 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. 
1L1IOn, 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 

lingly the modification will be made. 

\ir. MORGAN. Mr. President, I understand that resolution to have 


I have no objection tothe Senator making the 


no reference at all to the articles which the committee may consider 
it proper to tax. If they should bring in a bill under the in- 
truction contained in it, the committee would have a full sweep at 
the whole of the articles imported into the United States, and could 
eV tax or duty upon any article that they chose to levy it upon, 
whether it is now upon the free-list or whether it isnot upon the free-list. 
The resolution has no reference to that question. It leaves it entirely 
in the power of the committee to select any articles for taxation which 
they see proper. But the point in the resolution is, that the rate of 
taxation shall not be higher as an ad valorem rate on the average than 
the war rate of taxation leviedin 1864. That is what I understand to 
he the proposition 


t 

i «un not hesitate to give my vote in favor of a proposition of that 
kind, because we are a long way removed now from the period of the 
war, and we all know that the history of the act of 1864 is that it was 
passed and those duties were levied to meet war emergencies and war 
It can not be possible that the people of the United States 
his great distance from that period of time ought to be subjected to 
rate of ad valorem duties than they were at that time. 

it does not make any difference whether you put the duties upon 
particular articles which are mentioned in the bill reported by the com- 
mittee, or whether you broaden it out and put them upon some of the 
articles contained in the free-list. That resolution presents that one 
distinct proposition to the people of the United States: Ought the rate 
of duty in this time of peace and prosperity to be higher than the rate 
of duties that was found necessary to be imposed in 1864 for the pur- 


eX penses, 
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Now about this free-list that has so disturbed the minds of Senators 
this afternoon, it is a very extensive free-list, and I wish to call at- 
tention again to the point that I made when I believe the Senator from 
lowa [ Mr. ALLISON ] had the floor, when I asked him to point out in 
this free-list a single article besides coffee, sugar, and fish caught by 
American citizens on the high seas that entered into or assisted the 
ordinary laboring population of this country either in providing them- 
selves with food, with clothing, or with shelter. There is an exten- 
sive free-list in this bill, but who gets the benefit of it? Why, the 
manufactarers get very much the larger part of the benefit. The lux- 
urious people of the United States who have wealth get another very 
large share in it. 

But, besides these, no one gets any benefit from that free-ligt, except 
in respect of those particular articles which I have been mentioning; 
for instance, sugar below 13 Dutch standard. Now, Mr. President, 
there are few men in this country, even negroes in the South, that you 
can get to use sugar below 13 Dutch standard on their tables. They 
do not use it, and it is not expected that they will use it. 

That sugar must be refined; it must becleared of the trash and other 
nuisances that are found in it when it is imported in this 1aw and 
almost semi-liquid state from foreign countries, and it is imported for 
the benefit of the refiners. They take it and refine it, and the people, 
poor and rich, buy it after it is refined, and that production, presented 
on this free-list here was evidently intended, not for the purpose of 
putting free sugar into the hands of the people, but it was intended to 
put free sugar into the hands of the refiners and let the refiners put 
their own price upon it. 

That free-list is one of the greatest injustices to be found in this bil] 
It is one of the things that grind with most hardship upon the ordi- 
nary laboring and consuming people of the United States. It has 
grown too large. There is nodoubt about it. An equitable system of 
taxation is one that taxesin a moderate degree the larger part of the 
commerce thatcomes into the United States. Thatis an equitable sys- 
tem. It is fair and just that every article imported into the United 
States, with fewexceptions—and those relate to the prime necessities of 
life, suchas salt and other articles which enter into the ordinary con- 
sumption of mankind and to their comfort—ought to bear a degree of 
taxation, but it ought to be a very low taxation. 

Our theory has been all wreng. We go to the extremity on the one 
side of high protective duties and enormous taxation, and on the other 
side of a free-list discriminating between those articles that are to be 
protected and those that are not, and when we come to an article that 
we shall give protection to there seems to be no limit to the upward 
tendency; and when we come to that class of articles which we choose 
to put upon the free-list, we select, it appears, those that are more for 
the benefit of protected industries than for any other purpose. 

That is notan equal and just system of taxation. None of these bills, 
none of these tax laws that we have enacted, have gone upon truly 
equitable principles in this respect, and this bill is amenable to stronger 
objections on that account than any bill we have ever considered since 
I have been in this body or any bill that I have undertaken to try to 
understand. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am a little surprised that the Senator from 
New Jersey should offer this proposition—I am not so much surprieed 
after all 

Mr. MORGAN. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I beg pardon of the Senator. I supposed the 
Senator had yielded the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, it will appear in the further 





consideration of this bill that the classes of the people whom I have the 
honor to represent bere, a farming community of the South, a very 
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large part of whom are in very poor circumstances, are worse hampered, The question was taken; and there were—yez 
and worse handled, and more imposed upon by this bill by their pre- | voting 142; as follows: 

tended friends than they have been by any bill that has ever appeared YEAS 

before the Senate of the United States of any kind or character. cb Ti » : 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Alabama yield for a motion to | 4Qivjicdn Pa. Enl MeCore 
adjourn ? Atk W. Va. Farquha 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. Featl : 

Mr. BERR) I move that the Senate do now adjourn. Bartine Flick M 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will consent to that motion if the Senator will | Bayne, Funsto M 
move to adjourn until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. . , ; : 

Mr. SPOONER (to Mr. Atpricu). Move to amend t coe Gre ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You can not do that. H . ‘ 

Mr. RANSOM. We wil! consent to that = 

. , > } 7 2 t ’ >) 

Mr. BERRY I have no objection to changing my n ) las , ee aa : aes * 
gested by the Senator from Rhode Island, I move that th it ) \ Ii Pas 
now adjourn until to-morrow morning at 11 o’clock H 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 3 minutes p. pr dS 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, July 26, 1890, at 11 r,lowa 

c 1. ™m 

( ] I 
( : 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | Cutcheon,’ 
FRIDAY, July 25, 1890. ras — 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. D. T. PHILLIPs, of | 4¢8™s, ir ; a 
> 14 . . . Andrew, Edmunds McComas 
Baltimore, Md. a marie E] ak onan 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. | Boatner } 

, : I kinrid Ky r Mi 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. Brickne Forma M i 
—— . - : . J vI I ne M 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privileged report. ! ar tts Oa 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take | |! Goodnight oO"! 
from the Speaker’s table for present consideration Senate joint resolu- | © ' so — pt : 
i y emphill, t \lass 
tion No. 111. | 3 Houk Ou te 

Mr. CANNON. I must insist on submitting this privileged report | Chipman, Lane, oO > 
from the Committee on Appropriations. I report back thesundry civil | ©/#"°3 Lanham, Pa 

VI } ( I 
. . . ¥ en I 1Ww < 
appropriation bill with Senate amendments. | ¢ “ i I 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to reserve the point | Cris; Lester, Va I 
of order that this report must have its first consideration in Committee ; en = me aeons ‘e 

. = } umm os, lag r he vy, 
of the Whole. | David I Tex, I 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the bill. 

ra . 2 | WOT OTING 149 

The Clerk read as follows: ‘OT VOT — 

P lers ( Herma 

A bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the : MM < H 
+ ; en, Miss onne Lo« A 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, a dlawne Kans icici Hopkins 

a ‘prarDr 1 , : . nderson. Miss , t Kerr. P 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee will be read, after | AndeTson, ss. Cov Ketehae 

° r . . vt liAL es »v es a 
which the gentleman from Kentucky will be recognized to submitany | parnes Cra K 
point of order he may desire. Beckwith, Dalzell, Laidla 

The Clerk read as follows: Belden o sTicolian prey 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1088 B ol im De Hav L { 
makingappropriations for sundry civil expenses ofthe Government for the fiscal | B i I 
year ending June 30, 159!, and for other purposes, together with the amend | Dick 
ments of the Senate thereto, having considered the same, beg leave to report as | |} D ‘ M 
follows: eee . Mote 

They recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered | } J I 
18, 19, 20, 52, 77, 96, 97, 101, 103, 119, 121, 122, 125, 127, 133, 138, 139, 140, 142, and 143. Bowde Ey 1 

They recommend non-concurrence in the amendments numbered 1, 2,3, 4,5,6, | RB c lve, Ark. Ewa McK 
7,8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36,37, | } ! 

38, 39, 49, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50,51, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61. 62. 63. 64. | Br. 
65,66, 67, 68, 69, 70.71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, row M. | 
93, 94, 95, 98, 99, 100, 102, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, I uN 
118, 120, 123, 124, 126, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 134, 135, 136, 137, 141, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, | Buckalew Geissenhainer Morg 
149, 150, 151, 152. 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167 {3 ( 
168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 184, 185 Burt Gif 
187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, L96, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, and 202 Butterw G 
preerw T — . - " " - Caidw (rosy 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Speaker, I raise | Gampb« Gr 
the point of order that this bit and report must be considered in Co1 Candler, ¢ iH 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. andle He 

aT . : . . : . ; . I ia 

Mr. ENLOE. I raise the question of consideration against the re- | Gas H 
port, in the interest of tke Private Calendar. Che H 

Mr. CANNON. Pending the point of order I will ask my friend ; la or — a 
from Kentucky, as this is an important bill and we recommend non- | ; aan He 
concurrence generally, and as all of these matters of contest will come | Clun i 
up on the report of the conference committee, to withhold his point of » the motion v 
order, let us take non-concurrence and send it to a conference. e following pa 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I dislike to decline any re- | ther not 
quest of the chairman of the committee, but I do not see my way clear Mr. SHERMAN iM 
to withdraw the point of order. Mr. Bowp . Mr. } 

Mr. CANNON. Imove that the House resolve itself into Committee Mr. TAYLOR, of Te } 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- Mr. LANSING with Mr. 7 
sidering the Senate amendments to this bill. Mr. FINLEY with Mr. ¢ ‘ 

Mr. EN LOE. And I raise the question of considera<ion. Mr. MASON with Mr. ¢ 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order. Mr. HALL with Mr 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. CANNON; and ona Mr. O’DONNELL ¥ I 
division there were—ayes 76, noes 55. Mr. Nute with M 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, there is no quorum present. Mr. BUTTERWORTH with M 

pr ‘a awit r 1 1 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). One hundred and! Mr. WicKHAM with Mr. G 


sixty-eight members are present, being a quorum. 
Mr. ENLOE. Then I ask the yeas and nays. 


Mr. BoorHMAN with Mr. Cow Lt 
rr | E 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 
Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. WADE. 
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Mr. NiepRinGHAvs with Mr. Hatcu. ae armen, Moore, N. H. ae. 
; : 1. encom aa : arter, igen, Morey, Shively, 
Myr \ LI} of Michigan, with Mr. rong, of Missouri, Cheatham, Henderson, Iowa Morrill, Simonds, 
Mr. Hfenp Nn, of Illinois, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. | Cogswell, Hermann, Morrow, Smith, Ill. 
Mr. hy . th Mr. McC LAMM) Comstock, Hill, Morse. Smyser, 
a ae > ake as. 3 eh | Conger Hitt, O'Neill, Pa. Snider, 
i f Wisconsin, with Mr, PER | Cooper, Ind. Holman, Osborne, Stephenson, 
Ir. hOUTELLI Mr. HERBEI Cooper, Ohio Kelley, Owen, Ind. Stivers, a 
M CI Mr. CLunt Craig, Kennedy, Parrett, Stockbridge, 
_s. 3 : . +85 Culbertson, Pa, Kerr, lowa Payne, Struble, 
Mir. BLA with Mr. DINGLES Cutcheon, Kinsey, Pickler, Sweney, 
Mr. WILL! of Ohio, with Mr. HEARD. | Dockery, Knapp, Post, Taylor, Ill. q 
Mr. B E h Mr. FLOWER | Dorsey, Lacey, Pugsley, Taylor, J.D. 
a. tr 4 a Ellis, La Follette, Quackenbush, Thompson, 
ir, WAT i MM usetts, with Mr. ANDREW. Ewart, Lane, Ray, Townsend, Colo, 
Mr. PERKI with Mr. Kilaot Farquhar, Lawler, Reed, Iowa Townsend, Pa. i 
' } : rEeR $e Fithian, Laws, Reilly, Turner, Kans. 
lr. THomas M. Bro & with Mr. LesTer, of Georgia, | mene. Lehibach Rife. Turner, N. Y. 
Ni Wi HT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. | Fanston, Lodge, Rock well, Vandever, 
Mr. Ra L with Mr. SPINOLA, | Gear, Martin, Ind. Rowell, Williams, Til. 
Mr. Mu with Mr. Hooxs Gest, McCord, Russell, Williams, Ohio 
S : , — a | - . Gifford, McDuffie, Sawyer, Wilson, Ky. 
‘ir ri r, of Ve ont, with Mr. BLANCHARD. Greenhalge, McKenna, Sayers, 
Mr. PerTeRs with Mr. MANSUR | Grosvenor, Moffitt, Seranton, ‘a 
Mr. Grout with Mr. Firen. \ NAYS—58. < 
Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. MONTGOMERY Abbott, Dunnell, Martin, Tex. tichardson, 
Mr. De LANO with M PUNPHY. | Boatner, Edmunds, McAdoo, Rogers, ‘- 
Mr. ADAMS wit vs Wht | Breckinridge, Ky. Elliott, McClellan, Skinner, iq 
eet ae : a ees Buchanan, Va. Enloe, McCreary, Stewart, Ga. 
lr, WALKER with Mr. BLouNt. Bullock, Forney, MeMillin, Stewart, Tex. 5 
Mr. Drosit vith Mr. Wu of Missouri. Caruth, Fowler, McKae, Stone, Ky. = 
re lh ; 4 ae , \ a } Catchings, Gibson, Mutclhier, Taylor, Tenn, * 
Mr ANDEL , of Kansas, with Mr. CAMPBELL. | Chipman, Goodnight, Oates, Tillman, ; 
Mir MivH, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON,. | Claney, Houk O’ Ferrall, Washington, 
Mr. FRANK with Mr. TABSNEY, |; Coleman, Lanham, O’ Neall, Ind, Wheeler, Ala. 
' at ' 1 oe | Cris ee O' Neil, Maas. Whittl » 
Mr. HAke with Mr. HANSBROUGH, on all political questions, alsoon | GU con. Tex - ar Va + og Wike Lorne 
Conger lard bil! tterworth option bill, and original-package bill, | Cummings Lewis, Penington, Willcox. 
ntil August ¢ Davidson seoaeee, Price, 
a7 * . . .* ‘ > sib! » , t « 4 ; 
Mir WE with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, until the | ! a ialsh, ealen, 
th of July NOT VOTING—15. 
Ir. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLs, until August 1. Alderson, Connell, fiotahons, Sanford, 
Mr. WATSON with Mr. MorG i} onat, 1 | Allen, Miss Cothran, ilgore, Seney, 
= ; 7 font AN, unt : August I. | Anderson, Kans Covert, Laidlaw, Sherman, 
ir. De HAVEN with Mr. BiaGs, on all questions except bankruptcy | anderson! Miss. Cowles, Lansing, Smith, W. Va, 
1 national-bank legislation, | Andrew, Crain, Lester, Ga. Spinola, 
Mr T.arr \ h Mr Rorrrrson. f = win Bankbead, Dalzell, Lind, Spooner 
! a h Mr. RoBERTSON, for ten days, Banks, Dargan, Mansur, Springer, 
Un this vote | Barnes, Darlington, Mason, StahInecker, 
Mr. Jost iD. TAYLOR with Mr. VENABLE. | Beekwith, De Haven, McCarthy, Stewart, Vt. 
Mr ith \ w_ of Mississippi Belden, De Lano, McClammy, Stockdale, 
7 . at rz . 9 Mr Al LEN, of M aap pt. | Biggs, Dickerson McComas, Stone, Mo. 
Ay LES W it. DUNN. Bingham, Dingley, McCormick, Stump, 
Mr. WADDILL with Mr. DICKERSON. | Blanchard, Dolliver, McKinley, eer . * 
Mr (‘ay rn. of Massachueetta. wit} Bland, Dunphy, Miles, Taylor, E. B. a 
ir. \ LER, | a ssa husetts, with Mr. TUCKER | Blount. eau Milliken. Thomas, ie 
Mr. FLoop with Mr, Norton Boothman Featherston, Mills, Tracey, 
Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. Kerr, of l’ennsylvania, for the rest of this | Boutelile Finley, Montgomery, Tucker, — 
e} | Bowden, Fitch, Moore, Tex. Turner, Ga. 
are _ | Breckinridge, Ark. Flick, Morgan, Van Schaick, be 
Ir. McCor™M with Mr. MaAisu, jor the rest of the week. | Brosius, Flood Mudd, Vaux, G 
Mr. Bur with Mr. SENEY, tor this day. Brower, Flower, Niedringhaus, oo. ‘ 
Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. S \ , aa ae cial , . Browne, T. M, Frank, orton, é ill, 
- DARLI i vith Mr. SHIVELY, on all political questions, until! a eeenaae Gelasenhaines. Nute, Wade. 
‘onday next | Buckalew, Grimes, O'Donnell, Walker, 
Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. WILKINSON, on all political | Bunn, Grout, Owens, Ohio Wallace, Mass, 
iestions. for two weeks | Burton Hall Paynter, Wallace, N.Y. 
ary PIOUTARI ao . ; | Butterworth, Hansbrough Payson, Watson, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, [ entered the Hall just as my | Caidweil, Hare, Peel, Wheeler, Mich. 
ame was ealled. I was not sure whether it was my name, though, and | Campbell Hiatch, Perkins, vee 
did not answer I could not certainly say that it was my name, but aa ne Mas ~ a deal ive —_ a 
' : a .. - . : andi . iS. ynes, Ss, : y, 
| think it wa It in the R’s; and, if present, I should have voted | Cariten, Heard, Phelan, Wilkinson, 
nay. Caswell Sew eee Pierce, Viison, Mo. 
1} >] j 1 } , |; Cheadle > ers il. t ; Wils Wash. 
The SPEAKER Che Chair thinks it would not be better to extend | Clark. Wis eee Randall Wilson’ W Va 
the rule unnecessarily Clarke, Ala. Herbert, Reyburn, Wright, 
Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Spe aker, lam paired with Mr. ADAMS, Mr, } Clements, Hooker, Robertson, Yardiey, 
. . nie -+ > y} y er 
ADAMS being present and voting, | wish that pair withdrawn. fan — on a zane. 
. . a i are s , 
Mr. ENLor, having voted in the negative, changed his vote to the | s . J 
sflirmative. So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
Mr. DOCKER\ Mr. Speaker, had I been present I would have The Clerk announced the following additional pairs 
oted ‘‘ay.”? Mr. BrowNe, of Virginia, with Mr. Norton, for the rest of this 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. day. 
* . ° ~~ : Tlr-nwep oa 
Mr. ENLOI Mr. Speaker lL move to reconsider the vote by which Mr. MILES with Mr. TUCKER, on this vote. . : 
the Honse resolved itself into Committee of the Whole. Mr. Evans with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, on this vote. 4 
Mr. CANNON. I move to lay that motion on the table. | Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, on 'g 
Mr. ENLOE, Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. | this vote. 4 


Mr. CANNON. LIL hope the gentleman will not filibuster. 
Mr. ENLOE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER announced that on the demand for the yeas and nays | 
} gentlemen voted in the affirmative; not a suflicient number. 

Mr. ENLOE. I demand the other side. 

Che negative vote was taken on the demand for the yeas and navs. 


Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. BLOUNT, on this vote. 
The result of the vote was then announced us above recorded. . 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. BURROWs in the chair). 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
| on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the Senate 


fhe SPEAKER. One hundred and eleven gentlemen vote in the | 2mendments to the bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for the 
ive. A sufticient number having voted in the affirmative, the | sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending ; 
eas and nays are ordered. June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. $ 
Che quest n was taken: and there were—veas 11 4, nays 5&8, pot vot- Mr. CANNON, Mr. ( hairman, I ask unanimous consent to omit 
g 155: as follows _ the first reading of the Senate amendments. 
YEAS—1l4 | TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 3 
Adams Bake Bergen, Brown, J. B. | consent to omit the first reading of the Senate amendments. 4 
Allen, Mich he Bliss, Browne, Va. Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, they are very important, and I think 
Arnold, Barw Brewer, Buchanan, N. J. hey ht to } 1 - E 
Atkinson, Pa Bay Brickner, Burrows, t acy oug 0 be read. 
Atkinson, W. Va Belknap Brookshire, Bynum, The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
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Mr. CANNON. 
kansas [Mr. RoGERs] that there are two hundred and two of these 
amendments. They have tobe read under the five-minute rule. Then 
comes the discussion. It seems to me that we can take time in amore 
interesting way—all that is desirable by either side of the House—than 

the reading of the amendments merely. I make that suggestion to 
the gentleman from Arkansas 

Mr. ROGERS. I will say to my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
that on more than one occasion when matters of this’ kind were to be 
disposed of, we have been enabled to detect during the formal reading, 
matters of the greatest importance, which ought to be considered de- 
liberately. I would be very glad it I could accommodate my friend, 
but we have so much time under the new code of rules to dispose of 
business, that we do not need to violate them. 

Mr. CANNON. The amendments are to be read again under the 
five-minute rule; and now, if I am in order, if I have been recognized, 
I want to say that it will take some little time to read these two hun- 
dred and two amendments. 
of August, if this sundry civil bill is not passed before that time, the 
appopriations will have to be a second time extended; and there are 
many new items which might create very great trouble. 

It seems to me, I think, everybody’s interest on both sides of the 
House to prevent delay in business that many gentleman are interested 
in and which ought to be heard and passed. I think it would have 
been well to send this bill to conference; but the disposition of the 





gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGErs] and the gentleman from Ten- | 


nessee [ Mr. ENLOE], whocommand thatside for all practical purposes, 
is to try under some circumstances to effect only delay; but, of course, 
they are acting upon their own responsibility. I want to say to this 
side of the House it is evident that if this sundry civil bill, with its 
two hundredand two amendments, is to be disposed of to-day, or in any 
reasonable time, it will be because Republicans remain in their seats 
and furnish a quorum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask if the gentleman from 
Illinois is in order? I thought he was asking unanimous consent; he 
has proceeded to address the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I[say that the Republican members will have to 
remain in their seats and furnish the majority to pass these amend- 
ments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 
I think the gentleman from Illinois is out of order. 

Mr. CANNON, The ‘‘gentleman’’ has completed all he desires to 
ay at this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not think he had gotten through. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not rise toa question of privi- 
lege in Committee of the Whole. [Laughter.] The Chair desires to 
say that he has very grave doubts whether the gentleman from Arkansas 
or any member of the committe can demand the reading of these amend- 
ments in gross in the first instance, as a vote can not be taken upon them 
at this stage of the proceedings. Each amendment must be considered 
by itself. It has been the uniform practice of the Committee to have 
the amendments read in their order and acted upon, and while general 
debate is in order upon all amendments, the Chair has very grave doubts 
whether the reading of these amendments can be demanded in the first 
instance as a matter of right. 

Mr. ROGERS. If my memory serves me correctly, the Speaker of 
the House during the past week has ruled upon that subject. 
for the reading of the amendments, not being familiar with them, and, 
as my memory serves me, I do not think Iaminerror. The record 
will show that when a call of that kind was made they were ordered 
to be read, and were read. I do not know whether that is the uniform 
practice of the House. I do not think there is any uniform practice 
of the House on that subject or any other. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recall any instance where | 


Senate amendments, upon the demand of a member, have been read 
in the first instance in Committee of the Whole; but if the gentleman 
from Arkansas has any precedent on the subject the Chair will be very 
glad to have it cited, : 

Mr. ROGERS. Ihave justcited one; but my memory does not serve 
me at this time as to what particular bill it was. 

The CHAIRMAN. That could not have been the case, because the 
Speaker does not preside in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ROGERS. I expect the Chair is right in that regard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be inclined to hold that it is not 
required to read all of the Senate amendments in the first instance un- 
less some authority can be shown. The practice has heen almost uni- 
formly the other way. 

Mr. ROGERS. The uniform practice where matters are to be con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole is to have them read and to have 
general debate if demanded by any member. 
the Senate are entirely new. They came here upon the bill. They 
were referred by the House to the Committee on Appropriations. That 
committee reported them back tothe House. They have not been read 
at all to the House or in the presence of the House. Now, I submit 


I called } 


These amendments of 


Mr. Chairman, I will say to my friend from Ar- | 
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of the House ought to be read and discuss 


iu acl e6QO tly «Ties 
| governing in Committee of the Who that is, first, general de 
and then to be considered under the tiv: nu 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkans l } e tha 
these amendments will be read in their order and th e open for 
motions to concur or non-concur or conc with amendme All the 
amendments are now open for general debat til by order of the 
House general debate is closed. The Chair only desires to say that the 
uniform practice so far as the Chair knows has 1 to consider thes 
amendments in their order, and not to have th read in gross in th 
first instance; but ifany authority can be cited the trary the 
Chair will be glad to have that done 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, it is a most anomalous proceeding, 
among the innumerable, anomalous, and unique proceedings of the 
present House, that we are called upon to embark on general debate 


| upon a bill that has never been read inthe House at all. ‘The readir 


' 


I want further to say that on the Ist day | 





| and if there is not any sense, t 





| to the correct practice under the rules. 


of amendments when a bill is discussed under the fiv 
had in the consideration of every bill in Committee of 


minute ruiel 
the Whole and 
is confined in each instance to the ar 








endment then before the House; 
but we are now called upon, under this ruling, to debate amendment 
which have never been read to the House at all: and if tha ta 
unique, novel, singular, remarkable, extraordinary proceeding, I am 
at a loss to know anything that would be, and 1 may add, with all 
due deference to the Chair, that it seems to me to be unpat ventary 
| also. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has no desire except t [ 
minister the rules of the House. The Chair was under the i 
from the practice of the House in this regard that the request to have 
nce was not in order 

Mr. ROGERS. I have no doubt that the Chair is endeavoring to get 
at a correct ruling. The Chair will remember that practice does not 
always establisha rule. A practice is sometimes established by unan 
mous consent, and generally wherethe matters have not been of grave 
importance the first reading has been dispensed with by unanimous 
consent. But here is a bill that carries millions of dollars, that pro- 
vides for the condemnation of valuable property and the payment for 
it out of the people's money, the location of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and various other things, and we are to be required to 
discuss this in general debate without ever having heard the proposi- 
tions read to the House. I submit that the Chair has fallen into error 
because of the fact that the proceedings in matters of this kind have 
generally been by unanimous consent and the point of order has not 
been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated in the first instance that the 
amendments would be read, but afterwards suggested some doubt 





pres on 





as 
Upon reflection, the Chair is 
inclined. to direct the Clerk to read the amendments in order to save 
time, without determining whether the reading may be demanded as 
a matter of right by any member. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Senate amendments to the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa (after the reading had proceeded for some time). 
Mr. Chairman, as the Clerk reads these proposed amendments in con- 
nection with the lines of the bill, it does not seem to me that there is 
any sense in them at all. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman proposes to get any 
this reading, or anything except delay, he will be 
seems to me he might safely leave that to the gent 
[Mr. RoGErs]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But there ought to be something gained by 
the reading of the amendments. There ougl 

h 


y sense out of 
appointed, and it 
leman from Arkansas 





reougat 


Mr. CANNON. ‘The gentleman, I think, can safely rely on the 


eminent gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. RoGers] to get sense out o 
the reading, if there is sense in it. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But we ought to rely upon the chairn 


the Committee on Appropriations not to pre 
in which there is no sense 

The CHAIRMAN. There isnothing to be done except for the Cle 
to read the proposed amendments. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa point of order. 
fore usthe House bill. Itcomes back with Senate amendments. Whyno 
let the reading proceed in connection with this billinsuch a manner that 
we can follow it and understand it. That is the point of the gentle 
man from Iowa [Mr. Kerr], and I think he ought not to be blufl 
off by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON 
[ Langhter. ] 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have not been bluffed o 
pose to be. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk is obliged to read the bill as returned 
from the Senate with the amendments. The amendments are not 
printed; they are in manuscript 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. CANNON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. ROGERS. This isthe regular order. It occurs to me that if 
the Clerk in reading the bill would state the numbers of the sections 


t 1 | 
Ye have ve 
‘ 


in th rude styl 


1 , 
| + ne 
ind I do no pro 


that matters of this character which have not been read in the presence | instead of the pages of the bill we would be enabled to follow him. 
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CANNON. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the fur- 
the amendments in this way, and that we proceed to 
consider them under the five-minute rule, each amendment 
read as it comes up tor action, 
CUTCHEON Will that include the reading of the original text 
ich the amendments apply ? 
CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ] asks 
vent to dispense with the further reading of the Senate 
nt | to proceed to the consideration of them in their order 
inute rule. 
i OAs] i With gre it defe n¢ to the rentieman irom Illinois, 
tenter 1 yhiect 
ANNON Ch ir. Chairman, I demand the regular order. 
CHAIRMA Clerk will read. 
erk resumed the reading and proceeded for some time, 
KERI Iowa Mr. Chairman, in the amendment which the 
read ‘* line is mentioned. but there is no such sum 
\ tliat which the amendment refers to mentioned in the bill 
j f ‘ 
CHAIRMAN, The Clerk is reading the amendments sent from | 
ite. The pages and lines referred to are these in the original 


ERI Iowa. But we have no copy of the bill in that form. 
CHAIRMAN lhe Chair is well aware of that. 
K } : lowa. Then there can be noinformation derived from 


BREWER. I call for the regular order. 
CUTCHEON, Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 
. CUTCHEON. Do these amendments as they are being read 
in the same numerical order in which they occur in the printed 


CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that they do. 
CUTCHEON. Then we are now at amendment 103, as I under- 


CHAIRMAN. The Chair is so informed. 

BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a 
forder. Ithink there will be no trouble about this matter if 
rk will state the numbers of the amendments as they are num- 
in the bill by order of the Senate, and as they were referred to 


jouse Committee on Appropriations. If the Clerk, instead of call- 


number of the page and line, will call the number of the 
iment, we shall be able to follow the reading. 
CHAIRMAN, The Clerk hereafter will give the numbers of 


-aumendm 


Clerk resumed the reading of the amendments, but was inter- 

Dy P i 

BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, who said: Mr. Chairman, I 

that when the Clerk is reading an amerdment—for instance, such 

rendment as that numbered 104—striking out some portion of 
} 
understand the effect of the amendment. 

‘ANNON,. lI call for the regular order. A gentleman on that 
demanded his ‘‘ pound of flesh;’’ let him have it. 
BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What I am trying to ac- 
h is that when the Clerk reads, for instance, amendment num- 

104, proposing to strike out—— 

CHAIRMAN (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). The words proposed 

truck. out are not included in what the Clerk is reading. The 

can only read the amendments as stated in the bill before him. 
BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Bat when the amendment 
out something, we want to understand what is to be struck 


She CHAIRMAN, The Clerk can not read in that way, becanse the 


Mir 
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tw 


ing t 
Con 
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New 
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from 


iage proposed to be struck out is not before him. 


BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is in the printed bill. 


he CHAIRMAN, The Clerk can scarcely read from two bills at 
same time. 
veral members called for the regular order. 


Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the amendments. 
CANNON. I now ask unanimous consent that general debate 
nsidered as closed, and that we proceed to the consideration of 


nate amendments under the five-minute rule. 
TURNER, of New York. I object. 


- CANNON, Mr, Chairman, one word. The sundry civil bill as 
ssed the House appropriated $23,060,620.22. The Senate made 
:undred and two amendments to the bill adding $5,568,172, mak- 


‘ total of the bill as passed by the Senate $33,628,792.22. The 
ttee on Appropriations of this House recommend concurrence 
nity of these.amendments and non-concurrence in one hundred 
ghty-two, Of the amendments in whichwe recommend concur- 


, one of them, numbered 77, appropriates $3,000 for the salary of 


iditional judge recently authorized by law for the Territory of 


Mexico; another, numbered 138, reduces the amount proposed for 
ional land for national cemetery at Hampton Soldiers’ Home, 
$17,000 to $10,000. The other amendments, in which concur- 


he ought to read the words proposed to be struck ont so that | 


rence is recommended, are verbal in their character, involving no ap- 
propriation of money. 

Mr. Chairman, it must be evident to this Committee of the Whole 
that the amendments having now been read, this bill being one of the 
great money bills for the service of the present fiscal year, it is our 
duty to proceed to consider and dispose of these Senate amendments. 
I therefore ask the gentleman on the other side |Mr. SAYERS], amem- 
ber of the subeommittee of the Committee on Appropriations, whether 
we can have an agreement closing general debate. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, for myself, I am perfectly willing to 
reach an agreement; I think it ought to be done in the interest of the 
public business, but I can not control every gentleman in this House. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Texes having signifie* his de- 
sire that general debate be closed and his belief that it ought to be 
| closed, I will again ask 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not think it should be closed at once. I under- 
stand the gentleman from New York [Mr. TURNER] would like to 
speak, and he should be given some opportunity to do so 

Mr. CANNON. How much time does he desire ? 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me ask the gentleman in charge of this bill 
whether when we reach the amendment with reference to irrigation 
he will permit latitude,of debate upon that proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend from Texas, he having 
helped to prepare this bill, and having done so industriously and ably, 
that if his side of the House will defer to his judgment in regard to 
the conduct of this bill, there is not the slightest trouble about our 
agreeing to anything touching its consideration. Upon the particular 
point that the gentleman speaks of I submit to him that this being a 
| rider, sweeping in its character, it is not wise, at least pending the 
| first conference, for the House to undertake to consider and amend 
| the Senate amendment. It seems to me, and I think it does to the 
gentleman from Texas, that the contest should come on the confer- 
| ence report. 

Mr. SAYERS. I agree with the policy of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois in regard to this amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. I wish we could hear in this part of the Hall what 
is being said by the gentleman from Texas. The conversation between 
him and the chairman of the committee [Mr. CANNON] is doubtless 
an interesting one, and there are members around me who would be 
glad to hear it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Isuggest to my friend from Illinois and my friend 
from Texas that the design of the rule which requires that these amend- 
ments be first considered in Committee of the Whole certainly was that 
the Committee of the Whole should deliberate upon them and make such 
recommendations as it deemed proper. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will supplement the re- 
marks of my friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] by reminding 
gentiemen that under the parliamentary rule we can have no oppor- 
tunity to amend the report of the conference committee, and there may 
be but limited time for itsdiscussion. On this very bill two years ago 
debate upon this irrigation question extended through two or three 
| weeks before there was any conference report; there were, of course, 
intermissions, but there was a period of more than two weeks from the 
time the Senate amendments came into the House until the bill went 
to the conference committee. The only method in which we can prop- 
erly consider Senate amendments is in the Committee of the Whole. 
| Mr.SAYERS. Thegentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BrREcKINRIDGE], 

my colleague on this committee, was not present when these Senate 

amendments were considered by the Committee on Appropriations—I 

believe all the other members of the committee were present—and we 

were unanimously of the opinion that sound policy would require that 

the House should not commit itself to any line of action with reference 

to this particular subject until a conference had first been had with the 
| Senate, and the result reported to the House; that no action should be 
taken by the House conferees agreeing to any proposition ef the Senate 
until it was submitted to the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The objection to that is this—and I want to state 
it as concisely as I can, for what I desire to reach is proper legislation 
on this matter. As suggested by the gentleman from Kentucky, the 
difficulty is that when the conference report comes back it comes as 
an entirety, and you have got either to reject the whole bill and all 
that is in it or accept each item that it recommends. Therefore we 
will, it seems to me, arrive at better results by considering each one of 
these matters in its due order as it arises in the bill; and while I am 
inclined to defer to my friends from Texas and from Illinois on matters 
of this kind, I can not see how the House can wisely preclude itself 
from considering these matters before they go to the conference com- 
mittee at all. 

Mr.SAYERS. Thegentleman from New York [ Mr. TURNER] informs 
me that he desires to occupy about ten minutes atthistime. The gen- 
tleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] suggests that when the irrigation 
amendment comes up, as it is an amendment vitally affecting the Ter- 
ritory he represents, that he would like to have as much as thirty min- 
utes to address the committee on that proposition. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to say a word in reference to the under- 
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standing or agreement which h: taken 
place in the committeee. I und 

and the gentleman from Texas M 

this time to offer any proposition. at that 
agreement would preciude any scus 
the matter, either directly or indire 

at this time. 

Mr. SAYERS Not at all 

Mr. DOCKERY. So that I think the ti hould be ac 
sired. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no pt the part of the t 
on Appropri: tcommitte » preclud 
gentleman on either side of the Chamber f1 m addressing hims¢ to 
any amendment or to any question arising under the ame 
the Senate to this bill. But it was believed proper that the } 
lined by the chairman of the committee, to which we all gave our 
sent, espe: ially with reference to the irrigation amendment, shou 
adopted, 

Mr. CANNON, And in further reply, by way of suggestion, it doc 
seem to me, and I think it did to the committee, that the most effect 


debate on this important rider—the irrigation rider | ) 

bill by the Senate—is when that question comes up for consideration 
under the five-minute rule. Speaking for myself, and I think I can 
also speak for the committee of which I have the honor to be a met 
ber, there is no disposition, either by a conference report o1 otherwi 
to do anything else than to give the fullest and fairest consideration to 
all of these propositions; and that committee, I think I may say, will 
not be found willing to reeommend any action until first indicated by 
the House. But it seems to me it can better come, as the gentleman 
from Texas has said, in the manner he has indicated, and therefore | 
will ask, as the gentleman from New York desires ten minutes, which 
I will very cheerfully vield to him, that we may then consider the gen- 
eral debate to be closed and proceed to consider the bill under the five 
minute rule. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In anything I have said I do not want to be un- 
derstood as dissenting from the views suggested by the gentleman from 
Texas, for I did not suppose the gentleman in charge of the bill would 
desire to preclude proper debate on the irrigation matter. But 1 do 
say, and I wish to emphasize the position, that while I agree with 
the views suggested by the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman 
from I}linois in respect to the general policy to be pursued in this way, 
yet I do not think there is anything to be gained by denying to any 
gentleman the privilege of debate if he wants to be heard. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Arizona does not want to 
heard now. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. But when the irrigation matter c 
I do wish to be heard. 

Mr. CANNON. There is no difficulty about that 

Mr. McMILLIN. The understanding, then, is that as to the irri; 
tion proposition the closing of the general debate does not apply, a 
that there will be fixed at that time a limit? 

Mr. CANNON, I say Lapprehend that the gentleman from Texas 
and myself, if that side will allow the gentleman from Texas to take 
charge of the matter, can agree. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no doubt the gentlemen could agree, but 
if £ neral debate is closed now, by order of the House, it puts it in 
the power of any one man to object later on to renewing it, and I 
want it to be understood that general debate is not precluded or closed 
on that particular item. 

Mr. CANNON. I think we can agree at the time. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But the suggestion I make is that any member 
of the House can prevent the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman 
from Illinois from extending more than five minutes unless the excep- 
tion is made now. 

Mr. SAYERS. I trust the gentleman from Illinois will agree to 
leaving this irrigation amendment open. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time do gentlemen think they will 
want on that side? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will not want any time unless the debate makes 
it neccessary. 

Mr. CANNON. The debate on this proposition ought to come later, 
it seems to me. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is exactly on that point 
that I dissent from the view of the gentleman from Illinois, and with 
the greatest respect. I think the irrigation matter ought to be debated 
as ijuliy as the House desires to debate it before it goes to the confer- 
ence committee at all. That is my judgment, saying it with the 
greatest respect to the gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman 
from Texas also, whom I have been in the habit of following in regard 
to these matters. But I think when you come into the House with a 
conference report it comes as an entirety. The previous question may 
be ordered upon it, debate can be cut off at any moment, members 
who desire to address themselves to the subject may be prevented from 
doing so; and it certainly is not wise or expedient to tie our hands on 
that matter in thisway. It is a matter of the utmost importance, and 
demands at our hands the most careful consideration. 
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in 1888, I do not know what the disposition of the House of Repre- 
gen es may be with reference to that, after it has been discussed to 
the le h that gentlemen desire to debate it, and to the length that 


they have the 
so deeply int 


cht to debate it, from the fact that their entire section is 
ested init. Isee before me the gentleman from Arizona 


a 
I 
I 


{Mr. Suivi]. Every acre of land in the Territory of Arizona is af- 
i i by this amendment. A large portion of the country represented 
byt 


gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PIcKLER] is included in the 
yoeozraphical limits affected by this bill, and the same is true with ref- 

toa large number of other gentlemen who represent Western 
ituencies, and, therefore,what may be a reasonable time to debate 
this, I submit, sir, can not be determined in advance. 

I submit that it is but proper to let gentlemen who come here repre- 
senting sand Territories that are deeply interested in this ques- 
tion have an opportunity to debate the matter and express themselves 
with reference to it. I myself desire to submit some observations with 
reference to it. I can not say at this time at what length I may desire 
to debate the question. I assume that I shall follow the practice that 
i have adopted since I have been a member of this body, and that I 
wil! be as brief as possible with reference to it, but it ought not to be 
determined in advance; and while life is tolerably short, it is long 
enough to consider business of this importance in a deliberative way. 
‘Therefore, I hope, Mr. Chairman, that no limit will be placed for the 
present upon this debate. I will make the additional suggestion that 
if it shall appear after the debate is entered upon that there is a desire 
on the part of members simply to consume time, the same vote in the 


erence 


state 


House that will limit debate in advance will limit debate then; and 
there is no necessity, I submit, Mr. Chairman, to engage in that at- 
tempt now. 

ir. CHEADLE addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CANNO? Mr. Chairman, I want the floor. 

Mr. CHEADLI I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois a ques- 
tion for intormation, 

Mr. CANNON. Inamoment. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that 
this I believe is the 25th of July. Nearly one month of this fiscal year 
for which this appropriation in this bill is to be made has passed, and 
on the Ist day of August the thirty days for which the appropriations 
were extended will expire. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. On the 30th of July. 

Mr. CANNON, On the 30th of July, if the gentleman chooses to 
put it that way; at the end of this month. Now, this bill ought to 


ed befi 


have been p ire the Istof July, and it would have been passed 
if the co-ordinate branch of Congress had considered it. 
Lut it was not considered, and now, at the close of this month, it 


comes to ns carrying nearly $35,000,000, for every branch of the public 


servis Phe appropriations can not be extended again by a general 
resolution without great damage to the public service. Under the rules | 
of the House, and of the Senate, too—but unfortunately rules do not 


sometimes bind—this great money bill should provide for the public 
service in pursuance of existing law. It comes to us with rider afte: 
rider changing existing law; and my colleague from Illinois [Mr. PAy- 
| has well said in two sentences it proposes a modification and re- 
peal of existing law that is to revolutionize the whole land system of 
almost half the continent, committed to appropriations and the Appro- 
priations Committee 
Now, I want to say that the Committees on Irrigation and Public 
Lands, that had jurisdiction of this matter, have not brought to the 
ittention of the IHlouse and the Senate the consideration of this impor- 
tant legislation; and so far as I am concerned I am for saying to the 
co-ordinate branch of the Government, ‘* This is a money bill to carry 
on the Government, but you have put on it a legislative rider affecting 
this policy that if properly discussed in this House can not be dis- 
cussed in thirty days. Take it off and let the general appropriation 
bill perform its function in pursuance of existing Jaw.”’ 
lor one, 
Committe: 





of the Whole of the House of Representatives upon this 
000,000 money bill to determine what is the proper land legis'a- 
tion towards nearly one-half of this great country. Therefore, I be- 
lieve the wisest course to pursue, as it is near the close of the first 
month of the fiscal year, is to non-concur in all these material amend- 
ments, send the bill to a committee of conference, and when the con- 
ference reports are made, as they no doubt will be made, let the 
House then and there, when the Senate has manifested its disposition, 
after consultation, instruct the conferees. For that reason I hope we 
will not on this bill open up a general land discussion, that can not 
be exhausted in thirty days, but that we shall close general debate and 
send it to a committee of conference. I again appeal to my colleague 
from Illinois [Mr. PAyson], and to the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 

AYERS 


mute 


dD, 


h general debate is desired upon this bill. Can I get a suggestion 
from the gentlemen as to what limit they will agree to? 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentlemen on this side of the House will sug- 
gest how much time they want, I will be more than willing to meet 
the gentleman from Illinois; but I ean only speak for myself. 

Mr. CANNON, Will the gentleman say two hours? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think two hours would be sufficient. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Asa member of the subcommittee reporting this 
bill, I want to say that I have no purpose at this time to discuss this 
amendment. I concur with the views of the gentleman from Illinois 
and the gentleman from Texas; but while I make that statement, I 
want to say further, that if any one on this side oron the other wants 
to discuss the measure, I would desire him to feel at perfect liberty to 
do so. Ido not propose to discuss it myself until it goes to the com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask that general debate be closed in two hours. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state the proposition. The 
gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of the Committee on A ppropria- 
tions, asks unanimous consent that all general debate upon the Senate 
amendments to this bill be closed in two hours. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman-— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
gentleman from Montana can be heard. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I move that the committee rise, in order to 
submit a motion to close general debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BoRRows reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the Sen- 
ate amendments to the bill H. R. 10884, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill; and, pend- 
ing that, I move that all generat debate be limited to sixty minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How much? 

Mr. CANNON. One hour. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to amend that by making it two hours and 
a half. 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. SAYERS. 





I object, at least until the 


How much ? 
Two hours and a half. 

Mr. CANNON. Will not the gentleman make it two hours? 

Mr. SAYERS. Make it two hours anda half. I think that will be 
sufficient and perhaps more. 

Mr, CANNON. IL accept, on the gentleman’s suggestion, his amend- 
ment to my motion. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I move as a substitute for the amend- 
ment proposed to the original proposition that general debate be lim- 
ited to four hours. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope not. 

Mr. CARTER. I wish, if the gentleman from Illinois will permit 
me, to explain why —— 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not think it is debatable. 


Mr. CARTER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Is this 
proposition debatable ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why not? It isa motion to limit debate, and is 


clearly debatable. 

The SPEAKER. What is the proposition ? 

Mr. PAYSON. It is a proposition to limit debate, which is clearly 
debatable. There is no rule prohibiting debate, and therefore I think 
it is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is right. 
prehend the situation correctly. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. CANNON, I think I still have the floor. 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. I have not yielded the floor, and, Mr. Speaker, I 


The Chair did not ap- 


| move the previous question, stating, however, that Iam perfectly will- 


{ Applause. ] | 
i do not propose by my vote to devote sufficient time in the | 


ing, if the gentleman wants a minute, to yield it to him, 
Mr. CARTER. I do not desire to accept a minute, but I do not 


| think it would take more than two and a half minutes for me to ex- 


on that side, if they will not make a proposition as to how | 


plain the reasons that have impelled me to ask a longer time to dis- 
cuss this subject. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, if I am permitted, I will yield five minutes 
to the gentleman, if I can hold the floor. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, having been recognized for the pur- 
pose of presenting my substitute to the proposition presented by the 
gentleman from Illinois and the gertleman from Texas, I believe I 
have the floor. 

Mr. CANNON, 

Mr. CARTER. 

Mr. CANNON. 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana will proceed. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, representing a section of the country 
so largely interested in one of the Senate amendments, I have not been 
impelled to make this suggestion as to debate or to offer this substitute 
for the pending proposition through any desire to unnecessarily con- 
sume time in the discussion of the amendments to this bill. Every 
member of the House will readily realize that this is true when I sug- 
gest that 1,350,000 square miles of this continent has practically been 


It seems to me that you have not. 
I wish to say —— 
I would like that matter to be settled, as to who has 
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withdrawn from settlement under any law of the United States since Mr. CANNON, Certainly not. Eq 1 

October 2, 1888. At that time a rider was attached to an appropria- | the opponents of the amendments. 

tion bill by the terms of which the Director of the Geological Survey Mr. PAYSON, I ask unanimous consent t t, in] 

was empowered to designate what he might be pleased to call the arid | pending proposition, the one which I s 

region of the United States, and it was provided that when the land Che proposition was read, as follow 

should be thus designated by him it should be withdrawn from settle- Phat general debate on all sections of the 

ment under any existing law of this country. | Sand 99, be closed in thirty miautes, a ath aa 
From that day to this all of the United States west of the one hun- =e : ae : ae oe serps “chased reheat en om 

dredth meridian, practically a line cutting the States of Kansas and | rule Pre ae — ware . 

Nebraska i wail ortl south, including the major portion | .ANWOAN ‘) : 

of the Gams Deion. Seiadine the State of oes a oe a aaa ( ; | Mee ABNON. eee eee ere ee eee Oe See 

? > a es ae a Mr. PAYSON. That is the pending proposit 


of the State of Oregon, a larger portion of Washington, and all of Col- 
orado, Idaho, Nevada, Utah, and the greater portion of California, to- 
gether with the two Territories of New Mexico and Arizona, have ab- 
solutely become forbidden ground and must so remain until the Director 
of the Geological Survey concludes that it is proper for the President 


| division of the time. 
Mr. SAYERS. I suggest that if the gentleman will allow io 


that will be satisfactory. 

















| Ir. CANNON. Every time the gentleman opens his mouth 








































































to issue a proclamation allowing the people to enter that part of the meee Penile Ae nt, and takes a new bite. Laughter. J - 
country and settle it as, by laws heretofore enacted, it was contem- | P*8Pos€s four bours. ; 14 
plated American citizens might do. | ‘ir, ” AYERS. I make the sugges = min the utmost go . th ; I 

The Senate has attached an amendment to this appropriation bill “ vies eee re we oe 0 is real y necessary; but in wen “se 1e 
practically repealing that law, a Jaw which involves immense interests | ] cea os ahaa = a - ee a 7 sai ~ c a oe “pee “1 : 
and which passed this House without due consideration in 1888; and | |. 1 eee ia Sas ee eee eee ee — 
we now insist that in the identical manner in which this incubus was | 7 ee er ee Ce ee ree a oe eee ae : 
imposed upon that portion of our country it shall be taken away— | ~~ —s CAN’ ont ee eee eee ax: 
that is, by the adoption of a rider to this appropriation bill. I could Me PAYSON, ; ai a tye _ sees ce = a erg g FN : 
look with considerable complacency upon the attitude of the gentle- |. 0. he catisfactory t Ree eee — : ae an ao a yee b 
man from I}linois [Mr. CANNON] if he represented one of the con- * 1 ied t cere ee ee diecsng — 
stituencies in that now forbidden fieid. I did not observe, in reading | = : ‘ 1 =" —— ah ae 
the RecorD, that his clarion voice was raised here in criticism of or| oe unk seed acthccgtsatn 
opposition to the rider by which this incubus was put upon that | ; es Sones te tiger soe 
country. | too howe nd «ball ofeeneral debate be allowed: and the 4 a 

We insist that it isas proper to-day to pass this rider as it was in | the Who!e proceed to consider the Senate amendments under tl t 
1888 to pass the rider which placed this obnoxious law upon ourstatute- | '" = . 
books. Now, it will require perhaps two hours’ time, probably two | Mr. SAYERS. Now, if the gentleman from Illinois will « ent to 
hours and a half, with a proper map showing the country affected, to | S@»sUtute an hour for the proposed thirty minutes— 
fully explain to the House the seriously detrimental character of this} Ir. CANNON. I hope my fri ym Texas will agree to the 
existing law which crept in on the appropriation bill of 1888, and when | Propos!tion of my colleague [Mr, Payson ] 
the House understands the full scope, tenor, and purpose of that ob- | Mr. SAYERS. I want the gentleman to agree to my sugg ind 
noxious law, I believe it will not permit the committee of conference | then the matter will be settled. 
to go from this Hall without instructions to wipe that law from the | Mr. CANNON. I will say that if thirty minutes be allowed for the 
statute-book. All that we ask, representing two-fifths of the Ameri- | £°" ral debate, and I can be recognized, 1 will yield the wh of the 
can continent as members from that portion of this Union do, is that we | time to my friend from Texas. I now aska vote upon the pro tion 
shall be permitted to explain to the House the burdensome character | Sugeested by my colleague. [Cries of ‘* Vote!’’ *‘ Vote!’’] 
of this unfortunate enactment. It will take two hoursand ahalf todo | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYso 
that; it may take threghours; but if it does take three hours, the time | U"4"!mous consent to the proposition which has been submitt Is 
willbe well spent in giving the House a thorough understanding of this | there objection? 
momentous question. ; | Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have it read again 

Mr. ADAMS. Lagree with my friend that it will likely take the | The Clerk again read the proposition of Mr. Payson. 
time he states to discuss this matter; but if we adopt his amendment| Mr. SAYERS. It seems to me that the thirty minutes additiona 
giving four hours to general debate on the whole of these amendments | Which I have asked ought to be allowed 
may not that time be consumed in discussion upon other subjects, and | Mr. CANNON. Can we then have unanimous consent? 
is it not much better to adopt the suggestion of my colleague from | Mr. SAYERS. The understanding is that the two hours and a half 
Illinois [Mr. PAyson], and, if we can, close at an early hour the gen- | be divided equally between the friends and the opponents of this pi 
eral debate upon all portions of the bill except the portions in which ticular amendment. 
the gentleman from Montana and myself are interested ? |} Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. If it were practicable at this time to accomplish The SPEAKER, Is there objection? The Chair hears none he 
that result I would very cheerfully agree to it, but I do not know that | question is now on the motion of tl ntleman from Illin [Mr 
the matter is now in such a parliamentary form that terms of that | CANNON] that the House resolve to Committee of the Whole 
kind can be obtained. | on the state of the Union for the further consideration of Senate amend 

Mr. ADAMS. It can be done by unanimous consent. ments tothe bill (H. 2. 10884) making appropriations for sund vil 

Mr. PERKINS. The general debate will include this as well as the , ¢xpenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending Jur ), 1891 
other amendments. and for other purposes, 

Mr. ADAMS. But my colleague from Illinois [Mr. Payson] has | AMENDMENTS TO D! ED ‘ ) ‘ N BILI 
proposed that all general debate except upon this portion of the bill . Se SIT ee eee 
shall be very brief. . Ir. HE \DERSON, of Tow l. Before the House again into 

Mr. CARTER. If two hours’ time can be allowed for the discussion | Committee of the Whole, | OES SREEROES CORNERS ED RETO PEENES oe 
of this subject, we shall be glad. | the Ker ORD, for the information of the House, certain ame ent 

The SPEAKER. The proposition istwo hours and a half. | that the ¢ Ommitte e on \p} ropriations has instructed me to x to 

Mr. CARTER. But two hours and a half of general debate distrib- bet gene defici ney bill. = 
uted over all these amendments may rule this subject out to a great | Mr. BRES KINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I hope consent wi en. 
extent. If the gentleman is willing to accept the suggestion that two | Tuere was no objection. , 
hours be allowed for the consideration of this particular matter, we Che proposed amendments are as follow 
shall be content. On page 2, in lines 23 and 24, strike ont “‘and $47.4 insert 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAyers] will On came iS strike out lines 4 to 7. fs a ae 
modify his proposition so as to allow two hours for general debate upon; @n page 21, strike out tines9 and 10 
this subject, I shall have no objection. | On page 22, after line 9, insert “to s ! ‘ ' or 

Mr. SAYERS. If two hours are required upon this subject, then it | "Gu page 25 in line 10, sttiee ou 
would be better to let us have one hour more for general debate. On page 28, strilee out all of lines 8 t 

Mr. CANNON. Whatisthe gentleman’s proposition? I understand On page 32, trike ont lines 19 to 2 : 
that it is two hours, andone hour inaddition. Is that the proposition ? | P. ao eed nS - — e779. ¢ 1 insert ind 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, three hours. But how does the gentleman pro- | To pay amounts found d yt t fficers on account of mileage 
pose to divide the time? | and traveling expenses of officers travel ler orders, being for the service 

Mr. CANNON. Equally, of course. Thereis no trouble about that. | Oar cane te ties? nates the word “sixt isert “two 

_ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Equally in what way? On page 51. strike out line 24; and on page 52, strike out lines 1 and 2 and in- 
Equally between the friends and the opponents of the Senate amend- | a lieu thereof the following aaa a af 
ment? This, of course, is not a political question. endl Companion $220.59 a en eee So 

| 3 $807.39. 
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On ' 1 ert 
} ' For fees of United States commissioners and jus- 
Lice ' : as such commissioners, being for deficiencies on ac- 
count of sas follow For 1890, $45,' - for 1889, $23,975.96; for 1888, 

i] 

‘? ‘ a | 
James P. Walker the amount of salary and mileage 
in of the Fifty-first Congress 

‘ 16 16 rt 

items and exp nses Of spec and select mimittee He- 
fis 5 iHBY, Se i 

2 r ‘ t : and inj ther f 29.44 

j » April i5 to July 1, 1890, $20 and on page 62, in lines 1 

and insert in lieu thereof $17.73. 

© ] after w i ‘ rers,’’ insert including o laborer 

2) ' ! 

‘ Sts ‘ the am t found due under the act ap- 
pro iy oe it ‘ c at * present session in House 
] i I mner ‘ i I ‘ sexpended by it since 1582 for military 
BeErvices i by officers id enlisted men of the Missouri militia in the 

y I ion 

oO I ! and Duluth Railroad Company” 
and ( ( al Pacilic and Southern Pacific Railroad Com panies. 

‘ ‘ » jine §, alter the word ol,’ insert Rockwell 

‘ 23, strike « ufter the word “ years’ down to and in- 
‘ ‘ l insert‘ « ept the claim numbered 19032, $13,303.61.’ 

DRY ¢ I APPROPRIATION BILL. 

1 of Mr. CANNON was then agreed to; and the House accord- 
ingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole (Mr. BURROWS in 
thie Lait ui resumed the consideration of the amendments of the 
Senate to tie | H. lt. 10884) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expen the Government for the fiscal year ending June: 
1891, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CANNO ‘The order is for three hours’ debate altogether, is it 
not? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read the order 


of the House. 
The Clerk read as follows 


Tia eneral d te on all portions of the bill, except the amendments num- 
bere _ 1 ! losed in sixty minutes; and asto those amendments that 
two hours anda half of general debate be allowed and then the Committee of 
the Vi I to consider the Senate amendments under the five-minute 
rule 

Mr. SAYERS According to the understanding with the gentle- 
man ‘rom Illinois [Mr. CANNON], I believe | am to control the thirty 
ninuw 

rh AIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from | 
Texas | Mr. Sayers] to control the time on that side. 
Mr. SAYERS. Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from New | 


York |Mr. TURNER 


TN rURNI It. of New Yor] 
See A ppend 


Mr. SAYERS, 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
oecupy the time allotted to me on the matter of the Senate amendment 
in revard to the irrigation of the arid lands of the Northwest. 

In the Filtieth Congress, during its first session, the Senate placed 
an amendment on the sundry civil appropriation bill, which I will ask 
the Clerk to read. There have been statements made in the public 
prints, as wellas in the other House of Congress, that the amendment 
adopted by this House was a surprise, a rider on a sundry civil bill; 
that} was not supposed to be capable of the construction put upon 
it; tht it wasa hardship and an unjust measure to the people of these 
Tern » As | was somewhat connected with that matter, I desire 
simply to put on record a history of the entire transaction. 

On the 20th of March, 188, this House passed a bill directing the 
Director of the Geological Survey to make a certain investigation for 
the ;urpose of ascertaining the amount of land susceptible of being 
made capable of cultivation, or improved by irrigation, and the ex- 
pense there | will not take up the time of the committee to read 


, withholds his remarks for revision. 


the r solutions adopted at that time, but will insert them with my re- | 


marks in the Recorp, That passed unanimously through this House 
and through the Senate. 
A MEMB"=R What was the date? 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. On the 20th day of March, 
1888, and will be found on page 490 ot the Appendix to the Recorp 
of tlat Congress. When the House bill went over to the Senate it 
came hack with the amendment which I will now ask the Clerk to 
read, 

The Clerk re 

For the pi r investigatiog the extent to which the arid regions of the 
United State an be redeemed by irrigation, and the segregation of the irriga- 
ble londs in sueh arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and 
other inydrau works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for ir- 
rigatiou,and the prevention of floods and overflows, and to make the necessary 
maps, including the pay of employés in field and in office, the cost of all instru- 
ments, apparatus, and materials, and all other necessary expenses connected 
therewith, the work to be performed by the Geological Survey, under the di- 


ad as follows: 


rection of the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $250,000. And all the lands | 


whieh may be designated for reservoirs and canals for irrigation shall be re- 
served as the property of the United States, and shall not be subjected to entry 
or settlement until hereafter provided for by law. 


I now yield twelve minutes to the gentleman from | 


JULY 25, 





When that bill with the Senate amendments came up for considera- 
| tion, the gentleman then representing the State of Colorado, my friend, 
| Mr. Symes, and other gentlemen from other Western Territories and 
States, had a consultation, and being aware of the fact that I was in 
favor of asurvey by the United States to ascertain the practicability and 
expense of irrigation, Mr. Symes drew up an amendment, after consul- 
| tation with me, which was satisfactory alike to those gentlemen and to 
me, which I offered, and which had in it these three requirements: 
First, that these accounts should be kept separate by the Director of 
the Geological Survey, who should report to Congress, so that we might 
keep a constant supervision of it; second, that the expenditure should 
| be limited to investigation and surveys, and Congress should not be 
| permitted to undertake any scheme or plan of irrigation; and, third, 
that all lands susceptible of culture by these improvements should be 
withdrawn from entry or sale—not only reservoir sites and canals and 
ditches, but the land itself. 
This was done, first, that we should know exactly the expense, and 
that it should not be confused with the other operations of the Geolog- 
| ical Survey; second, that only a survey should be made to ascertain 
whether or not the scheme was a feasible one, and alao its expense, 
and that Congress should not be committed to carry out any plan; and, 
third, that advantage should not be taken of these public expenditures 
by speculators taking up the lands which were then arid, but which 
could be made very valuable by this public expenditure. And, there- 
fore, during the time the investigation was going on they should be 
withdrawn from entry or sale. I offered the amendment drawn up 
by Mr. Symes, of Colorado, and I will now ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ dollars,” in line 1, on page 66, strike out the following: 

‘And all the lands which may be designated for reservoirs and canals for ir- 
rigation shall be reserved as the property of the United States, and shall not be 
subjected to entry or settlement until hdreatter provided for by law.”’ 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

*‘and the Director of the Geological Survey, under the supervision of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, shall makea report to Congress on the first Monday in 
December of each year, showing in detail how the said money has been ex- 
pended, the amount used for actual survey and engineer work in the field in 
locating sites for reservoirs, and an itemized account of the expenditures under 

this appropriation; and all the lands which may hereafter be designated or se- 
| lected by such United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals 
for irrigation purposes, and all the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such 
reservoirs, ditches, or canals, are from this time henceforth hereby reserved 
from sale as the property of the United States, and shall not be subject, after the 
passage of this act, to entry, settlement, or occupation until further provided by 
law.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The committee will there- 
fore see that these words are not fairly capable of two constructions. 
I ask special attention to the concluding clause, namely: 

All the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, or 
canals are from this time henceforth reserved from sale @s the property of the 
| United States,and shall not be subject after the passage of this act to entry, 
settlement, or occupation until further provided by law. 

Now, there can be no surprise. This was offered on the Ist of Sep- 
| tember. It was debated as vigorously and as fully as almost any ques- 
| tion before Congress. It was advocated in a speech of wondrous beauty 
and power by the late Mr. Cox, of New York. It was advocated by 
Mr. Symes of Colorado, Mr. Perers of Kansas, Mr. CANNON, Messrs. 
Felton and VANDEVER; and various other gentlemen. It was opposed 
with great earnestnessand vigor by General ForNeEY, then in charge of 
the bill, by my friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], by Mr. 
Biount of Georgia, by Mr. HERBERT of Alabama, by Mr. HoLMAN 
of Indiana, and other gentlemen; and the debate ran through several 
sessions of the House, other business interposing. It was on Septem- 
ber 12 finally adopted in the original shape, except that $250,000 was 
stricken out and the sum of $100,000 inserted as the appropriation. 

It went from this House to the Senate, and the Senate conferees and 
the House conferees came to a conclusiop, which was, on September 14, 
adopted by this House, by leaving the amendment precisely as it had 
passed this House and adding to it this provision: 

Provided, That the President may at any time, in his discretion, by proclama- 
tion, open any portion or all of the lands reserved under this provision to set- 
tlement under the homestead law. 

So that the understanding of both Houses and the committees of 
| both Houses was that this land was resc;ved from sale; and the only 

power given to the President was that he might by proclamation open 
| such of it as he chose to entry under te homestead law. There 
| could not, therefore, have been any surpr. se. 

No man trom the West who was interesicd in this question could by 
any possibility have been ignorant of what was going on. It was 
adopted in the Senate in its original form. It came over to this House 
in that form. It was debated in this House and that addition put to 
it, and then the third addition put on it by the conference committee; 
so that what is known as the clause of October 2, 1888, is a composite of 
the Senate amendment to the sundry civil bill of the House, the House 
amendment to the Senate ar endment, and the conference amendment 
agreed to between the two Houses, containing the proviso which gives 
| the power to the President to open such of the lands as he chose to 
entry under the homestead law. 

That this House may understand how fully this clause was consid- 
ered, I repeat that its consideration was entered upon on September 1, 
when I offered my amendment, which was discussed by Messrs. Mor- 
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VANDEVER, BLAND, at sipated in it (pages 5 2 
and pages 8504 to 8517 This debate was continued on Septe I s 
when it vim w2s adopted, and on September 14 t 
c) i the co lerati by accepting the conference repo : 
Ani to show at this preci qa mwas then iu ( i 
q t I n extracts I it tdeba ‘ 
i 
Mr. ¢ x. Mr. Speal I lerstand t ‘ obeys Re 
‘ ) rs Ww t ‘ i Lk . Oo 
ex} s 11} Sum of me lad t ‘ iy it ce ile “ * 
BOO ‘ Pi pt i - 4s . > j 
sites res 3 ther ‘ ( ! 
eith the Govern y priva s und ‘ 
G t,1 sures s il be tak > t Sis 
of the sestion Lt n I ‘ by the i 
i 1 ‘ I ppositk ort . maT 
of ti passage of the law, of lands that may ifter b ‘ ed : 
reserv« s« Trigating canais, and a lands t t im I » V 
of the « li nent of re rvoirs hereaft« 
Mr. Asprrson, of lowa. Would it not pra ub ai : i 
of the locations suitable for pooling or reservo purposes, s 8 lo 541 { i 
tIro the bands speculators according ilk we h ard } e, WwW ly . : 
out any appropriation whatever ' , , 7 
Mr CANNON. Oh. certa So far as that is concerned, I have no , ord x 
pra able. The conferees would understand that as | Hou inde ids | ; 1. 
it. il have no objection to a small appropriation to conimens these su 5 ‘ . 
now: I think perhaps such an appropriation would be wis But thatis a t ae a. a at a 
ter of but little importa e. Che main thing isthe reservation, Ot rw $ 
we are told by gentlemen here, and as I believe from my little know t ‘ 
Western country, these sites will be taken up under yourland laws in o Wil. a } 
ora ther by private speculators; and in that event those who are to . I ‘ 
wil! turn round and condemn us for our want of wisdom 1 prudent s t “ 
ticn , : not we 
Mr. Hotmay. But, sir, the main purpose I have in addressing the House is to ‘lie 2a oe se 
call the attention of the House, and especially the gentleman who intr ed : . ' ' 
this proposition [Mr. BreckinripGe, of Kentucky}, as well asthe gentle un —- ATOM < 
from Colorado | Mr. Symes), who, as 1 understand, formulated it, as to the effect : s 
of the pending me . rhe p in the amendment to which I wish to ca : 3 
the attention of the gentleman Kentucky and the gentleman from Colo 
rado is as follows ¥ 
That all the lands which may hereafter be designated or selected by such | *., f . 
United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irrigation | . 
purposes and a the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reser it 
ditehes, or canals, are from this time henceforth hereby reserved from sale as | ; : 
the property of the United States, and shall not be subject after the passage of | 0 4, ar s 
this act to entry, settlement, or occupation until further provided by law : = 4 
I do not understand clearly the meaning of this language —s - lie : 
“And all the lands which may hereafter be designated, etc., are fr: th 7 aa a 
ienceforth hereby reserved,” etc. ao Wa : = 41 
he language here, it will be observed, is “which may hereafter | lesig- | > aes s : s 
nated.”’ My friend from Colorado will see at once that this provision does 1 ey: nes oo aba 
preserve an acre of this land from entry under thedesert-land law or any ot aaa ? ase 
land law unless it is intended to vacate entries made before the land is dé — : . ae 
nated It has only the effect of withdrawing from sale lands that shall hav: = : r ad 
been designated as sites of reservoirs and canals, etc., and lands which wil! t ; eae * : ; 
benefited by virtue of the reservoirs and canals through the system of irriga- ; 
tion proposed ¢ r the fact of their being benefited is ascertained I would 2 
like to ask the gentleman from Colorado if that is the purpose of the am¢ ; , 7 " 
ment, that the hands are only set apart or reserved after deing ‘‘so designate , 
Mr. Symes. It is not; I will state the effect of the amendment—— 
Mr. Hoitmay. I hope my friend will be very brief, as I 1 few mo : . ot t 
ments. y ‘4 
Mir. Syues. I will not take a moment. . 
Tie ainendment was drawn as an improvement or modification of the Senate : ; - 
amendment in that particular regard. There was considerable debate in the | ” 1 
Senate as to whetherthis amendment would, in presenti, or from thistime fi rth, . ; . 
reserve the iands where reservoir sites should be located under this provisio a4 . : 
and Senator REAGAN and others offered amendments for that purpose . ‘ 
After they had fixed the amendment up in the Senate and it had come to the : - 
House I scrutinized it very carefully, in connection with other gertleme un , oe ‘ 
have drawn the amendment which was offered by the gentleman from Ken- | > : - 
tucky forthe particular purpose of reserving from this time forth the lands ae 
which should be selected as the sites of the reservoirs—— 
Mr. HoLMaAwN. And that is intended to be the effect of this language oe 
And allthe lands which may hereafter be designated or selected by «uch 
United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals, etc., are from 
this time henceforth hereby reserved from sale, etc.’ 
Does the gentleman mean that after the passage of the act these lands sha ; pte 
be reserved from sale ; that is, all lands which shal! be ultimately designated as | ‘ eae 
necessary for the canals, reservoirs, and ditches, sha!l not be subject to entry oom 2 eee ees na 
Mr. WeAveER. It was to except just such Jands from entry and sale ae a ty : 
Mr. Ho_mayn, Then it is intended to have a retroactive effect; its operation | °"** : a 
being to take from persons who may have entered lands which shall be found | ©O"%TeSs 88 _— - 
embraced in such sites, or benefited by irrigation during the interim and while | of th . — I 7 
this survey is being made, the lands on which they may have entered ? ee ee a ae 
Mr. Symes. If the gentleman wil! permit me I will state in brief that there | “'** **°° ’ -s 
Was some objection to the amendment I drew in the first instance, res ' ‘ 17} 
all lands which might become susceptible of irrigation by means of the reser- | im ‘ cts CO ib 
voirs. That language may be modified by the Senate conferees, and after con- ihe ellect of the provis 
sultation Iam satisfied thatit can be made acc eptable to them. {ullv understood It was a 


Mr. Hotmay. If the gentleman will al 


to ask this question: Does the gentleman intend hereby that a 





low me to interrupt him, I would 


: ting + ali« atic? 
bens ay i im itting the alienation 
1 


i 
after, at any time hereafter, that may be found necessary for the sites of the | stead law This was acc 
reservoirs, canais, or ditches, or that may be made valuable by irrigation through | of those lands was not to 
such sources, shall be reserved from entry, and that entries made hereafter in ' 


the interval shall not be operative? 











na occupation, it wa 





Mr. Symes. That is the intention of the amendment and its effect as it now | should enter th inder t 
stands. I know that the Senate conferees will agree to the first part of t given the discretion to 
amendment; that istosay, from now on al! landsselected for reservoirs, ditches, |", _— ere 
or canais shall be absolutely reserved, and that if A, B, or Cin the mean time tiers, 


locates upon them he shal! be subject to be dispossessed, if the sites are nec- 


essary for such purposes. 
Mr. HoLman. I supposed so, 


That discretion is stil] 
cised it, and these fier 


1 ’ 


Mr. Symes. And so far as it relatesto reserving all the lands, that of course | Attorney-General, and , 


may be modifed. 


| President. 


He has the pow 
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these pretended grievances, to open these lands to entry. The Senate 
ndment re-enacts quoad hoe the timber and desert land acts and 
ther laws. Under cover of a clamorous attack on this clause, it is 
ily an attack on the homestead law. This is the effect of this amend- 
nt; and gentlemen must not imagine that the real issue can be hid- 


Ore red, or ipem red. 


he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has 
yield such further time as the gentleman may de 
BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will not take but a few 


»w, going one step further, in the second session of the Fiftieth 

in appropriation was made under tbis act to extend that sur- 

that is, to continue the operation of this survey and this investi- 

» that the attention of the Western members was again 

iled to the act of 188, and a new appropriation, with their consent, 
lopted for the purpose of carrying out this act. 

‘ersonally, Mr. Chairman, I, of course, had and have no other in- 

t in this matter but as a representative of the people. I own no 

n that great territory. I had no pecuniary.interest in it. but it 

i very great empire, and there was very much of it wholly incapa- 

it was reported, of agricultural cultivation without irrigation; 

of it nearly was capable of cultivation under a proper system of 


, ym At that time there had not been admitted the two States | 
of Dakota and the States of Montana and Washington, nor Idaho and | 


Wyoming, as have been done by this Congress. There were also the 
‘Territories ot Arizona, New Mexico, and Utah affected by it. It was a 
| sition invelving the possible expenditure of many million dollars. 


| was not willing to commit Congress to a plan of irrigation—to a | 


heme of irrigation on the one hand, nor, on the other, was I willing 

to withhold from that great territory the aid of the Government to in- 

vestigate what was the proper plan and what was the necessary ex- 

pense. I was not willing that those who were standing by, seeing the 

lect of the expenditure of this money and the result of this investi- 

1, should buy up this water and the sites of these reservoirs, 

reby giving them a monopoly of the land which could be suscepti- 

ile of irrigation and therefore susceptible of cultivation, nor under our 

mplex land laws obtain possession of the lands to be made valuable 
irrigation. 

t seemed to me that the wisest plan for the Government was to un- 

{ 


tke the expense of the survey to see if this land could be made 


isceptible of irrigation within a proper expenditure, and lay down the 
lines along which the ditches and canals would have to be dug and 
mark the spots where reservoirs would have to be placed, and in the 
interim withdraw from sale the land which would be thus immensely 

ided to in value by this expenditure that was to come out of the peo- 
ple all over the country; so that every man’s son everywhere in 
(merica might hereafter, under the operation of the homestead law, 
have a chance to make a home for himself on the lands capable of cul- 
tivation, and ascertained to be such by an investigation paid for out of 
the common Treasury of all the people. 

| did not draw the amendment. I am only stating the fact that 

hen I say that in this regard I frankly gave, in that debate, to the 

ve and sensible member from Colorado [Mr. Symes] the credit of 

ng the leader in the movementin which I was only a follower. He 
drew the amendment. I stated so on the floor, The gentleman from 
indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] also alluded to it, and intimated that I had 
tathered it as coming from the Southwest and the interior, when in 
point of fact it was a Colorado movement, and that it was drawn up 
by the Colorado Representative. 

Nothing was done clandestinely, nothing was done hastily; and all 
intimations of that sort anywhere, in the public prints or elsewhere, 

re not only wholly gratuitous and disingenuous, but must be so known 
to be by those who make them. It was done deliberately, it was done 
carefully, it was done after large debate; and I do not hesitate to say, 
after reading this whole argument on both sides over again, it was 
wiselydone. That isa greatand magnificentempire. It is capable of 
great and wondrous richness. Its resources, under a proper system of 
irrigation, may be said to be almost exhaustless. There is no part of 
America that, under a proper system of irrigation and cultivation, can 
be made more populous or capable of sustaining larger and more pros- 
perous communities than that section of the country. 

But he who owns the waters, they who control the places where 
ditches and canals are to be made, they who own the sites of the reser- 
voirs are as much the masters ot that country as the barons of old who 
owned the castles on the Rhine were masters of the commerce that 
passed down that streara. They can levy tribute upon every acre, they 
can make every homestead tributary to them, and it can be done at a 
comparatively small price. The real fight between the Senate amend- 
ment and the resistance of the House is upon the point whether that 
territory, so large, so capable of culture, so full of promise, so mag- 
nificent in hope, shall belong to the speculators who desire to own it, 
or to the common people, to your sons and my sons, and the sons of 
those we represent in every part ot the country. 

It is a question between the men who have the money to buy the 
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sites of the canals and reservoirs and ditches and to obtain possession 
of the irrigable land and the common people who will want homesteads 
in that great land when the struggle for bread jn the populated centers 
of our country shall have become too intense for them. There is the 
outlet for the crowded populations of the cities. It is the place of 
refuge for the children of those who hereafter can not find work in our 
manufactories. It is the siteof new homes for the sons of our farmers 
who, under great depression, must sell their old homes and seek new 
ones in the West. Shall we keep it for them or shall we give it to 
them under the domination and upon condition of paying tribute to 
speculators? [Applause. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr, Chairman, how much time have I left of my 
thirty minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has one-half minute left. 

Mr. SAYERS. I reserve that. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to my colleague from Illinois 
[Mr. ADAmMs]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I am content that all the time or 
nearly all the time for general debate shall be devoted to the question 
of irrigation, but I wish to talk for amoment upon another subject in- 
teresting to many members from the Northwest, and also to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] who sits in front of me. 

Iam not surprised that my colleague from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
is disappointed at the great increase in the total amount of this bil! 
made by the Senate, but there are some appropriations which may be 
regarded as emergency appropriations, and the completion of a light- 
house heretofore authorized by law and the construction of which has 


| actually been entered upon can, I think, fairly be called such an ap- 


propriation. 

My constituents, in so far as they are interested in navigation, are 
interested in every light-house on the northern lakes, and every mem- 
beron this floor who represents a navigation district is interested in each 
one of those light-houses, including the one that lies opposite my own 
district. I got an appropriation through the last Congress for the build- 
ing of a light-house on the outer end of the outer breakwater at Chi- 
cago. That light-house is nearly finished, but it seems that $15,000 is 
needed to complete it, and that appropriation is found in this bill. 
Until that light-house is completed the breakwater, like many other 
structuresof the same kind,is a menace to vessels; but when the light- 
house is completed, then the breakwater will be the salvation of ves- 
sels. I presume that on Lake Erie and the other lakes there are sey- 
eral breakwaters of like description. The one to which I now refer is 
simply intended to protect the harbor. It is a mile and a half or two 
miles long, and at one point it is a mile from the shore. 

It lies low in the water; so that a vessel coming down from the north 
in the dark could not see it unless it was properly lighted. One small 
vessel was carried clear over the breakwater the year before last, and 
the completion of this light-house at the outer end is absolutely essen- 
tial to the safety of navigation. I have no doubt that the same rea- 
sons which I give for the necessity of completing this light-house can 
be offered by other gentlemen for the completion of other light-houses, 
aud I should very much regret if the House should simply allow this 
matter to be governed by the discretion of a conference committee, 
however wise and patriotic that committee might be. We all know 
that my colleague from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is economical. He is 
bound to be so by virtue of his position as chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations. If I were chairman of that committee I should 
feel the same hesitation that he feels about allowing increases to be 
made in these appropriations by the Senate. 

But still we ought to make a distinction. If a work has not been 
heretofore established or authorized by law, perhaps it can well wait 
until the next session of Congress, but if it has been already author- 
ized and an appropriation of only $15,000 is required for its completion, 
that item, I think, may be properly regarded as an emergency appro- 
priation. The item for the light-house in which I have the most par- 
ticular interest is on page 13 of the bill, but there are appropriations 
for other light-houses on Lake Michigan which appear on other pages 
of the bill, and I trust that this House, however economical it is dis- 
posed to be, will see the difference between an appropriation for a 
thing which can be as well put off until next year and an appropria- 
tion for the completion of a public work of a valuable and useful char- 
acter already under way and very nearly completed. I yield my col- 
league [Mr. CANNON] the remainder of my five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman from California [ Mr. 
VANDEVER] for five minutes. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. One moment before the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia proceeds. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] will 
allow me to say that it seems to me we can settle the matter of light- 
houses, when we reach that subject, under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. All right. I merely wanted to ask a question 
as to one paragr&ph that occurs here. As to one of these light-houses, 
there is a pending bill providing for it, and no legislation anywhere 
else. 

Mr. CANNON. The bill is full of riders. 

Several MEMBERS. Kegular order. 
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Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, the desert-land act furnishes a 
legal definition of arid lands. It defines them as ‘‘ lands whereon the 
annual mean rainfall in ordinary seasons is insuflicient for the produc- 
tion of crops without artificial aid.’’ Now, it is said that two-fifths of 
the lands of this country Jying west of the one hundredth meridian and 
outside of the limits of Alaska may to-day be classed as arid lands— 
lands upon which, in ordinary seasons, crops can not be produced with- 
out artificial irrigation. In view of this tact, Mr. Chairman, the pro- 
vision which wasattached tothe sundry civil appropriation act of 15s, 
looking to the adoption of some means for the ultimate reclamation of 


| 


=e) 





statute-book, 


ficial. Butif you now strike this legislation from the 
i yr whenany 


is impossible to say, in view of the feeling now prevailin 


| step may ever be again taken looking to the reclamation of this vast 


this entire arid region, struck the minds of members of this House and | 


of the country at large asa beneficent proposition. Andasingular fact 

connection with this matter is that those who were the ardent a1- 
vocates of this measure in 1888 have now become its most bitter oppo- 
nents. And why? They say that under the operation of that law all 
the public lands of this country west of the one hundredth meridian 
have been withdrawn from entry. 

It is true that the terms of the act are mandatory in requiring the 
withdrawal of lands subject to the desert-land act, timber-culture, and 
pre-emption act; but the power is expressly reserved to the President 


of the United States, by proclamation, to except from the operation of | 


the act of 1888 homestead entries. If the proposition prevails to strike 
this provision from the statute, if we agree to sustain this amendment 


put upon the bill by the Senate, we strike down the right of home- | 


stead entry upon this broad area of Jand. 

I take it, Mr. Chairman, that the policy of this country has been 
fast gravitating toward a reservation of the pablic lands entirely for the 
homesteader, 

in order to secure these lands to his use it has been thought that the 


regions should be reserved, and reserved in such a manner that the 
speculator could not get hold of them; for it is a self-evident fact in 
regard to the arid region that whoever controls the water sources will 
also control the land itself. Hence the legislation which I am now 
discussing was regarded at the time of its adoption as a beneficent 
reservation in favor of the homesteader. The proviso contained in that 
legislation is: 

That the President of the United States, at any time in his discretion, by 


proclamation, may open any portion or all of the lands reserved by this pro- 
vision to settlement under the homestead laws. 


desert-land law large quantities of land had been taken up. In the 
single land district where I reside, it is reported by the register of the 
land office that seven hundred and sixty-eight persons have made des- 
ert-land entries at his office, those entries comprising 333,181 acres, 
and have made the first payment of 25 cents per acre as required under 
the law. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Of those seven hundred and sixty-eight entries, 
only twenty-three have been proved up. In the other cases the parties, 





region of country lying beyond the one hundredth meridian. 

It is admitted that this being a part of the public domain, land be- 
longing to the Government, that the Government must exercise its 
proprietorship over the lands and dictate the terms upon whi hey 
can be disposed of, as well as provide the means for irrigating the 
It is necessary that this should be so because the work is beyond th 
limit of private means and because without water it is a barren wast 
You can no more raise crops upon that land without irrigation than 
you could under any circumstances upen the floor of the Hall of this 
House. 


lam,therefore, Mr. Chairman, not at all in sympathy withthis prop 


| osition, this wholesale proposition, to repeal the statute of two years 


| the interest of men in the West who desired homesteads on the arid 
| lands. 
| represent there were lands not worth a few years ago the payment of 
water sources which alone are available for the irrigation of those arid | 


| streams, collect the waters, and distribute them for tl 
| private enterprises. 
Ve had the fact staring us ir 1e face at th ime that under the | 
We had the fact st us in the fi t that t that under tl 


ago, which was conceived with the very best motives, which was con 
ceived in the interests of the people and of the Government, so that 
these lands might be settled and reclaimed for the homesteads of our 
people. If you strike it down now you strike it down in the interest 
of speculators, who expect to sweep over these lands, select the reser 
voir sites, collect the water in them and distribute it amongst the peo- 
ple upon their own terms as a private enterprise. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let me ask the gentleman, before he 
takes his seat, if it is not true that the act of 1888 was put on the 
statute-books at the instance of these great Western interests, 

Mr. VANDEVER. There is no question of that. It was put on in 


We know what can be done upon this land. In the district I 
the taxes which to-day command from one to two thousand dollars an 
acre simply from the introduction of water, making them to bloom as 
a garden and to blossom asa rose. That is the great object we desire 
to accomplish in regard to all of the arid lands lying west of the one 
hundredth meridian. Therefore, if you strike out this provision and 
take away the last prop from it upon which we have built up our hopes 
of settling at some time these arid regions, you are reducing us toa 
condition of bondage to those who own large aggregations of capital, 
who will take possession of these reservoir sites and the running 
1eir OWN prot as 
We must look to the Government for relief. We 
must expect relief from the Government and not from private enter- 
prise. 


I desire to say in connection with the subject-matter now under con- 


| sideration that it will be suicidal policy on the part of the Government 


finding it impracticable to reclaim the land on account of limited means | 


and the prior appropriation by other parties of any accessible water, 


tains the land as well as the money paid in by those hard-working 


settlers—men who had gone there in the hope of establishing home- 
stead entries. 

Then so far as the arid land of this country is concerned the desert- 
land act is misleading; and I undertake to say that those who are now 
loudest in condemning this act of 1888 are those who expect to be 


benefited in the greatest degree by the investment of large amounts of 


capital which shall enable them to seize upon these mountain reser- 
voirs as storage for water and impose their own terms upon those who 
live in the valleys below—who desire to make homestead entries. 

The provision of the law of 1888 is a beneficent and merciful one: 
and instead of striking a death-blow at it, instead of wiping it from the 
statute-book, our object should be at this time to so modify and guard 
that legislation that its object may he faithfully carried out and these 
lands secured to homesteaders, 


If we chould consent to the repeal of | 


this wise enactment, those vast regions lying west ¢f the one hundredth | 
meridian, extending clear to the Pacific Ocean, and embracing in the | 


district where I live a very large proportion of the most fertile land 


upon which the sun shines, would be entirely at the mercy of the men | 


who will seize upon these mountain reservoirs and thereby gain entire 
control of the land in the adjacent valleys. oa 

I am happy to say that in the State of California, which I in part rep- 
resent, a law has been enacted known as‘‘ the Wright law,’’ under which 
men settling upon lands in good faith are enabled to combine, to form 
associations for the reclamation of their lands, to make the necessary 
improvements themselves, to issue bonds upon the credit of the land 
that they own; and that under this legislation lands of this character 
are now being reclaimed. So far from repealing the law of Congress on 
this subject, its provisions, if they should be made to conform to the 


existing law of California, reserving to actual settlers the privilege of 
improving the land and conducting water upon it, would be most bene- 1 I have knowledze of 


: | seat I would like to ask him this question: I 
were obliged to throw up their entries; and the Government to-day re- | 


of the United States to repeal this act of 1588. In the short time 
allotted to me I can only briefly state the reasons, but we in that 
recion of country which requires irrigation stand by it, because we de- 
sire to preserve these lands for the benefit of actual settlers and not 
for speculators 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman desires to proceed further I will 
yield him five minutes longer. 

Mr. HERMANN. Before the gentleman from California takes his 
it not true in your dis- 
trict that these lands are almost exclusively of an arid character ? 

Mr. VANDEVER. I did not hear the gentleman’s question. 

Ir. HERMANN. Isit not true in your district that, unlike the 
lands, or the majority of the lands in Idaho, Washington, Oregon, and 
other places which have been withdrawn from settlement, your lands 
can not be utilized and are incapable of cultivation without irrigation ? 

Mr. VANDEVER. In regard to that I can state that there is but a 
small portion of the land in the district I represent, and in fact that 
might be said of a large portion of California, for you may take the 
entire Mojave region and the entire arid region, comprising the south- 
ern partof theState,and the cultivation of the lands is utterly impracti- 
cable without the use of water. Private enterprise is wholly inade- 
quate to bring water upon the lands for irrigation. We must rely on 
the Government 

Mr. HERMANN. Therefore, you donot object to bavi 
withdrawn until the surveys are completed, your lands being of that 
character ? 

Mr. VANDEVER. Not at all. 

Mr. HERMANN. And you have no objection to the law as it was 
placed on the statute-books in 188 ? 

Mr. VANDEVER. No, sir; we ought to conti iat lav 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. 
half hour? 

The CHAIRMAN, 


Chairman, how m » time remaining of the 


iwelve minut 


Mr. CANNON. In those twelve sates I say that I listened 
to the remarks of the gentleman f .entucky | Mr. BRECKINRIDGE}, 
and hisstatement touching the histo f the enactment of the irrigation 
legislation, according to my ré ‘ yn, isentirely accurate, and is taken 
from the Recorp. I want to further say that 1 listened to the remarks of 
the gentleman from California [| Mr. VANDEVER], chairman of the House 


Committee on Irrigation, and I most cheerfully and heartily, so far as 


f this question, indorse his position, I want to 
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add further, Mr. Chairman, that when this legislation, as the gentle- 
man from Montana says, was placed upon the sundry civil bill in 1588, 
it was a rider that was placed there by the Senate of the United States, 
and after its friends, the Western Senators trom the arid region and 
the Western Kepresentatives from the arid region, had discussed it, they 
persnaded the House and Senate to depart from the rules and legislate 
touching this important question upon a money bill. 

two years have passed, the money appropriated for these sur- 


veys, to ascer 1 the reservoir sites and to segregate the irrigable lands 
upon which the waters can be placed, has been expended by the Gov- 
c rent, and 30,000,000 of the 100,000,000 acres of lands that can be 
irrizated have been ascertained at Government expense; and up in the 


mit t ind at the headwaters of the great streams in these regions 
res oirs have been located: probably one-fourth of the reservoir sites 
in the arid region have been selected. 

Sud now that the President can issue his proclamation and open to 
homestead settlement 50,000,000 acres of land, and to homestead set- 
tlement alone, it is discovered in the twinkling of an eye, by gentle- 


men, some in the House and some in another body, that this legisla- 


tien of two years ago was unwise; and the Senate places upon an ap- 
propriation bill a repealing clause of the legislation of two years ago, 
which, if this Senate provision is adopted, opens that 30,000,000 acres 


of Jand not only to homestead settlement, but to desert-land settle- 
ment, to timber-culture settlement, to pre-emption, under which every 
individual in this country who is a citizen of the United States or 
who has declared his intention to become a citizen can go and under 
these four acts take in round numbers 1,200 acres ofthisland. And one 
acre of this land upon which the water can go is equal in value to at 
least three acres of land in Illinois. 

Mr. SMITH, Arizona. It will cost $30 an acre to irrigate the land. 

Mr. CANNON. Morethan that, if this Senate amendment is adopted 
all reserveir sites, all sources of supply of water in the great arid region 
that have not been designated, are open to homestead. timber-culture, 
desert-land, and pre-emption claims. So that, as to all those sites, the 
man on the ground can, through others, procure those sites, the keys 
of the situation, by which the water supply through all the ages to 
come can be at the mercy of the man who thus goes and gets possession 
of the source of supply. Isubmit that that is not good legislation. I 
urged that objection to this legislation to a gentleman who desires the 
repeal—-a member of Congress—and he said, ‘* That is a very serious 
objection, but this Anglo-Saxon race of ours, in the fullness of time, 
will notsubmit.’’ ‘‘ Well,’ said I, ‘*‘ how will they help themselves?’ 
“*Why,’’ said he, ‘*‘ under State authority in the future the people will 
condemn these reservoir sites.’’ ‘‘Ah,’’ said I, ‘‘ my friend, an ounce 
of prevention is worth a pound of cure.’’ 

Why should we let these people in upon these reservoir sites, taking up 
1,200 acres possibly, and furnishing men of straw to take up as many 
more acres as they desire, that somebody may get these reservoir sites 
substantially for nothing, so that posterity must go and condemn them 
and pay the damages? 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Illinois al- 
low me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON, § Yes sir. 

Mr. DORSEY. How can any man under the present law take up 
1,200 acres ? 

Mr. CANNON, He can not under the present law. Under the 
present law, after the President has issued his proclamation, he can 
only take up 160 acres, but when you pass this Senate provision it re- 
the legislation of 1888, and then any man of the class that I re- 
ferred to a lew moments ago can take up under the desert-land act, 
under the pre-emption act, under the timber-culture act, and under the 
homestead act, in round numbers, 1,200 acres. Therefore, I say I do 
net want to repeal the law of 1888, at least until the matter can be 
fully considered on report from the proper committee and after legis- 
lation can be had in its place. 

Mr. DORSEY. 
land, may I ask? 

Mr. CANNON, WhenT have stated that he could acquire it, I have 
covered the whole ground: 
makes 'no difference. 


prea . 


He shall not, by my vote, if he lived to be as 
old as Methuselah, ever have the power to get over 160 acres of the 
public domain. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The fellow who is after them can af- 
ford to wait a good while to get those rich plums. 

Mr. CANNON, Now, Mr. Chairman, it behooves this House to move 
slowly in this matter. The Committee on Appropriations is the organ 
of the House to recommend appropriations in pursuance of existing law. 
Take the Committee on Public Lands, so ably presided over by my 
honored colleague [Mr. PAyson]; take the Irrigation Committee, so 
ably presided over by my friend from California [Mr. VANDEVER]; 
take the Committee on Irrigation in the Senate and the Committee on 
Publie Lands in the Senate; those are the committees that, under the 
rules of the respective bodies, have the power and the knowledge to 


make full investigations and report legislation here touching the pub- 
lie lands, 


How many years will it take him to acquire that | 


Whether it takes one year or five years | 


| a general appropriation bill. 


colleague, the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands [Mr. Pay- 
son ], with his greatability and experience, come into this House with 
properly prepared bills, modifying this law and providing a wise sys- 
tem for the disposition of the public lands in the arid region. 

It is not wise or proper to force this legislation through as a rider on 
This bill must pass or the public service 


| will stop for the want of money to carry it on, and it must speedily 


pass, whereas thirty days of careful preparation and consideration of 
this land question in the proper committee and the House and Senate 
would be required to safely legislate in connection with the public 
lands in the arid region. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

fhe CHAIRMAN. By order of the House the general debate upon 
the Senate amendment is now closed, except upon amendments num- 
bered 98 and 99, upon which general debate has been limited to two 
hours and a half—an hour and a quarter on each side. If there be 
no objection, and if it be the will of the committee, the Chair will rec- 
ognize the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], chairman of the 


| Committee on Appropriations, to control one hour and fifteen minutes, 


| ber-culture, to pre-emption, or desert-land settlement. 





and the gentleman from Montana [Mr. Carter] to control one hour 
and fifteen minutes on that side. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not desire to occupy time now. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Will the gentleman from Ulinois 
allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. CANNON, § Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I simply desire to ask the gentle- 
man, in this general marking out process he speaks of here, why is it 
necessary to withdraw from settlement lands that for fifteen years have 
yielded more wheat per acre than any other lands in the country ? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not understand that to be the case. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. That is the case. There is at lesat 
good authority for that statement. 

Mr. CANNON. If it be true that the gentleman is correct in that, 
under the present law the President can issue his proclamation at any 
hour, upon any day, opening the lands to homestead settlement; but 
it is out of his power to issue a proclamation to open the lands to tim- 
If you keep 
the law as it is now, no man can get from this Government more than 
160 acres of land. And if you keep the law as it is now, no man 
throughout the length and breadth of this country can go into the 
mountains and get one acre of the reservoir site from which comes the 
water that fructifies this country in the arid regions, regions equal to 
half of our whole domain. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr.CARTER. Mr. Chairman, under a system of law enacted at 
various times in pursuance of due deliberation the country west of the 
Mississippi River developed into an imperial domain, settled by happy, 
prosperous, virtuous, and patriotic people. By many yearsof experience 
the people had become familiar with the operations of the homestead, 
pre-emption, timber-culture, and desert-land laws. Relying on the 
consistent adherence of the Government to a public-land policy under 
which the West had prospered so long and so well, thousands of native- 
born and naturalized American citizens were on the public domain in 
advance of the surveys, and thousands more were pressing westward in 
1888, intending to establish homes for themselves and their families. 
Without note of warning to the good people thus situated, on the 2d 
day of October, 1888, in the absence of consideration adequate to the 
magnitude of the subject, a clause was added to an appropriation bill 
placing it within the power of an officer of the Government to designate 
for withdrawal from settlement, entry, and sale, under any law, all 
the lands upon this continent he might be pleased to designate as part 
of the arid region. 

Mr. COGSWELL. 
tion ? 

Mr. CARTER. I would prefer not to yield; though I do not want 
to be discourteous to the gentleman, I desire to first finish my state- 
ment. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will you allow me to state right here that the 
record does not bear out your statement that this law was passed with- 
out consideration? It was preceded by a Senate resolution, by a joint 
resolution, and by the report of a committee. 

Mr. CARTER. Ihave no doubt the gentleman can get time from 
the other side to express his views upon this subject. I stated that 
this clause was attached to an appropriation bill without that adequate 
consideration which the magnitude of the subject demanded, and I 
reiterate that statement. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is true that a resolution was passed by the 
House and Senate in the month of March preceding the enactment of 
this law. That resolution directed that an inquiry be made; and I 
presume it was made. No bill was ever presented to this House in- 
tended to cover this question in all its details, nor to present an ade- 
quate and proper management of the vast interests involved. 

Regardless of the fact that a very large part of the area of the coun- 
try was to be affected for good or ill by the act, it was introduced 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


Therefore, I say, cut off this rider from this bill. Let those | as arider onan appropriation bill late in the session, and so little atten- 


four committees perform their functions. Let my able and eloquent | tion did the matter attract that nearly a year elapsed before the people 
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living on the public domain became aware of its existence. I venture 
to say that handreds of settlers do not know to this day that in con- 
templation of the law as fixed by that rider they are mere trespassers 
and can not file on their supposed homesteads when surveyed. 

















The registers and receivers of the many land offices in the so-called 
arid region were in ignorance of the wide application of the law until 
a recent dat nd in consequence of their ignorance, or lack of credu- 
lity, if you please, thousands of filings under the different land laws 
ha 1 received s Octobe ), 1858, and now 1 of those fil 
ti outt y i t can i in fe w, lit f 
the Att ( it 3 to ul Intesi Depart nt 

rh 5 nocen ttl ler as passed in 1888 

I e pu . f investigating the ext tto wh 
1 Sta be red ri 4 and 
ble s ar ‘ i f t t . 
othe ira w ‘ the st e and 
irt ition, a I 3 , \ ‘ 
sary . ig t } ‘ , é i 
a! struments, apparatus i t ils, and a s 
con ted t ‘ t w c r i g i 
der the directior t s of Interior, the $ 
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And the Director of the Geological Survey, under the supervi o 
retary of the Interior, s! ake report to Congress on t rs i 
December of each year, sho yr in ¢ how the said proc is 
pended, the amo it used for actual su and the engineer wor n t 
in locating sites for reservoirs, and an it sd account of the ex i res 
under this appropriation 

And all the lands which may ter be designated or selected such 
United States P sites ervoirs, ditches, or canals for rica 
tion purposes unds made susceptible of irrigation by sucl ser 
voirs, ditches, rom this time henceforth hereby reserved 
sale as the prope ft United States, and shall not be subject after this a 
to entry, settlement, or occupation until further provided by law: P 
That the President may atany time in his discretion, by proclamation, oy 
portion or all of the lands reserved by this provision to settlement und 
homestead laws. 

The Members, Delegates, and Senaters from those States and Terri- 


tories directly affected, each and all, undoubtedly believed, indeed, the 
testimony isoverwhelming and invariably coneurrent to the effect that 
they did believe that this law was intended to secure the withdrawal 
of lands from settlement and entry under exisiting Jaw only within 
the limits of reservoir sites and including the lands those reservoirs 
would hold water to irrigate. 

But it appears now that it was never intended that the survey of 
designation ot lands to be irrigated by any particular reservoir should 
be made at all, but that the privilege was given free and unrestricted 
to the Director of the Geological Survey to draw vast lines over an im 
mense area of country, and say that all the lands within that area were 
“arid, as contemplated by this law. I would like gentlemen to 
this map, which will show the extent to which this interpretatio 
reaches. 

The interpretation which was generally understood among Senators 
and Representatives from the States interested was that the Directo 
of the Geological Survey should determine by actual survey—and no 
by running imaginary lines—that a particular point up bere on the 
head waters of the Missouri River, or the Gallatin, Jefferson, or Arkan- 
sas, of whatsoever stream you please, was suitable for asite upon which 
to store the waters of those rivers in the season when it was not needed 
for irrigation, and that he might then prescribe the limits of country 
which the water thus stored would supply in the irrigating 


rigating season 


r site 


I 
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that when these limits were thus prescribed for this resery 

that land within the prescribed limits would be under the operation 
of this law and withdrawn from settlement until the President of thx 
United States should issue a proclamation permitting homestead set 
tlers and none others to go there. 

Now, this seems to me to have been a rational and intelligent u 
derstanding of the phraseology of the law; but there wasa latent pur 
pose in this law which the unsuspecting gentlemen from the West 
failed to comprehend. Within a brief period of time after the pass 
of this act the Director of the Geological Survey, by a sort of proclama- 
tion, determined that all the lands west of the hundredth meridian of 
this country constituted the arid region, save a slight belt along the 
Pacific coast. Witheut a line having been run, without a single su 
vey having been completed, without avy data to-day u 
show a justification of the act, upon a wild, wierd, speculative theory, 
this good gentleman determines that all lands west of that charmed 
line must henceforth, and abiding his good pleasure, remain a forbid 
den field to the citizens of this country seeking homes. 

Recurring to the suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois, I ake 
this statement: that up to this day the Director of the Geological Sur 
vey has not caused a single reservoir site to be laid out on the land 
with its lines staked out. This entire matter has been prosecuted upon 
wild, vague theories. Is it not to be presumed that the Director wou! 


m which to 


be able to point out at least one little spot of an acre and a half or two 
acres that had been really surveyed in that region upon which the water 


might be stored in order to justify the taking of the land out 
hands of settlers ? 

It does so seem; but the facts are that nothing of the sort has been 
done. Nota single reservoir has been staked out up to this day; not 
a single acre has been segregated by any stake, monument of stone, or 
other physical evidence of a survey on the ground; and it does not ap- 
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which will hereafter control the Department of the Interior while the | 


LW sta Che conclusions of the Attorney-General are set forth in 
the following words 


Phe « cl of the act is manifest It was to prevent the entry upon, and the | 
tt! itand sale of, all that part of the arid region of the public lands of the 
ed States which could be improved by general systems of irrigation, and 


land hict migh t thereafter be designated or selected by the United States 
veys sites for the reservoirs, ditches, or canals in such systems, U nques- 
vould seriously interfere with the operation and purpose of the act 





bie tes necessary for reservoirs in such plan of irrigation could be entered 
ipo y homestead settlers, So, too, it would be obviously unjust if, pending 
thie rvey made with a view to their segregation for improvement by irriga- 
tion, (hese lands could be entered upon and settled as arid lands of the United 
tale 
It was, therefore, the pexgon of Congress by this act to suspend all rights of 
niry upou any lands which would come within the improving ope ration of 
he plans of rrigation to be reportec i by the Director of the Geological Survey 
nder this act. Language could hardly be stronger than are the words of the 
act expressing this intention: “All the lands which may hereafter be des- 
ited or selected,” etc., “are from this time henceforth hereby reserved from 
ete., “and shall not be subject after the passage of this act to entry,” 


ote 


until further provided by law.” 
Pnere can be no question that if an entry was made upon land which was 
ereafter designated in a United States survey as a site for a reservoir, or which 


as by such reservoir made susceptible of irrigation, the entry would be invalid, 
: the Jand so entered upon would remain the property of the United States, 

e reservation thereof dating back to the passage of this act, 

Phe far-reaching effect of this construction can not deprive the words of the 

tof their ordinary and necessary meaning. The proviso that ‘‘the President 


at any time in his discretion, by proclamation, may open any portion or all of 
the lands’ so reserved was the legislative mode of modifying and avoiding 
the far-reaching effect of the act whenever it should appear to the Executive to 


have too wide an operation. Entries should not be permitted, therefore, upon 
any part ofthe arid regions which might possibly come within the operation of 
this act, 


Now, Mr. Chairman, with reference to the prac tical operation of this 
law. It is wholly immaterial to the suffering people of that part of 
the country what notions may be here entertained concerning refine- 
ments of construction. The fact is that about one hundred ‘thousand 
ettlers, not speculators or capitalists, but settlers, have, since October, 
1888, applied to the Government of the United States for the privilege 

f proving that they had fully complied with the land laws theretofore 
existing, ‘and asked that patents should be issued to them for their 


Homes, 


— 
2 eS 


hese hundred thousand settlers stand to-day asking the Department 

of the Interior to issue to them some evidence of the fact that they 

ve complied with the law, but the Department stands helpless and 

ierely answers that the Director of the Geological Survey has pro- 

nounced their country to be a part of the arid region, and consequently, 

that they have no longer any rights there which the Department can 
recognize so long as the law remains as it is. 

Let us understand the practical method of settling that country. 
it must be borne in mind that a large portion of that region consists of 
mountainsand mountain glens, and plateaus or foot-hills. Thesurveys 
have been extended over that region very slowly indeed. Of my own 
knowiedge I ean state that in portions of Montana individuals have 
been li ving ou ranches as long as eight years, some of their children | 
have been born there, and others have been married off from the old 
home place that the family understand they have some right to, and 
yet, becanse of the fact that the surveys have not been extended so as 
to designate the particular subdivision upon which they live, they can 
not acguire any title or initiate any right which the Government rec- 
ognizes except the general right of a squatter. 

When, however, in the course of time the surveys are extended to 
such settlers on the frontiers, and they go to the local land office and 
file their homestead, pre-emption, or other filing, these individuals 
who, as I have said, have been living for eight or nine years or more 
on those unsurveyed lands, building their houses and making their im- 
provements, are now notified, after the lapse of this period of time, 
that they can not get any title to that land at all until the supreme 
Director of the Geological Survey shall be pleased to certify that they 
have some sort of right in their homes. He will so certify when his 
survey shall have been completed. When will that be? Not within 
this century certain 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman produce any order or show one 
line from the Director of the Geological Survey that can by any means 
be tortured into a justification of his remarks? 

Mr. CARTER. Do you deny that the Director of the Geological 
Survey has prescribed these limits [illustrating by the map] as the arid 
region of the United Statea ? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido; and I deny that under the law he has any 
more power to take any such action than you or I have. 

Mr. CARTER. The gentleman does not concur in the opinion of 
the Attorney-General. By reading that opinion carefully he will note 
this language, which Iquote: ‘‘ It was, therefore, the purpose of Con- 
gress by this act to suspendall rights of entry upon any lands which 
would come within the improving operation of the plans of irrigation 
to be reported by the Director of the Geological Survey under this 
act.’ All of the land shown by the map has been designated by the 
Director of the Geological Survey for improvement under his general 
plan, whatever that may be, and in consequenceof such designation the 
lands are withdrawn from entry and settlement. 

Let me say further in this connection that the Director of the Geolog- 
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ical Survey, according to very reliable information, coming almost di- 
rectly from him, takes the position that the Chief Magistrate of this 
nation can not permit the homestead law to operate in that country 
until he shall have designated particular land as proper land to be 
opened forsettlement. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman from Montana will devote him- 
sclf toa consideration of the law and its construction, then we shall 
be in the domain of legitimate debate; but when he seeks to discuss 
this case upon the merit or demerit of a head of a bureau, I must pro- 
test. 

Mr. CARTER. Well, I have been endeavoring to confine myself to 
the law and the effect of its present enforcement. I can probably pre- 
sent the case more connectedly if not interrupted by attempted de- 
fenses. 

Mr. CANNON. 
interrupt him. 


Mr. CARTER. I have suggested that 100,000 of these settlers are 
denied the privilege of perfecting a right initiated in many cases long 
prior to the enactment of this law. The question presented to this 
House is, will you respect the rights of your fellow-citizens who went 
upon the public domain in good faith to settle there, before the passage 
of this law which authorized this wholesale abrogation of pre-existing 
rights? That is the question, pure and simple. 

It is alleged, in justification of the law, that a system of speculation 
has grown up in that country. Noman will make that statement who 
has had any practical experience in the operations of the desert-land 
law, the homestead law, the pre-emption law, or any other land law 
of the United States in that country. The fact is that every acre of 
Jand reclaimed in that arid region by diverting water from the streams 
and bringing it upon the land, so as to make it produc? an agricultural 
crop, costs the individual on the average as much as it would cost him 
to buy an acre of land in the State of Illinois, 

There is no speculation in any such operation for large companies, as 
demonstrated by the fact that the large companies that have under- 
taken this irrigation business have within the limit of my knowledge 
utterly failed to accomplish the desired financial results. Within the 
State I have the honor to represent in this House there is to-day, ofall 
the irrigation companies ever created there, few that are solvent and 
none that are paying dividends. 

But, it is asked, what can these people do unless the survey is ex- 
tended and these arid lands in some way designated? Well, sir, we 
know ourselves what the arid lands are. The early settlers of that 
country went into that region when there was not a single law on the 
statute-book relating to mining; there was not, in any instance, a court 
within five hundred or a thousand miles. 

The genius of the American citizen rose above his isolated condition 
and the difficulties of his situation. In the meetings in the mining 
camps a system of jurisprudence was developed which has challenged 
the admiration of jurists everywhere. In the miners’ meeting a min- 
ing code was developed which in 1872 was embodied into a law of the 
United States; and it is one of the most just, equitable, and far-reach- 
ing in its beneficent effects of any law ever passed by Congress. What 
those people have done with reference to the mining problem they will 
do in reference to this irrigation problem if you will just let them 
alone. 

If the settlers can be aided in their work by an accurate system ot 
Government surveys they will appreciate and utilize them. If the 
Government will undertake the construction of large canals, ditches, or 
reservoirs, we say amen, but we do protest against the continuance ot 
a law which compels at least three million settlers to stand idle and 
hopeless while certain indefinite and impracticable surveys are being 
made and maps traced which can not be of advantage to the present 
or future pioneer. 

The mistaken notion seems to prevail that there is no check or re- 
straint on the wholesale monopoly of water supplies by speculators, 
and that if reservoir sites once fall into private hands the cause of tha 
people is lost. This is not a very correct view. Many years ago Con- 
gress enacted a law embodied in sections 2339 and 2340 of the Revised 
| Statutes of the United States. Those sections read as follows: 


Sec. 2359. Whenever, by priority of possession, os to the use of water for 
mining, agricultural, manufacturing, or other pu es have vested and ac- 
crued, and the same are recognized and acknowl ok by the local customs, 
laws, land the decisions of courts, the possessors and owners of such vested 
rights shall be maintained and protected in the same; and the right of way for 
the construction of ditches and canals for the purposes herein specified is ac- 
knowledged and confirmed; but whenever any person, in the construction of 
any ditch or canal, injures or damages the possession of any settler on the pub- 
lie domain, the party committing such injury or damage shall be liable to the 
party injured for such injury or damage. 

Src. 2340. All patents granted or pre-emption or homesteads allowed sha!! 
be subject toany vested and aguranl welee rights, or rights to ditches and res- 
ervoirs used in connection with such water rights, as may have been acquired 
under or recognized by the preceding section. 


Under these sections it will be seen theright of appropriation of water 
for useful purposes is recognized, but the water must be used for such 
recognized purpose orit cannot beheld. Asystem of law has grown up 
touching these water rights in the various arid States and Territories 
in harmony with the sections of the Revised Statutes cited, and the 
courts have settled many of the disputed points which have arisen. 


I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I did not intend to 
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Money is being invested on the faith of the rights acquired under these 


laws and no new departure can be made which does not contemplate | 
fall respect for these existing rights. | 

The people who live on the ground and are dealing with the prob- | 
lems in a practical way should be consulted in order to bring about 
the best possible results. 

The people of every State in the arid region have been perfecting 
their laws to meet the requirements of their situation. Is it wise to | 
set at naught all their efforts, take the matter of gravest concern to 
them out of their hands, and turn their lives and hopes and homes over 
to the head of a bureau of the General Government ? 

The people of Montana have prepared to deal with this water and ir- 
rigation matter, proposition, or subject, by inserting in their constitu- 
tion the following: 


‘ec. 15. The use of all water now appropriated, or that may hereafter be ap- 
propriated, for sale, rental, distribution, or other beneficial use, and the right of 
way over the lands of others for all ditches, drains, flumes, canals, and aque- 
ducts, necessarily used in connection therewith, as well as the sites for reser- 
voirs necessary for collecting and storing the same, shall be he! 1 to be a public 


Irrigating companies are given the right of eminent domain and 
hrought under the supervision of the law precisely as common carriers 
are. The individuals in the valleys and the small ranches who may 
be compelled to buy water are those who shape the public policy of 
the State; they are the men who create the public sentiment which 


finally crystallizes into law, and under their organic law, giving them | 


ample and free scope to deal with this question, they will enact such 
legislation as will prevent oppression and punish the oppressor. 

The task of reclaiming the vast arid region islarge. Help us, if you 
will, but first untie our hands and let us proceed to diminish the task by 
doing our share. Our settlers have brave hearts and willing hands 
and their devotion to our common country is not exceeded by the de- 
votion of any body or community of American citizens. 


Arizona [Mr. SMITH]. 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, withholds his remarks for revision. 
pendix. ] 


Mr. CARTER. 
| Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to read an extract from a let- 
ter received by me from a former constituent of mine, who is now a 
settler in Pinal County, Arizona. He writes : 


rhe Senate have just voted an amendment in the civil appropriation bill re- 
pealing the act of October, 1888, withdrawing desert lands from entry. Of this 
you are.aware. May I call to your attention my individual case, which will 
show the condition of thousands of others, and show the equity and justice of 
the House in voting also for this repeal? 

In Pinal County, Arizona, there isan irrigating canal which had vested rights 
October, 1888. May, 1889, under the desert-land act I entered 640 acres and have 
spent over $7,000 in reclaiming this land with water from this existing canal, 
and in entering it was not advised as to the possible effect of the act of October, 
1s88, and now am confronted with a possible cancellation of my entry and con- 
fiseation of my land. Here is 2 canal that has spent several hundred thousand 
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dollars in proposing to help settlers reclaim lands, and these settlers, like my- | 


self, have in good faith taken up such lands andarereclaimingthem. But this 
law if allowed to stand absolutely paralyzes the canal in its purpose, as the 
Government land offices are refusing patentsto settlers. These settlers are be- 
coming panic-stricken upon thousands of acres similarly situated on existing 
canals. I beg of you to vote for a repeal of the act. 


Iiere was a system of irrigation undertaken years ago by legitimate 
private enterprise. Perhaps the Government system is an improve- 
ment, but the existing system, by private enterprise, ought not to be 
interfered with. The motive of the irrigation company was undoubt- 
edly to make money—a legitimate motive—but, having spent its money 
in building up its system, it ought not to be prevented from obtaining 
its legitimate revenue, and the lands which are tributary to that canal 


LEAVE OF ABSEN 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows 

To Mr. REILLY, on account of important business. 

To Mr. PENINGTON, for two days, on account of sickness in h 
family. 

To Mr. TAyLor, of Tennessee, for fifteen days, on account ot 


ness in his family. 
To Mr, Howk, for fifteen days, on account otf i rtant busine 
To Mr. Lester, of Georgia, for ten days, on account of in 
business. 
To Mr. CALDWELL, for six days, on account of important 


ip 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
| that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of conter- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment ot 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7263) to increase the pension of Henry | 

Potter, 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with an 
ments in which concurrence was requested, the bill (H. R. 10726 


ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various In- 
dian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1891, and for other pu S. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed nt 


resolutions of the following titles; 
House was requested: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 115) providing that nothing in the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill shall be construed to interrupt 
the publication of the reports of the International Marine Confers 
and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 116) extending the privilege of the Library 
of Congress to the members and secretary of the Interstate Commerce 


t Li 


in which the concurrence « 


| Commission. 
Mr. Chairman, I now yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from | 


STEAMER MARMION. 


Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill (S. 


000) to provide an American register for the 


| steamer Marmion be taken from the Speaker's table and put upon its 


I yield three minutes to the gent!eman from Illinois 


passage. 
The SPEAKER. 

ask for objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ele 


The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 


, That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby autho 


det A 
and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Marmion, purchased and w 
owned by American citizens, and repaired by them, to be registered as a vess« 
of the United States under the name of Bowden 
Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is,authorized and 
} directed to authorize and direct the inspection of said vessel, steam-boiler, stear 
pipes, and the appurtenances of said boiler, and cause to be granted the p 
and usual certificate issued to steam-vessels of the merchant marine, without 
reference to the fact that said steam-boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances 
were not constructed pursuant to the laws of the United States and we not 
constructed of iron stamped pursuant to said laws; and the tests to be applied 
in the inspection of said boiler, steam-pipes, andappurtenances will be the same 
in all respects as to strength and safety as are required in the inspe on of 
boilers constructed in the United States for marine purposes, save the fact that 
said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances not being constructed pursuant t 
the requirements of the laws of the United States,and are of unstamped iron 
shall not be an obstacle to the granting of the usual! certificate if said boiler 
steam-pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of sufticientstrength and safety 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.O’ NEIL] 


ought to be opened up toentry. There is in this case an equity on | 


behalf of my formier constituent for the land, upon which he has ex- 
pended $7,000, and there is also, I think, an equity in favor of the ex- 
isting irrigation company, which has spent hundreds of thousands ot 
dollars in preparing a system for the irrigation of those lands, 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen desiring 


asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bil! just 
read. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I shall not object to the consid 
eration of the bill, but I should like to have an explanation. 

Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. ‘This is an English-built ship, 
which was purchased by American parties for $64,000. Technically 
the vessel does not come within the provisions of the general statute, 
because, technically, it was not ‘‘wrecked,’’ although it was badly 
smashed by one of the freight-transfer boats of the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road Company. It has been repaired by American capital, with Amer- 
ican material and American labor, at an expense of $56,000—more 
the amount required by the general statute. 


than 
In connectfon with the 


| bill I will read a telegram which I have received in relation to it: 


Bostror. Mass.. July 23. 1890 


| Hon, Jjosern H. O’ Nei 


to print remarks upon this subject in the RecorD may have leave to | 


do so. 
Mr. ROGERS. It is a very dry subject. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
man from Montana? 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr. CARTER. I move that the committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


[ Laughter. ] ° 
Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 


Our steamer Marmion is nearly ready for sea. Weare exceedingly anxiousto 
fly the American flag on the first trip out. Please do what you can to pass our 
bill as soon as possible 

A. W. PRESTON [ 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Then this legislation is 


nee led 


| simply because the vessel was not technically ** wrecked ?’’ 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BuRROWS reported that the Committee of the Whole | 


on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the Senate 


amendments to the bill (H. R, 10884) making appropriations for sun- | 


dry civil expenses of the Government, etc., had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


XXI——-484 


Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. That is the reason 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that this bill be now considered ? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts, moved to reconsider the vote by which 


| the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


L 


laid on the table, 
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| 
The jatt yLIOF agreed to. | 
j inanil is consent, the House bill of the same title was laid on 
the é 
KAI lhe hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House, 
ru tands in recess until 8 o’clock p.m. The gentleman 
i if Mr. PERKINS] will preside at the evening session. 
EVENING SESSION. 
T t having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m., 
and is called to order by Mr. VP! INS as Speaker pro f npore. 
ORDER OF BUSINES 
Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 


leration of business under the special 


mittee of the Whole fo 
rule for Friday evening 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question), The ayes 
seem to have it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 21, noes 2. 

Mr. ENLOE, I make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is evident to all who are present that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] is master of the situation and 
can prevent any legislation this evening. I therefore move that the 


| Smyser, 





House do now adjourn. 
Mr. COLEMAN. 


are here and ready to attend to bus 


iness. 


Mr. Speaker, cdn we not have the yeas and nays 
on that motion? I would like the record to show the gentlemen who 
I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, there being—ayes 13, noes 3. 


The question was taken; and it was determined in the negative— 


yeas 13, nays 24, not voting 290; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 
Belknap, Houk Lewis, 
Cheadle, Kinsey, Perkins, 
Craiy Laws Pickler, 
Farquhar, Lehlbach Townsend, Pa 

NAYS—2, 
Bliss Enloe, Lane, 
Brookshire Finley, Milliken, 
Browne, Va. Forman, Owen, Ind, 
Candler, Masa. Funston, Parrett, 
Coleman Gest Sawyer, 
Cooper, Ohio La Follette, Stewart, Ga, 

NOT VOTING —2060. 

Abbott Clancy Hare, 
Adams, Clarke, Ala Harmer, 
Alderson, Clark, Wis Hatch, 
Allen, Mich. Clements Hangen, 
Allen, Misa. Clanie Hayes, 
Anderson, Kans Cobb, Haynes, 
Anderson, Miss. Cogswell, Heard 
Andrew, Comatock, Hemphill, 
Arnold Conger Henderson, TIL 


Atkinson, Pa Connell 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cooper Ind. 


Baker, Cothran, 

Bankhead, Covert, 

bankas, Cowles, 

Barnes, Cra 

Bartine, Crisp 

Barwig, Culberson, Tex. 

Bayne Culbertson, Pa, 
Cur ngs, 
Cutecheon, 
Dalzell 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 

rd, Davidson, 





De Haven, 


Blount, De Lano, 
Boatner, D 
tjoothman, Dickerson, 
Boutelle Dis ey, 


Docker i. 


towden, 


Breckinridge, Ark. Dolliver, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dorsey, 
Brewer, Dunnell, 
Brickner, Dunphy 
Brosius, Edmunds, 
Brower, Elliott 
Browne, T. M. Ellis 
Brown, J. B. Evans, 
Brunner, Ewart, 


Buchanan, N, J. Featherston, 
Buchanan, Va. Fitch 
Buckalew, Fithian, 
Bullo« k, Flic k, 
Bunn, Plood, 
Burrows, Flower, 
surton, Forney, 
Butterworth, Fowler, 
Bynum, Frank, 

Cald well, Gear, 
Campbell, Geissenhainer, 
Candler, Ga. Gibson, 


Cannon, Gifford, 
Carlton, Goodnight, 
Carter, Greenhalge, 
Caruth, Grimes 
Caswell, Grosvenor, 
Catchings, Grout, 


Cheatham, Hall, 
Chipman, Hansbrough, 





Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N.C. 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hill 

Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, lowa 
Kerr, Pa. 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Knapp, 
Lacey, 
Laidlaw, 
Lanham, 
Lansing, 
Lawler, 

I ee, 

Lester, Ga, 
Lester, Va, 
Lind, 
Lodge, 
Magner, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Martin, Ind, 
Martin, Tex. 
Mason, 
McAdoo, 
McCarthy, 
McClammy, 
McClellan, 
McComas, 
McCord, 
McCormick, 
McCreary, 
McDuffie, 
McKenna, 
MeKinley, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Miles, 
Mills, 
Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, N. H. 


Wheeler, Ala, 


Vandever, 
Wike, 
Willeox, 
Williams, DL 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 


Moore Tex. 
Morey, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Mudd, 
Mutchiler, 
Niedringhaus, 
Norton, 
Nute, 
Oates, 
O'Donnell, 
©’ Ferrall, 
0’ Neall, Ind. 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O' Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Outh waite, 
Owens, Ohio 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Penington, 
Perry, 
Peters, 
Phelan, 
Pierce, 
Post, 

Price, 
Pugsley, 
Quackenbush, 
Quinn, 
Raines, 
Randall, 
Ray, 

teed, lowa 
Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, 
Rife, 
Robertson, 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, 
Rowell, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Sayers, 
Scranton, 
Scull, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Simonds, 
Skinner, 
Smith, Ill, 


Smith, W. Va. Wheeler, Mich. 


Whiting, 


Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 


Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 


Snider, Stump, Turner, Kans, Whitthorne, 
Spinola, Sweney, Turner, N. Y. Wickham, 
Spooner, Tarsney, Van Schaick, Wiley, 
Springer, Taylor. FE. B. Vaux, Wilkinson, 
Stahlnecker, Taylor, Il Venable, Wilson, Mo. 
Stephenson Taylor, J.D. Waddill, Wilson, Wash. 
Stewart, Tex. Taylor, Tenn. Wade, Wilson, W. Va. 
Stewart, Vt Thomas, Walker, Wright, 


Stivers Thompson, Wallace, Mass. Yardley, 
Stockbridge, Tillman, . Wallace, N. Y. Yoder. 
Stockdale, Townsend, Colo, Washington, 

| Stone, Ky. Tracey, Watson, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HOUK (during the roll-call). 
from Tennessee [Mr. ENLoE]. If he were here, I would vote ‘‘no.’ 
I do not know how he would vote. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I have transferred that pair to Judge 
PARRETT, of Indiana. 

Mr. HOUK. Then I vote ‘‘no.”’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houk] that the House has conclusive evi- 
dence that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] is present. 
[ Laughter. ] 

The roll-call being concluded, the result of the vote was announced 
as above stated. 

Mr. COLEMAN. 


I am paired with my colleague 


’ 


I move a call of the House. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, have the pairs been announced ? 

Mr. ENLOE. I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Tennessee moves a call of the 
House. 

Mr. COLEMAN. ‘The gentleman from Lonuisiana’’ makes that 
motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
a call of the House. 

Mr. SAWYER. I make the point that that motion is notin order; 
and upon that I desire to be heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SAWYER]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that debate 
be limited to one hour. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, the proceedings that have taken place 
here on Friday evenings for a number of weeks past 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I propose right now to insist on my 
rights under parliamentary law. I know, and the Chair knows, and 
this House knows that debate is not in order 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I raise the point of order that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee is not in order. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I raise the point of order that the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SAWYER] was recognized—— 

Mr. ENLOE. It does not make any difference if he was recognized. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. The gentleman from Tennessee makes 
no motion, and raises no point of order. 

Mr. ENLOE. I did makea motionv. I made a motion for the only 
thing that was in order-—a call of the House—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee is not 
in order. 

Mr. ENLOE. I insist that the Chair shall rule on my point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana moved 
a call of the House; and the gentleman from New York rose to a point 
of order. The Chair recognized him for the purpose of stating his 
point of order. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, as I was saying, we have had curious 
proceedings on Friday evenings fora number of weeks back. We have 
not been able to transact any business whatever—— 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to know whether this is the statement of a 
point of order. [Cries of ‘‘Order!’’] That is what we are going to 
have; it is what lam going to have, or something like it, There will 
be some disorder, if we can not have order. 

Mr. SAWYER, I submit that the gentleman from Tennessee can 
hardly dictate the manner in which I shall state my point. 

Mr. ENLOE. Very well; so that you do not enter into general de- 
bate—— 

Mr. OWENS, of Indiana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
serve argl preserve. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is exactly what I want. I insist on the gentle- 
man from New York stating his point of order, if he has one. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the Chair can not direct what 
language the gentleman from New York shall use in stating his point 
of order; the gentleman has not yet been permitted to make any state- 
mentof any character. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask the Chair if the Chair does not know that there 
is no business in order when there is no querum present, except a call 
of the House? I will read the rule, if the Chair is not familiar with it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee will 


The gentleman from Louisiana moves 








I insist on order. 
That is what the Chair is trying to ob- 


be in order and the gentleman from New York will proceed. 





pashan ack ae 
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Mr. ENLOE. Iaminorder. [Criesof ‘* Regular order!’ L AKER pro ae { i 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee will | | 1 in order. 
please be seated and be in order. ir. SA Wi ER. | is obse 
Mr. ENLOE. Iam inorder. I will read the rale for the Chair, if | n from Tenness int 
the Chair is not familiar with it. a ‘ ning, wi ! i 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York has | proceedings. One of the most pt 
been recognized to state a point of order, and will proceed. constant interposed objections to 
Mr. ENLOE. Bat he is not confining himself to the point of orde1 Mr. ENLO tha t ) p 
He is proceeding to debate - [ Laughte 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will be the judge of that, rhe SPEAKER 
and the gentleman will be permitted to proceed in order. The Chair | from Tennessee, and does 1 e t 3; a 
will then determine whether he presents aquestion of order or n If | tion order, 
it is not such a question, or if the gentleman does not contine himsel Mr. SAWYER. Iha y I . 
to it, the Chair will call the gentleman to order. The SPEAKER yt . The gentleman ' to 
Mr. ENLOE. But does the Chair not know that there can not be | t juestion of order. 
anything in the point of order? [Cries of ‘* Regular order!’ We Mr. SAWYER, If I can to it by the permis 1 of ti 
have had a call of the roll and the refusal of the House to adjourn, and n from Tennessee. | Langht 
there is only one thing to be done under the rules of the House. We Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman is going to indulge in eech 
have had a good deal of trouble getting a code of rules here. I want want to have the privilege of meeting him in response. 
you now to live up to them. Mr. MILLIKEN. I want to vy by what right the gentleman 
The SPEAKER pro temperé. The Chair will have to permit the gen- | fr Tennessee comes in here and undertakes to lay down the law by 
tleman to state his point of order before the Chair can undertake to | which other gentlemen shall govern their actions If the gentleman 
ass Upon it. from Tenne ssee has power to run everythingconnected with the House 
Mr. ENLOE. But the point I make is that the Chair must under- | we ought to know it here are other gentlemen here, the peers of 
stand, if he understands the rule, that there is no point of order pos- | the gentleman from Tennessee, who will not be bulldozed by him 
sible. In the absence of a quorum the only thing that the House can Mr. ENLOE. Ido not want to bulldoze anybod \ need 
do is to order a call of the House or adjourn. | trouble yourself about bulldozing. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman has the right to Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Will the gentleman from New Yor 
state his point of order, and the Chair will then pass upon it. make his point of order? [ Laughter. 
Mr. ENLOE. I insist there can be no point of order under the rules. Mr. SAWYER I was saying that o { most pr en 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Tennessee will | one of the ablest membe is House 
permit the gentleman from New York to proceed, the Chair will decide. | Mr. ENLOE. What t got to do with the tion of order ? 
Mr. ENLOE. But, Mr. Speaker, I am only insisting upon theen- | Mr. SAWYER tinuing). Recognized as one of the leaders, if 
forcement of the rules of the House. I will read the rule of the House. | th ader of his par n the floor of the House 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee will be Mr. ENLOE. [insist on the question of order 
seated. The SPEAKER; t . The Chair must state tothe gentleman 
Mr. ENLOE. ‘‘Thegentleman from Tennessee”’ will not beseated. | from New York that he does not see what this! to do with tl 
The SPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman must bein order. The | tion of order. 
Chair will not permit the gentleman to stand there and indulge in im- Mr. SAWYER But Ia ist r to the point of orderI desir 
pertinence. The Sergeant-at-Arms—— to ke. [Laughter 
Mr. ENLOE. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee’ understands and Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. How can he make a point 1 
will protect his own rights. he is so constantly interrupted? Let him go on 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Chair will protect the rights Mr. ENLOE. He is not making a point of order 
of the gentleman from New York. Mr. SAWYER. Iam trying to. 
Mr. ENLOE. fam only asserting my own rights. I say there can Mr. ENLOI [ do not want to instruct the witness; but he is not 
be no question of order possible now. submitting anything in the nature of a point of order 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from New York does Mr. SAWYER. I was only going to use a little flattery, and spread 
not state a point of order the Chair will so rule. The Chair must per- | it on so thick that I thought the gentleman might be v » wit 
mit the gentleman to make his point of order when, in good faith, he | draw his objection and let us transa ) busines I ter. 
rises and calls attention to the fact that he desires to submit a point Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman need not undertake to do that. | 
of order. : un { i very well the gist of his r I 
Mr. ENLOE. But I havesubmitted a parliamentary inquiry to the Mr. SAWYER. Do you not bel t I have l [ Laughter. 
Chair, and I would like to have an honest opinion before the Chair per- | Mr. ENLOE. } r: nota ! than you do Laughter. | 
mits the gentleman to proceed. | M \WYER. We, both of us, know that what I hav id is not 
Mr.SAWYER. Thegentleman has no right toassume that the Chair | true. Laughter. | 
will not give an honest opinion. Mr. ENLOE. There is nodoubt about that in the world id I am 
Mr. HALL. The gentleman undertakes to state things too harshly. | n ich an imbecile as to suppose that you mean anythin, . And 
Mr. MILLIKEN. By whatright does the gentleman trom Tennessee | I insist upon the observance of the rules 
undertake to run this House? [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’ ] Che SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from New York ha 
Mr. ENLOE. Iam not undertaking to run the House. All I ask | anything to suggest in su port of | point of order, the Chair will be 
is an answer to my inauiry, first. glad to hear it. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Let the gentleman from New York sub- Mr. SAWYER. It is, that under t ( mstances a call of the 
mit his point of order. House is notin order. [Laughte 
Mr. ENLOE. I have a right to make the inquiry I have made, and Mr. ENLOE. Under what rule do you mak: at « 
have a right to an answer. TheSPEAKER pro ¢ . The Chair overrules the point of orde 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would be glad to have the | and the question recurs upon the motion of th ‘ il 
gentleman from New York submit his inquiry. ana | Mr. CoLEMAN | for a eal! of the Hous 
Mr. ENLOE. Before that I want the Chair to give an honest an- Tlie question was taken; and the Speaker pro \ inced that 
swer to my inquiry. | the ‘*noes’’ séemed to have it 
Mr. SAWYER. You have no right to impugn the character of the Mr. ENLOE. Division. Let us bring in the absentees and make 
Chair. them accountable to the gentle man irom New y ork 
Mr. ENLOE. I have not impugned the character of the Chair. | ‘The House having divided, 
Mr. SAWYER. You have no right to assume he will not givean| The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon this question the ayesare 12and 
honest answer. | the noes 16, and accordingly the motion is rejected. 
Mr. ENLOE. Iam not assuming it. All I want is adecisionon| Mr. COOPER, of Ohio speakii y at the same time | e that 
the point of order I havesubmitted. The gentleman understands what | the House do now adjourn. 
I ask for. If the Chair does not understand that when there is no Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois (speaku t me tis . Yeas and 
quorum, as disclosed by a call of the roll, there is no business in order | nays. 
but a call of the House or to adjourn, then I would like to have that | Several Members. You are too late 


fact stated. = | Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. It is before the result was an 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will pass upon that ques- | nounced. 


tion when it arises. The gentleman from New York now submits a The SPEAKER pro } . The Chair did not hear the yentl 

point of order and will be heard. man’s demand. Those in favor of the motion that the House do no 
Mr. MILLIKEN. And the gentleman from Tennessee can not dic- | adjourn will say ‘‘ay.”’ 

tate to the House. Mr. WILLIAMS, ot Illinois Mr. Speaker, no business has been 


Mr. ENLOE. Nor will I be dictated to by the House. transacted since the vote on the other motion to adjourn. 
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Mr 
Ilouse, 

Mr. ENLOE. We have hada point of order, debated by the gentle- 
iman from New York [Mr. SAWYER]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion was made for a call of the 
llouse and that was voted down. 
order is a motion to adjourn 
the House do now adjourn. 


COOPER, of Ohio. Yes, there was a motion for a call of the 


The question was taken; and theSpeaker pro tempore announced that | No. 2829. ) 


the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were refused. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 8 o’clock and 35 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
PUNISHMENT OF INTRUDERS UPON INDIAN RESERVATIONS, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and other in- 
closures recommending an amendment to section 2148 of the Revised 
Statutes, in reference to the punishment of intruders upor Indian 
reservations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


HNOUSE BILL WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a House bill with Senate amend- 
ments was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

\ bill CH. R. 10726) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
191, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 





RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 


By Mr, ADAMS: 


Nesolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the House the sum 
17.59 for photographs to C. M. Be‘!, and the sum of $.75 for circulars to 
(jibson Brothers, said photographs and circulars having been made and priuted 
to carry into effect the resolution of the House offering a reward for the appre- 
hension of one Craven E. Silcott; 


to the Committee on Accounts. 
Also by Mr. ADAMS: 


Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the House to the 
chairman of the select committee appointed to investigate the accounts of the 
te Sergeant-at-Arms the sum of $129.95, being the amount expended under the 
ireetion ot said committee for the purpose of securing the attendance of Craven 
leott as a witness before said committee; 


to the Committee on Accounts. 
hy Mr. MCCOMAS: 


ved, That on Friday, August 8, immediately after the reading of the 
rnal, the House shall proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11382) 
the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by 
United States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provis- 
the act of March 3, 1883, known as the “‘ Bowman act,”’ and at 4 o’clock 
». m. the previous question shall be considered as ordered on said bill and all 
ling amendments, this to be a continuing order for one day in case it shail 
interfered with on said day by appropriation bills or privileged reports, un- 
snid bill shall be disposed of; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


ions of 


_ REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 5035) for the relief of J. W. 
Jetferson, accompanied by a report (No. 2822)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H, R. 11474) granting a pension to 
Eliza A. Phelbrook, accompanied by a report (No. 2823)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 4220) for the relief of Thomas 
Hi. Bruce, accompanied by a report (No. 2824)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 1466) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary Ewald, accompanied by a report (No. 2825)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr, CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11355) for the relief of Mary L. 
Brown, dependent mother of Josiah R. Brown, deceased, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2826)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 2406) for the relief of Francis M. 


Of course the only other motion in | 
The gentleman from Ohio moves that | (Report No. 2828. ) 
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Potter, accompanied by a report (No, 2827)—to the Committee of the 
Whole Honse. 

Mr. SNIDER also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the following bills of the House; which were severally 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 3967) to amend military record of James H. Gould. 

A bill (H. R. 5686) for the relief of Timothy C. Barjerow. (Report 

Mr. LAIDLAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 139) for the relief of James H. Smith, late 
postmaster at Memphis, Tenn., accompanied by a report (No. 23830)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 198) to permit 
Capt. George W. Davis, United States Army, to accept a position in the 
Nicaragua Canal Construction Company, accompanied by a reporti( No. 
2831)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SHIVELY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10336) to grant to the 
Montana and Wyoming Railroad Company a right of way through 
the Crow Indian reservation, and for other purposes, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2832)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported favorably the joint resolution of the -House (H. Res. 190) to 
appoint a member of the Board of Managers of the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, accompanied by a report (No. 2833)—to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the joint resolution of the’ House (H. Res. 197) to permit 
Lieut. Col. Henry C. Corbin, United States Army, to accept a position 
in the World’s Columbian Commission, accompanied by a report (No. 
2834)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
ows: 

By Mr. PEEL (by request): A bill (H. R. 11537) to provide for and 
regulate leases of lands within the Cattaraugus and Allegany reserva- 
tions in the State of New York, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 11538) to continue 
in existence The National Metropolitan Fire Insurance Company of the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 11539) ratifying the action of the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia and granting permits to 
extend buildings and regulating the granting of such permits here- 
after—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3y Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: A bili (H. R. 11540) to amend clause 5 
of section 4693 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, title 57— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ry Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 11541) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Flint River in the State of Georgia—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PEEL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 199) to allow John Shar- 
key to purchase 160 acres of land in Indian Territory—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference 
was made: 

A bill (H. R. 10341) to grant a pension to Ann Bolger—Commitiee on 
Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania (by request): A bill (H. R. 
11542) granting a pension to Lucinda Wilkinson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORMAN: A bill (H. R. 11543) granting a pension to James 
H. Means, M. D.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 11544) to amend the military record of 
William J. Edwards, late of Company E, Thirty-second Illinois Infant- 
ry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KINSEY: A bill (H. R. 11545) to remove charge of desertion 
against James Denney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 11546) granting a pension to 
Susan E. True—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 11547) grantinga pension to Lucinda 
Chapin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 11548) granting a pension to 
Miss Mary E. Hall, dependent sister of John A. Hall, deceased, late 
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of Company F, Eighty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in 
the late war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11549) for the relief of Thomas J. Smith—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 11550) granting a pen- 
sion to Patrick Feeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule X XII, the following petitions and papers were 
Jaid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: Petition of International Ty- 
pographical Union, for the copyright bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Plate Printers’ Association, of New York, for same 
measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. CARTER: Petition of citizens of Helena, Mont., praying | 


for a duty on imported lead ore—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. EVANS: Petition of Martha Saunders, of Henderson County, 
Tennessee, for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 
By Mr. FRANK: Memorial of citizens of St. Louis, protesting against 
legislation by Congress compelling railroads to transport petroleum bar- 
rels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. MAISH: Two petitions of citizens of Cumberland County, 


Pennsylvania, for passage of House bill 283—to the Committee on Agri- 


culture, 

Also, petition of George H. Umbayer and 14 others, citizens of Cum- 
berland County, Pennsylvania, for passage of House bill 8648—to the 
Committee on Agriculture: 

By Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens and business 
men of Philadelphia, asking for such legislation as will strengthen the 
national-banking system—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of merchant tailors of Philadelphia, 
Pa., relative to section 754 of House bill 9416—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

Also, resolution of Pennsylvania Commissioner of Fisheries, against 
the proposed transier of the United States Fish Commission to the De- 
partment of Agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Lake Carriers’ Association, requesting Congress 
to assume control of wharves and other property for which appropria- 
tions are made by Congress—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: Petition of B. J. Merrell and 29 others, 
citizens of Beech, Licking County, Ohio, for passage of House bill 
11027—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Four petitions of citizens of Oswego and Cayuga 
Counties, New York, for passage of House bill 8648—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, four petitions from citizens of same counties for passage of 
House bill 283—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, two petitions from citizens of Oswego County, New York, for 
passage of House bill 8248—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of William M. Bell-and 35 others, of Oswego County, 
New York, for passage of House bill 11027—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Three petitions of citizens of Brown and High- 


land Counties, Ohio, for passage of House bill 8648—to the Committee | 


on Agriculture. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of same counties, for passage ot House 
bill 283—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr, SCULL: Petition of 19 citizens of Somerset County, Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of House bill 283—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same persons, for the passage of House bill 8648— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Petition of J. Boicourt, presiding 
elder of Osborn district, Northwest Kansas Conference, and 60 others, 
asking for legislation protesting against the importation of liquors 
into the State of Kansas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. M. M. Stolz and 1,700 others, asking for same 


relief—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, July 26, 1890. 

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J.G. Burier, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of July 3, 1890, certain papers giving names of corporations whose 
bonds and interest have at different times been guarantied by the Union 

ama . . . _ . 7 
Pacifie Railway Company; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 


o 
ee : 
of the Treasury, transmitting a report of the ¢ ptroller of the | 
rency in relation to an appropriation for t publication of a se 
| nual report of the condition of the nat ] " ‘ ? 
| accompanying papers, was referred to the Com 1 Fina and 
ordered to be printed. 
} He also laid before the Senate a communi 1 
| of the Treasury, transmitting a report of a ju it ren 
| Court of Claims in favor of Theodore Yates; w! , With th 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee ou Appropriations, and 
| ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIA 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of Mrs. M. A. Pat- 
terson, of Academia, Pa., praying to be allowed compensation for loss 
of property and expenses incurred by her father, an ollicer in the At 
of the United States during the war of 1812; which was reterred tot! 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Southern States Colored Repub- 
lican Association, praying for the passage of the Lodge election 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Election 

He also presented the petition of H. Price Williams, of the People 
Advocate, of Washington, D. C., favoring the passage of the lederal 
election law; which was referred to the Committee on Privileg ind 
Elections. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com 
| of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., praying for the passage of the so-called 


} Torrey bankruptcy bill: which was referred to the Committee 
Judiciary. 
Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of dairymen of Wisconsin 
I | : 


ing the passage of Senate bill 3911, relative to the sale and conti of 
oleomargarine; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition ol citizens of Cooper County 


Missouri, and a petition of citizens of Lawrence County, Miss 
praying for the passage of the pure food bill; which were ordered to 
on the table. 
1 
l 


Mr. QUAY presented resolutions of the P 


' en lvania commission 
ers of fisheries, remonstrating against the transferof the United States 
Fish Commission to the Department of Agriculture; which were 
ferred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also presented resolutionsof the Lake Carriers’ Association, protest 
ing against the enactment of any legislation designed to grant 


any United States harbor property to private individuals 
tions ; which were referred to the Committee on Comm ; 
| He also presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of Erie, | 
protesting against the enactment of legislation conveying the right to 
control certain property of the United States at the entrance to several 
harbors on the Great Lakes to private corporations; which were 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce 

He also presented the memorial of the Philadelphia Single-Tax So 
ciety, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the 
tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions of Painterville Council No, 211, Junior 
| Order United American Mechanics, of New Stanton, Pa., in favor of 
| the passage of the bill prohibiting the ownership of public lands by 
aliens; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the Boston | Mass.) Chamber of 
Commerce, remonstrating against an increased duty on barley; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

REI 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2916) to remit the penalties on gunboat No. 2 
known as the Petrel, reported it without amendment, and submitted 


*ORTS OF COMMI 
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report thereon. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 4278) authorizing the construc- 
| tion of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
| Commerce. 
| PROHIBITION OF AMERICAN PORK 
} . s ‘ ‘ . 
Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
| sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 
| Reso'ved, That the President of the United States be, and he is het 
quested to transmit to the Senate, if not incompatible w the | »| terest, 
} all correspondence not already submitted to Congress and now on 
| Department of State, touching the efforts made by this G mentto secure 
| the modification or repeal by the French Government of {ts d ee of 188!, pre 
| hibiting the importation into France of American pork and i n 
prod cts. 
RECIPROCITY WITH LATIN-AMERICAN I I BLI . 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a concurrent resolution, which I ask 
may be read, ordered to be printed, and reterred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

PY 

The resolution was read, as follows 

Whereas the United Stat vo l hail th approbation anv re« ‘ r- 
rangement, by treaty or therwise between the Government of the ed 
States and that of any or a f the republics of South America and the G 
ernments of the Central American States, whereby there shall be admitted to 

i the ports of such nations, tree from all national, provincial, muntk l 
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other tariffs or taxes, the products of this country, including flour, corn-meal, 
nd « breadstuffs, preserved meats, fruits, hides, vegetables, cotton-seed 
oils and other provisions, including all articles of food, lumber, furniture, 
nd her articles of wood, agricultural implements and machinery, mining 
ind ianical machinery, structural stee] and iron and steel rails, locomo- 
railway cars and supplies, street-cars, refined petroleum, and such other 
: s of the United States as may be agreed upon, yet it is not the sense of 
the United States that in any such treaty or reciprocal arrangement the articles 
of foreign wool or hides in any form should be admitted free into the ports of 
this country: Therefore 

Bett re ed, Thatin any treaty or reciprocal arrangement that may be en- 
tered into looking to the opening of these foreign ports to the products named, 
it is not the sense of the! d States that thearticles of woo or hides produced 

ar ol said intries shalib imitted free of duty to the ports ofthe United 

te nd the President of the United States is respectfully requested to omit 

an ch treaty or reciprocal arrangement with any such nation trom the 
list of products of such countries to be admitted into the ports of the I nited 
States free thearticle of wool in any of its forma, also hides. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to add to the list of articles named in the 
resolution ‘‘or hides.’’ 

Mr. HALE, I move that the resolution be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have already made that motion. 

Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. That was the request of the Senator from 
Oregon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to add the words ‘‘or hides’’ before it is re- 
ferred. . 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘“‘Hide included in the resolution as orig- 
inally drawn. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator himself proposes that it shall go to the 
Committee on Foreign Relatio 

Mr. MITCHELL. I myself, when I offered the resolution, moved 
that it be read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations 

The \ ICE-PRESIDE! N The resolution will be referred to the | 
Committee on Foreign Re te if there be no objection. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

Ar age from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had yester- 
terday approved and signed the act (S. 1258) for the relief of Charles 
Murphy. 

IFSSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

\ me » from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McP ee 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 4000) t 
provide an American register for the steamer Marmion. 

he message also announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 


39%) to limit the effect of the regulations of commerce between the several 
States and with foreign countries in certain cases, with an amendment, 
requested a conference with the Senate on the bill and the amendment, 
and had appointed Mr. Reep of lowa, Mr. THOMPSON, and Mr, OATES 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the Vice-President: 


A bill (H. R. 7263) to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter; and 
\ bill (H. R. 9521) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Savannah River. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning business, 
that order is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the tariff bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to re- 
duce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the motion 
offered yesterday by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] 
that the bill be recommitted with instructions to the Committee on 
Finance, on which motion the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, as I understand the rates of duty, 
the percentage rates, based upon the value of goods imported into the 
United States, the war rates aiter the act of 1864 amounted to 37 per 
cent. Under the act o! 1833 this was raised to 41.34 per cent. Under 
the present bill, as it came from the other House, it was 52 per cent. 
And one of the main questions which arise now is as to whether the 
Senate will reduce that average ad valorem levy of duties. 

sterday when the Senate adjourned I had the floor and had just 


commenced making some observations upon a branch of this question 
that I ieel very great interest in. I had proceeded to argue that the 


tariff, in all of its operations, bore more heavily upon the laboring | 
classes of this country than upon the capitalized classes or upon any 
other class. ud referred to the fact that in the free-list as reported | 


by 1 ihe committee there was not one exemption of any article that en- 
tered into consumption by a poor man—an ordinary laboring man— 
either in the way of food, raiment, or shelter, that was put upon the 
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free-list; and I put the question to the Senator from Iowa whether he 
could point out any article upon the free-list which was for the benefit 
of the people of that class in this country. 

The Senator did not essay to answer my question at the time, being 


| preoccupied, I suppose, with other more important matters; but I will 





| tirely unabie to pay for coffee at the ruling rates and have 


put it to him again, and I will put it to him again and again until we 
have some definite understanding as to the fact whether in all of this 
vast free-list, comprising, I suppose, a thousand articles that formerly 
were most of them dutiable, there is a single one for the benefit of the 
laboring classes, except coffee, which has been a long time on the free- 
list, sugar below No. 13, according to the Dutch standard, which is not 
fit for use until it is refined, and fish caught by American citizens on 
the high seas and brought into this country. 

When he comes toexamine this subject carefully, as I have no doubt 
he has done, and when he comes to make one of those frank statements 
which that Senator a!ways makes upon questions of every kind before 
this body, he will find that he is compelled to say that there is nothing 
provided in the free-list for the laboring classes except the articles that 
I have mentioned, and they are as much or more consumed by the rich 
people, except sugar of No. 13 and lower of the Dutch standard, than 
they are by the poor; as, for instance, as to fresh fish brought in from 
the sea and coffee the y are more largely consumed per capita amongst 
the wealthy families of the — than they are or can be among the 
poorer classes of the country, for they very often find themselves en- 
to resort to 
substitutes of one kind and another. 

These general remarks in regard to the application of this bill to a 
very large proportion of the American people have astill more signifi- 
cant application in regard to a class of people that I have the honor to 
represent on this floor, aclass of people who have been personally kind 
to me during all my life and for whom I feel a real, honest, manly 
sympathy. I have no political interest in them; they are not my sup- 
porters in any office that I hold or have ever held or will ever hold. 
They are not my political friends; they are antagonized to me by va- 
rious prejudices and prepossessions which they unfortunately entertain 
towards me, and they are unwilling really to receive at my hands any 
suggestion that is for their honest and actual benefit. 

It is not any part of my duty in life, nor has it accorded with my 
convictions of what was best for them or best for the country, to flat- 
ter them with an idea that they were a ruling and controlling power 
intellectually in this country. I have never intimated that Isupposed 
that this great and complex dual system of government of ours was in 
any wise re-enforced in its powers or was dependent upon them in any 
respect for that sort of intellectual power and ability which is neces- 
sary for the conduct of these intricate affairs. 

I have not believed that the negroes of the United States as a race 
were more than capable of the simplest form of government amongst 
themselves, and it has been oneof my lamentable experiences that these 
people have not really been able to bring themselves up properly under 
the privileges of their present opportunity, because they have not, as 
a rule, the power of self-control and the power of family management. 

I infer from these facts, drawn from my observation and experience 
as well as from a variety of facts which have occurred in our history 
recently, that these people are not by any means a valuable assistant 
or adjunct to the governing power of the United States; and when they 
had the ballot put in their hands the ballot was not strengthened in 
its real, essential value so far as concerns the people of the United States 
by that political movement. I have not thought that it was any part 
of my duty to flatter those people with such ideas as these or to inter- 
est them in the abandonment of the industries for which they are qual- 
ified and the business they are suited to, to go off into political lead- 
ership or management or to divert themselves from those pursuits in 
order to become instructors even of their own race in ecclesiastical 
and theological affairs. 

I have thought that the best treatment for these people was a candid 
and sincere treatment, and the best we could do for them was to re- 
move all pressure from them and give them an opportunity, through 
their own native powers and by our assistance and guidance, to rise to 
a condition where the individuals of that race and the race in the ag- 


| gregate would become useful, not only to themselves, but to the coun- 


| 


try atlarge. But I have never withheld trom them, nor have I ever 
advocated on this floor or elsewhere the withholding from them, of any 
opportunity to exercise every power of mind and body and conscience 
that they could possibly bring into action for their benefit both as in- 
dividuals and as a race, and they have had and have yet my honest and 
earnest sympathy in every effort that they make. They have my ap- 
plause whenever I find them making progress towards a higher and 
better civilization. 

I think that the situation of these people in the United States is 
most lamentable, and I do not know that the wisdom of this yener- 
ation of men or that any other wisdom which will ever be imparted to 
mankind, unless it comes from on high, will enable us to undo the ex- 
tremely serious difliculties of their presence in this country in reference 
| to the politics of the country, and also in reference to their being suc- 
cessful as a large industrial community in our midst. But Iam dis- 
posed to take every circumstance as it arises and make it, as far as | 
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possibly can, advantageous to the negro race, not making discrimi- them through the high bount 
pations in his favoragainst the white man who happens to be a laboring | establishment of a manufacta! é : 
man and poor man, and not making any discriminations against him | ized by negroes and conducted by 
in the laws of the country or by the Constitution of the land, but re- | is not only undeniable now, but 
moving as far as I can by my vote and my action, my advice and my | negro in the United State I y in 
counsel, everything that may obstract the negro in his advancement any hich-taz ‘ ntended t ict 
towards greater prosperity, greater enlightenment, and higher civil- | urers or labor Ifat 
ization. , lishments he runs every ‘ y 
The negroes number about one-ninth of ourpopulation. In 1880, as | the rats out of a house w 
I remember it, the white race of the United States numbered about 43,- | be permitt 0 
500.000 and the negroes numbered about 5,500,000. That proportion | e! iployed in 
is preserved, I dare say, in the new census, so that now we probably Mr. HAWI 
have ix and a half millions of negroes in the United States hat i Mr. MOI AN ( 
a very large body of people. They are thoroughly segregated from the ’ H Da 
white race in almost every conceivable respect, except that they are 0 tsin Ala ! { ‘ h tl 
friendly terms with the white race and many of them have verys an e ta ) pa 
and reciprocal feelings of regard and affection for the white race t | to the t that there t t es t 
so far as they are concerned in every respect, except as a political com- | | t I | i 
munity—and I hardly need make that exception—the negro stands by | no ) but ' t} ( 
himself, an island in an ocean, surrounded by a people and intermin- | and y . 
gling with a people with whom he has no sort of relatio iship except | St 
that which has heen forced between him and the whites, amongst whom | | 
he lives by certain great political ordinances. Mr. MORG 
The negro, according to his natural bent as well as his natural : I do, but I ur 
fication, is a laboring man, and he is compelled to labor because in the Mr. H \ 
ordinary and rude formsof toil where heavy exertion is required, where | factory t ‘ 
the labor of a toiling man is something that is real, something that re- Mr. MORG 
quires bone and muscle and nerve and patience and endurance and forti- | it, but ] 
tude, he is obliged to labor in those pursuits; and when he gets any relief | pro 
from the mere dradgery of a laborer’s life as such, he passes off into | whe t 
menial service—men and women the same way. They rise to a cer- | the coal { 
tain degree of menial service in which they have their physical labor é 
somewhat lightened, their pay somewhat increased, their opportuniti \ : 
and advantages somewhat improved, but the negro class has so far in ling } ( 
the United States, and in all parts of the United States without excep- | th to Va nto 
tion, attained only to the opportunity of laboring at the hardest toil in i these « 2 
the fields and in the furnaces and in the forestsand in the mines or in | and j i ul ) 
menial service in the hotels and in boarding-houses and in familiesand | the iron ore | ‘ ‘ i 
upon the carriage seats and elsewhere, in a subordinate sort of work, | upon tl t t 
in this country. man, anda ack, on ) it, 
Now, after twenty-five years of experience and twenty-five years of | ; hite m \ tenden yu { t t 
assistance given to this race of people, not merely by large contribu- | to: rt and cla 1 
tions of money coming from organizations that have tried to educate | his genius or his sk is 1 permitted \ 
and improve them in their condition, but twenty-five years of exper these f t educate |] n that { 
ence which the Congress of the United States has applied in various | nace-owner does not dare to em] 
forms to the negro, as a class they have not been able to disengage | white laborers 
themselves from these hard, laborious duties or these menial servic: Now, go into the macl t T ) fees 1 
to which I have been referring, and put themselves upon a higher plane | for the boilers; | 3 han t | met s co e th ! 
in respect of the privileges they may enjoy in the communities in which | into the open he or ¢ la, or whatever may b é e to 
they may be found and where they are living. do the dg the purpose of con the fi 
What has occurred, Mr. President, in the progress that has been made | « ations of the n 1e 1 yint maki b irs 
during the last twenty-five years will be repeated during the next | manufacturing just exactly vit erything else: he do 
twenty-five years, or the next fifty years, or the next seventy-five years. | the drudgery, the hard work, and he is not permitted to doany other kind, 
There is no opportunity in this country and no opportunity is goin; We have n ot in the South a ma c sof1 hin 
to exist in this country for the negro race to become anything else than | except in a few places where we uke ¢ wheels 1 car-ax l 
it is to-day in these respects. They will become more educated; many | engines, and some of the largest engines in th th are built t 
of them more cultivated and refined; some of them will grow worse he Senator from Connecticut will not find a ne king upon 
many of them will pass off into the criminal lists, and so far as I can part of any such work as that He finds him a man of drudg wnd 
see—and I think that observation must be justified by every Se1 r | only a man of drudgery 
on this floor—for the next twenty-five, or fifty, or seventy-five years, ir. HAWLEY I judge from the remarks of th nator as ma 
or any indefinite period in the future, the negro race of this country | that the negro is standing by and assisting and essing every s 
are going to occupy in reference to these industries and social affairs | step of the operation of the manufacture There is no estion t 
precisely the attitude that they hold now. that some of the negroes have the capacity of lea r how to worl 
We are not relieving this condition; wecan notdo it. It is contrary | and it can be done: but the Senator says they will not permitted to 
to the genius and instinct of our own race to do it, and we need not un- | take the superior places. I say by and by, when the negro show 
dertake to make laws for the people of the United States and to force | self to be the best man in thes] yp to superintend the stack, he , 
them to give up their passions or prejudices or feelings or sentiments | time e be allowed to do every one of thes iperior things, just 
when they still have the power of electing Representatives to both | as he allowed in the old times when V aslave torur 
branches of Congress and to the Legislatures of the States. We can | fully great plantations when the master ere aw pend 
not trammel and confine them just to suit ourselves, but they will have | summer. , 
their own way with us and we shall not have our way with them. Mr. MORGAN. itor Con ticut t 
Mr. President, the situation as I have described it—and I think I | he is a gener I ind l rkes to it m ect 
have truly described it—has had the effect so far, and it will have the | to form iu 1] t t t ‘ 
effec t for all time to come, of excluding the negroes from manufactur- | fore the war 1 knew necro I « ( ‘ 
ing circles, First of all, they will not be permitted to organize manu- | good puddlers, who were goo 
facturing incorporations. ‘Next, it will be many a year before they | iron bars ina rolling-mill or under the ha as any man you 
will have the capital to organize such incorporations if they were per- | could namie, and wh f t i 
mitted by the differentStates North and South todoit. They are not | in Alabama Che men whosta lt t enterprise 
permitted to receive instruction in manufactures, their children are | S e and 
not accepted into manuiacturing establishments in any part of the | sorb this informa I of ge t 
United States in large numbers, and when it is done it is an exception, ) that signify to tl t t 
and when it is done oftener than otherwise it results in a strike, which | white man from 1 » wo f i 
excludes the white familiesand white children from these factories. I | to come in and 
do not know of any manufactory that is conducted by a negro or a negro You can not get in from t North who go 
corporation. There may be some: but I do not know of any in the | bama to admit a ne s family un he 
United States. Notwithstanding all the great invitations we extend to | politician, A workingman will not do it. On t 
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prejudice and aversion are stronger between those men than any I have 
seen; and the more you educate and qualify a negro there or in Massa- 
chusetts or Connecticut for high service, the more of ability that man 
has, only the keener he feels his misfortune and the less contented he 


under a government and with a people who will not give him a 
white man’s chance 

{s to his having a white man’s chance jn Connecticut or in Alabama, 
itisalla mistake. He does not have it, and is not going to getit, and 
his family are not going to getit. They are doomed to lives of toil and 
to those fields of service that they now occupy, those who are strong 
and able-bodied to hard manual service and those who are lighter to 
ncniai service, 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator 
facts? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not know, of course, in regard to the accuracy of 
what the Senator has said about the condition of things in his State, 
but, so far as he has referred to Massachusetts and to the public senti- 
ment there, I believe he is much mistaken. I believe that a respect- 

and industrious and honest colored man will find himself in Mas- 
sachusetts to-day able to find equal associates and friends among the 
white people engaged in similar occupations, as much as a white man 
would, At the university of which I have the honor of being a gradu- 
ate, this year one colored man was chosen by the vote of his class as 
class orator, which is the great graduating honor in that university, 
prized by all the young men, and referred to all through their lives as 
a higher honor than that of graduating at the head of the class, because 
it is the testimonial of the class itself of its estimate of the character 
and ability of its members and associates. 

Another graduated with honors in the same class, and delivered 
t was said to be the best performance among the commencement 
exercises of that university. That university, as is well known, com- 


w me to make one statement of 


vw ha 


prises, amongst its graduates and pupils, students from all sections of 


the country. And I had myself a young friend of the colored race who 
died a few years ago, to the great loss of his country and bis race, and 
whu was a professor of Greek at the time of his death, who graduated 
at Amherst College one of the best scholars of his class. I attended 
the commencement where he graduated, and he was invited to meet 
me as a guest at the president’s table, at whose house I was myselfa 
guest. The president told me he was highly esteemed alike by pro- 
fessors and students, and this young man himself told me that he would 
not have known there was any difference between his complexion and 
that of his classmates from anything in their treatment of him during 
his college course. 

Mr. MORGAN, I knew a negro in Alabama, Mr. President, who 
was an engineer by nature. He built a bridge across the Alabama 
Kiver—or the Coosa River, it is called—not quite as wide as the Ala- 
bama River, and he had not any assistance at ali. That man could 
scarcely read or write, and he built a beautiful bridge across the Ala- 
bama River and built several others. 

[ recollect Blind Tom, who used to go through the country and who 
was very largely and spiritually endowed with music, you might say. 
iind Tom was received by the ladies of the country asa curiosity who 
seemed to strike out from his race something that exemplified a very 
peculiarability. His genius found a welcome, but it did not make him 
a social companion. So this orator from Harvard, I suppose, doubtless 
was a man of very fine capacity for speaking and perhaps for writing 
speeches and all that, and the Senator from Massachusetts took pleas- 
ure and delight in it, and I do not blame him for it atall. But whatI 
was trying to find out was whether there was afactory in that country 
that had any negro operatives in it. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to say that I have 
no doubt that there are exceptional cases in all the States where colored 
men arrive at some degree of professional and social equality to a lim- 
ited extent, but a gentleman sent to me the other day, and I have it 
now, the advertisement of the Springfield (Mass. ) Fire and Marine In- 
surance Company, and in the list of prohibited risks are edifices and 
houses occupied by negroes of all sorts, upon which the agents of that 
company are directed to take no risk at all—no negro church, no negro 
school-house, no negro dwelling-house. That was in Massachusetts. 

Mr. GEORGE. What company was that ? 

Mr. VEST. TheSpringfield (Mass. ) Fire and Marine Insurance Com- 
pany. 

Mr. HOAR. No such prohibition prevails in Massachusetts; it must 
be as to some of the Western or Southern States. 

Mr. MORGAN. We are wandering off, and 1 must claim my privi- 
lege of the fleor. I will not yield to either of the gentlemen to get up 
a side-bar discussion upon a question of that kind. 

Mr. CULLOM. You want to discuss the tariff. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. What I wanted to ascertain, Mr. President, 
in my little debate with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 
was whether or not in the factories of the North the negroes were ad- 
mitted as hands, as operatives. That is the point in this case, and I 
do not think they are, except to perform ntenial duties, just as they do in 
Alabama, or some hard service that a white man does not want to do. 

I think I have made my point; at least, I have stated it clearly 


enough for the Senate and the country to understand it, that the negro 
is not interested in the benefits of any protection which is in a tariff 
scheme for manufacturers, and he never will be. He is not going to 
be interested in it. 

Well, he is in rather a forlorn condition as to that branch of the 
law, and yet he constitutes about a ninth of the population ofthe United 
States. He must be nothing in the world but a consumer. He can 
not be a manufacturer, he is not a capitalist, and he has not anything 
to do but merely to bear the burden of taxes, and they do not come 
down upon his property really. They come down upon the three things 
every man must have—food, raiment, and shelter. Without these there 
can neither be human existence nor human civilization. 

So when we find the laws of the United States bearing in a burden- 
some, heavy way like a yoke upon the neck of a man who has not got 
any power to help himself and does contribute very largely to the pros- 
perity of this country by his labors, and is supposed to do so Jargely 
by his voting capacity, it is worth our while to consider him and his 
interests in the arrangement of the tariff. 

It is worth our while when we have got a class of this kind, that can 
not possibly get any benefit from protection now or hereatter, to ses 
whether or not the burden that we are putting upon him is not too 
heavy, and if I find a great many people in the United States of the 
poor class of my own State, of my own family of the white race, who 
are in the same situation, I suppose that I shall not be considered as 
treasonable if I put«in the same plea for them as I do for the negroes 
I suppose not. 

Now, I wish to take up the law as it is on this subject and also the 
law as it is reportedin this bill on this subject, and to go through with 
some parts of the list of the most important of the articles which are 
taxed in this bill and which are taxed under the existing law, and I 
wish to show how much the negro has to pay upon these articles, with- 
out compensation or chance for recompense in the way of using the 
benefits that are said to accrue to the laboring man as a laborer, or to 
the mechanic, or tothe capitalist, or to a skilled man, from this tariff. 

Now, the simplest plan of treating this is to ascertain how much a 
dollar’s worth of anything, any commodity whatever, is taxed under 
the present law and under the bill which is proposed by the committee. 
I find that a dollar’s worth of agate buttons is taxed 25 cents, The 
tariff is 25 per cent. ad valorem. It amounts to that under the exist- 
ing law. I find, also, according to the report, that about four hundred 
and sixty, as [ understand, of the merchants of New York, who ought 
to be a very enlightened set of men, protest that the tax on agate but- 
tons has been run up until it is two or three times that mach. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the rest of the Senator’s speech will be 
more accurate than the part of it he isnow making, The bill does not 
propose any change in the duty on agate buttons at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. Buttons that are not agate, then; there are several 
varietiesof them. I do not profess to have that exact idea of the tariff 
which the Senator from Rhode Island has, who evidently has been in 
a factory all his life, and who now has all the skill of a manufacturer, 
and all the interests of a manufacturer, I dare say. I do not profess te 
have that, but I know the law when I read it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam sorry to say that theSenafor is as inaccurate 
in this statement as he was in the other. I have never been engaged 
in manufacturing of any kind in my life and have no interest to the 
extent of a cent in any manufacture. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam very glad to hear it. It gives mea bigher 
opinion of the Senator’s judgment on this bill. 

These five hundred New York merchants I suppose must understand 
what they talk about when they issue a paper like the one I hold in 
my hand. They seem to have had a subcommittee on buttons in the 
society of New York importers and merchants, and they make the fol- 
lowing report about this matter: 

For the purpose of better illustrating how the proposed tariff would affect our 
line, we herewith hand you a small card with five buttons on it, from 1 to 5. 
Nos. 1 (metal), 2 (steel), 4 (jet or glass), and 5 (vegetable ivory) are all dutiable 
at present at 25 per cent. ad valorem, 

That is the class of buttons that I have mentioned as agate buttons. 

According to our calculation the new duties on them will be equal on No. 1 to 
210 per cent., No. 2 to 175 per cent., No. 4 to 343 per cent., No. 5 to 148 per cent. 

So that a dollar’s worth of buttons under the 343 per cent. would 
now cost, under this new tariff, $4.43, and of No. 5’s a dollar’s worth 
of buttons would cost $2.48, and of No. 1’s, the lowest grade, would 
cost $3.10 for a dollar’s worth. It is raised three times the price. 

Well, the negroes can use thorns and four-penny nails and sticks and 
the like for the purpose of girding up their clothes, and very often have 
to doit, poor ragged wretches; but it would be better for them if they 
did not have to give four prices for the buttons that they and their 
wives and children would find it convenient and decent to put on their 
clothes. It would be better for them. There is not a negro in the 
United States who will learn how to make a button in twenty years. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will state that the clauses which the importers 
protest against have been stricken out by the Senate Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. MORGAN. They are in the House bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Notupon agate buttons, but upon the other buttons 





ee 


4 
| a 
' 

|= 
| a 
'? 
| 
| a 
j 


—— 





CONGRESS 


1890. 


— — — ——— 


Mr. MORGAN. I find the technical Senator from Rhode Island 
now claiming great credit to himself for having overcome Mr. REED’S 
power and yin the House when he sentthis billhere. But the 
country is not going to forget either the means by which this was done, 
or the animus that moved it, or the results of it. If it were not for a 
little supposed policy, the Senator from Rhode Island would be glad 
to pocket the whole of the amount of 400 per cent., but he is afraid 
that politics may run against too high a tax on buttons, and he is a lit 


majority 


tle doubtful whether the people will swallow that or not, and hence 
he backs down a few lines, but very fev 
Now wetcome to agri ultural s eds. In the southern part of tl 


i 
United States. and partic ularly down in the cotton country, it is almost 


a matter of impossibility to save avricultural seeds without deyvene 
tion, and I will exp! a 1 the reason for it. Our season of growth the 
closes usually at the lastof August. Then thereisa protracted season 
when nothing is growing except cotton and sugar; all garden veget . l 
have matured and gone to seed. They have got, then, from August 
until cold weather in November or December, in which the hot sun 
dest: oys the seeds and the hot winds come and blow them aw: iv, and 
if you gatherthem off the stalks and put them up in sacks or bags you can 
not protect them against the weevil and bugs, so that it is a matter ot 
necessity on the part of the South that weshould go continually to the 
North or to some other country for our agricultural seeds. 

It is not a want of thrift on our part. We used to try very hard to 
save them. I remember when I wasa lad my mother, in a pionee! 
country, had a great necessity for saving garden seeds, and that was be- 
fore the Landreths and others established themselves up here, 
encountered all these difficulties then, and we found they wer 
entirely insuperable. So we are a seed-buying people 


and we 
almost 


re . i 
This committee have taken a dollar’s worth of seeds, and, under the | 


existing tariff, it costs anegro $1.29 to buy a dollar’s worth of seeds; 
they have raised the price to $1.40. Now, what is the use of taking 
these poor people and taxing the very seed that produce the vegetables 
set upon their tables from $1.29 and raise the price to $1.40? What 
humanity is there in that? What justice is there in that? How can 
these men hereafter look God and man in the face and profess to be the 
friends of the negro race when they tax them in that way? They are 
very fond of their votes, very fond of flattering them and petting them 
and sending them out to teach politics and a sort of religion, and make 
them believe that they are fit for all sorts of social duties and the like; 
but when you come to garden seeds and they can find the chance to 
make their own people a little richer out of the necessity of the negro 
for garden seeds, they raise the price from $1.29 to $1.40. 

Andirons. A negro buys some andirons to put in his fire-place, and 
for a dollar’s worth he has to pay $1.375 under existing law, and this 
bill proposes to raise it to $1.414;—about $1.41}. 

Axles for wagons. A dollar’s worth costs a negro $ 
pay 40 cents duty upon it before he can buy a dollar’s 
from anybody but a home producer. 

Bacon. The negroes do not raise any hogs and do not let anybody 
else raise hogs. They are against the hog, tooth and nail. They are 
consumers, of course, and not producers or raisers; so they have to 
buy bacon, and nothing so delectates a negro as a good piece of bacon. 
If you were to strike that out of his list of food, you would make 
him far more unhappy than if you were to take the ballot away from 
him. He must have his bacon, his cabbage, his greens, his turnips. 
Those are the things we grow down there very abundantly; anybody 
can grow them. At the present price a dollar’s worth of bacon would 
cost the negro $1.114 under the existing tariff, and under the bill as 
reported by ‘the ‘Committee on Finance it would be $1.29 

Mr. ALLISON. 
that point? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from iowa? 

Mr. MORGAN. I yield. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator believe that the 11} per cent. duty 
now levied upon bacon is added to the price of the bacon that our 
Southern people consume, and therefore pocketed by the farmer who 
produces that bacon ? 

Mr. MORGAN. If it doesnot add to the price, what is it a there 
for? Does the great Committee on Finance of the Senate of the United 
States want to ‘henhes somebody by putting a tax upon an article 
that they know does not add to its price ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I know the Senator from Alabama does not want 
to hambug anybody, and I want his opinion whether the 114 per cen 
or the 29 per cent., whatever it is, is added to the price of the bacon 
If he will answer me that question I will endeavor to answer the ques- 
tion he has put to me. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave something to do here besides merely to swap 
questions with the Senator. , 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg pardon of the Senator; 
him any longer. 

Mr. MORGAN. But if we did not have bacon in the country and 


had to import it, it is very clear we should have to pay the duty 
of the price. 


Mr. GIBSON. 





.40. Hehasto 
vorth of ay 


Shall I disturb the Senator if I ask a question at 


Does the Senator from Alabama yield to 


[ will not disturb 
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as part | 


Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to make a | of bar-iron costs $1.82. 
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suvgestion ? one Senator om Alabha ¢ not ¢ ‘ e 
that this great Finance Committee, 
tot-tecion be arlev and bacon, has taken 


Mr. MORGAN, | will come to that 
‘ 





ir-GIBSON, The committee proposes uy 
in order to compel! sate the producers 4 
Mr. MORGAN, I willcome tothat presently -isan x 
of the same kind—p rved meats, cauned food per cent 
dollar’s wort I i meat a ) t Phe ’ 
reat deal ot ¢ } it 18 a Sort y lw l 
th i ihey May ) a i i 1 tl KO ¢ t ind 
will be happy for a wh day, i t longer Is t 
} on in order to in ise the price If it was not ‘ elp 
t rime What was tputon th re for W t I tont ( ve 
the farmer who makes bacon and makes the material out of which pre 
8 ed meats are made? Is it done to deceive him about giving him 
e encouragement in his industry, when the Senator gets up here 
and say } Ik ectly well it does n uld t pric 
Mr. | lent, J i iid that we are so far f 1 the eo hy 
ind s » little of t n that we get to imavine t ha tan 
i S it when the ( stion t out to the n even in 
the negro communities of the uth, they will be very well und tood 
there is no trouble about that 
Now, I will go to another article, bagging Che reliance o 
gro in the South for his support, the agricultural South, is cotton 
After he makes-a little corn and some cabbages i turnips and poul 
try, and so on, for his personal subsistence, so tar as he can, hisreliance 
is upon the cotton crop; and yet youcharge him 54 cents cn a dollar’s 
worth of baggin 
Well, it does look to me, Mr. President, as that was cr xion 
almost. Where does that 54 cents go to It does not go into the 
Trea iry of the t nited States, except a ve ry sn ill part of it, or, af thie 
whole 54 cents goes in there, two or three times that much gos ) 
the pockets of the manufacturers. I think thatis an excessive u nd 
ness, and I hope that no Republican on this floor will chide me for t1 
ing to relieve the negroes from this di iltv that they are getting them 
in I it to see t é » | ea ‘ e can possibly 
have in the world, and | believe in redu the taxation upon those 
ticles t t } ( su s a ra to , co tently 
with an ho t. wise, l 100 ud the ‘ 
ment of the United State 
Next we come to cotton l rthep en i L liar Ss worth 
of cotton-ties must be paid for with $1 . You go into the man’ pock 
and you take out $1.35 for every dollar’s worth of cotton-ties, and you 
sell the cotton with the tie on it, and when it go » I rpo t is 
there confiscated. It is taken off the weightof the bale; it isincluded 
in the tare of 28 pounds to the bale by the purcha I pool, who 
I lates the price and says, ** I will not add to your cotton t bagging 
and ties: I will not count them as cotion at all: I will take them off 
a tare and I will throw them LWAY. No I will not throw th bagging 
and tiesaway; I will keepthem myself and sell them tothe junk dealer, 
but you shall not have any benefit from them; in the $1.35 you paid 
for t ; rth of bagging thatis wrapped upon this bale of cot- 
ton, you shall never hear any more of any part of it.”” To the man 
who ps a bale of cotton with bagging, that is lost, and he never can 
get any part of it back. Whenever he sells his cotton it is always sold 
subject to those conditions, and it is subject to that tare always. 


p n order to di 


vow, not content with that, but riminate against the 
cotton-planter of the South, and supposing very inaccurately that the 
cotton pli unter of the South is necessarily a white man, in order 
a heavier burden upon him tl 
to $2 ae 34 for a dollar’s worth of cotton-ties, 

The Senators on the other sid the gentlemen of the 
committee, will have a full opportunity toexplain the animus of that 
movement. We do not care; if you wish to persecute us, do it We 
can beat you making money after you havedone it. Wecan take that 
very cotton crop and sell it in-the world and make vou come to our 
feet when we choose to do it, in a financial sense. When we choose to 
turn our talent towards money-making at your expense, look out for 
it; we will make it. But when we come to the enactment of laws in 
the United States and profess that we are influenced by honest views 
and sentiments and opinions, and by feelings of equality in the enact 
ment of the laws, I want toask the question why it was that th ym- 
mittee found itself impeiled to raise the tariff upon « 
per cent. to 103.31 ? 


to put 


lis committee raises the price from $1.55 


, and especially 


Of course we in the South are helple but I peal to my colored 
friends in the South now to help me out, with ¢ Republican princi- 
ples and Republican votes, while they are helping themselves and help- 
ing their poor white neighbors out of this category that this committee 
is endeavoring aoe n upon them and upon the people of the South in 
the wrappings of their cotton fake out of your annual supply of 
finances the $3 0,000. 000 in yold that we contribute, and you would 


be a very poor set; there would not 
Here is bar-iron, that every ne 


| less in his business. That 


he much of you left. 
gro in the South has to use more o1 


is taxed 82 per cent., so that a dolla: vorth 
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School books are taxed 25 per cent. Bibles are taxed 25 per cent. 
So a dollar’s worth of school books, when a man wants to send his child 


to a public school in Alabama, must be paid for by a dollar and a quar- | 


ter. Now, whatisthatfor? forthe promotion of education? Is that 


in harmony with this broad, philanthropic, and catholic idea that has 


been so prated about in the Senate of educating the negroes in the 
South? Searcely. 

Boots and shoes. A negro can not go barefoot forever, and his wife 
does not want to go barefoot at all. They must have boots and shoes, 


and every dollar's worth of boots and shoes must be paid for at the cost 
of a dollar and thirty cents. 


Gloves, winter gloves. Gloves must be paid for at a price of a dol- 
lar and a half for a dollar’s worth of them. 

Brushes. Negroes need brushes of various kinds. A dollar’s worth 
of them must be paid for by a dollar and forty cents. ; 

Camphor is needed in every cabin in the country in times of sick- 
ness and in times of health, for various purposes. It is a drug that is 
indispensable, almost, in any family, black or w hite, in the country, 


and it mast be paid for at a dollar and thirty-four cents for a dollar’s 
worth, 


[ron-ware, all the hollow-ware, skillets, pots, kettles, ovens, stoves, 
everything that they use of that kind about their houses and homes, 
must be paid for so that a dollar's worth costs $1.20 under the existing 
law and $1.25 under the proposed bill of the Committee on Finance. 


China-ware is to be paid for at $1.55 for a dollar’s worth. 
Chains, a dollar and forty-three cents for a dollar’s werth. 


Cigars. Negroes are very fond of cigars. It is the mark of a gentle- 
man among the negroes to step about on Sunday morning or almost 
any other time with a cigar in his mouth. It is a mark of distinction 


among them. They likeit. They are to pay $2.83 fora dollar’s worth 
of cigars, these miserable cheroots or whatever they may be, that would, 
I suppose, set a mule blind if he was to get the odor of one. 

Clay pipe A dollar’s worth of clay pipes costs the negro and the 
Irishman both $1.70. 

Cotton cloth, bleached or unbleached. There is some little variation 
in the schedule bere, but I take the main line. A dollar's worth of 
that costs $1.40. 

Woolen cloth. A dollar’s worth of that costs $1.71 under the exist- 
ing law, and under the proposed law $1.90, according to the report of 
the committee. 

Worsted cloths. A dollar’s worth now costs $1.67, and under the 
law as proposed by the committee it will be $2.03. 

There is a great deal of statement upon that subject that I will not 
now detain the Senate by reading, but further on in this debate either 
myself or somebody else will bring this statement of the merchants of 
New York under examination. It will then be found, I think, that 
there are at least five hundred of the most intelligeut merchants in the 
United States who think that this increase of the tariff upon worsted 
goods and upon woolen goods is barbaric, a return to the ancient times 
when the revenues of a country were for the benefit simply of a few 
people, usually the crowned head and the nobles, and when the people 
had not anything to do but to stand and take it while the blood was 
sucked from them. 

Ready-made clothing. Under the present law it takes $1.54 to buy 
a dollar’s worth of that sort of goods, and under the bill of the com- 
mittee it takes $1.84 to buy a dollar's worth. Why raise the price of 
ready-made clothing? There are very few negroes in the South who 
have either the skill or time to make up their clothing, and that is one 
of the very largest elements of trade, ready-made clothing. It is the 
rarest thing to ever see a grown negro in the South with any article of 
clothing on his back that is made by any other negro, his mother, or 
sister, orany person else. Itisall boughtin the stores, and a great part 
of the money that they make annually in growing cotton and other 
productions is diverted into the hands of the merchants through that 
channel. I can not understand why it was necessary or why it is just 
that these indispensable articles should be raised from the present enor- 
mous tax of 54 per cent. to 84. 

Collars and cuffs. ‘There is a 35 per cent. tax upon them. 

Ccmmon window-glass. At present we are required to pay $2.15} 
for ordinary qualities of window-glass, and the proposed law requires 
$2.32 to pay for adollar’s worth. Now, if you expect the negro to grow 
into civilization you must permit him to have a chance to build him a 
cabin with a window in it. Just as these people are getting a little 
money together, some of them, and are trying to build houses and bring 
comforts around them, you put up the price of window-glass on them 


just about double. 


For whose benefit is that? How long will it be before there is any 
negro concern in the United States that will make any window-glass? 
How many years will it be before the negro is a manufacturer of win- 
dow-giass? And during all this time which is to elapse he has got to pay 
this enormous increase of taxation for the benefit of manufacturers, or 
else be must paste paper over the openings in his house, oiled paper or 
something of that kind, to let the lightin. The idea of the Senate of 
the United States being engaged in putting a prohibition upon a poor 
man to build a little cabin for his family and put a-glass window in it 


strikes me as being the most abhorrent thing that we ean do. I think 
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we had better study this schedule and try to get it in bettershape than 
that. 

Here is corduroy. At present it takes $1.40 to buy adollar’s worth, 
| but how much it is going to take under the bill as reported to us no- 
body seems to know. The committee does not venture upon any state- 
| ment about that. The Senator from Indiana[Mr. Voor#EEs], in the 
very able speech that he made the other day, brought the attention of 
| the Senate to that subject, and I believe that he said there was only 
one perhaps, at any rate very few manufacturers of corduroy in the 
United States. I will read what he said, or at least what he quoted, 
| on that subject from Mr. McKeever, of New York City. I thought I 
| had it marked here. I do not lay my «ye upon that quotation for the 
moment, but I will come across it later. In reading something else I 
will find that, too. 

Cotton stockings, 35 per cent. 
| Cotton handkerchiefs, under the prescnt law, 35 per cent. It takes 
| $1.35 to buy a dollar’s worth of cotton handkerchiefs, and under the 
bill from the committee it takes $1.50. I suppose the poor old ladies 
in the South of the colored family will have to go bareheaded and 
will not be permitted to wear those flashy, bright turbans that they 
pride themselves so much on and that we all like toe look at so much, 
| because the price will be raised so high that the old man can not afford 
to buy them. 

Cotton shirts, 35 per cent. premium. 

Cotton thread, 60 per cent. premium. That is the only thread they 
have to use. Soa dollar’s worth of cotton thread will cost $1.60. 

Cotton yarn. That is used by a great many of the women in the 
South now for the warp of goods that they weave upon their looms. 
There is quite a trade down there in cotton yarn. Factories are built 
for that purpose, I think, almost entirely. It takes $1.50 to buy a 
dollar’s worth. 

Cotton curtains. It takes $1.40 to buy a dollar’s worth. 

Cetton and woolen dress goods. It now takes $1.68 to buya dollar’s 
worth, and under the proposed act it will require $1.88. 

Cotton laces. It takes $1.40 to buy a dollar’s worth now, and un- 
der the proposed act $1.60. 
Files. It takes $1.65 to buy a dollar's worth. 
Mackerel. It takes $1.18 to buy a dollar’s worth. 
Furniture. It takes $1.35 to buy a dollar’s worth of furniture; $135 
| to buy $100 worth. 





Outside garments. They are rough, rude garments, but they are 
strong and protect the men against the weather, and women, too, and 
give them some degree of comfort, and preserve their health. They 
cost now $1.54 for a dollar’s worth, and under the proposed law they 
will cost $1.84 for a dollar’s worth. 

Paper-hangings. Sometimes a negro gets a little fanciful and de- 
sires to paper his room, If he buys a dollar’s worth of paper he has 
to pay a dollar and a quarter for it under the tariff as it stands now. 

Hats, part fur. It takes $1.55 to buy a dollar’s worth. If they 
are made of wool it costs $1.73 for a dollar’s worth under the present 
law, and $1.81 for a dollar’s worth under the proposed law of the 
committee on one of the qualities, and on the other it costs $2.10 
under the proposed law of the committee. 

Horseshoe nails will cost $1.584 for a dollar’s worth. 

Hubs for wagons will cost $1.20 for a dollar’s worth. 

Indian goods come in free. I have thought about that frequently. 
Indians have the right to cross the bordersofthe United States from Mex- 
ico or Canada, or to come over here from Hawaii, I suppose, from any- 
where and bring their peltries and other catch of different kinds into the 
country freeofduty. Well, if we are making aclass exception I should 
say that we ought to make some class exceptions in favor of the ne- 
groes as well as the Indians, and base it cntirely upon the question of 
race, and that is what that legislation is based upon. 

Suppose a negro living in Texas on this side of the Rio Grande has 
a sheep ranch on the other side—he has a perfect right to have one 
there if he wants it and can get the land—and he wants to go overand 
kill him some mutton and bring the wool on this side, the sheeps-kins, 
and sell them with the wool on, or to have a few skins tanned, if you 
please. He comes back across the border with the wool on the sheep- 
skin and he is taxed the value of that woo! according to its grade, and 
taxed enormously. An Indian can go over there and kill an otter, ora 
beaver, or a deer, or a buffalo, or a beef and bring the hide across into 
Texas and pay no duty at all. If we are going to make these little 
| discriminations upon the mere ground of race, or class, or previous 
| condition, why not give the advantag- of it to the negro as well as to 

the Indian? When you come to the ‘‘hinese you let their joss-sticks 
in free, but you will not let a negro |:ing his Bible in free. You let 
the heathen Chinaman bring his joss-)ights and his joss-sticks in here 
| free, to conduct his joss ceremonies with; but if a negro wants to im- 


port a Bible from Great Britain or Canada he can not do it; he has to 
pay a premium on it. 

India rubber islet in free. The manufacturer of India rubber has no 
duty to pay upon it. Mr. Blaine was complaining ot that in a letter I 
saw in the Post this morning, that we had not made a trade with the 
countries where it is produced, as I think we ought to have done, by a 

reciprocity negotiation, but it came in free. But look at the tariff on 





1890. 








India rubber goods. It takes 29 cents additional to buya doliar’s worth | 
of India rubber goods under existing law, and although this commit- | 
tee intend to keep India rubber free they have raised the tariff upon the | 
manwfactures of India rubber until it requires $1.30 to pay for a dol- 
lar’s worth of India-rubber goods. 

Old junk comes in free. I shall ask this learned committee at the 
proper time to explain to me the reasons why old junk comes in free. 
We find the junk-shops in all the cities and towns in this country and 
we find that the negroes patronize them pretty largely. They pick up 
the odds and ends and scraps of different kinds and carry them to the 
junk-shops in good, honest earnest; they do not steal them; perhaps | 
they pick them out of the dump; they carry them to the jun! 
and sell them; but the junk-dealer can not pay them a fair price for 
what they take there because he is put in competition with junk-deal- 
ers from all over the world, who bring junk from any part of the world 
free. I can not understand why that is. 
find out some of these days why it is. 

Now we come to pocket-knives. Upon that subject there is a great 
deal of very fine discrimination in the tariff. On page 33 of the bill 
these duties on pocket-knives are mentioned. I find that under the 
existing law the duty is 50 percent. Soif a knife costs a dollar you 
will have to give a dollar and a half for it in order to pay the duty; 
and so it seems to be in regard to several of the classifications of knives. 





-shop | 





I Suppose some negro W 
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But the committee do not give the percentage that they undertake to | 


put upon it. They say: 

This is a change from ad valorem to specific rates. This industry is gradu- 
ally being destroyed by undervaluations of foreign importations and inadequate 
protection. The average of the propose 1 rates is | reatly 
excess of existing ad valorem rates. 


But they do not give us what itis. Now, I say that 50 per cent. 
duty on a pocket-knife that a man who isa farmer or a mechanic is 


believed to be not greatly in | 


obliged to have is duty enough, and then for the committee to raise | 


that duty and either not understand or profess not to understand the 
pitch to which they carry it, it seems to me is a matter that requires 
explanation. 

isnt there is no real necessity under the laws of the United States for 
aman to pay one-half of the value of a pocket-knife that is worth a 
dollar, in addition to its dollar cost, either into the Treasury of the 
United States or into the pocket of the manufacturer. Itisan unjust, 
an excessive, and an abusive tax. 

Now, here are last-blocks. A negro wants to make himself a pair 
of shoes, and he wants a block to make his last and to set it to the 
shape and dimensions of his foot. He has to pay $1.20 for a dollar’s 
worth of those blocks. 

When you come to lard, he has to pay 24 cents addition fora dollar’s 
worth. There is no negro in the South who makes any lard, or very 
few. They are consumers and buyers of that product, and it is a dis 
crimination against that class of men. 

Sole-leather is subject to a duty of 10 percent. ad valorem, so he has 
to pay $1.10 for every dollar’s worth ofsole-leather that he uses. When 
he comes to calf-skin he has to pay $1.30. For mule shoes he has to 
pay $1.40 for a dollar’s worth. For mirrors, ordinary hand-glasses, 
looking-glasses, he has to pay $1.45 fora dollar’s worth. For neck- 
ties he pays $1.50 for adollar’s worth. For oat-meal he must pay $1.34 
for a dollar’s worth, but when we come to rice we find that he is treated 
as a man who is a stranger inthe land. The bill asit came to us from 
the other House was: 


Rice, cleaned, 2 cents per pound; uncleaned rice and rice flour and meal, |! 
cents per pound; paddy, three-quarters of 1 cent per pound ; rice broken, which 
will pass through a sieve known commercially as No. 12 wire sieve, one-half of 
1 cent per pound. 

But the Senate committee recommend that we shall adopt the fol- 
lowing rate of taxation: 

Rice, cleaned, 1} cents per pound. 

Thereby admitting the foreign rice, which is being very largely im- 
ported, at the expense of the industry prosecuted by negroes who 
live upon the Southern Atlantic seaboard and in countries in reach of 
that, in Texas, Louisiana, Alabama, Mississippi, Florida, and so on, 
until you get as far up as South Carolina or North Carolina. 

The quantity of rice imported during the past fiscal year, 1889, was 
62,013.528 pounds, and the value was $1,019,649.32, and the duties 
were $203,929.86. Now it is proposed to reduce the existing duty upon 
rice, 117.59, by the rate fixed in the House bill to 104.35, and in the 
Senate bill to 78.26. 

This is an industry that very few white people are concerned in as 
actual laborers. The owners along on the Southern seaboard, and in 
that vicinity, of lands that are suited for the culture of rice live out in 
the hills. They have cabins and their negro quarters convenient to the 
rice fields; and the negroes, who have been acclimated, live in the vi- 
cinity of them. It is a country where the atmosphere is so malarial 
that a white man can not stand it; it would kill him. But the negroes 
seem to thrive there, and they like it. It is not a crop that is very 
difficult to raise. The labor is not excessive, but it requires attention 
both in irrigation and in keeping down the weeds. However, the 


weeds are mainly kept down, if not entirely, by irrigation. 
Tt is not a very hard crop to gather, even, and it is a remunerative 
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crop. It gives to the negro seclusion and quietude,-and amuse 
fishing and the like around the rice fields. It isa pleasant place 

the negro to live; and the negro in respect that preference is lik« 

Ch naman, the H ndoo, and the Jay ( Isl l all the O 
| ental countries or in thiscountry any rice land tha wcupied by white 
cultivators It suits colored races of | t the rar th 












to find a white laborer upon at lield in t the w In 
this country that labor is performed almost « ively b 
and the wages that they get and the li 
a part of the crop or whether they take mor ‘ : 
pend upon the price of the product and the a 
Now, here the committee was evidently ar ted v at 
this was a Southern production that it was 
» strike the white man, the owner of the 1, and 
shoulders they hit the negro. They have no compas 
no urd for him, no respect for his rights. They have 
hit except to vote him politi al 
Chere are no negroes in the South that I kno except a v 
who ever attempt to make utter, yet the 1 « they 
iKé they « S l L great dea yt 10, ( | 
qua Uleo ra 1¢@ Das I t 1 i Line oO mw 
South, and they regret very 1 i é i y ! ) 
| the price of oleomargarine. Butter under the present la ) 
cent. advalorem. It takes $1.20 to buy adolla rth o 
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thatthe white man whois the real friend of the nezro m 
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| the country ? 


In connection with that subject we find that cotton-seed oil, which 
is taxed under the present tariff at 25 cents a gallon, is reduced to 10 
cents a gallon. Now, why did this committee find it necessary to re- 
duce the price of cotton-seed oil if none was going to be brought into 
First of all, the committee p 


palm-nut oil and olive 


| oil and all the other oils not fit for food consumption, not prepared for 


| table use, 


upon the free-list. That brings them directly in competi- 
tion in every other use that can be made of oil, whether for lubrication 
or what not, with cotton-seed oil. That not being sufficient to bring 
in all of the competitors who can possibly be found the world over for 
cotton-seed oil, the committee reduce the present tariff from 25 per 
cent, ad valorem to 10 per cent. ad valorem 

Mr. President, scarcely such a boon was ever discovered for the benefit 


+" 


of the black man as the capacity of converting cotton-seed intooil. The 
first man I ever heard speak on the subject and the first man I ever 


| knew to have a machineof the kind was Mr. George O. Baker, of Selma, 


Ala., a young man who was raised in the State of New York, who was 
a machinist, and came out with his young wile just after he had mar- 
ried her, to the townI live in. Hewas avery enterprising gentleman 
Mr. Baker commenced experimenting upon the manufacture of cotto 

seed oil and established a profitable business in that manufacture at a 


| time when there was no market for it at all. Butthat was the nucleus 


of that great trade. So I feel a little sensitive about having this in 


| dustry in the South interfered with. 


The moment this article got into general use the negro found that 
he had added to the annual value of his labors fully 8 per cent., if not 


12 per cent., in the added value of the cotton-seed oil, a new prod: 
and they have gone on and amplified it in various ways until « 

seed has gotten to bea very valuable commodity. The s lard ‘ 

I may say, of cotton-seed in the South to-day rbout 15 cents a bushel, 
all of which was formerly thrown away; and 1 will think vat 
how many bushels of cotto ed there ar »p, when it takes 4 


lig? ike 1o t if al we ike s 


pounds of cotton in the see 


and a half million bales, weighi 0} 3 you can form som: 
conception of the enormous mass of t »tton-seed crop and some « 
ception of its money value 1 t cotton-seed is worth 15 
bushel 

Gentlemen who want to lubricate their machines, the man 
who wants to mix it with lard to feed his operato men t 
cheap food and will go a long way to get it, especially when th 1 
got the handling of the tax-list, conclude ut they can t cot 
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seed oil in here from somewhere else at a pretty low rate for cotton- 
seed and cotton-seed oil, and so they strike the price down. If there 
is a man iy the world more interested in the price of cotton-seed and 
cotton-seed oil than the negro, I do not know who he is. 


Mr. ALLISON. What is the price of cotton-seed oil now in the | 


South? 

Mr. MORGAN. Idonot know. I can not give the priceof oil. It 
depends entirely upon the extent to which it bas been rectified. 

Mr. ALLISON. Compressed oil ? 


Mr. MORGAN. It is unrefined oil that I am talking about. It is | 


unrefined oil that the committee reports upon. 

Mr. ALLISON. But compressed oil, oil as it comes from the seed ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I know, but it comes out ina very crudestate. It 
is filled with vegetable matter that has to be eliminated by treatment. 
So we send it over to Italy and have it treated there, a great deal of it, 
and they bring it back and sell it to you gentlemen for olive oil. 

Mr. ALLISON. I supposed perhaps that the Senator knew the price. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now take this rice legislation and this cotton-seed- 
oil legislation and put them together, and what do they show? They 
show an inveterate spirit of antagonism and animosity towards leading 
industries in the South, and it makes no difference if in trampling down 
the industries of the South you kill the profits of thousands of negroes; 
it makes no difference any more than it does if you have thousands 
killed in the progress of carrying an election. 

No, Mr. President, this spirit ought not to pervade this act. An 


‘agricultural people who furnish rice, and cotton, and cotton-seed oil, 


and other great agricultural productions, ought not to be trampled 
under foot by inequalities and injustice in a law of taxation. 

We have a great deal to do, we have a great deal to bear, and we 
bear our burdens without complaint. It was remarked yesterday by 
the honorable Senator from Iowa that he bad not heard anybody on 
this side of the Chamber object to the appropriations for pensions. 
Well, he did not and he will not. At the same time, Mr. President, 
we have not a thousand men in the South out of all that vast army of 
600,000 who were in the field who are on charity. They take care of 
themselves. Not only so, but they pay the taxes to pay your pen- 
ions. There are men reveling in office in this city to-day upon large 
pensions and large salaries, and our poor, crippled-up Confederates, 
miserable rebels that they were, are still working like beavers to get 


the money to pay the taxes and keep them in comfort and luxury and | 


ease, and we do not complain. 

We do not complain, but we do think that while we are doing that the 
lines ought to be softened upon us a little, and that we ought not to be 
at the same time compelled to take upon our shoulders the awful 
majesty and wonderfal weight of all the millionaire manufacturers in 
the Northern States. We have got the soldiers astraddle our backs, 
and we have got to limp along with them the best way we can, wounded 
ourselves and broken down. Now, do not put the manufacturers on 
our backs. They do not need it; they are not paupers. You can not 
put in that plea for them that they are a pauperized community and 
that the poor-houses will be fall of them if you do not have them pro- 
vided for by subsidies that are mere civil pensions. Let us pay your 
soldiers what we owe them in the way of pensions like gentlemen. 
We could not whip them, and we want to pay them for ail the harm 
we did. Let us do that cheerfully, but let us not have the load crush- 
ing down upon usin such a way that we can not stand it for the benefit 
of bounty-fed manufacturers. 

Let me tell you what I saw in Florida. I went out to a little place 
of about 15 acres of land not far from Charlotte Harbor, a mile or two. 
There was a country that was covered with palmetto about as high as 
the back of a chair and about as thick as the sage brush on one of the 
Western prairies, with occasionally a little stanted pine. Hunting 
around and around, where there were only blind paths, for the house 
that I was looking tor, I finally came to a little opening around which 
there was partially a pine-board fence, and there stood a little clap- 
board house, one room with two doors, one facing the other on either 
side, and no chimney. I drove up my little Florida pony, raised on 
palmetto tops, I suppose, from his looks, and got out and inquired if 
a certain gentleman lived there. A little boy came out and said ‘‘ Yes.”’ 
The little boy was about eight years old. His pantaloons were rolled 
up above his knees and his feet were muddy. He conducted me into 
the house, and there sat a man, a majestic looking man, a tall, fine- 
looking person, with a fine head. He was sitting there, paralyzed, in 
achair. He could not move except on one side; he could use one hand 
a little, but he could not walk. lasked the little boy before I went 
into the house where his mother was, and he said she was digging a 
well out in the yard. 

So I went in and talked awhile with this old fellow, who had been 
wounded in two battles very severely and was paralyzed, sitting there 
getting a little breath of hot Florida air blowing through these two 
open doors. ‘There was a cooking-stove in one corner, a half-barrel of 
meal, with a little piece of meat on top, a couple of beds, two old 
trunks, and some photographs of various people hanging about. I 
asked him about his wife, how she was, and he said she was out in the 
back yard at some work. I went out and there was the little woman, 
she would not weigh more than 90 pounds, down in a well about 15 
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la feet, digging away with a spade she had, and this little boy was pull- 
| ing up the earth out of that well in a tin bucket with a rope, and they 
were digging a well to get down to the water. 

The water had sunk out of reach and they were going downto it. I 
helped her out as well as I could, and sat down and talked with her. 
| Having known the family before, I asked her how she was getting 
along. She said they were doing pretty well; her husband could not 
do anything; they had a little lemon ore hard coming along there, a 
few pine-apples, and matters of that kind, that might be worth some- 
thing a year or two hence. She said her friends had been kind to her 
and that the neighbers were very kind to her. She said, ‘‘I am not 
| able todo my own washing and ironing—I am very feeble—but I give 
two of my neighbor girls piano lessons and they do my washing and 
| ironing.’’ Isaid, ‘‘Who arethose neighbors?’’ ‘‘ Well, they are the 
| danghters of a widow whose husband was killed in Virginia.’’ 
| Now, you can understand what men and women do and will do who 
| are animated by a good spirit, a spirit of honest, sincere, noble man- 

hood and womanhood. Those people, according to the extent that 

they are able to have clothes and food and necessary furniture, pay 
into the Treasury of the United States their quota, whatever it may 
| be, and it is a much higher one relatively than many rich people have 
| to pay for the support of the Treasury, and through the Treasury for 
the support of the maimed and sick soldiers of the United States. 
They do it uncomplainingly. But can not I put upaplea here to-day 
in behalf of the people thus situated that will touch the hearts of thesa 
gentlemen and cause them somewhat to soften the lines of oppressive 
taxation upon these people? 

We do not ask you for pensions for disabled Confederates out of this 
money that we make and put into the Treasury. These men do not 
ask charity from anybody. As long as they can draw the breath of 
life they will not ask it. They work for what they get, and they are 
willing todo it. But, Mr. President, the situation of the country ought 
to be looked at; people of that sort ought to be charitably considered; 
the interests and rights of the negroes ought to be looked at, and thosa 
of every body else, when we are taxing them. Now I will proceed with 
the line of my remarks. 

Here is the article of pens. It takes $1.45 to buy a dollar’s worth 
| of metallic pens under existing law to write letters. Of pickles it 
takes $1.30 to buy a dollar’s worth under the present law and $1.45 
under the proposed law. I do not understand the reason for the rise. 
Of sardines it takes $1.40 to buy a dollar’s worth. Of pins it takes 
$1.30, It takes $125 to buy a hundred-dollar watch, or adollar and 
a quarter to buy a dollar watch. 

Then you come to tinware. I will not elaborate an argument on 
| that schedule. ‘That will be talked about a good deal, and has been 
already. The Senator. from Indiana the other day presented a view 
of that question that occurred to me as being so unanswerable that the 
debate really ought to stop there. But I will mention that it takes 
$1.38 now to buy a dollar’s worth of tinware, and as I read it, though 
the committee, I believe, have not extended the percentage, it takes 
$1.51 under the proposed law to buy a dollar’s worth of tinware. 
What is the necessity for putting it up that way? It requires more 
than that, I have not any doubt, according to the estimate placed on 
it by the Senator from Indiana in his recent statement. 

Tar is placed on the free-list. That isan inconsiderable sort of thing 
with most people, and yet I have known since I was a boy a good many 
negroes to make a good deal of money running tar outof pine knots in 
the South. That is puton the free-list. Making charcoal and run- 

| ning tar are peculiarly negro industries in the Southern States. They 
| run large quantitiesof itin the aggregate, and the ropes of your men-of- 
war are tarred with the material that these men producein their little 
| kilns that they have sitting about. A negro man will cover up his tar 
kiln in the morning when driving his horses out to the plow, and when 
| he comes back at night he will find it going all right. He makes his 
tar and puts it in a barrel for market, and it occupies only his odd 
hours. You can give him that much protection. Why has not this 
been done? 
Tools, railroad tools, picks, and the like of that are made entirely 
free to emigrants. They can come in here from Canada or Mexico and 
| bring all the tools they want for their trade, but if a negro wants to 





bring in any tools he must pay 15 per cent. ad valorem. He does not 
| enjoy the privileges of a Mexican or anybody else who comes from 
abroad. 

As to vehicles, wagons, a family coming in from Mexico or from 
Canada may bring in their wagons and teams entirely free from duty, 
but a negro can not go to Canada or Mexico and buy a wagon and 
team and bring it in without paying 20 per cent. ad valorem. It re- 
quires $1.20 to pay for every dollar’s worth of investment in the wagon 
or team that the negro may want to bring from Mexico into this coun- 
try, but an emigrant coming here can bring it for nothing, and bring 
his tools without charge, and underbid the negro upon a railroad con- 
tract. 

Cotton velvet. I wanted to ask some questions about that. Now I 
will read what Mr. McKeever said about corduroy and about velvet, 
both, as I could not lay my hand upon what he said about corduroy a 
few moments ago. 


“ 
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The next question to which I wish to cail the attention of the committee Is par- | 


graph 348, relating to cotton corduroy. Of course you gentlemen are aware— 
Speaking to the committee— 


that there is no duty on cotton in this country, but there is a protection in this 
way. Cotton has gotto be shipped away and reshipped here manufactured, 
and that, together with the matter of freight, insurance, ete., equals a duty ot 
35 per cent. on those goods. It is proposed to make a specific and ad valorem 
duty so that an article costing 11} cents is raised trom 35 per cent. to 70 percent., 
an increase of 100 per cent.ad valorem. Aswe goalong from goods costing lo 
cents to 17 cents we find that the duty is raised from 35 per cent. to 64 per cent, 
These are cheap goods. When we come to something costing 36 ¢ ents, the rate 
is only increased from 35 per cent.to 4] per cent. Asa matter of fact, these 
goods are not made in this country. I may make that statement, because the 
production is so small that it does not amount to enough to be vorth mention- 


g. 


I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island if there is any 
place in the United States that he knows of where there is an estab- 
lishment for making corduroy. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Where is it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are several in Rhode Island. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator know of any anywhere else ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, yes; there are some in Massachusetts. 

Mr. MORGAN. These merchants are wrong then when they say there 
is practically not any made here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will submit some testimony when that paragraph 
is reached, showing that they are wrongin every one of the statements 
they make in regard to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. In regard to the whole business? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. They must be a very ignorant set to be great mer- 
chants in New York, five hundred of them at that. 
that the peopleof the country are misled when those who are supposed 
to understand about such things are in such controversy. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator follows the statements of the im- 
porters, he will find himself very often misled in regard to the effect 
of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. McKeever proceeds: 

I now come to section K, paragraph 413, relating to velvets, plushes, or other 
pile-fabrics in the piece. These are goods that are used for women’s cloaks. A 
mechanic whose wife can not afford aseal-skin garment wants to have the next 
best thing she can get. Here is an article in which a garment retails for about 
“15 or $16. It is avery good imitation of regularseal. The completed garment 
retails for about $15 or $16. The cost of that in England is about $2.50 a yard, 
and the present duty 50 per cent. Itis proposed to raise that duty to 225 per 
cent., an increase of 350 per cént. i have been informed that there is only one 
mill in this country which makes this, and if any industry needs such protec- 
tion as that it ought to die. 


I am sorry for that. 


Then they go on and discuss other matters, but that is as much as | 
wanted to say about that. . 

The negroes, and particularly the women, are very fond of using cot- 
ton velvets in their dressing and decoration, and I do not understand 
the justice of putting the price of that article up to the enormous per 
centage that is stated by this importing merchant, which, he says, is 
an inezease of 350 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the article? 

Mr. MORGAN. Cotton velvet. Does the Senator deny that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I deny the fact that the bill puts it up to 350 per 
cent. 
Mr. MORGAN. How much does it put it up? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not sure about the article. 
the Senator refers to is silk velvet. 
Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; itis cotton velvet. 


I think the item 


Silk velvet is let alone. 


It is no wonder | 
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from 40 per cent. ad valorem to 10 cents per square yard and 20 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. MORGAN. What does that amount t 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would amount to variou oes t Sena 
ter mean what would be the ad valorem « 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
should think. 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. MORGAN, 
valorem ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. MORGAN, 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
the same. 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


It would run from 40 per cent. to 60 per cent., I 


What is the duty now 
[It is 40 per cent. now 
It would be changed, then, to 20 per cent. more ad 


On some of the grades. 
But on the highest grades? 
On the highest grades it would remain practically 


On the lowest? 
On the lowest grades I imagine there would bea 


| slight increase, 


| tirely to say anything about what the 
' . . . 

| the Senate committee fixes it at. 
; ad valorem is. 


That is very slightly handled, because it belongs to the rich class, and | 


the committee do not trouble it. 
ing to take care of. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator call attention to the particular 
item? Will he read it? 
Mr. MORGAN. I will. 


It is the poor people that I am try- 


Mr. McKeever says: 


I now come to section K, paragraph 413, relating to velvets, plushes, or other | 


pile-fabrics in the piece. 


And it is in regard to this that he says: 


It is proposed to raise that duty to 225 per cent., an increase of 350 per cent. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator want an answer ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that the paragraph referred to is not in 
Schedule K, but in Schedule L, and refers to silk velvets that were put 
up in the other House. The Finance Committee recommend a non- 
concurrence in that item and the retention of the present rate of 50 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is there no increase on cotton velvet ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is a slight increase upon some grades of cot- 
ton velvet, but these are silk. 

Mr. MORGAN. What is the increase in cotton velvet, if the Sen- 
ator remembers ? 


Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have the paragraph read for information. 


Mr. MORGAN. I should be very glad indeed if the Senator would 
refer to it. Iam not so familiar with this bill as he is, 


Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 334 changes the duty on cotton velvet 


} 


Mr. MORGAN. 
Mr. ALDRICH, 


Up to GO per cent 
I should hardly think so, on the very lows 

Mr. MORGAN. On the next to the lowest ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will take two or three hours some 
day I will show him the samples of the various grades and give to him 
the foreign prices and the domestic prices. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, I do not think the Senator ought to1 
me ‘to do that, because the Senate passed a resolution here r 
him and his committee to do that, and he has not done it. I have 
waiting for that tocome in, and I hope we shall get it yet. Iam ar 
ing a little in the dark, but I have discovered from what the Senator 
from Rhode Island says that the duties upon the finer grades of cotton 
velvet are very much lower than they are upon the coarser grades. It 
is the coarser grades that my friends, the negroes, are wearing, not the 
finer grades. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I will ask the Senator if cotton velvet is a usual 
article of wearing apparel among the negroes in Alabama? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes, it is very usual indeed when they are out 
on their Sunday parades. Sunday is a great day with them, and they 
enjoy one Sunday, I suppose, as much as the Senator from Rhode 





Island enjoys a whole month; they get as much fun out of it, espe- 
cially if they have got a good brightarticle of cotton velvet to dress in 

I will now read paragraph 334 of the bill as it 
committee 





~ proposed by the 


Piushes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile-fa s composed of « 
ton or other vegetable tiber, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, p 1 r 
printed, 10 cents per square yard and 20 per cent. ad valorem; onallsuchg 
f bleached, 12 cents per square yard and ‘ ) per cent. ad valorem; if dy; 1. @« 
ored, stained, painted, or printed, 14 cents per square yard and 20 per « t. ad 


valorem, 


The committee in regard to that gives the existing percentaye, the 
ad valorem percentage of taxation, at 40 per cent., but they omit en- 
House bill tixes it at or what 
hey do not say what the increase 
They give below some additional figures, but they do 
not give the increase ad valorem, and I have to guess at it. So I am 
going to take that statement of the merchant in New York until the 
Senator from Rhode Island is able to prove that he is mistaken in 
everything he says. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave no doubt the Senator will continue to take 
it, whatever I may say. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; if the Senator will now tell me what it is, it 
will be all right. He will not do that. The Senator has not told us 
yet. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
vince the Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, I may not be in order then, and I am on the 
floor now. I should like to have the matter settled right now between 
us. What I maintain ts that it is about 300 percent. ad valorem upon 
the kinds of cotton velvet the negroes in the South wear, and the Sen- 
ator does not deny it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do deny it most emphatically. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then what is it ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say it is not over 60 per cent. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is 60 per cent. now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; the present duty upon cotton velvet is 40 per 
cent. 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam mistaken. 
It is now 40 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. The duty is raised from 50 per cent. to 225 per cent. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Missouri says this duty is raised 
from 50 to 225 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Both the Senator from Missouri and the Senator 
from Alabama are misled by the fact that the allusion to Schedule K, 
paragraph 413, should be Schedule L, paragraph 334. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I am not misled. 


When this paragraph is reached, I shall try to con- 


You have it here 60 per cent. 


You have it at 40. I misread it. 


I took 
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| 
paragraph 334 and made the calculation myself, and I say the ad va- | 
li increase is from 50 per cent. to 225 per cent. on the articles 
I in paragraph 334, 
\LDRICH. I should like to know what articles of cotton vel- 
vet « hat the value of cotton velvet would be that paid 225 per cent. 
1¢ provisions of this bill. | 
VES Astrakhans | 
L\LDRICH. It does not cover astrakhans atall. There is no 
a 1 to astrakhans in the section. 
is] It may be in another section, but that is the increase. | 


vir. ALDRICH. 1 am talking of the articles in this section. 


VEST In this section the articles are increased from 50 to 225 


e article of cotton velvet, and what price it sells for, that is in- 


ALDRICH. I should like to have the Senator from Missouri tell 
creased to » per ¢ . under that provision, 
| 


Mr. PLATT. It is 40 per cent. to start with. 

Mi EST. The cotton velvets themselves pay that much. 

Mr. ALDRICH, What would be the price of cotton velvet under 
thi ilat 10 cents a yard and 20 per cent. ad valorem that would pay 
25 per cent.? 


Mr. VEST. Ido not know about the price. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would be abont 5 cents a square yard. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would bein the neighborhood of 4 cents a square 
ya 1 for cotton velvet. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, umbrellas are taxed at 50 per 
cent. ad valorem under the present law. It takes a dollar and a half 
to buy an umbrella that costs a dollar. 

Vinegar is taxed at 35 per cent. ad valorem, It takes $1.35 to buy 
a dollar’s worth of vineyar. 

Wedges, iron and steel wedges, are taxed at 15 per cent. ad valorem. 
A fellow can not fence his farm or make his cabin without a wedge, and 
he must pay the manufacturer for that. 

Blankets under the present law are $1.69 for a dollar’s worth, but 
under the law proposed by the Committee on Finance the price is $2.10. 

Woolen cloths. One dollar and sixty-seven cents under the present 
law would buy a dollar’s worth, but it takes $2.03 under the proposed 
law of the Committee on Finance. 

Flannels, Under the present law a dollar’s worth can be bought for 
$1.69, but under the proposed law it requires $2.10 to buy a dollar’s 
worth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not care tointerrupt the Senator, but I should 
like to know what he means by a dollar’s worth. A dollar’s worth 
where? 

Mr. MORGAN. Where? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. The Senator says it costs a dollar. 

Mr. MORGAN, On the basis upon which you calculate the ad va- 
lorem value. 

Mr, ALDRICH. The Senator says that it costs $1.50 to buy a dol- 
lar’s worth of these various kinds of goods. What does he mean by 
that statement? 

Mr. MORGAN. How does the Senator get a basis for the ad valo- 
rem calenlation unless he gets the value ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We get it from the importation, from the value 
in Germany, or England, or India, or wherever. I should like to have 
the Senator explain, if he will,in this connection whether when he says 
a dollar’s worth of anything he means a dollar’s worth in India, or a 
dollar’s worth in China, or a dollar’s worth in England, or in Ger- 
many, or in France. 

Mr. MORGAN. I can tell you exactly what I mean. I mean a 
doliar’s worth upon the basis of caleulation made by the Senator from 

Rhode Island and his committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is upon the basis of the price in England or 
Germany or France, 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not care where you get your basis from. It 
is nothing to me. You have said here that a certain commodity is 
taxed at 20 per cent. ad valorem. Of course you ascertain the value of 
it at some place or other, and I do not care where you have gotit. I 
take your value, I take the basis on which you make your calcula- 
tion of 20 per cent. or 50 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is trying-—— 

Mr. MORGAN, Wait amoment. I take the basis on which yon | 
make a calculation of 20 per cent., or 30 per cent., or 100 per cent. ad 
valorem, and I say on that basis it takes $1.20 to buy what you say is 
valued ata dollar. That is what I say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator istrying to create an impression upon 
the colored people of the South and elsewhere that it requires, for in- 
stance, $2.10 to buy a dollar’s worth of rice, the duty upon rice being 
110 per cent. Now, when he says that he ought to accompany it with 
the statement that it takes $2.10 in the United States to buy what is | 
equal to a dollar’s’ worth of rice in India produced with India labor. 
There ought to be the exyilanation accompanying the statement. 

Mr. MORGAN. How am I to do that when I have not been on the | 
committee and do not know upon what basis the committee have pro- | 
ceeded ? 


a 





Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island a question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam trying to interject a few tacts into the Sena- 
tor’s speech, that people may understand what this is all about. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would rather have the facts injected into the re 
port than for the Senator to inject them into my speech; but we do not 
have the facts nor anything else presented in the report. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator from Alabama to permit me 
to ask a question of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama yield to 
the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Most of these articles that are protected by this 
tariff are manufactured, as I understand, of course, in this country, 
and it is not the price of the article or the value of the article as an 
article purchased alone in China, but it is also the increased price, as I 
understand, given to the imported article which increases the manu- 
factured articles which it comes in competition with by reason of man- 
ufacture in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That raises the question which was so ably dis- 
cussed by Mr. Cleveland. ; 

Mr. FAULKNER. Therefore I do not think it is necessary to go into 
the question of what the price is in China or India or England if it is 
an article that competes by its manufacture in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In other words, according to the suggestion made 
by the Senator, when there is a duty of 25 cents a bushel on wheat 
the price of wheat is 25 cents higher here than anywhere ele in the 
world. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, I do not propose that the Senator shall drift 
off and select an article which he knows is not increased in price by 
reason of the duty imposed upon it; but let him take a manufactured 
article of this country which comes into competition with a manu- 
factured article of Europe, and then he will find that by reason of the 
duty placed on the article it does increase the price of the article to 
that extent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Take cotton cloth, where the duty is 3 or 4 cents 
a square yard, and where the price here is as low as anywhere. I sup- 
pose that will answer the Senator’s suggestion. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Rhode Island in this bill says to 
these people I am trying to protect, here is a dollar’s worth of woolen 
cloth that you want, and in order to get it, if you get it from abroad, 
somebody mast pay 67 per cent. on it; that is to say, he must pay 67 
cents to get it here. 

That is the way the law stands now, but if you bring the goods any- 
where from abroad we intend’ to make you pay $2.03 for a dollar’s 
worth. That looks all simple enough to me. A blanket is wortha 
dollar and he says it is worth adollar. I will assume it to be worth 
a dollar, but the present law has put 69 per cent. duty upon it. Now, 
then, if you want to bring it in you must pay $1.69. You must pay 
the value of the blanket and 69 cents in addition, for it is worth a 
dollar, and at that rate it bears 69 cents duty which has to be paid; and 
now under the proposed law that this committee has brought in here, 
if you want to get your blanket in Canada or Mexico, or it makes no 
difference where, and bring it in here, you must pay $2.10. Is that 
right? 

Mr. ALLISON. May Lask the Senator a question there? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want the Senator to explain to me a matter I have 
had some difficulty about. I notice that last year we imported $16,000 
worth of blankets. Yet the Senator says that we added 69 cents to 
every dollar’s worth of blankets. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not saying that you add to theactual cost, for 
you may by competition get it a little lower here. I do not say that; 
I am talking about the state of the law. 

Mr. ALLISON. What I am afraid of is that somebody will draw 
an inference from the Senator’s observations that he does mean to say 
that a blanket which costs $1 elsewhere costs $1.69 here unc er the ex- 
isting law. I donot think that is true. He does not mean to say 
that, and yet I am afraid that somebody may think he does say that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, well, Mr. President, I can not take care of the 
judgment of all mankind. I merely state facts as they appear on rec- 
ord. 

Mr. ALLISON. But does the Senitor mean to say that (9 cents is 
added to the price? 

Mr. MORGAN. I mean that you intend to add it to the price be- 
cause you assume that the blanket is worth $1, and you put 69 cents 
on it for bringing it in; and you are not satisfied with that, but you 
put it up by this bill to $2.10, and u»von the same assumption that it 
is worth $1 you make him pay $2.10 for it. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator allow me to ask the Senator from Iowa 


| a question ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam getting very tired. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere with the Senator’s re- 
marks, 

Mr. VEST. I just wish to ask the Senator from Iowa, before this 
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matter is disposed of, why the committee did not run out the ad valoi 
duties to paragraph 354. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri can ask t] Senat 
from Rhode Island | Mr. ALprRicH|],. I did not have charge of tl de- 
tails 

Mr. VEST I q tit given and the val of the merchan 
d und the ilorem under the existing la t ; t 
7} th s t t pa t ) + ; l 
the committe 

M ALI »» ; ioubt the 5 yr iro 1 n 
~ Mr. VEST like to know 

Mr. ALDRICH c t wasa stated b: the sé ito r M 
souri we could easily have stated the ad valorem rate, but th 
tities are not stated in the reports. 

Mr. VANCE. The unit of value is not given either. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The unit of value is not piven 

Mr. VANCE. Aretl any means upon earth of ascertaining 
rat f duty that will be charged ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are no data in the possession of the Bureau 
of Statistics upon which a statement could be made of the average ad 


valorem duties under the rates proposed. 

Mr. VANCE. Then why does the Senator, as a statesman, under 
take to levy taxes the effect of which he himself does not know 

Mr. ALDRICH. If we were obliged to rely upon statistics furnished 
by the Department in all cases our information upon the subject would 
be very incomplete. 

Mr. VANCE. 
no information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The reports of the Treasury Department give no 
adequate idea about the effect of these relative duties. 

Mr. VANCE. Then I submit we ought not to legislate when we 
have no adequate idea of what the legislation is going to be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
than the average ad valorem rates based upon data furnished at the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator from Alabama will yield to 
me — 

Mr. MORGAN. Idonotthink Ican. I shall get off the floor pres- 
ently and let all these gentlemen have a chance at each other. 

Mr. SPOONER. And at the same time. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘That will be best. I do not feel able to stand up 
to the brunt of the fight when everybody is conducting it. I will in- 
sert in my remarks paragraph 375 of the bill, in order to bring to tl 
attention of the country and the Senate the tax upon flannels and 
woolen goods generally, and to say that under the existing law as | 
read it the proportion between the present and the proposed tax 
about this: The present law taxes these goods of certain descriptions, 
I think, at 69.7. The House proposes to raise it to $1.10,4A; and the 
Senate committee the same; so that the goods now costing $1.69 for 
a dollar’s worth are made to cost $2.10 under the billas it passed the 
other House and as reported from the committee and as now proposed 


Nothing can be more misleading and uncertain 


On blankets, hats of wool, and flannels for underwear, composed w y 
or in part of wool, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued 
at not more than 3) cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be the sam is 
the duty imposed by this act on one pound and one-half of unwashed woo! o 
the first class, and in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem; valued at mo 
han 30 and not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound sha 
twice the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of th rst 
class; valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 50 cents per poun 


duty per pound shall be three times the duty imposed by this act on a pound 
unwashed wool of the first class; and in addition thereto upon all the ab 
named articles 4 per cent. ad valorem. On blankets and hats of woo! cor 
posed wholly or in part of wool, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or ot! 
animal, valued at more than 50 cents per pound, the duty per pound s 
three and a haif times the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed 
wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. Fla 
nels composed wholly or in part of wool, the hair of the camel, goat, a 

or other animals, valued at above 50 cents per pound, shall be classified 
pay the same duty as women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Ita 
goods, and goods of similar character and description provided by this act. 


ull 


an 


Woolen yarns come in pretty much on the same basis. The present 
rate is 69 percent. on woolen yarns, making a dollar’s worth cost $1.69, 
and under the bill as proposed by the committee $2.03. 
are a little below that. 
payment of 60 cents. 
which is proposed. 

Bonnets. The material for making bonnets comes in free, as I un- 
derstand, but the bonnet already made up comes in at $1.20 for a dol- 
lar’s worth of the cost of that article. 

Ribbons are taxed at 50 per cent., so that it requires a dollar and a 
half to pay for what we call a dollar’s worth of these goods. It does 
not make any difference to me whether that is the worth in China. in 
Paris, or in London, it is in the law, and whoever undertakes to brinz 
these goods in here when he comes to the custom-house has got to pay 
that percentage, just as if the goods were worth in this market a dollar. 
It does not make any difference whether he can buy it here for 75 ¢ents, 
if he chooses to import it be has to pay in the custom-house as if the 
article were worth a dollar, because it is such a per cent. upon each 


Cotton yarns 
A dollar’s worth is allowed to come in by the 
It will take $1.60 by present law and by the law 


Then it is the duty of the Senator to tell us he had | 
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in need of a little more blood, so much in need of a little more | 
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on, they sell their goods to people outside of the United States 
half what they will sell them to people in the United Stat pon 
the authority of a New York paper, which evidently has into 
this subject and has made quotations from us ot pay ith 
America and elsewhere, from the Engineeri: x1 M Journal, t 
American Mail and Export Journal, t (ustra ind South Ameri- 
can, published in Australia, and from other journals foreign as well as 
domestic, I desire to put into the RecorpD here, for my friends in the 
South to read and ponder upon, s very astonishing facts, Icann 


of course put in the photographs that are here, showing the difference 
between the foreign prices and the home prices that these protected 


i 
manufacturers charge. 
The extracts given in the New York World were from the— 
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} raph 334 and made the calculation myself, and I say the ad va- 
ncrease is from 50 per cent. to 225 per cent. on the articles 
i | paragraph 334, 


\LDRICH. I should like to know what articles of cotton vel- 
what the value of cotton velvet would be that paid 225 per cent. 
r the provisions of this bill. 
Astrakhans 


RICH. It I 


does not cover astrakhans at all. There is no 
a 1 to astrakhans in the section. 
ir, Viel It may be in another section, but that is the increase. 
Mr. ALDRICH l am talking of the articles in this section. 
Mr. VEST In this section the articles are increased from 50 to 225 


ALDRICH. I should like to have the Senator from Missouri tell 
us the article of cotton velvet, and what price it sells for, that is in- 
creased to » per cent. under that provision, 

p PLATT, It is 40 per cent. to start with. 

J rhe cotton velvets themselves pay that much. 
\LDRICH. What would be the price of cotton velvet under 
nts a yard and 20 per cent. ad valorem that would pay 

2» pel cent.? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know about the price. 

Mr. ALLISON, It would be about 5 cents a square yard. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would bein the neighborhood of 4 cents a square 
yard for cotton velvet 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, umbrellas are taxed at 50 per 
cent. ad valorem under the present law. It takes a dollar and a half 
to buy an umbrella that costs a dollar. 

Vinegar is taxed at 35 per cent. ad valorem. It takes $1.35 to buy 
a dollar’s worth of vinewar. 

Wedges, iron and steel wedges, are taxed at 15 per cent. ad valorem. 
A fellow can not fence his farm or make his cabin without a wedge, and 
he must pay the manufacturer for that. 

iankets under the present law are $1.69 for a dollar’s worth, but 
under the law proposed by the Committee on Finance the price is $2.10. 

Woolen cloths. One dollar and sixty-seven cents under the present 
law would buy a dollar’s worth, but it takes $2.03 under the proposed 

‘law of the Committee on Finance. 

Flannels. Under the present law a dollar’s worth can be bought for 
51.69, but under the proposed law it requires $2.10 to buy a dollar’s 
worth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not care to interrupt the Senator, but I should 


like to know what he means by a dollar’s worth. A dollar’s worth 
where? 

Mr. MORGAN. Where? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. The Senator says it costs a dollar. 

Mr. MORGAN, On the basis upon which you calculate the ad va- 
lorem value. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator says that it costs $1.50 to buy a dol- 
lar’s worth ot these various kinds of goods. What does he mean by 
that statement? 

Mr. MORGAN. How does the Senator get a basis for the ad valo- 
rem calculation unless he gets the value ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We get it from the importation, from the value 
in Germany, or England, or India, or wherever. I should like to have 
the Senator explain, if he will,in this connection whether when he says 
a dollar’s worth of anything he means a dollar’s worth in India, or a 


dollar’s worth in China, or a dollar’s worth in England, or in Ger- 


many, or in France. 

Mr. MORGAN. I can tell you exactly what I mean. I mean a 
dollar’s worth upon the basis of calculation made by the Senator from 
Rhode Island and his committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is upon the basis of the price in England or 
Germany or France. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not care where you get your basis from. It 
is nothing to me. You have said here that a certain commodity is 
taxed at20 per cent. ad valorem. Of course you ascertain the value of 
it. at some place or other, and I do not care where you have got it. I 
take your value, I take the basis on which you make your calcula- 
tion of 20 per cent. or 50 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is trying 

Mr. MORGAN. Wait a moment. I take the basis on which you 
make a calculation of 20 per cent., or 30 per cent., or 100 per cent. ad 
valorem, and I say on that basis it takes $1.20 to buy what you say is 
valued ata dollar. That is what I say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is trying to create an impression upon 
the colored people of the South and elsewhere that it requires, for in- 





stance, $2.10 to buy a dollar’s worth of rice, the duty upon rice being 


110 per cent. Now, when he says that he ought to accompany it with 
the statement that it takes $2.10 in the United States to buy what is 
equal to a dollar’s’ worth of rice in India produced with India labor. 
There ought to be the explanation accompanying the statement. 

Mr. MORGAN. 


committee and do not know upon what basis the committee have pro- 
ceeded ? 
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How am I to do that when I have not been on the | 






JULY 26, 


| 
| Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island a question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam trying to interject a few facts into the Sena- 
tor’s speech, that people may understand what this is all about. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would rather have the facts injected into the re 
port than for the Senator to inject them into my speech; but we do not 
have the facts nor anything else presented in the report. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator from Alabama to permit me 
to ask a question of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama yield to 
the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Most of these articles that are protected by this 
tariff are manufactured, as I understand, of course, in this country, 
and it is not the price of the article or the value of the article as an 
article purchased alone in China, but it is also the increased price, as I 
understand, given to the imported article which increases the manu- 
jactured articles which it comes in competition with by reason of man- 
ufacture in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That raises the question which was so ably dis- 
| cussed by Mr. Cleveland. : 
Mr. FAULKNER. Therefore I do not think itis necessary to go into 
| the question of what the price is in China or India or England if it is 

an article that competes by its manufacture in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In other words, according to the suggestion made 
| by the Senator, when there is a duty of 25 cents a bushel on wheat 
| the price of wheat is 25 cents higher here than anywhere ele in the 

world. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, I do not propose that the Senator shall drift 
off and select an article which he knows is not increased in price by 
reason of the duty imposed upon it; but let him take a manufactured 
article of this country which comes into competition with a manu- 
factured article of Europe, and then he will find that by reason of the 
duty placed on the article it does increase the price of the article to 
that extent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Take cotton cloth, where the duty is 3 or 4 cents 
a square yard, and where the price here is as lowas anywhere. I sup- 
pose that will answer the Senator’s suggestion. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Rhode Island in this bill says to 
these people I am trying to protect, here is a dollar’s worth of woolen 

| cloth that you want, and in order to get it, if you get it from abroad, 
somebody must pay 67 per cent. on it; that is to say, he must pay 67 





cents to get it here. 

That is the way the law stands now, but if you bring the goods any- 
where from abroad we intend’ to make you pay $2.03 for a dollar’s 
worth. That looks all simple enough to me. A blanket is wortha 
dollar and he says it is worth adollar. I will assume it to be worth 
a dollar, but the present law has put 69 per cent. duty upon it. Now, 
then, if you want to bring it in you must pay $1.69. You must pay 
the value of the blanket and 69 cents in addition, for it is worth a 
dollar, and at that rate it bears 69 cents duty which has to be paid; and 
now under the proposed law that this committee has brought in here, 
if you want to get your blanket in Canada or Mexico, or it makes no 
difference where, and bring it in here, you must pay $2.10. Is that 
right? 

Mr. ALLISON, 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want the Senator to explain to me a matter I have 
had some difficulty about. I notice that last year we imported $16,000 
worth of blankets. Yet the Senator says that we added 69 cents to 
every dollar’s worth of blankets. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not saying that you add to theactual cost, for 
you may by competition get it a little lower here. I do not say that; 
I am talking about the state of the law. 

Mr. ALLISON. What I am afraid of is that somebody will draw 
| 


May I ask the Senator a question there? 


an inference from the Senator’s observations that he does mein to say 
that a blanket which costs $1 elsewhere costs $1.69 here unc er the ex- 
isting law. I do not think that is true. He does not mean to say 
that, and yet I am afraid that somebody may think he does say that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, well, Mr. President, I can not take care of the 
judgment of all mankind. I merely state facts as they appear on rec- 
ord. 

Mr. ALLISON. But does the Senitor mean to say that (9 cents is 

| added to the price? 

Mr. MORGAN. I mean that you intend to add it to the price be- 
cause you assume that the blanket is worth $1, and you put 69 cents 
on it for bringing it in; and you are not satisfied with that, but you 
put it up by this bill to $2.10, and u»on the same assumption that it 
| is worth $1 you make him pay $2.10 for it. 
| Mr. VEST. Will the Senator allow me to ask the Senator from Iowa 
a question ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam getting very tired. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere with the Senator’s re- 
| marks, 

Mr. VEST. I just wish to ask the Senator from Iowa, before this 





eS 


1890. 


matter is disposed of, why the committee did not run out the ad valorem 


duties to paragraph 334. 


Mr. ALLISON, The Senator from Missouri can ask the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu]. I did not have charge of the de- 
tails 

Mr. VEST. The quantity is given and the value of the merchan 
dise and the ad valorem duty under the existing law it it is not 
given eithe stot ssed t lo ( 3 re} om 
the « ee. 

M ALLISON ! i » doubt ie > ito ) h 1 i 
Liv sat tory €X] n 

Mr. VEST. 1 should just like to know. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the fact was as stated by the Senator from M 
souri we could easily have stated the ad valorem rate, but the 


tities are not stated in the reports. 
Mr. VANCE, The unit of value is not given ei 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
Mr. VANCE. Are there any means upon earth of ascertaining the 
rate of duty that will be charged ? 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
t 


The unit of value is not given. 


M There are no data in the possession of the bureau 
S$ stics upon which a statement could be made of the average ad 
valorem duties under the rates proposed. 

Mr. VANCE. Then why does the Senator, as a statesman, unde 
take to levy taxes the effect of which he himself does not know 

Mr. ALDRICH. If we were obliged to rely upon statistics furnished 
by the Department in all cases our information upon the subject would 
be very in omplete. 

Mr. VANCE. 
no information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The reports of the Treasury Department give no 
adequate idea about the effect of these relative duties. 

Mr. VANCE. Then I submit we ought not to legislate when we 
have no adequate idea of what the legislation is going to be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Nothing can be more misleading and uncertain 
than the average ad valorem rates based upon data furnished at the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator from Alabama will yield to 
me — 

Mr. MORGAN. Idonotthink Ican. I shall get off the floor pres- 
ently and let all these gentlemen have a chance at each other. 

Mr. SPOONER. And at the same time. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘That will be best. I do not feel able to stand up 
to the brunt of the fight when everybody is conducting it. I will 
sert in my remarks paragraph 375 of the bill, in order to bring to the 
attention of the country and the Senate the tax upon flannels and 
woolen goods generally, and to say that under the existing Jaw as I 
read it the proportion between the present and the proposed tax is 
abont this: The present law taxes these goods of certain descriptions, 
I think, at 69.7. The House proposes to raise it to $1.10;4j%; and the 


at 


of 


Then it is the duty of the Senator to tell us he had 


Senate committee the same; so that the goods now costing $1.69 for 
a dollar’s worth are made to cost $2.10 under the bill as it passed the 


other House and as reported from the committee and as now proposed. 
7>. On blankets, hats of woo), and flannels for underwear 


composed wholly 
or in part of wool, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued 
at not more than 3) cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be the same as 


the duty imposed by this act on one pound and one-half of unwashed woo! o 
the first class, and in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem; valued at mor 
than 30 and not more than 40 cents per pound,the duty per pound shal) be 
twice the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first 
class; valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 50 cents per pound, the 
duty per pound shall be three times the duty imposed by this act on a pound 
unwashed wool of the first class; and in addition thereto upon all the above 
named articles 3 per cent. ad valorem, On blankets and hats of wool « 
posed wholly or in part of wool, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaea, or othe: 
animal, valued at more than 50 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be 
three and a haif times the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed 
wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. | 
nels composed wholly or in part of wool, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca 
or other animals, valued at above 50 cents per pound, shall be classified and 
pay the same duty as women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian 
goods, and goods of similar character and description provided by this act 


" 


th 
i 


Woolen yarns come in pretty much on the same basis. The present 
rate is 69 percent. on woolen yarns, making a dollar’s worth cost $1.69, 
and under the bill as proposed by the committee $2.03. Cotton yarns 
are a little below that. A dollar’s worth is allowed to come in by the 
payment of 60 cents. It will take $1.60 by present law and by the law 
which is proposed. 

Bonnets. The material for making bonnets comes in free, as I un- 


derstand, but the bonnet already made up comes in at $1.20 for a dol- | 


Jar’s worth of the cost of that article. 


Ribbons are taxed at 50 per cent., so that it requires a dollar and a | 


half to pay for what we call a dollar’s worth of these goods. It does 
not make any difference to me whether that is the worth in China, in 

aris, or in London, it is in the law, and whoever undertakes to bring 
these goods in here when he comes to the custom-house has got to pay 
that percentage, just as if the goods were worth in this market a dollar. 
It does not make any difference whether he can buy it here for 75 dents, 
if he chooses to import it be has to pay in the custom-house as if the 
article were worth a dollar, because it is such a per cent. upon each 
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half what they will sell them to people in the United Stat Upon 
the authority of a New York paper, which evident!y has ced into 
| this subject and has made quotations from various other papersin South 
America and elsewhere, from the Engineering and Mining Journal, the 
American Mail and Export Journal, the Australasian and South Ameri- 
can, published in Australia, and from other journals foreign as well as 
domestic, I desire to put into the RECORD here, for my friends in the 
South to read and ponder upon, some very astonishing facts. I can not 


of course put in the photographs that ave here, showing the difference 
between the foreign prices and the home prices that these protected 
manufacturers charge. 

The extracts given in the New York World were from the— 
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* Export Supplement,” which is not sold in this country, but which can be ob- 
tained by any person writing for it. The head of this reads, in large type: 


EXPORT SUPPLEMENT NEW YORK PRICES CURRENT. 
‘ Discounts are for export only 


Phen follow fourteen broad pages of quotations, illustrated, of which the fol- 
lowing samples are taken from the first and second columns of the first page 
and photographed down to the size of the World's columns 


It will not be necessary to copy the photographed ‘‘ Export Supple- 
ment,’’ ‘I ~ data it furnishes were stated in the article from the New 
York World, ich contains the article, or advertisement, as follows: 


Every farmer knows the price he has to pay forthese implements. Here is 
the advertisement, to sel) at retail, free on board, at New York, at discounts 
ranging from 30 to 70 per cent. from the list price—which is lower than the dealer 
in them can buy, while the farmer must pay the list price. To the foreigner 
the protected mill-owner sells a se ed-drill for $6.30; acombined drill, rake, and 
plow for $9.30; a Firefly wheel-hoe and plow for $3.50; a hand- -plow for $1.75. 
The foreigner buys an Oneonta Clipper plow for $9.80, but no American may. 

For the Chieftain hay-tedder the American pays $59, the foreigne r pays $35, 40, 
andin like porportion for all like things 

On plows of all kinds the discount to the foreign buyer is 30 per cent. 

On the Nye improved rake the discount to the foreign buyer is °5 per cent 

On all other horse-rakes, hay-tedders, and potato-diggers, 40 per cent. 

On garden rakes the discount to the foreign buyer is 70 and 5. 

On cast-stee! garden rakes it is 70 per cent. 

And soon. These advertisements continue in this one paper for forty-two 
columns 

Every protected industry in the United States which four weeks ago was be- 
sieging the Committee on Ways and Means for more “ protection” than it now 

as is advertising to sell abroad at retail cheaper than it will sell at home 
wholesale. Its “ protection s “protection to charge the American consumer 
a higher price than it charges the foreign consumer.” 

All the denials the paid advocates of the protected mill-owners may utter will 
notavail against the simple foreign advertisements of the mill-owners them- 
selves, [tis not a question of taking any man’s word, Each voter can easily 
prove it for himself by sending 25 cents tothe Engineering and Mining Journal 

od asking for the export supplement, or by having a friend in some foreign 

ountry send him the foreign advertisements of these protected mill-owners. 
The former is the easier and quite as convincing. 

Phere are forty-two wide columns of this reading in each issue, which should 
be ‘interesting if mot important’’ to the Republican farmers who have voted 
sleadily for twenty-five years in favor of “ protecting’’ these manufacturers in 
charging from 10 to 20 per cent. more to their countrymen than they charged to 
forcigners, 

lo wet at the exact facts, the tariff-reform committee of the Reform Club of 
‘ew York began last autumn to gather from the protected firms their domestic 
discount sheets. By correspondence from foreign countries, through foreign 
nerchants, the foreign discount sheets were obtained, although in some cases 
they were furnished directly and with the domestic discounts—the sender be- 
ing cynically indifferent to any comment. The work of compiling and collat- 
ing was intrasted to Mr. J. Alexander Lindquist, of Cornell University, one of 
the most painstaking and careful of tariff writers, and he has now on file, tab- 

ited, and arranged, many thousand of these discount sheets, covering every 
branch of protected manufactures, and showing that in every industry the mill- 
owner can and does, and is only too glad to, compete in the foreign market, 
where he is not ‘ protected,’’ with the foreign mill-owner. 

Omitting the illustrations, here is a summary of his report of the home and 
foreign prices charged by the protected firms engaged in some of the protected 
metal manufactures. In every case the “foreign price’’ is retail, for asingle 
article (or package), free on board in New York City, while the domestic price 

s for large wholesale lots at factory, freight or express to be paid by the buyer. 


\In home | To for- 
market.! eigners. 














CULTIVATORS— PROTECTED 45 PER CENT. | i 
W heel-hoe cultivator rake and plow......... oes | $11.00} $8. 40 
\ Lebeel batee hoe and cultivator, with wheel 8.00 | 6.75 
All-steel plain cultivator, with wheel.. rors 4.50 
RAKES AND TEDDERS—PROTECTED 45 PER CENT. } | 
ck-lever rakes 15.00 | 14.21 
d imp rakes 18.00 7.12 
liny-tedder 26.00 | 2. B 
Potato-digger 8.00 | 6.75 
PLOWS—PROTECTED 45 PER CENT. | 
I wo-horse } 
Chilled, 9inch cut 5.60 | 5.04 
All steel, ¥Y inch cut 8.40 7.56 
Chilled, 10-inch a pongecnene 6.3 5. 67 
All steel, 10-inch : oe wesmsnedeenwansid 10.530 9.45 
lhree-horse j j 
Chilled, senior ........ ids Sf. 6.93 
Ch lied, junior iebaisoaniibiaaiaiiaiial 7.35 6.61 
All steel, senior 14.00 12.00 
All stee}, junior.......... : eevee ' i 14.60 12 
Four-horse : | | 
i 58, 80 52. 92 





These are the prices that the foreign farmer has to pay for one plow, and the 
prices which the American dealer in plows has to pay in large lots at the fac- 
tory. The foreigner pays no more freight than the American dealer—sea 
freights are cheap. Farmers know the prices they b have to pay the local dealers, 





| 
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SHOVELS—PROTECTED 45 PER CENT. i 

| 
Shovels, cast-stee], long handles, round ee $9. 20 $7. 86 
San, mine GUOIIOM.... .ncesntesndehacentronieninmmenneeial od 9. 80 8.37 
Cast-steel, D handie, round pam, wl 9. 60 8.21 
No. 3, per dozen ..... “ 10.00 8.55 
Spades, cast-steel, D handles, No.! 2, ‘per ‘dozen. 9.20 7.86 
No. 3, cast-steel, long handles, PCT COE... .cccccrescoescscevescoceseedl 9.80 8.37 
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These are the prices for home and export trade of the shovels manufactured 
by one of the most prominent members of the famous “ Home Market Club,’ 
of Boston. Other manufacturers of shovels offer similar discounts. One firm 
in particular, whose advertisement has a very prominent place in the Austral- 
asian and South American, gives a discount on its list pricesto the “ home 
market’ of from 15 to 25 per cent., while for the export markets its discount is 
33) percent. For export all goods are delivered ** free on board” at Boston or 
New York. 


In home! To for- 
market. | eigners. 





HAMMERS AND WRENCHES—PROTECTED 45 PER CENT. 


Round hammers: 




















BE. B, OE GOBBI oss ccoscecccosaccecccsve coven coancnvessccnsecsooscenscee cosese | $4.37 $4.05 
No. 7, per GOZEN .....000+..- 4.18 3. 82} 
No. 8, per dozen ............ 3. 64 3. 37 
Solid cast steel : 
Adze, eye, nail, 7-ounce, per GOZeN.............c0000 sentinel sia 3.75 | 3.37 
1 pound 4 OUNCES, PET COZEMN .....0cerceseeereeerrerenenernnsenecen scenes 4. 4.0 
Machinists’, bali pein: | 
1-pound, per dozen..........-..« Subaderseneereossscescest 6.00 | 5.40 
2 pound 8 ounces, per dozen ..........0... a odes a 9.00 
Wrenches: | 
Black, 10-inch, per GOZeN.......00...csecescsseeres serene cconanssesaccsenes 5.82 ! 4.36 
Bright, 10-inch, per dozen.. saeshaieil Sseaveihinh 6.75 5.08 
Mechanics’ black, 10-inch, per dozen.. 5.24 3.92 
Other, bright, 10-inch, per dozen...... ...... , on? 4.65 | 3.99 
Nickeled, 10-inch, per GOZEMN .........0..:.+sseccsseseseccccsesessseeees 7.27} 6.7. 
Polished ratchet brace: j 
8-inch sweep, Per GOZEN........c.cccccceseeeereresnnes ssveasoseneses 12.00 10. 80 
12-inch sweep, per dozen... eoceeees 14.10 12. 69 
Polished patent brace: 
DR GSE, WO GROIN, occ ceniccs cocciennossemnccosesereicnscomeniones 4.20 | 3.50 
ll-inch sweep, per GOZEN........100:0---2eeree008 sith at aaibdaidsteteiteabaill 4.80 | 4.00 
Bit braces : 
7-inch sweep, per dozen.........+...00+ snadbonied soveeurs W hainiienetinaet 9.45 7.58 
12-inch sweep, per dozen........ wine | 43.50 | 10.83 
Spofford,7-inch sweep, per dozen....... 7.20 | 6. 36} 
14-inch sweep, per dozen. ............000+-++++ 12.0€0 | 10. 64 
Sleeve brace, 12-inch sweep, per dozen . 13. 50 10, 83 
AXES—PROTECTED 45 PER CENT. | 
First quality, bronzed, per dozen......... elindiiiimiuatweds await | 7.76 6.75 
Beveled, per GOZEN . .ccccscss+++++s-see00000 ceieicneaenndiicipends wihieieieainipeieal 8.24 7.20 








Other qualities and sizes at similar prices. The above prices to the home 
trade are for spot cash for axes delivered on cars at the factory ; for export the 
axes are delivered in New York. 

Last month the ax manufacturers of the United States formed a “ trust,’ 
under the name of the ‘‘ American Axe and Tool Company.” The trust was 
formed by the consolidation of fourteen of the lafgest manufacturing concerns 
in the country. Concerning it the Iron Age of March 27, 1890, says: “* The gen- 
eral feeling among the trade is that the ax-makers bave formed a very strong 

‘association,’ and have complete control of the market, or so nearly so ‘that the 
outside makers will have scarcely any appreciable effect on prices. It is found 
that scarcely any orders can be placed with outside manufacturers who are not 
under the control of the ‘American Axe and Tool Company.’ The trade will 
do well to note the changed condition in this line of goodsas regards the higher 
prices now ruling, and the strong robability of their maintenance for some 
time tocome. On first-quality goods an advance is now made of $1.75 to $2.25.” 
A further advance is contemplated in the home market. There is no advance 
possible in the foreign market. 


In home| To for- 
market, | eigners. 


HATCHETS—PROTECTED, 45 PER CENT. 


Shingling and lathing: i 










No. 1, per dozen.... | $4.56 $3. 80 
No. 3, per dozen........ 5.13 | 4.27 
Claw : | 
i oI aos Dicesind cannes ciuesinibiniaibi iiciintaeiipeeenidaeasall | 5.13 4.27 
No. 3, perdozen 0 5.70 4.75 
Broad, 7‘ inch, per dozen............. ' 10.25 | 9.22 
| 
SLEDGES—PROTECTED, 2}4 CENTS PER POUND. 
Cast steel, 5 pounds and over, per pound..... .. 08,1 .07.3 
Blacksmiths’, 5 pounds and over, - pound .. | . 08.1) .07.3 
Anvil tools, top swedges, per pound............. . i 15 | 13} 


" ‘Top fallers, flatters, set hammers, cold chisels, railroad- track chisels, hot 
chisels, etc., are quoted at the same prices per pound as top swedges for the 
home and export trade, respectively. 








\Inhome! To for- 
market. eigners. 


i 
Anvils, 100 to 800 pounds, per pound........5.......ccccc0-secscseeeeeeeeeee! $0.08. 1 $9. 07.2 


ANVILS—PROTECTED 2 CENTS PER POUND. 


VISES AND GASKETS—PROTECTED 45 PER CENT. 





Vises, —* box: ! 
coccnensegsouenebebescsepesssansepooqecotseceseceppesenesvoosorosaccocese 5.13 | 4.32 
. 9.40 | 7.92 
S 15.39 | 12.9 
sinapitlieitnigdpidiaiacepicitelianaiaaiitins 23.94 | 20.16 
Gaskets, corrugated copper, per square PEP scuservesasncseseesveene -O1.4 .00.8 


The McKinley tariff bill proposes to raise the duty on anvils. If it passes, 
anvil manufacturers may probably be able to lower the price for export. 
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In home _ To for- 
market eigners. 
3 - | 
= 1 D-TRONS wr ¢ ING-MACHINES Py rt . } “TS } Blocks for rope stray 
7 PF k > i res and over 
inches and ler 
id-irons, nickel-plated, per dozen sets $16.20 ¢ ( es and ove . i 
I stra 2ks,m.b 
4 similar discount n Crown, Eagle, and Am luting-machines j Lizzards or - 5 
& Ss aves o imbed 
2 Plain iron 
In home t ‘or | Metalline bushed 
y marke ‘ S. | Swivel blocks, m. b ‘ 
Wrought-iron block 
* | \I ‘ 6 Dushe 
q r HEN HOLLOW WARE PROTECTED 1, I rm PER POUND 
: Fiat-bottom kettles......... $1.40 ds ( : a 
* Round-bottom kettles, 10} inch on 1.82 ly " ; ’ = : : , 7 . 
Spider, 8 inch a 5 7 iy ; . . 
eS en oe ‘ vl na 
‘ Griddle 103 inch ° esos ¥ : ww) 
2 Similar favorable prices to the export trade are given on all other kinds of | 5 OOK ' 
t hollow ware. The above are taken as samples only. | Hay-scales 
Inhome 1 
t market. eig 2, | ao. . 
| 
} Itules, t \ 
2 FREEZERS, PARERS, AND CHOPPERS—PROTECTED 15 PER CENT | Ivory, perdoze 
3 : | Planes, wood, sm 
3 Ice-cream freezers, 6 quarts Jack 
= Gem cali $2. 45 $ i ointe 
x lizzard : ie 7 oll ; 2.10 99 | smoot! 
3 (pple parers, per dozen : ‘ : 1.50 | ick 
3 Meat~ one ers pint 
> No. 10, each : ‘ 2.32 lO} I bs and 
; No. 42, each ‘ 2 11.62 ] wT ; ‘ a3 tip ! ) 
7 WRINGERS—PROTECTED 45 PER CENT. IEA i : 
2 Wringers | 
¥ Length, 10 inches by lj inches diameter, per dozen 26. 67 os \ 1 
[Twelve inches by 1} inches diameter, per dozen re 49.00 ) 1, per 
Other sizes and styles at proportionate prices | Clipper neh, pe 
Clothesdryers 6. 67 » | in per d 
: } Via t s t 
# rHERMOMETERS—PROTECTED 45 PER CI 1A | ) i 
a | Tailors’ japanned, i2-inch, | pa { 
a. | ; 
rhermometers i rinch, per pair 
Seven-inch, per dozen acim : 1.09 . Nickel-plated hit 
['welve-inch, per dozen... bisockseenecneven oa Sota 1.60 44 | ne per | 
| 
j 
BRITANNIA AND PLATED WARE—PROTECTED 3 PER CENT | mm ay” Vietin, Saprapapuess 8 scis pay a 
' ifs Slr il i 4 | ft i 
For what is called hollow ware, such as tea sets, cake dishes., etc., liste t | 
£10, the home dealer pays $.40, but the buyer for the foreign market pars on | 
{61 for the same articles. ! 
On knives, forks, spoons, and other flat ware listed at $10, the price to the | i eis rs 
dealer in the “home market” is $4.56; but a buyer for export, regardicss of the | 
antity he may take, pays only $3.73 for the same articies. | 
rhe largest manufacturers of these goods have consolidated their interests | 7 
and in this way control prices as well as though a trust had been formed ses : 
; That the public generally may not become aware of this the goods are + i { i . = 
with the stamps of the old companies, as thou no change had taken pla a se 
Inhome. Tof 
miaricet ‘ ners i | ic ur Yn } 
a j ». | brass padlock 
j No.8) 
LANTERNS AND OIL-CANS—PROTECTED 45 PER CENT 
| ~ lo« p loze!r 
Buckeye | 
No. #, per dozen......... laa ee. okt ak a5 75 $5.50 | 
~ No. 4, per dozen...... ‘ ani : 5. 25 | 
fe Lift lanterns, per dozen............ Si Spices ‘ selene . 1% 100 | 
% jlass oil-cams, 2 gallon, per dozen 25 M on, per « ‘ 
FIBER WARE—PROTECTED 25 PER CENT. No. 14 
(othe ' a ties ua’ St I t 
Standard fiber ware, per dozen: | Rat-trayz syle metallic ' 
Water-pails... ona ; 4.00 1“) Ra 3, per »s 
Dairy-pails ... 450 sy | 
Fire-pails ‘ ieee sateoseen we 5. 00 429 ! f 2 
Measures: } 
One peck siaintneutedehien ‘ 100 9 | ¢ nmon « ag iit 
Half peck . sebuiaiaveaseueeea ; "1 2 | Lenetl nches: dia ‘ ' r 
Spittoons, large peantpesbivees ; 5 ik. 0 i 40 Length. 3 inch diamet 
Buggy pails f 18 Length, 4 inct liamet 
Milk-pails . SF {68 | Philadelphia carriage bolts 
Water-tubs, 23 inch . ' s 2%), 25 » | Length. 2 inches: diame 
Keelers,7 inch, deep : - 12.1 2 | Length,3 inches; dia: t 
Milk-pans 2 7) ; | Length, lia ' 
Water-coole 24. 00 20 | Tire bolts w ed nu 
Water-cool 90. 00 2.00 Length, 2 inches; dia 
Water-coolers ) gallon 144.00 115.20 } Length,3 inches: diam< 
i Ler gth,4 “ ‘ " 
PULLEYS AND BLOCKS—PROTECTED 35 AND 45 PER CENT 
AT > A 
Trucks, No. 4 ‘ : os vase 4, 80 4.00 
Augers and bits 
7 Carriage bits, 5 ZA { 
On all trucks the discount to the home trade is 40 per cent.; to the export Auger bits, u one-h h, per doz ‘ ‘ 
trade, 50 per cent. Auger bits, one-half inch and above, pe 4) 
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To for- | 


eigners. 


In home 
market, 


| art 




















(‘on ' 1 
pia ! 4, pers a inc! $0. 27 1) ; 
‘ I a! 21 
? we p ire i) ' 
ers rs ! 2% 
é I 2 
‘ ‘ 
. 1 10) 
! . 00 15. 20 
rl j 
! j i per] nd | 
t} < vet tack f Swedes iron or steel | 
« rien t ' 1 a re 70, 10, and 2 per cent To | 
f t ind per cent., and one-half per 
cer ! var as given by son firms, 70, 25, <nd 2, 
N h is on board ship 
) t 4 t i nt, both for home and export trade, varies 
, nall t xtra discour ‘ sted above are given to 
t i i tacks ted al (two dozen papers of tinned 
tacks, w i % per paper), the American consumer is charged | 
nad tl ‘ 3 ar favorable prices to the export trade | 
nm ¢ : 1ing ! other varieties. These are the prices | 
ithe w e chant in this cour y who takes large lots, buttothe 
! p en the qua y taken be small orlarge. | 
! I u Ss! t et petiti from those of England 
‘ Cont rf 1 eig ym petition by tariff duties, 
Lhe a ente linto agreements to fix the p it which their goods are to 
! wil h prices th dhere t | 
Inhome| To for- 
market, | eigners. 
Ik ‘ 
Eeasex, No. 6, per p i $0.17 $0. 14 
jcsse No. & per pound eres 15 13} 
Essex, No. 10, per pound 14 2} 
Ly o 12} 104 
I a, Ne il 9} 
SCREWS. 
Prot ily, 6 to 12 cents per pound. 

One of the very closest combinations engaged in any branch of the iron trade 
controls the product and price of wood screws. The manufacturers keep up | 
pr + here at their will, protected as they are by the high duties. Screwswhich | 
cost the home dealer $10 net can be obtained for export for $6.66, or one-third 
less, provided that a bill of lading is shown the manufacturer to assure him that 
the woods have been actu y exported and that consumers here have not prof- 
ited by his generosity to foreign consumers, 

The manufacture of rivets is also controlled by a combination here, and while 
it makes the home dealer and consumer pay high prices, the exporterand for- 
eign consumer are very favorably treated. Rivets listed at $10, for instance, are 
sold to the largest home dealers for $5.55; but to the exporter, regardless of 
quantity, for only $i.) | 

On all such goodsas screw-clamps, saw-vises, pulley-hooks, jack-screws, barn- 
door hangers, and other hardware specialties of similardescription, which cost 
thie ge home dealers a net price of $10, for instance, the exporter gets a dis- 
count of atleast 1 per cent., and sequently paysonly 9. 

Inhome | To for- 

market. eigners. 
I ligg@er r doz $15.00 $12.33 | 
' t s per dozen 9.00 8. O4 
ARTRIDGES—PROTECTED BY 45 PER CENT. | 

Ca Ilwes w i. are sold to the American dealer for, say, $10, can be boucht 
for ex tatad sunt of nearly 50 per cent,, or for about $., 

In the manufacture of cartridges, as in other things, strong combinations are 
in control and protected by the id the * Sheet-Copper Trust’ can charge 
the American consumer such prices as the manufacturers choose to exact. 

Inhome |, To for- 

market. | eigners, 

| 

| 

LATUFE \ ‘ i i CENT } 

| 

‘ cular saw $30. 00 $95.55 

Seroll saw ‘ . “is 7.50 6 35 | 
Similar favorable prices are given to the export trade on other iron and wood 


working machinery. Some manufacturers give even better prices than the 


| 

above to the export trade. American-made lathes for iron working are used 

all through England, and there are houses in England which deal exclusively 
in American-made wood and iron-working machines. 

TYPEWRITERS, PROTECTED 45 PER CENT, 

A typewriter, which costs in this country $100, or, if the buyer has already | 

purchased three, $90 for each additional one he may buy, can be bought for ex- 

port for 200 } 


But space is worth something, and it is idle to print more, For every item 
here quoted, or that remains to be quoted, the price-lists are on file, and these 
prices to American and foreign consumers are the prices certified as correct over 
the signatures of the protected firms charging them, 

There is no guesswork in the foregoing figures. They can not be impeached 
by any Republican editor or advocate of the continuance of protection who has 
any character to lose. 

To the blind, the deaf, and the idiotic, who can not or will not look and listen, 
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| ple of the United States, can not be very much in want. 


| can sell them to us, 


| as heavily as it does now. 
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these figures will have no meaning, but to the men of sense, who have not sur- 
rendered themselves into party slavery, they will have much. They can no 


longer believe the liars who are hired by the mill-ownersto tell them that they 


need this * protection ’’ and must have it or they must close their mills. 

All the Republican farmers of the United States are not blind and daft. Some 
can see the truth, though many willfully shut their eyes and refuse to look or 
listen. 


I have Omitted some valuable comments made in the World on 


this state of facts, rather than occupy too much time, but those state- 
ments demand either refutation or some explanation. A set of men 
who are able to carry on that sort of business in competition with foreign 


| manufacturers all overthe world where there are markets, who are able 


to furnish and do furnish to foreign purchasers their manufactured 
cles ata very much lower rate than they will sell them to the peo- 
Yet that is 
the practice continually, or else these are falsehoods that these papers 
put forth, and contradiction of their statements has been challenged, 
and, as far asI have seen it, has not been made. 

I should like to know why it is that the Republican party of the 
United States would be willing to protect a manufacturer of hollow- 
ware or machinery, or of anything else, at a rate running from 20 to 
360 per cent., so as to enable him to build up great establishments and 
draw around him vast congregations of laboring people. Why should 
we protect such people under such circumstances and with such a rate 
of taxation when they can step right across the little belt of water that 
divides Florida from Cuba and sell their goods toa Cuban negro at 
about half or two-thirds the price that they are willing to sell them to 
an Alabama negro? I can not understand that, and why the labor of 
this man in Alabama should be continually taxed, why his stomach 
and his back and every faculty of his physical nature is to be contin- 
ually put under contribution to raise money out of his necessary wants 
for the assistance of the manufacturer, 

Why that should be, and yet that they can afford to sell their pro- 
ductions to the Cuban negroes at a price not more than two-thirds of 
what the Alabama negro is compelled to pay, is something that I really 
can not comprehend. The injustice of itisobvious; it is manifest. It 


| shows that our system of laws, which is being increased in its rigidity 


in that direction, has gone so far in taxing the people of the United 
States to maintain and subsidize manufacturing establishments in this 
country that really we are paying taxes in the country here to enable 
these manufacturers to sell goods to foreign people cheaper than they 
We may just as well pay our money into the 
treasury of Cuba as to permit the manufacturers to use the laws of the 
United States in that way, and surely people can not be considered as 
infants, weak, necessitous, needing help and support continually from 
the Treasury, when they are able to carry on operations of this kind, 

Now, sir, I have closed this debate so far as this race of people and 
their special relations to tariff taxation are concerned. Ihave tried to 
segregate them from the white people in respect of the bearing of our 
tax system upon them, not because I want discrimination in the law 
as between the whites and the blacks—not by any means—I do it for 
the purpose of showing that the parties who profess to be their best 
friends and have always made such professions to them have no use 
for them except to do their voting, to make money out of them. They 


| are willing enough to enjey the benefits to the nation of their annual 


production of cotton and sugar and rice and iron and whatever else 
they work for, but, Mr. President, when they come to giving them the 
advantages of justice under the laws of the United States nothing of 
that sort is considered by the Senate. * They are considered as men 


| who are fit for nothing on the earth but to become and remain burden- 


bearers. 

This bill offers them no relief, and the negroes of the South can not 
outlive it. They can never cast off its burdens. They can not earn 
money and lay up a fund tor futuresubsistence and for future increase 
of property if the taxation of the United States is to bear upon them 
The taxation of the Government of the 
United States is not less annually in the State of Alabama than $6 per 
capita, and when you come to consider the immense amount of tribute 
that is collected from them in addition to the actual taxation they pay 
upon what they consume, into the hands of merciless exactors, the 
heart of an honest man fairly bleeds at the thought of the wrong and 
injustice that is being done to them. 

The negro can not vote himself into prosperity any more than a 
white mancan. He must be permitted to save his earnings if he is to 
be prosperous. He can not do this if the tax-gatherer deprives him of 
the fruit of his labors and turns it over to other and richer men. 

Now, I have made my plea in their behalf. I do not believe they 
are fit to govern the United States or any State in it; I do not believe 
that their talents or their citizenship contribute anything to the pros- 
perity of the people of the United States; but they are here, citizens and 
voters; they are human beings and people for whom I have regard; 
and I want at least to give to the negroes in this country as fair a 
chance as the Chinese and the Indians have on the subject of national 
taxation. I would give them all the justice I claim for my race. 

But there they stand, Mr. President, thoughtless, inconsiderate, and 
helpless; and to these men who profess to be their friends they give an 
allegiance that it is impossible to conceive of; and they will still bare 
their necks to the burden and bear it without complaint just as long 
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j as the Republican party chooses to pile it on. Until they are animated | pipes; an internal-reven tax on s} wd evar O1 
with some sense of independence and some sense of manhood, and until | all; bristles at 20 per cent. or 10 | » In short. if the H 


they get their consent io use their ballot and their influence w ith the | measure is the ‘* McKinley bil 





view of having laws enacted for the venefit of themselves, at least for { review of these changes { : 
doing justice to themselves, I am hopeless of their being able to accom- | economic faith show us whata log-1 ny ra mod 
plish anything for themselv and the prosperity of their children | « n tarifl bill i Ought we not to t of 
either from the use of the political powers we have placed in their | such developments that it the } t to 
hands or through the labors of their daily toil I will, nevertheless, | let the people and t! Oo 
do what I ean, by my vote, to lighten the r burdens. I lea thissub Instead of a measure to 
ject. Mr. President, for the present. defer x6 aD 1 general welfare of t Ur i i 
Mr.COLQUITT. Mr. Pre lent, the Committee on W: and Means | come in these latte 
4 in presenting to the House the tariff bill, whiclr passed@ substantially as | secneme, which, under gu 
: rei dand was sent to this body, use 1 this languag substance of the nprot 1 co mers 1 
a committee, responding. as it believes, to the sent ent f tl I 1 th ir pockets to the cou 
and the recommendations of the President, submit what they - rt ' as tl 3 ‘ ‘ 
just d equitable revision of th tariff, w) 1. while pres I 7 5 te than : 
of protection which is r tired for our industr ndep l ; 
reduction of the revenue both from customs and internal-revenue s ‘ ent occupations 1 so 
This committee represents the majority of a body elected ae ' 
neously with the President, after a campaign which resulted in th 
cision, so it has been assumed, that the tariff should be revised by it* 
friends and not its enemies. 
If this assumption had been literally carried out the bill sho ild have No, they were 
been openly referred to the various trusts, combines, and monopolies, erned as to } ' the » hig es: t 
for surely they are the truest friends and warmest supporters of such | concerned about tl nditi he grea 
tariff revision as we have here before us. The friends, however, who | whose sweat and i are taxed y 
did this revision, undisturbed by any Democratic influence of discon- | shelter at night. These considerations not being 4 part 
certing or demoralizing tendency, framed a bill which, under the cir- | and purpose of the bill, w concern did t 
cumstances, might well be considered, from a protection standpoint, an | mind 
ideal piece of tariff legislation, containing in letter and spirit, in prin There was nothing left for them t 
ciple and substance, all that is necessary to complete the happiness of | cept such legislation as would enable American monopolists to ] 
4 the individual and insure the prosperity of the country. up prices to American consumers, and I hay » doubt tha t} 
4 Such a bill, surely, would seem to be entitled to the hearty support | have inspected their work their hearts hay nded wit 
of the majority party in this Senate, especially when it is considered that | at the way their concern has been made man { 
the other body is supposed to be the popular branch, and particularly It is of no general importance tothe tax-} r how our p tive 
: the representative of the people. It appears, however, that the bill as | friends differ in details, as they al t to protect somebody at some 
7 amended in the Senate shows as many as three hundred and fifty | body « expens Whether A gets a little more protection or B a 
changes, from mere technical errors to alterations of serious importance. | little less depends upon iniluence with rty leaders, but C and D 
In the one hundred and eighty-one pages of the bill now before me | and the other consumers and tax-payers su no matter who happen 
there are only six leaves turned down to designate places where the | to be the special beneficiari This be > case, Iam much 
7 House bill has been left intact. Only about one hundred of the one | opposed to the one bill as the othe \ r ] 
hundred and fifty-six pages of the House bill were discussed, and 
something like two hundred amendments were ignored, permission be- oni 2 
a ing graciously given that they be printed in the REcorD. } ach bill is called by those v 100K upon th ImOoroUs Ss 
3 Questions of intense interest, demanding earnest consideration and things the ** farmers’ bill, d as I repre tin tasta 
x exciting the deepest solicitude of our constituents, were in issue for chief concern Is, an l tor long y¢ » Ww t c 
g careful and seridus investigation; but it seems to have been predeter- th aEMCES, [ will speak directly l solely to 3 phase ihe 
mined that argument was unavailing; time was pressing, and party ne- | !!ouse Ways and Me C ut  reiel \ t port 
" cessity required that the vote should be taken speedily, though the | 8 ™ore exhaustive t x € 
; bill was not read for discussion and amendments were not voted upon. | ‘ itl Speaking t ‘ t » t ’ L in 
x Such a procedure has no precedent, and I trust it will stand aloneand | “' y, Say that they “believe that they ott rt | presented 
without imitation. That the Finance Committee of the Senate and | t¥e relic! which tart leg: 1 can give to it.’ 
the Senate itself should discuss and qmeud this bill is natural, and the If this bill, then, framed, as it t { , shi 
a attempt to gratify the wishes of interested parties has added to the | PC®P!e 0! the United States, for the ‘ of American mes 
difficulty and magnified the undertaking. and Amet lust tre t nt t 1 Pre 
Be The question of taxation involves all human rights and all human | @e2"a! recommen lat co 
a liberties. We should not grudge a little time nor attempt to curtail | 15 2° hope nis | rment 
e. deep, profound reflection and deliberate discussion. t : 
4 IN EVERYBODY'S INTEREST. ae aa said that ; 
‘ _ Aa && i , t A 
According to the House Ways and Means Committee, their bill was | eult ndustry, and. co! 
: **framed in the interest of the people of the United States,’’ and was | place. Che wv l i 
i *‘for the better defense of Atnerican homes and American industries.’ I earth | in a lethar: ‘ 
4 If these state 1ents be essentially true, for what is the Senate bill framed | of the laborer. Then it t fost t ! tit 
and for whose defense is it? If the House bill responds to the senti- | ing her generous breasts to ) 
# ; ment of the country and the recommendation of the President, to what | them those great stré 
sentiments and whose recommendations is the Senate bill responsive? | itself would speedily 
‘: Which, for instance, is in the interest of the people, a duty of $1 a hen the art 
pound on tannic acid, as in the House bill, or 50 cents a pound by the | subdues its refi } 
M Senate; opium at $10 a pound according to the House, or $12 as the | of usefulne After t ' fiat i n t 
3 Senate has it; baryta, etc., $2.a ton as per House bill, or $1 per ton | hoists its sails, trav ' 
Ye. in the Senate amendment? rents of universal t 
i Which better defends American homes and American industries, the ut first of a 
4 duty of $13.44 per ton on steel rails in the House bill, or $11.20 in the | it is the foundat f 
Senate amendment; the duty on shotguns and revolvers from 35 to 40 | greatest interest: all othe 
per cent. in the House bill, or the charge of 40 cents to $6 each and 35 | importance because it } 
= per cent. as advised by the Senate; the House duty of 40 per cent. or | subject to lesser but more clat : ¢ 
the Senate duty of 25 per cent. on gold watches; free nickel according It was to be expect 
to the Senate, or the same at 3 cents per pound as in the House bill: | est of the country that agricul! t protes 
maple sugar with 2 cents per pound bounty in the Senate, or no bounty. | tion and encouravement “i otect ‘ rriculture re 
at all in the House ? ~ | theta BEIT? Yuet us nce how th led decent aa lin a Caola, 
Which tax is responsive to public sentiment and Presidential recom- | have been carried into « t and how 1 to be gulled and cheat 
mendations, the 25 cents per bushel or the 30 cents duty on barley: the | The United States are an exporting countryof a vols ltural product 
3 cents or the 1 cent duty on cabbages; the 25 cents per bushel or the | all kinds. No foreign country has been able to compete w ith isin t 
40 cents on dried pease; the duty on oranges in bulk of $1.50 or $2.50 | trade. I append a table showing the mports and exports tor the fi 
per 1,000; free paintings and statuary, or the same subjected to a duty | year ended June 30, 1889, and th present duties and proposed dut 
of 30 per cent. ; a duty of 35 per cent. or of 70 per cent. on clay tobacco | by the House bill and the Senate bill on certain agri ultural products. 
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\rticles Imports, Exports. Present duty. House bill, proposed duty Senate bill, proposed duty. 
ark bushels 11,368,414 1,440,321 10 cents per bushel........| 30 cents per bushel of 48 pounds... 25 cents per bushel of 48 pounds 
Corr ; “ee do 2,401 69,592, 929 GO ....cere00:-s-s0-e0ee00ees| LE Cents per bushel... -| 15 cents per bushel of 56 pounds. 
(Cornu-me barrels...'...... : 312, 186 do - | 20 cents per bushel of 48 ‘pounds. 20 cents per bushel of 43 pounds. 
Oats ented bushels 22,310 624, 226 Sl contduuniessnmneisscinen | 15 cents per bushel of 48 pounds..' 15 cents per bushel. 

Oatinea : pounds 1. 965. 433 10, 210, 413 | ¢ cent per pound...........| 1 cent per pound...........00.....ccseeeee l cent per pound. 

Nye t bushels 16 287, 252 | 10 cents per bushel........| 10 cents per bushel... -.| 10 cents per bushel, 

itye flou barrels 3,689 | 4 cent per pound ew $ cent per pound... «eee! § Cont per pound, 

Wheat bushels 130, 649 46,414,129 | 20 cents per bushel... 25 cents per bushel.................. ..| 25 cents per bushel. 

W hrewt fhe barrels 1, 156 6,374,803 20 per cent, ad valorem | 25 per cent, ad valorem.............. 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

yes a dozen 15, 918, 809 548,700 | Free...... ..| 5 cents per dozen.........................| 5eents per dozen. 

Cheenc pounds 8, 207, 026 84,999,828 4 cents per pound... 6 cents per pound 6 cents per pound. 

Butter ee do 178, 851 SN ON Sicsere ee tren Giees teererncsek eeeacn i chcietieatebatianiecs ninianonaragueesenel Do. 

Mill value $85, 485 $260,500 | 10 per cent. ‘ad valorem | 5 cents per gallon. 5 cents per gallon. 

cas ; tons 106, 395 SL, ORB | OB Oe COU. c0ce scccsesccesss per ton. .| S per ton. 

Hop pounds 4,176, 158 12,589,262 | 8 cents per pound....... 15 cents per pound 15 cents per pound. 

Beans and peas ushe!s 765, 483 244,456 10 percent. ad valorem 40 cents per bushel of 60 pounds 40 cents per bushel of 60 pounds. 
Potatoes do 833, 330 471,955 | 15 cents per bushel 25 cents per bushel of 60 pounds. 25 cents per bushel of 60 pounds. 
Onions...... do 75,074 | 10 per cent. ad valorem 40 cents per bushel...................... 40 cents per bushel. 

Cotton pounds avr: BS [8% , 20cence coc enccengpoccecssese erences cescee eves 


Che present duty on wheat is 20 cents per bushel and the proposed 
duty is 25 cents, an increase of 5 cents. But when the course of the 
vrain trade is considered it is obvious that neither rate of duty or even 
a higher rate can increase the price of his wheat crop to the farmer. 
jDuring the fiscal year mentioned we imported 130,000 bushels of wheat, 
of which over 123,000 bushels came from Canada into New York. The 
duty was collected upon this import, but it was a needless tax, as the 
revenue was not necessary and it bore hard upon the farmer, because 
much of the wheat was intended forseed. This duty did not increase 
the price of domestic wheat, as during that same year we exported over 
16,000,000 bushe Is to Europe, where the price was fixed in general com- 

tition with all the world. That price determined as well the price on 
the American farm, the latter being the European price less the expen- 
ses attending transportation between the American farm and the foreign 
market. 

So with wheat Hour. Neither the present 20 per cent. ad valorem 
duty nor the 25 per cent. as proposed benefits the farmer, because we 
ilways have a large surplus which has to be sent abroad for market 
over 9,000,000 barrels going out and only 1,100 barrels coming in. 

ihe duty on corn and corn-meal is put up from 10 cents to 15 cents 
a bushel, though we imported that year no corn-meal and only 2,400 


bushels of corn, while we shipped abroad for sale in open market over | have generally been higher under a low tariff than a high tariff. I go 


300,000 barrels of corn-meal and nearly 70,000,000 bushels of corn. 


1888~'89 nearly 2,400,000,000 pounds, but what of it? What does it 
signify solongas we imported nearly 8,000,000 pounds in the same time ? 
If a duty on no barrels of rye flour, and no barrels of corn-meal, and no 
bushels of onions, and 16 bushels of rye, and 2,400 bushels of corn, and 
1,100 barvels of tlour, and 22,000 bushels of oats, and 130,000 bushels 
of wheat, and on sundry small lots of oatmeal, cheese, butter, and hops 
will raise the home price of all these articles in spite of the enormous 
excess of exports of the same over imports thereof, why would not a 
duty of 5 cents per pound on 8,000,000 pounds of cotton raise the price 
of the whole crop to the planter? 

Why not? Could there be a better illustration of the utter folly and 
ridiculous absurdity of the present and proposed duties on these agri- 
cultural products? If there were a tariff of 10 cents a pound on im- 
ported raw cotton, the home price would not be raised 10 cents a thou- 


| sand bales, because the price of cotton is fixed abroad and not at home, 


and so it is with wheat and flour and those other agricultural products 
the surplus of which has to be shipped out of the country to find a 


| market. 
i 


Here again the duty on corn is an unnecessary burden, as over 2,100 | 


hushels of the small import came into Texas from Mexico for consump- 
tion because it was cheaper to pay the increased price than to hau! the 
corn a long distance across the country. 


The duty on cheese is raised from 4 to 6 cents per pound, though we | 


exported nearly 85,000,000 pounds, while we imported only 8,000,000 
pounds, and most of that of kinds not generally made here. 

Che duty on butter is similarly put up, though we exported ninety 
times the butter we imported. 

(be duty on oats is increased from 10 cents to 15 cents per bushel, 
and the duty on oatmeal is raised from 4 cent to 1 cent per pound, 
though we imported last year only 22,000 bushels of oats and not 
quite 2,000,000 pounds of oatmeal, while we exported 625,000 bushels 
of oats and over 10,000,000 pounds ot oatmeal. 

Che duty on hops is nearly doubled, being raised from 8 cents to 15 
cents per pound, though we imported only 4,000,000 pounds, while we 
exported over 12,500,000 pounds, 

On a few agricultural products we had during the year mentioned 
an excess of imports. On some it was very slight, as for instance Irish 
potatoes andhay. We raised in the census year 1879 over 169,000,000 
bushels of potatoes and cured over 35,000,000 tons of hay. We last year 
imported 400,000 more bushels of Irish potatoes and 80,000 more tons 
of hay than weexported. Whata trifling amount in comparison with 
the whole crop and how little can such unimportant imports affect 
domestic prices! And yet it is assumed that this tariff bill which in- 
creases duties on Irish potatoes from 15 to 25 cents per bushel, and on 
hay from $2 to $4 a ton, will raise the price of every bushel of the one 
and ton of the other produced in the country 

Barley and eggs are two articles upon which the imports exceed the 
exports. Barley is not grown extensively all over the country, about 
30,000,000 of the 40,000,000 bushels raised in 1879 coming from Calhi- 
fornia, Iowa, Wisconsin, and New York. The importations are from 
(Canada, and supply a demand which this country can not fill. The 
same is true of eggs. Our domestic hens do not lay enough for home 

onsumption, and unless their staying powers be stimulated by the 


proposed duty of 5 cents per dozen our people will continue to pay tariff 


taxes and patronize the pauper hens of Europe. 
NO TARIFF ON RAW COTTON. 

Bat why not include in the list of agricultural staples upon which 
import duties should be levied that exclusively Southern product, cot- 
ton? Why increase the tariff on wheat, rye, flour, corn, oats, and 
leave cotton on the free-list? It is true we exported during the year 


- = aren Sm tse rage remnemamerrmmenae 


HIGH PRICES UNDER LOW TARIFFS. 


Instead of a high tariff raising the price ot agricultural products an 
examination shows that the prices of cotton, wheat, corn, and wool 


back to 1824, when a tariff materially raising duties was passed, which 
continued until 1828. 

The lowest average price of cotton for these years was 10 cents a 
pound and the highest average price was 17 cents a pound. The aver- 
age was much higher than it ought to have been on account of the 
speculative price during 1825, when cotton sold as high as 27 cents a 
pound. 

In 1828 another high tariff was passed, and the average price in the 
years up to and including 1832 ran from 7# to 12 cents a pound. 

In 1833 Mr. Clay’s compromise and lower tariff was enacte¢, which 
continued until 1842. As the panic of 1837 occurred half way through 
the decade, I cut itin two. From 1833 to 1837, inclusive, the averaga 
price of cotton was from 10} to 16 cents a pound higher than the 
higher tariff period from 1828 to 1832, and higher, also, than the years 
from 1825 to 1828, if we leave out the speculative price of 1825. 

For the five years after the panic of 1837 up to and including 1842 
the price varied from 84 to 112 centsa pound, which was higher under 
the lower tariff, in spite of the panic, than it had been from 1828 to 
1832 under the higher tariff and without any panic. 

In 1842 a high protective tariff swept away Mr. Clay’s compromise 
tariff and lasted four years. ‘The lowest average price of cotton in these 
years was 5 cents and the highest 8} cents a pound, about half the price 
realized under the low tariff from 1833 to 1837. 

Then came the Walker revenue tariff of 1846, which lasted until 1857. 
The price of cotton rose at once and averaged during these years from 

7.9 to 11.3 cents a pound, 

This low tariff was superseded in 1857 by a still lower tariff, which 
continued until 1861. Notwithstanding the tariff reduetion the price 
rose, it running during these years from an average of 10} to 12} cents a 
pound, being higher than it had been since the Clay compromise of 
1833. 

The war so affected the price of cotton during its continuance and 
for some years thereafter that it is not worth while to quote figures of 
those dates. I will, however, call attention to the decade ended with 
1886. Taking the ten years together the lowest average price was 10 
cents, and the highest 12 cents, apound. Planters do not get so much 
money now for their cotton as under the low tariff of 1857 or the Clay 
compromise of 1833. 

WHEAT PRICES UNDER DIFFERENT TARIFFS. 


Prices of wheat have been affected very much the same way. Under 
the high tariffs of 1824 and 1828 the price ran from 83} cents to $1.11 
and from $1.02 to $1.44 a bushel, respectively. Under the Clay com- 
promise of 1833 the price rose, varying, until 1837, from $1.22 to $1.62. 











After the convulsion of 1837, up to 1842, the price fell off, rangin 
from $1.04 to $1.48 a bushel, but it was nevertheless higher than unde 
the high tariffs of 1824 and 182s. 

The high tariff of 1842 at once brought the price down, so that up to 
1846 the average yearly price was as low as 83 cents and only got up 
to $1.01 a bushel. Under the low tariffs of 1846 and 1857 the price 
was very much higher, ranging from $1.24 to $1.74 and from $1.27 to 
$1.70 a bushel. 

During the ten high-tariff years ended with 1886, the price ran from 
94 cents to $1.34 a bushel, being lower than at any period since the four 
years’ high tariff of 1842, and the average price is much lower at this 
moment. So much for wheat. Let uslook atthe priceot corn. Dur- 
ing the high tariffs of 1824 and 1828 the average price of corn per bushel 
varied from 53 cents to 78 cents and from 50 cents to71 cents, respect- 
ively. Under the Clay compromise of 1833 the price, up to 1837, ran 
from 75 cents to $1, a clear gain. Even after the panic, up to 1542, 
the price was higher than during the high-tariff period from 1825 to 
1832 The price felt the 


y 
5S 
r 


32, it ranging from 60 cents to 82 cents a bushel. 
influence of the high tariff of 1842, it falling off during the four years 
to an average of from 48 cents to 70 cents a bushel, adecline of 12 cents 
under a high tariff from the price under a low tariff the first four years 
after the panic of 1837. 

For the ten years ended with 1857, under the Walker tariff of 1846, 
the lowest average price of corn per bushel was 62 cents and the high- 
est average price 86 cents. Under the still lower tariff of 1557 the 
average price to 1861 was: Lowest, 62 cents per bushel; highest, 95 
cents. Then came the war to disarrange prices. For the ten years 
ended with 1887 the lowest average price was 46 cents and the highest 
68 cents per bushel, and the price is lower now. The figures which 
show that cotton, wheat, and corn have sold for more money under a 
low tariff than a high tariff are taken from the American Almanac, 
recognized as standard authority. 


WOOL AND THE TARIFF. 


But we have the agricultural product of wool, the price of which ought 
to be affected favorably by a tariil, since foreign wool has been taxed 
for a long series of years. In 1824 the duty was 20 per cent., and 30 
per cent. on raw wool costing over 10 cents per pound, and 15 per cent. on 
cheaper grades. In 1528 and 1829 raw wool worth over 10 cents per 
pound was taxed 4 cents per pound and 40 percent. Under the op- 
eration of the compromise act of March 2, 1833, the duty was lowered, 
so that on June 30, 1842, raw wool under 8 cents per pound was on the 
free-list, and that over 8 cents per pound was taxed 4 cents per pound 
and 26 per cent. ad valorem. The tariff of August 30, 1842, taxed 
raw wool worth less than 7 cents per pound 5 per cent., and over 7 
cents 3 cents per pound and 30 percent. The Walker tariff of 1346 
and the tariff of 1857 taxed raw wool 30 and 24 per cent., respectively. 

Since then the duties have varied, the classifications have been en- 
larged, and both specific and ad valorem duties have been levied; but 
the tariff of 1866 fixed the highest rate, continuing until the tariff of 
3, which reduced it by dispensing with the ad valorem duties. 
Now, what were the prices during these different stages of tariff? Un- 
der the act of 1824 the average price of raw wool of fine grade up to 
1828 was 52 cents per pound. Under the tariff of 1828 the average price 
up to 1833 was 56 cents per pound. The compromise tariff of 1833 
reduced the duties generally, and also on wool, yet the average price 
of fine wool ap to 1842, so long as this tariff continued, was 58 cents 
per pound. Just before the panic of 1837 the price touched 70 cents 
per pound, but in.spite of the panic the average price was higher trom 
1833 to 1842, under a low and decreasing tariff, than under the higher 
tariff of 1824 and 1828. 


183 


Under the high tariff of 1842 the average price of fine wool was only 40 | 


{\ 
cents per pound, while under the lower tariff of 1846 the average price was 
17 cents. Thestill lower tariff of 1857 carried the average price while 
the tariff lasted to 51 cents per pound, which was higher than it had 
been since the compromise tariff of 1833. 
with 1887 the average price was 40 cents per pound, just what it was 


under the high tariff of 1842 and lower than it had been during any | 


number of consecutive years since then. These prices are New York 
prices for January in each year, and are taken from the Treasury report 
on Wool and Manufactures of Wool. 
corn, cotton, and wheat figuresshow, that wool has been worth more to 
the grower in this country under a low tariff than a high tariff. 

Now, whether these fluctuations in prices, they rising under a low 
tariff and falling under a high tariff, are chargeable more or less to 
tariff legislation, or are merely a series of remarkable coincidences, is 
a question which advocates of protection for the farmer may settle to 
their own satisfaction. When we find, however, the same consequences 
generally following the same events, he is but a skeptic who will in- 
sist that there is no connection between the one and the other. For 
myself I have no doubt that a protective tariff has a direct tendency to 
lower the prices of agricultural products of which we have a surplus, 
because such a tariff makes it more difficult for us to purchase abroad, 
and if foreigners can not sell to us it is just that much more difficult 
for them to buy from us. 


During the ten years ended | 
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HOW MARKETS Atl I STE I 
Let us further illustrate. The woolen manufacturers of the East 
mand and they have received in this bill much additional protect 
| in order that the imports of woolen goods may iminished. WI 
} must these manufacturers look for a market, sir they do not and can 
not export? Necessarily to the South and West. Now, the worth of 
the Western and Southern markets to them d is upon the ability of 


the West and South to buy woolen goods, This ability, of co 
in turn dependent on the ability of the West and South to sell the 
own products. 

These products are chiefly cotton and wheat. Where 





ere are the id 
Two-thirds of the cotton crop and one-fourth of the wheat p have to 
find a market in Europe. Whence the ability of the foreigner to buy 
with us? His ability to sell to us. If we will not buy of him he can 
| not buy of us; consequently, the more impediments at the inst 


They disclose the fact, just as the | 


of the woolen manufacturers put in the way of the forei 
to us, the more impediments are placed in the way of sell 
woolen goods to the West and the South. Just in proportion as he ob 
tains the monopoly of the home market by if 


a : 
diminishes its \ 


one é 


excessive tari ta 
alue by diminishing the ability of the people to « 


THE SUPPOSED “i 
One of the great benefits of a protective tariff to the farmer 
insight and continually harped upon by the protectionists, i 
market,’’ preserved to him by the tariff, and that alone. 
listic phrases of ‘‘home market’’ and “protection ”’ 


re i are expected 


completely fascinate the ears of unthinking American citizens Under 
cover of these bewitching terms they are to be stripped of the inesti: 
ble right of using their own property at theirown pleasure. T] 


hi ¥ iT 
to be restrained from selling to whom they please, and prevented from 
buying where and from whomthey desire. Itis the Government whic! 
primarily must say whoshall be purchasers and whoshall be sellers, what 


shall be bought and what shall be sold. Governmental control mu 
be substituted for individual discretion in the use and disposal of 
vate property. 

Who make this ‘‘ governmental home market,”’ this child ot 
tection, this dependent upon legislation? The people who pay thx 
taxes and lay the tribute money at the feet of the idol. And ti 
same people, after taxing themselves to the extremity of endurance, go 
into this same ‘‘ home market’’ and pay more for the necessaries of 
life which they must buy than they would if protection had 
been invented. 


TO 


neve! 


Taxed to establish a ‘‘ home market,’’ and taxed 


when one becomes a buyerinit! Taxed to give the manufacturer an 
opportunity to sell his goods, and taxed every time goods are bought ! 


There is a double action to this ‘‘home market ”’ 
the tax-payer is relieved of his money both times. 
foreign or domestic wares is all one to him. 
Manufacturers demand an enlargement of their market by the e: 
sion of all competition inthehome market. The agriculturist demand 
the enlargement of his market by removing all barriers tothe markets 
of the world. The markets of the world are never overstocked. Th 


The 
home market in every country must always be the greatest. In the 
United States the farmers are always sure of the home market for thei: 
agricultural products. If they wish to create an additional dem 
for these products they must seek a foreign market 

rhe natural market consists of both the foreign and domestic mar- 
ket. It is based upon a principle of competition. The new hom« 
market is founded upon the practice of monopoly 
can not be created by artificial means. Paternal government can do 
many things, but it can not multiply and replenish the earth by the 
production of men and women. The prayer of the litany used in th 
natural order of things can not yet be dispensed with. 

But our tarift schemers say they make a home market by diversify 
ing industries. How are they to be diversified By imposing such 
heavy burdens upon the agriculturist that he is willing to escape fro 


a 
his own chosen calling to participate in the bountic 


arrangement, bul 


Whether he buy 


( 1- 


} 
ana 


Consumers at home 


he be the manutac 


20 





uring class? Whata ridiculous absurdity to claim that agricult 
benefited by being made so unprofitable as to con farmers into 
manufacturers. The means by which this is done consist of taxes on 


the one and tribute to the other, 

This is the encouragement given to the dispirited farming int 
Poor deluded, insulted farmer! Is it not an inexcusabie reproach to 
his understanding to suppose he is so easily gulled by the cr 
‘home market’’ that he will bite at and he caught by an 
By what governmental machinery will you augment and diversify in- 
dustries and adapt them to the tastes, the faculties, and the capacities 
of the inhabitants of the country? They are not to choose their own 
occupations; Government must decide. I know of no contrivance by 
which this can be done unless the modern fashion of national supervis- 
ors be resorted to—1Mtional supervisors, proportioned to the population, 
who should inspect every citizen and assign to him his proper vocation. 

This might seem to be the refinement of despotism, but it is not 
more despotic than the policy of the tariff regulators who seek to di- 
versify industry by taking the proceeds of the labor of one man and 
giving them to another. 


cl 


ked hook 
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Now, let ee by reference to facts what has been the result of these 
efforts to restrict our markets and increase consumption by confining 
our p! to the home market In nine Southern States, Georgia 
bei e, t great product is cotton. In 1887 after more than a |} 
quarter of a ceatury of entreme protection 63.70 per cent. of the entire 
CO crop was exported, which is a larger percentage than the export 
Oli year ¢ ept six of the preceding twenty-one years, 

l xportedd 35.70 per cent. « ir wheat crop, the largest 
pi ! ‘ wenty ears except three, and ne rly three time 

sl] ) 1887 In x5 we exported is per ce 

( a { 186 ( 13 18 1 0.5 pel 
t pn] { 

ny th ne manufactu iad increased and the number of peo- 
ple cities had grown beyond proportion. In 1550 the population of | 
eit was 2,80 86, and of the rest of the country 20,294,290. In 1880 
the urban population had nearly quadrupled, it being 11,318,547, whil 
the rural districts did not double their population, it going to only 
38,837,226 in 1820, In ] ) there vere eighty five cities, and 125 out 
of every thousand of our people lived in them, In 1880 there were 
two hundred and eighty-six cities, and they contained 225 out of every 
thousand residents of 3 country. Diversified industries have in- 
ere | wonderlully, he boasted home market is not worth any 
more to the farmer now than in 1850 or 1860, and he is not so pros- 


perous in 1890 as in either of those years. 

but jet us see what diversified industries and the home market— 
which, it is assumed, is created by them—have done for that section in 
which manufactures have most abounded, the New England States. 
The number of establishments increased from 20,671 in 1860 to 31,581 
in 1880; the capital from $257,477,783 to $624,228,061; the number of 
hands from 391,836 to 647,373, and the value of the product from 
$468,599,287 to $1,106,258,103. The number of wage-earners had in- 
creased nearly 70 per cent., so that, according to protectionist theory, 
the ‘‘home market’’ ought to have been materially widened. This 
great increase in manufactures should haye resulted ina much greater 
demand for the agricultural products of these States, a larger supply 
i very considerable addition to 





in compliance with such demand, and 
the farming popwiation, 

Hi Dre I IN NEW ENGLAND. 
Instead of such a response to this great development of manufact- 
ures, theagricultural population aud agricultural products of New Eng- 
land were less in 1880 than in 1860. [offer another table showing the 
population in both these years 


St a 1860, 1889, 


Maine.......... scene 628, 279 645, 936 
New Hampshire. 073 346, 991 
Vermont 315, 098 332, 286 
Massachusetts , 231, 066 783, ORS 





Rhode Island 174, 620 276, 531 
Convecticnt.. 460, 147 622, 700 
l'otal ‘ oe ee 4,010,529 


The population increased in each State and in the aggregate from 
3,135,283 to 4,010,529; but, taking the census by towns, it is seen that 
much more than the excess is chargeable to the cities and larger towns, 
the smaller and agricultural towns falling off in population. Here is 


another table showing the whole number of cities and towns in each | 


New England State divided into two classes, those having a greater and 
those having a lesser population in 1880 than in 1860: 





State. Lesser, Greater 

Maine....... ase : : Stetina ddan 277 | 128 
New Hampshire ; va ; RE ee BO. 152 70 
Vermont..... as i ‘ viiieni 138 101 
Massachusetts........ hehuhlasetiinitebieianaiieadat 151 179 
Rhode Island . 00000000 eonese cpeasenseeneaesanes il j 20 
Connecticut . , . nubadnaunnndxiehanen 77 82 
NI iii ttn wrest inane we . S06 580 


Out of the 1,386 cities and towns in these six States 806 of them 
had each a less number of inhabitants in 1880 than in 1860. Massa- 
chusetts is a great manufacturing State and some, at least, of her in- 
dustries are very prosperous, Fall River is the largest cotton-manu- 
facturing city, I believe, not only in the State but the country. In 
i888 out of thirty-two mills only five declared a dividend of less than 
6 per cent., one paid 30 per cent., and ten more paid from 10 per cent, 
to 2°45 per cent. 


This ought to have made a good home market for at least Bristol | 
County, in which Fall River is the largest city, and yet nine of the | 


nineteen towns in that county had a less population in 1880 than in 
1860. The Springfield Republican, one of the foremost New England 
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newspapers, printed an article some time ago which, although it re- 
lates solely to Massacbusetts, is ofsuch general interest that I append 
the most of it: 


When the first census was taken, in 1790, there was but one place in the State 
with more than 8,000 inhabitants—Loston, whose population was 18,038, or 4.7 
per cent, of the total in the State. The great mass of the people were well scat- 
tered over the State on farms in towns of less than 2,500, frugal, industrious, 
well to do for those days, and contented, ( oming down thirty years, to 1820, 


find uch the same situation. There is a considerable increase in the total, 
but there on!y two places—Salem and Doston—with a population exce -ding 
The towns along the coast grew steadily, but not rapidly, for Massaehu- 

selts roamed the seas then in ships that defied the greatest naval powers, 
here had also been asteady, healthy growth inthe country. Great changes, 
however, had taken place, or were impending Phe war of 1812 was followed 


by a general revival of industry, which was helped on in manufactures by the 
tariif of 1516, Then came the high tariffs of 1824 and 1828; and coming down 


twenty years we find 27 per cent. of the population gathered in large towns 
and cities, which had attracted more than half the total increase inthe two dec- 
adk 


Per cent. 


of total in 
cities, ete. 


Ye Total In cities, Else- 
—_ population. etc, where. 








1790 18, 938 360, 749 | 4.7 
I -siencpendiiiesineeieduineniieia 56, 029 467, 258 j 10.7 
1840 199, 694 538, 006 27.0 
150 iishiinteebpbonct aaa 994,514 357, 218 | 637, 296 | 35.9 
1560 1, 231, 066 | 532, 805 | 698, 261 | 43.2 
1s70 1, 457, 351 779, 70 677, Ol 53.5 
1s80 1, 783,085 | 1,110,623 672, 462 | 65.2 
1885 1, 942, 141 1, 290,583 651,558 66,4 


From then on the growth of the State was rapid, although the tariff was 
scaled down in 1846 and again in 1857. The cities developed and multiplied in 
an amazing manner, but the country did not begin toshow adecline until after 
i860. In that year agriculture in Massachusetts saw the culmination of its pros- 
perity, though the arked drift from country to city had doubtless begun ear- 
lier, as, for example, in 1850 there are many towns above 5,000 and less than 
8,000 inhabitants where manufacturing was a specialty. 

The wonderful expansion of industry other than agriculture following the 
civil war is graphically presented in thistable. Large cities grew larger, and 
towns developed into cities, and all in part at the expense of the country. By 
1870 over half the population was in places above 8,000 inhabitants, engaged in 
manufacturing, mercantile, and traffic pursuits, while the population in the 
country began to fall off; and by 1885 two-thirds of the population was gathered 
in the large towns and cities. These places in the twenty-five years following 
1860 had eaten up all the natural increase, all the immigration increase, and part 
of what had been left on the farms. But this does not reflect the whole situa- 
tion, Thousands of native farmers have moved away and their places have 
been taken by foreigners. 












VACANT FARMS IN NEW HAMPSHIRE, 


Quite recently during this year the commissioner of agriculture and 
immigration of New Hampshire issued a book in which it was stated 
that there had been reported to his office 1,442 vacant farms with tenant- 
able buildings in various parts of the State. I will refer to what this 
officer says in relation to the condition of things there. He says: 


Many of these farms can be purchased for less than it would cost to replace 
the buildings, and for one-fifth of the cost of the permanent improvements 
upon them. We claim that there is no section of the country where a small in- 
vestment in a farm will secure more for the purchaser than in one of the vacated 
farms of New Hampshire. They are adapted to dairying, poultry raising, fruit 
culture, sheep husbandry, market gardening, or can be fitted up to swell the 
already large number of summer boarding establishments. These farms have 
more or less wood and timber land, as will be seen by the descriptions given, 
and the work of placing the forest products upon the market will afford remuner- 
ative winter employment for a number of years. There are many valuable 
maple-sugar orchards, the products of which find a ready sale at good prices. 

Hundreds of these farms are located upon hills and mountains, and on the 
borders of lakes and streams, and would make delightful summer homes, 
Many of them embrace a broad acreage, good, roomy buildings, and can be put 
in shape for summer use at little cost; and they can be bought for a price less 
than many a man pays for having his family crewded into a hotel for a single 
season. Evenaman of moderate means may possess himeelf of one of these 
upon terms which will enable him to occupy it and entertain his friends in it 
from May until October cheaper than he can live at home in the city or patronize 


| a decent summer boarding-house. When once he has it he can turn his family 
| loose upon it, cultivate it as little or as much as he pleases, roam through the 


woods and over the ledges and by the brooks upon it, and enjoy all the com- 
forts of farm life. The millionaire, who can afford to do more, to build fine 
houses, breed blooded horses and cattle, lay face wails, set out shade trees, and 
farm for fun generally, may also find on these farms the opportunity he wants 
to scatter his income, promote his health and happiness, and prolong his life. 
Many of the best farms in the State are now owned by such rich men, and it 
would be hard to find one who thinks he is not getting his money’s worth. 

I notice that the purely agricultural county of Coos has only two 
hundred abandoned farms, while the county of Hillsborough, of which 
the manufacturing city of Manchester is the county seat, has two hun- 
dred and twenty-eight of them. 

Judge Nott, of the Court of Claims, has issued a pamphleton ‘The 
reason for the decline of farm values in New England,’’ in which ap- 
pears this pathetic description of a deserted New England village. The 
poetry of a Goldsmith could add nothing to the effect of the plain state- 
ment: 

Midway between Williamstown and Brattleborough— 

Says Judge Nott— 


I saw on the summit of a hill against the evening sky what seemed a large 
cathedral. Driving thitherI found a huge, old time two-story church, a large 
academy (which had blended in thedistance with the church), a village with a 
broad street, perhaps 150 feetin width. I drove on and found that the church 
was abandoned, the academy dismantled, the village deserted, The farmer 
who owned the farm on the north of the village lived at oneside of the broad 
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street, and he who owned the farm on the south lived onthe other ithey wer in 18 I / is an 
4 the only inbabitants. All of the others had gone to the inufa ring v! es - ¢ vee ar 4 2 
i to the g eat cities, to the West. Here had been industry, educatio religion ys % vat aan = 
¢ comfort, and contentment, but there remained only a drears ide « rs il ears SoU to i> t ! 
4 homes oats \ t i ( 
Writing of this pamphlet to its author the v able poet Whittier ) than in 1860 
Says 
D ERS, MAss 
My. I It e thy s : ‘ 
sad « eof New England r ilture Every 5 \ nig 
i. Hampshire bh ountry I find more and more abandoned fa ‘ Sate aes 
F takes away much of the pleasure Of a sojourn in view of ther ta . ~rper sna _ 2 
: 1} thy article, with which I fully agree, will » widely i had more t 
' be | plist iir pa nphlet f ron al 1 se tte i broad pre f . 
: lam very taithfully thy triene HW - t \ Ne v iL 
\ 4 \ SWEDISH MAI F VERMON Lihat New Lng 
) j mr ‘ . —— . I earch Of Oppo 
R There is extant a map of Vermont, In Swedish and 1 n dimint ' 
lished by the commissioner of agricultural and manulacturing inte established such a t 
of Vermont, ‘‘ showing the location of towns in which are unoccupie 1 ts o much de 
farms, and lands occupied which can be bought at about the same price as far ; 
those unoecupied.’’ These towns are colored on the map, and are t ace 3 of hich ta 
only which have been officially reported, so the whole number Is p ‘orati or cha led 
ably greater. ‘There are, however, sixty of these towns set out, or @ | thei, : 
fourth o! the whole number in the State. That the mapispublishedin | jp ‘ , 
5 Swedish shows that the authorities are looking abroad for foreigners to | the farmi is tanonts wnt 
* take up their abandoned farms. Here is a good place to say that th 1860 and 1880. though ¥ 
: only solely farming county in Maine that increased in population trom | from 1850 to 1860 . 
2 1860 to 1880 was Aroostook, which increase in a great measure is ac- But the New | und fa ' 
} counted for by the incoming of Swedes. Of Maine’s sixteen counties.) Brown, a farmer of Cou 
* nine show a less population in 1880 than in 1860, and the aggregate | ments before the H W ( ‘ 
: increase in three others was only 700. | pen asain, Gos Site 
Now, a word or two as to the products of this section in 1860 and | ward movement still cor = ) ; 
1880. According to the table which I have here, these States raised nearly 2 ON 000 ‘ ; 
little more wheat, buckwheat, and potatoes in 1880 than in 1860, but | gaiq Mr. Bro v rt 
= so great was the falling off in barley, corn, oats, and rye that, taking | year than ever si oa 
; these products together, the aggregate number of bushels was only | than in a , 
: 42,968,049 in i880, as against 46,102,281 bushels in 1860. This is @/ seeount of anv failu , 
: clear loss in product of 3,134,232 bushels, though with a population Se Mos Waa Stat : ; 
3 875,246 greater, and with more than twice the capital in manufact- | } e up $11 ) a 
§ ures. The home market, which was to be the result of diversified | 4}, ming prow ; 
3 industries stimulated by a high protective tariff, has been altogether | cogsor Wood sa as 
4 too heavy a burden for the New England farmer. | tenant farmers in this St - , 
a NEW ENGLAND STATES. | of the New Jersey State | rd of Ag t t 
rt ? 
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* ; DECLINE IN FARM PRODUCTS. ! wae reigge ee ae — = =. 
* But Massachusetts, the greatest of these manufacturing States, uf p> 
4 makes if anything the worst showing of all forthe farmer. From 1860 | )..¢ «ster calle) the attention ort) aga 
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more in number ought to have been so much the better patrons of the | * }. th Ph Se eee ~~ “a we Se ee ne 1 
3 home market of Massachusetts in 1880 than in 1860. In spite, how- | ¢._. At site ee ee oe a ee ee ee 
ever, of this much larger market, according to the protectionists, and|° ae 
close at hand also, the Massachusetts farmers raised 233,453 less bush- | _ Be#lestate is yt tye ree nce Jerre, a) speek ripag mors 3 
4 els of barley, buckwheat, corn, oats, rye, and wheat—each crop falling aces s) ie oat eee Saas arena tears ae 
off—in 1580 than in 1860; they made 3, 107,512 less pounds of butter and | at public sale last yea the off eing refused and the farm wit ! \ farm 
cheese in 1880 than in 1860; they dug out of the ground 131,512 Jess | in Bapbo Town on poe PAE a es —s oe 
a bushels of Irish potatoes in 1880 than in 1860; their wool clip was 78,- | ~ 
175 less pounds in 1880 than in 1860; they owned 100,813 less head of In the Philadelphia Press of December 3, 1839 e 
3 cows, horses, mules, oxen, other cattle, sheep, and swine than they | titled ** The fall in farm values,”’ the editor say 
- possessed in 1860. In the New England States it has reached the 1 " 
Connecticut is the second manufacturing State in New England, | stantly offered for the cost of t yuildings and fences 
The population increased from 460,147 in 1460 to 622,700 in 1880. The | "4's practically given aw ae 
F capital in manufactures increased from $45,590,420 to $120,480,275; | Lu nose ane wellenformed pecawn mn 
e the number of establishments from 3,019 to 4,488, and the number of | 1 red with the prices fifteen years ago, , ' 
hands employed from 64,469 to 112,915, thus materially enlarging the | ® ul to believe 15 was 1 — In , 2 — 
home market for domestic agricultural products, if the theory be cor- | below aE nn, ‘cma wamnenent .e * We 
rect; but did it? not believe any ¢ onomic ques s of greater w vht 1 interest t} oad 
In the first place the land in farms was over 50,000 acres Jess in 1880 | ¢M8>&° in farm values. Its and 1 the closest and most car 
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cat tthere has been a decline in the price of real estate in Lancaster County, in the same way? One controlling reason is that our manufacturers 


despite t ontrary assertion of a learned contemporary. 


‘ew Era also says editorially, in its issue of December 10, 1889: 


i t agriculture he in the East isin a depressed condition is only too true, 
4} e depreciated only an idiot will deny The correct thing 
«to be to learn how allthiscame about We can notapply a remedy 


k ne vyhat the disease j It is «ile not publicity, that can deceive 


n another item in the same issue the editor says 


have two prices—one high for the home market, and the other a lower 
for the foreign market. Every class of agricultural implement is sold 
at a less price to foreigners abroad than to our own people at home, 


| also sewing-machines, type-writers, kitchen ware, scales, carpenters’ 


tools, carriages, china, glass, telegraph and telephone supplies, locks, 
traps, bolts, nails, screws, cartridges, lathes, drills, forges and black- 
smiths’ tools, pulleys, trucks, blocks, lanterns, hollow ware, plated 
ware, clothes wringers and dryers, ice-cream freezers, axes, hatchets, 


farmes have been sold out by the sheriff in Berks County during the past bh . . 
cars than during the previous \wenty years. That shows the extent to | windmills, paints and oil, saddlery, farniture, sledges, wrenches, and 
h the farming interests have suffered in recent year it would — the | ‘every class of North American supplies.’’ 
artic wisdiom to fer t out the causes that have led to this cond n of things, 


instead of try ng to hide them 

To sustain my argument I might extend my illustrations to other 
States, but I will only refer to one more, now a central and toa very 
considerable extent a manufacturing State. I shall mention but one 
county therein. 


Che State is Ohio and the county is Wayne. ‘The special locality is 


in the Congressional district now represented by the distinguished in- | 


dividual whose name has been given to this bill in the House. I read 
from a dispatch toa New York paper avery fewdays ago. It wasdis- 


cussing the appraisement of land values in Ohio, which occurs every 
i 


ten yea und, referring to Wayne County, it said: 

Tl I from which complete returns have been received is 
the story of 1, with the possible exception of the newer counti« n Northwest- 
ern O ere the swcovery of gas and oil has had an important effect upon | 

i j ’ irs ayoe County is one o the best agricultural 
ne of tl largest wheat-raising counties in the State, 
rant this the t census year, It is second in the amount of oatsgrown, | 


Liall dozen coul 
raised it up to the average a3 a corn county, is one o! the best cattle coun- 
ties in Olio, andr scond in the number of pounds of butter produced, It 


ilso among the first | f dozen counties of the State in horse-breeding 
Five railroa two ot them trunk-lines, traverse the county Its northern 
sless than 5) miles from Cleveland, its eastern line about 10) miles from 


Piltesbureb,and direct railroad linesrun to both cities, Itis neithervery hilly nor 
flat, but fine rolling country, well watered and fertile. Yetthe real-estate valu- 


ities in the number of bushels of potatoes | 


PI 
ion in this county, which is unquestionably one of the best strict!y agricult- | 


ral counties in Ohio, de weed from $16,423,680 in 1880 to $14,082,180 in 1890, or 


ii per nt. As there are 268,610 acresin the county, this decrease in valuation 
sat the rate of nearly $7 per acre, The valuation of real estate iu Ohio is al- 
ways much below the selling price, ranging in agricultural counties from 46 to 
70 per vent, of the irketvalue. It is fair to estimate, therefore, that a decrease 


of $7 per acre in appraised value is equivalent to a decrease of from $12 to $20 
per acre in market value, 


lvery farmer in Wayne County, ifasked concerning the matter, would readily 


say that this reductior s reasonable, and that the real shrinkage in the. mar- 
ket value has been in some caseseven greater than $20 per acre, and has in every 
case ranged from 15 to 40 per cent. in ten years 

Phere is not a township in the county that does notshow a marked decrease, 
and the only traces that show any gain isthe town of Orrville and one ward in 


the little cit of W coster, and the total increase in these two precincts is only 
$60,365 out of a total of $977,875! 

Wayne County istypical of every agricultural county inthe State. They have 

suffered in the same way, though some in less degree. 

M1. CALL, 
he reads from ‘ 

Mr. COLQUITT. I just stated that this is from a correspondent 
writing from Cleveland, Ohio, to a New York paper. I have read it 
because it seemed to be particular in its details, and it has not that 
ort of sensational air which characterizes the reports of some corre- 
spondents. The figures are irom official returns to the State officers at 
Columbus. 

What this restricted market has done for New England and the East 
[ have shown, and to this end the farmers of Georgia and the other 
Southern States are invited to look forward. These are the blessings 
of a high tariff sustaining favorite industries and building up ‘‘ home 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him what authority 


markets’? which these American farmers are asked to Jabor in the hope | 


of obtaining—a diminishing farming population, poor and growing 
poorer, taxed enormously on everything they can consume for the bene- 
fit of developers who thrive upon the money the tariff enables them to 
squeeze out of the tillers of the ground, and a constantly decreasing 
agricultural product. 
‘ RETALIATION AGAINST AGRICULTURAL EXPORTS, 

Jt seems almost impossible to say anything new on this great issue, 

but there are one or two other matters to which I wish to refer briefly. 


Recurring again to the fact that the bulk of our exports consists of 


products of agriculture of all sorts, | want to call attention to the dis- 
crimination and retaliation by foreign countries resulting from our of- 
fensive tariff legislation. 

France, Germany, Denmark, and Belgium have increased tariff du- 
tieson American products, and even Great Britain has legislated against 
us by her inspection laws on our meat exports. This action by the 
principal nations of Europe was retaliatory only, cn the neighborly 
principle and Christian practice of an eye for an eye and a tooth fora 


tooth; or, as the Danish minister put it to our late representative to | 


Denmark: 


As her [our] tariff prevents the European countries from selling their manu- 
factures and products to her people, we have arranged a system of retaliation 
in Europe, and we have to strike at your farmers and their products, as they 
furnishsubsiantially all your nation has to sell abroad. 


If there is any retaliation you may be sare the farmer is the first man 
aimed at, and the one who becomes the victim. 





But how is it that our manufactured goods are not retaliated against | 


| dealing among men. 


In some cases the foreigner is favored by the seller prepaying freights; 
in others the retail price to the foreigner is the wholesale price to the 
home buyer, and in others there is an excess of discount to foreigners. 
There are two newspapers in New York devoted specially to the foster- 
ing of this export trade. They are the American Mail and Export 
Journal and the Australasian and South American. 

How does the farmer like the arrangement? Is he not fleeced in 
all directions by this excessive tariff? Retaliated upon abroad by for- 
eigners who bave the very goods he stands in need of, and charged high 
prices for domestic goods by the same men who sell cheaper to these 
same foreigners than they do to him; a seller in the market of the 
world at its prices and a buyer in his own at prices fixed by manufact- 
urers who offer to sell at lower rates abroad in competition with any- 
body. ‘Taxed enormously to support home manuiacturers against the 
paupers of Europe, he sees these identical manulacturers offering every- 
thing they make, from a reaping-machine to a sledge-bammer, to these 
European paupers for less than he can buy it. 

FARMERS RIGHTFULLY COMPLAIN, 

It is no wonder that farmers feel that they have grievances to com- 
plain of and a long account to settle with somebody. Agriculture in 
no civilized country under the sun has been placed by government in 
such astate of oppression. John Randolph, in his characteristic style, 
illustrates the insidious manner in which it is done- 

The man who is whistling over the furrow at the time he is turning in corn 
to give bread to his wife and family knows no more of what is doing here than 
aman in South America. He does not know that they who never did plant or 
never shall plant corn again are to take the best part of his crop. He does not 
know, while his horses are poor because he can not afford to keep them fat, 
that horses are driven in this city that are fed out of his crib. He does not 
kuow this because you get the money from bim tarificially—he is tarified, as we 
say in Virginia, 

Why, in all reason, in all justice, should the man who spins cotton 
be a pet of the Government, while the man who raises cotton is the 
Government’s orphan or outcast? The man who manufactures the 
plowshare is ranked among the beneficiaries and favorites of the Govern- 
ment, but the plodder who sweats over and follows it is doing no more 
than his duty. The plowman has a right to demand ‘‘a fair field and 
an even chance’’ at least. Heasks no more. For one I take pride in 
the professed and acted independence of the farmer. Forever would I 
see him the man who rather conferred benefits than received them. 

Far distant be the day when he shall surrender the character of the 
self-sustaining man and become the supplicant for favors. May Heaven 
avert the sad sight of such an overthrow of his manly self-respect as 
would send him whining and begging at any earthly seat of power for 
what he should win by his own will and hisown resources. I am not 
only saddened, but, let me say it in no invidious spirit, I am humili- 
ated when I have offered me in place of this ennobiing self-reliance a 
refuge in the charity of the General Government. 

For the exchange of that self-help and sturdy independence that is 
the stamp, the world over, of the true man, men console me with ‘‘ the 
flag and anappropriation.’’ For thatrobustsenseof justice that scorns 
illicit gains—that to the amount of ‘‘one poor scruple’’ would not 
withhold what righteously belongs to another—men talk to me of the 
benefits of the ‘‘ home market’’ and of the musical clangor of the loom 
and ponderous thud of the trip-hammer. 

What will we gain after we have overthrown the habit of honor and 
fair dealing one with the other, even if riches mountain high are piled 
up around us? The danger which has followed all free governments 
like ashadow has been the insidious one of luxury and profuse accu- 
mulations. That prosperity which progresses after the processes of nat- 
ure, by slow and sure stages, which, likethe growthof the sess | oak, 

y on 


| accrues ring at a time, is the true growth that the world can re 


For one, I can give no place to the suggestion that hints a gain for me 
or mine at an unrighteous advantage of another. Iam as sure of it 
as I am of Heaven’s eternal word that no device of statesmanship or 
trick of polities can long supplant the principle of justice and fair- 
I could go upon my knees in beseeching my peo- 
ple to stand by the good old way. 

While we are working our way to that proud eminence that right- 
eous gains and universal prosperity will inevitably secure for us, let 
us ascend, carrying our honor and integrity with us. Heaven defend 
us from having to apologize for our success and to close the casements 
of our palaces that we may shut out the sight of the finger of scorn as 
it points to the monument of ill-gotten gains. But while the farmer 
bears his own burdens, we have a right to denounce all attempts to 
handicap him by weights he should not carry. The natural risks of 
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the farmer’s calling are always grave enough, and, emerging from 
these, no man has the right to say that he must assume burdens and 
pay a tribute to help out the profits of other business ventures, 
American farmers are becoming conscious of their wrongs. From 
all parts of the land they are coming together. They are joining hands 
in organization and co-operation. ‘They demand that their rights be re- 
spected and that justice be done. They insist upon their right to the 
profits of their own industry, and they declare that they will no longer 
bear most of the burdens of society and government. Endowed with 
good, practical sense, vigorous in character, moral in their habits, lovers 
of home and its traditions, the farmers of America will never allow them- 
selves to be degraded to the condition of tillers of the soil in India and 
Egypt. From my heart I wish them success and bid them Godspeed! 


THE ONLY DANGER, 


But they are in danger of making mistakes and, stung by a sense of 
wrong, of running to extreme and dangerous measures. Weary with 
always obeying, with toiling much, with suffering much; chained like 
Samson to his grinding in the prison-house, like him in his despair they 
may pull down the editice which is to crush them and their oppressors 
together. We know what effect distress produces. It makes the most 
patient irritable, the most prudent reckless, the most cautious credu- 
lous; it excites their passions; it inflames their judgment, and, eager 
for immediate relief, they are ‘‘ prone to believe those who flatter them 
and to distrust those who would serve them.”’ 

By destroying monopolies, by judiciously distributing the public bur- 
dens, by stopping profligacy in expenditure, by economy in adminis- 
tration, by reducing taxation, by a constitutional and legitimate in- 
crease of the currency, the condition of the agricultural classes would be 
greatly improved. By such a policy we would in a great measure re- 
lteve and prevent their distress. No constitution, no code of laws can 
do more. The error in all pre-existing governments was that the gov- 
ernment was everything and the peoplenothing. We thoughtthat the 
United States had discovered the reverse to be true, that the real 
energies of society were in the individual and that the general welfare 
was best promoted by leaving to each individual the direction and the 
proceeds of his own toil. 

THE NEW DOGMA OF GOVERNMENT. 


The modern and fashionable dogma is that the Government supports 
the people; that the Government can make us all healthy, wealthy, 
and wise; that man is no longer a natural and independent being, 
but a mere governmental machine to be directed and managed at the 
fantastical will of the Government. The itch of scheming and of leg- 
islating is the prevalent infectious political disease of the country. 

If a manufaciure is flourishing, the Government must encourage it; 
if it is languishing, the Government must sustain it; if it has no exist- 
ence, the Government must create it. Is trade dull, the Government 
must supply the stimulus. Is commerce waning, Government must 
uphold it with bounties. Are profits small in any industry, the Gov- 
ernment mustaugmentthem, Are benevolent enterprises undertaken, 
Government must furnish the means. There is no person but the mag- 
istrate, no authority but the Government. 

Private enterprise is nothing; individual energy is nothing; themighty 


j 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. =753 





e 
has recently been made under State authority, under the charge of 
Hon. Carroll D, Wright, a statistician wh absolute integrity and ac 
racy have never, so far as I know, been questioned, although it has 
been thought by the advocates of a pr ve tariff that Mr. Wright, 
in his anxiety for strict and impartial etoa 1ions and classes 
of men, has presented his statistics in a form less favorable to their 
views than the truth would have warranted 

Mr. President, it is true that you wil! find in travelir the 
smaller and what are called the hilly tow: Masst 1 ind I 
presume that is true of all the other hilly New England States—de 
serted farm-houses built in the last generation, « nerations which 
prec eded the last That is due, however, not at to the decay of the 
agricultural industry. 

Whether our towns were built for protection against the Indian or 
for other causes is not fairly agreed, but they were built in the main 
upon the tops of hills. The valleys were left unoccupi d by the first 


ttlers in the hill towns, and an abandonment of those valleys has been 


occasioned by a migration of theirinhabitants to the valleys where the 






streams flow upon which the mills and factories stand, and whiere the 
railroads following the lines of the eams are built. Take my own 
unty of Worcester, which, I suppose, according tothe census of 1880, 
is the place in this country, and I suppose on the face of the earth, 
wherelabor, both agricultural and mechanical, receives the largest share 
of its own products compared with capital. Take the town of Mill 
bury, just south of where I dwell, andif you go over the old road you 
find a square with a few old houses, a place almost deserted, wh \ 
| the center of the old town, but a mile farther you come to a busy v 
lage, where arms, cutlery, woolen and cotton fabrics are mar ct- 


ured. 

Take the next town, and you find the old town almost abandoned on 
the hill-top, and half a dozen villages whose names are known by rea- 
son of their manufactures throughout the length and breadth of the 
land oceupied upon the streams, 

Go to the old historic town of Mendon, and you will find the center 
of that town in the same way abandoned, and no doubt such things 


excite the poetical interest of Mr. Whittier, in whom there is no 


{more competent and venerable authority upon the face of the earth 


| ties, two of them almost ready to bei 


force of associated voluntary effort is nothing; the state is all and in | 


all; there is nothing without thestate. It is the omnipresent, omnip- 
otent providence upon which all must depend. 

{ protest against this doctrine. I know of no political necromancy 
which invests legislation with creative power. ‘There isno omnipotent 
power in legislation. It can not, by the touch of an enchanter’s wand, 
transmute dust into gold, nor clothe poverty with riches, nor diffuse 
wealth and happiness over the land. 

**We have no miraculous power,’’ as Macaulay says of the Parlia- 
ment. ‘‘We have not the rod of the Hebrew lawgiver. We can not 
smite the rock and give them to drink. We can give them only free- 
dom to employ their industry to the best advantage, and security in 
the enjoyment of what their industry has acquired.’’ 

To these justsentiments I willadd what Mr. Jefferson said, and close 
my remarks. He, whose political sagacity ‘‘ read the fate and destiny 
of nations,’’ after recounting the deliverance and blessings of ourcoun- 
try, ended his address to his fellow-citizens in these words: 

With all these blessings what more is necessary to make us a happy and 


prosperous people? Still one thing more, fellow-citizens, a wise and frugal } 
government which shall restrain men from injuring one another; shall Jeave | 


them otherwise free to regulate theirown pursuits of industry and improve- 
ment, and shall not take from the mouth of labor the bread it has earned. 


This is the sum of good government, and this is necessary to close the circle of 
our felicities. . 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not rise at this time to debate an 
issue which has been discussed before the American people for thirty 
years, and which was decided by that great tribunal in the election of 
1888. I only wish to occupy a few minutes in calling attention to the 
statement made by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquirr] who has 
just taken his seat, in regard to the decay which he alleces to have 


taken place under the operation of the tariff in the farming interests of 


New England. 


I can not undertake to answer for other New England States than 
my own, but in the State of Massachusetts a very careful investigation 


whom the Senator from Georgia quoted, but out of the territory of that 
town have been created three or four great manufacturing communi 
yme cities, Hopedale Milford, 
Blackstone, and one or two others of smaller importance. 

Now when you come to submit this thing not tothe test of a cursory 
and superficial examination like that the results of which have been 
reported to my honorable friend from Georgia, but to the test of the 
census, you find that the agricultural interests of that Commonwealth 
have kept pace and more than equal pace in proportion with the in 
terests of its manufactures, 

I have here the census taken in 1885 by the State by Mr. Wright 
and I wish to put into the RECORD, to go with the statement of my 
honorable friend from Georgia, three or four extracts from the census. 

The census of 1875 


Says Mr. Wright— 

















clearly proved to our people that ag was not decline in t State 
The facts showed, to be sure, that the it sta products 

That is to say, the products like rye, oats, and so on, that the Sena- 

v1) 

tor from Georgia alluded to— 
those whi come to mind when we think of old-fashioned farming—were 
gradually being replaced by minor bt more valuable crops rhe total value 
of all products, however, was encou ng to the farming interests of the Com- 
monwealth and answered emphatically the criticism thatthe farms of Massa- 





chusetts were losing their importance. Massachusetts is nota great far 

State, and it does not compete with the West It has its own features of farm 
industries, however, and these are valuable and should be fostered, and itis as 
essential that the facts relating to them should be collected and made known at 
tated periods as it is that the facts relating toour population and manufactures 


should be collected and published. 
Mr. Wright goes on after this statement that the 
showed an important increase: 


census of 1875 


yates o products which vers 
the results for the counties and the State being shown on pages 576 


furning now to the recapitulation of ager 


pages 566-577 








and 577, itis found that the total value of products for the State for the year 
1885 amounted to $47,756,033. This,as compared with 1875, on a gold basis, isan 
increase of 28.82 percent. This emphasizes the statement that Massachusetts 
not only holds her own, so far as the work of her farmers is concerned ] 
makes a reasonable progress each decade of years. In 1865 the total value of 
the farm products of the State was, in gold, $32,027,821; in 1875, on a gold basis 
$37,073,034; in 1855, asstated, in gold, 347,75 a3. 

So that in twenty years of high protection in this country, since 


1865, the products of the farms of Massachusetts have increased from 
$32,027,821, gold standard, to $47,756,03:: ore than $15,000,000, or 
more than 50 per cent. 


lo show the relative proportion of population of each city and town to the 
others, and the relative proportion of the value of farm products, and thus the 
comparative rank for agr ilture and for population, the following table has 
been prepared. From this table it is seen that Worcester ranks first in agricult 
ure and second in populati vhile Boston ranks second in agriculture and 


| first in population— 


Worcester and Suffolk being the two great manufacturing towns of 
the State— 


Boston’s rank in agriculture is secured largely by the great value of her dairy 
and greenhouse products, 
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Senate non-concur in the amendment of the House of Representatives 
to the bill and agree to the request for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to, 

by unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 


| the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. WILSON of Iowa, Mr. 


EpMUNDs, and Mr. GEORGE were appointed. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I learn that it will suit the con- 


| venience of the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest] better to proceed on 


Monday with his speech than to go on at this time, and as there are 


| several Senators who desire that action may be had upon certain bills 


‘Then the census goes on toshow, in regard to quite a number ofarticles 
which the Senator trom Georgia has referred to, the large increase of pro- 
duction, though, of course, a falling off in price, not in the aggregate 
va! Hut in price 

i m Ul tables it is seen that apples have fallen off one-third in value and 
that e production bas increased nearly 40 per cent. Cheese has declined 18.39 | 
per | fallen off apparently nearly three-fourths as regar Is | 
qu J sa tact, no doubt, as regards the farm, but the statistics of 

ler which head Z jeese ist y returned as a food prepara 
< tt ‘ rease ant urge to a in rut 
ir 

! Coming ib 1 Ul ChHees j ry,and not fr l the 

fa 

! c it i ilue, but have increased [56.18 
per : ; t Graj ave declined in ic, but there has been agreat 
i ha alle ff nearly one-third in value, 
but t ! tha ] Milk has declined slightly in 
Va icp j ~ t i xed. Manure shows nochange in value, 
but a gain « ”" an OU per « t. in quantity Poultry has fallen off 15 per 
cent. in value ut the production has increased 116.3 per cent. Strawberries 
shi ‘ »eth e-thire ) value, buta gain in quantity of nearly 240 
per « t rhe other co varisons in the ta} are fully assalient os those cited. 

Phen the statistician goes on to give the value of farming land as com- 
pared with the two previous decodes, from which it appears thatip the | 

tate the number of acres of farming land was 3,235,479, acres in 1865 
in 1275, 3,402,368) acres: in 1885, 3,898,429} acres, or an increase of 
more thar 1,000 acres in farming lands in that State, which has only 
about 8,000 square miles in 

Phen the increase in cultivated land has gone up trom 381,462 acres 
to 1°6U. in ten vear 

Ry this stat it it w en that the total amount of land in farms has 
an i 

Pie resu r cultivated land are the best indications of progress. In 1865 | 
there were { rere a 1875, 912,521 aeres, while in 1885 the cultivated land 
ros » SO, 2 wres, Ti act is positi proof that the number of acres cul- | 
tivaied increases in the State, although it is shown later on, in the tables giving 
the issification of the farm-piant and the number of farms, that the number 


of farms decreuse 


I wish to read one further passage only, and that is the total value 
of the lands and buildings in various years: 


The total value of the land and buildings returned for this number of farms 
and detached lotsa in 1585 was $155,115,925, or an average value of $4,112.83, as 
we s Yin wold, i S75 j 

} r ounty 2an increased average value of land and build 


Phis increase is especially noticeable in the 
average value in 1885 is more than twice that 


ing m1 tarms 
county of Nantuc 





Mr. President, although there has been a change in the kind of 
crops, the crops which are salable from the market gardens and farms 
in the vicinity of large cities, manufacturing centers, having been sub- 
stituted for those great crops, cereal and others, in which we can not 
stand against the competition of the West, the agricalture of Massa- 
chu-etts, whether determined by the value of the crop, or by the value 
of the product, or by the average value of the farm lands themselves, 
has largely increased within the last ten years, that being in addition 
to a large increase in the preceding ten years; and if there be any com- 
plaint of a deeay of auy particular agricultural industry in New Eng- 
land, the Senator from Georgia will find his remedy for it by an aboli- 
tion of the railroad system of the country and the destruction of the 
cheap lands of the West, and not in the protective tariff under which 
these farmers have been saved from a competition which otherwise 
would have been to them absolute destruction, to increase the profit 
and the atlractiveness of the occupation in quite even pace with that 
of manufactures and of commerce 


AMENDMENT TO REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and 
equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed 

Provided further, That on and after October 1, 1894, tin-plates thinner than 
No. 28 wire-gauge shall be admitted free of duty, unless the quantity of tin- 
plates of said gauges produced in the United States during the fiscal year end- 
Ing June 30, 1894, shail equal the amount of such tin-plates imported during 
said fiscal year 


IMPORTED LIQUOEK “STATE LAWS. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask my friend from Missouri to yield to 
me moment, 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON, ot Iowa. I ask that the message from the House of 
Representatives may be taken from the table. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the llouse of Representatives to the bill (S. 398) subjecting imported 
ligvors to the provisions of the laws of the several States, and asking a 
conference with the Senate on the bill and amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move that the Senate non-concur in the 





on the Calendar, I have agreed that the tariff bill may go over until 
Monda‘ 

Mr. GORMAN. That is entirely agreeable. 

Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be laid aside informally, if 
there be no objection. 


BONDS FOR NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to call up a bill which was reported unan- 
imously from the Committee on Finance, of pressing importance, which 
will only take, I think, a few moments. It is Order of Business 1789, 
Senate bil! 3842. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SecreTARY. A bill (S. 3842) to reduce the amount of United 
States bonds to be required of national banks, and to restore to the chan- 
nels of trade the excessive accumulations of lawful money in the Treas- 
ury. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that bill is liable to excite considerable de- 
bate. It brings up a very important question, one which has been 
recentiy the subjectof discussion in the Senate as to what the volume 
of the currency ought to be, and it provides, as I understand, for possi- 
bly a very large reduction of currency during an carly period. 1 de- 
sign to offer an amendment to it to obviate the contraction which will 
inevitably follow. If it is taken up now, I think it will not be dis- 
posed of at once. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. A single word with respect to the pending mo- 
tion. That bill can not be disposed of during the afternoon to-day. 
It involves so many questions, and, as I think, some extraordinary 


| ones, that I do not think the Senator from Ohio should ask us to take 


it up this evening. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will notif it is likely to lead to debate, but 
this bill was unanimously reported to the Senate from the Committee 
on Finance and consented to by the Senator himself. It consists of 
two simple sections or propositions. However, if Senators so desire, 
it may go over. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator is not correctly advised or ‘in- 
formed respecting my own action in the committee. As will be re- 
membered, I reached the committee very late, and the decision of the 
question had practically been reached by the committee before my as- 
rival at the committee meeting when the bill was acted on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ong of the sections, as I understand, was reported 
and passed at the request of the Senator himself. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The meaning of it is simply this, if I under- 
stand the full purport of the bill 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not care to go into debate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well, then; I will ask the Senator to let 
the bill go over to some more convenient season, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam willing that the bill shall go over. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ilunderstand the Senator from Ohio has withdrawn 
his motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the motion until a more opportune 
moment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I offer an amendment to the bill, which I send to the 
desk in the shape of a new section to Le known as section 3. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I should like to have it read. 

Mr. PLUMB. Lask to have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amer:iment will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to. das a new section the follow- 
ing: 





Sec. 3. That whenever the circulation of o:y national bank, or any portion 
thereof, shall be surrendered, and the same,» not taken up by other national 


| banks within thirty days thereafter, the Secretary of the Treasury shall there- 


upon issue an equivalent amount of Treasury notes of the denominations now 
provided by law for national-bank notes. Sid Treasury notes shall be depos- 


| ited in the Treasury and paid out as other moueys kept for the discharge of the 


obligations of the Government. They shall be receivable for salaries and for 
all dues to the Government, including duties on imports; shall bea legal tender 
for all debts, public and private ; shall be redeemable in coin, as the legal-tender 
notes of the United States now are; and wheu received into the Treasury they 


| shall be reissued, and when mutilated or worn they shall be replaced in the 


amendment of the House of Representatives and agree to the conference | 


asked for by the House 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves that the 


same manner as now provided by law for said legal-tender notes. The coin 
held in the Treasury at thedate of the passage of tiis act for the redemption of 
the legal-tender notes of the Government shal] also be applicable to the redemp- 
tion of the Treasury notes herein provided for; and such coin reserve may, 
from time to time, be increased by adding thereto other sums from payments 
made into the Treasury, in the discretion of the Secretary of the ury : 


| Provided, That the total amount of said coin reserve shall never be less than 
15 nor more than 20 per cent. of the total amount of Treasury notes outstanding, 
the intent of this section being that the volume of paper money outstanding 
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7 (exclusive of certificates issued representing gold and silver coin deposited Mr. HAR s Is gest to th \ 
4 shall remain as! . case h a ted to 
Mr. PLUMB. Il ask that the amendment may be printe lL. 1 DASSE ! ) i ) ( I 
Che VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment will be ordered to be | VIIlo 
printed, int absence of objection. ir, DAV 
3 EN 3 LL 
3 Mr. Al ) t I 1 be vd to ha i l H t 
i 3 att i it y 
i= \ DAVIS. Ift enator i 1 lowa will all lL wa rut i 
i to 1 that the Sena oceed to the c ation of cast l 
; ‘ t] ( ed V 
a Mr. Al SON. Is d be’ ver to é 5 ) i | 
rt but ould it not be » take his ise 1 oO ? 
‘ Mr. PADDOCK. 1} iking a< mil 
4 Mr. DAVIS. In eed to th ide [ca 
S of the pens cases on the ¢ ‘ id 
fhe VICE-PRESIDEN' ym Minnesota ( SIDENT 
i the Senate eed to the con 1¢ pension cas t Ca 
a endar. 
; Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be to the unobjected p D yn « t pat yd 
4 those which have pot been heretofore objected to There are some é 
2 on the Calendar that will lead to discussion, and I think we had bet é : ‘ 
. ter confine ourselves for the present to the unobjected cases. at ie Add 
a Mr. DAVIS That is understood. 
5 Mr. PADDOCK. rhe unobiected cases, we . 
4 The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the motion ofthe Sen ae a 
; ator from Minnesota that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a ee res ; 
: the unobjected pension cases on the Calendar. x. Hy . ie ee a . 
. The motion was agreed to a 
7 1 I ES ry 
F LO 40 ,. WE hd I 
Ry The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first pe nsion billon the Calendar will 
% be stated [. 
‘ Mr. TURPIE. Iask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4167 7 red as in Co tte ‘ : : a 
j granting a pension to Lorenzo D, Whiteford. 1 oll the nameof ¢ Com B. ntv 
3 Mr. ALLISON. Is that the first bili on the Calendar? first Mi an | ty : 10) month. on 
2 Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. It is a bill which was heretofore objected | 4¢, f total } i ; 
A to. ie 
Mr. TURPIE. It was only objected to technically, because there | 4 ¢)ird re ' 14 
; had been a second report modifying the first one. The objection was 
t made by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDsS] whom I do not is. HI \ ‘ 
’ see in his seat. It is one of the most meritorious bills on the Calen- The bill (H. R. 12 » iner ( Irs. Henrietta O 
j * dar, and I am willing to discuss it with any Senator who questions its | Whit d 1 ( { I es 
4 merits. to pay tta O. W t ’ : ba nth. in 
5 Mr. HARRIS, Did it go over under Rule LX ona former occasion ? | lieu of the amount now paid her, as the widow of General Walter C 
f Mr. TURPIE. No, sir. Whitaker. 
* Mr. HARRIS. Does it remain on the Calendar under Rule VIII Che bill was rej ed to ‘ ‘ out ent ered to 
‘ without prejudice ? ; be engrossed for a t vay i the third und passe 
4 The VICE-PRESIDENT. It does, as the Chair understands. 
bs Mr. HARRIS. Then the Senator has a right to call upabill passed i 
2 over in that way. Phe [. R. 1765) ¢ in- 
4 There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee ofthe Whole, | 20 ‘ next 
7 proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4167) granting a pension to Lo Mr. DAVIS. That ca 
renzo D. Whiteford. . bURe-bietoil A ( el 
a The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
. ments, in line 6 to change the name ‘* Whiteford ’’ in both places where i 
ue it occurs to *‘ Whittord,’’ and in line 8, before the word ‘‘ doilars,’’ to . ape g mage P 
5 strike out *“*‘ twelve’’ and insert ‘‘ eighteen;’’ so as to make the bil! e.. waa ee Wiha : 
read : oe caren Me 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au os nee = = : A OVEE AvULie 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations 
and provisions of the pension laws, the name of Jorenzo D. Whitford, son ot 
= John Whitford, late a private in Company K, Twenty-sixth Regiment Indiana rhe bill (H. R. 8109) to p aaa og: am 
A Volunteers, and to pay him a pension of $18 per month from and after the da in ik e abe ‘ ‘ I ‘ ‘ ip y I in i¢ 
a on which the pension now granted to him shall expire by limitation of law Florida war was co dered ( ul tes DO 
The amendment was agreed to. to pla it 1-roll the ( t, of Virginia, 
3 The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment | Who served under Captain M c : t 
5 was concurred in. Artillery, Colonel Bankhead, ida y l 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed antl the bill to be read | by law for service in the war of 1512 
, a third time. lhe bill was reported to the Senate without ame l to 
3 The bill was read the third time, and passed. | a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
" The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to | rHoM 
Lorenzo D. Whitford.”’ i a a as ‘ 
DAVID L. TRUEX. ihe Di . Eh. Ate 4915) QTANDLUDE a pension >in l i 
By The bill (H. R. 5107) for the relief of David L. Truex was announced | 4) , wg ms mgt go teehee of ri - ee ; : i 2 
a as next in order. lor “pa segtanen of 18 ,- i eae we , 
Mr. DAVIS. That bill may be passed over. I desire to state to the rhe bill was oon had try ; 
; Senate that there are many bills on the Calendar which fall within the a third reading in yr rep eae 
‘ provisions of the general law we have recently passed. Those bills | fs 
have checked off, and they can be passed over, and the parties can ap- 
ply to the Pension Office where relief will be afforded them under the The bill (H. R. 7514 1 to Johanna’ 1 was con 
law passed since these bills were reported. sidered as in Committee of 1 \ noses to place upon 
Mr. PADDOCK, Many of the persons have already made applica- | pension-roll the name of Johanna Sheld, widow of John Sheld, late a 
tion to the Pension Office. ~ sergeantin Com iy G, First United States Infantry, at $12 per mo 
Mr. DAVIS. Yes, many of them have already made application. | The bill was reported to th ‘nate without amendment, ordered to 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MES. HENRIETTA M. GREGG. 


The bill (11. R. 8440) granting a pension to Mrs, Henrietta M. Gregg | 


was announced as next in order. 
Mr. DAVIS. ‘That may go over. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule 
ELLEN MILLER. 
he bill (S. 2021) granting a pension to Ellen Miller was announced 


next in ord r, 


Mr. DAVIS, ibat may go over. 


fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule 
] 
IRS, SARAH R. BLEECKER. 
lhe bill (S. 3005) for the increase of the pension of Mrs. Sarah R. 


Bleecker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Sarah R. Bleecker, widow of 
' ‘ I 


‘ V. B. Bleecker, deceased, late a paymaster in the Navy, at the | 


of $50 per month, in lieu of the amount now received by law. 
lhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
ngrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AUGUSTUS J. WERNITSCH, 
l bill (S. 2749) for the increase of the pension to Augustus J- 
Wernitsch was considered as in Committee of the Whole 
Che bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
ndment, in line 7, after the word “‘ of,”’ tostrike out ‘' fifty thirty ’’ 
and insert ‘‘ fifty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enc le Phat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension rolls the name of Augustus J 
Wernitech, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Kansas Cavalry, United States 
Volunteers, at the rate of 90 per month, in lieu of his present pension of 317 per 
mont) 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ANNA TEAL. 

Che bill (S. 1725) granting a pension to Anna Teal was announced 
is next in order. 

Mr. DAVIS. That may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule 
o@ 

CHARLOTTE STENGER. 

The bill (S. 1724) granting a pension to Charlotte Stenger was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Charlotte Stenger, widow of Jacob Stenger, de- 
ceased, late of Company C, First Regiment United States Mounted 
Riflemen. 

Phe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
e engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE H. SARGENT. 


} 


lhe bill (S. 3506) granting a pension to George H. Sargent was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. DAVIS. That may go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule 

FRANCIS PEARCE. 

Che bill (H. R. 5868) granting a pension to Francis Pearce was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of- Francis Pearce, late private Company B, 
Eighty-second Regiment of Enrolled Missouri Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN E. BURNES. 

The bill (S. 3990) granting a pension to John E. Burnes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John E, Burnes, who was employed in the 
quartermaster’s department of the Army on the Tennessee River, and 
disabled while in the discharge of his duties. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed tor a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

. NELSON MONROE. 


Che bill (S. 2560) to increase the pension of Nelson Monroe was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Nelson Monroe, late first sergeant of Com- 
pany H, One hundred and fifty-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, at 
$72 per month, in leu of the pension now received by him. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


EDWARD P. QUINN. 


The bill (H. R. 19) to increase the pension to Edward P. Quinn was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
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pension of Edward P. Quinn, late lieutenant Company D, One hundred 
and twenty-third New York Volunteers, to $60 a month. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GASTON WINTERS. 

The bill (H. R. 1778) granting a pension to Gaston Winters was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Gaston Winters, late of Company B, One hun- 
dred and sixteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE OBERGFELL. 

The bill (H. R. 1187) granting a pension to George Obergfell was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of George Obergfell, late a private of Company E, Fifth Regiment of 
Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, on the pension-rolls. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH L. AND JANE W. PATTERSON, 


The bill (H. R. 3958) granting a pension to Sarah L. Patterson and 
Jane W. Patterson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension-roll the names of Sarah L. Patterson 
and Jane W. Patterson, sisters of Georze C. Patterson, deceased, late 
first lieutenant of Company E, One hundred and fifth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Infantry, at $3.50 each per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM A, THOMAS, 

The bill (H. R. 3970) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Thomas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
| to place on the pension-roll the name of William A. Thomas, late 
private Company I, Sixty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 

at a rate equivalent to that paid for the loss of an arm in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISABELLA WENTWORTH. 

The bill (H. R. 6995) for the relief of Isabella Wentworth was au- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. DAVIS. That may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule 
IX. 





MRS. LILLIS OTIS. 
The bill (H. R. 7840) granting a pension to Mrs. Lillis Otis was an- 
pounced as next in order. 
Mr. DAVIS. Let that go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be passed over under Rule 


The bill (H. R. 8611) for the relief of Hugh S. MeCormick was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Hugh 8S. McCormick, late a private of Company 
F, Ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JANE N. TERRY. 

The bill (H. R. 8861) granting a pension to Jane N. Terry was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Jane N. Terry, widow of William H. Terry, 
late of Company A, Second Regiment Iowa Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES E. SCOTT. 

The bill (H. R. 2590) granting a pension to Charles FE. Scott was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let that go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule 
IX. 

CORNELIUS J. WILEY. 

The bill (H. R. 7076) to increase the pension of Cornelius J. Wiley 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let that go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule 
TX, 

ORAN M. COLLINGSWORTH. 

The bill (H. R, 9961) granting a pension to Oran M. Collingsworth 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Oran M. Collinsworth, a soldier of the 
Florida Indian war; at $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IX. 
HUGH 8S. M’CORMICK. 
| 
| 
| 
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RACHEL LEVY. | The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions 
The bill (H. R. 6592) to grant a pension to Rachel Levy was an- | ®! endment, in line 4, tostrike out ‘subject to the prov 1S : 
nounced as next in order. itations of the pension laws;’’ 80 as to make t ( 
Mr. DAVIS. Let that bill go over. wae en . Tae the & rete 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over under Rule IX. ve stg sean mrtg Soo agg lhe 
MRS, CHRISTIANA FREDERIKA ZEUTMEYER. | NOES pansion ob the mute et ey i 
The bill (H. R. 1824) grantinga pension to Mrs. Christiana Frederika | = 4° amendment was agr ed to. 
Zeutmeyer, of Fairfield, Minn., was considered as in Committee of the; _ Mr. COC oe Ll L must object to th t 
Whole. It proposes to place the name of Mrs. Christiana Frederika | oe a ae pe 
Zeutwever, of Fairfield, Minn., mother of Charles Louis Zeutmeyer, minor children _ 4 do not betieve itis right tha 
who was killed by the Indians in 1862 while guarding Government | ~ ning th se children unte the ire s ‘ 
property at the Lower Sioux agency, Minnesota and upon whom she | ** es, which have not b en developed in tl 
} was dependent for support), on the pension-roll. —— PL \1 fr. Ishonid like to inquire of t 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to |"! tee on Pensions whether any person has 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. cause he was the son or the daughter of a volutiona 
Mr. DAVIS Chat has been done in very few ca 
LUCINDA W. GROVER. 
cial circumstances. 
Che bill (S. 109) for the relief of Lucinda W. Grover was announced Mr. PLATT. I merely asked for infor 
as next in order. the VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go Rule | 
‘ Mr. DAVIS. Let that go over. amt as 
4 The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will go over under Rule [X. eaiyensieremeteniaks 
a ¥ The bill (S USS franting a pension » A « 
* WILLIAM M. NOURSE, aeeenedl dm mam ten Grihen 
s The bill (H. R. 6519) granting a pension to William M. Nourse, of Mr. DAVIS. ‘That may go ove 
: Knoxville, Tenn., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It Che VICE-PRESIDENT. e bill w d over under Ru 
4 proposes to place the name of William M. Nourse on the pension-rolls | [X T 
because of gun-shot wound and other injuries received while attached | \H HO 
5 to and in actual service with the Eighteenth Kentucky Infantry on | 


o . . Che bill (S. 2108) granting a pension to Sarah Hoove ’ vi 
the 17th of July, 1862. aaa nats sen A Sal noun 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to |" yy, yy AV Is -_ that 
. : . if. i es AOU UL fo over 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

















The VICE-PRESIDENT. The}! ) b inder ile IX 
NAYDEN SORTER. : ones 
The bill (H. R. 6305) for the relief of Hayden Sorter was considered e bill (S. 292% a a aise : ee ee 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of Hay- | oo. cc dered na in ( wi iiieatad ‘hs Whol. - a ee eda poms 
den Sorter, late a private in Company H, Forty-third Regiment Mis- | 3. the pismaaupir gd a Aiag~ typ proposes to place on the 
: souri Enlisted Militia, onthe invalid pénsion-roll on accountof wounds P ST esi ee eats Ee Micah Wiican, Wake ) ewis Clark Na 
3 received in battle during the late war of the rebellion. a aan x R ort ca ae ral dessiney—omagedina 43 
‘ The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to} 44... < oe ees Sore : le report read in that case. 
5 a third reading, read the third time, and passed. co a 1s 90: y read — a roe r. BLAI 
4 WILLIAM WHITE. ic iii is 
5 The bill (H. R. 8221) granting a pension to William White was | * pension to Mao Na X t 
) + considered asin Committee ofthe Whole. Itproposesto place on the pen- | sixteen anataoee atten a - 
2 sion-roll the name of William White, late of the Sixth Iowa Cavalry, | and has been for many years, insa epee a 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | Widow's pension. T , fthe son | : at i 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. prey - — - ge tina p asylum His ! . ‘ ‘ 
STEPHEN A, KENNEDY. , 4h Lp moner is Swenty ‘ 
The bill (H. R. 7675) for the relief of Stephen A. Kennedy was « Scsieakedan ube guaten aaiee 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- y me 5 
sion-roll the name of Stephen A. Kennedy, who was a private in Cor Mr. COCKREL!I hat sat 
pany E, Third Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, in the Mexican wa! The bill w eported to the ( t. « re 
and afterward second lieutenant in Company A, Twenty-second I ve ssed ul i reading t t i 1 
ment of Indiana Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, at $20 pet 
month in lieu of the pension now paid him. ; , ad 
aa The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to ch Cae pay a ee ae oe ee 0 bau 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. Oe ee eee eee eee 
pension-roll th iame of Hele A. ] ym. « er of 
3 GEORGE W. HUTCHISON, smart, late a privat Com G, Eigh w Hamy 
q The bill (H. R. 5108) for the relief of George W. Hutchison was | '°®™- ee 
4 considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon | ,, Mr.COCKRELL. Let us se one rep AG Ca 
‘ the pension-roll the name of George W. Hutchison, a dependent son |“ daughter of a private soldier? 
\ of John W. Hutchison, late a private of Company G, Twenty-seventh Mr. DAVIS. Unless theSenator othe 
- Indiana Volunteers, and pay him, through his legally constituted guard- | “®¢ bill go over. 
ian, a pension of $18 per month. ; : Mr. COCKRELL. — Let it go over 
s The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to Phe VICE-PRESIDEN’ Che bill will P ; 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ae WILLIAM S. GROW. SS ae L (5. 40 _—, h peamen te John Farrell wa dered 
| ie ein ’ i ee of a Vho t re ¢ ry ‘ 
The bill (H. R. 4834) granting a pension to William 8S. Grow was ac a son : on . ste a coin 7 ia , raped in 
a considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on "= bill ie sasponetnaharte 5 tn ans Metal nt vtec ay : ‘ 7 { 
j the pension-roll the name of William S. Grow, late of Company I, | aialile 1 for thi 4 ae “ ro ne eter nepeagy a 
Second Minnesota Volunteers, and deputy provost-marshal of second : . eee as 
district of Minnesota. DWIGHT P 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to |_, / Be bill (H.R. 9353) granting a p = oon 
; a third reading, read the third time, and passed. sidered as in Committee of the Wh pla lame 
JOSEPH B. SELLERS. of Dwight Parker, son of M organ Park te privat ( pany F, 
The bill (S. 3988) granting a nensi a , n ' _ | First Regiment Mich gan Engineers and Mecha y ased 
, . . : 5‘ & a pen 10on to Joss ph B. mpellers Was consid- upon tne pension-roli o! t United t te »>pa his lawfall 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- | constituted guardian a pension of $1 
sion-roll the name of Joseph B. Sellers, late private Company I, Twen- Tl rs bill oan ie i 4 te the § : ate ¥ t el ima dered ¢ 
ty-seventh Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of total disability. a third reading he * the thied time a i passed ee — Ss 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to ? os DET ng ' . 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ee lee ee ee : 
LUCINDA ALLEN. | The bill (8.1731) granting a pension to Margaret Mattox was an 
11 (95 . ; ; | nounced as next in order. 
The bill (S. 2248) granting a pension to Lucinda Allen was consid- 


: ‘ . ; < Mr. DAVIS. Let that vo over. 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over under Rule IX 








oar ae eS 


a Naor ar eae 


7758 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 





ALBERT H. ALDRICH. 
j 769) granting a pension to Albert H. Aldrich was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
ime of Albert H. Aldrich, late a locomotive engineer, 
Quartermasters Department, United States Army, war of the rebell- 


I | ‘ reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be « yssed for a third reading, read the third t ind passed 
ELLI I 
3 0) grat 1 ion to] n Mal v 1ounced 
1 I 
) Let that g 
i si pi i i ] 1} p l ove 1 er Rule 
Ix 
LAURA AMES. 
l granting « pension to Laura James was considered 
i (‘om ‘ the Wl It proposes to place on the pension- 
‘ I ( ura Jam¢ idow of Joseph James, deceased, late 
of any G, Sixteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry. 


i 
| was reporfed to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


b vio a rat rd reading, read the third time, and passed. 
, CLARA FOWLER. ; 
The bill (s 14) granting a pension to Clara Fowler w considered 
as in ‘fom ttee of the Whole 
he bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


in line 8, after the word ‘‘of,’’ to strike out ‘‘twelve’’ 
30 as to make the bill read: 


eighteen :’ 


icled, ¢ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clara Fowler, daughter of Francis 
A. Fowler. deceased, late a private of Company A, Seventh Wisconsin Volun 
teers, nt the rate of $15 per mont 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM NORWOOD, 

The bill (S. 4046) granting a pension to William Norwood was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William Norwood, late seaman United States 
Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUCY A. SAIN. 
The bill (S. 1674) granting a pension to Lucy A. Sain was announced 
next in order 
Mr. DAVIS Let that go over. 
Che VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule 
xX 
JOSEPH LA PREAZE. 


The bill (H,. R. 3067) granting a pension to Joseph La Preaze was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Joseph La Preaze, late a private in Company 
[, One hundred and nineteenth Regiment New York Volunteers, at 
$40 per month 

— ) vas reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third rea read the third time, and passed. 


ENRY HAYNE, 


The bill 2843) granting a pension to Henry Hayne was announced 
is xt in ¢ cle 

Mr. DAVIS Let that go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be passed over under Rule 


FRANK C.. MYRICK. 

The bill (S. 4016) granting a pension to Frank C. Myrick was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roli the name of Frank C. Myrick, late a scout under General 
Sibley, at $12 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ARNOLD MEYER. 

Che bill (H. R. 1994) to increase the pension of Arnold Meyer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Arnold Meyer, late private in Company C, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, to $40 per month. 

lhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILHELM GRIESE. 


The bill (H. R. 10074) granting a pension to Wilhelm Griese was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
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name of Wilhelm Griese, late a private in Company K, First Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN WILLIAM CABLE, 

The bill (S. 3275) for the relief of John William Cable was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of John William Cable, of Lawrence County, South Dakota, 
who served in the Ordnance Department as asoldier of the United States 
Army during the Mexican war, and by reason of that service is totally 
and permanently disabled, and to grant hima pension of $24 per month, 
instead of $8 per month, his present rating. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK B. SELLS. 

The bill (H. R. 7959) granting a pension to Frederick B. Sells was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let that go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 

DAVID DRUMHELLER. 

The bill (S. 1521) granting a pension to David Drumheller was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of David Drumheller, late of Company G, Sixty- 
fifth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


| be engrossed fora third reading, read the third,time, and passed. 





HANNAH BEDFORD. 
The bill (H. R. 4686) granting a\pension to Hannah Bedford was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Hannah Bedford, widow of James Bedford, 


| late a musician of the Third Rhode Island Heavy Artillery. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRADDOGK F. STOCKING. 
The bill (H. R. 2110) granting a pension to Braddock F. Stocking 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 


| on the pension-roll the name of Braddock F. Stocking, late of Company 


I, First Regiment Minnesota Mounted Rangers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH A. TRYON. 

The bill (H. R. 1598) granting a pension to Sarah A. Tryon was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sarah A. Tryon, mother of Henry Tryon, late 
of Company B, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JENNIE D. HOSKINS. 

The bill (H. R. 8061) to increase the pension of Jennie D. Hoskins 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Jennie D. Hoskins, widow of Charles Hos- 
kins, late lieutenant and adjutant Fourth Regiment United States In- 
fantry, at $30 per month, in lieu of the pension now paid her. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARIA E. BAKER. 
The bill (S. 3927) granting a pension to Maria E, Baker was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


| amendment, in line 9, after the word ‘‘of,’’ to strike out “‘ fifty ’’ and 
| insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria E. Baker, widow of Benja- 
min T. Baker, late a quartermaster on the United States steamer Spuyten Duy- 
vil, in the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

E. S. BISHOP. 

The bill (S. 3734) to increase the pension of E. S. Bishop was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let that be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule 
IX. 

JOHN B. DAVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 5810) to increase the pension of John B. Davis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of J. B. Davis, late a private in Company I, Ninety-sixth Regi- 
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ment Pennsylvania Volunteers, to $45 per month, in lieu of the pen- 
sion now received by him. ; ; 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 00 | 


} ; } +} 1y) ni . | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


I vill (H. R. 9008) to ease the ] sion of ZoS. ¢ x I 
§ f 1 1‘ mmittee « t Who 
The b was reporte from the Committee on Vensions with 
amendment, in line 5, after the word ‘‘of,’’ to strike out e) 
rs 1 ert ity sO to make the bill read 
4 . i er era ‘ , 
Z Vi »x t Alaba a, t creased t 
m¢ mt date of passage of this ict 
Mr. COCKRELI hat bill read 
; rant Cine . ‘ 
‘ ( ty, A sed ‘ t 
< sige this act 
There is nothing in it to show whether he was a soldier 01 
Mr. MORGAN. He was a soldier in the Mexican war 
Mr. COCKRELL. There is nothing in the bill to indicate wheth 
he was a soldier or civilian. 
Mr. MORGAN. He was a soldier and was heretofore pensioned. 
The amendment was agreed to 
The bill wa reported to the Senate as amended, and tl 1 


ment was concurred in 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time 
A. B. REEVES. 


», and passed. 


The bill (H. R. 6755) granting a pension to A. B. Reeves was con- | 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of A. B. Reeves, of Clayton County, Georgia, who 
was a private soldier in Capt. John S. McMellen’s company in the Creek | 
Indian war of 1836. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CORNELIA R. CHANDLER. 

The bill (S. 1473) to increase the pension of Cornelia R. Chandler, 
widow of the late Rear-Admiral Ralph Chandler, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pension now al- 
lowed by law to Cornelia R. Chandler, widow of the late Rear-Admiral 
Chandler, from $30 to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





MRS. MAKTHA E. GRANT. 

The bill (H. R. 7881) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha E. 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
he pension-roll the name of Mrs. Martha E. Grant, widow of Au- | 
gustine L. Grant, of Georgia, a privatein the company of Capt. John A. 
Urquhart, in the Creek Indian war of 1836. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Grant 


AMANDA M. SMYTH 


The bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to Amanda M. Smyth was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with ar 
amendment, in line 8, after the words ‘‘ at the rate of.’’ to strike out 
**one hundred ’’ and insert “‘ fifty;’’ so as to make the bill read 

B enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hers 
thor land directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe 
lim ons of the pension laws, the name of Amanda M. Smyth, widov 
late Brig. Gen. Thomas A. Smyth, of the United States Army, and pay 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of the rate of $30 per month wh 
wl 


he now receiving 


4 


provisions 








The amendment was agreed to 
The bill was reported to the 
Was concurred ib 


Senate as amended, and the 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
third time, and passed. 


R. ALLEN M’CORMICK. 

The bill (H. R. 7885) granting a pension to R. Allen Met 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill s reported from the Committee on Pensi: 

amendment, in line 8, after the words ‘‘at the rate of,’’ 


‘* fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-five; ’’ 


+ ‘ 
to st 


so as to make the bill read 

Chat the Secretary of the Interior be,and be hereby is. au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisio 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of R. Allen McCormick. lat« 
in Company F, Ninety-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
& pension at the rate of $45 per month, for total disability of left arm. in lie 
the pension he is now receiving. ‘ 7 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


Tink 


Be it enacted, « 


Sand 


& private 





iol 


‘ 
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Army, whose achievements have been indeed brilliant both in the ‘the | The 1 
r of the rebellion and in the Indian wars. 
| trust the amendment will not be adopted. | 
Mr. PADDOCK, [| insist that the most conspicuous and distinguished | 
rvices which have been rendered in this country by any general of 
the As my, with a single exception or two, were those rendered by Gen- 
eral Crook, His services during the war were most eminent, most dis- | 
tingu hed lle rose to almost the highest rank. He performed some 
of the most gallant deeds that were performed during the war. His 
services after the war for the Union was over in the Indian country | 
were most gallant and of the greatest value tothe country. Not only | 
i 


as a military officer commanding the forces against the hostile Indians 
on the frontier, but as a pacificator of these savage tribes who were 
warring against the Government, after they had been conquered. The | 
labor performed by him in securing the ratification of the treaty with | 
the Sioux Indiaus, through which their great reservation was thrown 
open to settlement, if there was nothing else, would entitle him tothe 
highest rank among the officers who have had dealings with the Indi- | 
ans in this country in any period of our history. I do insist upon | 
it that the claim of his widow is equal to that of the widow of any | 
other of the great geaerals who have been pensioned in later years. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment re- | 
ported by the Committee on Pensions. 
‘The amendment was rejected. | 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Without any reflection upon any one in connec- 
tion with this class of pension legislation, 1 desire to enter on the 
record my earnest protest against this class of legislation. I believe 
it is wrong in principle and vicious, and that it produces more harm | 
than it does good. I say this, not with reference to this particular 
bill, but with reference to all these bills which allow a pension of 
$2,000 a year to the widow of an officer. 
MARGARET E. PIERCE. 
The bill (S. 3332) granting an increase of pension to Margaret F. 
Pierce was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
that the pension of Margaret E. Pierce, widow of Capt. Henry Hub- 
bard Pierce, late first lieutenant of the Twenty-first United States In- 
fantry and major of the First Connecticut Heavy Artillery, United 
States Volunteers, be increased to $40 per month. 
‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 








be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CATHARINE E. BABCOCK, 
Che bill (S. 3511) granting an increase of pension to Catharine E. 


Babcock was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Catharine E. Babcock, widow 
of Charles P, Babcock, late a major in Second Regiment of Michigan | 
Cavalry, at $40 per month, in lieu of the pension she now receives. 

I'he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. WHITE. 

The* bill (H. R. 5031) granting a pension to George W. White was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of George W. White, who served in Florida in 
ihe years 1837 and 1838, for disability contracted in the service, and 
to pay him a pension of $25 per month. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REBECCA TUSSEY. 

The bill (H. R. 9580) granting a pension to Rebecca Tussey was 
considered as in Commiteee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Rebecca Tussey, of Jackson County, Kentucky, 
widow of Jacob L. Tussey. formerly a member of Powell’s Battalion 
Missouri Volunteers, Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NIEL NIELSSON. 
The bill (S. 3477) forthe relief of Niel Nielsson was announced as next 
in order. 
Mr. DAVIS. That bill may go over. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule 


ahs 
JOHN P. DAVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 7482) increasing the pension of John P. Davis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of John P. Davis, late a sergeant of Company H, Twelfth Reg- 
iment New Hampshire Volunteers, from thirty to forty dollars per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PHILIP T. GREELY. 


The bill (S. 2370) for the relief of Philip T. Greely was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 





JULY 26, 








The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘month,’’ tostrike out ‘‘to dat 
from June 1, 1881, deducting the amount already paid under certifi- 
cate numbered 74198, said increase being for m: alaria and its result 
and the loss of the use of his left hand and arm for manana! labor 
and insert ‘‘in lieu of the pension he now receives;’’ so as to mak 
the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., Thatthe pension of Philip T. Greely, of Cambridgep 
Mass., late a private in Company D, Twenty-fourth Massachusetts Volunte: 
Infantry, be, and the same is hereby, increased to $40 per month, in lieu of | 
pension he now receives. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Sen: ite as amend led, and the amendmen 


; Was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read t 

third time, and passed. 
N. L. YOUNG, 

The bill (S. 2610) granting a pension to N. L. Young was consider: 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 1 the pension-ro] 
| the name of N. L. Young, mother of Henry H. Young, late lieutenant 
colonel Second Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


| be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I ask leave to offer a resolution for which I request 
present consideration. I think there will be no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution wiil be read. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That after Monday, July 28, 1890, the hour of meeting of the Senate 
shall be at 11 o'clock a. m. until otherwise ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think there will be any objection to that 
on Monday. It can be taken up then. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The resolution does not apply to Monday. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I understand that, but there is not a very fu! 
Senate present this evening, and I think it will be more satisfactory to 
have it considered when we have a largerattendance. I have no doubt 
the change the Senator desires in the hour of meeting will be granted 
on Monday. The Senator has given the notice now and it will be un 
derstood then. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I presenta telegraphic petition addressed to Con- 
gress, and as it is not very long I ask that it be read and lie on the table. 

By unanimous consent, the petition was read and ordered to lie on the 
table, as follows: 


ASTORIA, OREGON, July 26, 1890 


| To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


Without regard to local views, but purely in the interests of internation» 
commerce and the foreign and domestic marine, the representatives of the 
commercial bodies of the entire country tributary to the Columbia Liver, i 
cluding the States of Oregon, Washington, and Idaho, respectfully urge upo: 
your honorable bodies the absolute commercial need of affirmative action o: 
the river and harbor bill. The plant at the jetty at the mouth of the Columbia 
River is rapidly deteriorating, and, though adequate to finish the work, yet d: 
lay will entail enormous additional expense in replacing present appliances 
if adequate appropriation be deferred. 

J.Q.A.BOYLLY, 


President Astoria Chamber of Commerce. 
J.F. HALLARAN, 
President Columbia Water Ways Association 


Hion. Joan H. Mrrcue yz, Senate. 
REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES” 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported the fol 
lowing concurrent resolution; which was considered by unanimous con 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the repo: 
of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the year 1888 be printed, and tha‘ 
there be printed 12,500 extra copies, of which 3,000 shall be for the use of the Se: 
ate, 6,000 for the use of the House of Re resentatives, 2,500 for the use of tl« 
Commissioner of Fish and Fisberies, and 1,000 for sale by the Public Printe: 


the illustrations to be obtained by the Public Printer under the direction of the 


Joint Committee on Printing. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4279) to create a bureau of healt! 
and to prevent the introduction and extension of contagious and in 
fections diseases in the United States; which was read twice by i! 
title, and referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. COLQUITT introduced a bill (S. 4280) to authorize the co: 
struction of a bridge 2cross the Chattahoochee River in the State « 
Georgia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Con 
mittee on Commerce. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4281) to authorize the construction o! « 


bridge across the Oconee River, in the State of Georgia; which w« 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 4282) for the relief of William : 
Beebe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Comm}! 
tee on Military Affairs, 
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SUBSIDIARY SILVER COINAGE, 

Mr. TELLER submitted the following amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 5596) to discontinue the coinage of | 
the three-dollar and one-dollar gold pieces and the three-cent nickel 
piece; which was read, ordered to lie on the table, and be printed: 


That in the coinage here 
200 grains of standard sil 





ifter of subsidiary coin the half-dollar shall contain 
ver, the quarter-dollar shall contain one-half and the 
dime one-fifth of the amount of standard silver contained in the half-dollar. 


FISH HATCHERY ON THE SUSQUEHANNA RIVER. 


t 

| 
ered 
Resolved, That the Se 


of the report of Maj. G. J decker made 
at the mouth of the Susquehanna River. 


r. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- | 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


tary of War be directed to send to the Senatea y 


to him concerning thetish ha 





MRS. MARY M’INTOSH. 
The bill (S. 3957) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary Mc- 
Intosh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 


increase the pension of $17 now received by Mrs. Mary McIntosh, | 
widow of First Lieut. Donald McIntosh, Seventh Cavalry, United States 
Army, to $50 per month during her natural lifetime. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY L. RADFOR! 

The bill (H. R. 10122) granting a pension to Mary L. Radford, widow 
of William Radford, late rear-admiral United States Navy, was con- | 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary L. Radford, widow of William Radiord, 
late a rear-admiral, at $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EVELYN W. MILES. 

The bill 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Evelyn W. Miles and to pay her and 
her minor children $50 per month, in lieu of the pension now received 


y 
' 


by them as widow and children of Charles Rk. Miles, late lieutenant 
United States Navy, during the life of the widow, in lieu of the pen- 
sion she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


. third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. PITNER. 
The bill (H. R. 3034) granting a pension to George W. Pitner 
innounced as nex‘ in orde 


Mr. DAVIS. Let that go ove 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill willbe passed over under Rule 
$d 
iRS Me. M. BOYLE. 


The bill (H. R. 7734) granting a pension to Mrs. M. M. Boyle was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mrs. M. M. Boyle, the widow of John C. Boyle, 
who was a soldier in the Seminole war of 1836 in Captain Smith’s 
company of the First Regiment of South Carolina Mounted 
and to pay hera pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


niantry 


yrdered to 
JOHN HALL. 
The bill (S. 1081) granting an increase of pension to John S, Hall 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the 
pension of John S, Hall, heretofore allowed by special act of Congress, 
shall be increased to $72 per month, for total blindness, in lieu of all 
other pensions, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CORNELIA R, CHANDLER. 

The bill (H. I. 1992) to increase the pension of Cornelia R. Chandler 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension now allowed by law to Cornelia R. Chandler, widow of the 
late Rear-Admiral Chandler, from $30 to $50 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 





1 
Mr. DAVIS. I move to reconsider the vote by which Senate bill 
1473 was passed. Itis a Senate bill to increase the pension of this same 


lady. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
we have just acted on 
poned ? 
Mr. DAVIS. Yes; I move that the vote by which the Senate bill 
was passed may be reconsidered, and that it be indefinitely postponed 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 
The SecRETARY. A bill (8. 1473) to increase the pension of Cornelia | 
R. Chandler, widow of the late Rear-Admiral Ralph Chandler. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote by which the bill was passed 


XXI——486 


The House of Representatives has passed the bill 
and you wish the Senate bill indefinitely post- 


H. R. 10445) to increase the pension of Evelyn W. Miles | ¢ 


| rected to place upon the pension-rolls, subject to the provisi 
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will be reconsidered, and the bill will inde tely postponed, in the 
absence of objection. The Chair hears non 
JOHN KALBI 
rhe b §. 1991) for the relief of John Ka 1 was announced 


as nextin order. 
Mr. DAVIS. Let that go over 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill 1 * passed over under Rule 
ie 
PARKER 
The bill (H. R. 8262) for the relief of Parker Ad 3 was considered 


as in Committee of the Whole. It prop ses to } 1 the pension-ro 


the name oi Parker Adams, late a private under Colonel Tho af 
lilinois, in the First Regiment of Volunteers, in the Black Haw ar 
it S30 per month. 
Che bill was report d to the senate Ww th t al 1dm ut, ordere | to 
a third reading, read the third time, and pass 
El N [I 
Nhe bill (H. R. 9424) to increase the pension of Eben E. Smith was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole it proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of Eben E. Smith, late a private of Company A, 
Eleventh Regiment Ma olunte it $60 per month in i. of 
that which he is now receiving 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
JOH = I 
rhe bill (H. R. 4415) for the relief of John S, Dill was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of John S. Dill, late a private in Jona 1 Mayo's co in 


First Regiment Illinois 


Volunteers, in the Black Hawk war, at $8 per 


. )? 
month. 
Che bill was rey d to the Senate without amet ent l 1 to 
at d reading, read the third time, and passed 
I Ae " 
The bill (H. R. 24 granting a pension to Ruth A. Ball was con- 
sidered as in Comm of the Whole. It proposes to restore to the 
| pension-roll the name of Ruth A. Ball, widow of Matthew Holmes, late 
of Company B, Twenty-eighth Michigan Infan 
Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third t e, and passed. 
ELMOR I EW 
Che bill (H.R. 4935) to increase the pension of Elmore E. Ewing 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole It proposes to increase 
the pension of Elmore E. Ewing, late a lieutenant of Company A, of 
the Ninety-first Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war of 1861. to 


nenth. in lieu of the pension now received by him. 








ah i Li 
vr. re ithe t ud 33 
) i 4 , int ya to 8 , ris y S con- 
si l in ¢ rmnitte ! \ It ) to place on the pen- 
s i] me ol seph | yhio, who was wounded dur- 
of 1861 whi l 1 id 1 ¢ i } to ore ot 
) 1arshal of t euth toi Y 
rey was rep ad to it 1ou lered to 
ii lreading, read t] if i i Ly 
rHOMAS H. GOH \ 

Che bill (H. R. 8371) to increase the per 1 of TI as H. Go in 
was considered as in Committee of t WI é It propo to 1n LSé 
the pension of Thomas H. Gohagan, late of Tw th Kansas Infantry 
to $40 per month 

The bill was reported to the Se ate without amendment, order to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

ISAA LEY 

The bill (H. R. 7658) granting a pension to Isaac Kelley was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole It proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of Isaac Kelley, late o! 


a 


‘ompany D, First Regi- 





ment Illinois Infantry, in the war with Mexico, at $25 per mo } 
lieu of the pension of $8 per month he now receiv: 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
THOMAS H. FIFIELD. 
‘he bill (S. 3468) granting a pension to Thomas H. Fifield was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the 
The bill was reported fr 1e Committee on Pensions with anamend 
ment, in line 4, after the word “ pen 1-rolls,’’ to insert 





‘subject to 


the provisions and Jimitat s of the p 1 laws o as to make the 
| bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the S etary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. d 


yns and limitations 
of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month, Thomas H., Fifield, of South 


Bend, Ind. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 


| were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


| third time, and passed. 


Ti icndment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the report read in that 
Case. 

Mr. DAVIS Let the bill go ove 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Che bill will be passed over, 

IkS. CAROLINE HANNEMA) 

Che bill . 3549) increasing the pension of Mrs. Caroline Hanne- 
man was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

I bill was reported from the Committee on Pe nsions with an 
amendment, in line &®, before the word ‘* dollars to strike out ** sev- 
enteen’’ and insert ‘‘ fifteen;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

! acted, ¢ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on @ pension-! |, subject to the provisions | 
nad tations of the pension laws,the name of Mrs, Caroline Hanneman, 
wid the late J hk. Ha in, first lieutenantin the Seventh Regiment 
Ne ‘ iF t the rate of $15 per month, instead of $8 per month now 

re 

Che amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY E. BOEKE. 

The bill (H.R. 4427) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Mrs. 
Mary EE. Lorke was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

‘The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 5, before the word ‘‘ widow,’’ to strike out * Borke’”’ 
and insert ‘‘ boeke,’’ and in the same line, after the name ‘‘ Francis,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ Borke’’ and insert ‘‘ Boeke;’’ so as to make the bill 
Tread: 

Be ted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to restore to the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Mary E. Boeke, widow of 
Capt. Francis Boeke, late captain of Company I, Fourteenth Hlinois Cavalry. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in, 

Che amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

‘The tithe was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to restore to the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mrs. Mary E. Boeke.’’ 

BENJAMIN F. BROWN. 





The bill (S. 2574) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brown was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of benjamin I’. Brown, late second lieutenant of the 
First New Hampshire Volunteers, at $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ZELINDA HILL. 


The bill (H. R. 2128) granting a pension to Mrs. Zelinda Hill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Zelinda Hill, mother of George B. Hill, 
late of Company A, Fifty-pinth Massachusetts Volunteers. 

lhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MORRIS LEAVY. 

The bill (S. 3948) granting a pension to Morris Leavy was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 7, before the word ‘*‘ hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘two’’ and 
insert ‘‘one,’’ and in line &, after the word ‘‘ months,’’ insert ‘‘ in lieu 
of the pension he now receives;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll. subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Morris Leavy, late sergeant in Com- | 


pany D, Eighteenth New York Cavalry, at the rate of $100 per month, in lieu of 
the pension he now receives 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MARY E. WILLIAMS. 

The bill (S. 626) granting a pension to Mary E. Williams was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee On Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 6, after the name ‘‘ Williams,’’ to strike out ‘‘ wife’’ 
and insert ‘‘as widow,’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘‘of,”’ to 
strike out John D. Williams” and insert ‘‘ Edward Palmer:’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary £. Williams as widow of Ed- 
ward Palmer, Company G, Thirty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 


The amendments were agreed to, 


MARTHA N. HUDSON. 

The bill (S. 3431) granting a pension to Martha N. Hudson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Martha N. Hudson, widow of Lieut. Col. 
James Hudson, of the Eighth Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered.to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NORMAN B. PRATT. 

The bill (H. R. 7285) granting a pension to Norman B, Pratt was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Norman B. Pratt, late private in Company A, of the One hundred 
and fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

0. HERRICK LE FEVRE. 

The bill (H. R. 6071) granting a pension to O. Herrick Le Fevre was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of O. Herrick Le Fevre, late private Company I’, 
Ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL D. PITCHER. 

The bill (H. R. 8822) increasing the pension of Samuel D. Pitcher 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension now allowed to Samuel D. Pitcher, late a lieutenant in Capt. 
John Loyall’s troop of Georgia Mounted Volunteers in the war with 
Mexico, to $25 per month, in lieu of the pension now allowed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTIN BRACHALL, 


The bill (H. R. 10902) to grant a pension to Martin Brachall was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Martin Brachall, who was a private in Capt. 
J. M. Gillespie’s company, Illinois Militia, in the Black Hawk war, 
at $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. ANGELINE GREEN. 

The bill (H. R. 5099) for the relief of Mrs. Angeline Green was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Angeline Green, dependent mother 
of Edwin Spurgin, late of Company C, Twenty-seventh Indiana Vol- 
unteers; Alexander Green, of Company —, Seventy-third Indiana Vol- 
unteers, and Allen Green, of Company D of the Sixty-seventh Indi- 
ana Volunteers, and William Green, of Company C, Twenty-seventh 
Indiana Volunteers, and Alfred Green, of Company M of Twenty- 
first Indiana Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY FERGUSON. 

The bill (H. R. 9783) granting a pension to Mary Ferguson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary Ferguson, foster-mother of Thomas Fer- 
guson, late a private of Seventeenth New York Independent Battery 
Light Artillery, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JESSIE BENTON FREMONT. 

The bill (S. 4233) granting a pension to Jessie Frémont was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Jessie Frémont, widow of the late John C. Fré- 
mont, a major-general of the United States Army, at the rate of $2,000 
per annum. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to amend the bill in line 6 by inserting after 
the name “‘ Jessie’’ the name ‘‘ Benton;’’ so asto read ‘‘ Jessie Benton 
Frémont.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so astoread ‘‘A bill granting a pension to Jessie 
Benton Frémont.”’ 


ELLEN M, M’CLELLAN. 
The bill (S. 3711) granting a pension to Ellen M. McClellan was 


| considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of Ellen M. McClellan, widow of the late George 
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j B. McClellan, a major-general of the U1 i States Art 1 
5 of $2,000 per annum. 
: The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
4 be engrossed fur a third reading, read the third time, and pass 
$ e bill (H. R. 8532) granting a pension to Mary Webster wi 31 
i sidere las in Comm ttee o t e Whol Je It proposes to | ice upon t : ‘ 
e pt : i-I the nam {M : Webster, late a ho pit il nurse, at g 
F pe! ) ; 
; he b vas reported to he Senate without amendment, ordered to 
} » third x ng, read t iird time, and passed, Mr CO 
HN E. DOGGETI Mr. ALLISON. It s 
y The bill (S. 4198) granting an increase of pension to Joh ) this | 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propo 07 SAWY] 
the pension-roll the name of John E. Doggett, son of George kk, Dx ime ! 
2 late a private in Company L, Eighth Regiment Indiana Cavalry, at Ul ESID ( 
per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. printer made a m 
Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orde1 t imen é , 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. . wa l 
. ELIZA WALLACE. 
; The bill (S, 4254) granting a pension to Eliza Wallace was considered ze 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll Phe bill (H. R. 6164) to ease 1 H. Ish 
the name of Eliza Wallace, widow ot Thomas Wallace, late private, | W2S Considered as in ¢ uit it |} to } to 
Company H, Sixteenth Indiana Volunteer Infantry. Thomas H. Isbe ’ t ! 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to nd, a1 nO 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. im 
Dill w ) ad at j ) 
MARGARET D. MARCHAND. s third reading, read th ~ a 
The bill (S. 3816) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the ‘ 
pension-rolls the name of Maryaret D. Marchand, widow of Comn } i ) é Cc. Y , 
dore J. B. Marchand, late of the United States Navy, at $50 per month ered as in Committee of t , 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to he bill was re t 
5 be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed l t id 


IRENA WILKINSON GII N. 
The bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to Irena Wilkinson Gibson d and i , 
only child of David Wilkinson, of the Revolutionary army, was co e pr t 


‘ i 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on t \ 
peusion-roll the name of Irena Wilkinson Gibson, only surviving |: , 
daughter of David Wilkinson, of Crane’s Continental Artillery in the ! m t wa eed to 


J war of the Revolution, and to pay her at the rate of $20 per month. Che | 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. | ment was concurred 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The report will be read. rhe l was o1 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. B rd t 

ETT July 24, 1890 


a ia 

















- The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a ; 
sion to Irena W. Gibson, have examined the same and report COCT | ‘ rk to 
rhe report” the ¢ ittee on Pensions of the Houseof Representa ‘ ‘ } ‘ 
hereto appended is adopt and the passage of the bill recommended. a 
{ issa , 
oe 4 
HOUSE I rE 
The Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the b H.R 6) 2 ' . . 
ing a pension of $20 a month to Irena Wilkinson Gibson, have considered th« l eid to . 
matter and report as follows l 
son Gibson, whois eighty-two years old, is the dauehter of Da ( F L] at ‘ , lasma 
10 Was a gunner in Cranes Continental Artillery Wilkir . 4 . 7 
served faitht y during the war of the Kevoiution, as shown by the re r wwe mit r i ul tpon 
¥ three years and twelve days. Mrs. Gibson, his only surviving child, up to | the c 1 1 he ntila 
within a short time was able to support herself and her husband, who ha ‘ 1+ { ' 
7 an invalid formany years. Two years ago she sustained ere fa a a 
x then has not been able to do anything to support herself, and has be ‘ i H . | 
Me to depend on the help of friends. It appears by the records of the Pens ' I wish pa i til M I no 
% Office that there are borne upon the pension-rolis but two persons ,a 11 
* dren of Revolutionary soldiers, receive pensions; and, in view of her f er’s 
: record in the Revolutionary war and her needy circumstances, the committe ii ce! 1 ( ‘ 
a recoinmend that the bill do pass. proceeds Lo ier t ; 


‘*S Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not going at this late hour to enter into a | *’) Sere 
contest in regard to this bill, but it is carrying the principle of pen- a 
> sions far beyond what ought to bedone. It isa dangerous precedent 
and I wish to enter my protest against it. ee ee et 
Mr. DAVIS. Let the bill go over. clef tay : 
x The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over under Rule IX. ve. however, she ‘ 
; LOUISE SELDEN. re 
5 The bill (S. 1552) granting a pension to Louise Selden was consid- is to make me 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. Phat the Conn N ’ 


i The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- ped panel estate be" , 
f . ~ 99 . i i¢ ned Vv , 4 i 

ment, in line 7, afterthe word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert *‘ per month:’’ so as en, to ber i 

ie to make the bill read: repairs 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby. author The amendment 
ized and directed to place the name of Louisa Selden, widow of the late ( t hill Rd 1 ‘ 
; . : ’ ee ibe Dill Was report ) ied, a l ner 
J. M. Selden, of the United States revenue-marine service, on the pension-ro 
asa pensioner at the rate of $30 per month were concurred 


The amendment was agreed to. ‘ Phe bill was o1 at oe third reading, r¢ 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, andtheamendment | “4 time, and pa 
Was concurred in. I } ATI 


nao bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the | Mr. DOLPH. [ask unanimous consent for the present consi 
third time, and passed. j of the bill (S. 6563) to extend the time ior the construction of its road 
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see 


RBS OTe? ewes 


ee ee 


om Seek ae 


ee 


in reservation 

nous consent, the 
p ceeded to consider the bill. 
r, DOLPH., ; 


w se 
senate, 


as in Committee of the Whole, 


There is a substitute reported by the Senator from 


M ichusett Mr. DAWes], the chairman of the Committee on In- 

dian Aflair 1 wi k to have the substitute read and agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT ‘The proposed substitute will be read. 
rh ECRETARY It is proposed to strike out all alter the enacting 


clause of the bill and insert 


That the right of way is hereby granted to the Newport and Kings Valley 
Railroad Company, a company organized and existing under the laws of the 
State of Oregon, for the construction of ita railroad through the Siletz Indian 
reservation, beginning at a point on the easterly line of said reservation where 
Rock Creek crosses said line and running thence westerly down the valley of 
Rock Creek and the valley of Siletz River to the western boundary of said res- 
‘ ation at or near the southwest ce ier thereof! 

Sk. 2. That the right of way hereby granted to said company shall be 75 feet 
in width on each side of the central! line of said railroad as aforesaid; and said 
col ny shall also have the right to take from said lands adjacent to the line 


of said road ma’'erial, stone 


earth, and timber necessary for the construction of 
said railroad 


also ground adjacent to such right of w iy for station-buildings, 
tlepots, machine shops, side-tracks, turn-outs and water stations, not toexceed 


smour eet in ith and 3,00 feet in length for each station, to the ex- 
t t of one station for each 10 miles of road 

sec. 3, That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the 
amount of compensation to be paid the Indians for such right of way, and pro 
vide the time and manner for Lhe pa reut thereof, and also to ascertain and fix 


the amount of compensation to be made individual me 


damages sustained by th 


nbers of the tribe for 
mi by reason of the construction of said road; but no 

izghtof eny kind iall vest in said railway company in or to any part of the 
ght of way berein provided for until plats thereof, m ide upon actual survey 
‘ h railroad, and including the points for station- 

iilding, depots, machine-shops, side-tracks, turn-outs, a id water-stations, shail 

e filed with and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, which approval 
shall be made in writing and be open f , party interested 
therein i: fixed and paid; andthe 
surveys, construction, and operation of such railroad shall be conducted with 
due reward for the rights of the Indians,and in accordance with such rules and 
regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may make to carry out this provis- 


? 
' 
for the definite locatio 
! 
I» 


yr the inspection of an 
and until the compensation aforesaid has beer 








io f led, That the consent of the Indians to said right of way shall be 
obtained by said railroad company in such manner as the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior all prescribe, before any right under this act shall accrue to said com- 
pa ind proveded Jurther, That no greater rate shall be charged upon said 
! 


wi withil 


1: said reservation for the transportation of passengers or freight than 
ur 1 for a like service outside of said reservation 





- i. That said company shall not assign or transfer or mortgage this right 
yay for any purpose whatever until said road shall be completed: Provided, 
t the company may mortgage said franchise, together with the rolling- 
k, for ney to « truet and complete said road: And provided further, 
the right granted herein shall be lost and forfeited by said company un- 
les road is « stru {andin running orderacross said reservation within 
ty ears from the passage of this act 
~ That said ra 1y company shall accept this right of way upon the 
expressed condition d upon itself, its successors and assigns, that they 
villr A nc e, nor assistin any effort looking towards the changing 
or « ne t present te ofthe Indiansin their land, and will not 
ittemipt to secure from the Indian tribes any further grant of land or its occu- 
pancy than ishereinbefore provided: Provided, That any violation of the condi- 
tion mentioned in this section shall operate asa forfeiture of all the rights and 
privileges of said railway ymmpany under this act 
That Congress may atany time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this 
' 
Sec. 7. That this act shall be in force from its passage. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out section 7. 
will be in force from its passage, 
mendment to the 


Of course the act 


amendment was agreed to. 


he amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


li t was 


oncurred in 
he bill was ordered to be e1 


third time, and passed. 


he i was alt 


grossed fora third reading, read the 


t nuded so as to read: *‘ A bill granting to the New- 
port and Kings Valley Railroad Company the right of way through the 
Siletz Indian reservation 

Mr. ALLISON 


The motion w 
the Senaté 


[ move that the Senate adjourn. 
agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
adiourned until Monday, July 28, 1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 26, 1890, 
The House met at 12 o'clock m., 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. CurHpert, 


he Journal of vesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
NVESTIGATION OF THE PENSION OFFICE. 
Mr. McKINLEY. 
port which [| wil 
consideration 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged re- 
| send to the Clerk’s desk and of which I ask present 


Che Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Ru 


es, to whom was referred the accompanying resolu- 
tion, have had the 


under consideration, and beg leave to report: 

Phat the delay eporting back the resolution was occasioned by the ab- 
sence of its author, whose statement was necessary before action could be had 
Upon his return and by their invitation, Mr, CooPpER appeared before them and 
presented a copy of a letter of George E. Lemon addressed to Hon. Green B. 


Raum, Commissioner of Pensions, dated November 16, 1889, with an indorse- 
ment thereon as follows: 
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ewport and Kings Valley Railroad Company through the | 
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“Deputy Commissioner Lincoln: 
G. B. R.’ 

Also copy of letter of Charles P. Lincoln, Deputy Commissioner, addressed 
to Hon. Green B. Raum, Comuiissioner of Pensions, dated November 29, 1889, 
with an indorsement thereon, as follows: 

“Approved, G, B. R.,Com’r.” 

Also, copies of Orders No. 149, by the Commissioner of Pensions, dated De- 

iber 23, 1889, and No. 151, dated January 6, 1890; and Mr. Cooper stated be- 
fore the committee that, after this letter by the Deputy Commissioner, the Com- 
missioner, Green B. Raum, negotiated in banks in the city of Washington a 
loan in the sum of $25,000, upon which George E. Lemon became the surety ; 
also stated that Green B, Raum at that time was insolvent, and that no prudent 
man would become his surety for a like sum of money without some quid pro 
quo; he stated that also afterwards, in compliance with the request which be- 
fore that time had been refused, the Commissioner did comply with the re- 
quest set outin that letter of Mr. Lemon before mentioned, and that Orders No, 
14%, of date of December 23, 1889, and No. 151, of date of January 6, 1890, showed 
a substantial compliance with that request; also, that in addition tothe request 
thus granted and as a reason the ruling made is unjust and unfair to practition- 
ers other than Mr. Lemon, that he was able to prove that a large number of 
cases have been certified to the Department as entitled to admission to the list 
of “completed filed,”’ which were not compieted, and that by reason of such cer- 
tification the Department has been engaged for a long time almost exclusively 
in the consideration and advancement of his (Lemon’s) cases. 

Phat Mr. Cooper called the attention of the committee to the other branch of 
the charge and said that as to the stockholders in the refrigerator company 
he had not had the same opportunity to examine into it because he had not 
had access to their books, but was told upon information that was credible 
and which he believed that a large number of the employés of the Pension 
Office have stock in that corporation; that Private Secretary Bradley Tanner 
has invested in it and has devoted much of his time, which should be given to 


Please inquire and report your views. 





ce 


| his office, to the advancement of that scheme; that he had received letters from 


various persons, chemists, etc., who state that it can not be utilized and say that 
it is a visionary scheme, 

he committee had no testimony except that of Mr. Cooper, and copies of 
documents produced by him, and they called no other witnesses because Mr. 
Cooper declined to give the names of persons who, he stated, had personal 
knowledge of the transaction charged, although requested to du so. He as- 
sumed as a Representative the charges made against the Commissioner, and as- 
sured the committee that he would furnish full and satisfactory proof to estab- 
lish them before any committee which the House of Representatives shall au- 
thorize to conduct the investigation. 

The committee deem it proper to state that nearly all of the essential state- 
ments of Mr. Cooper are hearsay and his conclusions conjectural. They donot 
know whether they are true or false; but, whether true or false, your comnait- 
tee believe that an investigation should be had to the end that the truth may 
be ascertained. 

The publie service must not even rest under suspicion, and the character of 
public officials must be so clean and their administration so honorable and 
straightforward as to command the public confidence and withstand the most 
careful scrutiny. Every public official should invite the most careful investiga- 
tion of his public and official acts; and your committee believe that General 
Raum, whose public and private character has been heretofore without taint 
or suspicion, will gladiy promote the investigation. 

The committee therefore recommend the following resolution as a substitute, 
and that it do pass: 

Whereas, by the statement of Representative Coorer before the committee 
and by his resolution referred to them, it is charged: 

‘First, That the present Commissioner of Pensicns has been engaged in sell- 
ing to certain employés of the Pension Office shares of stock in a corporation 
or company of which he is president, which is organized for the purpose of in- 
troducing a patent refrigerator which it is claimed is impracticable and worth- 
less, and that in consideration of such purpose said employés are promoted in 
office; and 

“Second, That said Commissioner of Pensions has recently, by an unjust and 
partial rule, advanced and caused to be taken up out of their order many thou- 
sands of the claims of a certain attorney residing in the city of Washington, 


| and that in consideration thereof said attorney has become surety on the note 


of said Commissioner in a bank in the city of Washington for the sum of $25,000: 
rherefore, 

‘ Be it resolved, That a committee of five be appointed by the Speaker to in- 
quire concerning said charges and report to this House; and that said commit- 
ee is hereby authorized to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, 
and take testimony.” 


Che resolution referred to in the report, for which the committee 
recommend the above substitute, is as follows: 


IN THE Hovusk OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 7, 1890, 
Mr. Cooper, of Indiana, submitted the following ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Rules 
Whereas reports are being widely circulated through the newspapers reflect- 
ing upon the management of the Bureau of Pensions,in which it is charged : 
* First. That the present Commissionerof Pensions has been engaged insell- 
ing to certain employés of the Pension Office shares of stock in a curporation 
or company of which he is president, which is organized for the purpose of 
introducing a patent refrigerator which it is claimed is impracticable and 
worthless, and that in consideration of such purchase said employés are pro- 
moted in office; and 
Second. That said Commissioner of Pensions has recently, by an unjust and 
partial ruling, advanced and caused to be taken up outof their order many thou- 


| sands of the claims of a certain attorney residing in the city of Washington, and 


that in consideration thereof said attorney has become surety on the note of 
said Commissioner in a bank in the city of Washington for the sum of $25,000: 
Therefore, 

* Be it resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be, and they are here- 
by, directed to inquire concerning said charges and report to this House. And 
tor the purpose of making said investigation theveugh and complete, the said 


| committee is hereby authorized to send for persons and papers, to administer 


oaths, and take testimony.” 
Attest: 
EDWARD McPHERSON, Clerk, 
By C. 8. MARTIN, Chief Clerk. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask the adoption of the substi- 


| tute resolution reported by the committee. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mycolleague [Mr. MCMILLIN] is absent, and 
for that reason I would like to ask if the report of the committee is 
unanimous. 


Mr. McKINLEY. The reportis unanimous. I will say that Isub- 


mitted the report to Mr. MCMILLIN and I understand that he con- 
curred in it. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. 
wanted to know if he concurred in the report. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Obio [Mr. 
McKINLEY] if the question of widening the scope of this investigation 
was considered by the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. McKINLEY. It was not. 

Mr. ENLOE, It seems to me that an investigation of the Pension 
Office, if it is intended to accomplish any result in the way of reform 
in the administration of that office, ought to be broader than this in- 
vestigation proposes to be. It ought to extend to the question of re- 
rating and it ought to extend to the question of the methods of admin- 
istration obtaining in that office. There are quite as serious charges 
upon those points as there are in this resolution. . 

Mr. McKINLEY. ‘The committee only addressed itself to the reso- 
lution submitted by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Coorer], and 
made their report thereon. 

The resolution offered by the committee was adopted. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the 
bill (H. R. 9521) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Savannah River; when the Speaker signed the same. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CANNON. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 10884) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Bur- 
ROWS in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10884) makingappropriations forsundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Will the Chair please inform me how much time 
has been occupied in general debate and how much in regard to irri- 
gation, so that we may know how much time remains? 

The CHAIRMAN. In response to the inquiry of the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL], the Chair will state that the gentle- 
man from Montana { Mr. CARTER] has used fifty minutes of his time, 
leaving twenty-five minutes. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
NON] has used three minutes of his hour and fifteen minutes, leaving 
one hour and tweive minutes to be controlled by that gentleman. 

Mr. DUNNELL, The question was, how much longer was debate 
to continue? 

The CHAIRMAN, One hour and twelve minutes to be controlled 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and twenty-five min- 
utes under the control of the gentleman from Montana [ Mr. CARTER], 
[After a pause.] Does the gentleman from Montana desire to be recog- 
nized ? 

Mr. CARTER. 


I yield to the gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
WILSson ]j. 


[Mr. WILSON, of Washington, withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CARTER. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time has the gentleman ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty-three minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. CARTER. At this time, at the request of the gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], I will yield him three minutes, 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I entertain the most cordial sym- 
pathy for the people of that great region which has been segregated by 
the construction of the law, and which is shown in the plat before us, 
and which is to constitute hereafter the arid regions of the United 
States. I have listened also to the complaints of the Representatives 
from that vast region, and most earnestly indorse what has been said 
by them; but I congratulated myself that, so far as my own State was 


concerned, it was comparatively free from the great hardship thas im- | 


posed upon one-third of the area of the American Union, exclusive of 
Alaska. But my attention was called tothe map of segregation, and to 
my utmost surprise I discovered that 40,000,060 acres of land within 
the State of Oregon was included in this inhibition, and within that 
vast area no settler can obtain title under the homestead, pre-emption, 
or any other land laws of the United States. 

When I recollect, Mr. Chairman, that a large portion of that area 
which is now withdrawn from settlement entirely constitutes the most 
valuable lands in the United States, I have to state that I must here 
express my great astonishment that the Department should have acted 
so hastily as it seems to have done, not only in the case of my own State, 
but in the case of Montana and other States with which I am familiar. 
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He has not come in this morning, and I | gone beyond the intent of the law, a: 


cr ’ cle ) 1ote the express 
language of the act of 188s: 
| And all the lands which ay hereafter be es ted r selected by such 
|} United States surveys for sites for reservoirs or rig poses 
and all the lands made susceptible of irrigut ‘ ervoirs 
** The lands made susceptible of irrigation I , a large portion of 
the lands within my own State embraced within that dark cloud upon 
the map are already susceptible of cultivation Chere is no necessity 


| lands and capable of the highest tillage without 


| 





| the laws in relation to the public lands was reported. 


for irrigation to reclaim them; they are now susceptible of cultivation 
without irrigation, and there are other lands there whi } 


‘h could be made 
tillable without the assistance of artificial irrigati 


I recall to min 

that immense domain between the Columbia River and the city of 
Walla Walla, twenty-tive orthirty miles in length, in which the finest 
wheat lands in these United States are situated, lands which pro- 
duce from 30 to 40 bushels of wheat per acre withovt the aid of any a1 

tificial irrigation, and which have quite a regular annual rainfall, vary- 
Ing in quantity In some years. 

The act of 1888 has in view only the arid 
withdrawal of lands from entry or settk 
braced in the map of segregation now ore the House are all with- 
drawn by order of the Department, it includes entire counties where 
the lands are not arid, but are susceptible of cultivation without irri- 
gation. Upon these lands are extensive settlements, which under the 
order of withdrawal are all declared invalid and the filings canceled, 
These people are innocent, bona fide settlers and their filings have been 
recognized by the local land officers, and as to further settlements all 
are prohibited, and yet we know that the lands ar 
intended to be iucluded in the law. I insist that the law should be 
construed so as to authorize withdrawals only as the surveys determine 
the character of the lands. I can not believe that Major Powell him 
self intends the consequences which we know now are the results of the 
construction given by the Attorney-General. I have a high opinion 
of this eminent scientist, not only as to his integrity and learning, but 
as to his practica! judgment. 


lands, when it proposes a 
ment, but if the lands em- 


e not such as were 


his nation is indebted to him for many 


valuable suggestions as to the public domain. It is enough for us to 
know that a most serious misunderstanding exists, and that in the 


mean while infinite wrong is inflicted upon many thousands of people 
‘who are building up distant portions of our Republic. 

One of the effects of existing construction is that 
lands are withdrawn, but timber lands, 
are all withdrawn. No homestead or pre-emption entry can be per- 
mitted. In my own State 40,000,000 acres, as | have stated, are prac- 
tically withdrawn. Within this limit are large 


not only cultivable 


mining lands, and coal land 


} 


areas Of most fertile 
artificial irrigation. 
Why should such lands as these be taken from settlement? I may 
mention the Grand Ronde, the Wallowa, and the Umatilla Valleys as 
examples of what Iam stating. Iam one of those who believe that 
the reservoirs and heads of rivers and the lakes in the mountains should 
be surveyed and segregated whenever they can be utilized in the 
reclamation of public lands unfit without this assistance. I should 
regard it as a national blessing also if a careful segregation can be had 
of the actual valueless and arid lands and a means pointed out by 
which they may be reclaimed, and they should be reserved after sur- 
vey for such further legislation by Congress as may be deemed for the 
best interest of the people and the Government of the United States, 
Thus far none can object. I can not, however, decline to concur in 
the Senate amendment in view of the present great injury which 
threatens my State in view of the immense area which is now reserved 
from all entries and settlement. 

Mr. CANNON. And which are not reserved under the 
law. 

Mr. HERMANN. And which are reserved under the present law, 
the statement of the gentleman to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
pired. 

Mr. CARTER. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
utes leit. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield thirty-seven minutes to my colleague on 
the committee, the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. SA‘ 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield ten minutes to th 


present 


The time of the gentleman from Oregon has ex- 
= 


I believe I have an hour and a quarter left, Mr. 


The gentleman has one hour and twe!l 


rentleman trom Indiana 
[Mr. Ho_mMAnN]. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the subject of the desert lands, so 


called, is one of the most embarrassing that we have to deal with in 
connection with the public domain. I hold in my hand a report I 
had the honor to make to the House from the Committee on Public 
Lands in the first session of the last Congress, when a bill reforming 
In this bill an 
attempt was made to adopt reasonable provisions for disposing of the 


I contend, in the first place, Mr. Chairman, that the Department has | desczt lauds. 
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J read an extract from that report: 





T) nmittee submit that in dealing with this portion of the public do- 


main iich will be of great value with irrigation and, for the present, so val- 
ueles ithout it, they are approaching as near as possible to the spirit and 
purp of the homestead law; but it is not to be denied that, in the progress 


f 


of opening up this region of country, which promises 80 much from proper 


development, combinations will be formed, notwithstanding the safeguards 
vhich are embodied in this bill, to monopolize these lands through great capt- 
tal investments, and it is the opinion of your committee that it would be bet- 
ter that these lands should remain forever a desert than be monopolized into 


great private landed estates. The vigilance of Congress will be required to 
prevent a dangerous monopoly of these so-called desert lands. The value of 
the wealth created by such monopoly is vastly more than overbalanced by ths 


evil it inflicts 

‘These were the views of every member of the Committee on Public 
Lands of the last House, and, I think, of the present committee. The 
Senate declined to even consider that bill, which the House unanimously 
passed, and now, Mr. Chairman, the real question presented here ia 
whether it is good policy at this time to repeal the only concession made 
by the Senate of recent years toward proper legislation touching the 
public domain. J admit that this concession had no relation to the 
policy of securing homes for our people, it was a speculative movement, 

l ved a valuable cons There is, I find, an undercur- 
rent of opinion in the House that the legislation of the last Congress 


and yet invo ession, 


on this subject of irrigation and the reserve of the lands, embodied in 
the idry civil bill, was not fairly understood when it was enacted. 
I think, sir, that it is fully understood. I think it was thoroughly 


understood by all gentlemen taking an interest in the public land. 

(he House was making an effort, a very strenuous effort, at that 
time, by the bill which it sent to the Senate and to which I have re- 
ferred, to suppress speculation in the public lands, to prevent monop- 
oly of them, and to secure as far as possible those public lands now 
adapted to agricultare which might be made valuable for cultivation 
to actual, bona fide settlers, and I think the last Congress was impressed, 
as { hope this one is, with the belief that proper and efficient legie- 
lation upon this subject was imperatively demanded, 
however, declined to even consider the bill, although it 
went to them as early as the month of June, 1888, but incidentally 
originated this plan of irrigation and the withdrawal of all the desert 
Jands from entry, which plan, suggested by the Senate, was perfected 
by the House, and became the provisions of law now under considera- 
tion. The House bill revised and reformed the desert-laad law of 1877. 
‘The Senate entered upon a grand scheme of irrigation. Now, what is 
the desert-land law of 1877, which the House has sought so strenuously 
to re‘orm, and which the Senate refused toreform? That law is more 
clearly and positively in the interest of speculation in the public lands 
and of land monopoly than any other law ever enacted by Congress, 
hardly excepting the great grants to railroad corporations, and under 
it there has been already a greater monopoly of the public lands than 
has occurred under all other laws upon our statute-books for disposal 
of public lands, 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, 
it has occurred ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, there are countless instances. IfI had more 
time I would go into the subject in detail. Major Powell has stated 
beiore the Senate Committee on Appropriations that some 45,000,000 
acres of these lands, which can be rendered valuable by irrigation, have 
already been taken under existing desert-land law. Major Powell s 
statement is specially important, and is as follows: 


‘The Senate, 


Will the gentleman name the place where 


Director Powe... I say it is more than a million, or about 800,000,000 acres, 
of which 100,000,000 acres can ultimately be redeemed. That means the utili -a- 
tion of ali’the water; that all the streams must be stored so that there is no 
waste. In our work we take one district at a time, one hydrographic district, 
a region of country drained by some stream, and this covers the catchment area, 
the site for irrigating works, and the lands that can be irrigated thereunder 
within the district. Of the 100,000,000 acres that can be irrigated 10,000,000 acres 
are irrigated, and irrigation works are constructed probably for about 2,000,- 
GOO acres more 

Senator Hair. Constructed by private enterprise? 

Ihrector Powe... By private enterprise. I estimated some weeks ago, in 
speaking to the House Committee on Appropriations, that 30,000,000 acres of 
those irrigable lands had passed from the hands of the Gencral Government. 
But at that time | had not gone over the records of the Land Office. I had de- 
rived thatim ression from the bestinformation I could get in the field. As we 
go on with this work in the field we find what lands are under cultivation and 
what lands are inclosed, etc.; but when we come to examine the records, as we 
are doing now, we find that there is a very much larger proportion of the lands 
that have gove out of the hands of the General Government, and that instead 
of there being only 30,000,000 acres there will be about 45,000,000 to 50,000,000 
acres that have gone out of the hands of the General Government and into the 
hands of individuals and companies. 

So thatat the present time three-fourths, and probably four-fifths, of the land 
that belongs to other parties than the Government—the irrigable lands (I am 
not speaking of the whole area)—three-fourths of those lands are held by per- 
sons who are not utilizing and cultivating them. In the main they are held for 
speculative purposes, for a rise in the value of the land. While inthe West I 
observed a very great feeling of discontent in regard to the large quantities of 


land that were held by individuals. I supposed it was large, but had no appre- 
ciation until within the last few weeks of the extentof such holdings. I had es- 
timated that there were about 30,000,000 acres of irrigable land out of the lands 
subject to irrigation and under the possession of the Government; my estimate 


now is that there are from forty to fifty million held in that manner. 
Senator Hae. Held by private parties? 
Director Powe... Held by private parties. 
The CHarrMAan, Or one-half of the irrigable land* 
Director PowELL. Very nearly one-half of the whole are already held by pri- 


vate parties, 
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The CuarrMan, And that land thus owned is the best land; that is, the most 
easily irrigated ? 

Director POWELL. Not invariably so; it is sometimes the case that the best 
land remains. 

Senator Hate. When you followed this out and discovered that so large a por- 
tion of these lands had passed from the Government into the hands of private 
parties, = you follow still further and find what proportion is still held in very 
large holdings? 

Director PowELL. I am now at work at that, but I can not give the propor- 
tion yet; it will take three or four months more of examination. 

Senator HaLe. Do you think thata large proportion of the 45,000,000 acres 
held by parties other than the Government is held in large bodies? 

Director PowE.Lu. Yes, sir; much the larger proportion. 


And how have these lands been taken? Forhomes? No,sir. No res- 
idence on the land is required: that isa matter of course. No residence 
in the State or Territory where the landsare situated is required. The 
only qualification prescribed is citizenship or a declaration of intention 
to become a citizen. That qualification being satisfied, a man under 
this desert-land law has a right to enter a full section of land and to 
hold it for a period of three years; and then if he complies with the 
Jaw, which is so indefinite as to practically amount to no limitation 
whatever, he can, by the payment of $1.25 an acre, secure his title. 
He may enter as many sections as he pleases in the names of different 
persons—640 acres for each—and do it for the benefit of any corpora- 
tion that employs him. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman permit a question at this 
0int ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If it is a very brief one. 

Mr. CARTER. Is it not true that in the 44,000,000 acres heretofore 
taken up, as stated by the Director of the Geological Survey, all the 
homesteads and pre-emptions claims in that Western country are in- 
cluded? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not. We examined this subject in the last 
Congress, and it was found that in some cases a single person would 
make entries without limit, in the names of different persons-—persons 
who lived in remote States. 

Mr. HERMANN. Have not instructions been issued to the land 
oflices to withdraw those absolutely ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly, under the laws of 1888. My friend 
from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], especially, will remember that the Com- 
missioner of Public Lands has suspended the entries of thousands upon 
thousands of entries made under this law, where the purpose of mo- 
nopoly was clearly apparent on the face of the transaction, and yet we 
all know that in spite of the integrity of the General Land Office these 
patents finally issue. The law itself suggests fraud, and your public 
officers are powerless. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. 
At what place? 

Mr. McADOO. With the permission of the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. HoLMAN] I will read a brief extract from the statement of Major 
Powell on this point, a statement made before the Senate Committee 
on Appropriations at the present session: 


Where wasthis? In the Western country ? 


Genator HALE. What have you found to be the largest holding? 

Director PoweLL. About a million acres. 

Senator Hace, Of contiguous holding? 

Director Powe... Yes; thatis the largest one I know of. 

‘The CHatrMan. Where is that? 

Director PowELL. In Southern California. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. 
ican land-grant. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; not at all. I should have supposed that 
Major Powell’s answer to the question would have been that it was in 
Wyoming, because enormous entries have been made in Wyoming by 
men who manifestly have not made those entries in ordinarily good 
faith. But these entries and this monopoly of land have occurred in 
greater or less degree in every State and Territory where there are 
desert lands. 

The payment of $1.25 per acre enables each man to acquire a section 
of these lands, not for a home, but for speculation; and if you repeal 
the law of 1888 without any further legislation, and thus restore into 
full force the act of 1877, you throw open this country at once to anew 
and wild riot of fraud, monopoly, and speculation. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. You restore the desert-land act; is not 
that all? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. Is not the gentleman from Indiana 
pMr. HOLMAN] aware that the desert-land act does not apply to the 
state of Colorado? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is an exception. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. But it does not apply to Colorado; 
yet we are included in the withdrawal all the same. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that is only an exceptional case. I opposed 
this measure of irrigation, this legislation of 1888, as the gentleman 
now presiding [Mr. PAysoNn] is aware, in the last Congress. I op- 
posed it in the hope that the Senate would consent to some kind of 
| legislation touching those arid lands and stop the monopoly going on in 
all the reyjon west of the one hundredth parallel. TheSenate declined 
to do so; in fact, declined to consider the subject at all. Now the 
Senate is exceedingly anxious to repeal this act which they brought 
upon us in the last Congress—the act of 1888—this act which for the 
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time suspends the act of 1877. I suggest to you, gentlemen, that th Ss 
House, if it is pursuing, as I believe it is, the line of good faith, which 
was indicated all through the proceedings of the last Congress, of sav- 
ing the public lands trom the speculator and monopolist, will not re- 
lease the advantage which it has fortunately, and by the act of the Sen- 





ate, obtained. 

It will permit this subject to go to aconference committee. Iregret 
very much that some gentlemen like the gentleman now presiding in 
this Committee of the Whole [ Mr. PAYSON } could not be a m« mber of 
that committee, because I know there could not be uponit from either 


t 
side of the House any one else so thoroughly acquainted with this su 
ject. A thorough knowledge of the land question is absolutely indis- 























pensable to proper legislation in measures to protect the public lands. 
Gentlemen on the Appropriations Committee have not time to st 
this subject. With proper legislation I think that the larger | 
much the larger portion, of these lands remaining ought to be and would 
be secured to bona fidesettlers. I am in favor ofasystem which, w 
preven a monopoly of these lands, shall leave them open to 
provement and secure the proper development of the country 
these lands are situated. I have faith in private enterprise. 1 
clared in discussing this subject during the first session of t 
Congress, when this act ot 1888 was enacted. I then said 

But, Mr. Speaker.in the very short time that is left me I as 
pause in legislating upon this subject until they have fa 
whi they can safely act. I sympathize fully with the object of this: 
There never has been any measure proposed promising to increase the 1 
of homes for our people that has not had my heartielt and ear: 
But | ant to know a good many things before | vote for t 
Wit » facts fully before Congress I shall hope t« ¢ 
in‘ the 1 amation of such desert land as priva e 
In - »pwever,I shall take i ) t 
t and willing to oO} 1up that 
ua 

Whatever private enterprise can acc “ rb " \ 
suit om Government action, if for reac beca 8 
fi nefits to the persons who are r edt ! I 
this or any similar measure I wantto kr how wea 1a 
efits which shal! flow from itand the increased wealth which it w t 
create shall result in securing for the great mass of the peop in additie 
ritor pon which they can secure homes, instead of enlarging the yt 








atew meni the expense of the whole 1 eople 


For these and other reasons I then presented I was opposed to 
Government entering upon even the beginning of a system of irriga- 
tion in the arid region, a region, however, in which gentleme 
there are millions of acres of land valuable for homes without art 
irrigation. But I regard the money employed in even an extended 
system of surveys for practical irrigation as exceedingly well spent if 
it will aid in securing these lands to increase independent and prosper- 
ous homes tor our people 

[ Here the hammer feli. | 

Mr. HOLMAN. Can not the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Say: 
yield me a few minutes more? 

Mr. SAYERS. How much more? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Whatever you can spare. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwillgive thegentlemantwo minutes. [Laughter 

Mr. HOLMAN. lam very much obliged. This is one of the most 





interesting subjects we have had before Congress, All that I can say 
in two minutes, without entering further into the discussion, is that I 
hope the House will determine on this line of policy: In the first place, 
not to act hastily; in the next place, to refer this subject to confere: 
so that those at least who feel an interest in the public lands and a: 
opposed to their being monopolized under any pretense may be « 
abled, if possible, to induce the conferees of the two Houses to agree upon 
a plan by which two ends may be accomplished: first, that there may be 
no improper embarrassment placed upon the settlement and improve- 
ment of the public lands and, secondly, that the system of monopoly: 
opened up and sheltered by the act of 1877, if it shall be restored to 
full force as the Senate by the proposition now under discussion pro- 
poses, shall he uprooted and these remaining lands, this remnant of 
} 


our once great public domain, shall be secured to our landless people for 
homes. I would rather see all these millions of acres ot land, if they 


were in fact desert lands, forever remain a desert than see them 
proved and cultivated under a system that shall monopolize them into 
great private landed estates. 

Better a desert than land monopoly ! 

I wish tosay further that the denunciation in which some gentlemen 
have indulged of the officers of the Interior Department, the Dir 
of the Geological Survey, the Secretary of the Interior, the Comm 
sioner of the General Land Office, and other officers connected with 
withdrawal of the land from « ntry, 1s without justification or ex 
The law of 1888 contemplated the exact action that was taken 
acts done and the line of policy adopted under the advice of the At 
torney-General were exactly in harmony with what was under 
the time this subject was before Congress in 1888, 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Willthegentleman allow mea single 
inquiry? I do not wish to indulge in criticism of any Department, 
but does not the gentleman think ita very careless piece of business 
to withdraw from settlement and cultivation a region of country a 
part of which, last year, without any irrigation and with a rainfall of 


ector 


stood 


| 


only 18 inches on the average } i 
and woo! for ¢ xportation, 128,819 
Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes. ‘ 
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improvements and the rainfall had developed his property, under what 
provision can he obtain title? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, 
dent. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. 
the law, 
dent. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. 
proclamation up to this time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under the present law,of course, they can be opened 
only in that way. The President will hardly act unwisely under the 
power given him in such a matter as homes for our people; but I trust 
implicitly in the good judgmentof Congress to bring about satisfactory 
results in regard to this matter in the future, so that we will beable to 
accomplish both these things to which I have already adverted; and I 
believe that we can accomplish that happy result by submitting this 
matter toa conference. Let us try that. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Is it not your purpose under this bill 
and.is net the legitimate result of vour argument and effort to simply 
repeal thé desert-land act? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Oh, no. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. 
have? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Oh, the bill that I reported in the last Congress, 
and which the House passed unanimously, did not repeal the desert-land 
act. It was made as near the provisions of the homestead law as pos- 
sible for the purpose of securing these lands to honest settlers. It re- 
quires the entryman to live in the State or Territory where the land 
is located and makes very wholesome and salutary provisions in re- 
gard to acquiring title. 

It abandons the idea of the sale of the lands, which I think is emi- 
nently proper, because Congress has declared time and again against 
the policy of making merchandise of its public domain, and it ought 
to be regarded now as committed against that policy, which might 
have been well enough when the country was struggling for its exist- 
ence and was often forced to part with portions of its public domain 
in order to acquire means for the support of Government. But now, 
with a multitude of landless people, the idea of selling these lands in 
640-acre tracts to a single individual and allowing him to make as 
many entries as he pleases in different names, paving the $1.25 an acre 
and obtaining title to vast estates in that manner, is absolutely inde- 
fensible. It is absolutely wicked. 

But do not censure the able and accomplished Director of your Geo- 
logical Survey, who in all this has acted under the law and manifestly 
for the good of the people. Is it not the monopolist that specially 
complains of the measures of the Directorof your Geological Survey and 
the President? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. If it be really desert land ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Any kind of land. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Yes, any kind of land. I fear that under the 
desert-Jand laws you will have imperial estates upon you in the new 
States that will cause many a blush of shame. 

Mr. McADOO. And let me remind the gentleman from Indiana 
that the gentleman from Washington says that the desert lands are the 
very best lands in the United States. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has consumed nineteen minutes 
of the thirty-seven. There are eighteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish the Chair would notify me at the expiration 
o! ten minutes, 

Mr. Chairman, it will not be doubted, afterthe remarksof the gentle- 
man from Kentucky on yesterday evening, that this law which the 
Senate and certain gentlemen in the House are desirous of repealing 
was placed upon the sundry civil bill at the instance of those represent- 
ing the States and Territories in which these arid lands lie. Now, 
after the expiration of a little more than one year, the Director of the 
Geological Survey having endeavored to carry out the provisions of 
that clause, put upon thesundry civil appropriation bill at the instance 
of parties directly interested in the arid regions, these very same Rep- 
resentatives come and ask its repeal. 

The gentleman from Montana [Mr. CARTER], in referring to this 
matter yesterday, if I did not misunderstand him, said that a single 
reservoir site had not been established under this law by the Director 
of the Geological Survey, and that it would be impossible for any mem- 
ber upon this floor to point to the location of a single reservoir site. 
Now, let us see how that statement is borne out by the facts. I read 
from the report of the Director of the Geological Survey that under the 
operation of this law 30,055,120 acres of irrigable land have been sur- 
veyed and that the following reservoir sites have been selected jor 
segregation, namely 

In the State of Montana, 61 reservoir sites, with an area of 1,762 
miles. 

In California, 16 reservoir sites, with an area of about 252 square 
miles. 

In Colorado, 25 reservoir sites, with an area of 185} square miles, 


Only by the proclamation of the Presi- 


There is no other way provided by 
These lands must be opened by the proclamation of the Presi- 


And they have not been opened by any 


What other purpose, then, can it possibly 
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In Utah, 10 reservoir sites, with an area of about 75 square miles, 

In New Mexico, 15 reservoir sites, with an area of something over 
400 square miles, 

Now, this represents the work of the Director of the Geological Sur- 
vey under the operations of the act of 1888. 

Mr. CARTER. May I ask the gentleman if a single one of those 
sites has been staked out and the lines of any ditch designated with 
any accuracy ? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state that I know nothing personally about 
that section of the country. I must take the report of the Director of 
the Geological Survey as true until it is controverted, and he has made 
this official report to the Congress of the United States. 

Now, so much, Mr. Chairman, for the work that has already been 
accomplished under this act. The Director of the Survey tells us that 
if the appropriation which has passed the Hoase is made he will add 
largely to the number of these reservoir sites and nearly 18,000,000 
acres additional of irrigable land during the coming year. 

But one of the complaints as to this law, as I understand it from the 
debate here and elsewhere, is that the location and settlement of these 
lands are confined to the homestead act, and for that reason it is desired 
that the law should be repealed. They find no fault with the Director 
of the Geological Survey in fact. They do so by implication in their 
speeches here and elsewhere, but when you come to examine closely 
and critically the amendment put on by the Senate you will find that 
it is proposed to give to the Director of the Geological Survey $300,000 
for the prosecution of this work during the coming year and to require 
that $150,000 shall be expended west of the one hundred and first 
meridian. Does that indicate any want of confidence upon the part of 
these gentlemen in the honesty or the ability of the Director of the 
Geological Survey? Then what is the trouble? 

The trouble is this, Mr. Chairman, that sufficient opportunity is not 
given under the present law to those men who are seeking to wrest 
from the Government vast bodies of the public domain and convert 
them to their own use and purposes. Under the amendment which 
has come from the Senate, appropriating $300,000 and requiring that 
$150,000 of it shall be expended west of the one hundred and first me- 
ridian, the Director of the Geological Survey, with his corps of assist- 
ants, is to ascertain and locate these reservoir and canal sites, and I 
assume that as each canal site and reservoir site is ascertained and lo- 
cated the stealthy steps of land speculators, corporations, and syndi- 
cates will follow and locate upon them, thereby securing absolute con- 
trol, possession, and ownership of a large portion of that section of the 
country. Now, let us see what can and will be done if the Senate 
amendment should prevail. 

There is no limitation to the settlement of these lands. Under the 
law as it now exists but 160 acres can be acquired, and then only by 
the actual and bona fide settler. Should this law be repealed the pre- 
emptionist will be entitled to 160 acres, . Under the timber-culture 
act 160 acres more can be obtained, and under the desert-land act, 
as has been truthfully said by the gentleman from Indiana, a non- 
resident, a man living in the extreme southwestern portion of the State 
of Texas, can have his agent there-and seize upon 640 acres more, thus 
putting it in the power of one single individual, if this act is repealed, 
to occupy, hold, and receive patents for 1,120 acres of land in one hold- 
ing. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is an important question. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. Does the public-land law apply to 
the State of Texas? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; but that does not make any difference. I 
speak with reference to those lands which lie in the arid region, and 
I assert that a citizen of Texas can acquire 640 acres under the desert- 
land act without living upon the tract. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. Does not the gentleman know that 
in the State ot Colorado the desert-land act does not and never did 
apply ? 

PM. SAYERS. It applies, however, to other portions of the coun- 
try. There is no limitation in this amendment to the State of Colo- 
rado. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? Does the timber-culture act apply to the arid 
lands? 

Mr. SAYERS. My understanding is that there are lands in many 
portions of this section which can be acquired under the timber-culture 
act; that is, wherever timber grows. 

Mr. HERMANN. How is it with reference to mining lands, then? 
I understand as far as the mining lands are concerned they are placed 
under that inhibition provided they are inside of these lines, 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no knowledge with reference to mining lands 
and can not speak as to them. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Payson in the chair). 
gentleman’s time have expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield the balance of my time, eight minutes, to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It was not my purpose to speak at this time, but 
inasmuch as the gentleman from Texas has kindly yielded me eight 
minutes I will occupy the time in a brief consideration of the issue 
joined here by the amendment of the Senate. 


Ten minutes of the 
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The law which is now sought to be repealed was put upon the sundry 
civil bill in 1888 at the request of the gentlemen representing Western 
States and Territories, the same gentlemen who now ask for its repeal. 
This law provides that— 

Allthe lands which may hereafter be designated or selected by such United 
States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irrigation purposes 
and all the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, or 
canals are from this time henceforth hereby reserved from sale as the property 
of the United Staies, and shall net be subject after the passage of this act to 
entry, settlement, or occupation until farther provided by law. 

The act also provides for the investigation of the extent to which the 
arid regions of the United States can be redeemed by irrigation. The 
amendment as it comes to us from the Senate repeals so much of the 
act of October 2, 1888, ‘‘as provides for the selection and location of 
reservoirs and canals upon the public lands, and the reservation of irri- 
gable lands.”’ 

It provides also ‘‘that reservoir and canal sites, heretofore located 
or selected, shall remain segregated and reserved from entry or settle- 
ment until otherwise provided by law.’’ So that. Mr. Chairman, the 
Senate amendment repeals that part of the sundry civil act of 1888 
which segregates the arid land and the reservoirs and canal sites, but 
leaves in full scope and play that provision of the law which author- 


izes the investigation of the extent to which those arid lands can be 


subject to irrigation. 

As was suggested by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], this 
was evidently the purpose of the Senate, because in excepting this 
investigation the Senate increased the appropriation of the House for 
topographical sarveys from two hundred to three hundred thousand 
dollars, so that as a result of the proposed legislation we are to have 
an investigation, which is to be continued under the direction of Major 
Powell, the Director of the Geological Survey, at a cost in excess of 
the sum appropriated by the House of $100,000. I concur in the view 
expressed by my colleague on the committee that this increased appro- 
priation by the Senate does not indicate a want of confidence in Major 
Powell. The fault, in fact, is found in the law, and not in the Di- 
rector. : 

But, Mr. Chairman, the act further provides for a repeal of the laws 
which exempt these lands from the operation of the pre-emption, the 
desert-land, and timber-culture Jaws. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not 
very familiar with the public-land laws of the United States, but I 
have a conviction touching the general policy that should be pursued 
in the disposition of these lands, especially as it relates to the arid lands. 
I think it well to modify the law of 1888, so that they can be opened 
to settlement; and, should such modification be made, then entry or 
settlement ought to be wholly under the provisions of the homestead 
law. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, such modification should be coupled with re- 
strictions and safeguards that will forbid monopolies and corporations 
from securing control of this Western country. 

Mr. Chairman, I might as well say right here (after having said this 
much by way of suggesting some modification of the act of October 2, 
1888) that I am not in favor ol that policy which has prevailed during 
the last quarter of a century, under which it seems that a large part ot 
our people have considered that the splendid empire added to the Union 
by the blood and statesmanship of our fathers is a sort of burden upon 
the enterprise of our country; Iam not insympathy with a policy that 
would part with the last acre of our irrigable and agricultural land. 

Sir, the few remaining acres now left us, after the railroad corpora- 
tions have taken more than 154,000,000 acres, after aliens have pos- 
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sessed themselves of more than 22,000,000 acres, I desire reserved for | 


actual settlers, to be acquired only under the pruvisions of the home- 
stead laws of the United States, So far as the reservoir sites are in- 
volved, I think that the Senate amendment ought to be made appli- 
cable not only to those heretofore located, but also to those to be 
located and selected hereafter. The Senate amendment provides: 
That reservoir and canal sites heretofore located or selected— 
Heretofore located or selected— 


shall remain segregated and reserved from entry or settlement until other- 
wise provided by law. 

If you give Major Powell $150,000 to continue the investigation of 
the extent to which the arid region can be irrigated, then this appro- 
priation should be supplemented by the location and segregation of res- 
ervoir and canal sites; otherwise the speculator will follow the surveyor 
and take possession of this most valuable part of the arid regions. The 
control of the water in that region determines the control of the land. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as bearing upon this question, I desire to read 
the views of my colleague [Mr. SAYERS], as expressed in an interview 
in the Washington Post of July 24. I can not say that the interview 
accurately voices my opinions, but I should like to see some legislation 
along this line. 

Mr. SAYERS says: 

I believe that the lands known as the arid region, amounting to between 7(),- 
000,000 and 1,000,000,000 acres, should be subject to settlement only under the 
homestead act, and that the timber-culture and desert-land laws should not ap- 
plytothem. This would reserve all of ‘that immense domain to actual settlers 


and would, in a large degree, prevent their ownership by syndicates and cor- 
porations. As to the reservoir and canal sites, which the Senate amendment 
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would throw « 


reserve by the 
law whatever. 


pen to the put lic, I believe ated and held ia 
General Government, and 1 . » location under any 


The sites should be conveyed to the States l r ries, to be held by them 
ou the condition that they should not be alienated the States under any cir- 
cumstances or for any length of time In tha untry the possession of the 

| reservoir and canal sites would practically carry with it the control and owner- 
ship of allofthe domain, and it is of the highestiu yrtance that thesesites should 
not be permitted to fall into the hands of either individ s, syndicates, or 
porations, but should be held by the States for the com 1 good, 


[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I believe it was agreed that I should 
be recognized to control the time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman from Montana|{ Mr. Cat 
yielded me ten minutes of bis time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Montana yields ten minutes of his time to the gentleman from Mich- 
igan. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not know of that arrangement. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Michigan will be recognized 
for ten minutes 

Mr. CARTER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [ Mr. CUTCHEON ]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON,. Mr. Chairman, this discussion develops fully one 
of the beauties of riders upon appropriation bills. [donot know when, 
in my Congressional experience, we have had a better illustration of 
the beauty of the practice of the Senate of putting legislation upon 
House appropriation bills thanin this case. Ky the act of October 2, 
188%, we find embodied in the sundry civil bill one of the most im- 
portant pieces of legislation relating to the public lands that was ever 
enacted by the Congress of the United States, and I venture to affirm 
that it was enacted without a clear understanding upon the part of the 
conference that enacted it, at least upon the part of this House, of the 
nature, scope, and importance of that legislation. by that rider on 
an appropriation bill and the subsequent construction by the Attorney- 
General, as | understand, there has been withdrawn from actual set- 
tlement, approximately, two-fitths of all the Territory of the United 
States, 

Mr. HERMAN. Including Alaska, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Including Alaska. 
before the Committee on Appropriations, 


{TER | has 


As stated by Major Powell 
850,000,000 acres without 








counting the subhumid area. The act provides, among other things, 
as follows: 

For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the 
"nited States can be deemed by irrigati« and ie segregation of irrigable 
ands in such arid region, and for the sel ion sites for reservoirs a ) 
iydraulie works necessary for the storage and utilization of waterfor irrigat 


gation 
and the prevention of floods and overflows, and to make the necessary maps, 
including the pay of employés in tield and in office, the cost of all instruments, 


| apparatus, and materials, and all other necessary expenses connected therewith, 


the work to be performed by the Geological Survey, under the direction of the 


Secretary of the Interior, * * ® shall be immediately available; and the Di- 
rector of the Geological Survey, under the supervision of the Secretary of the 
Interior, shall make a report to Congress on t irst Monday in December of 
each year, showing in detail how the said nu ias been expended, the amount 
used for actual survey and engineer work in the fleldin locating sites for reser- 
voirs. and an itemized account of the exper s under this appropriation 

And all the lands which may hereafter be designated or selected by such United 
States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals, for irrigation purposes, 
and all the lands made susceptible of irriga ch reservoirs, ditches, or 
canals, are, from this time henceforth hereby reserved from sale as the property 
of the United States, and shall not be subjectafter the passage of thisact to entry, 
settlement, or occupation until further provided by law: Provided, That the 
President may, at any time in hisdiscretion, by proclam ition, open any portion 
or all of the lands reserved by this provision to settlement under the homestead 
laws. 





ym bys 


In the examination of Major Powell before the Appropriation Com- 
mittee there will be found, on page 54 of the report on the sundry 
civil bill, the following, which I read 

Major Power. Under the decision lately rendered by the Attorney-General 
of the United States, all of the arid regions where agriculture depends exclu- 
sively upon irrigation is withdrawn from the operation of every act but the 
homestead act. 

Mr. SAYERS. How many acres is that? 

A. That is about 83,000,000 acres of land. 

Mr. McComas. That is, the total amount of arid land now is about 850,000,000 
acres? 

A. Yes, sir; that embraces the subhumid land 

Mr. DocKERY Does 850,000,000 acres of land 

Major PowELt. It includes that. 

Mr. Dockery. Therefore the entire limit of the arid land, as I understand 
you, is 890.0 0,000 acres ” 


lude the 100.000.000 acres? 


Major Powe... Yes sir; and of that by irrigat n there isonly about If 00. 
000 of acr s ofland which can be redeemed About 70,000,000 of that 1 lie 
idle until we can make surveys. 

The CHAIRMAN. Seventy million acres of 

Major Powe... Yes, sir. 

Mr. Savers. What ! wanted was the entire amount of the arid land 

Major PowELL, The entire amount is a t 850,00 a «, 

Mr. Dockery. And of thatamounta 100), OO s are irrigable? 


Major Powe. Yes, sir; and of that 100,009,000 acres 


irrigable land about 
30.00 '.000 acres of land 


as passed out o ysseasion of the Government 
already. Now, the other acts being repealed, the progress of entering uponthe 
lands and obtaining titles thereto under the homestead act depends upon the 
selection of the land on w h the homest« can be made under this act, and 

| therefore it seems desirable that the survey should be pushed as rapidly as pus- 
sible, and it is that view of the matter that I want to present to the committee 
as my reason for estimating $720,000 for this year. It must be understoc J that 


that there is still another body of ! 


land of which I have notspoken, There is along 
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the great plains a strip extending from British America to Mexico where agri- 
culture is dependent only in part upon irrigation, where fields can be cultivated 
without irrigation during some years. These have not been included in the 
100,000,000 acres of land 





Now, we have here an area of 850,000,000 acres, an almost incompre- 
hensibleamountof land, absolutely segregated from the public domain 
and withdrawn from settlement by an opinion of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral: not by the law, because the law only withdraws the sites for res- 
ervoirs, ditches, and canals, and the lands that will be made irrigable 
thereby. ° 

[ Here the hammer fell, ] 

Mr. CARTER. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘To show the effect of this legislation aad of the 
decision of the Attorney-General thereon, I desire to read an extract 
from a letter received by me this morning. The writer, speaking of a 
common friend of his and mine, says 


He has put in over $700,000 in building canals, etc., in the Pecos Valley, New 
Mexico, and these improvements have induced a population of 15,000 where be- 
fore there was not asoul, Since the act of 1888 the Government has continued 
to sell these people the desert lands down to the present without notice or 

iri t 


Hiere, Mr. Chairman, are 15,000 people who have gone into this one 
locality, owing tothe investment by this gentleman and his associates 
of about $790,000 in canals for irrigation purposes, and now, without 
warning, by a decision of the Attorney-General, these people are left 


without titles to their lands and without the possibility of acquiring 
title unless this rider enacted upon the appropriation bill in 188s is 
repealed or greatly modified. We owe it to the hundred thousand in- 


nocent purchasers of these desert lands throughout the West, the set- 
tlers who have gone in good faith and made their homes there during 
the last two years, to undo that unwise legislation and make it again 
possible for them to acquire title to their lands. 

Mr. CARTER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Perkins]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, in five minutes it is scarcely possi- 
ble to say much upon this important subject or to give much informa- 
tion concerning it to members of the House. Those who are not 
familiar with the conditions existing in the States and Territories 
affected by this legislation can searcely realize the importance of this 
question to those who have made homes in that section of our coun- 
try. It is true that in the last Congress I was in favor of the proposi- 
tion for irrigation, and I am still in favor of reasonable efforts being 
put forth by the Government of the United States to aid the settlers in 
reclaiming the arid lands of our Western States and Territories. But, 
while I am in favor of reclaiming the arid lands, I did not then favor, 
nor «lo I now favor, legislation that takes every acre of the public do- 
main remaining to the people of this country and withdraws it from 
eecupation and settlement, and that is the eftect of the legislation of 
the last Congress as now interpreted. 

According to the decision of the Attorney-General and according to 
the order made by the Director of the Geological Survey, there is 
searcely an acre of the public domain of the United States left to be 
settled upon by men who are seeking to make homes for themselves 
and those dependent upon them. ‘The language of the law of last Con- 
gress was that simply those lands that were susceptible of irrigation 
were to be reserved from sale, but under the authority granted by the 
provisions of that act every acre of the public domain in the State ot 
Montana, in the State of Idaho, in the State of Wyoming, in the State 
of Colorado, a large part of Washington, in much of Oregon, and all in 
the Territories of Arizona, Utah, and New Mexico, together with a con- 
siderable portion of California, as well as portions of Nebraska, Kansas, 
and the Indian Territory, has been reserved from settlement and sale. 
Such is the effect, as I have said, of withdrawing every acre of the pub- 
lic lands that to-day is capable of being occupied by a man seeking to 
make for himself a home upon the public domain. 

It is true, as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] hasstated, 
that he was not in favor of this legislation at the time of its adoption; 
and why is it that he is in favor of it now? Why has he changed his 
position upon this important question? It is because he did not con- 
template in the last Congress any such practical result as has followed 
this legislation. He did not suppose that the Superintendent of the 
Geological Survey or the Attorney-General of the United States would 
give any such construction to this legislation as has been given to it. 
It has been one of the pet hobbies of the gentleman from Indiana—I 
say it respectfully—that the public lands of the United States were be- 
ing settled and occupied too rapidly. For years he has favored legisla- 
tion which would withdraw these lands from settlement, which would 
prevent their occupation by the men who were seeking honestly and in 
good faith to make homes upon them. He has believed that the coun- 
try was developing too rapidly and that it would be the best policy to 


reserve our public domain, to refuse settlers the right of occupying | 


and possessing it, and reserve it for the generations that are to come; 
and when a construction has been given to this legislation of 1888 


which would tend to bring about the policy the gentleman has ad- | 


vocated he gives it legically and consistently his hearty indorsement 
and support. 
if it is the desire of the Representatives who speak for the men who 
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seek to establish and improve homes in the Western States and Terri- 
tories to withdraw all the public lands from occupation and settlement, 
they can with cunsistency vote to sustain this legislation; but if they 
believe that the settlers in our Western countries should be protected; 
if they believe that the wage-earners and others who desire to make 
homes upon the public lands should be given an opportunity of doing 
80, they ought to vote for such an amendmentas will repeal the ‘‘rider’’ 
of two years ago. 

My triend from Missouri denounces properly the legislation of Con- 
gress that has given to corporations 150,000,000 acres of our public lands, 
yet to-day he stands in his place and favors legislation that makes those 
| lands valuable and prevents settlers from getting possession of any of 

the land in the great West except he buys them from the corporations 
he denounces. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, the Committee of the Whole would 
entirely misapprehend the position of those who seek to sustain th: 
Senate amendment if it should be supposed that any desire exists to 
have this vast public domain thrown open to the sway of the specu- 
lator. 

| We merely ask that the legislation which was inadvertently placed 
upon the statute-book in 1888 shall be replaced by a far reaching, well 
considered, intelligent measure, calculated to meet the requirements of 
the case. 

The people who have braved the dangers of the frontier are as 
sturdily opposed to the grabbing of their inheritance by speculators as 
the peopleanywhere. The laws upon thestatute-books of every West- 
ern State and Territory have given expression to the conviction of the 
people there that the public domain is, and of right ought to be, the 
inheritance of the actual settler and his posterity. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion right here? 

Mr. CARTER. I have but four minutes. 

Mr.OATES. Iam in accord with the gentleman; but I understood 
him to allude to this Jaw of 1888 as having been inadvertently or in- 
| considerately passed. 

Mr. CARTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. That is not true. The law was well considered, for 
I remember that several other gentlemen as well as myself spoke and 
voted against it. 

Mr. CARTER. I realize that the proposition was considered, but I 
reassert that it was inconsiderate legislation. It may have been dis- 
eussed on the floor of this House for ninety days, but that Coes not 
overcome the fact that it was wholly inadequate and ill adapted to the 
purposes in view. Discussion, however extended, does not necessarily 
imply that the law passed is wise. It must be borne in mind that this 
was but a ‘‘rider’’ on an appropriation bill, and that the power of 
the House under the circumstances was limited by the rules to the nar- 
row lines presented by the ‘‘rider.’’ No minutiz or details could be 
worked out in the law adapted to a proper control of the vast interests 
under consideration at that time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And let me say that nobody could anticipate 
that such a decision could be made under it as has been made. 

Mr. CARTER. No, sir. Now, Mr. Chairman, what do we seek? 
We seek that this unfortunate provision may be stricken from the 
statute-book. Thereby the laws which were enforced for long years 
prior to its enactment may be reinstated. Under those laws the ill 
effects which gentlemen so much apprehend bere to-day have not 
been experienced. In the far West not one man in a hundred on an 
average has ever availed himself of the benefits of the desert-land law. 
Not one in a hundred, nay, not one in a thousand, on an average, has 
ever taken up a timber-culture claim. And why? For the simple 
reason that in that desert country, barren and sterile as it is, it is worth 
$500 an acre to cultivate trees and bring them into thriving condition, 
so that a man can prove up under the law. 

It is the merest nonsense—I use the word respectfully—to talk about 
proving up under the timber-culture act on the deserts. I challenge 
any man on this floor to cite a case where an individual in the Rocky 
Mountain country or on the foot-hills has ever acquired title to an acre 
of Government land under the timber-culture law. What is more, no 
man can ever acquire an acre of land under that law in that country, 
because of the exorbitant price he would thus be compelled to pay for 
the land through the cost of compliance with the law. Timber-culture 
entries have generally been abandoned. Where a thousand desert-land 
entries have been made, on an average eight hundred have been per- 
mitted to revert to the Government with the first payment on the en- 

try, for the simple reason that the set\ler undertaking thus to acquire 

title found himself without the means to carry out the contract entered 
into with the Government. 
_ But Iam not opposed toa modification of the desert-land law. I 
| am not opposed to a repeal of the timber-culture law. I am in favor 
| of strictly reserving to the actual settlers the entire public domain of 
| the United States; and for that reason, Mr. Chairman, I here appeal to 
| this committee and to the House to permit, by this amendment of the 

Senate, the actual settlers to earn their titles and acquire them under 
| the law. 
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One hundred thousand citizens of this country have filed in good | months afterwards, in Oc tober, th egi 1, which you 


faith upon homestead, pre-emption, and other claims, and find now on 
making application, after having, as they believed, complied with the 
law, that because of this rider on the appropriation bill of 1888 they 
are unable to acquire any title of any kind or character, and that since 
October 2, 1888, they have been mere trespassers on the public domain. 
Will any gentleman controvert these facts ? 

Mr. KERR, of lowa Let me ask the gentleman a question. Has 
the President ever been applied to to open these lands by proclamation 
under the homestead law? 

Mr. CARTER. I understand such an application has been made, 
but I can not speak from personal knowledge. I understand the fact 
to be that the opinion prevails that it is necessary for the Director of 
the Geological Survey to say in the first place that a particular tract 
piece of land can be irrigated by a particular reservoir systen 1 
when this has been platted and marked out the President may then 
open that particular piece of land to homestead settlem. nt under th 
provisions of the law. I understand that to be the holding of the At- 
torney-General, as understood by the gentleman from Michigan, Gen 
eral CUTCHEON. 

Now, if you repeal the act precisely as the Senate proposes we will 
revert back to the condition which existed long ago and up tothe time 
of the enactment of the obnoxious legislation. I believe, then, that 
there ought to be provided a clause giving validity to the filings and 
settlements of every legitimate settler on the public domain who has 
filed on a piece of land since October 2, 1883. They went there by in- 
vitation of the Government and took possession of the lands. If they 
happen to fall within the lines which render their titles insecure, I 
say we should make their filings valid. With that addition, with that 
clause making valid these filings or legalizing them, this repeal is be- 
neficent legislation and should be passed by the House. 

Mr. HERMANN, 
believes that it is necessary to repeal this provision. It is nothi1 
more than a suspension of the law. 

Mr.CARTER. The bill itself is arepeal, practically, of the law 
ing its continuance on the statute-books. 

Mr. HERMANN. That is during its continuance, but it wo 
own repeal. 

Mr. CARTER. I think the entries are void ab initio; and, being so, 


I do not believe that any action except direct action for the relief of the 


settlers can avail. 

Mr. HERMANN. But these entrymen were invited to take pos- 
session of the public domain by the Government. Their rights have 
been recognized by the land offices. Now, what right has Congress to 
undertake to step in and assert any rights in their behalf or to repeal 
their rights? 

Mr. CARTER. I will say that the Attorney-General has specifically 
held—the highest authority on this subject that we have—that thes 
entries were void and should be held for cancellation; that the accept- 
ance of the filing by the register of the local land office did not legal 
lize the filings. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirty-five minutes. 


Let me ask the gentleman from Montana if he | 


Mr. CANNON. I yield ten minutes of the time to my colleague 


[Mr. CoGswELL]. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, I get my information on this sub- 
ject from listening, as a member of the committee, to many and pro- 
tracted hearings, covering nearly two weeks, on this particular ques- 
tion, and from my reading of the legislation which has been had so far 
in regard to the same; and I may say, sir, that I think it alittle extray- 
agant, having in view the strict letter and construction of the law. for 
any gentleman on this floor to say that two-fifths of the area of this 
great continent is tied up for a century, as has been said, and subject 
only to the will of the chief of a bureau. Mr. Chairman, these gentle- 
men can not point to any such law. It is also a little outside of the 
record to say that the legislation complained of has been sprung upon 
this country suddenly and is a matter of surprise. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the irrigation of this great territory and its 
possible effects have been, in the first place, a matter of public discussion 
throughout the entire country for years. A great English wit has de- 


scribed certain lands as lands that would ‘laugh with a harvest when | 


you tickled them witha hoe.’’ Here is an immense territory, sir, that 
springs into paroxysms of joy at the sprinkling of a few drops of water; 
and it has been for years a matter of public concern how best to bring 
about such a condition and at the same time to reserve sites where the 
waters of this region could be stored for the public use. 

Talk about this legislation being a surprise! Why, a gentleman in 
the other branch: of the Capitol, now opposing this law, in 1887 offered 
a bill looking to similar action, and the Senate, before coming to this 
legislation of 1538, away back in February of that year, called for infor- 


mation on this great and important question from the Secretary of the | 


Interior and obtained it. Some six weeks later, by a joint resolution, 


the two bodies of Congress called for and obtained additional informa- | 


tion in the shape of an exhaustive report on the subject; and a few 
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law. 
Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Why w they placed ther 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Doge ot the gentleman know the opinion 


has been expressed by the Attorney-Genel n that su 

Mr. McKENNA Mr. Chairman 

Mr. COGSWELL. I do not understand the Attorney-G 

opinion to have that elilect. : 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Major Powell stated before your committee, and 

lered by 

he Attorney-General of the United States all of the arid region where 


I think you were present, that under the decision lately ren 
t 


culture depends upon irrigation is withdrawn from the operation 
} I - ] 


of every act except the homestead act 
Mr. COGSWELL. Major Powell is not the Attorney-Ge 
Mr. CUTCHEON. But he has made that state 
Mr. MCKENNA. Iam trying to ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. COGSWELL. I can not answer both of you at one time 
The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman yield to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. McKENNA ] ? 
Mr. COGSWELL. Yes, sir. 


Mr. MCKENNA. I would like to ask you simply for information. 
It has been asserted here thatall of the lands lying west of the perpen- 
dicular red line described on the map have been designated as arip 
lands susceptible of irrigation and hence reserved from entry and sale. 
Now, do you know of any order from the Department 1 that 


reservation ? 
Mr. COGSWELL. I do not. 
Mr. MCKENNA. Do you know of any order describing o 


down what lands are susceptible of irrigation ? 


Mr. COGSWEL! No I I do no k Vv ¢ ani’ i tw l 
authorize any order withdrawing any of that land except 1 rand 
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meridian. The purpose was to reserve those lands so that reservoir and 
canal sites might be selected for purposes of jrrigation. It is claimed 
that this law has been soconstrued by the ‘Attofhey-( reneral of the United 
States as to reserve the entire area, and in that respect to intrude upon 
the private rights of those who have gone upon these landsin good faith 
to occupy and reclaim them. To that extent I am willing to concede 
that that is an injustice and that it works hardships. But if I under- 
stand the purpose of the two Houses of Congress in proposing a confer- 
ence, it is for the purpose of remedying the evils which exist in the law, 
if evils do exist. 

Mr. HERMANN. And it is our duty now to indicate what we de- 
sire the conferees to act upon. 

Mr. MORROW, But we have simply before us now the law upon the 
one hand and the proposed repeal on the other. I am not in favor of 
the law in any work of injustice. Iam not in favor of having it so en- 
forced as to work hardships, nor am I in favor of its repeal, because I 
think the difficulties may be removed by amendment. ‘There was a 
wise purpose involved in the passage of the law, and there is good 
reason for its retention in some proper form; and I believe it is possible 
for a conference to propose some wise measure by which the evils com- 
plained of may be remedied, if they exist. 

The Secretary of the Interior transmitted to Congress, in accordance 
with the request of the Senate, in a letter dated June 3, 1890, the opin- 
ion of the Attorney-General on this subject. The Secretary says: 

rhe Secretary is not cailed upon to express his views further than upon the 
construction be has placed upon this act; but he asks the privilege to say that 
he deems that this matter is one of such magnitude and of such vital interest to 
the people inhabiting or who may hereafter inhabit these vast regions that if 
the Senate and House of Kepresentatives do not as a body fully concur in the 
purpose of this law they should take the business in hand without delay to so 
modify it as they may deem the public interests require, as otherwise there 
may be the greatest losses on the one hand to persons who, ignorant of the law 
or disregarding the same, settle upon these lands, or upon the other of vast and 
valuable properties that should be controlled by the Government for reser- 
voirs, ditches, et« 

Now, then, this Congress—that is, the two Houses—are endeavor- 
ing to act upon this suggestion of the Secretary of the Interior. The 
ifouse, in the original bill, proposed an appropriation of $720,000 for 
the purpose of carrying ou this investigation. This was a large increase 
in the appropriation. What was the purpose? It was expected the 
Government would proceed and survey these lands immediately under 
the direction here given under the act of October 2, 1888, so that the 
people going upon these lands might obtain title to their homesteads 
and so that the President might declare 30,000,000 acres of land open 
immediately for occupation. That was the object of the appropriation. 
The hill went to the Senate, and this provision has been stricken out. 

The Senate says: ‘‘ We will not have these surveys proceeded with 
any further in this way. We will not only prevent the survey in this 
method, but we will turn over whatever appropriation we may make 
of the public lands to the General Land Office.”’ This is one method 
of having the surveys completed; but the Senate proposes by its amend- 
ment to repeal the act of October 2, 1888, and to wipe out that law and 
leave the people without any remedy except such as is proposed here, 
Now, I say that this method of disposing of this important question 
does not meet the demands of the country and the people who are now 
occupying these arid lands. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. Kerr]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I was here, I think, during 
the entire discussion of this question in the last Congress and heard 
all that was said in reference to it. I do not think that it can be said 
with trath that the House did not fully understand the question that 
it was acting upon at that time, I can remember very distinctly that 
a number of gentlemen assembled down there in front of the Speak- 
er’s stand, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Weaver] and a number 
of other gentlemen listened to that whole discussion, taking into con- 
sideration the necessity of reserving these canals for water and sites for 
reservoirs. Aftera full consideration of the question, the House, think- 
ing that the necessity existed for securing the country in the future from 
extortionate charges for water made by private corporations, thought it 
necessary to reserve this for reservoirs for the benefit of the people. 

1 know that the question was discussed whether or not the Govern- 
ment should assume control of the matter and make appropriations for 
the reservations; and gentlemen expressed themselves very generally 
on that branch of the subject. Gentlemen generally agreed that that 
_ Should be left to the States, and I do not think that it can be claimed 
that the whole matter was not fully considered. I think this Govern- 
ment has made a great many mistakes before in allowing private cor- 
porations to go to work and make improvements and give them grants 
of lands for the purpose of making the improvements, when, if the 
Government had made the improvements itself and reserved the lands, 
they would have had the improvements and owned them and the land 
that was given to corporations for making the improvements in the 
first instance. 

It does not propose to make the improvement. I know that geutle- 
men think this an unsettled question, that it may be done in the future 
hy the Government. 
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the State; but there should be no question about the reservation of 
these reservoir sites by the Government so that the people who may 
hereafter inhabit that territory shall not be compelled to pay extor- 
tionate rates, more than they are reasonably worth, for the water to irri- 
gate their lands and make it valuable for themselves and their children. 

Mr. CARTER, I would like to ask the gentleman a question, with 
his permission. 

Mr. KEKR, of Iowa, Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARTER. Would you, then, for the purpose of reserving sites 
for reservoirs, withdraw from entry two-fifths of the continent? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Why, of course I would not; and I do not think 
there is a gentleman upon the floor of this House who would do that. 

Mr. CARTER. That is what the law does. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not supposeanybody would have voted for 
that bill understanding that all that territory should be reserved from 
settlement. We supposed that the surveys would be made promptly, 
and the appropriations made in order to enable the surveyor to desig- 
nate the sites, and that the rest of the land should be open to settle- 
ment, 

Mr. CARTER. That is all we want. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And any amendment to this bill that may 
be made by the friends of it that would procure that result I am sure 
will meet the approval of almost every member of the House, includ- 
ing the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Why do you not direct that this 
land shall not be withdrawn from settlement ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I donot know why not. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Why, do you not know, in sight 
and unseen, the Director of the Geological Survey has held that all the 
lands west of certain lines are arid lands? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I donot know that he has made such an or- 
der. But there is an intimation that it is desired to repeal the present 
law in order that private individuals may avail themselves of the 
knowledge already gained and locate on lands that may hereafter be 
greatly needed. ‘The sites should be reserved, so that private indi- 
viduals should not be permitted to reap advantages that should be 
reserved for the benefit of all the people. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I want to ask who changed the en- 
tire policy ? 

Mr. CARTER. I will be willing to say to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois in charge of the bill that if the committee will unite in such a 
modification of this amendnfent as will absolutely secure sacred prop- 
erty in these reservoir sites and canal sites, I am entirely willing that 
the matter should go with that sort of construction to conference. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has ex- 
pired, 

. Mr. CANNON. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Payson], chairman of the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not regard it as material to dis- 
cuss at this time whether or not the consideration of the provisions on the 
sundry civil appropriation bill of 1888 was of the character that would 
lead to the right kind of legislation ornot. That is utterly immaterial 
now. Itis enough tosay, for the purposes of what I intend to say in the 
few minutes that I have now, that that legislation was not of the charac- 
ter which the friends of the measure then supposed, and only illustrates, 
Mr. Chairman, the impropriety, if I may use that expression with ref- 
erence to the deliberations in this body, of considering a great public 
question involving hundreds of millions of dollars’ worth of property, 
covering a large proportion of the area of the Union, and establishing 
what may be a policy for years in the way in which this was done, 
upon a general appropriation bill, in 1888. 

I remember the discussion well, as the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN ] does, and I know that it was the settled idea on the part of 
those who participated in that legislation that the work of selecting 
these reservoir sites would be quite speedily accomplished ; that it would 
not be a work involving years and years of time, the employment of the 
most scientific intelligence of the country, and the expenditure of mill- 
ions and millions of dollars. Nothing of that kind was anticipated, 
but it was understood by the House, as every one will remember, 
under the leadership, on this side, of the then member from Colorado 
[Mr. Symes] and the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky on the 
other side [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], that it was a matter which, under 
the direction of the Geological Survey could be speedily completed, 
and that perhaps during that year, or the next year at furthest—for I 
remember that statement was made by some gentleman here in a gen- 
eral way—the reservoir sites could be designated and reserved; that 
the general right of entry of public lands would not be interfered with 
during that time except as to absolutely arid lands, and thatsome plan 
for the disposition of the water for irrigating purposes throughout this 
arid region could be matured at the early leisureof Congress. That is 
what was intended to be done. The point that 1 criticise is this, that 
by that kind of general legislation, with no idea on the part of many 
members of the House as to what might be the actual condition under 
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the very general language of that act, we have put upon the executive 
officers of this Government a burden that none of them ought to be 
asked to bear, and for the performance of the duty cast upon them in 
the very best way it can be done, under the uncertain legislation we 
then enacted, some of us severely and improperly criticised them 

And at this point, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that the Director of 
the Geological Survey is not properly subject to the censure and ¢ riti- 
cism that have been passed upon him here. I have known him for 
many years, and I say in this presence and in the presence of the coun- 
trv that the scientific attainments of that gentleman, Known as they 
are and recognized not only in this county, but abroad, are, in my 
judgment, only equaled by his devotion to what he believes to be the 
public interest. But we pass this legislation here, we use ¢ 
guage, and we send it down to the Interior Department for 
and I give equally earnest indorsement to the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office in this connection. 

The fault in this matter is with us. We passed the legis! 
hasty way. It was not considered calmly, deliberately, 
of a committee; no committee had ever examined 


herai il- 


execution 


ition in a 
in the quiet 
the proposal, but 


without notice, as an amendment to a general appropriation bill, to 


be discussed without preparation and under the five-minute rule, and, 
as we all agree now, without an idea that its effect would be so far- 
reaching and exclusive as it is, we adopted the amendment and sent 
it to the Department of the Interior for execution. 


We provided for reservation from sale or disposition all sites for 
reservoirs, ditches, and also ‘‘all the lands made susceptible of irriga- 
tion by such reservoirs, ditches, and canals,’’ ete. 

That is the provision of the law—that no lands susceptible of irri 


gation shall be subject to disposition under the public-land 


I laws until 
further provided by law. 


What was meant by the e n ‘All 
lands susceptible of irrigation?’’ Somebody had to determine that 
question. The Commissioner of the General Land Office saw the dif- 
ficulty of the situation and conferred with the Secretary of the Interior, 
with the result that the matter was sent down to the Department of 
Justice for a semi-judicial interpretation and construction of the act. 
The Attorney-General delivered an opinion, which was transmitted to 
the Department and which I hold in my hand, in which he gaveas his 
judgment of the proper construction of the act that entry should not 
be permitted upon any part of the arid region which might possibly 
come under the operation of the act. That is the official opinion of 
the Attorney-General with reference to it, on which the Interior De 
partment was bound to act. 

Now, how was the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain where the 
arid region was, or what land came within the purview of the act. 
Nothing was specific inthelaw. Donot you know, Mr. Chairman, and 
do not I know, as well as every member upon this floor, that if the De- 
partment of the Interior had given such a liberal construction to this 
act as would have permitted some water company to go in there and 
take up the reservoir sites we would all have been in favor of pre- 
senting the head of the Department to the grand jury 
indicted, convicted, and sent to the county jail 
have been shaken by the denunciation we would have heard. [Laugh- 
ter.] He pursued the only practical course he could have pursued in 
taking the opinion of the Attorney-General, and the opinion of the At- 
torney-General was that no entry should be permitted in any part of 
the arid region which by any possibility could come within the pur- 
view of the act of Then how were they to determine what 
the arid region was? We have a bureau, the Geological Survey, whose 
business it is to know something about such matters, and, in a gen- 
eral way, the Superintendent of that Survey had maps which had 
been prepared—not in view of this legislation, but for the general pur- 
poses of his work—and upon inspecting those maps and consulting with 
the Director of the Survey, Major Powell, it was determined that this 
entire region west of the line indicated on this map in front of the Re- 
porter’s desk would come within the purview of the act. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

_Mr. PAYSON, Mr. Chairman, I should like to have a little more 
time. 

Mr. CANNON, I will yield my colleague one minute more. 

Mr. PAYSON. I thank my colleague for this generosity. 
Chairman, to me the ridiculous phase of this proceeding is now pre- 
sented. Here is a matter involving an area covering two-fifths of this 
entire nation, and we are expected to give some kind of intelligent 
discussion to the question of the proper method of dealing with this 
vast extent of country in five minutes of time! That, to me, has 
been exhausted and now I am given one minute more! I have spent 
six years upon the Public Lands Committee of this House. Whether 
my time has been profitably employed there or not it is not for me to 
say; but I know that I have spent it industriously, and I am expected 
under the rules to “give this committee the benefit of my research in 
six minutes of time on this great subject. I will get time enough 
later, if members will kindly keep up the thread of my remarks, 
broken as it will be by the rules, but I now use the one minute of time 
given me by my colleague to say that I hold in my hand a plan for 
the disposition of the desert or arid lands of this country which was 
prepared by the Committee on Public Lands in the last Congress, pre- 
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pared largely (if I may speak with propriety of my own share in the 
work) by the gentleman from Indiar Mr. HOLMAN] and myself, a 
plan which we then regarded ad still 1 rd as embodying the proper 
legislation for this purpose. Therefor ( the proper time 
= Ail ne to move in th 3 committee to y senate amet l- 
ment re ling the act of October 2, 1883, with the amendment which 
I shall take the first opportunity that o e rules « 

Hiouse of having the Clerk read for the e] then 
I shall insist in giving the House, in homeopat sof tive min 
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pr er course to be pursue i W relere e ) 

Ir. DOCKERY. I ask 1 ent that ian be 
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ie CHAIRMAN, That is notin order. The committee can not 
ext 1 the time for general debate, even iar s consent 

Mr. CANNON. How Icng will it take to read t! t 

Mr. PAYSON. Probably two minut 

Mr. CANNON, Ll vield my <« le ie two ore 

Mr. PAYSON Then, Mr. Chair1 n led 
by 1 colleague from Illinois, I w have the amendment I offer 
read by the Clerk lo it I shall add a secti itin ertain e1 
tri . to which | sha l call v r attention ter int iiscus yn 

The amendment was read, as follows 
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During the reading of the foregoing, when one minute had ex; 
Mr. CANNON said: I yield further time for the completion of the 


| reading. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I ask that the time necessary to read this amend- | Mr. PAYSON. ‘The gentleman should not say that without allow- 


mi 1 not taken out of the time of either side. 
1@ CHAIRMAN. ‘The time for general debate has not yet ex- 
pired 
DOCKERY I am aware of that. 
the Clerk resumed and concluded the reading. 
ir, CANNO? 


id the best evidence of that law is the law itself; or, i 
you want an interpretation, the interpretation by the law officer of the 


Governwen the Attorney-General. I read: 

The statute provides that all lands which may hereafter be designated or se- 
lk i by the Geological Survey as sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irri 
grating: purpose and all lands made susceptible of irrigation 

Mark tl inguage 
all ls made susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, or canals 
are, since the passage of said act, absolutely reserved from sale as property of 
the | nited States, and shall not be subject after the passage of the act to entry, 
setticment, « ipation until further provided for by law, or the President, 
by proclam tion, may open said lands to settlement. 


That is the construction approved by the Attorney-General. Further 
that ollicer says 

The object of this act is manifest. It was to prevent the entry upon and the 
seit ent and sale of that part of tl arid region of the public lands of the 
United States 


liow much of it ? 


which could be improved by general systems of irrigation, and all lands 
which might thereafter be designated or selected by the United States surveys 
as sites for the reservoirs,-ditches, or canals in such systems. 

Mr. PAYSON. From what page is the gentleman reading? 


Mr. CANNON. From pages 2 and 3 of the executive document. 
Now, I undertake to say that as the law now is there is no arbitrary 


line on the one hundredth meridian, no? is there any law or order or | 


any authority to make an order by which one acre of land is reserved 
anywhere that does not need the water to be placed upon it to make it 
frnitiul agricultural land. 

Mr. PAYSON, Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. CANNON, Iwill, but my time is limited. 

Mr. PAYSON. We can not spend it in any better way, the gentle- 
man will allow me to say—— 

Mr. CANNON, I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman know what the practice in the 
Interior Department is to-day under this legislation, so that he can state 
it hy authority ? 

Mr. CANNON, 
eral 

Mr. PAYSON. That is not what I am asking. 

Mr. CANNON, And of the Secretary of the Interior, and the law 
iisel! are as I have stated. And I will say further that if there is any 
difierent practice I stand ready at any proper time and place to help 
correct that practice. 

Mr. PAYSON, 
the practice is 

ir. CANNON, 
tleman— 

Mr. PAYSON, 
colleague 

Mr, CANNON, I have a number of things I want to say 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, under the five-minute rule I will get an op- 
portunity to tell what the fact is about this matter. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is welcome to state what the fact is, 
I say again if there is an acre of wheat land or any other land in Wash- 
ington, Oregon, or anywhere else where the rains of heaven are sufli- 
cient to make it agricultural land, that land is not withdrawn under 
this act. 

Mr. PAYSON, Such Jand is withdrawn to-day by the Interior De- 
partment, and under authority of law, as they claim. 

Mr. HERMANN, The land officers have been instructed to make 
the withdrawal. 

Mr. CANNON. I wonder who is running my time. 
I call for the order which is referred to. 

Mr. PAYSON, 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, I will read it later. 

Mr. CANNON. I have read it. The gentleman in his remarks took 
the concluding clause of the opinion of the Attorney-General, declaring 


| know this, that the opinion of the Attorney-Gen- 


Not to me—only six minutes. 





[ Laughter. ] 
| have given the law. 

I will give you the order; it is in my hand now. 

I have it here. 


that ‘‘entries should not be permitted, therefore, upon any part of the | 


arid regions which might possibly come within the operation of this 
act ’’’—ignoring the body of the opinion, seizing on @ne sentence dis- 
connected with the whole opinion, the essential portions of which I 
read. 

Now, one word further. If perchance my colleague is right and I am 
wrong on this point, I stand ready to assist in correcting any improper 
practice of the executive department of the Government, by legislation 
or otherwise, so far as I have the power. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
PAYSON ] is on a good committee to help. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; it is a matter within the province ot the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


Now, will the gentleman let me state what I know | 
I yielded sixteen minutes of my time to the gen- | 


Let me say to my | 


| 
| 
| 


i 
| 
| 
} 


Mr. Chairman, if the committee will bear with me | 
ora few moments, I want to say a word as to what the law on this | 


| Mr. CANNON. 





ing me to say 
Not out of my time, as I have but a few minutes, 
I say to my friend, for whom I have great respect and who for years 
has been an influential member of the Committee on Public Lands, 
that if I had my way about the matter this rider would go off of this 
bill, of which I have temporary charge, and the gentleman would be 
permitted to work out this matter in his committee, and I would fol- 
low his lead. 

Now, a word further. I do not believe that it is wise or even practi- 
cable to delay this public money bill to put aland bill upon it, with its 
‘* whereases’’ and ‘‘ notwithstandings ’’ and all thatsortofthing. [For 


| one I have not knowledge suflicient to do it; but I want to read what 


| it seems to me possibly might go on, not perhaps the exact language, 
but the principle, if anything goes on at all. 


| I would suggest somethi: g after this style: 


‘‘And so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitled, ‘An act mak- 
| ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 13, 1889, and for other purposes,’ as provides 
for the reservation of lands made ‘susceptible of irrigation,’ is hereby 
repealed, and lands may hereaiter be acquired from the Government 
|} only under the provisions of the United States statutes for the acquire- 
| ment of homesteads, of mining lands, of coal lands, and of town sites, 
but this shall not be construed to defeat inchoate titles initiated prior 
| to October 2, 1888: Provided, That the reservoir sites shall remain seg- 
regated and reserved from entry or settlement in conformity with the 
| act of October 2, 1888, and all such sites may be used for the storage 
of water for the benefit of persons engaged in agriculture under such 
laws as may be enacted by the several States and Territories wherein 
they are situate; but said States and Territories shall only have the 
power to grant qualified rights for their use by reserving the right to 
amend or annul charters and to quaiify privileges granted for the same 
under the operations of general statutes: Provided further, That here- 
after patents issued for lands in the arid region, where artificial irri- 


| gation is used for agriculture, shall contain a clause reserving the right 


of way or easement for such irrigating canals and ditches as are au- 
thorized by section 2339 of the Revised Statutes.’ 

I would like to say further that I believe if anything at all goes on, 
it ought to be a geveral provision simply in that line; but I greatly 
prefer, unless the House indicates otherwise, some time or other that 
the Senate will take its rider off this appropriation bill and let this 
bill perform its legitimate functions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed for general debate has now ex- 
pired. The committee will rise informally. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. KENNEDY, irom the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 
7263) to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 





CONFEREES ON ORIGINAL-PACKAGE BILL. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. REED of Iowa, 
Mr. THompson of Ohio, and Mr. Oates of Alabama as conferees on the 
part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill S. 398, the original-package bill. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thetime fixed for yeneral debate having expired, 
the Clerk will now report the Senate amendments in their consecutive 
order for debate under the five-minute rnle, and will read the first 
amendment of the Senate. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read 
from theprinted bill, unless there be objection, in order that members 
mav be enabled to follow the reading, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1) For post-office at Alexandria, La.: For purchase of site and commence- 
ment of building, $25,000. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. CANNON. What would my friend and colleague say, if we are 
to goon with the irrigation matter, to withholding his motion until we 
reach that particular amendment, or would he prefer to go on now? 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not think the committee will ever be in a bet- 
ter position to understand what may he said in relation to the matter 
than now, and the only opportunity [ shall have to make some ex- 
tended remark will be to make this absurd motion to strike out the 
last word, and then address myself to the subject in hand, five minutes 
at a time, until I.shall have concluded. 

Mr. CANNON. There are sixty or seventy other amendments in 
front of that. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is entirely immaterial, 1 submit, if there were 
two hundred and seventy. But it will give me time, under the five- 





minute rule, to make myself understood by the time we reach the 
amendment in question. The proper time to consider a matter of this 
kind is when there is somebody to listen to it and when there is disposi- 
tion to make the observations. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask my friend, as he had his way about the 
general debate, whether it would not suit him as well to withhold his 
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! 
remarks on the irrigation matter until after we have concluded these 
other amendments. 

Mr. PAYSON. I prefer to insist on the motion and be heard at this 
time 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAysoN 
recognized 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, at the out of what I shall say 
seems to that the nion sought to be impressed by my colleag 
that because this is one of the great general appropriation 3 
the country, and because the fiscal year has expired, and be é 
are ope ratin » under a resolution of the two Houses ext nding t appro- 
priations until the Ist of August, therefore there is urgent necessity 
that this bill shall be passed before the month of August, is | nt- 
ing the matter in a shape that in my opinion is entirely too strong d 
is calculated to excite a feeling in that regard which is unjustitiab 
There is no necessity for haste on that score, and discussion need not be 
stifled on that account. No time is wasted by legitimate discussion 
and none will be by me for any reason. 

I know, and so dges the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- | 
tions, that if in the progress of parliamentary ailairs the consideration 
of this bill should not be concluded during this month (but I hope and 
believe it will be done ina coupleof days at the furthest and I shall not 
unnecessarily delay its progress) a resolution extending the appropria- 
tion for another month would run every department of this Government 
just as successfully and with just as little friction as it is running 
to-day. The argument of inconvenience, therefore, amounts to noth- 
ing. 


This is an important question, some phases of which have not yet | 


been presented to the House; and the phases that have been presented 
(and I say it with all due respect to my colleague from Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON }, as he fully knows) have not been exactly fairly presented. | 


In the concluding observation of my colleague from Illinois, he im- | 





pressed upon this committee that there was no withdrawal of all this 
great area of land from the operation of existing law, except such tracts 
of it as would probably, if not necessarily, come under the provisions | 
of the act of 1888 when it shall become fully operative. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is absolutely and thoroughly mistaken, 
and | say to him what [ know to be the fact, deriving my information 
from the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, first, that there is not an entry of any kind—mark the 
language that I use—there is not a settlement or desert-land entry of 
any kind made upon any of the public lands west of the one hundredth 
meridian that is recognized or acted upon by any oflicer of the Interior 
Department to-day. More than that, I know that such an order has 
been issued to the subordinate officers of the Land Office. My col- 
league somewhat triumphantly inquired where the order was that en- 
tries were not to be recognized, andI give itto him. The Secretary 
of the Interior, Mr. Noble, in a letter dated August 5, 1889, a copy of 
which I hold in my hand, says: 

I have directed the Commissioner of the Land Office to notify the local offi 
cers of this law and prohibit entries of the kind you specify, and I have also or 
dered the Superintendent of the Geological Survey to proceed rapidly with the 
surveys on Bear River. The statute, you observe, reserves these lands from the 
date thereof— 

VW hich was October, 1888— 


and the Assistant Attorney-General of this Department agrees with me that it 
is constitutional and effective to the extent expressed. I fully appreciate tlie 
conilict of rights that must arise between Territories and States, but t 
can and will be better regulated by national control than local conflicts and 
contradictory legislation, 





and soon. Now, what was the extent to which that was e) pressed 
It was that no entries should be permitted of any kind. 


I quote the 
exact language: 


Entries should not be permitted, therefore, upon any part of the arid lands 
which might possibly come within the provisions of the act. 

Now I say to my colleague, and I say to this committee — 

Mr. CANNON. What document is my friend reading from? 

Mr. PAYSON. From Senate Executive Document No. 136. My last 
quotation was from page 3, and the first one that I read was from page 
13. Under those decisions—and I citemy friend to the opinion of the 
Attorney-General, the decision of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office and the opinion, the decision, and order of the Secretary of the 
Interior—I say to the chairman of the committee and to the commit- 
tee, and am authorized to say so by the officers that I have named, that 
they do not and can not under their construction of the law recognize 


any entry in this arid region under any of the seétlement laws or the | 


desert-land act. No such entry can be legally made or recognized. 
Now what is the effect of that? . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
PAYsoN ] has expired. . 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I move to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks leave to pro- 


ceed for five minutes longer under a motion to strike out the last two 
words. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BREWER. 
understand whether that rulevis to prevail or not, 
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Before that consent is given I think we ought to | 
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locating a homestead upon arid land. My colleague [Mr. CANNon] 

talks long and earnestly about it. Why, sir, that is the sheerest non- 

There never was aman 80 foolish as to go upon this desert land 
and take up a homestead claim without the means of irrigation. No- 
body ever heard of such a thing, except on the floor of this House, 
never! And I appeal to the gentlemen who represent that region as 
to whether I exaggerate the statement as to that. 

Mr. SMITH, ot Arizona. Not one particle. It is absolutely true. 

Mr. PAYSON. Everybody knows it who has seen thisclass of land. 
It is uninviting and worthless unless watered, unless water is brought 
upon it, and water can not be brought upon it except by means of irri- 
gation; and irrigation can only be successfully carried on, as to the 
greater portion of this region, by the expenditure of a great amount of 
money, and by the act of 1488, which we seek to repeal or modily, not 
a drop of water can be secured by any new enterprise. Let this be 
kept in mind during this debate. 

Resuming as tothe subject of irrigation I speak with some knowledge, 
for I have been over that region of country three times, and I speak from 
observation, Arid lands lying along the banks and in close proximity to 
some of the streams may be watered by little ditches reaching a few 
acres only; but that is not the irrigation that the statutes contemplate. 
‘Those are not the lands referred to, but it is a far more important and 
broader question, affecting the great areas of lands that are made sus- 
ceptible of irrigation only by the construction of large ditches from 
which lateral canals may be constructed and the water thus brought upon 
the land where improvements are measured by miles, areas by sections, 
and people interested numbered by the thousand; this is the situation 
contemplated by ouraction. Nor isthe furnishing of the water by corpo- 
rations an oppressive monopoly, as some gentlemen have said here, for, 
Mr, Chairman, sofarasI know, andI think I speak advisedly as to that, 
in every section of this Union whereirrigation to any extent is engaged 

‘in, the price of water which is used by the farmers is regulated by the 
laws of the locality or the State—so much for a miner’s inch of water, 
the unit of measure, 

Now, then, what does this act of 1888 do? It not only takes this 
land from disposition under the Department, but, more than that, it 
has put a stop to the construction of every irrigation ditch west of the 
one hundredth meridian in all the States and Territories having lands 
that require irrigation, The construction of ditches has been stopped, 
because there is an uncertainty whether or not the Government will 
some day build a reservoir above them, Entries which have been 
made in good faith all over that country have not only been checked, 
hut have been suspended. I have seen within the last twenty-four 
hours in the General Land Office an official letter from the register of 
one of the land offices in New Mexico, in which he certifies to the Gen- 
eral Land Office that since this act became operative 1,022 entries have 
been made in his office under the supposition that they had the right 
to be made under the law. But they are suspended. One thousand 
and twenty-two in one land district! What does that mean? These 
entries are made for the benefit of families, and supposing them to aver- 
age four or five, that means that four or five thousand people, citizens 
of the United States, have gone out into that country to brave and 
dare the aridity of that region, and are now to-day under the shadow 
of a blight upon their titles which they had the right to believe were 
good, but which can never ripen, and never will do so as long as this 
obnoxious law remains on the statute-books unamended. 

Mr. BREWER. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PAYSON. Iwill yield. But Ido not want to be cut off in 
Lime, 

Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. PAYSON. 

Mr. BREWER, 

Mr. PAYSON. 

Mr. BREWER. 


sense, 


But I asked for thirty minutes for the gentleman. 
I will yield to a question. 

The act of 1888 
Make it a question. 

Did it not meet with your approval ? 

Mr. PAYSON. It did not meet with my approval. I was against 
it then. I was opposed to itthen. Ididnot believe it would be good 
legislation. I couldnot see how it could ultimately be made effective. 
The distinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and myself 
claimed then, as we claim now, that the amendment which I sent to 
the Clerk’s desk, and which I hope this committee will adopt, is the 
course that should have been pursued then. 

Mr. BREWER. I want to ask the gentleman if he favored it, and 
I was going to follow it with another question. 

Mr. PAYSON. Very well. 

Mr. BREWER. This was put on an appropriation bill in 1888. 
Does not the trouble come largely from the fact that this legislation is 
put on appropriation bills where it can not properly be considered ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I said that at the beginning of my remarks to-day. 

Mr. BREWER. Then why should we not all stand here and op- 
pose the Senate in forcing this legislation uposthe general appropri- 
ation bill? 

Mr. PAYSON. Why, as an answer to that I will state to the gen- 
tleman what I think is always a wise rule. I am_in favor of get- 
ting out of the same hole that we went in at. This obnoxious legis- 
lation came here in an appropriation bill. It ought never to have been 
brought in as a provision on an appropriation bill; but it was, and was 








adopted. And I insist, now that an opportunity is presented to cure 
the evil and remedy the wrong by and on an appropriation bill, let us 
doit here and now. Iam not so particular as to the method by which 


it is done as I am anxious thatitshould bedone. Does the gentleman 
understand ? 


Mr. BREWER. I understand. 
a distinct and separate act upon this appropriation bill. 
Mr. PAYSON. I do. 


Mr. BREWER. And not one-half of this House will know what it 
is about. 


Mr. PAYSON. They will if they listen to me and the gentlemen 


who will discuss it, and I hope the gentleman from Michigan will be 
one, 


Mr. BREWER. Anda hundred members may come here in the next 


session and say that they did not know about it if it does not turn out 
all right. 

Mr. PAYSON. Thatstatement would be entirely in error; it would 
be inexcusable in view of the flood of ‘light, under the blaze of infor- 
mation that gentlemen are now enjoying. [Laughter. ] 

If gentlemen commit an error now they do it with knowledge. 

I think, Mr, Chairman, that the time to remedy a wrong is when 
we have an opportunity. 


Mr. PICKLER. And the only opportunity that there will be this 
session is here and on this bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. And, as suggested by the gentleman from South 
Dakota, and very properly, if it is not put on here it will not be done 
during thisCongress. This isthe last opportunity to cure that evil this 
Congress will have. 


Mr. Chairman, I have always believed the doctrine, as to the public 
lands of this Union, that they were\the heritage of the people whoare 
citizens of the Republic. I have believed and have asserted it, perhaps 
out of season as well as in, that every acre of the public land ought to 
be disposed of only to actual occupants and for permanent homes. I 
have been opposed always to the selling of any lands belonging to the 
Government to anybody. The Government has never needed this rev- 
enue, and it should be used for free homes for those who should settle 
there. I have always been in favor of that. I am to-day; and I ad- 
dress myself so that there may be no misunderstanding as to the pur- 
pose of the amendment which I have offered to this proposition, to 
some of its principal provisions. 

The amendment itself is as follows: 


Src. 1, That, except mineral lands and reserved lands, all lands unfit for culti- 
vation without irrigation and destitute of timber of commercial value shall be 
classified as desert lands. 

Sec. 2. That every person whois qualified to make an entry of land under the 
homestead law shall be entitled to enter 320 acres, or a less quantity, of unap- 
propriated desert public lands, to be located in a body, in conformity to the legal 
subdivisions of the public lands. And every person owning and cultivating 
land may, under the provisions of this section, enter other land lying contiguous 
to his or her land, which shall not, with the land so already owned and culti- 
vated, exceed in the aggregate 320 acres, 

Sec. 3. Thatany person applying to enter desert land shall first make and sub- 
scribe before the proper officer, and file in the proper land office, an affidavit that 
he or she is the h of a family or is over twenty-one years of age, is a citizen 
of the United States or has filed his or her declaration of intention to become 
such, as required by the naturalization laws, and a bona fide resident of the 
State or Territory in which the land applied for is situated ; that such applica- 
tion is honestly and in good faith made for Reopeaem of reclaiming the same 
and adapting it te cultivation by irrigation, and not for the benefit of any other 

rson, persons, corporation, or syndicate, and that he or she will! faithfully and 

nonestly endeavor to comply with all the requirements of law as to irrigation, 
reclamation, and cultivation, necessary to acquire title to the land applied for; 
that he or she is not acting as agent of any person, corporation, or syndicate, in 
making such entry, nor in collusion with any person, ee or syndicate 
to give them the benefit of the entry or any thereof; that he or she does 
not apply to enter the same for the purpose of speculation, but in good faith to 
reclaim the same and adapt it tocultivation by irrigation for his or her own use; 
and that he or she has not directly or indirectly made, and will not make any 
agreement or contract in any way or manner, with any person or persons, cor- 
poration, or syndicate whatsoever, by which the title which he orshe might ac- 
quire from the Government of the United States should inure in whole or in 
part to the benefit of any person, corporation, or syndicate except himself, or 
herself, and family; and upon filingsuch affidavit with the register or receiver 
on payment of $ when the entry is of not more than 80 aeres, and on pay- 
ment of $10 when the entry is for more than 80 but not more than 160 acres, 
and on payment of $15 when the entry is for more than 160 but not more than 
240 acres, and on payment of $20 when the entry is for more tha . 240 acres, he 
or she shall thereupon be permitted to enter the amount of land specified. 

Sec. 4, Thatat the timeof filing the declaration hereinbefore required the party 
shall also file a map of said land, which shall exhibit a plan showing the mode 
of contemplated irrigation, and which plan shall be sufficient to thoroughly 
irrigate and reclaim said land, and prepare it to raise ordinary agricuitural 
crops, and shall also show the source of the water to be used for irrigation and 
reclamation. Persons entering desert lands may associate together in the con- 
struction of canals and ditches for irrigating and reclaiming the same, and may 
file a joint map or maps showing their plan of internal improvements. 

Src. 5, That the right to the use of water by the person or persons conducting 
the same on or to any tract of desert land so entered shall Sooune upon bona 
fide appropriation, and such rightshall not exceed the amount of water actually 
appropriated and necessarily used for the purpose of irrigation and reclama- 
tion, and all surplus water over and above such actual appropriation and use, 
together with the water of all lakes, rivers, and other sources of water supply 
upon the public lands and not navigable, shall remain and be held free for the 
appropriation and use of the public for irrigation, mining, and manufacturing 
purposes, subject to existing rights, 

Sec. 6. That no land shall be patented to any person under this act unless 
within three years after making such entry he, or his heirs, shall have, by the 
necessary irrigation and cultivation thereof, by means of main canals and 
brancin ditches and in permanent improvements — the land, reclaimed and 
put in actual cultivation one-eighth of the land; but no entry of such desert 
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toa State. How does that benefit the man who wants to go there to- 
day? ‘The water flowing into a reservoir site is of no value whatever 
until itis utilized. It can not be utilized unless a dam is constracted; 
alter the dam is constrneted it can not be utilized until the main canal 
is constructed; and then it can not be utilized until regulations are es- 
tablished with reference to the distributionof the water. Thecitizen 
who to-day, under the theory of our Government and under all its 
practice since its foundation, is entitled to settle upon the public do- 
main, can not utilize av acre of this land under the plan suggested 
by my colleague, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
until State machinery sball have put the scheme suggested into oper- 





ation, until plans shall have been matured for the building of dams, 
until engineers shall have been appointed to lay out the canals, and 
until the money shall have been raised by taxation for their construc- 
tion. And then they shall be built and ready for distribution of water. 


‘The time when that will be done will never come in the history of 
this Government. There is but one nation where such a thing has 


ever been attempted. In India, years and years ago, irrigating canals 
were constructed, reservoirs were built, and great dams erected at the 
expense of and under the control of the Government. But that was 


done in a country where the labor of every inhabitant was subject to 
the will of the monarch who ruled the nation, The labor employed 
was not the labor of freemen working by the day, but simply the labor 
of slaves, the object being that on the plains lying below that labor 
might raise the cheapest food for others. Such a plan will never be 
adopted here. 

Mr. Chairman, the policy for this nation to pursue is the one which 
has been administered in theory since the Government had a founda- 
tion: that the General Government retain the control of the public 
lands, to be disposed of to citizens of the Republic under regulations 
such as are easily prepared, preventing their accumulation in large 
quantities as against the best interests of the people of the locality. 
And speaking, I hope with proper modesty, as to what little I nave 
done in this matter, I venturt to say that the amendment I have had 
the honor to propose here accomplishes that end. It has met the ap- 
proval, so far as I know, of the Representatives in this House residing 
in the country affected by its operation. I have never known a mem- 
ber of either branch of Congress living in the region affected by it 
who has examined the provisions of this amendment without indors- 
ing it, except some who think the amount too small. This, to my 
mind, would be very persuasive, if not convincing, as to the merits of 
the proposition, if I had never taken occasion myself to examine the 
qnestion. 

Mr. HERMANN. What does the gentleman’s amendment provide 
with regard to procuring means for the construction of these ditches, 
etc.? 

Mr. PAYSON. First, as to large ditches, it is provided that the 
provisions of existing law shall remain in foree. Wherever water com- 
panies desire to constract ditches under the general law of the United 
States I propose toallow themtodoso. I believe, Mr. Chairman—and 
on this I have no more doubt than I have uponany other matter on which 
I have been called upon to exercise my judgment—that the great plans 
of irrigation in this country will never be carried out except through the 
medium of associations of capital engaged in the construction of large 
canals, And the safety of the people as against unreasonable charges 
arises from the fact that no serious overcharge for water can be made, 
because the stream upon which the water will be furnished to those 
owning lands below the canal will always be under the control either 
of the State Legislature or of the municipality within which it is sit- 
uated. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is it not a fact that wherever individuals ad- 
vance money for any such purposes they exact a return which is more 
than compensatory ? 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir. On the contrary, in my travels through 
the arid region of the United States I have made inguiries of scores 
and scores of people, and with two exceptions I heard no complaints 
by the patrons of the ditches as to the amount charged for water. 

In answering a little further the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], I will say the amendment provides that, 
when the construction of a ditch is bevond the power of any individual, 
associations may be formed, plats of land may be joined, and a joint 
system of irrigation, the expense of which shall be borne jointly by the 
owners of the Jand, may be proceeded with, and prior legal appropria- 
tion of the necessary water gives prior vested right thereto. 

This, I believe, Mr. Chairman, is about all I care to say at present. 
I know the necessities of this situation. I know—I will not say from 
personal knowledge, but from official sources—that thousands and thou- 
sands of entries made in absolutely good faith have, since this law went 
into operation, been refused recognition by the officers of the Govern- 
ment because of what is believed to be the proper construction of the 
law by the Interior Department, based, as I have said, upon the opin- 
ion of the Attorney-General; and I will ask leave to incorporate with 
my remarks official letters, together with the opinion referred to, that 
the matter may be made fully intelligible, and which letters will show 
that the Department of the Interior was fully justified in its course, 
and the necessity for prompt action by Congress. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, June 3, 1890. 


Sim: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the resolution of the 
Senate of May 3, 1890, in the following language: 

** Whereas the act approved October 2, 1838, making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, in 
appropriating the sum of $100,000 for investigating the extent to which the arid 
region of the United States may be reclaimed by irrigation, and to enable the 
Geological Survey to select the sites for reservations and other hydraulic works 
connected therewith, further provides as follows: 

“*And all the lands which may hereafter be designated or selected by such 
United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irrigation 
purposes, and all the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, 
ditches, or canals are from this time henceforth reserved from sale as the prop- 
erty of the United States, and shall not be subject, after the passage of this act, 
to entry, settlement, or occupation until further provided by law:’ 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to inform the Sen- 
ate what construction is placed by his Department upon the scope and effect of 
the reservation from sale and disposal of the arid lands under the provisions of 
the act above cited, and what instructions or orders, if any, have been issued 
or made thereunder (whether general or special) with respect to the suspension 
of the arid lands from entry under the public-land laws, or the suspension of 
entries thereof heretofore made, or affecting the rights of citizens to construct 
canalsand ditches for irrigating purposes on the public domain.” 

In reply thereto I have to state that the question as to the construction of the 
statute mentioned in this resolution first arose upon the presentation to the 
Secretary of resolutions of the constitutional convention that assemb!ed in Idaho 
Territory, on account of the supposed conflict then about to occur between that 
Territory and the Territory of Utah as to the use of the waters of Bear River. 
These resolutions were transmitted through the governor of the Territory, and 
a copy of which is hereto annexed, and where in this memorial, among other 
things that were recited, states: 

“Whereas the Government of the United States has taken steps toward re- 
deeming the arid lands of the West * * * ; and 

“* Whereas, for the purpose of establishing athorough system of storage reser- 
voirs, canals, and irrigating ditches, engineering parties are making surveys 
for this purpose; and 

** Whereas it is learned that the plans of the Government are threatened to 
be thwarted by speculators having men to follow up these surveys to make fil- 
ings on lands, reservoirs, and canal locations: 

** Resolved, By the Idaho constitutional convention now assembled at the cap- 
ital of said Territory, having the good of the general public and the good of the 
people of Idaho with the prosperity of the Territory at heart, do hereby memo- 
rialize the Department of the Interior to take such action at once as will rem- 
edy the evils which threaten this fair Territory in the manner outlined in this 
memorial.” 

Thereupon a response was made by the Secretary, dated August 2, 1889, and 
directed to Hon. G. L. Shoup, governor, Boisé City, Idaho, which, after ac- 
knowledging the receipt of the resolutions, stated that a full reply to the ques- 
tions might be found in the provisions of the appropriation act of October 2, 1888, 
which was then and there quoted, and in regard to which the Secretary wenton 
to state: 

“This is the law of to-day, unreversed, unrepealed, and in full force. You 
perceive its vast extent and the immense consequences that will follow there- 
from in the direction that your resolution points unless there be further action 
in regard thereto by Congress. It follows necessarily that the speculators, cor- 
porations, or other persons referred to in the resolution, are under the effect of 
this law and unable to obtain the advantages that you say they are seeking. 
Unless the law is repealed or the President opens the lands to settlement un- 
der the homestead laws, the Government must have and will take eventually 
absolute control of every acre of arid land that may be redeemed by the sys- 
tem of reservoirs, canals, and ditches, as provided in the appropriation act 
mentioned, The subsequent appropriation act has not affected the above pro- 
vision. 

“This, I think, is a full solution of the whole trouble between the Territory 
of Idaho and Utah, and the parties entering upon the lands in either Territory 
will be subjected to the superior title and further control of the United States.”’ 

In consequence of this correspondence, as promised therein and under what 
was deemed a pressing necessity, a circular was prepared by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, under direction of the Secretary, and distributed to 
the registers and receivers of United States district land offices, under date of 
August 5, 1889, in which it was held: 

“That the object sought to be accomplished by the foregoing provision (be- 
ing that cited in the resolution of the Senate) is unmistakable. The water 
sources and the arid lands that may be irrigated by the system of national irri- 
gation are now reserved to be hereafter, when redeemed to agriculture, trans- 
ferred to the people of the Territories in which they are situated, for home- 
steads. The act of Congress and common justice require that they should be 
faithfully preserved for these declared purposes, 

“The statute provides that all lands which may hereafter be designated or 
selected by the Gectenient Survey as sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for 
irrigating purposes, and all lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reser- 
voirs, ditches, or canals, are since the passage of said act absolutely reserved 
from sale as property of the United States and shall not be subject after the pas- 
sage of the act to entry, settlement, or occupation until further provided by law, 
or the President, by proclamation, may open said lands to settlement. 

“* Neither individuals nor corporations have a right to make filings upon any 
lands thus reserved, nor can they be permitted to obtain control of the lakes 
and streams that are susceptible of uses for irrigating purposes. 

“You will, therefore, immediately cancel all filings made since October 2, 
1888, on such sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals, for irrigating purposes, and 
all lands that may be susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, or 
canals, whether made by individuals or corporations, and you will hereafter 
receive no filings upon any such lands. 

** This order you will carry into effect without delay.”’ 

A copy is herewith transmitted. 

This has been the construction held since, and under it large portions of the 
public survey have been designated by the Director of the Geological Survey to 
be set apart for reservoirs, ditches, ete,, amounting to many thousand acres. 

Upon the pone of the Senate resolutions and in order that there might be 
no foie misunderstanding as to the validity of the construction by the Secre- 
tary, he asked and obtained first the opinion of the assistant attorney-general 
assigned to his Department as to the construction to be placed upon the act, 
which was given, and thereupon the matter was further presented to the Attor- 
ney-General of the United States, who has rendered his opinion and states his 
conclusions in the following words: 

“The object of the act is manifest. It was to prevent the entry upon, and 
the settlement and sale of, all that t of the arid region of the public lands of 
the United States which could be improved by general systems of irrigation, 
and all lands which might thereafter be designated or selected by the United 
States surveys as sites for the reservoirs, ditches, or canals in such systems, 
Unquestionably, it would seriously interfere with the operation and pu 
of the act if the sites necessary for reservoirs in such plan of irrigation could be 
entered pan by homestead settlers. So, too, it would be obviously unjust if 
pending the survey made with a view to their segregation for improvement by 
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é be necessary, “for the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid re s s ~ - i 
gion of the United States can be redeemed by irrigation, and the segregat L« I 3 reservoirs, dit 
the irrigable lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for er With rega to the 4 ‘ ‘ 3 ‘ ty 
voirs and other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and util t °o in progress es I “ ide 
“ water for irrigation.”” The Director of the Geological Survey is then 1 red | t to wha rtra and the yuld 
a to make a report to Congress on the first Monday in December in each ye thereafter | licu 4 i 
a showing how the money appropriated has been expended. Then follows the | othe e,toa i wat : id 
‘es particular language which is the subject for construction ‘ y might arise from : ! 
; “And all the lands which may hereafter be designated or selected | ich rgested that | rtos iA 
‘3 United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals f I i at s 3 s t i 
c purposes and allthe lands made susceptible of irrigation by such rese a it I e | 
- ditches, or canals are from this time henceforth hereby reserved from sale as | t1 sto ‘ 
& the property of the United States, and shall not be subject after the passage of With regar t i y I 
this act to entry, settlement, or occupation until further provided by la the opera t 
5 vided, That the President at any time,in his discretion, by proclamati ma is may b 
x open any portion or all of the lands reserved by this provision to settlemen t . I Las 
: under the homestead laws.”’ voirs, ¢ 3, r 4 
The object of the act is manifest. It was to prevent the entry upon and ste 4 
settiement and sale of ail that part of the arid region of the public lands 1e i t t e, f t tot L ud 
United States which could be improved b »neral system of irrigation, and a regards it i 
- lands which might hereafter be designated or selected by the United States s lic lands in 10LW 
a veys as sites for the reservoirs, ditches, or canals in such systems. Unques part 
a tionably it would seriously interfere with the operation and purpose of the act | } ew ‘ a t 
3 if the sites necessary for reservoirs in such plan of irrigation could be entered | a 5 ‘ 
upon by homestead settier So, too, it would be obviously unjust if pen wie 
the survey made with a view to their segregation f nprovement by irriga “ ’ 
tion these lands should be entered upon and settled as arid lands of the United | a 
States. It was, therefore, the purpose of Congress by this act to s ispend all | 1 5 af eser 4 ‘ t g 
rights of entry upon any lands which would come within the improv pera- | su ‘ 
tion of the plans of irrigation to be reported by the Director of the Geological | sale, ag 1lture private « ‘ ents 
; Survey under this act. or loca ns, hom ad 
E=! , Language could hardly be stronger than are the words of the act in express- | cult entr t tries I 
é ing this intention: tries, desert-land « 
a * All the lands which may hereafter be designated or selected, etc., are f 1 | for scho idem nit 
x this time henceforth hereby reserved from sale, etc., and shall not be su ct | posals ifor in the s 
‘igh after the passage of this act to entry, etc., until further provided by v ) te } ) 3 
i There can be no question that if an entry was made upon land ich wa Pa Ocea a the th to 
thereafter designated in a United States survey as a site for a reserv« ) I as and M » on ‘ . 
which was by such reservoir made susceptible of irrigation, the entry ijt office of t G 3 pa f tes 
be invalid, and the land so entered upon would remain th property of the | of California, Colorado, > t ) > i 3, Montana 
United States, the reserva ithereof dating back to the passage of this act |  O - 
The far rea hing effect of this construction can not deprive the words of the | vy Me », Uta 
act of their ordinary and necessary meaning. The proviso that “the President \ f ) s statut ! 
at any time in his discretion, by proclamation, may open any portion or al! of era 1 of the la sl, 80 fa 
the lands”’ so reserved was the legislative mode of modifying and avoiding ie extent « iporta 
the far reaching effect of the act whenever it should appear to the Executive vould req f i therein, that 
to have too wide an operation. Entries should not be permitted, therefore, | beat the risk of part f ule te s 
upon any part of the arid regions which might possibly come within the opera- i issue of patents, with an a : $s, and ding 
tion of this act. | uncertainty of rights i se of vh r 
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the tracts, title to which is sought to be acquired, are affected by the statute, 


i for reserv« , ditches, or canals, or as made susceptible of irrigation 





| 


rey; until this is determined, applications to enter can not be understand- 
jngiy acted upon 
eady, in the progress of the business of tliis oflice, numbers of entries are 
d to have been wade within the arid regions since October 2,! 388, thus pre- | 


4g (he question of their approval or other treatment as a prac ticalone. I 





rected that unt further orders no entries be approved for tracts lying 
n the arid reg is Where the right had its inception subseque nt to the 
passage of the act of October 2, 1Ss8x, 


In view of the premises, | have the honor to submit this it 


iportant matter to 





ihe etary, as the official head of the Departme exercising directory aud 
‘ vy authority over its operations, I1 pectfully ask directions how I! 
hall proceed therein, with reference to the language used in the ci cular ol 


August 5, 1589, as above quoted, 








iam of opinion that the first view presen to the operation of U 
statute should be adupted and acted upon f disposals subsequently 
1S Well as prior to ts 1 proval, except as it regards tracts actually selected and 
designated by proper authority for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals, or 
actually selected dud designated by proper authority as susceptible of irrigation 
from such reservoirs, ditches, or canals, and the selection and designation 


thereof made known in the usual manner for the information and guidance of 


all concerned. 








If this view should not meet the approval of the Secretary, then I am of the 
opinion that the alternative course would require that the country deemed to 
be included within the law as arid regions should be indicated by declared 
imits, and instructions given to the district land officers to cease operations 
so far aw regards disposals within such limits until the conditions as to liabil- 
» dispdsal shall be definitely ascertained, and that some rule should be 
given for proper proceedings with reference to entries, filings, or locations 
found to have been made within the declared limits after the approval of the 
of October 2, 1588, 1 re or subsequent to the promulgation of the depart 
mental circular of Au LAeo 
tre spectfully sugyest, in view of the pub ic interests involved, that there 
should be no unnecessary loss of time in passing upon the points calling for ac- 
tion as above stated 
Very respectfully . 
LEWIS A, GROFF, Comm 
The Secrt or THE INTERIO 
DEeranrMEN’T ov Tue Interior, Washinglon, May 21, 189. 


Sim: Ina th your request I have considered the questions pre- 
sented by the Commissioner of the General Land Office in his letter of April 2, 
1800, asking for instructions as to the proper action to be taken to carry into 
effect the provisions of the act of Congress of October 2, 1888 (25 Stats., 505-526 


relating to the survey and segregation of the arid lands of the United States, 


ordance w 




















and w<« d respectfully subuiit the following 
vid act, after making an appropriation for the purpose of investigating the 
tentto which th lregion ptible of irrigation, and the segregatio1 
the irrigable la in su irid region, and for the selection of sites for reser 
voirs, further provides as follows 
nd all the lands which may hereafter be designated or selected by such 
ted sles § veys for sites for resery hes, or canals for irrigatio 
purposs i the lar ma ‘ { : of irrigation by such reservoirs, 
ditches, Or cat f 1is t h «forth hereby reserved from sale as the 
property of U ited States and shall not be subject after the passage of this 
to entry, settlement, or occupation until further provided by law: Provided, 
Chat the President, at any time ] etion, by pro mation, may open 
any portion or all of the landsr 1 by this provision to settlement underthe 





homes! llaws 








A brs tatemet f the ol sf the legislation under consideration may 
ler stance in ar ui \ isior pon the questions now presented. 
Pebruary 13, 1888, th sliowing resolution was agreed to by the Senate of 

the United State: 
Reso! ve I the S i the Interior be requested to inform the Sen- 
te if in his opinion it is desirable toa e the organization in his Depart- 









:0wn as Lhe Ceo! 
capa of irrigation, in the 

juired, from other land 
reservoirs aud rights of 


Survey to segregate lands of the public domain 
ctions of the United States where irrigation is 
i to lay out suitable places to be reserved for 
for ditches leanals for the purposes of irriga- 





Recorp, 1888, Fiftieth Congress, 1, 19, part 2, page 1137.) 
osponse to this resolution the Secretary forwarded to the Senate a report 
of the Director of the Geological Survey, recommending that such action 


hould be taken, and that without delay 
eth Congress, vol. 19, part 
i 
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page 2656, S. Ex, Doc. 134 
joint resolution approved March 20, 1858 (25 Stats., 618), it was resolved— 
-4 bat the Secretary of t! erior, by means of the Director of the Geological 
survey, be, and he is hereby, directed to make an examination of that portion 
of thearid regions ot the United States where agriculture is carried on by means 
of irrigation as to the natural advantages forthe storage of water for irrigating 
purposes, With the practicability of constructing reservoirs, together with the 
capacity of the atream i the cost of construction and capacity of reservoirs, 
mof storage of water for irrigating 








and such other facts as bear on the quest 
purposes 
The Senate on March 27, 1888, passed a resolution directing the Secretary of 
he Interior to report what appropriation was necessary to carry into effect the 
said joint resolution (ConGkessionaL Recorp, 1888, vol. 19. part 3, page 2428 
In response to this the S« ‘tary recommended an appropriation of $250,000, (TId., 
page 4078, S. Ex. Dox 

When the sundry civil appropriation bill was being considered in the Senate 
an amendment was made thereto by which there was to be appropriated “ for 
the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the United 
States can be redeemed by irrigation,” etc., the sum of $250,000, and it was pro- 
vided in said amendment “and all lands which may be designated for rese1 
voirs and canals for irrigation shall be reserved as the property of the United 
States, and shail not be subjected to entry or settlement until hereafter pro- 
vided for by law.’ (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, 1888. vol. 19, part 8, page 7012.) This 

1cndment was amended in the House and the bill was finally passed and ap- 
»sroved in its present shape. 

it is quite clear that it was the intention to withhold from sale and to with- 
iraw from entry, settlement, or occupation all lands needed for the purposes of 

seryoirs, canals, or ditthes, and alsoall landsthat might be irrigated by means 
of the system of irrigation contemplated, which included all arid lands suscept- 
ible of irrigation. 

4n examination of the ConGressIonaAL Recorp shows that this provision of 
the law was debated at considerable length, and that it was clearly understood 
it contemplated a withdrawal from the date of the passage of the law of all 
jands needed for or to be benefited by the scheme of irrigation contemplated. 
The discussion in the House upon this proposition is found in part 9, volume 19, 
of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorn, Fiftieth Congress. 

Mr. Cannon, of Illinois, afler stating that the first proposition was the appro- 
priation ofa sum of money, said: 

* The next branch, and by far the most important—in fact, the important prop- 


‘ 











SE. JULY 26, 





osition of this amendment—is the reservation now, at the time of the passage 
of the law, of lands that may hereafter be needed at any time for reservoirs or 
for irrigatimg canals, and all lands that may be irrigated by virtue of the estab- 
lishment of reservoirs hereafter.”’ (Page 8506.) 

On page $507 the following appears: 

‘Mr. Hlotman, If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him, I wouldlike 
to ask this question: Does the gentleman intend hereby that all lands hereafter, 
at any time hereafter, that may be found necessary for the sites of the reser- 
voirs, canals, or ditches, or that may be made valuable by irrigation through 
such sources, shall be reserved from entry, and that entries made hereafter in 
: interval shall not be operative? 

Mr. Symes. That is the intention of the amendment and its effectsas itnow 
stonds. [ know that the Senate conferees will agree to the first part of the 
amendment; that is to say, from now on all lands selected for reservoirs, 
ditches, or canals shall be absolutely reserved, and thatif A, B, or Cin the mean 
time locates upon them that he shall be subject to be dispossessed, if the sites 
are necessary for such purposes.” 

it appears the House amendment was formulated by Mr. Symes, of Colorado, 
and offered by Mr, BreckinripGe, of Kentucky. 

Mr. BreeckinripGE, in the ceurse of his remarks on the amendment, said 
page 8513): 

‘| take the liberty of accepting Mr. STONE’s explanation of my amendment: 

‘What does thisamendment propose? It proposes to appropriate $250,000 to 
inaugurate and prosecute extensive surveys in what is known as thearid region 
of the country, to locate its boundaries accurately, to ascertain where natural 
reservoirs may be established for the storage of water supplies, to ascertain the 
extent and location of these desert or arid lands which may be reclaimed or re- 
stored to agricultural uses by a system ofirrigation, and to suggest the best and 
most practicable methods of irrigation. It provides also that all the lands that 
may be utilized and made valuable by irrigation shall, after the passage of this 
bill, be withdrawn from sale or other disposition until such time as Congress 
shail provide for disposing ofthem. That is the sum and substance of the 
amendment. Thatis the whole proposition.’ 

‘Mr. Speaker, so faras I am concerned, and so far as this question is con- 
cerned, that isthe wholeof it.”’ 

Afterwards Mr. Symes, on behalf of the friends of the measure, moved to 
amend the amendment by striking out the words ‘‘and all lands made suscep- 





| tible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, or eanals,’’ which amendment was 


by the House rejected (page 8515). It was sought to substitute for the House 
amendment an amendment which provided— 

‘That during the pendency of measures now before Congress affecting the 
public lands, the entry of lands known and designated as desert lands shall be 
suspended; but this provision shall not prevent the entry of such lands under 
the homestead law, except that section 2301 of the Revised Statutes shall not 
apply to such entries.”” (Page 8542.) 

This proposition was also defeated and the amendment first offered was 
adopted 

When the bill was again considered in the Senate, Mr. TeLLer, in explana- 
tion of the House amendment, said: 

| should like to say that on an examination ofthe bill, hastily made, it appears 
that the House has amended the proposition for reservoirs by striking out 3150- 


| WOO, leaving the appropriation $100,000 instead of $250,000 as the Senate proposed. 


, 





They have also reserved not simply the reservoirs which we had reserved 
from occupation, but all the lands thet are susceptible of irrigation below. 

* That has evidently happened because the House could not have understood 
at the real result would be, That is equivalent tosaying in the State of Col- 
.do, if a reservoir should be located on the head of a stream, that all the land 
below that should be reserved. There are thousands of acres that may atill be 
irrigated by the waters of the stream. it would practically withdraw in Colo- 
rado, and in some parts of Nevada, all of what we cal! the arid lands, all the 
lands that have to be irrigated. That part willnotdo. It will be no benefit to 
the Western country atall. If you put that in we should be worse off than if 
we hadnothing at all. It would be worse than a disagreement to the Senate 
amendment,” 

he Senate disagreed to the amendment proposed by the Touse, and the bill 
was referred to the conference committee, where it was finally agreed to, with 
the addition of the proviso “thatthe President may, at any time in his discre- 
tion, by proclamation, open any portion or all of the lands reserved by this 
provision to settlement under the homestead laws,” and the report of the com- 
mittee was concurred in both by the Senate and the House (pages 8809 and 8898). 

This act directs the withdrawal of two classes of lands: First, those needed 
»r to be designated for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals, without regard to 
their character as arid or non-arid lands; and second, arid lands made suscep- 
tible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, orcanals. It is important that no 
‘ands other than those embraced in these two classes should be drawn from dis- 
position under the general land laws. The difficulty lies in determining what 
lands are embraced by these two classes. One point, however, seems so clear 
that there can be no doubt as to the proper course to pursue in relation thereto, 

The act of March 3, 1877, commonly known as the “ desert-land law,” relates 
only to the class of lands withdrawn from disposition by the act under consid- 
eration, that is, arid lands susceptible of irrigation, and it therefore necessarily 
follows that no entries under the said desert-land law could be properly allowed 
after the passage of the act under consideration, and hence that from and after 
October 2, 1888, the operation of the desert-land law was suspended and mustso 
remain until farther action by Congress, Notice of this should, it seemsto me, 
be promptly given by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, if such 
action bas not already been taken, and steps should be taken for the cancella- 
tion of any such entries as may have been made since October 2, 1888, 

In the matter of giving notice of the provisions of this law and issuing such 
instructions as would prevent the allowance of filings or entries on such lands 
as ure thereby reserved, no step seems to have been taken until August 3, 1889, 
when you addressed a communication to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, inclosing a telegram from the governor of Idaho in regard to said 
law, with the following directions: 

You will communicate without delay the provisions of the statute therein 
cited to the land officers in all the arid districts for their information and guid- 
ance, and with direction that all lands falling within the language of the stat- 
ute are reserved by force thereof until opened by the President.”’ 

In accordance with these directions the circular of August 5, 1889 (9 L. D., 282), 
referred to and quoted from in the Commissioner's letter of April 2, 1890, was 
prepared and promulgated. This circular has,as Iam informed, been modi- 
tied to the extent of allowing filings and entries subject to the provisions of 
said act. 

Any entry or filing and any sett!ement made within the territory of the arid 
region after October 2, 1888, is liable to defeat by reason of the lands covered 
thereby being subsequently selected for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals, 
or being rendered susceptible of irrigation by means of such reservoirs, canals, 
or ditches as may be constructed in pursuance of the scheme of irrigation con- 
templated by said act. In order to relieve the settlers in that great territory of 
the doubt and uncertainty resulting from this condition of affairs, the work of 
selecting and designating the particular tracts coming within the provisions of 
this law should be prosecuted with all possible diligence. In the mean time, 
and until this work can be accomplished, the lands contemplated by the act 






shou!d, both for the accomplishment of the ends aimed at and for the protection 





ry 


1890. 








of individuals, be designated and pointed out as segregate d from the publi 
acy hether there is sufficient information in the possession of the Bureau of 
Geological Survey to make it possible to designate certain portions of the arid 
region as subject to said act and certain other portions as not in any event falling 
within the provisions thereof.I am not in possession of such information as 
would enable me to express an opinion. It seems to have been thought w hile 
the measure was pending before Congress that such a course would be found 
feasible. Mr. OATES, in the course of his remarks, made use of the following 
lan ge: 
" Tose from the testimony of Mr. Powell that the surveys which have been 
made and are now in progress, while not distinct enough for him to locate and 
designate all the different catchment basins and to segregate them one from 
one another, vet they are distinct enough so that the neighborhood in which 
they lie, and where in all probability the reservoirs would be located, can easily 
be ascertained. The withdrawal of these districts from the market is all that 
seems to me to be necessary at this time.’ See CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 1888, 
9, page 8481.) 
= siner ad the evident intention of this legislation, I can not concur with th 
Commissioner of the General Land Office in his recommendation of the adop 
tion of the view “that the reservation extends to such tracts as may be actually 
selected as sites, becoming operative only after such selection, and such as may 
be found to be susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, or canals, 
after the latter are actually made or brought into existence, and as may be s 
lected or designated by proper authority after this is found to be the case, from 
time to time, in the progress of the surveys; while, as regards all other lands 
in the arid regions, the laws for the disposai of public lands generally remai: 
operative notwithstanding the provisions of the particular statute,” this view, 
as he says, “allowing of disposals subsequently as well as prior to the ap- 
proval”’ ‘of the statute, “except as it regards tracts actually selected and desig- 
nated by proper authority for sites for reservoirs, ditches or canals, or actually 
selected and designated by proper authority as susceptible of irrigation 
such reservoirs,”’ etc. 

To adopt this view would, in my opinion, be to defeat the object of the act by 
allowing available sites and locations for reservoirs to be appropriated by indi- 
viduals orcorporations, to prevent which the reservation was inserted 
law. This view can not, I think, be adopted, although the only alternativ: 
would, as said by the Commissioner, * require that the country deemed to be 
included within the law as arid regions should be indicated by deciared limits, 
and instructions given to the district land officers to cease operations so far as 
regards disposals within such limits until the conditions as to liability to dis- 
posal shall be definitely ascertained.”’ This action will not, however, be neces- 
sary to the full extent intimated by the Commissioner if the information in the 
possession of the Geological Survey is sufficient to make it possible to say that 
certain territories within the larger limits of the arid region are excepted from 
the operation of thislaw. Noentries, filings, or locations made within the arid 
regions since October 2, 1888, should be allowed to go to patent or be perfected 
until it shall be satisfactorily determined that the lands involved are not within 
the reservation created by the act under consideration. 

There seems to be no escape from these conclusions in view of the broad and 
comprehensive terms of the enactment. Whatever may be the opinion of the 
officials of the Department as to the expediency of the legislation, it is clearly 
their duty to comply with the statute, leaving to Congressthe remedy by future 
laws. If, after the withdrawal of these arid lands, it should be found that por- 
tions of them were not properly withdrawn or are not within the terms of the 
act, or for any other reason, the President may at any time, in his discretion, 
by proclamation, open any portion or al! of the lands reserved to settlement un- 
der the homestead law. 

The letter of the Commissioner of tae General Land Office is herewith re- 
turned. 

Very respectfully, 


irom 








GEO, H. SHIELDS, 
Assistant Allornen-Gene? 


Phe SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 


Telegram. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INreRtor, Wa 
Hon. G. L. Soup, 
Governor, Boisé City, Idaho: 

1 have just received the resolution adopted by the constitutional convention, 
transmitted by you to me through telegram. A full reply to this question, I 
think, is found in the following provision of the appropriation act of October 2, 
1888, which reads as follows: 

‘For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation and the segregation of the irriga- 
ble lands in such arid region, and for the selection of the sites for reservoirs 
and other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water 
for irrigation and the prevention of floods and overflows, and to make the 
necessary maps, including the pay of empiloyés in field and in office, the cost of 
all instruments, apparatus, and materials, and all other necessary expenses 
connected therewith, the work to be performed by the Geological Survey, un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $100,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. And the Director of the Geological Survey, un- 
der the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, shall make a report to Con- 
gress on the first Monday in December of each year, showing in detail how the 
said money has been expended, the amount used for actual survey and en- 
gineer work in the field in locating sites for reservoirs, and an itemized ac- 
count of the expenditures under this appropriation. And all the lands which 
may thereafter be designated or selected by such United States surveys for sites 
for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irrigation purposes, and al! the lands made 
susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, or canals are from this time 
henceforth hereby reserved from sale as the property of the United States, and 
shall not be subject after the passage of this act to entry, settlement, or oceupa- 
tion until farther provided by law: Provided, That the President may at any time 
in his discretion by proclamation open any portion or all of the lands reserved 
by this provision to settlement under the homestead laws.”’ 

This is the Jaw of to-day, unreversed, unrepealed, and in full force. You per- 
ceive its vast extent and the immense consequences that will follow therefrom 


shington, August 3, 1889 


in the direction that your resolution points unless there be further action in re- | 


gard thereto by Congress. It follows necessarily that the speculators, corpora- 
tions, or other persons referred to in the resolution are under the effect of this 
law and unable to obtain the advantages that you say thevaresecking. Unless 
the law is repealed or the President opens the land to settlement under the 
homestead laws the Government must have and will take, eventually, absolute 
control of every acre of arid landthat may be redeemed by the system of reser- 
voirs, canals, and ditches as provided in the appropriation act mentioned. The 
subsequent appropriation act has not affected the above provision. 

This, I think, is a full solution of the whole trouble between the Territory of 
Idaho and Utah, and parties entering upon these Jands in either Territory will 
be subjected to the superior title and further controlof the United States. 

I have directed the Commissioner of the Land Office to notify the local offi- 
cers of this law and prohibit entries of the kind you specify, and I have also 
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the | 














ordered the Superintendent of the Geological Survey to proceed rapidly with 
| the surveys on Bear River. The statute, you observe, reserves these lands from 
j the date thereof, and the Assistant Attorney-General of this Departmentagrees 
with me that it is constitutional and effective to the extent expressed. 
I fully appreciate the conflict of rights that must between Territories 
; and States, but these all can and will be better regulated by national control 
} than local conflicts and contradictory legislation 
I fear that the statute to which I have referred I Ww the Western 
| Territories to the extent at least that it « t to be, a ‘ your dis 
| patch and this published to-day in fu 
| JOHN W. NOBLE. & 
Mr. COGSWELL. Before the gentleman from Illinois takes his seat 
| will he answer a question ? 
Mr. PAYSON. I will with pleasure, if I can 


Mr. COGSWELL, Under the amendment the gentleman proposes 
will these reservoir sites continue to be reserved for public use 

Mr. PAYSON. Exactly. 
i Mr. COGSWELL. I would like the gentleman to point out anything 
in his motion, which is, I understand, to concur in the Senate amend- 
| ment, which does that. 


| ‘ir. PAYSON, I understood the gentleman to refer to reservo 
already selected 
| Mr. COGSWELL. No, sir; to reservoir sites generally. 


Mr. PAYSON It does not reserve other than those which have 
| been already selected; and let me say to the gentleman that 
| others, I would not want to reserve them. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Why? 

Mr. PAYSON. Because they will never be utilized 


Mabaae 


is to ue 


| 

j hy } } 

| oy either the 
| United States or the States respectively, in my judgment. Let 1 


make a prediction in this connection; and while | am no prophet, | 


will undertake to say, and | believe the result will verify the state- 


ne 





ment, that every dollar of money that is expended ia appropriations 
by Congress for the selection of reservoir sites will eventually inure 
| to the benefit of some individual or some corporation. The General 
Government will never undertake the business of a general system of irri 
vation of its desert lands, nor will the control of the matter be given 
| to the States; it will always be left, practically, to individual enterprise, 
but regulated by the State or local authority, as I believe. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Then what does the gentleman propose ? 

Mr. PAYSON, ihave juststated what I propose. I have suggested 
vhat I wanted done, and I have been certainly talking to a bad pur- 
pose indeed if I have not been able to make it clear to the gentleman 
rom Ohio that I favor the repeal of the law of 1888 except as to where 
reservoir sites have already been selected; and I am willing that the 
Government shall retain this right and experiment with ther to its 
heart’s content, at the same time believing that every dollar of public 
money that is invested in such experiments will be uitimately for the 
benefit of some individual or corporation. But I am perfectly willing 
to pay my share of the expense for the luxury of indulging in the ex- 
periments, although I am sure the experiment by the Government will 
be a failure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my colleague yield to me for a moment’? 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The suggestion has been made before, and again 
| this moment repeated, that perhaps it might be the part of prudence 
to provide for reservoirs, and on that account I have hastily drawn up 
the rollowing proposition to be added to section 2 of your own amend- 
ment, which I think will meet that point 


But all lands designated and selected by the United States Geological Survey 
for sites for reservoirs for irrigating purposes are reserved as public lands until 
| otherwise provided by law; but such reservations shall y be made w the 
| approval ofthe President of the United Stat 
Mr. PAYSON. Iam perfectly content with that. 
i Mr. HOLMAN. I think that will meet the point. 
| Mr. PAYSON. But, as I said before, I believe that every dollar so 


expended will inure to the benefit of some individual or corporation 
ultimately. Still, for the reasons I have more than once stated 


ihave 

no objection if thecommittee desire to have that still further enlarged. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey Why does the gent] 
that? I ask the question merely for information. 

| Mr. PAYSON. I will give the gentleman tie 1 


he will kindly follow me. In the first place this w 


isons in detail il 
ater if utilized at 
all must be utilized and can only be utilized in one of three ways, 
the investment, in the aggregate, of immense sums of money, either 
by the Government, by the State, or by private capita Now, I do 
not believe the Government is ever going to indulge in that cha 
of business for reasons which [| have stated, and which, I su 
obvious. Therefore, the problem of the reclamation of t 
region, however much it may be susceptible of irrigation and improve 
ment, leaves the Government out. It remains, then, to be done either 
by the State or by private enterprise ow, no State is going to take 
on itself the burden of carrying out such a work of building these 
immense dams, digging long canals, providing regulations for the use 
of the water, and all of the different details which will be necessary 
connection with such a work. 

As a matter of practical legislation no State will ever undertake it 
That will never be done. That leaves both the General Government 
and the State out, and it remains only to be carried out by the invest- 
| ment of private capital. And hence the money we expend for the pur- 


ymnit 
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pose of ascertain ind establishing these reservoir sites, locating catch- 
basil sites for the dams, flood-gates, main canals, and all of the other 
incidentals necessary to the work, is all money spent by the General 


Government to search out these situations which will be ultimately 
ut d by individual capital—never by either the National or State 
{ npimnent niny judgment 
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the road, as it may in the end, it would be a great benefit to the set- 
tlers and people along the line to have this immense grant restored to 
the public domain. I fear that if the lands are patented they will be 
at once disposed of, and then the company will be in the position to 
dictate the terms of compromise to the United Statesso far as the debt 
is concerned, which is getting larger all the time. I do not think that 
this House can afford to pass this matter unnoticed, or to yield this 
point without astruggle. In advance of the publication of the decis- 
ion of the Secretary I will not say that his action is illegal, but I do 
assert, with all the emphasis possible, that he has no right to have the 
order executed before he promulgates the deyision upon which it is 
based.. The business of the Department in an enpertannpeidtes matter 
like this should be done in the presence of the public. This has not 
been. I have been denied the right to see the decision, although in- 
formed that it had been made. I have no objection to the Secretary 
taking al! the time he wants to formulate his opinion if he would not 
begin the issuing of patents until he was ready for the country to see 


| his reasons. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the motion of the gentleman 
from Arkansas to concur. 

Mr. CANNON. If we can not agree to have a vote, I shall have to 
move to limit debate upon this public building at Alexandria. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a few observations 
in regard to the subject that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE] 
has spoken upon, and in order to have that opportunity I move to strike 


| out the last word. 


> amendment hould also b added that « itries made in good faith 
1485 of lands not i uded in any seection oO! designa- 
tion of sit eserved should be entitled to be perfected under existing 
r 
ire to for tl { 
tm tle for it sicerate { oO 
re immer f{ 
. CANNON Now, Mr. Chairman, I : i vote on the pending 
a I amendment (amendment No. 1 providing as fol- 
le 
| pe lice at Alexandria, La } ! ase « site and commencement 
ort ; 
uton the bill by the Senate, the committee recommend non-con- | 
e in, and I will add a single word before the vote is taken. 
post-office at Alexandria, La., has been authorized since this 
bill passed the House, ‘The estimate, in conformity with estimates for 
which the House has made appropriations for the other public build- 
this bill from the Supervising Architect, is for $20,000. The 
Se e—and I speak with all due respect, beeause it is a deliberative 
bod exceeds that estimate by $5,000. The committee recommends 
non- concurrence, with an intention and hope in conference to secure 


the exact amountof the estimate only. 
the cousumption of turther time. 

Mr.McRAE. I move to concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CANNON, I hope my friend will not do that. 

Mr. MCRAE. I believe I have the floor, and I desire to be heard for 
a few minutes on a matter of great importance. 

the CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Arkansas is recognized. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, on last Saturday morning I introduced 
in the House a resolution asking the Secretary of the Interior to in- 
form the House by what authority and why he had authorized and di- 
rected the issue of patents to the Union Pacific Railroad Company tor 
the lands granted to the said company before the adjustment of the debt 
due the United States. The resolution was referred to the Committee 


I hope it can be done without 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. CANNON, 
seems to me, 


Debate is in order on the amendment. 
Mr. Chairman, I had not yielded the floor. It 
if our friends on the Committee on Public Lands will 


| allow us, we shall be able to consider these items and complete this 


on Public Lands and was reported favorably to the House last Monday | 
and unanimously adopted with an amendment requiring information | 


as to the amount of lands heretofore patented to said company. 

On Saturday [I also introduced in open Howse a joint resolution re- 
quiring him to suspend the issue of patents and directing the Attorney- 
General to take the necessary steps to subject the lands to the payment 
of the debt due the United States. to the consideration of which objec- 
tion was made, and it was, therefore, also referred. 
been made } 


the Secretary to the resolution of inquiry adopted by the 
House, I see 


no reason for such delay in a matter of so much impor- 


tance. On PamNeny I asked the Commissioner of the General Land 
Oflice to telegraph me the amount ot lands patented under the recent 
order, and late ia the session received the following from him. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, July 25, 1890. 
lion. Tuomas C. McRarg, M. ¢ 


Patents ha 






mental directions of June 28, 1890, amounting to 48,667,296 acres 
L EW is A. GROFP, Commissioner. 

These figures were so large that they startled me. I thought there 
must be some mistake in transmitting the message, and so this morn- 
ing I asked to have the message, repeated for verilication and asked the 
operator to spe!l out in words the area of lands patented under this or- 
der. Ihave just received the following, which I will read to the House, 
and I presume it gives the correct amount: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, July 26, 1890, 
To Hon. Tuomas C. McRas 


Pat “nts have issued to the Union Pacific Railroad Company under depart- 
ments a directions of June 28, 1890, amounting to four hundred and eighty-six 
thousand six hundred and seventy-two and ninety-six one-hundredths acres, 

L. A. GROFF, Commissioner. 

So it seems that the operators, here or at the Interior Departme nt, 
bulled the telegram of yesterday, and the amount is only 486,672.96 
acres. ‘This is certs ainly enough to arrest the attention of the House. 
It certainly calls for an explanation on the part of the Department 
when we consider the fact that the patents have been withheld by the 


Government heretofore because of the debt due, and that the decision of | 


the present Secretary upon which the departmental order is based has 
not yet been pr jonneigeted. It is yet a secret in the Department. No 
one is allowed to see it, but the force of the Land Office is rapidly | 
at work grinding out anita to a railroad company confessedly insol- 
vent and heavily indebted to the United States. Why such secrecy 
and such haste’ The interest of the United States requires that we 
should use every effort to eollectas much of the debt as possible, and I 
have hoped that the unsold lands that were granted to the road would 
be made available as some security to the United States. 

The lands are very valuable, and I hope the Government will leave 
nothing undone to hold them assecurity. IftheGovernment has to take 


No response has | 


bill. I for one would be very glad to do so, and therefore ask unan- 
imous consent to close debate on this amendment, and then another 
amendment can be read. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. TAYLOR, 
amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to oppose the pending amendment. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, then I move to limit debateon this 
item to five minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had recognized the gentleman irom 
Illinois, the chairman of the committee, to close debate on this para- 
graph. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Is it in order to move to close debate so as to cut off amendments ? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; not at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion does not cut off the amendment. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. CANNON to limit de- 


I object. 
Objection is made. 
of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 


bate; an | the Chair announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. ROGERS. Division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 40, noes 27. 
Mr. ROGERS. Noquorum. 


TheCHAIRMAN. Thatisnot necessary. It is immaterial whether 


| @ quorum votes or not. 


' 
issued to th i¢ Union Pacific Railroad Cor mpany un der Depart- | 


Mr. ROGERS. I make the point that no quorum is present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ascertain whether there is any 
meritin that. [After counting.] One hundred and twenty-one mem- 
bers are present—more than a quorum. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of simply cor- 
recting a possible misapprehension growing out of the observations 
made ‘by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAkE]. The resolution 
of inquiry to which he refers was acted upon on Monday last, as I recol- 
lect, in the Committee on Public Lands, reported to this House, and 
adopted on that day. The resolution of inquiry I speak of was, by 
what authority the Secretary of the Interior was directing the issuing 
of patents to lands to the Union Pacific Railroad Company, if he was 
so doing. That resolution in the ordinary course of business did not 
reach the Secretary of the Interior until Wednesday morning, and I 
have been assured by him that he is at work and is preparing a re- 
sponse to that resolution of inquiry and will transmit it to the House 
at the very earliest day possible, even to the detriment of the current 


| business of his office. 


authorized to say that it will perhaps reach the House to-day. 


I do not know that I am entirely justified in saying it, bus I feel 
There 


| has been no desire on the part of the Secretary to indulge in any un- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


necessary delay in responding to the resolution of inquiry which was 
sent to him by the House of Representatives, As to what course he 
has pursued with reference to the issuance of patents I am not advised, 
but it is only just to that officer to say that the information will be 
sent to the House at the very earliest possible moment. 

Mr. MCRAE, That is a material point. While heis making up his 
opinion the country does not want the patent mill to be grinding out 
the patents for these lands. 

Mr BOATNER. I move to concur in the Senate amendment with 
an amendment striking out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and inserting ‘‘ twenty.’’ 

Mr. CANNON. Iam content with that. 


| 
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Mr. MCRAE. Iwill accept that. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man irom Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER 
has just been read. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I offer the amendment which I send to 


the ds sk. 


to concur in tue; mendment which 





1 1 
i hie me i ent was read. as ) ws 
If t const of the building, or any part of shall be done by co 
h } T 
tra the « tractor shall be governed by the provis sof the act of J 2 
1868, entitled “‘An act constituting eight hours a day’s work for all laborers em- 


ployed by the Government.” 

Mr. CANNON. Upon that I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. [ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motio 
Senate amendment with the amendment proposed 
from Louisiana 

The motion was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


n to concur 1 
by the ge 


Page 2, second amendment in 
“y 


For post-office and court house at Baltimore, Md.: For co iplet 
ing and approaches, $20,000 

Mr. CANNON. The committee recommend non-concurrence. It is 
very likely that the appropriation ought to be made, but there is no 
estimate. I do not know as to the merits of the appropriation, but we 
recommend non-concurrence, 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For post-office at Beaver Falls, Pa.: For purchase of site and commence 
of building under present limit, $25,000. 

Mr. CANNON, We recommend non-concurrence, for the reason 
that the amount exceeds the estimate by $5,000. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For custom-house, court-house, and post-office at New Haven, Conn.: F 
purchase of additional land and the erection thereon of an addition to the pres 
ent building, 260,000, 


Mr.CANNON. The committee recommend non-concurrence in that 
amendment, for the reason that there is no estimate. The expenditure 
is not authorized by any law, and we thought that we had better non- 
concur and see why the Senate placed this item upon the bill in the 
absence of an estimate and in the absence of a law authorizing it. It 
the item had been offered in the House it would have been ruled out 
upon the point of order. 

Mr. WILLCOX. Mr. Chairman, I move that the House concur in 
the amendment, and I desire to say a word upon the subject. The 
city of New Haven during the last decade has had a very remarkable 
growth in population, so that it has become the third: city of New 
England. The post-office building in that city was constructed about 
thirty years ago, and since that time the population has more than 
doubled. In the same building are the custom-house and the offices 
ot the collector of customs, as well as the post-office, so that the latter 
is overcrowded to such an extent as to impair the efficiency of the em- 
ploy¢s, and the postmaster writes me that he is unable to do the busi- 
ness of his office properly because of want of room. The Treasury 
Department has sent officers to examine into this matter, and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has made a report recommending an appropria- 
tion of $75,000 to build an addition to the post-office in New Haven. 
There is a tract of land adjacent to the post-office building which is 
unimproved and unoccupied at present. The postmaster informs me 
that it is likely to be built upon very soon, but that it can now be 
obtained at a reasonable price, either by purchase or condemnation, and 
the postmaster, the people of that city who take an interest in the sub- 
ject, and all the newspapers, as well as the Treasury Department, con- 
cur in favoring the appropriation for the improvement of that post-oflice 
building, in order that the public business may be properly attended 
to. ‘Therefore this appropriation is in the line of economy, because 
it is absolutely needed to meet the requirements of the business in- 
terests of that city, and I trust the House will concur in the Senate 
amendment. The Secretary of the Treasury has recommended an ap- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


propriation of $70,000, but the Senate has cut it down to $60,000, and | 


that appears to be as low asit can be reduced without making it inade- 
quate to meet the existing situation there. 

Mr. CANNON. So far as this House is informed there is no esti- 
mate for this appropriation, and this is an attempt at legislation upon 
an appropriation bill, It has not passed through the Committee on 
Public }suildings and Grounds, the appropriation has not been author- 
ized, and, in the absence of an estimate, I do not see any propriety in 
concurring in these Senate amendments which pick out here and there 
a few favored places and put them on an appropriation bill, while the 
balance of us have to wait for legislation in the regular way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. WILLCOx] to concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS. 
this amendment, and I move to strike out the last word. 
waut a moment in which to express my profound sympathy with the 
Senate of the United States. We have a Calendar which contains sev- 


Mr, Chairms ise fi lt ttiees, | 
airman, I rise for the purpose of advocating | 
I simply 
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Mr. CANNON, lhe committee recommend non I 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objec n, it will » ordered, 

After a pause Phe Chair 3 none 

Che Cler} id as fo 

¢?) «= } WwW ~ 

' ) i vi ( } 
n . t } . a ‘ 

Mr. CA NON The mm ee | Y ¢ rence. 

Mr. ROGERS I 1 eto é t itleman what isthe 
reason that 

Mr. CANNON It is for the reason t { no estimate ] 
building, as I understand, has been a the bill passed 
the House, and we recommend non-concur é the purpose of get- 
ting an estimate from the Supervising Architect and considering tl 
matter in conference. There is no disposition to cut it out if it is a 
thorized, as I understand it i 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like to inquire how 
much is the amount authorized by Congress for the completion of t 
entire building. 

ir. CANNON, Ido not: ect, 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Illin« ites that the « 
mittee recommend non-concurrenct If the » objection, it will 
be so ordered. After a pause. rhe Chair } 1e 

The Clerk read as follo 

On page line 14, insert t “ 

** For court-house and post it Paris, Tex ] i 
mencement of buliding under present bt, 350,00 

Mr. CANNON. The committee recommé in ( l 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be so ordered yn. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to know tare the objections to con- 
curring. 

Mr. CANNON. Werecommend non-co or the same reason 
that we did as to New London, Con [ apy nd that the building 
has been authorized, and if so I have no doubt that the House Co 
mittee on Appropriations wv nend to the conferees that th i 
necessary should be given, the same as in the other case. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will say that that has been authorized. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas I hope the committee will ron-co1 | 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, non-concurrence will be 


ordered. The Chair hears no objection. 








> 
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Lhe Cle id as follows 
hn > 
j nost-oflice a ina, Kans.: For pu use of site and commencement of 
i mad » ‘ t limit, S39 . 
CANNO The committee recommend non-concurrence. 
CHAIRMAN If there is no objection, it will be so ordered. 
After a pause, Lhe Chair hears none. 
the Cle read as follows 
at Wichita, Kans.: For completion of build 
hig i DI satus and an elevator, $8,000. 
Mr. CANNO Che committee recommend non-concurrence. 
(he CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, it will be so ordered. 
Mr. ROGER I would like to inquire of the chairman of the com- 
mittee what is the object of non-concurring in this. 
Mr. CANNON. ‘This may or may not be aproper item. It may or | 
may not be too mach here is no estimate. The Senate put it on, 


and we want t it put it on and to get sach information as 
will enable us to make proper recommendation touching it. 


rhe CHAIRMAN If there is no objection, non-concurrence will 
he ordered. [After apause.] The Chair hears none, and it will be so 
ordered. 

Che Clerk read as follows 

For post-office at Jac > Mich For additional appropriation to complete 
the Governinent, x for post-office at that city, $35,000 


Mr. CANNON he committee recommend non-concurrence, 
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having already determined upon that policy, it will leave the matter 

still open, so that the next Congress, or this Congress at its next ses- 
| sion, can reverse the action taken by the Fiftieth Congress. I submit, 
with great respect to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
that it isa mistake to say we ought not to adopt this amendment be- 
cause it is a matter within the province of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

If it meets the approval of the Committee on Labor that this building 
should not be enlarged, that these additional accommodations should not 
be atYorded, I shall not press the proposition. But this is probably the 
best opportunity to have that matter understood. The reason I do 
not make the motion to concur is that there is pending, as the gen- 
tleman knows, in the Committee on Appropriations, a proposition turn- 
| ing this question over to a subcommittee for investigation, which com- 
mittee has not yet organized, and of which I am a member; hence it 
| would hardly be decorous for me, in the absence of the chairman of 
| that subcommittee, to undertake to close the door to that investiga- 
| tion by moving concurrence in an amendment which would render the 
investigation unnecessary. 

Batthis matter is not on the same footing as these other propositions 
involving the construction of public buildings, such as the post-office 
in Wichita, Kans., or the matter which my friend from Connecticut 
brought up, or the amendment in reference to the public building at 
Paris, Tex. Those propositions really involve questions as to public 
buildings for the accommodation of the public business in the various 


ll 


The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, it will be so ordered. localities concerned. This is the case of a necessity for increasing the 
There was no objection. capacity of a particular bureau here in Washington, that necessity hav- 
The Clerk read as follow ing arisen out of the legislation of the last Congress. With these re- 
Puilding for B uu I ng and Printing: For the erection of a wing marks I leave the matter. 
st end of the nyo! the Bureauof Engraving and Printing,inciud- | Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I do not assent to the proposition 
¢ heating and ventilation, the work to be performed under the direction of | of my friend from Kentucky. I do not think this building is neces- 
atuperviniag 41 ae Peery pee | sary at all, and in the absence of any legislation authorizing it I hope 
Mr. CANNON. ‘The committee recommend non-concurrence, This | the House will non-concur in the amendment. 
uilding is not authorized by law. Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out the 


The CHALRMAN Without objection, non-concurrence will be or- 
dered Is there objection ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It seems to me this is an 
amendment that probably ought te be concurred in. Itis for the pur- 


pose of erecting an addition to the building occupied by the Bureau of | 


and [understand that it is needed and that 


Engraving and Printin 


there is no necessily for leaving this particular case open for a confer- 
ence report when the House is of the opinion that it onght to be 


granted. 

This is a matter which has been discussed heretofore. I do not 
kuow that any special report upon it has been brought before the 
House; but it was debated largely in the Senate, and papers were sub- 
mitted proving, it seems to me, with some clearness the necessity for 
this building. Unless the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions thinks the sum proposed too large, and I do not see how it can be 
made much smaller for the erection of such a building, I question the 
propriety of non-concurring in the amendment. The truth is that un- 
Jess the House has made up its mind to reverse the legislation adopted 
two years ago as to hand-presses, this additional building is deemed 
absolutely necessary. When we adopted legislation requiring the steam- 
presses to be taken out of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and 
directing that the work be done by hand-presses, a large increase of 
force became necessary. ‘This foree must be housed, must have floor 
space, must have accommodations in which to do the work. The ac- 
commodations provided should be convenient to the building already 
erected, and proper provision should be made for ventilation and heat- 
ing. 

I voted against the change which the House adopted two years ago; 
| thought it a change which ought not to be made. Iam perfectly 
willing to join in reversing that decision: I am perfectly willing to 
have Congress declare in favor of going back to ste vm-presses. It seemed 
to me, looking al the best interests both of labor and of the Govern- 
ment, that the policy then adopted was a mistake. But Congress de- 
cided otherwise; and Lam inclined to think that we had better con- 
cur now in this amendment, instead of leaving the question open for 
a conference with the probability of a discussion when it comes back. 

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection to the gentleman making the 
motion to concur, if he sodesires; but I want to say that, in conference 
and everywhere else, I am and shall be opposed to this amendment of 
the Senate. This is a matter which properly belongs to the Committee 


y 
’ 
i 


on Public Buildings and Grounds. This building has not been author- | 


zed by law. The provision under consideration is legislation, as well 

ppropriation; and, in my opinion, the building is not necessary, 
whether hand-presses be kept in the bureau or put out. Ido not be- 
thal the House onght to concur in the amendment. 
r. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This is really not a proposi- 
tion within the province of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
(;rounds, forthough itcontemplates the construction ofa public building, 
it is, if within t! iuisdiction of any committee, within that of the 
Committee on Labor. The question really involved is whether the 
Government of the United States will furnish the necessary accommo- 
dations to have the printing of its currency done by hand, or whether, 


‘ 
auf 
yA 


last word, I desire simply to express my dissent from the suggestion 
of my friend from Kentucky [Mr. BreckINRIDGE], that this isa mat- 
ter over which the Committee on Labor would have jurisdiction. In 
my view it is a question which should properly go to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds; but as that committee is hung up, 
like Mohammed’s coffin, between heaven and earth, or, if I may use a 
stronger figure of speech, has fallen between hell and the fireworks 
[laughter], it oceurs to me that this is about the only chance the Com 
mittee on Labor will ever have to look into the interests of the laboring 
element which were committed to its charge in the last Congress. In 
that Congress I believe that committee advocated with great earnest- 
ness the change which was made with reference to these printing-presses. 
I did not approve the action then taken. I thought it unwise, and I 
havenot changed my opinion. The proposition was adopted, however, 
by a small majority of. the House and the Senate and went into effect, 
and if this change is to be made and these laborers are to do this work 
they ought to have some comfortable place in which to perform it. 

The work they do is very important. There could not be more im- 
portant work. It is work requiring the highest skill, and they should 
have the very amplest opportunites and the best possible provision 
made for the accomplishment of it. Hence Iarose, Mr. Chairman, not 
by way of leading the other side of the House, or leading the House af 
all, for I am not endeavoring even to lead my own side this afternoon, 
but rose simply to invite the attention of the other side of the House, 
who are always professing themselves to be the friends of labor, to the 
fact that this is the only opportunity they will probably have during 
this session of Congress to provide any adequate accommodations for 
men engaged in work of this character; and now, when they have an 
opportunity to do so, I hope they will not be found wanting, but will 
come up to the promises they have made in the Houseand in the coun- 
| try to the laboring people. 
| Mr. CANNON. Now I ask for a vote. 

} 





Mr. MILLIKEN. I move to strike out the Jast word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman for that 

purpose. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ido this for the purpose of making an allusion to 
| the remark which the gentleman from Arkansas madeasto the Commit- 
| teeon Public Buildingsand Grounds. Whether these billsare between 
| the two fires, which the gentleman suggests, or are suspended in the 
air, like Mohammed’s coffin, in either event the Committee on Public 
| Buildings and Grounds is not responsible for their position. [Laugh- 
| ter and applause on the Democratic side.] - 
| Indeed, the committee, and I think each individual member of it, 
| would be about as loath to hang up the bills they have reported in 
| that unenviable position as any other committee or any other individ- 
uals in the House. But under the new rules the Committee on Pub- 
| lic Buildings and Grounds has no opportunity to get before the House 
| except by the grace of the Committee on Rules. [Laughter and ap- 
| plause on the Democratic side.] The Committee on Rules has seen fit 

to give the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds two days, and 
I think the record will show that the committee occupied the time 
faithfully. 
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Mr. LEHLBACH. They improved the time. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I think they improved it, to adopt the sugges- 
tion of my friend from New Jersey. Like the busy bee, they improved 
each shining hour that they had. 

Now, on another occasion, by the grace of the Committee on Rules, 
the Committee-on Public Buildings and Grounds was allowed another 
day; and I think that nobody in this House will say that the com- 
mittee did not industriously improve its time, so soon as the discussion 
in the House had subsided and the committee could fairly get the floor. 
But from that time until this we urged the Committee on Rules time 


and again to give us an opportunity to consider in the House the bills | 


which passed the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

We have received an abundance of promises fhat we should have a 
day for the consideration of these bills, but these many promises by 
the Committee on Rules, or the power which controls that committee, 
have never materialized into anything more substantial than the breath 
of the mouth which has made them. They have been promises, and 
nothing but promises, and no opportunity has yet been given us to 


have considered in the House the bills that passed the Committee of | 


the Whole, or any one of them. 

Now, whatever the country may think of the subject, whether it 
be in favor of building such public buildings as the service of the 
country requires or whether it may not be in favor of them, the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds can not be blamed for not 
bringing before this House its bills, because there is no way for it to 
get into the House except through the Committee on Rules, which will 
not allow them the opportunity. 

A single word further, Mr. Chairman, and it is this: There has been 
a false sentiment sent out in regard to this whole subject. Congress 
- the last fifteen years has pursued a sort of cheese-paring policy in 

egard to public buildings. 


below what they ought to be each year, until to-day Congress does not 
dare to appropriate the necessary amount of money to build such pub- 
lic buildings as an economical,convenient, and safe administration of 
the public service demands. Its cheese-paring policy has been waste- 
ful and disgraceful. It has been a fraud upon the people. 

tentlemen oppose appropriations for public buildings, and then in- 
form their constituency of their great efforts in the line of economy, 
but they do not, at the same time, inform them of the exorbitant rents 
which the people are paying for private buildings which are occupied 
in place of the buildings which should be appropriated for and erected. 


| very best vaults that we can get. 
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They have run the subject pretty much | ' 
as you would undertake to skin a railroad, cut the expenditures a little | 
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until it receives further consideration, or has the benefit of such sug 
gesuions as may come from the Senate conferees lor that reason the 
House com 


mittee recommend non-con rence, which we hope will be 
adopted. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, it occurs tome that this isa thing that 
ought not to bedelayed. I do not see why they want tocarry a matter 
of this kind into conference. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is uy tl iotion of the gentle- 


} man from Illinois—— 


Mr. ROGERS. Will the Chair take me off the flo 

CTheCHAIRMAN. No, the Chair supposed the gentleman had finished 
his remarks. 

Mr. ROGERS, No, Sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend from Arkansas allow me, right in 
that connection, to say a word, and then I will not farther break into 

time? Itisanimportant question, but the gentleman, if he has had 
ny experience with safes and vaults, understands that safes and vaults 
are manufactured in a great many places in the United States; and I 

m not quite sure that the House provision is right, and the committee 

not quite sure that this was right. If these are to be bought t at 

all, we ought to get the best possible safes and vaults, and it seems 
proper that there should be further knowledge touching the matter, 
It may be that it ought to ro out entirely That is all I have to say, 


1 


and I thank the gentleman for yielding 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I had but asingle observation or two 
to make. I think that the suggestions of the gentleman from I\linois 
are correct. In the selection of whatever is used in the way of vaults 
by the Government for the keeping of the silver we ought to have the 
£ I, for one, in order to expedite and 

get rid of this question, am _ perfectly willing to let this $5,000 appro- 
priation be made, to be controlled, of course, by the Secretary of the 
rreasury, as it will be in making the necessary examination. For I 
u, I give the committee, and I 


give Ve 


vive the country every assurance 


| that I have an absolute and abiding faith that we will get vaults which 


will enable us to keep all this silver in the Treasury. [Laughter on 


the Democratic side. | 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas object ? 
Mr. ROGERS. I think we ought to concur 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman- 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to non-coneur rhe gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. 





| McMILLIN | is recognized. 


Why do they not close their speeches against appropriations for public | 


buildings with a statement of the fact that in this city alone the peo- 
ple are paying $125,000 annually for the rent of buildings in every 
way unfit for the public service, and that this rental is from. 8 to 15 per 
cent. upon the cost of the property rented, when the Government could 
borrow money for 24 per cent., even if it had not had, during all these 
years I have named, plenty of money lying in itsvaults idle and draw- 
ing no interest at all to construct its own buildings with ? 

I am tired of hearing gentlemen say that we must not appropriate 
more than some inadequate amount this year. 
what the Government urgently needs to secure an economical, safe, and 
efficient public service. 
will be indefensible waste. 

[Here the hammer fell. j 

Mr. CANNON, I will be very glad now if we can have a vote on 
this amendment. 

The question was taken; and the motion to non-concur was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read amendment No. 14, as follows 


For the purpose of improving, extending, and repairing vaults in the Treas- 


We should appropriate | 


do as well to keep this where it is rather than put it out on the seaof 
More than that would be extravagance: less | 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I only want to make one obser- 


vation in connection with this amendment. Whatever is done, it 
seems to me, ought to be done expeditiously, because we have just 
passec oa i bill which I believe increases the amount of silver that is 
purchas =i monthly, and we - ive also provided by the same act that 
rep cease coining it after one year, so that we have to have storage 
room to accommodate an : ade dance of silver. I think that this bill 
or some other bill ought to go through quickly. The gentleman from 
Maine has said that it was impossible to get these measures passed ex- 
cept through the grace of the Committee on Rule The re fore they 
are put in this bil], and I would suggest the probability that we would 


| uncertainty that characterizes other public buildings. I believe, Mr. 
Chair an, that the ge ntleman from Mai ne [ Mr. MILLIKEN] now has 
enty or tl Tin buildings floating in that placid but uncertain sea. 
4 aTTYT 


ury building, and for constructing new vaults or safes therein, including a sum 


not exceeding $5,000 for the necessary examinations to be made by scientifi 
and mechanical experts as to the best methods of construction, $333,500, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, 

Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. ROGERS. 
mittee non-concur. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend, in a single word, that some 
months ago a bill passed the House appropriating about this amount 
for additional vaults in the Treasury Department, and the Senate ne ver 
acted upon it. Now they place this amendment on the appropriation 
bill, and your committee, not knowing why they make the phraseology 
in the shape it is put here, and in the absence of information, thor ight 
it best to recommend non-concurrence and see what the Senate conferees 
had to say with reference to it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The committee recommend non-concurrence. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. ROGERS. 


The committee recommend non-concurrence. 
I wish the gentleman would explain why the com- 


Let me ask the gentleman first what change there 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I will say in answer to my friend that there are 
thirty of them floating between the Committee of the Whole and the 


House. How long they will be there I can not say, because I do not 
happen to have the helm which directs them. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Does my friend knowexactly w ma their status is? 
Mr. MORSE. They are on the Calendar as unfinished business 


Mr. McMILLIN. Isthereany n 


1eans by which they can be reac 


‘ 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I know ofno means by which they can be reached 
except by the grace of the Committee on Rules, of which my nd, I 
know, is a very distinguished and influential member. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Iam making these inquiries for the benefit of my 


1 I 


colleague on the Committee on Rules [Mr. CANNON]. Itseems tome, 
Mr. Chairman, that the condition of these bills is like the Latin law 
maxim interpreted by a very able lawyer in the Statein whichI 
live, Judge Guild. Oneof his students asked him on one occasion with 
reference to the meaning of aLatin quotation. He said, ‘‘Judge, what 


is the meaning of this Latin phrase that I meet with _ ry now and 


then in the law books, damnum absque injuria Che old gentleman, 
who was exceedingly practical and sensible, with an sajects ve which I 
will leave out on account of this having to go into the RecorpD, said, 
‘Tt means a —— —— hard case without any remedy.’’ [{ Laughter. } 


I think the gentleman’s bills pre sent that condition, and he will do 


| well to keep the amendment where it is to insure action on this ques- 


is in the phraseology of the provision as contained here from that | 


which appears in the House bill. 

Mr. C ANN NON. ‘“‘Not exceeding $5,000 for the necessary examina- 
tions, etc.,”’ was not in the House bill, It may be a very wise pro- 
vision, bat the committee is not prepared to recommend concurrence 


| 


tion. 
Mr. CANNON. 
concur, 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to non-concurring ? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 
Mr. CANNON, Then I move to non-concur. 


I hope we can have unanimous consent to non- 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out the last 
two words 


A\NNON. I did not release the floor to my friend from Ken- 


t J will ask him if he can not make his speech on the next para- 
raj 
ERECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No; I want to make it on 
CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. BRECKIN- 
I recognized for five minutes, 
hI INRIDGE, of Kentucky Mr. Chairman, I want to 


pe lo the 
eit I e gentieman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] or the gentleman 

Penne e 
he untinished public buildings on the unfinished Calendar. 

Some months ago this House was called upon to act on what was 
supposed to be a very great emergency, and passed an act giving to the 
Secretary of the Treasury authority to build proper vaults, The chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations and the chairman of the sub- 
conimittee on that matter—the whole of us—thought that that ought 
to .e done very promptly. 

Vie bill that passed this House has slumbered in the Senate now 
I do not know exactly when 
in the mean time it is an open secret that almost all 
lreasury are unsafe. It is not a matter of 
secrecy. ‘The House passed a bill upon the understanding communi- 
cate i by the Committee on Appropriations, after personal examination, 
that these vaults were not in a conditionof security. Now, this amend- 
ment is substantially the House bill. The only difference between 
this Senate amendment and the House bill substantially is the $5,000 
appropriated for the purpose of obtaining th: best expert testimony as 
to the method of its constraction 


‘ 
; 


for, | suppose, four, may be five, months. 
1 VN ; pa el, 


tne mits of the publi 


| 
| 


matter in hand, and not as to the little badinage of | 


Mr. McMILLIN], about this anomalous condition of | 


it ought to go off this bill. Light-houses for Maine! I donot know 
any section in this country that needs them worse. [Laughter.] It 
may throw some light on the sugar question, as my friend from Con- 


necticut suggests; and it may tend to bridge the gap between the chair- 


man of the Committee on Ways and Means and theSecretary of State. 
They say that gap is now so broad that no man as yet discovered is 
broad enough to bridge it; and I think you had better bridge it. I do 
not think you should take anything from Maine in the shape of light. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As the gentleman has indicated that this is on 
the deficiency bill—— 

Mr. CANNON, It is on the deficiency bill and was submitted in 
the deficiency estimates, It belongs to the deficiency bill and not 
here. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois whether 
this is in excess of the limit that was proposed by that bill as it origi- 
nally passed and whether it is properly a deficiency. I think that if 
it is not completed, and if it is in excess of the appropriation made 
for the proportionate portion for last year for that service, it does be- 
long on the deficiency bill; but, on the other hand, if it is an increase 


| of the limit that was originally fixed by the bill it does not belong to 
| the deficiency bill. 


Mr. ROGERS. Will my triend from Kentucky permit me to ask | 


him a question ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does the gentleman think that the Treasury vaults 
are unsafe because of their actual condition or because of the tact that 


the Fifty-first Congress is in session? [ Laughter, ] 
BRECKINKIDGE, of Kentucky. Well, as the gentleman and 


I belong to the minority of the Fifty-first Congress and can not do any 
good of harm by belonging to it, I am not prepared to say how that is. 

» difference between this Senate amendment and the House bill 
that I hold in my hand is a difference which I approve. In the House 
bill we undertook to divide the amount which the Secretary of the 
Treasury should use in fixing the various vaultsof that building. The 
senate gives him a larger discretion, to use the aggregate amount in 
suc divisible sums as he may think best. I think that the Senate 
acts wiser than the House in that. I think itis better to put the gross 
sum in the handsof the Secretary of the Treasury and allow him—te- 
sponsible as he is for the management of that great Department, with 


we 


kee) ing of the vastsums of money in his custody—to secure that money 
by sach additions, changes, or repairs as he may think necessary with 
the aid of expert and scientific assistance, 

| can not, therefore, see any harm that can come in concurring in 
this amendment. It isin the direction the House five months ago said 
we ought to go. It is about the same amount of money that we said 
ought to be expended. Itis an emergency that needs the expenditure, 
and i say that without going into this question of politics in any way 
whi h has been brought into it, but purely as a business matter. The 
fact is that millions of dollars are in vaults which are unsafe, the doors 
of which have been opened by an expert in less than two minutes. 
They have been in that condition for months. The House has said 
that the money ought to be appropriated. Why not accept the prop- 
osition of the Senate and let the work be done? 

| \iere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON, A single word and then I will ask for a vote. If 
the gentlemen are insuch a great hurry—if the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas und the gentleman from Kentucky desire to dispose of this matter, 
the best way is to let this bill go to a conference, because whether we 
agree or not does not matter. 

Phe question was taken on non-concurring in the Senate amendment, 
and the Chair announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I think we ought to have a division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 12, 

Se the amendment was non-concurred in. 

lhe Clerk read as follows: 





«ec Narrows light-station, Maine: For additional amount for completion 
of the light-house and fog-signal at Lubee Narrows, Maine, $15,500. 

Mr. CANNON, In that I recommend non-concurrence, 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr, Chairman, I think that ought to be explained. 

Mr. CANNON. I will explain this by saying that it is on the defi- 
ciency bill and it has no business on this bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. On the deficiency bill! Then I think it had as well 
stay here and take it off the deficiency bill. This is a little appropri- 
ation going to Maine, and it is very important for Maine; for I think 
we ought to have alight-houseup there. [Laugbter.] Ido not think 


It seems to me, from the statements we have here, there will be de- 
ficiency enough for gentlemen on that side of the House to account for 
by reason of the extravagant expenditures that have been going on for 
the last year. They will havedeficiency enough with which they will 
be chargeable without taking those with which they are not really 
chargeable. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Silcott deficiency, for instance. 

Mr. STRUBLE. No deficiencies occur except under a Democratic 
administration. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yon are not to be troubled with the next Admin- 
istration, so you need not trouble yourself aboutit. [Laughter and 
applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The question was taken; and the motion to non-concur was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 18, page 10: Amend by inserting ‘* $5,250.” 

Mr. CANNON. The committee recommend concurrence. It is a 
mere change of phraseology. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 19, page 10: Strike out ‘‘ Provided, That” and insert in lieu thereof 


| the word **and."’ 


Mr. CANNON. The committee recommend concurrence. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I rise simply to express my dis- 
sent from the form of an appropriation which is carried in this para- 
graph of the bill. I do not object to the proposition of the chairman 
to concur in the Senate amendment, but I desire to call attention to 


cs : ; “al | this provision, which is likeso many thatappear in appropriation bills 
the ussistance of the Treasurer, who is personally liable for the safe- | in this session of Congress, and which, in my judgment, ought not to 


be approved. I recognize the fact that, having originated in the House 


| and having been assented to by the Senate, it is not now subject to 
| amendment, but it is one of those indefinite clauses that are so fre- 


quently found in the appropriation bills in this Congress, and I simply 


| want to put on record the fact that this indefinite clause providing for 





the reappropriation of the unexpended balance carries an appropria- 
tion of more than $3,000 which does not appear in the aggregate foot- 
ing of the bill. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Amendment 20 was concurred in. 

Amendment 21 was non-concurred in, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 22: Amend by inserting: 

‘Maryland Point light-station, Maryland: For establishment of a light-house 
and fug-signal at or near Maryland Point, Potomac River, $50,000,"’ 

Mr. CANNON. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Is not that recommended by the Department ? 

Mr. CANNON, It is only marked as ‘‘ necessary ’’ by the Light- 
House Board, and it is not authorized. 

The amendment was non-concurred i» 

Amendments 23, 24, and 25 were non concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Frying-Pan Shoals light-vessel, North Carolina: For construction and estab- 
lishment of a light-ship with a fog-signal for Frying-Pan Shoals, coast of North 
Carolina, $70,000, 


Mr. CANNON. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I have the 
impression that this is one of the cases in which the Department has 
recommended the work as indispensable. 

Mr. CANNON. But not authorized. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is, not authorized by 
any act of Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want 
to say in answer to that suggestion, which the chairman of the com- 
mittee has made two or three times to-day, that while I agree that, as 
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! 
a rule, legislation ought not to be put upon appropriation bills, it is per- | upon ‘‘riders ’’ on appropriation 1 change the answ l 
fectly evident as to matters of this kind that there is no other way for | this ( ss ought to make to a t n I wi 
j this session of Congress to authorize such expenditures except by riders | be indis sable, what is our d { 
on appropriation bills. We are now at the end of the eighth month | pensab ‘ hould sav.so fi } 
i of our session. There has not been a single day set apart tor the Com- | Tha he ¢ nt 1g in 
3 mittee of Commerce, and we shall not be able, in the ordinary mode any partisan matte it | f 
7 legislation, to have any ot these light-honses authorized by law and then | in the assertion t in this 
‘ appropriations passed for their construction. word in that direcii 3 
: Cherefore we are couironted with the necessity of doing it in this way | ing to statesmen. yuld 
£ or leaving it undone. Now, alight-house stands upona very diflerent | of the country need Ey od 
it footing trom a public building in the interior, and, coming from the | do it in any case heca th o 
interior myself, I can speak upon this point without being suspected | indiflerent, « ate il cha 
of any local interest. ‘The delay which may occur in erecting a pub- | the provision on an appropriat 
lic building simply causes inconvenience and annoyar In every city I sav w i bett provide ethe matt 5 
ba or village there is found a building of some kind in which to transact If our coa , vy f acd 
+4 the public business, even though it be done with embarrassment and » grateful to our pre ‘ rs f the t 
f annoyance. But a light-house is necessary tor the satety of life and for | and let us show ourselves wort 3 ' i 
; the safe transportation of property, and when the department which 1 rther work as is to be found ne s nota ‘ t 
a charged with the subject says to Congress as to a particular point, that i iti tora é tween the Hous 
; at that point a light-house is ‘‘indispensable and that rect t t Lau ) eratio 
4 lection of the recommendation in this case—then is not C 3s re- | J ! juestion h nec l we 
3 sponsible for the murder of whomsoever may happen to be | that | do wr shall we und i as 
4 particular spot because of the absence of a light-house? ure here suggested ? 
Are we not allowing technical rules tostand between usand humanity | Mr. CANNON. J] I ‘ : 
i when we prevent the speedy construction of these light-houses upon | amendment 
the dangerous points of our coast simply because they do not come to us Mr. McADOO. T« t 
$ through the ordinary channels? Iam not now criticising either the Mr. DIBBLE. I have an amendmen . 
Committee on Rules or the rules themselves. I am not animadvert Mr. CANNON. Th , , 
ing upon the history of this Congress any more than upon the history | hate is closed. 
of other Congresses. I am simply taking the situation as it is and Mr. DIB ] P t 
calling attention to the fact that we find ourselves confronted, not with Mr. CANNON my nna 
atheory, but with acondition, as has perhaps been heretofore remarked | at the end of five minute 
2 by some gentleman about other matters. [Laughter.] I therefore Mr. McADOO. I) t 
3 move that the House concur with the Senate in this amendment. Mr. BRECKINRIDGI Tentuel iain ll ; 
3 Mr. CANNON. This light-house at Frying-Pan Shoals is, the gen- | [)li: that he allow the debate to p ai a a ie ee 
3 tleman from Kentucky says, marked ‘‘indispensable.’’ I reply that e CHAIRMAN t ol to t 1 of « 
3 it is not authorized by law. It was marked “ indispensable’’ when Mr. DIBBLE. Mav 1 ( , 
3 the matter came before the last Congress. The same reply could then | Mr. Chairman. I shall object 
% have been made, that it was not authorized by law. There are many | CHAIRMAN ; onl ' 
z such cases; the Senate has picked out afew. Transcending its own 3 arrangement & wre a toi 
5 rules, it has sent us back here a proposition which, under our rules, we | dela other than that proposed . ; “ih 
; could not put on, and if we legislate on this matter it is by the grace Mr. DIBBLE. Then I obiect. ties 
. of God and the Senate, and in defiance of our rules. [ Laughter. | Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. of Ker iii = hi 
¥s The gentleman from Kentucky is afraid somebody will lose his life. | pine of the light-houses. some in the elass ind e 
- I am giad to know that this fear has overtaken him at last, because a | the other classes. and [ v nal ) t f 1 f il 
similar fear might have existed in the last Congress. Inthe next place, | nois that perhay ni Seaeelihll mineeail ; a ser oo ad 
the gentleman saysthe Committee on Commerce has had no opportunity 1 these « a cera tan f ’ ( a ; 
? during this Congress to present its business. I say the Committee on Mr. DIBBLE) and my friend ’ Me Mos Wy 
4 Conimerce has passed mors bills than have been passed by that com- | make their remarks upon them 1 ther than 7 “ 
mittee in any other Congress within my recollection. minutes on each hereattet : ea = 
4 Again, I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that, notwith- Mr. DIBBLE r} ) ‘ t t J 
standing our many thousand miles of coast, there is no nation on earth | represent. and 1 have somet to submit ¢ ao. ethan ddiidenale 
: that hasa coast so well lighted as ours; and we aretheonly nation that | to the matter which I t eee eee re sali ine 
5 furnishes these lights at the expense of the public Treasury; others do a rE gage ar nga sacar ante itt a 
& it at the expense of commerce. i aileien centinatinitin tai ae an : aa wae 
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7 put themon. We shall have quite enough to do if we appropriate in ( HAI RMAN. a { ti taal { 
pursuance of existing law. jamin = oo ee a — 
: I am gratified that my friend from Kentucky, for whom I entertain Mfr. MILLIKEX ah las bof ae ; 
very great respect, has at last had a wonderful conversion. Saul of | ohjce [LLIKEN. I will not object if Lean ieard. Othe I 
Tarsus, as we know, having engaged in the persecution of the saints, The CHAIRMAN. The Chair} { 
was stricken down at noonday. My friend from Kentucky has had a Mr DIBBI 1 Mi C ee aie meds le chit 
4 wonderful conversion. He has, in this Congress, fallen in love with | with steam Sanaianals veiliRistaiaas Tate aaah sie Ghee ties Hoi " 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. Can the gentleman from Illinois give us anyin-| ae igi 
formation as to the probability of this being authorized by law? |. Two v light-s 4 lips 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Illinois | jiaitatatione Thereenndes “omega hy ae cient 
Says that I have experienced a conversion and am now in favor of legis- | January 1, 155s, t nu . 1889. ¢ vas fc E As , ce = ag 
lation by ‘‘riders’’ on appropriation bills. I have not changed my | C&Y Jightship from or z Ja 
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afiairs of this Congress—whether better or worse than in former Con- | were Martin's fndestrencl | ne Raw, 
gresses does not affect the question—that the light-houses which are | June, July, Aug ast, September, and Oct at May, —~ 
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question. Here is a light-house which the appropriate Department— | *BiP. The soundings in the \ om ight-ships are unreliable indica 
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| 
Mr. DIBBLE. ‘These are the circumstances suggested by the Light- 
House Board, showing the necessity for this appropriation. As has 
heen well remarked by others, there is absolutely no prospect at this 
session of Congress for legislation in this direction unless it is enacted | 
upon the appropriation bill now pending before the House. 
rhis Frying-Pan Shoals is one of the most important points of dan- 
er to all mariners who are going to and fro on the South Atlantic | 
coast; and as has been well said by the Light-House Board, the bell 
and horn they have will not answer, because during fogs, in calm 
weathe hey can not be heard any considerable distance, and in stormy 
weather—the very time when the light-ship is most needed—they can | 
not be heard at all, 
Why, there is an instance on record at one of the ships, which oc- 
curred in January, 1889, when the inspector of the light-house district | 
was on board a steamer and they happened to be out in stormy and | 
fopey weather, and though listening for the sound of the bell and fog- | 
horn they did not hear it until the steamer, with the inspector of the 
light-house district on board, nearly collided with the light-ship. 
The Department has recommended a new light-ship, with fog-horn | 
and steam-whistle of modern pattern; and I hope, Mr. Chairman, in 
view of the fact that the Light-House Board, having been called upon | 
by Congress to subdivide these requests into various classes, and to in- 
dicate those they regard as *‘ indispensable,’’ those ‘‘necessary,’’ and 
those ‘‘desirable,’? respectively, and the Light-House Board haviag | 
classed this one as ‘‘indispensable,’’ that the House will concur in the 
Senate amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN Does the gentleman make that motion’? 
Mr. DIBBLE. I do. 
Mr. CANNON. I hope the House will not make fish of one and fowl} | 


t angt) 
ol anovber. 


The question was taken on the motion of Mr. DiBaLe. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes 44. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask for tellers, 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. DipeLe and Mr, CANNON were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 36, noes 
a 


So the motion to concur was rejected, and the amendment was non- 
concurred in. 
The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows 

Martin’s Industry light-vessel, South Carolina: For construction and es 


tablishment of a light-vessel with a fog-signal for Martin's Industry, coast of 
South Carolina, $70,000, 


Mr. CANNON. This is precisely the same as the item we have just 
disposed of. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 
Mr. ELLIOLT. 1 move that the House concur in the Senate amend- 
ment. ' 
Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I have sought this opportunity for the purpose of calling the attention 
of the committee, and especially the conferees, when this matter shall 
come before them, to the Senate amendment No. 17, in the following 
words: 
i 


Old Orchard Shoal light-station, New York: For establishing a light-house 


wid fog-signal at or near Old Orchard Shoal, Princess Bay, New York, and 
or! 


dinga new tower at Waackaack light-station, New Jersey, $60,000. 


While I do not expect, Mr. Chairman, to change the action of the | 
committee on this amendment now, I do hope that the matter will 
receive in conference that consideration its importance demands. 

This amendment was inserted by the Senate; and while Iagree ina 
general way with the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE], that there is no public work of such paramount im- | 
portance to the saving of the lives of thousands of our citizens as this | 
light-house work, I may say that the light-house in question is one of 
the most important on the list. The proposed light-house is situated | 
on Princess Bay, a part of the harbor of New York, and hundreds of | 
thousands of lives are imperiled, livesof men who are every day engaged | 
in the trade, navigation, and commerce of this harbor, and whose avoca- 
tion requires them to use its waters as a means of transportation, for 
want of this light. 

I do sincerely trust—addressing myself now to the chairman of the 
committee—that after a full investigation, when the committee have | 
this matter in conference, taking into account the amount of property | 
and the number of lives involved, that they will consider the impor- 
tance of this amendment as justifying its retention in the bill and that | 
it will be adopted and so reported to the House. | 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have a vote, Mr. Chairman. i 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on that. What 
my colleague has said relative to the last amendment is applicable to | 
this Martin’s Industry light-station. This is one ofthe most dangerous 
shoals upon the Southern coast. It is in no sense a local matter; it is 
entirely for the safety of ships ranning up and down the coast, trading 
between Northern and Southern ports, and I ask the Clerk to read the 
following from the report of the light-house inspector of the sixth dis- 
trict. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A petition signed by the officers of most of the steamer lines running between 
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Northern and Southern cities has been filed in this office, from which the fol- 
lowing is an extract: 

* The bell of Martin’s Industry can not be heard more than two ship's lengths 
unless perfectly calm,and the soundings both north and south of it are so much 
alike as to make location in fog uncertain and hazardous. The steam-whistle 
is the only sure guide to the mariner in thick or foggy weather, its penetration 
being far, whereas the bell or horn is not audible unless very near.”’ 

The board is thoroughly impressed with the belief that steam fog-signals are 
urgently needed on these stations, 


Mr. ELLIOTT. Now, it is unnecessary for me to add anything to 
what is said there by the board, that at this most dangerous shoal the 


| present signal can not be heard more than two ship’s lengths. I do 


not desire to occupy the attention of the House any further, but I ask 
the House to concur in this amendment in order that this indispensa- 
ble work may be done in accordance with recommendations of the 


| board. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina to concur in the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. This is on all fours with the previous cases of this 
kind. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word upon this 


| subject. 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. The 


| question is on the motion of the gentleman from South Carolina to 


concur in the amendment. 
The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the noes 


seemed to have it. 


Mr. ELLIOTT demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 40. 

Accordingly the amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Eleven-Foot Shoal light-station, Michigan: For establishing a light-sta- 
tion on or near Eleven-Foot Shoal, off Point Peninsula, $60,000, 

Mr. CANNON. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. BURTON. I move that the House concurin that amendment, 
and upon that I want to be heard briefly. The objection made sosuc- 
cessiully by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to these other 
amendments does notlie tothisone. Anestimate was made for it by the 
Light-House Board. A recommendation was made by the Light-House 
Board that it be built, and in pursuance of that the Committee on Com- 
merce recommended it, and a bill passed this House, authorizing its 
establishment, on the 2d day of March, 1889. 

I want to call attention in this connection to the very singular fact 
that in this bill as it passed the House, making appropriations for some 
twenty light-houses and aids to navigation, there is not one located 
upon the Great Lakes, In bills passed during the Fiftieth Congress, 
authorizing light-houses, etc., there are twelve fog-signals, lights, and 
other aids to navigation to be located upon the Great Lakes, none of 
which areincludedinthis bill. Inthis brief discussion I will not refer 
at length to the magnitude and phenomenal growth of the traffic along 
the water waysof the Great Lakes. I will only call attention tothe pro- 
portion of the total registered American tonnage which belongs there. 
June 30, 1886, the total registered tonnage belonging to citizens of the 
United States, expressed in thousands, was 4,104,000. Of this the At- 
lanticand Gulf States owned 2,638,000 tons; the Pacific coast 356,000 
tons; the Great Lakes, 783,000 tons; the Western rivers, 327,000 tons. 
June 30, 1889, the total tonnage on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts had 
fallen off to 2,559,000; that on the Western rivers to 299,000; that on 
the Pacific coast had increased to 436,000, and that on the Great Lakes 
had increased to 972,000. Much more impressive is the comparison of 
the tonnage of vessels built during the yearsending June 30, 1888, and 
June 30, 1889. The tonnage built for use upon the Great Lakes largely 


, exceeded that upon the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, and amounted to 


nearly one-half of the total tonnage built in the United States, show- 
ing for the year ending June 30, 1888, a total upon the Great Lakes of 
101,103 out of a total for the whole country of 218,087, and showing 
for the year ending June 30, 1889, a total of 107,080 out of a total for 
the whole country of 231,134. 

In view of these facts, in the making of appropriations for light- 
houses, the lakes ought certainly to be recognized. 

It may be said that this is not reported as indispensable, but the 
House has seen fit not to require this recommendation of the Light- 
House Board in other items in this bill, and I think I can say of them, 
as well as of other officers of the Government, that while they are be- 
ginning to realize the importance of this great traffic, they did not 
realize it at the time this report was made. I make this argument, 
that an act passed by both Houses of Congress and approved by the 


| President should be incorporated in this appropriation bill, not that I 


respect the Light-House Board less, but that I respect the deliberate 
judgment of Congress, in passing a bill, more; and I think this amend- 
ment added by the Senate ought to be adopted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman a 
question. Is this light-house classed as indispensable? 

Mr. BURTON. Itis not. It is merely classed as necessary. 

Mr. CANNON. It is not authorized. I have it marked in my rec- 
ord as not authorized. 

Mr. BURTON. What does the gentleman mean by ‘‘ not author- 
ized?’? 
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Mr. DOCKERY. The chairman is right 
marked as not authorized. 
_Mr. BURTON It certainly is authorized. 
mt |ANNON I am inf 
Mr. B URTON. I refer 


about that. I have it 
I will read from the 


wmed now that it is authorized. 
to page 1016 of the statutes passed by the 
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Ahi i nou 2 esiabiushned at or ne or noai, ou ft 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I concur in the main with what 
I said by the gentleman from Kentucky in referen 
of seoviding light-houses where 
hem as indispensable. In preparing this bill originally the Commit 
tee on Appropriations, of course, under our rules, could not report any 
light-houses that were not authorized by law. ‘These propositi ns, 
however, as they come from the Senate, are quite different; and but for 
the fact that I am bound by my own action in committee, on more 
mature consideration I should vote for these appropriations that are 
recommended by the Department as indispensable 

tion involving human lile. 


> to the im- | 
the Depart: a classifies 





This isa que Wh ile I shall follow the 
report recommended by the committee, having voted that way in « om- 
mittee, I am frank to say that I think my own vote and the a ye vale 
committee were a mistake in respect to these light-houses classed as 


ndispensable. I find that the Light-House Board recomm« ads as indis 
pensable =e rection a thirty light- houses, or the repairing of old o: 
at a cost of $1,348, 151 They also recommend repairs to old light 
housesand the building of new light-houses classed as necessary, thirty 
one in number, at a cost of $617,900 Chey also recommend twenty 
four new light-houses, or the repair of old light-houses classed as 
desirable, at a cost of $1,441,100. 

[ am opposed to any of these proposit 
essary and desirable,’ ind as I have vot 
a i! propositions, 





ions that are classed as ** ne 
“i to non-concur as to all these 


indispensa and those propositions that come from 








the Senate ad as "Indiapensable, ” I shall adhere to my vote. 
[ think it isa mistake. In fact, when amendments are sent here by 
the Senate, having been considered by the Senate committee, consid- 
ere ad by the committee of this House, we ought to provide for those 
lights that are classed as ‘‘indispensable.’’ 

Mr. CANNON. A-singleword. If have already stated that some ¢ 
them are marked as — nsable,’’ and some of them are marked 
as ‘‘necessary and aut zed,’’? as this is. This is only marked a 
‘necessary ’’ by the Light- House Board. Now, I want to say that 
the last Congress we appropriated liberally in an omuibus bill f 
lights on the lakes: and I am reliably informed that the coasts 
the lakes are lighted wonderfully well. 

Now, a single word further. It seems to me tbat it would be v 
to g i rand non-concur in this amendment. i can not quite un 
derstand my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Missouri 


{[Mr. Dockery]. It seems to me that he blows both hot and cold 
He assents to the proposition an : policy we have been following, an 
now he gets up and dissents, and I expect in the next half hour he 
will ‘‘agonize ’’ about the aggregate appropriations, yet here he is seek 
ing toputaloton. Still, I have noright to object, and do not criticise 

Mr. DOCKER I think, Mr. C 


hairman, I fully stated the reason 


why I was in favor of appropriating for these that are marked “‘ indi 
pensable.’’ 
Mr. CANNON. Well, if gentlemen will allow me, I will say we can 


go along and take care of the public ser 
pass a more liberal bill than it was last year 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And vet be criticised for it 
Mr. CANNON. And yet be criticised for even that. I think we had 
better go along and vote. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I want to say one word to this amen iment 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to strike out the last word. 


ce on this bill fairly well, and 


The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations has said that - > 


hain of Great Lakes is we 


‘ ll lighted. Practically I can tell him tha 
= y are n vt. This House ovght to be aware of the fact that the Lake 
Carriers’ Association and the great lines of the Lakes have to provide | 
the ir own lights. They are privileged to pay dues, and are privileged 
to supply their own lights. There is pending in the House a bill which 
came from the Committee on Commerce, but on account of the obstri 
tion of one member of this House we were prevented from ] passing 
matter before the committee. 

Now, about these cases of located light-houses—those coming ove 
from the Senate—I ask the attention of the committee to one. and | 


presume it stands in common with twelve or thirteen more like it 
On the 2d of March, 1889, there was provided for by law on 
White Shoal a steam f \g-signal and light. $60,000. That has stooda 
dead statute. Now, the most important li; ght after you pass Mackinaw 
is the White Shoal, and it is entirely ignor ed, Simply because we have 
legislated for it already. It is notin the list of ‘necessary "’ and ‘ ore 
pensables:’ ’ but I know, in common with others, I could go up here 
the board and bring a letter down to the chairman of the com: nittee 


} and non-con 
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of Maine. Why, sir, without any discourtesy to my friend, I will say 
that if a luminary like him could be erected upon some projecting 


point on the coast of Maine we should need neither light-house, nor 





team-whistle, nor tide-bells, nor fog-horns, nor anything else to warn 
vay from the rocks. [ Laughter. ] 
One word more. Let gentlemen have the experience of being off 
th igved coast of New England in the night-time and in a storm, 
» of us have had, and they would not be stingy about making 
appropriati for light-houses to show the mariner his way into a port 
of sa I entleman from Arkansas makes light of the State of 
Ma t needs light-houses. Sir, it is the State that has the 
{ t n the greatest number of light-houses, because it 
is t that the eatest number of harbors are found. You can not 
ha harbor unless 1 have points of land projecting out to sea to 
W: off the waves of the ocean, and where such points do exist, there 
are the yreatest chances for the mariner to run on shore and be wrecked, 
So, Mr. Chairman, the reason the State of Maine needs so many light- 
hoi is because she has the very finest coast on the entire Atlantic. 
[ Laughter and appla 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 


I had no idea when I was discussing the light-house on the coast of 


Maine that the amendment provided also for a fog-horn. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman would fill that requirement just 
Mr. ROGGE! 


And therefore I did not address myself to that feat- 
ure of the appropriation, because I knew from eight years of practical 
experience that if the State of Maine, in selecting her Congressional 
Representatives, had deprived herself of her fog-horns, that was her 
own lookout, and she did not deserve any aid or sympathy from us. 
[Laughter.] Ido not care to respond furtherin that direction. I did 
want to be heard, however, a moment ago on amendment 26, about 
the Frying-Pan Shoals. It seems to me that I have heard something 
before about this *‘ Frying-Pan’’ business. [ Laughter. ] 

Of the twoobjections that were urged to thisappropriation one was that 
it was unauthorized bylaw. I did not understand that when they re- 
sorted to the frying-pan on a former occasion they had any authority of 
law forit. [Laughter.] Iknew, of course, that there was some “* esti- 
mate,’’ and I supposed there was some ‘‘ recommendation,’’ but I did 
not suppose there had been any authority of law for ‘‘ frying the fat’’ 


out of the manufacturers in the last Presidential campaign, and I want | 


to say, in the same connection, that when my friend from Dlinois [ Mr. 


: : . : } 
CANNON | raises that point now against this appropriation I think he 


is straining at a gnat and swallowing a camel. 

There is certainly as much authority of law, as much estimate, as 
much recommendation in this direction as there was when they en- 
tered upon that process before. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe this is about all I have to say now except to 
add in response to the gentleman from Maine that I hope in the future, 
whether I am planted on the coast of Maine or not to illumine that 
great State, she may be illuminated in some way, as I have no doubt 
she will be. I think I could furnish a great deal of light myself if I 
were up there; and to that extent I concur in the suggestion of my 
friend from Maine. 

Mr. CANNON, There is not even an estimate for this amendment. 

The amendment was non-concurred in, 

rhe thirtieth amendment was read, as follows: 

insert the following: 

Chicago Breakwater light-station, Illinois: For completing the light-house 


nnd ‘signal on the easterly end of the outer breakwater at Chicago, Lake 


Michigan, Dlinois, $15,000, 


Mr. CANNON. The committee recommend non-concurrence in this 
ame ndment. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I would like to inquireof the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations the reasons for asking non-concur- 
rence. I understand that this is a work now in process of comple- 
tion, and certainly it should be completed. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The appropriation here proposed is in excess of 
the estimate, arid therefore would have been subject to a point of or- 


der in the House; but the Senate for some reason has put it on, and | 


we have thought it best to recommend non-concurrence s0 as to as- 
certain the reasons influencing the Senate. I think this course wise 
on substantially all these amendments. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I do not wish to detain the committee: 
but I hope an appropriation of some kind will be made for the com- 
pletion of this work. 

Mr. CANNON, The matter will certainly receive very full con- 


ideration, if I.can give any help in that direction. 
£ . 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. With that understanding I will not re- | 


sist the gentleman’s proposition. 

Mr. BURTON. I would like the attention of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] for a moment. Ido not know exactly what 
he means when he speaks of an estimate, but in the report which I 
hol! in my hand upon the sundry civil appropriation bill there is an 
estimate for the Chicago Breakwater light-station of $15,000. Not 
only that, but it is included among those light-stations reported by the 
Light-House Board as ‘‘indispensable.’’ It may be a fact that the ex- 
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| 
| pense has exceeded somewhat the amount originally mentioned, but 
we have not here the defense to which the gentleman seems to cling 
so tenaciously—the absence of a recommendation of the Light-House 
joard that the light is indispensable. 

The gentleman made a strong fight for the location of the world’s 
| fair at Chicago; and this light-station is in sight of the location most 
| likely to be selected for that fair. He ought to throw no stone in the 

way of the completion of this light-house (for which thirty or forty 

thousand dollars have been already appropriated) betore the world’s 
fair begins. 
Mr. CANNON. I submit kindly and courteously that if gentlemen 
here would take alittle more on trust the recommendations of our com- 
| mittee we would make better headway. But as my friend from Ohio 
{[Mr. BuRTON] has referred to the opinion of the Light-House Board, 
let me read what the board says on this subject. This work was au- 
thorized by the act of March 2, 1889, the limit of cost being $36,000. 


An appropriation of $36,000 was made by the actof March 2, 1889, for this work. 
It was inadequate for the purpose, admitting only of building a perishable 
wooden crib with a plain iron tower. The woodwork should be replaced with 
stone; and the tower should in so prominent a place have some architectural 
effect 

Now, there is what the Light-House Board says on this matter. The 
appropriation now proposed is in excess of the limit fixed by law; and 
it seemed to the committee under all the circumstances that before 
concurring in the amendment we would do best at any rate to get the 
views of the Senate. 
| Mr. McMILLIN. Can the gentleman inform us whether or not the 
money which was appropriated has been expended ? 

Mr. CANNON. I understand it has not been expended. 

Mr. McMILLIN. They want to get up these ‘‘architectural effects.’’ 

Mr. CANNON. Well, we want to get on with this bill if we can; 
and if gentlemen will trust us a little I think we will get a good bill 
in the end. 

Mr. BURTON. A very small part of the appropriation was ex- 
pended. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is not the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNon] 
willing that the committee shall rise after voting on this proposition? 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad if our friends would let us run on 
a little while longer. 

The question being taken, the amendment was non-concurred in. 
The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert the following: 


‘Point Hueneme light-tation, California: For purchase of a right of way 
from the light-station to the county road, $1,250." 


Mr. CANNON. The Committee on Appropriations recommends non- 
concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I move that the House concur. This is a very 
important light-station on the California coast. It is separated trom 
the mainland; and unless this right of way be obtained the keeper 
would not be able in stormy times to escape from the light-house ex- 
cept by taking a boat and going through the rough surf. 

Mr. CANNON. I think we had better non-concur, and find out why 
the Senate inserted this proposition. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I wish toask the gentleman from 
Illinois whether it has not been customary heretotore in the House 
to non-concur in amendments pro forma in order that the matters might 
go to conference? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And will not the conferees re- 
gard these adverse votes as settling the disposition of the House on 
these questions ? 

| Mr. CANNON. Oh, I think not; not necessarily. Of course the 
conferees will do what they can to obtain the best possible bill, and 
| submit it to the House for its approval. I hope we shall non-concur. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. Van- 
| DEVER] moves that the amendment be concurred in. 
| The question being taken, the amendment was non-concurred in. 
| The Clerk read No. 32, as follows: 
32) New York Slough light-station, California: For establishing a light and 
fog-signal station at New York Slough, entrance to the San Joaquin River from 
| Suisun Bay, $10,000, 
Mr. CANNON. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 
| Mr. ROGERS. What is the nature of this? 
| Mr, CANNON, It is not authorized, and is marked as necessary, 
only, by the Light-House Board. 
| Mr. ROGERS, I think we had better have a vote on the motion if 
} that is the only explanation of it. 
The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the motion to non-concur ? 
Mr. ROGERS, I object. 
| ‘The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 61, noes 
14. 
Mr. ROGERS. I think there is no quorum present this evening, 
| and it is so late I think we had better stop. 
| TheCHAIRMAN,. The Chair will ascertain by a count. [After 
counting the committee.] There are 110 members present—more than 
| a quorum. 
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Mr. ROGERS. Then, Mr. Chairman, I think we had better have | report of the Director of the Mint ! yt he | 
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tellers. tl 23d instant, inquiring why tl! 
Mr. CANNON. Oh, I hope not. | has mn 1 recoined into s indard 
4 Tellers were refused. requir m 2 OF theacs OF 5: : 
‘ So the motion to non-concur was agreed t ( S 
; l xt amendment, No. 33, was read, as follows 
¢ x s ( a: | it ung : l - 
cing the light-house on Northwest Seal Hock, off J 
} mt. & ‘ r } ‘ 
t Mr. CAN? t rect 1d no urrence ( 
ré tha I d ney bill, and the appropria } 7 
al 31 vill $a 
. : tl ; 
n 
. car ‘ : tter to] 
th 0 
M ROGERS. Ver 
TY mot } »no ‘ rt to. 
Mr. CANNO? that mitte ( 
The motion vy re 
I ‘ ‘ rose dthe § i I 
: the « I { i that the Co t t " 
? Ho t] ite | m, having du i ‘ 
r amendments of the Senate to the sundry civil app d ‘ 
com »>no ition th j t 
CH OPHER ¢ Ni ( , . 
Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a short confer @ | Teverrec the Db a 
report which will take but a few moments to dispose of. aians thelr proportionat ’ proceeds oO: t 
4 The SPEAKER. The report will be read err e ere 
The Clerk read as follows see ; — : = 
Th ommittee of cont } on the disagreeing votes of the tv . nrg Pa aehe = : 
the idments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1452) for therelief of Christopher | Was read tw nd, with th 
% C, Andrews, having met fulland free conference have itor to thet nmittee of t WV i ( 
‘ ! do recor end to thelr ‘spective House s follows 
$ Tha pod Lio ise I cede fi ‘its dis igre ened Sele mantianeatates senate a? - = ' : . . : 
3 and aree to t sa trict of Columbia, reported favorably t 
L. E. PAYSON, to prohibit the advertising « erie ( ( 
Cy 
: W. Ss, HOLMAN, ee ae eee or oe 
a ac alee a al ee iad [r. STOCKBRIDGE, fi the ( ( Ol 
JOSEPH N. DOLPH, tavorably the bill of the | se (H 870) to lend s¢ 1415 
E, C. WALTHALI title 52, Revised Statutes t United Stat iXe { t 
Managers on the part of the Sena vesse ? ecomp : ‘ 2 > tl \ ( . 1 
The conferees on the part of the House submit the following statement in ex- Mr. DO {SEY ym t Uo ittee « 
planation of their repot Seeitndoas ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11422) for the ret 
| Che effect of the Senate amendment is to limit the asserting of adverse 1 its ; uae — retina on cong Be Ser Csnery p —_——a 
) as against the beneticiary in the bill, to such as were existing at the date of t : I port \O. <54U )—to the fo e \ 1 
‘ homestead entry made by Andrews oe 
44 The conference report was adopted. BI 3 AND JOIN : rio 
‘ MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 
4 | ler Ciaus ) X ) { ‘ - 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an e ne i 
nounced that the Senate had non-concurred in the amendments of the | Me “OD “ines ' r/o 1155 = and ex- 
; House to the hill (S. 398) to limit the effect of the regulations of com as tae ae ; ‘ a 
* merce between the several States and foreign countries in certain cases are ey 
had ayreed to the conference asked by the House, and had appointed 
as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. WILSON of Iowa, Mr. Ep- 
MUNDs, and Mr. GEORGE. { 
GEORGE W. DAVIS. v ec] t 1 1 as cated 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- | _,/’Y *!: -- 11553) grant ah ; 
charge the Committee of the Whole House from the further considera- | * at ; a ; 
tion of the joint resolution (H. Res. 198) to permit Capt. George W aa he SD fort _ 
Davis, United States Army, to accept a position in the Nicaragua Canal | © ‘4e “ommaittee on Miiiitary “a 
Construction Company, and put it on its passage. aoe Nene _ 
The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read subject to objec- 
tion : 
rhe joint resolution was read at length. : =~ . me ' t + 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 
Mr. BYNUM. I object, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that 
The Secretary of War is quite anxious to have it passed ’ oe By 
; The SPEAKER. Objection is made. “a os ; : ; . 
r. LEAVE OF ABSENCE. iat iil , , na M a 
- By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: on War ¢ 


To Mr. DALZELL, for one Week, on account of il] 
; To Mr. Sniper, for Saturday and Monday, on acc 





28s in his family. Mr. MORI] \ H 11 ») f 


unt of important | land —to the Con 





my business. Mr. 0’? 7 Ma 
: To Mr. SKINNER, for one week, on account of important business Pats J. Bench, alias Patri 
< And then, on motion of Mr. RoGers (at 5 o’clock and 2 minutes | to t Committee on Naval A 
s p. m.), the House adjourned. , By Mr. O’NEILL. of Px 
: the charge of desertion from tl} 
EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. Committee on Military Affairs 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was y Mr. RUSSELL: A bill 


taken irom the Speaker's table and referred as follows: , "' -M 2 ao oa - —s | : ! a t 
by I SPUOONT ‘ \ i ranting &@ pen , I 
TRADE-DOLLAR BULLION. set Doster. as widow . ) r. and their mir 
Hi A communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting a | to the Com 


mittee on Invalid Pen 
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Wyandotte County, State of Kansas, set apart for a permanent bury- 
| ing-ground: which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of E. E. Jones and 


j > . sas . . ‘ . “mm FF 
16 other citizens, of Carroll County, Iowa, the petition of F. G. Hueb- 


ner, John Reed, and 53 other citizens, of Calhoun County, Iowa, and 
the petition of George R. Allison and 60 other citizens, of Rockwel! 
City, Calhoun County, Iowa, praying for the prompt passage of a bill 
waking it unlawful to transport intoxicating liquors from any State ox 
Territory of the United States into any other State or Territory, con- 
trary to the laws thereof; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of P. F. Milligan, of Washington, D. C., 
praying jor the creation of the position of supervising engineer of the 


29 





| railway mail service, with a view to the prevention of accidents; 


‘ lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
Lo he Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
KNOLD: Petition of G. H. Ward and 16 others, citizens ot 
L } i ( ty, Khode Island, for passage of House bill 283—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 
l | n 1me persons, for passage oj Iiouse bill 86458—to the 
( tter Agneculture ‘ 
by Mr. EL! Petition of J. Swope and 57 others, citizens of Hop- | 
kin Ky., fo1 issage of House bill #248—to the Committee on Agri- 
ilture, 
Also, petition of same persons, for passage of House bill 8648—to the 
(‘ommittee on Agriculture 
Also, petition of J. T. Buchanan and 58 others, of Hopkins, Ky., 


for passage of House bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


| which was referred to the Committee on Railroads. 


By Mr. HATCH: Petition numerously signed by citizens of Barnes- | 


ville, Macon County, Missouri, in favor of the free coinage of silver— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Petition of 28 citizens of Hazleton, 
Iowa, favoring the pure-lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 27 citizens of same place, for same purpose—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutionsadopted at a public mass meeting at Eldora, Lowa, 
favoring legislation to correct the original-package decision—tothe Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O. DONNELL: Memorial of retail dealers and citizens ol 
Jackson, Mich., protesting against legislation by Congress compelling 
railroads to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of Margaret Doster, for pension for her- 
self as widow of Frederick Doster, late of Company A, Sixty-eighth 
New York Volunteers, and for their children—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of W. H. Meadow and 49 others, 
of Humphreys County, Tennessee, in favor of pure lard—to the Com- 
iittee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of J. H. Stephenson, of Maury 
munty, Tennessee, on claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim ot Mitchell Brown, of same placc—to the 
ymmittee on War Claims, 

hy Mr. WRIGHT 


County, Pennsylvania, against transportation of intoxicating liquors 
m State to State—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of citizens of same place, in favor of the bill knownas 


the Sunday-rest bi to the Committee on Labor. 
By Mr. YODER: Two petitions of citizens of Ohio, in fay pa 
re of House bill 283—to the Committee on Agricultars 


petition of William H. Burns and 25 others, of Darke County, 
House bill 8648—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of James Cox and 77 others, citizens of the Fourth 

myressional district of Ohio, for House bill 11027—to the Committee 
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(ih i 


SENATE, 
MONDAY, July 28, 1890. 


Prayer by Rev. E. H. DELK, Jr., of Hagerstown, Md. 
he Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
] roved 


ZIBA YARNELL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment o! 
ie House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2197) to increase the pen- 
on of Ziba Yarnell 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, 
efore the word ‘‘dollars,’’ 
fifty:’’ so as to read 


in line 5, 


\ he rat i Gov p month 


Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
the House of Representatives. 


The motion was agreed to. 


of 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the E. O. Stanard Milling Com- 
pany, George Bain, and other business men, of St. Louis, Mo., without 


Petitions of citizens of Smithfield, Bradfora | 


Mr. SANDERS. I present a petition of citizens of Gallatin County, 
Montana, touching the disposal of the Fort Ellis military reservation, 
abandoned; which I move be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suggest to the Senator from Montana that the 
petition lie on the table. The bill to which the petition refers has 
been passed by the Senate and gone to the other House, and it is the 
intention of the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate to ask the 
other House to return the bill to the Senate with the view of amend- 
ing it. 

Mr. SANDERS. I think the Senator from Nebraska is mistaken, 
The bill passed the other House and came to the Senate, and the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands recommend its passage with an amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, Mr. President, and the bill so amended was 
passed by the Senate and has gone to the other House. It isnow proposed 
by the Committee on Public Lands to ask the other House to return 
the bill with the view of considering it again in connection with cer- 
tain changes proposed by the Senator from Montana. Therefore the 
petition had better lie on the table. 

Mr. SANDERS. I will accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Nebraska, and ask that the petition lie on the table. In reference to 
the petition, I desire to say that perhaps the object which these peti 
tioners have in view can as well be subserved by a committee of con- 
ference, if the House shall disagree to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Undoubtedly the Senator is correct. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The petition will lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the Pennsylvania State fish 
commission, remonstrating against the transfer of the United States 
Fish Commission to the Department of Agriculture; which was referred 
to the Committee on Fisheries, 

He also presented the petition of A. T. Keeler and 55 other citizens 
of Smithfield, Bradford County, Pennsylvania, praying for the passage 
of what is known as the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to th: 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

lie also presented the memorial of George Washington Taylor, an aged 
native and citizen of Pennsylvania, praying Congress to enact that the 


| interstate-commerce laws shall not include the forcible entry into an) 
| State of any commodity or products which the laws of such State for 


bid as morally injurious; which was referred to the Committee on thi 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the American Association of Flint and 
Lime Glass Workers, praying for the passage, without amendment, o! 
paragraphs 109 to 115, inclusive, of the McKinley tariff bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented a memorial of the Standard Single Tax 
Society of Jersey City, N. J., remonstrating against the passage of the 
McKinley tariff bill and against any increase of duties upon the neces 
saries of life; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of Florida orange-growers, praying 
for an increase of duty on foreign oranges; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. CULLOM (for Mr. FARWELL) presented the petition of Willia 


- - - ! | Hicks, of Paris, Ill., praying to be allowed a pension on account of 
to strike out “‘seventy-two’’ and insert | disease contracted during the war; which was referred to the Commit- 


| tee on Pensions. 


Mr. HAMPTON. I present, by request, some petitions from Farm 
ers’ Alliances of South Carolina, praying for the passage of what ar 
known as the pure-lard and pure-food bills, and asking for the passag 
of House bill 10320. In looking at House bill 10320 I jind that itis 
bill granting an increase of pension to Nancy Cato. What that has‘ 


| do with pure food I do not know, but by request I present these pet 


party distinction, remonstrating against the passage ot the Federal | 
election bill as destructive of the business interests of the country; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
He also presented the petition of U. 8. Epperson and 71 other citi- 
of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the passage of what is known as 
ire-food *’ bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


the 


Mr. SHERMAN presented the memorial of Martha Solomon, a Wyan- 
dotte Indian of fall blood, of Upper Sandusky, Ohio, remonstrating | 
against the surrender or misapplication of a certain tract of land in | 


tions. I suppose they refer to the Conger bill, which I beg to say tha 
Tam entirely opposed to, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions will lie on the table 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 


| referred the bill (S. 845) to provide for the appointment of a reporte: 


| for the supreme court of the District of Colambia, reported it wit! 


amendments. 
Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1412) for the relief of Patrick 
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Pee) 


a 








a 








1890. 


H. Jones and Thomas L, James, late postmasters at New York City, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4122) to regulate the confinement of prisoners sen- 
tenced by courts created under treaties and laws of the United States 
in certain cases, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SPOONER, trom the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4158) for a public build- 
ing at Sheboygan, Wis., reported it without amendment. 


SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS. 


Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 12) to reappro- 
priate and apply the amount appropriated by the act of Congress ap- 
proved Mareh 3, 1877, to pay certain Southern mail contractors, sub 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the joint 
resolution was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MITCHELL. From the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads I report an original resolution, which is intended to be a sub- 
stitute for the joint resolution just reported adversely. 

Che resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to make inquiry and investigation as to whether there are in existence 
in the hands of private parties any records of the late so-called Confederate 
government which in his opinion are valuable to the United States in protect- 
ing it against frauds or overpayments in connection with the claims of certain 
late mail contractors of the States of Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
exas, Tennessee, Virginia, ana West Virginia, or their legal representatives, 
for and on account of services alleged to be due under their respective contracts 
for the performance of mail service for the years 1858, 1859, 1860, and 1861, and to 
report to the Senate at as early a date as practicable the nature of such Con- 
federate records and their value to the Government in his opinion, and the 
:mount for which the same can be procured by the Post-Office Department for 
the use of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
endar. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I was about to ask, if there is no objection to it, 
that the resolution beadopted. It simply imposes aduty on the Post- 
master-General. There is no expense attached to it. I ask for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be printed and go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. MITCHELL. All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution will 
Lie over, 


‘The resolution will be placed on the Cal- 


POWELL’S BATTALION, MISSOURL MQUNTED VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. DAVIS. I amdirected by the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1826) granting pensions to Powell’s Battalion 
of Missouri Mounted Volunteers, to report it favorably with amend- 
ments, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration and passage of that bill. It isa very short bill. It was 
passed by the Senate in the last Congress, and it grows out of a mis- 
take that was made in the Pension Office on account of a mistake made 
in the War Department in giving the record of that regiment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

The being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator state, as to that bill, how many 
persons are likely to be benefited by it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. This regiment, of four hundred men, was organ- 
ized under the law of May 13, 1846, which provided for the organtza- 
tion of all volunteers in the Mexican war. Onthe 19th of May follow- 
ing a special act was passed authorizing the organization of a regular 
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| error 
| time ago, and I laid them on my desk. 


| change the spelling of the word ** Hurlber 


regiment, and the regular regiment was to guard what was called the | 


Oregon route. This volunteer regiment was organized and was assigned 
to the duty of the regular regiment, and the regular regiment, called 
the Mounted Rifles, now the Third United States Cavalry, was placed 
upon the duty of the volunteer regiment. 

When the Pension Office, under the Mexican-war act, called upon the 
War Department for the history of Powell’s battalion, as it was charged 
they reported to the Pension Office that it was organized under the law 
of May 19, 1845, instead of under the Mexican-war law, and in conse- 
quence all the pension claims were rejected. This simply places them 
upon an equality with other soldiers in the Mexican war. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Committee on 
Pensions will be stated. 

The Cuigy CLerk. In line7, strike out ‘19th’ and insert ‘‘13th;” 
so as to read, ‘‘ May 13th, 1846;’’ and in line 8, after the words *‘eight- 
een hundred and forty-six,’’ strike out all down to and including the 


word ‘‘ Mexico,’’ in line 10, and insert: ‘‘ for service during the war with | 


Mexico;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. au- | 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the names of all of the hon- 


orably discharged surviving officers and enlisted men of Powell's Battalion of Rhode Island [| Mr. ALDRICH |. 
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Missouri Mounted Volunteers, raised u ‘ ( gress M 

1846, for service during the war with Mexico ithe es of the su 

vidows of such officers and enlisted men, su ttot nitations and ‘ 
lations « the pension laws of the United Stat ‘ x sury sol 


' 
the war = th Mexico, 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as a nded 1d the amen 
were concurred in. 

rhe bill was ordered to be e: 
third time, and passed. 


iwrossed for a third readit 


J. PHIL. HURLI 

Mr. SAWYER. From the Committee on Pensions I report two bills 
I want to say that they would have been reported last week but foran 
I was‘authorized by the committee to report them some little 
Had I reported them 
they would have passed; and in order to do justice to those men, as we 
ire not likely to go to the Calendar again for pension cases, I ask unan 
imous consent that they may be considered now. They were bills I 
ought to have reported last week, and I supposed I had until I found 
them on my desk this morning. 

First, Lreport from the Committee on Fensions, with 
ment, the bill (H. R. 3018) granting a pension to J. Phil 
by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee ot 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of J. Phil. Huribert, late of Company C, Eighty-fourth 

Regiment, Ohio Infantry, at $30 a month. 
‘The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, in line 6, to 


ist week 


an amend 
Hurlbert. 
the Whole, 


’ to ** Hurlbut.’ 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read 
J. Phil. Hurlbut.’’ 


‘A bill granting a pension to 


GURDEN L. WRIGHT. 

Mr. SAWYER. I now report from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment the bill (S. 
Gurden L, Wright. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on 


4243) granting an increase of pension to 


“ 


, as in Committee of the Whole, 





Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ tostrike out ‘* fifty’’ 
and insert ‘‘ forty-five ;’’ so as to make the bill read 

Be it enacted, etc., That the S terior! he is h 
thorized and directed to place tthe ra of $454 th, 
subject to the provisions and sions laws, the name of G 
den L. Wright, late private Company K, Twenty-fourth Michigan I \ 
unteers, this act to take effect from its passage, ar it 3 ihe inted 

i tol ) lieu of that which he is now receivir 

The amendment was agreed to 

‘The bill wasreported to the Senate as a led, and the amen nt 
was concuired in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for third reading 1 the 
third time, and passed 

BILLS I ) 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 4283) to provide ! ifing 
leaves of absence to employes of the Post-Ollice Department employed 
in the mail-bag repair shops connected with said Departmen hich 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4284) to remove the charge o on 
against Jacob Martin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affair 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 4285) author r the em ent 

| of astenographer for the circuit and district courts of the United State 
for the district of Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Jugiciary. 
WITHDRA AL Ol APERS, 

On motion of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, it was 

Ordered, That M. B. Woodyard have leave to w 
Senate, subject to the rule, the papers re 

EVELYN W. MILI 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the House of Represent f 
quested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 2590) to increase t pen 
sion of Evelyn W. Miles, a House bill of like import having been passed 
by the Senate, the object being to get the Senate bill back and indefi 


' 
| 


nitely postpone it. 
The motion was agreed to. 
HOUR OF MEETING, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a reso 
lution coming over from a previous day, sabmitted by the Senator from 
Che resolution will be read. 
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The resolution submitted on the 26th instant, by Mr. ALDRICH, was | modification that during the pendency of this order the time for the 
rea follows | consideration of the cases under Kule VIII shall expire at 1 o'clock 
ic sal iliac taalaictah nee ties terete Mr. GORMAN. That is right. ; 
ittabrk aianieinasea ~ | Mr HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that the Sen 
| ate passed a resolution in 1888 providing that the morning hour should 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- | expire two hours after the hour of meeting. 
lut | Mr. SHERMAN, ‘That is the rule now. 
COCKRELL. Would it not be well to have some understand-| Mr. HARRIS. It wasa resolution offered by the Senator from Mas 
to the hour of adjournment? If we meet at 11 o'clock these | sachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 
warm days we certainly ought not to hold the Senate in session be- | Mr. INGALLS. If that is in order no further action is necessary. 
youda certain time. Isuggest that it be the understanding if we meet The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas withdraw 


at 11, whether it is inserted in the face of the resolution or not, that 
we ourn, say, atoortl 

Mr. ALDRICH, 

Mr. ALLISON, 

Mr. INGALISA. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
at night, if that will suit. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Or we might take a recess. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I have no doubt but that it will facilitate business 
perbaps to have an understanding that we shall adjourn at 6 o’clock, 
unless the Senate shal! otherwise order in the nature of a recess and 
take a recess 

Mr. COCKRELL. As a matter of course that would set aside the 
order the same as it would if we were to adjourn on any day to meet 
at 12 o’clock the next day. There ought to be, I think, some reason- 
able understanding about this, and not let the continuance of the ses- 
sion of the Senate depend upon the will of any one Senator by raising 
the question of a quorum, and there being no quorum here then we 
can not adjourn. s 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there is no objection on this side to an un- 
derstanding that we shall adjourn at 6o’clock, unless the Senate should 
decide to have an evening session, and in that case it would take a re- 
cess from 6 until 8, 

Mr. INGALLS. Is it the intention of the mover of the resolution 
that the Senate shall not adjourn before 6? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; I did not intend to preclude the right of 
the Senate to adjourn before that hour. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then what is the use of putting it in at all? 

Mr. ALDRICH, I think there is no intention to put it in the reso- 
lution. The Senator from Missouri suggested that we have an under- 
standing as to the time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it would be better that we should have 
some understanding in regard to the hour when we shall adjourn, and 
that we shall adjourn atareasonable hour. Otherwise we may be kept 
here unnecessarily. If there is any necessity for a recess, as a matter 
of course there will be no opposition to it; but we ought not to run 
over a reasonable time. When we come here expecting that we will 


ilf after 5 o'clock. 

We ouvht not to adjourn earlier thah 6. 
Or half after 6. 
peven, 


Or 9 o'clock. Suppose we put it at 12 o’clock 


night's work of Senators, those who have to work, as I do, until 12 
o'clock at night, all interfered with. We ought to have some regu- 
lar hour for adjournment, and when that comes, if we are going to 
have a night session then let us take a recess and come back here, 


ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think there is any objection to that un- 
derstanding on this side. 

Mr. HOAK. Itseems to me every day ought to take care of itself in 
this matter. You can not tell beforehand; sometimes the remaining 
fifteen or thirty minutes will finish some particular topic and dispose 
of it, or a Senator engaged in speaking may conclude his speech in that 
time 

Mr. ALDRICH. I donot understand that it would violate the ar- 
rangement suggested by the Senator from Missouri if there was any par- 
ticular reason for the Senate to remain here after the hour named. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As a matter of course; but ordinarily there will 
not he a quorum beyond a certain time, and Senators will know that 
when the time tor adjournment cbmes, unless something occurs which, 
in the judgment of the Senate would change it, we will then adjourn. 
You can keep a quorum better in that way, and every Senator will 
know what to depend upon. 

Mr. STEWART. There is no necessity fornight sessions. It seems 
to me that we might use the morning instead of the night, and meet 
at 9 o’clock, and have as much time as we should have at the night 
sessions, If in order to get in a condition to close the public business 
it is supposed that we must have night sessions, I think it would be 
better as a matter of convenience to ourselves to come bere at 9 o’clock 
in the morning and sit during the day. Senators could get here at 9 
o’clock, and we should then have the whole day from 9 o’clock in the 
morning, and we could get through with the public business within a 
reasonable time without night sessions. We could stand that a great 
dei! longer than we could stand night sessions. 

Vhe VICE-PRESIDENT, The question ison agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 


Mr. INGALLS. Before it passes I should like to suggest the further 





| offers an amendment. 
go home ata regular hour, say 6 o’clock, for dinner, we ought not to | 
be kept here until 7 o’clock and have everything disarranged, and the 


his amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the amendment is disposed of, I should fear 
that that amendment might be an implication that we were to go on 
with the Calendar every morning until 1 o'clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That isthe rule. There isa rule of that kind 
now. 

Mr. INGALLS. If that is the implication I should be very glad of 
it indeed. We are proceeding now in the consideration of great public 
measures. As soon as the tariff bills, the appropriation bills, and the 
election law are passed we shall undoubtedly promptly adjourn, and 
there will be no waiting upon the order of our going, but we shall ad- 
journ at once. Therefore, whatever is done between now and the con- 
clusion of those great measures must be done in the morning hour or 
by consert when the attention of the Senate is not otherwise occupied. 

We had in the early part of the session an understanding that the 
morning hour being devoted to the consideration of the unfinished busi- 
ness, Saturday should be devoted to the consideration of cases upon the 
Calendar. For some reason that understanding has been abrogated; 
we have had neither the morning, hour nor Saturday. 

I respectfully submit that there are several hundred cases on the Cal- 
endar which are entitled to consideration, which have been reported 
from committees, and ought to receive the attention of the Senate at 
some time. 

It may be urged that they can not become laws at this session. That 
may be true, but they will be advanced upon the Calendar for consid- 
eration in the next session, which begins in Decemberand endsin March. 
Therefore, if the implication that the Senator from Iowa suggests is 
made, I shall be entirely content. 

I will add also that so far as I am concerned I shall by my vote, when- 
ever opportunity offers, proceed to the consideration of cases on the Cal- 
endar for two hours alter the Senate meets, believing that is the only way 
in which we shall have consideration of matters of general business at 
all. 

Che VICE-PRESIDENT. 
from Kansas will be stated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not understand that the Senator from Kansas 


The amendment offered by the Senator 


Mr. INGALLS. I saidifit was the understanding that the order of 
the Senate adopted in 1888, when we were proceeding under a speciai 
order, prevails now, I did not think further action was necessary. I 
do not believe that the order of 1888 was a continuing order, but if it 
is the understanding of Senators otherwise, of course no further action 


| is required. 
and not run on for two or three hours after the usual time of adjourn- | 


Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Presiding Officer to rule that it 
was the order a few days ago, and there was no dissent expressed from 
any quarter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is a continuing order. It was pub- 
lished in a note in the rules as acontinuing order, and has been sorecog- 
nized by the Chair. 

Mr. INGALLS. That renders further action unnecessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In response to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Kansas, I should like to inquire what is the use of the Senate spending 
its time when the distinguished gentleman in charge of some other 
branch of the public service does not give much attention to them. We 
have passed a great many important bills. They are now sleeping upon 
what I believe is called a ‘‘ Calendar, House of Representatives, Fitty- 
first Congress, first session.’’ Upon this will be found hundreds upon 
hundreds of very important bills which have been passed here, and 
no attention is paid to them elsewhere. 

Mr. ALLISON. Passed by the Senate ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Passed by the Senate. I had a list of them, but 
by some means it has become misplaced. I had counted the number 
of Senate bills that were pending somewhere else, important bills, 
among them the bill refunding the direct tax, which was passed by 
this body over the veto of the late President Cleveland. That bill 
was passed at an early day of this session by the Senate. Then not 
very long since two very important measures, deemed so by the oppo- 
site side of the Chamber, were passed, the shipping bills, and they are 
over there sleeping ‘‘ the sleep that knows no breaking.’’ What is 
the use of our passing all these important measures when they are re- 
ceiving no consideration at the hands of the distinguished officer in 
charge elsewhere ? 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I do not quite agree with our friend 
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5 from Missouri. I want my end of the ship to be in order. There at Mr ARRIS VW 
many bills that I favor and which were passed by the Senate by m; : nderstand the | the to t Comm 
vote d by my assistance, and I can go home witha clear record. A i 
t it} ye elsew tis not 1 the il yt m gular bus A i I 
y Mr. COCKRELL. I find that the Senate | iS passed, | 7 I ‘ 
; nine hundred bills. Two hundred and thirty one of these h i Vit ENT i 
i laws. Eight vandred ind sixty House bills have passed. ite I ‘ s 
' 7 has acted upon five hundred and fifty-one of them. The Senate has ir. HAWLEY I do 
' q been remarkably prompt in disposing of business at this session. L | The VICE-P} SIDEN 
i think it will be found that probably more business has been disposed | Chair hears 
' 2 oO ) the Senate ¢ this seasion than at almost any prev session ¢ Mr. INGALLS t 
g the Senate. I imagine that this facility in the disposition of business ! of the disability pe 
5 has en largely owing to the course pursued on this side the ¢ Statutes reads: 
‘ ber in aiding the majority in passing their bills and frequent n 1 ea ae 
# mitting them to pass hundreds of bills. when there was not a qu nif be referre 
present, without any objection. : 
% The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso e adoption of the resolution theretore 
lution submi itted on Saturday by the Senator from Rhode Island. ae ind I suggest that reconsidered and referred, the 
The resolution was agreed to. provides, to the Committee on Printing. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Ther nsidered the 
PRINTING OF DEPENDENT PENSION ACT. | résolution referred to the Committee on Printing there be no objec 
DAVIS. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its imme , . ; ‘ . 
diate consideration: a oe H. _Is the morning bu ae 
Phe VICE-PRESIDEN ( ! t 1 other re t 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 additional copies in order 
f public act No. 13! nting 0 oldiers and sailors 
pad ane ten to the eae eevee oe Saudis ton ee 7 $ Mr M ANDERSON subsequently s [ ask unanimou I t to 
to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,’ approved June 27, 1890 report favorably trom the Comm é ti a re l 
for its present consideratior 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid Che : Si sain was cea 1, as follows 
eration of the resolution? Bi a eae ee ’ J was . 
Mr. HARRIS. Does not that have to go to the Committee on Print- | in docu of pul ' 31.°°An act} ling ch ns i 
ing? sailors Ww ‘ ipacitated for erfor! e of manual la 
Mr. INGALLS. That is the disability pension act? ne of 1s a ree ne : 
Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. 9 aera ae 
Mr. INGALLS. It is not a tenth part enough to satisfy the demand mas 2 MI NS.  J2OW MUCH Will that Cost 
for it. rt. MANDERSON tw st less than 9100. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The number ought to be increased to 5,000. Mr. HARI POS BOS Se Seen 2 00 G0 CO the Lom 
Mr. DAVIS. I will accept that amendment. w20 O08 £5 TinGing f 
Mr. MANDERSON,. I move to amend by inserting ‘‘in document r MANDERSON t has been erred ani is now reported favor 
form,’ so that it will not be printed in bill form bly, | st ne 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itis proposed to amend the resolution by Ir, HARRIS. 1 no tion to the resolution, but I thought 
making it read ‘‘5,000 copies in document form.’’ That amendme nt | #6 Was a new resoluti 
will be considered as agreed to, if there be no objection. The Chair Ae res ition wa lered by ! imous co n wma 
hears none. \GE FROM THE Hous 
Mr. COCKRELL. The provision, I understand, is for a reprint o 
the dependent pension act, as it has been called. I think we ought to \ message trom 1 House of Repre tives, by Mr. McPs , 
have printed in smaller form a number of copies of the tariff bill as its Clerk, announced that the House h agreed to the report of thi 
passed by the House, and as proposed to be amended by the Senat commit of conierence on tie disagreeing vote c 
committee, with the raies of duty as provided by existing law, as p t endments of the Senate to the 1 (H. R. 1452) for t 
posed by the Honse bill, and as proposed by the Senate committee | C2mstopher C, At 
“4 amendments I think that could be probably printed in document 
: form. In the form itis now itis not very convenient, particular ‘ ‘ , . 
when persons desire to have it sent to them. I havea numb ar of ee fn oes pliant ee 
4 plications, and | presume every Senator has quite a number of appli : 2 a : ; : 
4 cations for the schedaies of tariff rates existing by law, as proposed by | ° . feats , Soe ' 
the House, and then as proposed by the Senate committee, and I think cee dept gear agree eon sem es 
a it is due to the country that w e should have coy pies printed so that th g | ene CORSKIEFATION OF She Dili (ii. is. CONS) to transier the revenm \ 
4 will be suitable for distribution. o_o eon ee Tenn y Sepa oP NEVY DOpSrsiene 
4 Mr. CULLOM. Let the Senator introduce a resolution to that ef- , Al DRICH, , os, SAE. OSS at that motion 1s not 
Fi fect. in oras until the motion | ma 3 GIs pose ( 
% Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not know that it will require a separate |_, /B¢ VICE-PRESIDENT. 4 astion then of the S 
resolution. ‘There might be an amendment made to this resolution. a ee Rhode Island. 
Mr. DAVIS. Ithink this had better be disposed of at once without sia ~~ trang gecalings 
an amendment of that kind. Mr. GRAY. Now I renew y Motio 
Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. The VICE-PRESIDENT. rhe question } ie motion of the S¢« 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- | #t0F {rom Delaware 
lution submitted by the Senator from Minnesota, as amended. Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for the y« nd 
Mr. HARRIS. ‘Will not that resolution have to go to the Commit- Che yeas and nays were orde i th etary proceeded to 
a tee on Printing under the law? It requires the printing of 5,000 extra the Sqr ee : ; — 
copies. My opinion is that it must go to the Committee on Printing. , ir. DOLPH (when his name was call - Ta —_ as 
Mr. SHERMAN. It will not cost $25. It is just a reprint of the | © S@Mlor Senator from Georgia Mr. Brow 
act, and it will not cost over 2 cents a copy. . Mr. PASC a when hi — was called [ am paired y 
Mr. DAVIS. The act does not cover over two pages. senator from Illinois | Mr. PARWELI In his absence, I withh« 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Minnesota says it does not cover | '°%: ' : Wad 
over two pages. Perhaps it will not cost half a cent a copy. Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). On this question I am 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChiefClerk will read thesecond clause | P*ired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. I a 
of Rule XXIX. were present, I should vote ‘* nay 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, (when his name w lled [ am paired 
“ ; : ; with the Senator from Mar nd {[Mr. W and therefore wit 
2. Motions to print additional numbers shall also be referred to the Commi a ; a 
tee on Printing; and when the committee shall report favorably the re portshal il held my vote 
be accompanied by an estimate of the probablecost thereof: and when the cost The roll-e ill was concluded 
pa in aon h additional numbers shall exceed the sum of $500 the concurrence Mr.PLATT. I have ' ral pair with the Senator from Virginia 
— ouse of Representatives shall be necessary for an order to print the | [Mr. BARBOUR]. He is detained from the Senate by ill health. and 
af . sith} ‘ nY vote f he vere ent os} ld x . 
Mr. SHERMAN. It can not possibly cost $500. ee S wieheld my von If Re were youtent, I should vot 


— ‘nay. 
Mr. CULLOM. Still the rule is mandatory. The resolution has| Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the‘ 


Senator from Louisiana {| M1 
to go to the Committee on Printing. 


| Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’ 
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Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. Barr}. If he were here, I should vote ** yea.”’ 

Mr. LDMUNDS (alter having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pucu] in general, except when 
my vote is necessary to make a quorum. I voted on this occasion sup- 
posing at the time it was necessary to make a quorum when probably 
it was not. If | remember correctly,the Senator from Alabama voted 
the other day on the yeas and nays in the same way that I have against 
taking the thing up, and, therefore, unless somebody suggests otherwise, 
I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand one of the Senators from Montana [ Mr. 
Powrn] is not paired, and I will transfer my pair with the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. brown] to him and vote. I vote ‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand that pair has been transferred to the 
Senator from Maryland, who is not present. 

Mr. DOLVPH. Then I withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—26, 
Bate Colquitt, Jonesof Arkansas, Turpie, 
Berry, Faulkouer, McPherson, Vance, 
Blackburn, (iorman, Manderson, Vest, 
Call Ciray, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hampton, Payne, Walthall. 
Carlisle, Ilarris, Reagan, 
Coke, Ingalls, Spooner, 

NAYS—25. 
Aldrich, Dixon MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Allen, Edmunds, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Allison, -varts, Moody, Stewart, 
Casey Ilale, Morrill, Teller. 
Cockrell, lHiawley, Pettigrew, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Quay, 
Dawes, Hoar, Sanders, 

ABSENT—33. 

Barbour Eustis, Paddock, Stanford, 
Biair, Farwell, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Blodgett, Frye, Pierce, Washburn, 
Brown, George, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Butler Gibson, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Chandler, Hearst, Power, Wolcott, 
Daniel Higgins, Pugh, 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Dolph, Kenna, Squire, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

TRANSFER OF REVENUE MARINE, 

‘The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (HL. Kh. 6944) to transfer the revenue-cutter service from the 
lreasury Department to the naval establishment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, in continuation of what I said the 
other day about the aggressive ambition of the distinguished Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to make the Navy Department 
absorb all branches of the public service upon the waters and upon 
the land adjacent to the waters, I desire to call attention this morning 
to one other thing. 

{ showed the other day that he had boldly proclaimed in 1882 that 
the revenue-marine service, the Light-House Service, the Life-Saving 
Service, the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, and the steam- 
hoat-inspection service should all be placed under the Navy Depart- 
iment. Jf find that reeommendation was accompanied by reports made 
by certain naval officers, and a distinguished Senator from Illinois, 
since deceased, had a reselution passed early in December, 1882, call- 
ing upon the Secretary of the Navy to know by what authority these 
uaval officers had been sent, and under what orders, to investigate va- 
rious branches of the Treasury Department; and to this resolution the 
Secretary of the Navy, Ilon. William E. Chandler, responded December 
18, 1882, as follows 


“) 


In reply tothe foregoing resolution, I have to state that no written orders 
were given by the Navy Department for the preparation of the information and 
suggestions concerning the revenue marine and the Life-Saving Service of the 
lreasury Department, and of the facts and statistics upon the subject of marine 
hospitals, also of the Treasury Department, which accompanied the annual re- 
port of the Navy Department of November 28, 1882; butsuch orders were given 
orally by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Phe orders were not given in pursuance of any express authority of law, but 
in orderto enable the head of the Navy Department to perform his duty of re- 
porting to the President and the Congress his opinions concerning all matters 
connected with the naval establishment and his 1:ecommendations for its im- 
provement. 

Among those opinions and recommendations were the following: 

The necessity of any further reduction of the naval officers might be obviated 
by extending the sphere of their activeemployment. The situation and policy 
of the United States make it improbable that the country will soon or often be 
engaged in naval warfare. The opportunities for naval officers to practice the 
art of actual war are remote. Yet the national safety depends upon maintain- 
ing, instructing, disciplining, and practicing at all times a reasonable naval 
force. To this end the officers and seamen of the Navy should perform all the 
work required for the purposes of the National Government upon or in direct 
connection with the ocean. This clear and salutary principle should be delib- 
erately adopted and effectually enforced in all proper methods by the National 
Congress; and if it should be thus fully recognized and applied in all practi- 
cable ways it would vastly invigorate, improve, and strengthen the Navy, 
without increased expense to the Government, but, on the contrary, with re- 
sults of positive economy.” 


That is an extract from his report: 
rhe application of the principle above stated to the revenue marine and 
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are respectfully appended to this communication, together with a further ex- 
tract suggesting the union of the marine hospitals now directed by the Treas 


ury Department with the naval hospitals now conducted by the Navy Depart- 
ment. 


So that here is another recommendation for consolidating with the 
Navy of the United States the Marine Hospital Service, also the revenue 
marine which I referred to the other day. Much stress has been placed 
upon the fact that a large numberof representative bodies have pe- 
titioned Congress for the passage of this bill, and in the report made 
by the distinguished Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], Appendix 
E, I find: 

Your committee has been presented with copies or originals of resolutions 


passed by the following bodies, recommending the transfer of the revenue ma- 
rine to the Navy. 


It would seem that these bodies had apparently sent in their recom- 
mendations here for this transfer. Now let us analyze them and see 
how these recommendations were gotten up. The recommendations 
which have been broughtin here from chambers of commerce, boardsof 
trade, etc., only show the potent personal influence that is being ex- 
erted for the passage of this bill for the personal relief and pecuniary 
gain and aggrandizement of these officers. It is purely a selfish mat- 
ter. I hold in my hand a letter dated St. Louis, April 9, 1890: 

MERCHANTS’ EXCHANGE, St, Louis, April 9, 189. 
Capt. Frank BARR, Washington : . 

At a meeting of the board of directors of this exchange held March 10, 1890, 
the following action was taken, namely : ie 

A communication was received from Percy W. Thompson, lieutenant, United 
States revenue marine, Portland, Me., calling the attention of the board to Sen- 
ate bill 305, providing for the transfer of the revenue-cutter service to the naval 
establishment, and asking the board to favor such transfer by resolution. 

The following motion was adopted: ‘ That the board approve and indorse the 
said bill.” 
Yours respectfully, 
GEO. H. MORGAN, Secretary. 


Was it sent to my distinguished colleague 
ortome? Not at all, but it was sent to Capt. Frank Barr, Washing- 
ton, D. C. This shows the manipulation which was going on and un- 
der cover to bring influence to bear to secure the passage of this per- 
sonal bill. There is the record of it. I know the handwriting of Mr. 
Morgan, the secretary. How did that come into my possession? By 
a letter from an officer, I presume, of the United States revenue ma- 
rine: 


To whom was this sent ? 


WasuineGrTon, D. C., April 11, 1890. 
Hon. Francis M, CockRELt, 
United States Senate : 

Dear Str: I have the honor to inclose tor your consideration a certificate 
from Mr. George H. Morgan, secretary of the Merchants’ Exchange, St. Louis, 
Mo., testifying to the passage by that body of aresolution approving the trans- 
fer of the revenue marine to the Navy. House bill 6944, now on the Calendar 
of the Senate, is substantially the same as Senate bill 305, which has been taken 
from the Calendar. The bill passed the House by a vote of 114 to 19. 


How much discussion was there ?_ What time was there given there 
for deliberation and consideration and inspection of the practical object 
and intent of this measare ? 


It is recommended by the Secretaries of the Treasury and Navy, and the 
transfer is recommended by the Legislatures of Massachusetts, New Jersey, 
Maryland, and Virginia, and by the cha bers of commerce and boards of trade 
of nearly every seaboard and lake port in the United States. I earnestly hope 
you may find it consistent with your Senatorial duty to support the bill. 


This is not the first time that this measure has been here. When 
it was here in 1882 and 1883 a number of these boards protested against 
the passage of a bill of this kind. I now hold in my hand a list of the 
memorials protesting against the transfer of the revenue-marine serv- 
ice to the Navy Department presented to the Senate in the Forty- 
seventh Congress, as follows: 

Maritime Association of New York; Chamber of Commerce of New 
York; Philadelphia Maritime Exchange; citizens of Pennsylvania; 
Vessel Owners and Captains’ Association of Philadelphia; citizens of 
Maine; George A. Vedder and others; Commercial Exchange of Phil- 
adelphia; Portsmouth (N. H.) Board of Trade; Marine Engineers’ 
Association of Philadelphia; Legislature of New Jersey; Chamber of 
Commerce of San Francisco; citizens of Massachusetts; citizens of New 
Hampshire; Maryland Academy of Science; citizens of Delaware. 

Then these bodies were protesting against this, but since then they 
have had letters of this kind written to them by officers of the revenue 
marine, requesting them to pass a resolution favoring it and send it 
to the Senate. 

What discussion ever took place in the Merchants’ Exchange of St. 
Louis, composed of a large number of the most intelligent, active, pro- 
gressive citizens of the United States? What does this resolution show 
upon its face, and doubtless nearly all the other resolutions, if the true 
facts were known, would show the same thing? Why, that a com- 
munication was received from Percy W. Thompson, lieutenant United 
States revenue marine, Portland, Me.: 

ToCapt. Frank Barr, Washington: 

Ata meeting of the board of directors of this exchange, held March 10, 1890, 
the tollowing action was taken, namely : 

A communication was received from Percy W. Thompson, lieutenant United 
States revenue marine, Portland, Me., calling the attention of the board to 


Senate bill 305, providing for the transfer of the revenue-cutter service to the 
naval establishment, and asking the board to favor such transfer by resolu- 


Life-Saving Service will be apparent from those extracts from the report, which | tion, 


‘ 


: 
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The following motion was adopted: ‘That the board approve and indorse 

the said bill,’ 
Yours respectfully, 
GEORGE H. MORGAN, Secreta 

Without ever having seen it, without ever knowing anything aboutit, 
that stuff is brought in here by the committee as an indorsement of this 
measure, andas a demand from these commercial bodies for this transfer. 
It is a fraud upon its face. It shows the undercurrent of power and in- 
fluence tuat has been brought to bear. It only shows the same influence 
that exists here to-day when in these corridors and halls and committee- 
rooms distinguished citizens are pressing this bill as attorneys or as 
friends or in some other capacity; and itis the same influence that sends 
a ‘‘ still, small voice’’ floating through the atmosphere, ‘‘ these fellows 
are Democrats, therefore this bill must be passed.’’ Then, I suppose, 
on the other side some ‘‘still, small voice ’’ floats in the atmosphere 


and says ‘‘these fellows are Republicans, and this bill must be | 


passed.’’ Is this the way legislation is to be obtained? Are we called 
upon, because this bill may happen to favor or may be in the interest 
of certain men, and they are Democrats, to pass it? Are we to pass 
it because the men who are the personal beneficiaries of it are Repub- 
licans? Is this the way legislation is to be enacted by the Senate of 
the United States. 

Mr. President, having disposed of that point, I go to the main ques- 
tion as to the transfer. I want to give some additional reasons why 
this great crime against the revenue service of the United Statesshould 
not be committed by the passage of this bill. 

As I have shown, this measure was broached by the late Secretary of 
the Navy, Mr. Chandler, and there was an investigation of it. The 
distinguished Senator from Iowa, the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, was a member of that committee of investigation, and 
a great deal of testimony was taken and the opinions of many distin- 
guished gentlemen were obtained. Now, I desire to read to the Senate 
the views and opinions expressed to that committee by a very distin- 
guished citizen of the United States, a gentleman known to every man, 
woman, and child throughout the length and breadth of the land, and 
that is David D. Porter, at the head of the Navy. I want Senators to 
hear and reflect upon what Admiral Porter says upon thistransfer. He 
is at the head of the Navy. This man has been there for years and 
years, and he kuows the naval service from midshipman to admiral. 
He knows what is for its interest, and I now call special attention to 
what he says: 

THE REVENUE MARINF, 
This branch of the Government service could not be connected with the Navy 
and there is nothing that renders it necessary or desirable that the Navy should 
have-anything to do with it. The revenue marine is strictly a service for the 


protection of the revenue, and the Treasury Department could not, therefore, 
give up control of it without injury to the Government interests. 


Will this deliberate judgment of the distinguished Admiral of the 
Navy weigh with Senators, or will the personal importunities and am- 
bition of these revenue-marine officers, when they through themselves 
and their friends make personal solicitations, govern the judgment of 
Senators upon this question ? 

The revenue marine must hold itself in readiness at all times to obey the or- 
ders of the Treasury Department or its agents, which it could not do if under 
the control of any other Department. The Navy Department could not utilize 
the revenue marine in any way without detriment to the service for which it 
was instituted. The revenue marine is now in a perfect state of organization, 
differing entirely from the Navy, and it would lead to many complications to 
change its status inany way. Itisa large department and it would require a 


reorganization of the Navy Department if the latter undertook the manage- 
ment of it. 


Admiral Porter says it would demand a reorganization of the entire 
Navy Department if it took charge of the revenue marine. 
It was once attempted many years ago to utilize naval officers unemployed 


by attaching them to the revenue vessels as commanding and watch officers, 
but the scheme ended disastrously. 


And yet that is precisely what is proposed in this measure. 


The officers, unaccustomed to perform the duties of detectives, failed to give 
satisfaction, the Navy made itself unpopular with all classes of people, and the 


project of economizing by connecting the revenue marine with the Navy was 
abandoned, 


There is the trial already made, an utter failure, and yet at the per- 
sonal importunity and solicitation of these revenue officers the Senate 
is called upon to make another experiment and transfer the revenue 
marine to the Navy, when the trial has already been made and proved 
a disastrous failure. Not only has it been tried here, but elsewhere. 
Admiral Porter says: 


The British Government tried to connect their revenue marine with their 
navy, and failing as badly as we did, abandoned the plan. 

England has tried it and failed; the United States once tried it and 
failed; and yet by the personal solicitations and importunities of these 
officers who are to be the beneficiaries of this legislation the Senate is 
to be dragooned into passing this bill into a law, when it has already 
been Gemonstrated to bea failure. I read further from Admiral Porter: 


_ The revenue marine is strictly a Treasury organization, and so closely iden- 
tified with that Department that it would be impossible to place it under other 
control without destroying its usefulness. It would be a great care to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy and impose heavy responsibilities upon him to have charge 
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of the revenue marine, while it would not least use to the Navy rhe 
| vessels of the revenue are unfit for naval purposes, and the revenue officersare 
| in no wise suited for the duties of naval oilicers vey are better adapted 
to the service on which they are engaged than any nava licers I know of. I 
am, therefore, of opinion that the revenue ar i remain under its 
present direction, from which it could not probably be dissevered without great 


injury to the public service. 


This is Admiral David D. Porter. I have now shown what he said 
and of the truthfulness of his statements there can be noquestion. His 
is a deliberate judgment, formed after having a thorough knowledge of 
the Navy in all its branches and of the disastrous tailure when the 
effort was made before by the United States and of the disastrous fail- 
| ure England met when she transferred her revenue marine tothe navy; 
and he says emphatically it is not tor the interest of the public service 
and would be injurious to the Navy and to the revenue marine. 

But, Mr. President, this is not all. There are other reasons than 
those given by Admiral Porter why this bill should not pass. Hereto- 
fore most of the applications for the transfer of the revenue marine 
have been made by the aggressive officers of the Navy, who, like the 


At 
distinguished Senator from New Hampshire, want to magnify and ex- 
tend the power and influence of the naval officers until it covers every- 
thing upon the land and upon the ocean, upon the seas and upon the 
rivers and upon the bays 


During the period from about 1521 to 1832 officers of the Navy wet 
for duty on some of the revenue-cutters This practice was discontinued by 
the following circular letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 17, 1832 
| ‘Experience having shown that the employment of officers of the Navy in 
the revenue-cutter service is liable to objettion, it is deemed proper to discon- 
tinue the practice and in future to keep the two services 


listinct and separate, 
In pursuance of this arrangement, and with the approbation of the Se« 
tary of the Navy, all officers of the Navy now employed in the revenue-~ 
service will cease to be employed after the 30th of April next 

‘And the President has directed that the commissions now held by st 
cers in the cutter service be revoked, the revoca 


} * With a view to greater efficiency in the cut 


itt 


ch offi- 





ontota 
rvice in future vacancies w 

| be filled by promotion from among the officers in that service, when that shall 
be found preferable to other appointments, havi 

as seniority. 


ke effect after that day 








x aregard to fitness as well 


LOUIS McLANE, 


y of the Treasu 


Here is a demonstrated failure of the Navy in charge actively of the 
revenue marine. That was from 1821 to 1432 Now, we come down 
to 1843, and in 1843, on February 2, the Senate unanimously adopted 
this resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of abolishing the system of revenue cutters 
part of the Navy of the United States in that service. 






and of employinga 


And in response to that resolution Senator Huntingdon, of Connecti- 

cut, madea report, dated February 14, 1543, against the proposed change, 
The revenue-cutter service 
Says Mr. Huntingdon— 

was origin 


illy established “for the better securing of the collection of the du- 


ties imposed on goods, wares, and merchandise imported intothe United State Ss, 
and on the tonnage of ships and vessels rhe protection of the revenue was 
the principal object which Congress had in view in authorizing the cutters to 


be built, and in promoting this object they have been principally employed. 
Their officers are declared by law to be officers of the customs, and are su 
to the orders of the Treasury Department, carried into effect through the col- 
lectors or other officers of the customs Phe duties required of those who have 
the command of these vessels are such as belong almost exclusively to the en- 
forcement of the revenue laws, Hence,it seems to be peculiarly appropriate 
that those employed in this service should be under the direction and control 
of the officers who are charged with the execution of the laws relating to cus- 
toms. This was the leading feature of the policy which led to the establish- 
ment of this branch of the public service. It has stood the test of time and ex- 
perience and has worked well. To abandon it to try a new experiment would 
be, at best, hazardous, and is not called for by any exigency known to the com- 
mittee. 

To substitute officers and vessels of the Navy for the performance of the duties 
now discharged by means of the revenue-cutters, and which are peculiar to 
such service and have no connection with naval duties, is not demanded by 
reason of any defects inthe existing system, nor any principle of true economy, 
nor any advantage it possesses overthe presentarrangement. So far from this, 
the committee are satisfied that sound policy requires that the revenue service 
and the naval service should be kept distinct, that the o‘licers of the cutters 
should eontinue to be officers of the customs, responsible as such, confined to 
their appropriate duties, and under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, who is charged with the aaministration of the laws relating to customs 
By this arrangement the cutters can have their stations assigued them where 
they will be most useful, and which can be changed from time to time, as the 
public service requires, and without delay. They will be under the constant 
supervision of the collector, who, itis reasonable to presume from the nature of 
his official duties, will be able to give orders more promptly than any othe 


ject 






person; their officers being civil officers will have » connection with the 
Navy, which is a distinct branch of the public service, and whose officers are 
subject to different regulations, and whose duties are more appropriate to the 


service in which they are engaged. 
If the Navy were to be employed in the place of the cutters, it must b 


it m e under 
the direction of the Navy Department so far as venue service is con- 
cerned, or but little, if any, practical good would follow from its employment 
in this service. It is not believed to be expedient to createa new commanding 
officer inthe Navy for this purpose, The committee would enlarge upon the 
general subject submitted to them, but they deem it unnecessary, inasmuch as 


they concur in the views of the Secretary of the Treasury in his letter to them, 
which they annex to this report, and in which the objections to the proposed 
change in the existing laws are concisely yet fully stated They rec 
therefore, the adoption of the following 
Resolved, That it is not expedient to abolish the system of revenue-cutters 
| and to employ a part of the Navy of the United States in that service. 
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The resolution was adopted. Now here is a letter of the Secretary 

of the Treasury of February 9, 1843, Secretary Walter Forward: 
Treasury DerartMEnNtT, February 9, 1543. 

Sin: | have the honor to aeknowledge the receipt of your communication of 
ihe 2d instant, accompanied by a resolution of the Senate, directing the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to inquire into the expediency of abolishing the system of 
revenue-cutters aud of employing a part of the Navy of the United States in that 
service, and requesting the opinion of the Department upon the subject, 

Concurring in the justness of your remark that a caretul examination is due 
to a measure looking to so material a change in the revenue system as that 
proposed in the resolution, I have accordingly bestowed upon it such careful 
examination and reflection as the pressure on my time oul attention to other 
official business would permit, and | now have the honor to submit to the com- 
mittee the following views on the subject under consideration 

There would seem to be a manifest propriety as required by the existing sys- 
tem in placing under the exclusive charge of the head of the Treasury the 
means of eniorcing all laws appertaining to the security and collection of the 
revenue, together with the power to direct and control all officers employed in 
that branch of the public service, 

The resolution contemplates the abolishment of the present revenue-cutter 
system and employing in lieu of it a part of the Navy of the United States. By 
this arrangement officers detailed on this service would be subject for any mis- 


conduct or neglect of duty to the code of laws e-tabiished for the government 
of the Navy. This, it is believed, would occasion vexations and difficulties 
calculated to embarrass the operations of this Department in carrying into 
effect with proper energy the legal means placed in its hands for the security 
and protection of the revenu tesides, without intending any disparagement 


of the officers of the Navy, it is not believed that the habits and discipline of 
that meritorious are calculated to suit the character of the service 
to which it is proposed to assign them, especially when they must be subject to 
the orders and directions of the collectors of the customs, as provided by the 
ninety nof the act of March 2, 1799, which subjection is deemed 
highly essential both for the efficiency of the duties to be discharged and the 
urity of the interests of the revenue. 

The correctness of this impression has already been partially tested by the ex- 
perience of the Department in the employment, some years back, o! naval offi- 
cers in the cutter service, which after a short while it was found necessary to 
discontinue, in « of the difficulties and objections which occurred in 
the pra operations of Lhe measure. 

Phe officers at present attached to the cutter service are believed generally to 
rithful and vigilantin the discharge of their duties, and under 

rge established by law and regulations it is thought that the 

revenue is better protected and violations of revenue laws more effectually 

guarded against than would probably be the case under the new system pro- 

posed 
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going reasons I am decidedly of the opinion that it would not be 


exercise of sound policy to adopt the measure contemplated by the resolution. 
Respectiully yours 
W. FORWARD, Secretary. 
Hion. J. W. HuntTinepoy, 


Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 
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Mr. President, we come down to 1859. On the 2lst of Jan- 


1859, the Senate adopted this resolution: 

Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Navy be directed to inform the Senate 
whetber, in his opinion, it would be expedient to transfer the revenue-cutter 
service from the Treasurytothe Navy Department, and in what manner that 
transfer can be made so as to perform most effectually the service required of it 
and contribute at the same time to our coast defense. 


Sow 


uary, 


February 7, 1859, a report of the Secretary of the Navy, made in 
compliance with the above resolution, was laid before the Seuate and 
referred to its Committee on Naval Affairs. This report, with its in- 
closure, was not printed. It was pot wanted by those who were seek- 
ing the transfer. Here it is, however: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 7, 1859. 


Sin: [have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the resolution of the 
Senate of the 2ist ultimo, directing the Secretary of the Navy to inform the Sen- 
ate ‘* whether, in his opinion, it would be expedient to transer the revenue-cut- 
ter service from the Treasury to the Navy Department, and in what manner 
that transfer can be made so as to perform most effectually the service required 
of it, and to contribute at the same time to our coast defense. 

For the purpose of obtaining the views of naval officers of experience upon 
the points of the resolution, it was referred to the heads of the Bureaus of Yards 
and Docks and Ordnance and Hydrography for a report, a copy of which is re- 
spectfully transmitted. 

1 concur generally in their views,and am of opinion that the transfer sug- 
gested would be inexpedient. 

lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ISAAC TOUCEY. 

Hon. Joun C. BRECKINRIDGE, 

Vice-President of the United States and President of the Senate. 


Here is the report of Joseph Smith, Chief of Bureau of Yards and 
Doeks, and D. N. Ingraham, Chief of Bureau of Ordnance and Hydrog- 
raphy, dated January 24, 1859: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, January 24, 1859. 

Sir: We have the honor to acknowledge the reference of the resolution of 
the Senate in regard to the expediency of transferring the revenue-cutter service 
from the Treasury to the Navy Department, and we beg leave respectfully to re- 
port as follows: 

The undersigned have considered the three points of the resolution and are 
of opinion 

1. That the transfer is of very doubtful expediency, because if transferred to 
the Navy difficulties might arise in arranging a joint jurisdiction. The service 
necessarily would be under naval lawsand regulations, but forall revenue pur- 
poses controlled by the Treasury Department for the proper protection of the 
customs. 

2. Should a transfer be made and the present revenue system be abolished, 
the vessels would be placed under the command of naval officers and subject to 
the laws and rwies which govern the Navy. If, however, the revenue oflicers be 
retained, the subject of assimilating rank in the two services would be an em- 
barrassing one, and, indeed, it would be almost impossible to arrange this del- 
icate question, as the grades and rank are dissimilar, and mightoperate unjustly 
and oppressively to the officers of one or the other branch of the service. 

3. The revenue vesse of small size, say from 80 to 180 tons, mounting 
only g@uns of light caliber, and it can not be expected, therefore, that they can 
render very efficient service in coast or harbor defense; yet we are of opinion 
that if these vessels were manned, furnished, equipped, and governed by naval 
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officers, they would be rendered more effective for coast defense than as now 
constituted. And we are further of opinion that the element of stearn is indis- 
pensable to the greater efficiency of revenue vessels on the seacoast. 
Very respectfully, 
JOS. SMITH, 
Chief of Bureau of Yards and Docks, 
D. N. INGRAHAM, 
Chief of Bureau of Ordnance and Hydrography. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAvy. 


I holdin my hand a report which was made January 27, 1883, practi- 
cally in response to the wonderful report of the then aggressive Secre- 
tary of the Navy when he was reaching out every arm of his naval 
power to dragin under his jurisdiction the United States Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, the revenue-marine service, the Light-House Sery- 
ice, the Life-Saving Service, the steam-boat inspection service, and 
the merchant marine, and even the Marine-Hospital Service. These 
seven branches of tie Treasury were all to be brought in under the 
Navy, and here is the report made by the chief of the revenue marine 
division in response practically to that report. Secretary Chandler 
had had his views printed in his annual report for 1882. This was 
made on January 27, 1883. I will read some extracts from this report: 

ORGANIZATION AND PURPOSE OF THE REVENUE MARINE, 

The revenue-cutter service wasestablished by act of Congress of 1790. (Vol- 
ume 1, United States Statutes, page 175.) Its conception and general plan were 
the work of Alexander Hamilton, who, in organizing the system of finance and 
aes for the country, deemed the revenue-cutters an essential part of the 
scheme. 

Mr, SPOONER. 
in the Navy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not naval officers, I beg your pardon. He never 
recommended that the revenue-cutter service should be under the 
Navy Department. He recommended simply that the officers should 
have commissions. I continue the reading of the report of the chief 
of the revenue-marine division made in 1883: 


The plan of the service as originally devised has never been materially 
changed, but the service has been augmented from time totime withthe growth 
of the country in territory and population, and its duties have been increased 
in scope and number with the natural development of the commercial and mar- 
itime interests whose protection was the object of its origin. 

It has been made by law a partof the available naval force of the Government 
in time of war (act of March 2, 1799) and several acts have been passed to add to 
its efficiency. The discipline and management of the service have also been 
much improved in recent years. 

Under the existing organization the collectors of customs, who are charged 
with the immediate work of collecting the revenue, have general charge of the 
cutters and can direct them in the performance of any duty involving the pro- 
tection of the revenue. 

The service embraces not on!y the protection of the revenue derived from 
imposts on imported goods, but that derivable from all other sources upon the 
waters, It has also been extended to include the protection of our national 
timber reserves against depredations, and our mercantile shipping against the 
perils of the sea. 

While the collectors of customs have supervision of the individual cutters, as 
described, the Secretary of the Treasury is charged with the immediate con- 
trol and management of the service, as well as the stationing of the vessels and 
officers. The present arrangement exists without confusion or diseord and 
with great public advantage, the cutters fulfilling with entire satisfaction the 
objects of their creation. No complaints of their lack of usefulness or adapt- 
ability to their duties are received; no allegations of incompetency or general 
unfitness. On thecontrary, the testimony totheir efficiency and value is almost 
universal, both from customs officers and the owners and masters of vessels en- 
gaged in conducting the floating commerce of the country. At ene period only 
of the history of the service have unharmonious relations arisen between the 
customs officersand those in charge of revenue vessels. 


Now, mark you— 


This was during the period when officers of the Navy were detailed to com- 
mand revenue-cutters, beginning about the year 1821 and ending in 1832; and 
it was on account of the complications springing out of this relation that the 
practice was abandoned in the year last named, 


He recommended that the officers be commissioned 


After having been tried for over ten years. I will not read all ot 


this, but only asmall portion of it. 

In regard to the cost, 1 have not had time to ascertain the cost of the 
revenue-marine service of recent years, but I have before me a table 
showing the expenses on account of the revenue-marine service for a 
series of years ending June 30, 1882, showing that an immense amount 
of work had been effected without an increase in the cost of the service. 

The service in 1868 cost $1,293,661.67; in 1875, $897,899.56, and in 
1882, $846,423.34. In other words, the expenditures of the revenue- 
marine service were reduced from $1,293,000 in 1868 to $846,000 in 
1882. It has been economized; nearly a 50 per cent. reduction. 

The greater number of the revenue-marine vesse!s have been constructed 
upon specifications prepared under the particular direction of the present man- 
agement and under the immediate supervision of the officers of the corps. 


They have been devised with special reference to the wants of the several sta- 
tions and the character of the waters to be covered in their cruising. 


Now, in regard to the incompetency of the naval officers for the dis- 
charge of the revenue-marine duties: 


A knowledge of customs laws, of the navigation laws, and numerous other 
statutory provisions bearing upon the duties confided to the service, as well as 
a familiarity with the regulations and decisions affecting the varied maritime 
interests of the country, are essential to the skilled revenne officer. Such 
knowledge is not the acquisition of two or three years, but requires a long 
period of application and experience. The officers of the revenue-cutters give 
their whole lives, not only to the business of perfecting their professioua! 
knowledge, but in familiarizing themselves with the multifarious and delicate 
questions found in the laws whose enforcement is committed to the revenue 
marine. 

A giance at the numerous duties of revenue vessels indicates the wide scope 
of information necessary to revenue-marine officers. 
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I will read further: 
RADICAL IMPROPRIETY OF THE TRANSFER 

It thus appears that the revenue-marine service is now, and has been fora 
most a century, an important and essential part of the customs service ; that 
as at present organized and conducted it is harmonious in its relations to t 
customs service and other interests committed to its care; that it is efficient 
the performance of its work and has attained the maximumof usefulness; that 
itis economical in the cost of maintenance; that its vessels are well adapted to 
the needs of the service, and in good condition and properly equipped ; thatits 
officers are properly qualified for their duties, and perform them satisfactorily. 

Congress ought not, under these conditions, to change the status of this service 
without grave and important reasons. Nevertheless, it is proposed to break up 
the present system and make a startling and radical change inthe service by 
transferring it as a whole to another Department of the Governmen 

From the facts stated it could searcely be hope i that the change would 
the revenue marine or add to its elliciency In any respect We ca 
only to the reasons given by the Secretary of the Nav; It is for th 
the Navy that the change is sought. 





Then it was opposed, as I understand, by the revenue-marine offic 
The Navy wanted to grasp them in, but they had not seen all the da 
zling beauties of retirement and of three-fourths pay. 

By the way, Mr. President, that brings me to another one of th 
reasons why these officers are so anxious now to have this s 
transferred. I hold in my hand a letter from a citizen of Penns: 
vania dated July 26, 1890, referring to the discussion heretofore had, 
which he says: 





Are you aware that the officers of the revenue marine have already made up 
a list showing when each and every one will be retired? One of their engi 
neers the other week told me that in about a half dozen more years he would 
be on the retired-list drawing two-thirds of $2,500 per annum, and that he was 
good for twenty years’ life afterwards. 

This shows the personal ambition in this matter, the personal bene- 
fits to be derived from it—an officer boasting that in a short time he 
will be upon the retired-list drawing two-thirds of $2,560 per year and 
is good to live twenty years afterwards; a bonanza, a real bonanza that 
these officers bave discovered, and they propose to sacrifice the inter 
ests of the revenue of the Government in order to gratify their personal 
ambition and their pecuniary gain! 

Mr. President, let us go a little further— 

Our peop] 

Says this officer, and I call attention to this— 


Our people, in that impatience of aristocratic rule which is their « 


e1 
istic, have always shown a strong dislike to giving the military predomina 
in time of peace. Even during the period of domestic war the suspension of 


the writ of habeas corpus was one of the last acts prior to the striking down by 
force of arms of the civil tribunals, while one of the first steps in rehabilitating 
a commonwealth was the re-establishment of the civil courts in order that the 
government might be exercised through the legitimate civil channels. 

That Americans detest the bayonet, except as a means of national defense 
needs no assertion. In organizing a force to protect the revenue, special care 
was taken by the founders of the Government to avoid offeuse to this sent 
ment. The revenue-marine officers— 


This is a report of a bureau chief in the Treasury Department in 
1883— 


were made officers of the customs, and while subjected necessarily to militar) 
discipline an: training aboard ship, discharged alltheir functions in entire su 
ordination to the eivil branch. They have been regarded asa national con 
stabulary rather than as a naval force. Atthe same time, Congress, as if to 
show more conclusively its intention that the cutter system should always re 
main attached to the civil establishment, by the act of 1799 provided for the 
only exigency in which it need be avaiied of as a part of the naval force, giving 
the President authority to cause its vessels to co-operate with the Navy when 
their services should be necessary. 
Navy. Failure to do so at that time argues the purpose of Congress to retain 
it forever as a part of the civil force, 

History shows that no change in existing law is necessary to enable the rev- 
enue marine to be used for the national defense if demanded. 
participated.in every war with signal publicadvantage. Its officers havealways 
acquitted themselves well in such service. They have not failed in their duty 
Nothing in their performances has indicated that a transfer to the Navy would 
make the service more effective in such emergency. 

The people have always jealously guarded the civil functions from the en- 
¢croachments of the military power, and have shown a desire to restrict the 
Army and Navy in times of peace to the most limited numbers compatible with 
the manning of the forts, the defense of the frontier, and the protection of our 
flag in foreign watera, Any attempt to induct the Army and Navy into the civi! 
offices has been met and promptly restrained by adverse public sentiment. 


Its vessels have 


I call the attention of Democratic Senators to this report from a Re- 
publican official in behalf of civil government as opposed to military 
and naval government: 


The present system has been maintained for nearly a hundred years, whether 
in peace orin war, in prosperity or calamity to the country, and has stood the 
test well; but it is now proposed by the pending bill to throw away the experi- 
ence of years and enter upon the field of experiment. Hereafter the Secretary 
of the Treasury, when desiring to hunt down the smuggler or check any infrac- 
tion of laws whose execution falls under the Treasury Department, must cal] 
upon the naval force of the United States. ; ; ; 

_True, the bill provides that the vessels of the revenue-marine corps of the 
Navy shall, upon requisition of the Secretary of the Treasury, be assigned f 
the protection of the revenue, but certainly his authority over the corps would 
be secondary to that of the Secretary of the Navy. He would have no cont: 
over the discipline of the corps; he conld notchange the stations or contro! the 
movements generally of the vessels; he could not even select officers { 
service or particular duties without an appeal to the Navy Depart: 
should thus have the anomaly of the Department charged with th« 
of the revenue having no real contro! over the force for protecting 
Department charged with protecting the revenue having no band in 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Certair 
Mr. SPOONER I took the liber a moments ago of inter- 


rupting the Senator from Missouri when he was on that portion of his 
Alexander Hamilton recommended that 
the officers of the revenue marine be commissioned in the Navy as 
officers of the Navy, and I understood the Senator to deny that. | 
have before me the report, under date of April 2 


Spee ch, by the statement that 


2, 1790, in which the 
Secretary of the Treasury, Alexander Hamilton, recommending; 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I go further: 


Aside from the question of economy or other administrative reasons before 
referred to, there is another quite important one for withholding from naval 
officers the delicate duty of protecting the revenue. Notwithstanding the pro- 
vision of law (section 1624, United States Revised Statutes) that ‘‘no person 
connected with the Navy shall under any pretense import in a public vessel 
any article which is liable tothe payment of duty,”’ from time immemorial one 
of the most difficult kinds of smuggling against which the vigilance of the cus- 
toms officers has been directed is the introduction of dutiable goods in the 
baggage of naval officers returning upon vessels of the Navy from foreign sta- 
tions. 

While stringent regulations are maintained and enforced against the smug- 
gling of merchandise by passengers of the general public arriving at our ports 
from abroad, not only their baggage but even their persons being subject to 
search by the inspectors, no certain means exists of reaching the personal bag- 
gage of the naval officers returning by theirown ships. No oath or certificate 
is required of them that they have not in their effects dutiable goods in fraud 
of the customs revenue. 

Enjoying such immunity, there is no check or restraint upon them beyond 
that imposed by a sensitive conscience. Statesmen, judges, tradesmen, and 
others of the general public are not exempted from the search, but naval officers 
may escape it. A casual inquiry into the subject, covering only the period of 
five years, beginning with 1878 and ending with December, 1882, shows that five 
naval vessels returning from foreign stations within that period have been used 
by naval officers in violation of section 1624 of the statutes as transports for the 
importation of merchandise, and that the attempt was made to land such mer- 
chandise without the payment of the duties prescribed by law. 

Mr. BUTLER. What are you reading from? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam reading from the report of the chief of the 
revenue marine, made to the Secretary of the Treasury in 1883: 

The value of goods (appraised by the naval officers themselves at a nominal 
price in many cases) thus unlawfully imported and landed is over $7,000. The 
number of officers of the Navy directly concerned in this business was over 
fifty. Forty-two packages were seized at the express office where they were 
being shipped beyond the reach of customs officers. Some of these packages 
were addreased to naval officers, others to families of naval officers, and others 
still to private citizens. One package containing two hundred and eighty-eight 
pairs of kid gloves was addressed to a merchant in New York City. In this 
connection must be noted the remarkable fact that these scandalous infractions 
of law and the naval regulations seem not to have been visited with discipline. 


So far from the proposed change being in the interest of economy, I 
think the testimony shows the reverse to be true; and if we are to trans- 
ier everything connected with the ocean to the Secretary of the Navy 
and to the Navy Department—and I think this is only the first step in 
the programme so distinctly laid down by the distinguished Senator 
from New Hampshire—then under the Navy Department must be 
brought the revenue-marine service, then the United States Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, then the Life-Saving Service, then the Light-House 
Service, then the steam-boat inspection service, then the United States 
Marine Hospital Service, and last, but not least, the merchant marine 
of the United States; and this is distinctly outlined in Secretary Chand- 
ler’s reports, as I have shown. 

Why not? If the reasons given in behalf of this bill are true they 
are just as applicable to the other branches as they are to this. If 
this is to be the policy of the Government, why shall we not econo- 
mize—as this is claimed to be economy—in other directions? If we 
utilize the Navy to control, absorb, and wipe out all civil administra- 
tion upon the ocean, the seas, the lakes, the rivers, and the harbors, 
why shall we not utilize the Army upon the land aswell? Why does 
not the same principle apply? If we are to have the collection of 
the millions upon millions and hundreds of millions of customs rev- 
enues in the hands of naval officers, why not have the collection of the 
internal revenue in the hands of Army officers? Why not take an 
Army officer and make him, by virtue of his office, a collector of a col- 
lection district and have lieutenants and sergeants and deputies under 
him ? 

Internal-revenue officers have had to fight moonshiners occasionally, 
many of them, and some of them have been killed from time to time. 
They have to call on the posse comitatus to go with them, and some- 
times they have had absolutely to call out a military force. Now, if 
the Navy is to have the management of the customs collection, why 
shall not the Army have the management of the collection of internal 
revenue? The same principle applies. You can carry it further. 
Why shall they not have the execution of the process of the United 
States courts instead of our United States marshals and district at- 
torneys? Would they not be in splendid condition for it ? 

Just think of it, Mr. President. Here the marshal, instead of hav- 
ing to disturb the citizens by calling upon the posse comitatus to serve 
the process of the United States, could order out a platoon, or a com- 
pany, or a battalion of soldiers to execute the process. This would be 
what you propose in the Navy. If anybody is to bearrested for a vio- 
lation of the civil laws in regard to the customs, naval officers and the 
Navy are to be called upon to arresthim. It is taken outof thehands 
of the civilauthorities. Now why not apply st equally to the internal 
revenue? It is a parallel branch of the sefvice, and why not on the 
same principle let the Army take charge of this matter ? 

Sut, Mr. President, the Senate is treading upon dangerous ground. 
This measure has not been brought to the attention of the tax-payers 
and voters and people of the United States. They do not favor the 
transference of our civil branches of administration either to the Army 
or the Navy. You will never get a vote of free American citizens to 
place the collection of the customs.revenues of this country in the hands 


of naval officers, nor will you get a vote to place the collection of the 
internal revenue in the hands of Army officers. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is no such proposition as that in this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Notatall. Itsays nothing about collecting cus- 
toms taxes by naval officers. : 

Mr.GRAY. The revenue-marine officers do not do that. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is no such proposition as that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Asa matter ofcourse, I am not meaning that they 
will actually handle the money, but they are to execute the law. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Everybody knows when a vessel comes into the 
port of New York these officers take charge of it until it is turned over 
to the civil officers, and they are the arm, the power, the strength of 
the collectors of customs and surveyors of the ports. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think my friend has allowed his enthusiasm to 
run away with his judgment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No enthusiasm atall. It is simply detestation 
of this proposed measure. It is not in the interest of the public serve 
ice; it is not in the interest of the Treasury Department; it is not in 
the interest of the naval service, but it is purely personal, for the gain, 
the benefit, the pecuniary advantage and aggrandizement of these 
officers, and that is the reason it is pressed here, and I say it is not 
right. 

Has the Committee on Finance of the Senate considered this bill? 
No measure before the Senate will so directly aftect the collection of 
the revenues from customs as will this measure. What committee re- 
ported this bill to the Senate, Mr. President? The Committee on 
Naval Affairs have taken jurisdiction and reported a bill which affects 
the revenues without any consultation with the Committee on Finance 
of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Committee on Naval Affairs did not take juris- 
diction. The Senate conferred the jurisdiction by referring the bill 
to us. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it 
is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which is the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize 
duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to continue the 
consideration of the bill which has been pending, in order that the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] may continue his remarks and 
that we may have an opportunity to vote on the bill. Ido not wish 
to antagonize the tariff bill, but I usk that unanimous consent may be 
thus given. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does it require unanimous consent ? 

Mr. GRAY. I move that the Senate proceed with the consideration 
of the bill now before it, and in so moving I do not desire to antag- 
onize the tariff bill, but I merely wish that this matter, which doez 
not lie within a very large scope, may be brought to a conclusion, and 
the same power which so decides can again reinstate the tariff bill, 
and I shall vote to do it with those who are in favor of it. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ihope not. Iam very sure it will take at least a 
day more to get through with the bill which has been under considera- 
tion. 

Mr. CULLOM. IfI may be allowed to say a word, I voted against 
taking up to-day the bill for the transfer of the revenue marine, but 
if we are to have a discussion every day and have a call of the roll of 
the yeas and nays every day, taking up part of the morning hour, until 
this is disposed of, I certainly think we shall save time by disposing of 
it to-day and getting it out of the way of the tariff bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould be glad if the Senator from Illinois would 
inform the Senate how he expects to get the bill out of the way, and 
whether the progress made this morning warrants him in making that 
assertion. It is preventing the consideration of any other business. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam notadvised as to the actual purposes of mem- 
bers of the Senate, but I am inclined to think there is no disposition 
to talk very much more about it. 

Mr. GRAY. IfI may interrupt the Senator from Illinois, I wish to 
say that I am in charge of this bill. I haveno other relation to it ex- 
cept this, that it was put in my charge by the committee of which I 
am a member to report to the Senate. I have already briefly, and I 
think sufficiently, explained to the Senate what I consider the merits 
of the bill, and I have no disposition to take up a single moment of the 
Senate’s time with further explanation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to ask the Senator fiom [Illinois 
whether he does not think the morning hour hereafter could be given 
to the tariff, provided this bill was out of the way. 

Mr. CULLOM. This bill is the only bill that has antagonized the 
tariff, and for two or three mornings it has antagonized it successfully 
without my vote, and the only way I see is to get the coast clear so 
that we may consider the tariff bill and consider it in earnest and pro- 
ceed with it as rapidly as possible. It has been demonstrated that this 
bill seems to have a majority that lavs aside the tariff bill whenever it 
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wants to, but if it is going to continue that programme, it seems to me 
the best course is to dispose of this bill and finish it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I agree entirely with the Senator from Illinois. I 
have personally not taken any part in the debate, but I do regard this 
as a very important measure and one which ought to have the consid- 
eration of this body. Thinking that my friend from Missouri [ Mr. 
CocKRELL] is about to conclude his remarks, it seems to me, if I may 
use a little slang, that he was going on the homestretch when the hour 
of 2 o’clock arrived. 

Mr. FRYE. There are iots more in that report that he may read 
from. 

Mr. BUTLER. I take it for granted he will not read the entire re- 
port. He is too amiable a man to inflict that upon the Senate in this 
hot weather, and therefore I hope the Senate will conclude this bill at 
once and let us get it out of the way, and then go at the tariff bill in 
earnest, for I agree with the Senator from Illinois that it is likely to 
come in at any moment and at any time, and it has been discussed now 
almost to the point where we can vote upon it. It does seem to me it 
would be a waste of time not to have final action to-day. 

Mr. DAWES. Iask permission tosay a word. It seems to me that 
this bill has been pushed with a persistency that passes all precedent, 
in the face of great measures pending in this body upon which the 
interests of the country are to such a large extent depending. If the 

-Senate will bear in mind what took place four or five days ago when 
an appropriation bill was put aside upon the assurance of the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] that all he wanted was that morning hour 
and he thought he would have the bill finished up in less than that 
time, and everything was laid aside for this bill that involves no great 
question, but only the positions of a few men, whether they shall pass 
from a service in which they have been all their lives into another. 

Mr. GRAY. My friend will allow me to suggest that it is not the 
friends of the bill who have taken up the time or made the delay. 

Mr. DAWES. The friends of the bill have done nothing but insist 
upon it before the country that it is of more importance than the tariff 
bill, the election bill, the bankruptcy bill, or any other bill pending 
here, so that every other matter must be laid aside, and now they come 
here and say that the tariff bill must be postponed, not only in the 
morning hour, but part of the remainder of the day. 

Mr. PLATT. And probably all the day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Probably for several days. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Illinois seems to think that the only 
way to reach matters of the utmost importance is for the Senate to 
stop all other business and settle the status of these men. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have voted with the Senator to take up the tariff 
bill for two mornings, but a majority of the Senate have decided that 
they would lay it aside for this bill. If we are going to have the same 
thing repeated day after day, is it notin the interest of economy of 
time that the bill should now be considered and finished ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course it is. 

Mr. DAWES. If the majority of the Senate desires to take the re- 
sponsibility of suspending legislation of the utmost importance to the 
country for the purpose of debating further this question, they will 
take it without the responsibility resting upon me, and I hope they 
will so far as the Senator froia Illinois is concerned. 

Mr. CULLOM. So it has so far. 

Mr. DAWES. And so far as I amconcerned, I have been somewhat 
criticised in severe terms for yielding an appropriation bill to give 
place to this bill upon the assurance, of course in absolute good faith, 
on the part of the Senator from Delaware, that the whole thing would 
be disposed of in less than an hour. J have no doubt the Senator 
made the statement in perfect good faith, but now it is demonstrated 
that the whole business of the country is to be suspended until this is 
got out of the way. I prefer not to have the responsibility of it on my 
shoulders. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, in reply to the criticism of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes], I wish to say that I have voted to 
take up this bill two or three times, and being a friend of the measure, 
and a friend of it from thorough investigation, too, I desire to say just 
a word, 

The friends of the measure have occupied about an hour and a half 
on this bill; the enemies of this bill, being, in my judgment, a large 
minority, have occupied all the rest of the time; and it is as evident to 
the Senate as if the purpose had been announced that the time has been 
occupied in order to prevent a vote on the measure. It only indicates 
to me what I have seen to be a necessity in the United States Senate, 
the previous question or some way to stop debate, or some way to pre- 
vent a Senator getting up here every morning for three or four morn- 
ings in succession and reading from the report of a clerk in the Treas- 
ury Department, occupying the whole time of the Senate, and then the 
friends of the measure are charged by the Senator from Massachusetts 
with being derelict in duty because they insist upon the consideration 
of this bill! ‘ : 

Now, why should not the vote be had on this? If a majority of the 
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this bill, and in the course of those speeches he read the same identical 
articles that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] has been oc- 
cupying the last two or three mornings in reading. 

I do not think the friends of this bill are entitled to be censured for 
undertaking to take it up. I think it is reasonable that a vote should 
be had upon it. The time has not been taken up by the friends of the 
measure, but has been taken up deliberately and purposely in filibuster- 
ing against it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is this debate in order? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent to reply to the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. Am I recognized ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply desire to say thatthe statements the 
Senator has made in regard to myself are without one particle of foun- 
dation. I have not consumed two or three mornings, and the R&c- 
ORD will show it, with reading what the Senator from Ohio had read. 
I have consumed the time I have in a legitimate, fair discussion of this 
infamous measure. 

I have brought up the records which were made by the Senator’s 
own Administration in opposition to the fanciful project brought out 
by the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire when he was Sec- 
retary of the Navy, and the only part that I read which was referred 
to by the Senator from Ohio was the report of the Senate committee 
in 1843 and of the Secretary of the Navy at that time. The report of 
the chief of the revenue marine, extracts from which I have read, and 
I have read but a very small portion of them, was perfectly legitimate 
and came from the head of a bureau belonging to the same political 
party with the Senator from Maine, and when he says or intimates that 
I have consumed time in filibustering he intimates that which he does 
not know anything about, for it is not true. 

Mr. MORRILL. We have used up nearly three hours of to-day’s 
session 

Mr. GRAY. Two hours. 

Mr. MORRILL. Wehave used up over two hours, as we did not 
commence until 12 o’clock to-day. Now, I hope that the friends of 
this revenue-marine measure will allow the tariff bill to be taken up. 
I must confess that I think the bill for the transfer of the revenue ma- 
rine ought to be referred, before it passes, to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think so, too. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is no question in my mind that it deeply 
concerns the collection of the revenue. As it is at the present time I 
believe that smuggling on the coast, whether on the Atlantic or the 
Pacific, is pretty nearly suppressed. There is but one point where I 
think there is much smuggling carried on, and that may be at the foot 
of Florida. If this service should be turned over to the Navy, inev- 
itably the inferior officers of the Navy will be employed upon this duty, 
that is to say, the junior officers, and I should lament the change. I 
think it will result disastrously totheGovernment. But still, whether 
that be so or not, I do hope there will be a consent on the part of all 
sides of the Senate to go on with the tariff bill. The Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEST] is ready to-take the floor, and I hope we shall 
give him an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH, I must insist upon the regular order. This ques- 
tion has been discussed now for nearly twenty minutes, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Did the Chair understand the Senator 
from Delaware to make a motion ? 

Mr. GRAY. -I moved that the Senate proceed with the consideration 
of the bill which was pending before the Senate during the morning 
hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onthe motion of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is that debatable? The Senator from Rhode Island 
took me off my feet. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator was not advised of the fact whether I 
was going to speak to the regular order or the irregular order, so that 
I think his observations were a little premature. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think they are premature ataJl. This 
debate has been proceeding out of order. I did not call for the regu- 
lar order on the Senator from South Carolina more than anybody else. 
I only asked an enforcement of the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator did not call me to order, but he called 
for the regular order, and I intended to speak to the regular order for 
all the Senator from Rhode Island knows, and I do not know that I 
have any objection to proceeding to the regular order. I did want to 
make an observation in reply to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL] in regard to this bill. However, I will forego that until some 
subsequent occasion when we sball be in a more amiable humor. I 
supposed everybody was this morning, but I find out to the contrary. 
So I retire. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 





Senate is in favor of this bill, why should they not be permitted to say | Senator from Delaware. 


so? The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] made four speeches on 
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Mr. GRAY. I call for the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded tocall | _ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 





ate, and agree to the same. 
the roll. J. N. DOLPH, 
Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the E.C. WALTHALL, 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLarr]. 4 : Managers on the part of the Senate, 
Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the L. E. PAYSON, 
; * : . JOHN F. LACEY, 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 


W.S. HOLMAN, 


Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Mcnagers on the part of the House. 


Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. In his absence, I withhold my The report was concurred in. 


vote. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], whois detained from the Sen- Mr. FAULKNER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4286) to amend 
ate hy ill-health. I understand the Senator from Montana [Mr. | the act of Febuary 12, 1889, for therelief of certain parties in the Dis- 


PoWeERr] is absent and unpaired, and therefore I transfer the pair I 
have with the Senator from Virginia to the Senator from Montana and 
will vote, the Senator from Virginia being paired with the Senator Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (8S. 4287) to authorize the Chicago, 
from Montana. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ Henderson, Bowling Green and Chattanooga Railway Company to con- 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the | struct a bridge over Green and Barren Rivers, in the Stateof Kentucky; 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BeRRy], who is unavoidably detained which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


from the Senate, but I understand if present he would vote ‘‘nay,’’ | Commerce. 
and therefore I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs]. If he were present, I should vote 
*“nay.”? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Nevada would vote 
*‘nay,’’ undoubtedly, if present. 

Mr. VANCE. If so, I shall take the liberty of voting, and vote 
‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. VEST. I havea general pair with the junior Senator from Kan- 
sas |Mr. PrumpB]. Ido not know how he would vote if present, and 
therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORRILL. He voted ‘‘nay’’ on the other vote. 

Mr. VEST. Then I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. | 
PuGH] but reserving on both sides the right to vote to makea quorum. Rescleed, That there be printed for Ghe use of the Senate 3,608-enntes-of the 
I understand that the Senator from Alabama has voted against putting | »j}| 


H. R. 11045) to amend and supplement the election laws of the United 
this transfer billin the way ol! the tariff bill, and I therefore think my- | States, and to provide for the more efficient enforcement of such laws, and for 
self at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 


other purposes, 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Committee on Printing will report 
[Mr. HiaGins]. I am told he would vote “ yea’’ if present, and there- | that promptly. All the copies of that bill are exhausted. There are 
fore I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ applications for it from time to time, and we ought to have some for 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. KENNA] | our own use. 
is detained from the Senate, and is paired with the Senator from Col- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
orado [Mr. WoLcorrT]. Committee on Printing, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the affirmative). I have just i it al ee 
been informed that during my absence this morning I was solaait by Py ew ae 


my friend the Senator from Kentucky with the Senator from Kansas Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was 
{Mr. PLums]. I theretore withdraw my vote, desiring to observe that | read: 


pair in the absence of the Senator from Kansas. Resolved, That there be printed in pamphlet form for the use of the Senate 15,000 
Mr. DOLPH. I announce my pair with the Senator from Georgia | copies of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on im 
[M r. Brown] ports, and for other purposes, as reported to the Senate from the Committee on 
oo . a 7 Finance, June 18, 1890, with the tables showing duties collected under the ex- 
The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 34; as follows: isting tariff, notes explanatory of proposed changes from present law, and esti- 
mates of the probable effect upon the revenue. 


FORT ELLIS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the House of Representatives be requested to return House bill 


849, “An act to provide for the disposal of the abandoned Fort Ellis military 
reservation under the homestead Jaw, and for other purposes.” 


ADMISSIONS TO SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform the Senate what 
rules,if any,are observed concerning the admission of ex-soldiers and sailors 
to the National Soldiers’ Home, and if such admissions are based in whole orin 


part upon the amount of pension the applicant is receiving, whether exceptions 
to it have been made, and, if so,in what cases and for what reason. 


PRINTING OF ELECTION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I present a resolution and ask that it be read, 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 
The resolution was read,as follows: 








se a we Mr. COCKRELL. That is simply a resolution to have this docu- 
— Calla jaaptem, een ment printed in document form so that it can be utilized, and for which 
Call, E Faulkner, McPherson, . there are so many applications throughout the country. 
Vameron, Gray. Reagan, Mr. CULLOM. It is not proposed to have it printed on as large a 
‘ NAYS—34, scale as heretofore. : 
Alariel aces eifachell ascii Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no, not on such a scale as that, but the or- 
Allen, Frye, ’ Moody. Sawver, dinary document size. 
Allison, Gorman, Morgan, Sherman, Mr. CULLOM. It is too cumbersome the way it is. 
a wee a, Stewart, The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Cockrell, Hiscock, ~ Toann, Committee on Printing. 
Dawes, Hoar, hes Fleece, Vest. MRS. MARY M’INTOSH. 
Bémunds, ‘McMillan, ar toms Quay. Mr. PIERCE. A pension bill was passed on Saturday in which the 
\ BSENT—36 report recommended a reduction of the amount named in the bill from 
; — $50 to $30, but the bill was not amended. I was absent from the Sen- 
Barbour, Davis, Jones of Nevada, Squire, ate and the bill passed as originally introduced, while the report was 
a" alo = Peckucttes to reduce the amount as I have state'. I ask that the vote by which 
Blodgett, Farwell, Paddock, — Turpie, 7 the bill was passed may be reconsidere |, and when that motion is agreed 
Brown, en —— vqesnens, to I shall ask to have the bill amended and passed in the form n which 
Sutle tibso > ‘ s , i 
—. on Wie ows, | it was reported from the committee. 
Colquitt, Higgins, Pugh, Wilson of Md. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The titl» of the bill, will be stated. 
Daniel, Ingalls, ‘Ransom, Wolcott. The Secrerary. A bill (S. 3957) granting an increase of pension 
e — “ t eannas to Mrs. Mary MeIntosh. 
ee ee The VICE-PRESIDENT. The votes by which the bill was ordered 
CHRISTOPHER C. ANDREWS. to be engrossed for a third reading and passed will be reconsidered if 
Mr. DOLPII submitted the following report: there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and the bill is betore the 
Senate and open to amendment. 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on Mr. PIERCE. Inow move to amend the bill bystriking out “‘fifty”’ 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1452) for the relief of Christopher 


, . inserting ‘‘ thirty.’’ 
©. Andrews, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- and inserting . enw ree : 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
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The SecrETARY. Inline 7, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ it is proposed 
to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of $17 now received by Mrs. Mary 
MeIntosh, widow of First Lieut. Donald McIntosh, Seventh Cavalry, United 


States Army, to $30 per month during her natural lifetime, to take effect from 
and after the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. SHOWALTER. 
Mr. PADDOCK submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference onthe disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1741) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Showalter, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the House amendment to 
said bill, and agree to the same. 

A. 8S. PADDOCK, 

G. C. MOODY, 

CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


E. N. MORRILL, 

8s. 8S. YODER, 

JNO. G. SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. COCKRELL. What was the difference between the Senate and 
the House? 

Mr. PADDOCK. ‘The House reduced the pension from $72 to $40. 
The Senate conferees accept the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I ask for the adoption of the report. 

The report was concurred in. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the advocates of high tariff taxation are 
confronted with a great peril. For years the farmers have been told 
that the home market was all they needed, and that the foreign mar- 
ket was a bagatellealmost worthless, Magazine articles from Senators 
and Representatives, the subsidized literature of the manufacturers’ 
press, with Columbian eloquence by orators of all sizes from Mr. Blaine 
to the ranting ward howler, have been reiterating that the home mar- 
ket was all-sufficient and the farmer should look to that alone. 

A great change has come. The depression in agricultural interests 
and the emphatic demands of the farmers for something besides lying 
statistics and frothy declamation have caused President Harrison and 
Mr. Blaine to urge upon Congress legislation for subsidies to ‘steam- 
ships and reciprocity treaties with the South American states in order 
to obtain a foreign market for American products. We hear very little 
now of the home market, but a great deal of the South American mar- 
ket and the raseally devices by which England has robbed us of that 
valuable trade, which now goes by our doors to the English ports. 

Mr. Blaine urges Congress to subsidize steam-ships for postal and 
commercial purposes to South America, but he admits that something 
is necessary besides mail communication and transportation for mer- 
chandise, and he therefore surrenders the policy of protection and a 
home market by advocating treaties with the South American states 
upon the give-and-take plan called in diplomacy by the high-sounding 
name of reciprocity. Hedeprecates the puttingraw sugar on the free- 
list or increasing the duties on wool, and suggests that the sugar and 
wool duties should be utilized to secure free trade with the South 
American states interested in those products. At last the protection- 
ists have been driven from their pretentious humbug about the home 
market, and are forced to adopt the principle of free commercial inter- 
course which they have so long opposed and derided. 

We hear no more of that eloquent prayer by Henry C. Carey, of Phila- 
deiphia, who was to the high-tariff party of the United States what 
Mohammed wasto Islam, ‘‘that the Atlantic might become an ocean of 
fire over which no ship could pass.’’ We hear nothing of Senator Frye’s 
speech at the Home Market Boston Club on October 24, 1888, when he 
declared that he wanted to see duties increased so that no manufact- 
ures of silk or wool, or iron and steel could be imported into this 
country. On the other hand, that Senator now urges the paying enor- 
mous subsidies to steam and sailing vessels in order to secure trade 
with foreign countries. 

In this connection, Mr. President, because the discussion is now 
rife throughout the country as to reciprocity with the South American 
states, I desire to call attention to the last pronunciamienio from the 
high-tariff organ of the United States, the American Economist, in its 
issue of July 18, 1890, in regard to this last project of Mr. Blaine. 

It seems that the Secretary of State has written another letter to the 
Senator from Maine, in which he explains his first declaration as to 
reciprocity; and the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] has seen 
proper to explain the meaning of the Secretary of State as to this new 
idea on the part of our protection friends. The article from the Sena- 
tor from Maine (Mr. HALE] goes on to state that reciprocity must ob- 











tain alone with South America. That Senator and Mr. Blaine fully 
recognize the fact that if reciprocity is to obtain with all the coun- 
tries of the world, that means {free trade pureand simple, because it is 


a mere question of commercial barter as to what we shall give and they , 


shall take, and the principle of reciprocity is the principle of free trade. 

To escape that conclusion, which is deadly to the present position of 
the Republican party in the United States, the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] goes on to confine the meaning of the Secretary of 8 ate to 
South America, and states that the Soutn American commonwealths 
or states will take from us our agricultural products and give us in re- 
turn their semi-tropical products, but that England is our great rival, 
and reciprocity can not obtain with England for the reason that her 
manufactured goods will come in direct competition with the mantu- 
factured goods of the United States. 

Mr. President, nearly three-fourths of the exports of agricultural 
products from this country go to Great Britain, and I propose to show 
from the Economist, the highest authority in the Republican party in 
the shape of a journal in this country, that the South American states, 
instead of being in a condition for reciprocity, are to-day becoming our 
great rivals in the agricultural products necessary to human life. 


THE PROPOSED TRADE WITH SOUTH AMERICA, 
We extract— 

Says the Economist— 

The following from an article by Van Buren Denslow in the last Frank Les 
lie’s Illustrated Newspaper: 

‘Is it true, as asserted by an attaché of the State Department on behalf of 
Mr. Blaine, that by ‘ trading’ the ‘duties on sugar and on carpet wools’ for a 
special discriminative rate of duty on our exports, lower than is given to any 
other nation, we could obtain ‘a market for from $50,000,000 to $100,000,000 in 
breadstuffs and provisions, the flour and corn, corn-meal, bacon, hams, lard, 
and preserved mests of all kinds produced in this country, and numerous arti- 
cles of American manufacture?’ Mr. W. E. Curtis, who was appointed by Mr. 


Blaine to report on the subject, says: 
** Chili’ — 


Says Mr. Curtis— 


“*has already driven the flour of the United States off the west coast of South 
America, and now supplies Peru, Ecuador, and Bolivia, The California millers 
are also beginning to feel the competition of Chili at Panama and along the 
west coast ot Central America, and unless cheaper freights are offered from San 
Francisco southward we shall lose a large and lucrative market. 

““*The Argentine Republic was an importer of breadstuffs a few years since, 
but the agricultural development of the pampas is so rapid and extensive that 
the present product not only supplies the local demand, but furnishes an annual 
surplus, valued at $14,000,000, for export. The same is true of Uruguay, which 
has also become an exporter of wheat and flour within the last two or three 
years, and has an enormous productive capacity now being rapidly developed 
by Italian immigrants. The time is not far distant when these three countries 
will deprive the United States of the greater portion of its flour market in the 
West Indies and South America, and will enter into active competition with us 
in Europe.’ 

* Obviously, if we can sell breadstuffs to such countries, we can, with like facil- 
ity, sell them in India, Russia, and Hungary. 

“In the same report the writer enlightens us thus concerning our market in 
South America for preserved meats. He says: 

‘The same countries, Argentine, Uruguay, and Chili,are also large pro- 
ducers of sheep and cattle, and while Chili will supply the west coast with beef 
and mutton, the Argentine Republic and Uruguay will eventually have a seri- 
ous effect upon our European trade, being able, from their peculiar ad vantages, 
to underbid the beef producers of the United States anywhere in the world. 
Already refrigerator ships are sailing nearly every day from the River Plate, 
loaded with dressed beef and mutton for England and Germany, and packing 
houses are being erected on an extensive scale under an $5,000,000 subsidy from 
the Argentine Government. 

“Phe jerked beef supply of Brazil and the West Indies has long been fur- 
nished by Argentine and Uruguay, and the exportations to Europe already 
amount to millions of dollars annually. * * * The River Plate valley is 
more to be feared than India, Russia, or Australia as a competitorin breadstuffs 
and provisions. 

“* There is scarcely a spot in the River Plate country, comprising Argentine, 
Uruguay, and Paraguay, more than 500 miles distant from a navigable river, 
and our advantages in this respect would not be greater than theirs if ocean 
steamers could load at Pittsburgh, Kansas City, or St. Paul.’”’ 


Now, says the Economist, commenting upon this: 


Finally, in carrying out this programme it is necessary to believe that all 
South American treaties with other countries than the United States, guaran- 
tying to them equality “‘with the most favored nation,” are to be repealed in 
order thata special discrimination may be made in our favor. 

Did one delegate frora these states in the Pan-American Congress so much as 
ae that any such discriminating rates in favor of the United States are 

ossible? 

’ To make such a treaty would be to obliterate the precedents afforded by a 
whole century of progress, and to slide straight back into that medizvalism 
which Adam Smith condemned. The burden of the argument of the * Weaith 
of Nations” is not directed, as free-trade’s recklessly assert, against protective 
duties, but against treaties which give a lower rate of duties to one nation than 
to another. For these treaties Dr. Smith had no words of indignation ade- 


| quate to express his abhorrence. Since he wrote, and largely through the in- 


fluence of his writings, they have passed into total disuse. 

And is it now proposed that the United States shal! undertake the propaganda 
for the revival of this defunct and utterly ohsolete system of discrimination ; 
and this, too, in order that we may make the effort to sell packed meats to 
meat-packers, and breadstuffs to the exporters of grain ? 

I respectfully submit that the how! about free trade so long and per- 
sistently lifted up against the Democratic party should now subside. 
The high priests of protection are burning incense upon the altars of 
free trade with an earnest evotion characteristic of all new converts. 
They are yelling for reciprocity treaties, subsidies to steam and sailing 
vessels, Pan-American conventions at our exrense, anything to bring 
about free trade with the South American states, so as to enlarge the 
foreign market for our products. 

In the mean time something must be done to cajole once more the 
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farmers so that they will stop their senseless demands for some explana- 
tion of present conditions. These unreasonable creatures want to know 
why they are each year becoming poorer, while the protected manu- 
facturers are each year richer; why the value of farming products and 
farming lands is constantly decreasing, and the deposits in the savings- 
banks of manufacturing States and the dividends of manufacturing com- 
panies are constantly increasing. 

Somebody must answer these questions at once, and so the Superin- 
tendent of the Census, Col. Robert P. Porter, who is paid from the 
public Treasury to take the census for the present year, finds time 
amidst his arduous official duties to explain the causes of agricultural 
depression. 

COLONEL PORTER'S EXPLANATION, 

In the National Economist of April 11 is an article from Colonel 
Porter in which he states that ‘‘last year the agricultural products im- 
ported on which duty was levied aggregated $250,000, 000.”’ 

This enormous importation, according to Colonel Porter, depreciates 
the price of agricultural products in the United States and causes de- 
pression. 

The farmers of this country will be amazed to learn that the duty 
upon sugar is for their benefit and intended to exclude a competing 
product, The author of the McKinley bill claims the especial gratitude 
of the farmer for decreasing the duty on raw sugar, and thereby re- 
lieving him from payment of the larger import duty which increases 
cost to the consumer. Colonel Porter, however, claims that sugar isa 
competing agricultural product, and is an important factor in explain- 
ing the present depression of farming interests. He includes it, there- 
fore, in the following table of agricultural imports: 

a a ee Se ete ee ee ee ke $93, 000, 000 


Animals and products (except WOO))............ccsse sesscsesceseseceseesteeseners 41, 000, 000 
nn en SNE (OUNCES... » cnccvnscnietnupanuuitichwocneacate sndenysonsiniobebedieels 60, 000, 000 
I Bete eo unit eatin dennen tenet! Saeaeinabadaieae 19, 000, 000 
TE i ode oid tlie aden sieuns aelapnaeb eanaanitendesseiabs 9, 000, 000 


Tobacco-leaf.......... Me ee ee Re a 11, 000, 000 








I cain uilttcsscenuennatehcinicinee sinkineseuts : 


Mr. BUTLER. What is that ? 

Mr. VEST. That is the value of the products imported into this 
country in 1889, according to Colonel Porter’s estimate. 

This is a formidable array, and is paraded to show the farmers that 
their present distressed condition is due to the importation of compet- 
ing farm products and not to tariff taxation, which increases the cost of 
living and at the same time destroys the foreign market for their sur- 
plus crops. The remedy, therefore, according to Colonel Porter, is an 


percqubesteapesacesras becouvescenbese 233, 000, 000 


distinctly agricultural. In 1850 the imports of such products amounted to $40,- 
000,000; for the fiscal year ending in 1889 they amounted to the enormous sum 
of $356,000,000, an increase of nearly 900 per cent., while the increasein popula- 
tion during the corresponding period was considerably less than 300 per cent. 
To any reasonable man the conclusion must be obvious, namely, that in the 
line of products, with the exception of cotton, upon which our farmers chiefly 
depend, there has grown up a well-nigh ruinous competition, in which the la- 
bor of the peasant of Europe, of the miserable fellah of Egypt, and of the untort- 
unate, half-starved Indian ryot, working for pauper wages, neglecting ail the 
amenities of life in order that women and children as well as men may work in 
the fields, is pitted against that of the American farmer, 


I am sorry to be compelled to spoil this magniloquent production, 
but the peasants of Europe, the fellahs of Egypt, and the ryots of In- 
dia do not compete in this market with any of our agricultural staples. 
The report of the Treasury Department for 1889 shows that not a 
bushel of corn, wheat, rve, oats, or a pound of flour was brought here 
from India, Egypt, or any pauper-labor country. 

Some Limburger and other foreign cheese is brought from Europe, 
but it is so entirely different from our American cheese as to forbid all 
competition between the domestic and foreign article. 

The Treasury reports show no direct trade of any sort with Egypt, 
while from India sugar is imported to the value of $54,000, with flax« 
seed, bagging, burlaps, jute, potash, tin, fine woods, spices, India rubs 
ber, essential oils, catechu, gambia, gums, cotton, and indigo. These 
in all foot up $19,000,000, of which $12,000,000 has been placed, by 
the Republican party, on the free-list. The principal imports from 
India amount to $4,000,000 for jute and jute goods, $2,635,000 for tin, 
$1,000,000 for spices, and $2,432,000 for indigo. 

If there is any competition between these articles and the products 
of the American farmer, it would be well for the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to indicate where it is. 

Returning, now, to the tables of Colonel Porter and Mr. Dodge, I 
propose to analyze their statements. In the first place, no intelligent 
man will claim that imported sugar competes with the farm products 
of this country. There are a few sugar plantations in Louisiana which 
produce about one-tenth of the sugar consumed in the United States, 
but the farmers proper of the whole country are consumers, not pro- 
ducers. 

If we take from their estimates, then, the article of sugar, there is 
eliminated two-fifths of the entire so-called agricultural imports of 
these officials. 

ANIMALS AND PRODUCTS, EXCEPT WOOL. 


We imported in 1889 of dutiable animals for consumption, including 
all kinds, $3,917,031.84. 


increase of duty upon these importations, so as to exclude them from ; ant animal products we imported, of bristles, for consumption, $1,310, - 


the American market. 

It is to be hoped that the census which Colonel Porter is now taking 
will be more accurate than his statements as a protectionist. 

While I am disposing of Colonel Porter I desire to include two other 
Government officials who have also found time to use their positions 
for the purpose of preventing a reduction of tariff taxation and satis- 
fying the farmer that he is plundered for his own benefit. 

STATISTICIAN DODGE. 


In the American Economist of April 4, Mr. J. R. Dodge, statistician 
of the Agricultural Department, rushes into print to show the farmers 
why they are each year becoming poorer for the want of higher tariff 
taxation, and produces the following: 

The agricultural imports amounted for 1889 to over $348,000,000 at ports of ship- 


ment and fully $400,000,000 with freightsand commission added, These imports 
are largely food and fibers. The heavier items for 1888-’89 are as follows: 








NE PRIOR. nccnernnerapeen de han nn Seer nse nowncnnesoseenencccessosnscnene secensese $93, 297, 868 
Animals and their products (except Wo0))...........cesssess. sss 40, 419, 502 
Fibers, animal and vegetable T aahenatieatt edeaslantinhentnheveseesasthinetne ds 59, 453, 936 
IE SIS , cxccncMisuniannehektshtgul dlabbsbsvestecmiichescdvatnuminieetes etienslibtios 18,746 417 
SENET IRE GUNOP CBTCRIG...10c orn cceees poosennccctccsesnevecnnensenseneet pacepneosonacecsie . 8,971,722 
eT I OE AE A ln Rc Pi tt AES ES Ni NATE AEE DRE LAT 10, 868, 226 
MPa lededscapiiinssinenonps corensesctndieprehdyabebehuabinrnehinae 7, 706,772 
Sa keiibienatahittaleeains tite leat nieahaneuinides srounnbuetns 


.. 239, 464, 443 


It will be noticed that the table of Colonel Porter falls short of the 
$250,000,000 which he states as the aggregate of agricultural imports 
for 1888-89 only $17,000,000, whilethat of Mr. Dodge shows the sum 
of $108,536,557 out of the $348, 000,000 which he claimsto be imported, 
utterly unaccounted for. 

These little discrepancies, however, must be disregarded in the state- 
ments of overworked Government officers, whose intellects can not be 
expected to operate with entire accuracy. 

SECRETARY RUSE. 

Before analyzing the tables above given, it will be interesting to 
notice another remarkable and conclugi¥e effusion from the Secretary 
of Agriculture, which it was supposed would silence immediately all 
discontent among the farmers. 

This unique and interesting production deserves full quotation, but 
I can only give the following: 

Of all the wonderful phases 

Says Secretary Rusk— 

ef development of which the United States furnishes such striking examples, 


none is perhaps more remarkable than the wonderful increase, totally dispro- 
portionate to our increase of population, in our imports of products which are 


| 


} 





354.87; provisions, comprising meatand dairy products, for consumption, 

$1,769,592.16; making, in all, of animals and their products dutiable, 
$6,996,978.87, instead of $41,000,000 as estimated by Colonel Porter 
and $40,419,502 as estimated by Mr. Dodge. 

If we add to importation of animals and their products those im- 
ported for breeding purposes, $3,018,483, and hides, $17,433,349, both 
of which are exempt from duty under the present tariff, the imports 
would be increased $20,451,832. I assume, however, that neither Colonel 
Porter nor Mr. Dodge, anxious as they are to prejudice the farmers 
against the Democratic party, would claim that the importation of ani- 
mals for breeding purposes is injurious to domestic breeders or that the 
Democrats are responsible for hides being on the free-list. Hides are 
kept on the free-list by the pending bill, and registered animals are 
also admitted free of duty. 

It is also to be observed that in the aggregate of dairy products is 
included foreign cheese amounting to $1,132,143.28 for 1889, the larger 
portion of which does not compete with the domestic article by reason 
of the fact that it is entirely dissimilar, nothing of the kind being made 
in this country. 

FIBERS, ANIMAL AND VEGETABLE. 


Colonel Porter does not include wool in his estiinate of fibers, animal 
and vegetable, for he says: *‘ With such an array of important products 
protected, to say nothing of wool, of hops, of hay, of eggs, of vegetables 
of seeds, and of a score of minor products, is it likely the American 
farmer will give up the tariff because the free-trade shouters are loudly 
proclaiming against the iron and woolen barons ?”’ 

Without including wool he states the amount of ‘' fibers, animal and 
vegetable’? imported in 1889 at $60,000,000, while Mr. Dodge states 
the amount to be $59,453,936. 

The official list of imports for 1889 shows the total amount of flax, 
hemp, jute, and other textile grasses, including manila, sun, sisal, 
and all others, to be, of the unmanufactured articles for consumption, 
$18,467,822. Where the balance of the $60,000,000 estimated by 
Colonel Porter and Mr. Dodge can be found is a matter of conjecture. 

Of the $18, 467,822, the importation of flax for 1889, unmanufactured, 
for consumption, amounted to $2,060,664, and of hemp and its sub- 
stitutes, unmanufactured, $7,834,640. 

Colonel Porter and Mr. Dodge both knew- very well that hemp is not 
cultivated to any extent in the United States except in some parts of 
Kentucky, the whole area not exceeding 24,000 acres, and the prin- 
cipal reason for this fact is the want of compulsory labor, it being im- 
possible to secure free labor for the culture on account of the nature 
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of the work. This has been the experience of hemp-growers in Mis- 
souri, where hemp-raising has virtually disappeared. 

These gentlemen also know that flax is not cultivated, except in a 
few localities, for its fiber, but only for the seed, and the pretense that 
the importation of $2,000,000 worth prevents itsculture here is absurd. 

The other products included under the head of fibers, animal and 
vegetable, do not come in competition with any product of the Amer- 
ican farmer, and no duty upon them can help him to any extent. Raw 
silk, for instance, the importation of which for 1889 amounts to $19,- 








In fact, the Sumatra and Cuban wrappers are necessary to the Ameri- 
can manufacturer and increase the market for our own product. 
SUMMARY. 
It is found, then, that the list of imported agricultural products when 
analyzed and compared with official reports aggregates as follows, leaving 
out sugar, fruits, and foreign wine, which no more compete with the 


crops of American farmers than zebras, hippopotami, and tigers with 
American animals: 














~~ — a Animals and products (except WOO]) ............ceecccsserreeeresceeces cones eeneenens $6, 996, 978 
333,229, is included in the tables of Colonel Porter and Mr. Dodge, but | Fibers, animal and vegetable ..........ccccscesesc0 enseer soesecensvse conser serennansece 18, 467, 422 
no silk is produced by American farmers. Barley Ee SO Cisne svetacecsennstin castes ensensevviessicncctncewenseeterveneneanns 7, 858, 962 
Fie cirkes sndnessciisenittibesintmncaivcianennetiniinastngh wiianinemnntanetennnnbatlavanenitie 8, 603, 168 

FRUITS. ‘i 
The next estimate of Colonel Porter and Mr. Dodge is that of fruits, DORAL. ccrcsepecesiscaccnesoncseccecseesesie seatveesa wise Sswctsctecstuchptecesduconsescosters 41, 926, 530 


$19,000,000 and $14,746, 417. If this amount be doubled, to cover all plausible estimates, it shows 
The official list of dutiable imports for 1889 shows the value ot $83,852, 000, instead of $233, 000,000 and $239,000, 000, as stated by these 
fruits and nats for consumption to be $12,902,825, but conceding the | Government officials. P : : ; 
estimate of these officials to he correct, we would be greatly obliged It will be observed that in this estimate I have deducted nothing 
to them for an elucidation of the problem how the importation of | from the amounts of imported barley, cheese, fibers, and tobacco, al- 
Zante currants, dates, figs, lemons, grapes, bananas, oranges, limes, though, as I have shown, the importation of these articles can not really 
prunes, and foreign nuts can affect the farmers. lower the price of the American product. Allowing these servants of 
It is true that some of these fruits are raised in California and | the people, who leave their official duties to work for a high tariff, the 
Florida, but the depression in agriculture which these officials are ex- | full amount of these imports as shown by the official report, they have 


plaining is among the farmers, not the frait-growers. swollen, in their partisan zeal and rancor, $83,000,000 to $233,000, 000 
Mr. Dodge also includes in his estimate $7,706,772 of imported wines; | and $239, 000,000 ! 4 ; 
but for the reasons I have given it is ridiculous to assign the importa- Even if their figures be correct, monstrous as is the assumption, I in- 


tion of foreign wines as an explanation of agricultural depression. No | quire with great humility why the party which has controlled this 
amount of duty will give the American grape-grower immunity from | Government for twenty-five years, to which they belong and for whose 
competition with foreign wines. There are varieties of soil, climate, | Supremacy they are now producing these outrageous and fraudulent 
and frait peculiar to certain parts of France which are not found in this | estimates over their official signatures, has not excluded this enormous 
country, and while the California wines are gradually improving and | ™ass of foreign agricultural imports which has brought American agri- 
their market being aunually enlarged, connoisseurs and wine-drinkers | culture to its present condition? Why has not a tariff tax been im- 
generally demand the French wines. posed sufficient to exclude all these deadly imports from competition 

It is enough to state, however, that the farmers of the United States | ‘vith the American farmer ? Why this sudden discovery of an evil 
will be amused at the solicitude of Mr. Dodge in their behalf on the | which has existed for years? 
wine question. What they want is not the exclusion of French and Has the statisiician of the Agricultural Department, who has been 
German wines, but the opening and enlargement of foreign markets | paid by the people to examine and report upon all matters concerning 
for their surplus wheat, corn, cattle, and pork, and the decrease of tar- | 2gticultural interests, just discovered the truth? Has Colonel Porter, 
iff duties on clothing, hardware, tin, and other necessary articles ot | 4 specialist on the tariff, editor of a great newspaper devoted to protec- 
daily and incessant use by the farmer and his family. tion, and member of the fariff Commission, just awakened to a realiz- 

aetna Rhea saaatinakies ing sense of what is depressing our farming interests? 
; : F Or have party exigencies aroused them and the stern demand of the 

Colonel Porter places the value of imported barley and other cereals farmer to know the meaning of present conditions ? 
in 1889 at $9,000,000 and Mr. Dodge places the amount at $8,971,722. | Something must be done to still the rising storm and protect the tariff 
In the official report of imports for 1889 the value of breadstuffs for | which furnishes fat for ‘* blocksof five,’’ and the Superintendent of the 
consumption, including barley, bran, bread, buckwheat, corn, corn- | Census, the Secretary of Agriculture, and the statistician of that De- 
meal, maize, oats, oatmeal, rye, rye flour, wheat, and wheat flour, is | partment feel it necessary to neglect their duties in order to manu- 
placed at $7,858,962. Of this amount barlgy constitutes by far the | facture deceptive estimates to be administered as official soothing-sirup 
largest part. to the discontented farmers. 

In 1889 we exported 1,440,321 bushels of barley and imported 11,- These well fed gentlemen are mistaken. The time for soothing-sirup 
518,596 bushels. Barley is principally used for brewing, and no duty | and emollient applications is passed, and the full grown men who have 
will give the American farmer control of the market. Canadian bar- | been plundered under the pretext of a home market for years will be 
ley is from climatic reasons superior for brewing purposes to that raised | no longer satisfied with garbled ‘statistics and the purring official as- 
in the United States, and brewers are compelled to have it. surance that the farmer will be relieved by higher taxation. 

From the Oswego Times, a protection paper published in the barley- The tables of Colonel Porter and Mr. Dodge are unfair and garbled. 


growing region of New York, we quote the following, which shows the | They are made for the sole purpose of diverting the farmer from the 
relative prices of Canadian and New York barley for 1889: 


real facts in the tariff issue, and impressing him with the idea that 
Canadian barley, 62 to 774 cents per bushel. 


‘ » enormous importations of agricultural products are causing depression 
1 mined States barley, 55 to 58 cents per bushel. ‘ oo in farm staples. 
No tariff duty can possibly raise the price of barley grown in this As I have already stated, no intelligent man can be induced to be- 
counbtry. 


lieve that the importation of sugar has caused agricultural depression 
TOBACCO-LEAF, 


in this country. That item must therefore be eliminated from these 
Tobacco-leaf is last in the list of agricultural imports given by Col- | tables. 

onel Porter and Mr. Dodge, the former placing the amount imported | The importation of beef-hides and sheep-skins for consumption 

for 1889 at $11,000,000 and the latter at $10,868, 226. | amounted in 1889 to $17, 433,349, and as they are on the free-list under 
The official import list for 1889 puts the value of unmanufactured | the present law, and have been retained there after a desperate struggle, 


leaf-tobacco of all kinds for consumption at $8,603,168.59, but as I | under the influence of the New England leather manufacturers, I as- 
have already said it can not be expected that these overworked officials | sume that not even Colonel Porter and Mr. Dodge will hold the Demo- 
can be absolutely accurate, and a few millions amount to nothing | cratic party responsible for the large importation. 
whan opposing a reduction of tariff taxes. Raw silk, the importation of which in 1889 amounted to $19,333,229, 
The only tobacco we import comes from Cuba and the island of Su- | is included in the table of fibers, presented by Colonel Porter and Mr. 
matra, and is used to manufacture the higher-priced cigars. Dodge, but the American farmer deserves to be disfranchised who can 
We imported in 1889 about 18,000,000 pounds of this tobacco, and | be made to believe that the importation of raw silk has injured his 
exported during the same year 223,759,262 pounds of American to- | market for farm products. Our farmers produce nosilk. The MeKin- 
bacco. We are large exporters and also large importers for the reason | ley bill provides for a bounty of $1 on each pound of raw silk reeled 
that foreign leaf-tobacco is necessary for the manufacture of cigars de- | from the cocoon for ten years, but this is stricken oat of the Senate bill 
manded by the American trade. The American leaf can only be used | as Utopian and impracticable. The Agricultural Department has been 
as wrappers for the cheapest cigars, and it is therefore necessary toim- | experimenting for years, and has succeeded in exhibiting as a result 
port Sumatra and Cuban leaf for the better grades. some very handsome specimens of raw silk, butit is not a farm product 
The importation of Sumatra leaf-tobacco began in 1882, and that it | and these officials know it. This item therefore should be eliminated 
has not lowered the price of the domestic article is evident from the | from these tables. 
fact that in 1882 Connecticut tobacco was worth 13% cents per pound, in I call attention to the fact that both Colonel Porter and Mr. Dodge 
1883 134 cents, in 1884 12} cents, in 1885 12} cents, in 1886 13] cents, | putin their tables the amount of importation, and not the imports for 
in 1887 14] cents, and in 1889 13 cents. consumption. ‘This is manifestly unfair, and they knew it. Only the 
The Sumatra leaf-tobacco is worth more than $1 per pound in Am- | imports for consumption compete with any domestic product, for the 
sterdam, and it is absurd to claim that an article of this value can 


imports which remain in the bonded warehouses no more compete with 
compete injuriously with one worth little more than one-tenth as much. | the American product than if not imported atall. It isonly when they 
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are taken ont for consumption that they come into competition with | der present law, 10 cents per bushel; raised to 15 cents under House and 


the domestic product. 

In every instance these officials ignore this and place in their tables 
the full amount of the imports, thereby largely increasing their esti- 
mates over the actual amount consumed. 

In order, however, to dispose of the fraudulent exhibits made by these 
gentlemen, so that no one can hereafter give any weight to what they 
have published, I call attention to Table A, page 110 of the Annual 
Report of the Treasury Department on Commerce and Navigation for 
1889, which gives the total value of articles of food and animals imported 
during that year as $239,140,245, being 32.10 per cent. of our entire 
imports. Of this amount sugar, molasses, sugar-candy, and confec- 
tiovery amounted to $93,334,511; coffee, $74,724,882; tropical fruits, 
including nuts, $18,746,417; tea, $12,650,640; fish, $4,809,357; spices, 
$3,157,866; cocoa, $2,142,061; olive oil, $696,065. 

It wiil certainly not be contended that any of these articles compete 
with the farm products of this country, and if their aggregate amount, 
$210,315,909, be deducted from the annual exports of articles of food 
and animals as stated above, namely, $239,140,245, the entire sum of 
such imports which really compete with the crops of the American 
farmer is $28,824,336. 

So that, instead of exaggerating the amount of imports in 1889 com- 
peting with those of our farmers $175,000,000, as I have before stated, 
these official champions of a high tariff have, according to the Govern- 
ment reports, falsely swollen the sum more than $205,000,000! 

What must be thought by honest men of a cause which demands 
such work as this or of public officers who will lend themselves to it? 


PROTKCTION FOR THE FARMER. 

The frantic efforts of Government officials to escape the agricult- 
ural tempest have been supplemented by their party associates in 
Congress. 

Let us examine their labors. 

WHEAT. 

The duty on wheat has been raised from 20 cents per bushel under 
existing law to 25 cents per bushel under the House and Senate bills. 

This is done to protect the American farmer from foreign competi- 
tion, when we exported during the last fiscal year 46,414,129 bushels 
of wheat and imported for seed 1,946 bushels. 

CORN. 

The duty on corn is raised in the House and Senate bills from 10 
cents in the present law to 15 cents per bushel, and yet we exported 
during the last fiscal year 69,592,929 bushels of corn and imported for 
seed during the same period 2,388 bushels. How is it possible to pro- 
tect the American farmer against competition that does not exist? 

CORN-MEAL, 

Of corn-meal we exported daring the last fiscal year 312,186 barrels 
and imported during the same time 396 barrels, but the farmer’s friends 
on the other side of the Chamber have raised the duty trom 10 to 20 
cents per bushel in order to relieve him from foreign competition. 

RYE. 

But rye, old rye, puts the capsheaf on this agricultural pyramid of 
fraud and humbug. The American farmer must be protected at all 
hazards from the foreign inundation of rye, and we demand to know 
why it has not been done. 

The duty of 10 cents per bushel on rye has not been increased, and 
yet we exported during the last fiscal year only 287,252 bushels, and 
imported 16 bushels. 

If it was necessary to increase the duty on the 396 barrels of im- 
ported corn-meal in order td protect the exporters of 312,186 barrels, 
why not increase the duty on the 16 bushels of imported rye to protect 
the exporters of 287,252 bushels? 

AGRICULTURAL EXPORTS AND IMPORTS. 

The following list shows exports and imports of the articles named 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and the duties thereon under 
existing and pending legislation: 

Tallow: Exports, 77,844,455 pounds; imports, 34,931 pounds. Duty 
under existing law, 1 cent per pound; not changed. 

Lard: Exports, 318,242,990 pounds; imports, 1,703 pounds; Duty 
under existing law, 2 cents per pound; not changed. 

Beef, mutton, and pork: Export, 286,991,121 pounds; imports, 215,- 
575 pounds. Duty under present law, 1 cent per pound, raised to 2 
cents. 

Bacon and hams: Exports, 400,224,646 pounds; imports, 272,130 
pounds, Duty under present law, 2 cents per pound, raised to 5 cents. 

Apples, dried: Exports, 22,101,57@ pounds: imports, none. Under 
existing law, on the free-list. Duty placed in House and Senate bills at 
2 cents per pound. 

Apples, green or ripe: Exports, 942,406 barrels; imports, none. Un- 
der existing law, on free-list. 
Senate and House bills. 

Wheat flour: Exports, 9,374,803 barrels; imports, 1,155 barrels. 
Duty under present law, 20 per cent. ad valorem; raised to 25 per cent. 
under House and Senate bills. 


Oats: Exports, 624,226 bushels; imports, 22,324 bushels. Duty un- | 


South Carolina and Louisiana. 
| 
| 


Duty put at 25 cents per bushel under | 


Senate bills. 

The Senate committee informs us that these increases of duty are 
intended to protect the American producer from foreign competition. 
Yet the official returns show there is really no competition, the quan- 
tity of imports being too small to affect the market. 

In the case of apples, both dried, and green or ripe, there are none 
imported at all, but the duty is raised for the fraudulent purpose of im- 
pressing the American apple-grower that he is protected trom something. 
RICE, 

To show not only the unjust and wicked but sectional character of 
the House and Senate bills I call attention to the duty on rice. This 
is a food product raised in the Southern States, and principally in 


The official reports show that we imported in 1888, 49,297,108 pounds 
of cleaned rice and in 1889 64,164,962 pounds, an increased importation 
of 14,867,854 pounds, but the House bill decreased the duty from 2} 
cents per pound to 2 cents and the Senate bill still further decreases 
it to 14 cents per pound. 

The official reports also show that in 1888 we imported of all kinds 
of rice 186,243,406 pounds, and exported of all kinds only 457,206 
pounds, reversing conditions as between rice and wheat or corn; yet 
our protection friends raise the duty on wheat and corn and lower it 
on rice. 

The duty on uncleaned rice is reduced from 1} cents per pound under 
the present law, first to 1} cents by the House bill, and then to 1 cent 
per pound by the Senate bill. 

The duty on rice flour, rice meal, and broken rice is reduced by the 
House bill from 20 per cent. ad valorem under existing law to one- 
half cent per pound, and then by the Senate bill to one-quarter of 1 
cent per pound, although we imported in 1888 of granulated or rice 
meal 55,379,279 pounds and in 1889 62,013,528 pounds, an increase in 
importation of nearly 7,000,000 pounds. 

Now, if the real object is to protect the agricultural interest from 
foreign competition, why is this brutal discrimination made against the 
rice planters of the South? ‘There can be but one answer: they vote 
the Democratic ticket. 

We hear a great deal from the advocates of high tariff about the ne- 
cessity of protecting the manufacturers uf the North against foreign 
competition, in order that these manufacturers may be enabled to pay 
higher wages to American labor. We are told that the increase of 
duties in the pending bill on hardware, tin-plate, woolen and cotton 
cloths, and clothing is in the interest of labor. 

We have also heard a great deal of solicitude expressed for the poor 
negro of the South, who votes the Republican ticket and is therefore 
an object of especial and disinterested affection with the Republican 
party. 

Why is it that the duf¥ on rice is decreased when it is raised ex- 
clusively by negro labor? No white man can workin the rice-fields of 
South Carolina and Louisiana, and the framers of the pending bill well 
know this fact. Why, then, is not the poor negro protected in the rice- 
field, instead of decreasing the rice duty ? I will answer the question. 

This bill is to repay the mill-owners their contributions to the cam- 
paign fund of the Republican party during the last Presidential can- 
vass, and, as the planters of the South are Democrats, and the negroes 
are regarded by the Republican managers as mere political chattels 
whocan contribute nothing, the duties on Northern manufactures are 
increased, while the duty on rice is diminished. 

POTATOES, 


The duty on potatoes has been raised from 15 cents per bushel to 25 
cents under the House and Senate bills. 

The larger part of our importations come from Nova “otia, and 
usually in the late winter and spring months, when our own crop has 
been consumed. The Nova Scotia potatoes are from climatic reasons 
much hardier and less liable to decay than those raised in the United 
States. Our total average imports are only 1 per cent. of the domestic 
crop, and come almost entirely from Nova Scotia after our own crop 
has been exhausted or injured by decay. 

The only effect of increasing the duty will be to shut off our trade 
with Nova Scotia and deprive the poorer classes of our people of an ab- 
solutely necessary article of food at a time when the domestic article 
can not be had. The ships which now bring us potatoes from Nova 
Seotia in the spring and early summer return loaded with American 
breadstuffs and pork,-but our high-tariff friends are anxious to destroy 
reciprocal trade with Nova Scotia and establish it with South America. 

EGGS. 





A duty of 5 cents per dozen is place: on eggs, which have been here- 
tofore on the free-list. 

We imported during 1889 15,920,650 dozen eggs, principally from 
Canada, valued at $2,419,004. 
| This seems to be a large importation, but it must be remembered 
| that we consume yearly 1,500,000,000 dozen eggs, the city of New 
| York alone using 67,500,000 dozen in 1889. The importations amount 
to less than 1 per cent. of our consumption. 

The largest importations are in November and December of each 
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year, but prices are always higher in these months, while in Febru- 
ary, March, and April, when importations are least, the prices are 
lowest. 

The increase of duty will not help the farmer, but if it does he can 
properly inquire why the Republican party has forall these years per- 
mitted the iree importation-of eggs in the face of the American hen 
and in open disregard of the farming interest which now engrosses at- 
tention. 

HAY. 

The duty on hay is now $2 per ton, which is doubled under the House 
and Senate bills. Weimported last year 105, 372 tons, valued at $1,082,- 
685. 

Our importation is less than three-tenths of 1 per cent. of our produc- 
tion, and yet the farmer is asked to believe that an increase of duty on 
this inconsiderable quantity will raise the price of the domestic arti- 
cle. 

The greater part of the importation comes through Vermont from the 
district of Three Rivers, in Canada, and the total product of that dis- 
trict annually is about 60,000 tons. The balance of the importation 
is distributed along the Canadian frontier so equally as to have no in- 
fluence on our market. 

ANIMALS, 

Under existing law the duty on horses and mules is 20 per cent. ad 

valorem. 


The House and Sevate bills increase the duty to $30 per head, and | 


upon horses valued at $150 to 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


Upon cattle more than one year old the duty now is 20 per cent. ad 


valorem, which is increased by the House and Senate bills to $10 per 
head. On cattle less than one year old the duty is increased from 20 
per cent. ad valorem to $2 per head. 

On hogs the duty is now 20 percent, ad valorem, which is increased 
by the Honse and Senate bills to $1.50 per head. 

On sheep the duty is now 20 per cent. ad valorem, which is also raised 
by the House and Senate bills to $1.50 per head. 

Animals imported for breeding purposes, which have been on the 
free-jist, are required by the House and Senate bills to be registered in 
the Herd Book, and this will practically exclude the larger part of the 
imports for breeding purposes. 

The committee gravely informs us in their remarkable notes that 
“this is a large increase in duty made necessary to protect domestic 
growers,’’ 

The explanation is unfortunate. 

In 1888 we imported free of duty, for breeding purposes, 6,768 cattle, 
307 hogs, 9,665 horses, and 18,865 sheep. 

In 1889 we imported 4,340 cattle for breeding purposes, 298 hogs, 
10,417 horses, and 5,928 sheep. 

In 1838 we imported of dutiable animals, 62,380 cattle, 2,396 hogs, 
52,454 horses, and 454,010 sheep. 

In 1889 we imported 56,031 cattle, 1,453 hogs, 50,141 horses, and 
398,906 sheep. 

This shows not an increase of importation, but an increase of appre- 
hension by the Republican party as to the farmer vote, which has even 
caused the Committee on Finance to make a statement in direct con- 
tradiction of the official reports. 


If there is any one feature in the pending bill which illustrates more | 


than another the frandulent and deceptive character of this proposed 
legislation in regard to farm products, it is the increased duty upon 
cattle. 

We imported in 1889 57,551 cattle, valued at $550,887, and exported 
329,271 cattle, valued at $25,673,366. 

In other words, our cattle-raisers supplied the home market and ex- 
ported hesides the 329,271 cattle above mentioned. 

The Senate has recently adopted a resolution requesting the Pres- 
ident to inaugurate negotiations with the authorities of Great Britain 
for the purpose of securing the removal of certain regulations com- 
pelling the slaughter of American cattle at the British ports of entry 
and prohibiting their being carried into the interior. 

Mr. Blaine, Secretary of State, has declared within a few days his 
anxiety to secure the removal of the restrictions and the increase of 
our cattle trade with Great Britain. 

Every intelligent man in the country knows that what our cattle-rais- 
ers need is more market, not more protection, and yet the Republican 
party proposes to exclude the handful of cattle brought here princi- 
pally for breeding purposes, ostensibly in the interest of our farmers. 

It is the baldest and most disgusting piece of humbug ever exhib- 
ited even in politics. 

The same pretense is seen in the increased duty on hogs. 

In 1889 we imported for immediate consumption 1,453 hogs valued 
at $4,770, and exported 45, 128 hogs valued at $356,964, but the farmer 
is told that the exclusion of the 1,453 hogs from abroad will relieve 
him from present conditions, 

We imported in 1889 389,891 sheep, principally from Canada, and 
exported 128,852; and we also imported during the same year from 
Canada and Mexico 48,769 horses and mules, and exported only 6,728; 
but no intelligent farmer ean be induced to believe that agricultural 
depression in the United States has been caused by these imports. 


There were upon farms in 1889 of horses 14,213,837, mules 2,331,- 
027, and sheep on farms and ranges 44,336,072. And itis simply ab- 
| surd to claim that the importation in a year of 260,000 more sheepand 
42,000 more horses and mules than we exported could have seriously 
affected the prices of the 16,000,000 horses and mules and 44,000,000 
sheep in the United States. This would not be claimed even by Colo- 
nel Porterand Mr. Dodge. 

Before leaving the question of animals I am constrained to notice 
certain statements in the official report of Mr. Dodge, statistician of 
the Agricultural Department, for March, 1890. 

This paper contains an argument in favor of the present war tariff 
and is simply a campaign document for the Republican party. It has 
been sent free through the mails as a Government publication, but it 
should have emanated, in common fairness, from the headquarters of 
the national Republican committee. 

In discussing the causes of agricultural depression Mr. Dodge says: 


The agricultural depression of Great Britain has been probably more severe 
than that of any other nation. A pocent cause in this case is the competition 
from ail parts of the world unrelieved by any taxation of imports. 


If free trade has brought about agricultural depression in Great 
sritain what has caused it in the United States? Why has not the 
| farmer in this country grown rich under a war tariff levying an aver- 
| age duty of 47 per cent. ? 
| The advocates of high tariff constantly point with pride to the im- 





| mense advance in wealth of the United States under a protective tariff. 
| Weare surfeited with statistics and declamation showing the enormous 
increase of taxable property and the phenomenal resources of our coun- 
try, all of which, they say, comes from the tariff. Why is there then 
agricultural depression? Why is the farmercomplaining? Why does 
| the Farmers’ Alliance confront the dominant party with stern and in- 
dignant inquiry as to present conditions? 
It is not strange that there should be agricultural depression in Great 
sritain, for that kingdom has a land system which puts oppressive 
burdens upon the farmer in order to enrich the land-owner. The 
| landlords and privileged classes of that country are riding the farmer 
| to death, like the oid man of the Arabian Nights and his unfortunate 
victims. 
| In this new and vigorous Republic, where we boast of equal laws, 
| free institutions, and cheap lands, with a diversity of climate and pro- 
| duction possessed by no other people, and under the beneficent and 
protecting influence of the highest tariff known to civilization, why is 
| the farmer unhappy ? 
} What I desire to notice, however, more especially in Mr. Dodge’s 
| statement is the following: 
| Thepreduction of meat has also advanced faster than population. In 1880 the 
eattle of all kinds were returned as 39,675,533, and the number as now estimated, 
i 
| 
| 
} 
| 


on farms and ranches, is 52,801,907, or 33 per cent. more. Excluding cows, the 
increase of other cattle, which includes the beeves, is equivalent to about 40 per 


cent, 

This is sent out to the farmers to convince them that the depression in 
beef-cattle comes from overproduction, and not from the want of foreign 
markets. ‘The remedy, according to Mr. Dodge, is not to lower the 
tariff and thereby secure larger commercial intercourse with foreign 

| countries, but to quit raising so many cattle. 

The Secretary of State, Secretary of Agriculture, and the Senate are 
| earnestly endeavoring to inerease our cattle trade with Great Britain. 
| Are we to do this by excluding all British products from our market, 
as is proposed in the pending bill ? 

We imported last year from Great Britain $21,000,000 worth of tin- 
plate, not one pound of which is made in this country; but at the in- 
stance of two or three firms in Pittsburgh that contributed largely to 
the campaign fund of the Republican party during the last canvass, 
and for the purpose of forcing the American people to use Pittsburgh 
galvanized sheet-iron, the duty on tin-plate is raised by the pending bili 
from 1 to 2.2 cents per pound, and we then ask Great Britain to remove 
the quarantine restrictions on foreign cattle and take our surplus! 

We stand, sword in hand, to prevent the importation of British 
goods, but expect their people to take our products without a word of 
protest. 

If a merchant in any village should conduct his business upon this 
plan he would be called an idiot. Ifa grocer should solicit customers 
to buy his goods and then go toa neighboring village to buy a pair of 
shoes, or a suit of clothes, or a hat, instead of patronizing the shoe- 
maker, and tailor, and hatter who buy his groceries, he would soon sell 
only what could be bought from no one else. 

This is exactly the condition to which we are brought to-day by the 
| high tariff. Foreign countries are dealing with us at the point of the 
bayonet, and just so soon as they can elsewhere obtain what they now 
buy from us we will be left alone with our home market and the stump 
speeches of Republican politicians. 

It is not true, however, as stated by Mr. Dodge, in his anxiety to de- 
fend a high tariff, that ‘‘the production of meat has also advanced 
faster than population.’’ He had before him, when he published this 
statement, a report of the Agricultural Department in January, 1889, 
on the beef supply of the United States, in which it is asserted that— 


_ Since 1885 there has been a perceptible and continued decrease in the propor- 
| tion of cattle to population. From 1885 to 1886this decrease was only 6 per 1,000 
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of population; from 1885 to 1887 it was 8 per 1,000; from 1887 to 1888 it was 11 per 
1,000, and from 1888 to 1889 it was 14 per 1,000. In the four years the decrease 
amounted to 39 per 1,000 0f population, orabout 7 per cent. of the number given 
for 1885. The proportion of cattle to population was in 1889 almost exactly the 
same as in 1882, 

I quote the Agricultural Department in January against its statis- 
tician in March, and I dismiss Mr. Dodge with the friendly admoni- 
tion that when he brings his office again into the political arena he 
should pay some attention to his own statistics, 

EXPORTS AND IMPORTS, 


The following list of exports and imports of agricultural products will 
show the transparent humbug attempted to be practiced upon the farmers 
by the pending bill. The imports are found in the table of Mr. Dodge, 
and the exports are from the official reports: 


Articles. Imports, 1889, Exports, 1889, 

Se eB 

OS ne OE ETE vs] $80,419, 502 | $121, 685, 266 
ER lat eR AAR a et 59,453,936 | 237,775,270 
SI GEE GUI i scercsvecccnens cosrncpnsetese scveewpeeieneaiiotannl 8,971,722 | 123,876,661 
I  Risctenniiensetiantbveceepiren vesseine woyn aces tineneeenbiaiiin 10, 868, 226 18, 901, 068 


119,713, 386 | 502, 238, 265 








In the face of this exhibit, where the estimate of Statistician Dodge 
is assumed to be correct as to agricultural imports for 1889, when we 
know it is not, the Republican party proposes to destroy by absolutely 
prohibitory duties all reciprocal trade and to place this country upon 
ihe basis of commercial exclusion. 

Who can fail to see that, if this policy is pursued, the farmers of the 
United States will be able to sell their surplus products to those alone 
who are forced to take them ? 

Mr. Biaine discerns the danger, and has deliberately challenged this 
insane policy to mortal combat. He knows that the pending bill will 
destroy the foreign market for our farm products entirely, and he there- 
fore declares in his letter to Senator FRYE, ‘* There is not a section or 
« line in the entire bill that will open the market for another bushel of 
wheat or another barrel of pork.’’ 

Mr. Blaine has at last publicly declared that the Democratic party is 
right in its contention that exports pay for imports, and that reciproc- 
ity of trade is necessary to commercial prosperity. 

Mr. Blaine and every intelligent man knows that all the American 
people eat and wear must be provided by their own labor or its pro- 
ceeds, The farmers provide what our people eat and the manufact- 
urers what they wear. 

By the census of 1880 there were 7,670,493 personsengaged in farm- 
In 1879 it required the labor of 5,773,008 of these persons to sup- 
ply the American people with what they ate, while the other 1,895,- 
i835 produced farm products which could not be sold in this country, 
but were sent abroad. This surplus, amounting to $546,476,703 for 
1879, was exchanged in foreign countries for foreign products, which 
were brought back and taxed 47 per cent. to keep them from compet- 
ing fairly with the manufactures of the United States. 

Che fight to-day is between the imports bought with the surplus 
products of the farmer and the goods of the domestic manufacturer. 
Che simple question presented is, ‘Shall the farmers of the United 
States be permitted to supply their countrymen with the proceeds of 
their surplus products exchanged abroad for the products of other 
countries or shall they be taxed out of the home market to protect 
the mill-owners from competition ?”’ 

If any one doubts that exports and imports pay for each other let 
him examine the table of exports and imports from 1845 to 1889, both 
years included, and he will find that in all these years, except ten, im- 
ports and exports increased and diminished together. That is to say, 
whenever there was an increase of imports there was an increase of ex- 
ports and when there was a decrease of imports there was also a de- 
» of exports. 

In only ten of the years from 1845 to 1889 the rule did not obtain, 
by reason of exceptional and abnormal conditions, produced by war or 
revolutions in trade; but in the remaining years increase and decrease 
of exports and imports accompanied each other. With increase of ex- 
ports for a given year there was increase of imports, and when there 
was, during a given year, decrease of exports there was also decrease of 
imports. 

This was the case during thirty-seven out of forty-seven years, and 
no one can believe it to be accidental unless influenced by partisan | 
feel 

[he farmer who can not see that Re is the victim under the high- | 
tariff system is a hopeless partisan. He furnishes nearly four-fifths of 
the exports, and if the foreign market is unfriendly or absolutely 
closed against him he must keep his surplus products at home and | 
help to lower prices by glutting the market. 

He is told that the tariff has lowered the prices of manufactured 
goods, but he never hears from the same lips that the same goods have 
fallen in price the world over and are cheaper in England and Ger- 
many than here. 

For many years the protectionists claimed that the tariff duty was 


crease 





not paid by the consumer, but they have been driven from that posi- 
tion, and it has been admitted in this Chamber during the present ses- 
sion by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] that the tariff duty incfeases the cost of 
the imported article to the consumer. It is true they claim that com- 
petition between the protected manufacturers for the home market 
afterwards lowers the price. 

Even if this be admitted, every intelligent man knows that under 
tariff protection the domestic manufacturers form trusts and combines 
which fix prices as between themselves and prevent their falling. It 
would be simple waste of time to bring proof of what is known to all 
or to enumerate the trusts already in existence. 

Mr. Blaine has stated that trusts exist also in Great Britain, but I 
doubt the truth of this assertion. The product of the whole world 
must be controlled in order to make successful a trust as to any article 
in Great Britain, and, besides this, I have been unable to find any proof 
of Mr. Blaine’s statement. 

In a recent debate Hon. WILLIAM L. WILSON declared in the House 
of Representatives that he went personally, when in England lately, 
to Mr. Thorold Rogers, professor of political economy in the Univer- 
sity of Oxford and a member of Parliament, and asked him if there 
were such things as trusts in England, and he said there were not. Mr. 
WILSON supplements this with the statement that some months ago 
an attempt was made in England to form a combination among the 
paper-mills, but the consumers of paper informed them that if any at- 
tempt was made to raise the price of paper they would buy abroad. 

Of course, when an article can be found, from natural or other causes, 
in one country only, a trust could be formed without tariff protection, 
but it is evident that articles of general production found in all or 
many countries can not be cornered or controlled unless the trust is 
protected in its operations by an exclusive tariff. Atany rate we know 
that these trusts exist here and are in successful operation and we 
also know that foreign competition, but for the tariff, would destroy 
them. 

HIGHER TAXES. 

The pending bill throws off all disguise and defies the tax-payers of 
the United States to resist its unjust and wicked exactions. 

I wish to examine briefly some of its provisions. 

QUEENSWARE AND CROCKERY. 

It is interesting to notice the gradual increase of duties on crockery- 
ware since the beginning of tariff taxation. When the manufacture 
was in its infancy the duty was 10 per cent. ad valorem; during the 
war it went to 40 per cent., and it is now 55 per cent. upon the com- 
mon white granite-ware generally in use, and 60 per cent. on the com- 
mon printed ware. 

The same duty is also imposed on the finest china-ware, and on or- 
naments, toys, charms, vases, statuettes, painted, enameled, gilded, or 
otherwise ornamented or decorated. 

The common plates or dishes on the table of the laborer pay the 
same duty with the ornamented china of the rich covered with man- 
darins and pagodas or the French shepherd and shepherdess in amor- 
ous dalliance on the mantel of the millionaire. 

This is one of the mysteries of tariff taxation. In 1883 the duties on 
packages and inland {freights were removed and the duty on crockery- 
ware was increased in compensation to the manufacturers from 45 to 
55 percent. on plain and from 50 to 60 per cent. on the printed or 
painted ware. In the administrative bill passed at this session the 
duties are put back on packages and inland freights, which amounts to 
at least 20 per cent. added duty, but the House bill retains the old 
duty of 55 and 60 per cent., while the Senate bill puts the duty at 50 
and 55 per cent. 

This is a decrease of 5 per cent. from the duties under existing law, 
but, considering the increased duty by reason of the administrative act, 
it is an increase of 15 and 20 per cent. over present rates. 

When the farmers reflect that under the census of 1880 the whole 
number of persons employed in this business in the United States was 
less than ten thousand, whose labor amounted to $3,279,335 annually, 
and that the consumers of this country paid in 1888 $3,529,117.39 
tariff taxes to enrich the manufacturers of Trenton, N. J., and East 
Liverpool, Ohio, in the district of Mr. MCKINLEY, they can form some 
idea of what is being done for them. 

It only remains to be added that the manufacturers of Trenton and 
East Liverpool have an arrangement fixing prices to the consumer, and 
that the East Liverpoo} owners recently submitted to an English syn- 
dicate desiring to purchase their property a statement showing 20 
per cent. profit for several years. 

This is openly charged in the press, but whether true or false we 
know that the business needs no such protection as is given by the bill 
before us and that every household in the land is plundered by this 
legislation. 

COTTON-TIES. 

The negro seems to fare badly with his Republican friends. I have 
already pointed out the discrimination against him in the decrease of 
duty on rice, and the decreased duty on sugar, in the culture of which 
he is also the principal factor, points in the same direction. 

It only remains to be seen whether he has been spared as to the other 
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great staple, cotton, with which he must always be thoroughly identi- 
fied. The system of cotton culture now prevailing in the Southern 
States makes the negro pay so much of the cotton raised for supplies 
and use of the land, and it follows therefore that the expense of baling, 
transporting, and selling the crops largely falls upon him. 

The House and Senate bills raise the duty on cotton-ties from 35 to 
115 per cent. ad valorem, making an increase of duties on last year’s 
importation from $296,454.40 to $1,013,595, 

As I have stated, this increased taxation will be most oppressive to 
the negro, for the Southern planter who owns the land will pay only 
asmall proportion. No age, sex, color, race, or previous condition of 
servitude escapes the omnivorous rapacity of the tariff plutocracy. 

CUTLERY. 

The duty on pocket-knives and other cutlery is largely increased by 
the House and Senate bills. 

The heaviest duties are imposed on thecheapest articles. On knives 
valued at not more than 50 cents per dozen the duty is raised from 50 
per cent. ad valorem to 12 cents per dozen and 50 per cent.; on knives 
valued at more than 50 cents per dozen and not exceeding $1.50 per 
dozen, from 50 per cent. ad valorem to 50 per cent. and 50 cents per 
dozen; on knives valued at more than $1.50 per dozen and not exceed- 
ing $3 per dozen, from 50 per cent. ad valorem to 50 per cent. and $1 
per dozen; on knives valued at more than $3 per dozen, from 50 per 
cent, ad valorem to 50 per cent. and $2 per dozen. 

On razors and razor-blades valued at less than $4 per dozen the duty is 
raised from 35 per cent. ad valorem to 30 per cent. and $1.25 per dozen. 

On razors and razor-blades valued at $4 or more per dozen the duty 
is raised to 30 per cent. and $1.75 per dozen. 

The duties on carving and table knives are also doubled. 

GUNS, 

The duty on double-barreled, sporting, breech-loading shotguns 
valued at not more than $6 each is raised from 35 per cent. ad valorem 
under existing law to 35 per cent. and $2 each; on those valued at 
more than $6 and not more than $12 each, from 35 per cent, ad valorem 
to 35 per cent. and $4 each; on those valued at more than $12 each, 
from 35 per cent. ad valorem to 35 per cent. and $6 each. 

The duty on single-barreled, breeci-loading shotguns is raised from 
35 per cent. ad valorem to 35 per cent. and $1 each, without regard to 
value, so that rich and poor are put on the same footing. 

COLLARS AND CUFFS, 

The duty on cheap cotton collars and cufis, such as are commonly 
used by persons who work for a living, is raised from 40 per cent. ad 
valorem to 35 per cent. and 15 cents per dozen. 

When composed wh or in part of linen, from 40 per cent. ad va- 
lorem to 35 per cent. and 30 cents per dozen. 

These articles are imported under the flax schedule, and, being not 
specially classified in imports, it is not possible to state the exact | 
amount brought into this country. 

I desire, however, to call attention to the statement of certain manu- | 
facturers of collars and cuffs before the Senate Finance Committee dur- 
ing the last Congress. 

It seems that Troy, N. Y., is the only place in the United States | 
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where collars and cuffs are manufactured, and in a quiet way the New 
York gentlemen engaged in the business have done moderately well. | 

They stated to the committee as follows: | 

Prior to 1865 the collar industry of Troy and America was inconsiderable, 
while at present the sales of the collar and shirt manufacturers of Troy are 
about $10,000,000 annually, employing 16,000 hands, and disbursing $4,250,000 as | 
wages (see Exhibit A), which shows that our growth is within the last twenty 
years and that we are practically an infant industry which has really grown | 
without protection. 

Exhibit A, to which they refer, shows that for the year 1887 the firm | 
sold $9,902,685.49 worth of goods and paid ontin wages $4,289, 299. 45, 
ieaving the very respectable sum of $5,613,386.04 for interest on plant, | 
other expenses besides wages, wear and tear, ete. | 

Their own statement is as follows: 

Percentage of wages, 44} per cent. of sales and 60 per cent. of cost. The 
15} per cent, of difference is expense of business, interest on investment, ete., 
and what profit there may be. 

These gentlemen say that for twenty years they prosperedand waxed 
fat without protection, until in 1886, because of a labor strike by their | 
contented and well paid employés, the larger number of whom were 
women and children, they attracted the baleful attention of the Ger- ! 
man importers, and therefore fly to Congress ‘for pretection. 

This is all I can find on record as to this industry, but I would be 
glad to know what influence has raised this tariff tax upon every man, 
woman, and child in the United States who wears a cuff or collar, in 
order to put more money into the pockets of this monopoly, greasy and 
bloated, but voraciously demanding more. 

This single item carries the whole history of tariff taxation 

For twenty years these manufacturers prospered and grew apace with- 
out protection, but in 1887, after trouble with their operatives, without | 
knowing the amount of foreign competing imports, and simply because | 


Harrison had been elected, they conclude to put in a claim for their | 
part of the plunder, and get it. 


| 
Why not? Therobbery must go on anyhow, and they are as fhuch en- 


titled to a part of the farmers’ money as any other member of the gang. | 
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To show their insatiate greed I copy the following modest demand 
for such duties as they deemed necessary. 


PROPOSED FORM OF TARIFF. 


On collars and cuffs, whether for men’s, women’s, or children’s wear, lom- 
posed in whole or in part of linen, cotton, or both, 72 cents per dozen pieces. 
On collars and cuffs not to exceed three-ply in thickness, not more than one- 
ply of which shall be linen, 60 cents per dozen pieces. Not to exceed four-ply 
in thickness, not more than two-ply of which shall be linen, 72 cents perdozen 
pieces, Four or more ply in thickness, all of which shall be linen, 84 cents per 
dozen pieces. Embroidered collars or cuffs for ladies’ wear 96 cents per dozen 
pieces. 


This is a specimen of the avarice which characterizes this whole tariff 
scheme. 

These prosperous capitalists, full grown in business, standing high 
in church and state, deliberately ask Congress to tax every man, 
woman, and child in the United States who buys a cotton collar or 
cuff 6 cents, in order to help them in amassing money. 

Is it any cause for wonder that the farmers are asking for some ex- 
planation of this system or that tariff reform is steadily growing in 
public favor? 

COTTON AND WOOLEN GOODS, 


In no portions of this proposed legislation is the outrage upon the 
poorer classes of our people more conspicuous than in the cotton schedule, 

Cotton velvets, plushes, velveteens, corduroys not bleached, dyed, 
colored, or stained, are made subject to an increased duty of from 50 to 
225 per cent. 

The poor girl who saves from her scanty wages enough to purchase 
an astrakhan cloak costing twelve or fourteen dollars, on which the 
duty is now 80 per cent., must pay 100 per cent. more. The duties 
are systematically increased on the lower-priced goods, those costing 
12 cents per yard, and on which the duty is now 72 per cent., having 
the duty increased to 142 per cent., while on other goods costing 18 
cents per yard, and on which the duty is now 60 per cent., it is raised 
to 120 per cent. 

On cotton hosiery valued at not more than 60 cents per dozen pairs 
the duty is increased from 40 to 100 per cent.; valued at more than 60 
cents and not exceeding $2 per dozen, from 40 to 113 per cent.; while 
on thehighest-priced article, valued at more than $2 per dozen, the duty 
is increased only 20 per cent. On cotton clothing of every descr ption, 
ready made, the duty is raised from 40 to 50 per cent., and on cotton 
gloves, of which there are none made in this country, the duty is ad- 
vanced 15 per cent. On the cheaper laces, edgings, window curtains, 
etc., made from flax or cotton, the duty is raised from 30 and 40 per 
cent. under existing law to 60 per cent. ad valorem. 

This is done, as the committee informs us, ‘‘ on account of the neces- 
sity for increasing the revenue from some source to offset the large re- 
duction in revenue likely to result trom placing sugar on the free-list, 


; and therefore the duty is increased on these articles of luxury.”’ 


I have been under the impression that one object in reforming the 
tariff was to relieve the people from taxation and to reduce the revenue 
so there would be no surplus lying idle in the Treasury; but aside from 
this I would be glad to know why the duty is raised 30 per cent. on 
the cheap lace of the servant girl or the cotton window curtain of the 
mechanic, while the duty on silk laces, which are used by the rich, is 
raised only 10 per cent. ? 

Great is the mystery of tariff taxation ! 

When we approach the wool schedule we are met with the follow- 
ing remarkable declaration: 

The demand from the representative wool-growers of the country that the 
rates upon wool should be largely increased has led the committee to recom- 
mend the new classification herein suggested. * * The increases of rates 


for the manufactures of wool have been made necessary by the increase in the 
wool rates. 


It will be noticed that nothing is said about the consumers, the 
sixty-four millions of people in this country who are neither wool- 
growers nor manufacturers, but who are to pay increased taxes for all 
sorts of woolen fabrics in order to meet the demands of the represent- 
ative wool-growers. 

The House bill raises the duty on unwashed wool, such as is brought 
from South America, from 49.20 per cent, under existing law to 54.10 


| per cent., and the Senate bill makes a further increase to 54.18 per 


cent. ad valorem. 

On washed wool the duty is raised from 59.98 per cent. under ex- 
isting law to 65.98 per cent. under the House bill, and 66.06 per cent. 
ad valorem under the Senate bill. 

On scoured wool the duty is raised frem 81.04 per cent. under exist- 
ing law to 89.14 per cent. in the House bill, and 89.18 per cent. ad 
valorem under the Senate bill. 

On woolen and worsted cloths, knit fabrics, and all fabries made on 
knitting macbines and frames, and all manufactures of every descrip- 
tion made wholly or in part of wool, worsted, or hair of the camel, goat, 
alpaca, or other animal, the duty is raised from 25 te 125 per cent. 


| over present duties. 


On cheap blankets, hats, and flannels, the duty is raised from 73,47 
per cent. under existing law to 93 per cent. by the pending bill, being 
an increase of 21 per cent. over the House bill. 

On the same articles valued at more than 30 and not more than 40 
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cents per pound, the duty is raised from 66.97 to 93.62 per cent. ad 
valorem under both the House and Senate bills. 

On blankets and hats composed wholly or in part of wool and valued 
at more than 50 cents per pound, the duty is raised from 69.70 per 
cent. under existing law to 110.84 per cent. under the House and Sen- 
ate bills. 

On women’s and children’s dress goods made of cotton and wool the 
duty is raised from 60.03 and 68 per cent. under present rates to 73 
and 86 per cent. ad valorem in the pending bill. 

On all other women’s and children’s dress goods composed partly of 
wool the duty is raised from 70.03 and 72.62 per cent. under existing 
law to 92.72 per cent. under the House bill and 97 per cent. ad valorem 
in the pending bill. 

On ready-made clothing and wearing apparel of every description 
composed wholly or in part of wool the duty is increased from 25 to 30 
per cent. over present rates. 

This increased taxation on the absolute necessaries of life reaches 
every fireside in the land. It levies its unholy exactions on men, 
women, and children. The miner and mechanic, the laborer in field 
and forest, the sewing girl in her garret, and the thrifty housewife 
darning and patching for husband and children, all must meet alike 
this inexorable demand. 

It is skid that the tax on wool is for the farmer’s protection. 

All Lask is that every farmer will put face to face all that he receives 
for his wool and all that he pays for woolen clothing by reason of this 
increased taxation, and then turn to the faces of wife and children for 
an answer. 

NAKED ROBBERY. 


Weare told that the increase of tariff taxes is necessary to protect the 
American manufacturer from foreign competition and that this pro- 
tection benefits the farmer by giving employment to a large number 
of operatives who would otherwise become farmers, and by cheapen- 
ing the price of manufactured goods by reason of the competition be- 
tween domestic mill-owners. 

Agricultural implements, the tools of the farmer, such as plows, 
rakes, hoes, reapers, mowers, etc., are protected by a duty of 45 per 
cent. ad valorem 

I have procured, after some delay and trouble, a copy of the foreign 
edition of the American Mail and Export Journal, which I now hold 
in my hand. It is published in Spanish, and contains a foreign price- 
list for the South American trade, headed ‘‘ Illustrated current price- 
list of American productions and manufactures for exportation.’’ The 
Mail and Export Journal publishes several editions, but the foreign 
edition can not be obtained in this country, and the copy I have was 
brought from Buenos Ayres. 

I produce the original in order that the statements I make shall not 
be assailed as garbled extracts from a partisan newspaper, as I do not 
propose to leave any loophole for escape to those who are defending the 
present system of tariff taxation. 

There are published in this foreign edition of the Mail and Export 
Journal advertisements from one hundred and sixty-six American man- 
ufacturing firms whose goods are protected by the tariff. 

The articles advertised are to be delivered on board ship at New York at 
the prices named below,and I copy the prices from advertisements of the 
same manufacturers in the American and ee editions of the paper: 


Te Foreign | Home 









Ee price. | price. 

BR GROG cn icscecs vewrnennnnen eters sees sp tee coeseosnosesssnbocose sovenssosensnns $9. 00 m5 $18.00 

Do — 4.00 8.00 
Hay-tedder . catanee . . 30. 00 45.00 
BOWES ..0c00000 40.00 65.00 
Horse-rake ....... epypeseasonsneeneuase qccuenanensuasrentinpmnubegnectsonpenietll 17.00 25.00 
Cumming feed- cutter “No. 3 60. 00 90.00 
Ann Arbor cutte ?, No 2 | 28. 00 40.00 
BO BBWS BURNER, BOO. Biss ccrcccensine vecscencecoscvecncssvaswcubantnsnevesestaal 16.00 28. 00 
SI III 5. ccicictninintsublinwieiiinmne eeeud | 9.50 18. 00 
SII IIIT 1) inncialigepcnia hintaan hiniiaiannhiideldieemanmaniipiaineneabidl 4.25 8.00 
IIIT cscncvsienencekendinande pensnstbucensinens preaminneneonapmaiasveell 22.00 30.00 
Sweep pyemeenepesees 


sqbsconusabnoeneneviocummnannnebvonbeubpecsevanetied 60.00 | 90. 00 


It will be noticed that these are absolute selling prices, nothing be- 
ing said of discount. 

I have also before me the export edition of the Engineering and 
Mining Journal for May 3, 1890, containing advertisements of agri- 
cultural and other implements for the foreign trade, with discounts on 
the American price to foreign customers. 

The following will be sufficient: | -* 

AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS, 8. L. ALLEN & CO. 


Planet Junior, No. 2, seed-drill, $9; discount, 30 per cent. 
Combined drill, cultivator, rake, plow, etc., $12; discount 30 per cent. 


Fire-fly single-wheel hoe, cultivator, and plow, 
Fire-fly band-plow, $2.50; 30 per cent. discount. 
Free on board, New York. 
Plows. 
Oneonta Clipper, reversible iron beam cutter.. shcneusbiapeenienesbaiemsccenin QUaee 
Oneonta C lipper, reversible iron wheel and cutter. cosceesnnesoncoesccsrccesocaoqess ese 15. 00 


Oneonta Clipper, reversible iron beam cutter............es0sssssccsseserseesens cancers . $15.00 
Oneonta Clipper, clipper reversible iron beam, wheel, and cutter............. 16.00 
Discount, 30 per cent. 
Rakes. 
The S. R. Nye improved— 
22-tooth rake.. 00 
26-tooth rake 











25 per cent. discount. 
Waldron’s pattern, oiled.. 
Silver steel, painted.......... 
Western Dutchman, bronze 
Fine cutlery steel, full panes 
All steel, full polished .. 


Grain scythes. 
Waldron’s pattern, oiled.................. pone covevscsoennenebences seosedenenennocoossesccoseesecins 11, 25 
ET I AINE sen sncindnnnseiniptnnsvaséroniesi 11.25 
INE IIE hnentecsdscendcuckciaitanubiavyeenensiaiesiniiin ios 11. 25 
Clipper, bronzed and painted 
Discount, 40 and 10 per cent. 





Anvils. 


Eagle anvils, weighing 100 to 800 pounds, 10 cents per pound; discount, 20 
and 10 per cent. 


Then follow pistols and rifles manufactured by Colt and Smith & 
Wesson, with a discount to the foreigner of 10 and 25 per cent. 

Also table and butcher knives, scissors, spoons, forges, drills, duck, 
and twine, electrical appliances, explosives, mills, boilers, flue-cleaners, 
augers, wrenches, vises, blacksmiths’ tools, hoisting engines, jack-screws, 
pails, water-coolers, wash-tubs, keelers, milk-pans, lamps, miners’ tools, 
keys, locks, meat-cutters, Jathes, saws, ete., on which the discount to 
foreign purchasers ranges from 10 to 70 per cent. 

It is impossible within the limits of this discussion to cite all the 
articles on which discounts from the domestic price are made to the 
foreign customer, but I have here the original publications showing 
beyond question the fact that the protected manufacturers of the United 
States are charging our own people from one-tenth to one-half more 
than they charge for the same article to the foreign trade. 

I invite and challenge examination of the proofs I produce, and if 
any Senator or manufacturer can disprove them I shall be glad to hear 
him. This is no quotation, but I have here the original foreign edition 
and the domestic edition, showing the absolute truth of my statement, 
the prices abroad, and the prices here from the same manufacturer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator insert the names of the parties 
in his statement? 

Mr. VEST. They are all in those publications. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I know; but those publications would not reach 
the public; and I should be glad if the Senator would in some way in- 
sert the names of the different parties who offer these different prices. 

Mr. VEST. I gave the name, if the Senator had attended to my 
explanation. I gave Mr. Allen’s name. I did not quote the rest of 
the names, because they are all found in these books here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is quite important in order to ascertain 
the truth of this statement. I do not mean of the Senator’s state- 
ment, but of the statement to which he refers. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I produce the publications, which bear 
upon their face absolute proof of their verity. I obtained them in the 
open market. I sent to Buenos Ayres and got the foreign publication 
published in Spanish, and I did it because in another department of 
Congress, when this charge was made, the gentlemen saw proper to 
state in discussion there that these prices were upon the refuse mate- 
rial that was shipped out by American manufacturers because they were 
under old patents, and therefore worthless in the American market. 
Now, I assert here, before the American people, that of every one or 
these implements, almost without exception, there are photographed 
pictures in these publications, foreign and domestic, identifying them 
with the names of the houses. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator will understand that for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining what response, if any, can be made by the people 
who insert these advertisements, it is rather important to furnish the 
names and also the authority upon which the domestic prices are given 
by the Senator from Missouri. Those are not contained, I imagine, in 
the papers to which he has called our attention. 

Mr. VEST. I shall show that at the proper time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Those papers show the domestic prices ? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, “yes; they show the domestic prices. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They show the price at which they are advertised 
in Buenos Ayres, but they do not show what the same goods are sold 
for here or prove that they are the same goods which are sold here. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, they do show it. The publications here at home 
show the same identical goods offered for another price in the United 
States, and that is why I copied that list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be very glad if the Senator would put in 
the names of the parties and insert some reference by which we can as- 
certain the correctness of the statement. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I shall do more than that. When the 
schedules come up I shall show the explanations of these manufact- 
urers, in which they admit that they make this discount, and say they 
make it, and that they are compelled to make it. They emphasize it. 

The point I make. now, and I challenge debate and contradiction 
upon it, is that, while they pretend they need this protection in order 
to exist in this country, they are plundering the American consumer 
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by selling abroad the very same article at from 30 to 70 per cent. dis- 
count. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Missouri know of any ag- 
ricultural-implement manufacturer who claims additional protection ? 

Mr. VEST. They all get 45 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does he know of any one who claims protection or 
asks protection ? 

Mr. VEST. If you should take off one-hundredth of 1 per cent. of 
the duty liberty would lie bleeding in the streets and they would all 
be here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 think the Senato: is quite mistaken in that 
statement. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator will find in this list every sort of agricult- 
ural implement and every sort of cutiery. It isa list so extensive 
that it is impossible for me to cite it here in the limits of an ordinary 
speech. 
beyond doubt that the consumers of the United States are being sys- 
tematically plundered under the pretense of protection to home in- 
dustries, 

Mr. President, I assert that these facts are incontrovertible and- show 

I know that it has been claimed that the goods on the prices of which 
these discounts are made have ceased to be marketable in the United 
States by reason of new patents and improvements and that the man- 
ufacturers therefore sell them to foreigners at reduced rates. 

This isa mere subterfuge. The articles advertised in the Export 
Journals I have produced are photographed, and it can be seen by ex- 
amination that they are identical with those sold in thiscountry. No 
reputable manufacturer will make any such claim, and, if made, it can 
be easily disproved. 

No further concealment is possible. The truth is at last revealed, 
and we find that these manufacturers, who are persistently asking higher 
duties to exclude foreign competition, are availing themselves of the 
monopoly given by the exclusive tariff to charge the people of this 
country for their goods from 20 to 70 per cent. more than they can sell 
the same articles for in the unprotected markets of the world. It is no 
longer protection, but pure, simple, naked plunder. 

Mr. President, it may be that the people of the United States will 
submit to this system. Wrongs crystallized by custom and panoplied 
with privilege and power have often become hoary with age. Mon- 
strous evils have existed for centuries, while the patient, uncomplain- 
ing multitude have watched the stars and waited fordeliverance. The 
Bastile frowned in dark and somber terror upon the populace of Paris 
while king and courtier, philosopher and patriot, passed away. It 
seemed eternal, but at last it fell, and the nightmare of the ages ended. 
We boast of our free institutions, of liberty and equality; bnt who can 
call himself a freeman, save in mockery, when by force of law the pro- 
ceeds of his life and labor are unjustly taken to enrich another? 

The struggle for human rights is not ended, nor can it be until the 
unequal and unjust system of taxation which now with the mask of 
protection rides like a booted and spurred highwayman over the land 
is trampled under foot by an outraged people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President, in the course of the discussion on 
Friday last the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], in order 
to show the enormous profits made by the protected American manu- 
facturer, made this statement: 


When you find factory stock in the Senator from Rhode Island’s own State 
selling at $2,050 a share upon the par value of $100, paying, as it does, 20 per cent. 
upon the increased value, then it is time to inquire—— 


At this point I interrupted the Senator-and asked him— 

Will the Senator be kind enough to tell me what company that is? 

To which he replied : 

I will tell you, I will bring the evidence to-morrow; I have not the papers 
with me now. But I want to say to the Senator that there is no statement I 
make here that I will not bring the evidence to sustain, and I will bring it to 
him to-morrow, if he desires. 

If entirely convenient to the Senator from New Jersey I should be 
very glad to have him furnish now the information upon which he 
based that statement. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I made the statement on Friday, upon infor- 
mation furnished me by a very reliable gentleman, as I believe, and as 
I am now ready to say, he was quite reliable and quite truthful in 
his statement. Instead of overstating the fact, I somewhat under- 
stated it. I said that stock of a certain manufacturing company, as I 
thought, located in the State of Rhode Island—I do not know whether 
located there or not, but located in New England somewhere—had 
sold at $2,050 per share. I now read from the Dry Goods Economist, 
which I suppose represents and tells the truth as nearly as it can be 
told with respect to the dry-goods trade and manufacturing stock: 


The sales of manufacturing stocks at Boston for the week were as follows: 
Amoskeag Manufacturing Company, 2,070. 

Manchester Mills, 147%. 

York Manufacturing Company, 999. 


Lowell Manufacturing Company, 572}; twosharesof the York Manufacturing 
Company, 991}. 


Mr. ALLISON. What is the par value? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Which one of those companies was it, if any, to 
which the Senator referred ? 


ee 


Mr. McPHERSON. I spoke of the one that sold at 2,050. I now 
speak of the same stock as selling at 2,070. Therefore I make no mis- 
statement and no overstatement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was the Amoskeag Company. Was that the 
company to which the Senator referred ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Thatisthe onel intended tospeak of. Where 
it is located I do not know, but I assumed it was located in the State 
of Rhode Island, because they tell me that all the prosperous mannu- 
facturing companies in New England are located in thatState. They 
tell me further that as manufacturers in Rhode Island pay less wages 
than in any other State in the Union, I take it for granted that the 


stocks of their manufacturing companies are higher than in any other 
State. 


Now, I made another statement—— 
Mr. FRYE. The Senator has not given the par value of that stock. 
Mr. McPHERSON. As they were all stated here among a long list 
of stocks of which the par value was apparently $100, because they 
| were selling at 994, 110, 92, 147, 99, and so on, and as there is no state- 
| ment made as to what the par value of the shares was, I had every rea- 
son to think that the par value of the shares was $100 each. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator stated one was selling at 9914. My recol- 
lection is that the par value is $1,000. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I will come to that. I made a further state- 
ment 

Mr. ALDRICH. I asked the Senatora question, and if he will par- 
don me I should like to respond at this moment as to the particular 
matter upon which I asked the Senator for information. 

The Senator from New Jersey made four statements in connection 
with this matter. First, that the manufacturing establishment was 
located in Rhode Island. He now says it was the Amoskeag Manu- 
tacturing Company, which is located in the State of New Hampsbire. 
He then said the par value of the stock was $100. The par value of 
the stock of the Amoskeag Manufacturing Company is $1,000. He 
then said it paid-20 per cent. dividends upon the increased valuation, 

| which would be 400 per cent. upon the original value of the stock, as 
stated by the Senator. The Amoskeag Manufacturing Company pays, 
and has paid for a number of years, 10 per cent. per annum upon the 
par value, or less than 5 per cent. upon the increased valuation. 
These statements, taken by me seriatim, show the value of the other 
} 


ED 
ne 





statements made by the Senator from New Jersey as to the great profits 
of manufacturers. I have no disposition to be exacting with the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey in his flights of imagination, but I suggest to him 
that the next time he explains the profits of manufacturers in New 
England for the benefit of the farmers of New Jersey he be a little 
nearer correct in his statement of facts. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Rhode Island wants to go one step 
further and state that the original par value may be no criterion what- 
ever of the value of the plant. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly not. 

Mr. FRYE. There are many mills in New England started with a 

| hundred dollars par value, and then the plant quadrupled in various 
ways without ever changing the par value of the stock. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That isthe fact with this very concern. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Maine be kind enough to ex- 
plain, because that is a problem I should like to have explained, upon 

what did they increase that plant three or four times? 

Mr. FRYE. Upon money which they put into their works, actual 
money. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not upon profits? 

Mr. FRYE. There may be profits. I know of a mill in Maine 
owned by four different people, but it is a corporation on account of 
certain conveniences of having a corporation, owned practically by a 
family. The par value was $100. They have built under that par 
value by putting in additional money themselves without ever increas- 
ing it, tomake two additional mills. 

Mr. BUTLER. Without their taking anything from profits of the 
mill? 

Mr. FRYE. Only the ordinary profits. 

Mr. BUTLER. What were the ordinary profits? 

Mr. FRYE. I do not know of any mill in New England that for the 
last ten years has paid 10 per cent. profit. I live in a manufacturing 
city, and there is not a mill in my city that has paid over 6 per cent. 
profit in the last ten years, and, to my certain knowledge, the average 
has not been 5 per cent. 

Mr. BUTLER. I had heard the Senator from Maine make that state- 
ment before; but we are informed this evening by the Senator from 

Rhode Island of one mill which pays 10 per cent. even on the original 
plant. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The original capital, and 5 percent. on the present 
value of the stock. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely; but it is 10 per cent. on the original cap- 
ital and 5 per cent. on the increased or watered stock. 

Mr. FRYE. But the Amoskeag mill is one of the most prosperous 
mills I know of. 

Mr. BUTLER, I do not object to the prosperity of the Amoskeag 
or any other mill, but I like to have an exact statement of its profits. 
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Mr. ALDRICH, 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator from South Carolina will pardon 
me for a single moment, I want to put myself right with the Senator 
from Rhode Island. The Senator from Rhode Island places great stress 
upon the fact that I located the Amoskeag mills in Rhode Island in- 
stead of New Hampshire. He also places great stress on the fact that 
I said that I admit that the par value of shares was $100 each instead 
of $1,000, because of the fact that there was no statement of the par 
value made in the list. It was found among a list in which the par 
value was $100. 

Now that proves nothing, and the contention ischildish. Nor does 
the statement of the Senator from Maine prove anything, because I 
know very well what the practice is in New England and what the 
practice is in New Jersey: that the profits of the factory very largely 
are left in the factory to represent the capital of theconcern. I know 
they declare stock dividends as well. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let me ask a question. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator will wait until I get through 
with a single statement then I will listen to what he has to say. Just 
permit me to answer this one question and then I will allow him to 
proceed. 

Mr. President, as I say, it matters not whether the stock was $100 per 
share or $1,000 per share. I read now from Mr. Spofford’s American 
Almanac for 1889, which I suppose will not be accused of telling any 
untruth about this matter, in which we find here the Amoskeag Com- 
pany. It has a capital of $3,000,000 and the par value of the shares is 
a thousand dollars each. 

It evidently began business in 1877; at least, in that year we find a 
dividend. It paid 8 per cent. dividend in that year, and at no time 
since that year has it paid less. It has paid as high as 15 per cent. 
dividend in a single year. 

Now we find here as a context, at the bottom of the page, that this 
same company besides paid a stock dividend of 334 per cent. in De- 
cember, 1887. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What company is that? 

Mr. McPHERSON. This isthe Amoskeag Company. How many 
other dividends in stock they may have paid I do not know. 

It seems the American Printing Company paid 15per cent. ; the Amos- 
keag Company paid it, too. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I imagine, in the view of the Senator, that if any 
corporation paid it is sufficient; it makes no difference which company 
it was. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Amoskeag Company is marked No.7. The 
notation at the bottom ofthe page is marked No. 7, and it reads: “‘ be- 
sides 334 per cent. stock dividend, December 15, 1°87.’’ Now, here 
is the American Printing Company. Where that is located I do not 
know. 

Mr. HOAR. 
pany, let me ask if that is a manufacturing company ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. It is said to be. This list is headed ‘‘ Divi- 
dends of New England manufacturing companies for ten years—1877- 
1887.”? 

Mr. HOAR. I will not undertake to say with certainty about this 
matter; I may be mistaken; but my impression is that the Amoskeag 
Company is a company that owns the water-power in the city of Man- 
chester, and a large part of its profits is in letting the water-power to 
different manufacturing companies there. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Where is it located ? 

Mr. HOAR. At Manchester, N. H. 

Mr. MePHERSON. ‘The Senator from Rhode Island has located it 
in New Hampshire, and I have located it in Rhode Island, and now I 
understand the Senator from Massachusetts to locate it in Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. HOAR. The Amoskeag Company of which I speak is located 
at Manchester, N. H. Amoskeag is the old village on the opposite 
bank of the Merrimac River from the city of Mancheser. They have 
been my clients and | have known something about them in former 
years. Still I am not positive that what I say is correct, but it is 
my impression that they are the owners of the water-power of the 
Merrimac River, and that as that town has increased by manufactures 
in the last twenty years their supply of the water-power to the other 
corporations has increased. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very probably. Now, let us go on and see if 
these other companies are all owners of water-power. 

Mr. HOAR, Well, take one ata time. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Here is the American Printing Company. In 
1882 it began with a dividend of 10.per cent. In 1886 it paid a divi- 
dend of 15 per cent., and in 1887 # dividend of 12} per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say in regard to that—— 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I refuse to be disturbed until I get through 
with this story, because itisafine one. This manufacturing company, 
according to Mr. Spofford’s Almanac, paid a 50 per cent. stock divi- 
dend. Very well; we will goon. Here is the Arlington Company. 
Par value of shares, $100 each. It has paid dividends of 5, 10, 10, 10, 


I have stated it. 


6, 6, 6, 6, 6, and 8 per cent., and that, I understand, when I turn to | per cent. dividends. 


the very able speech made by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 


Before the Senatcr passes from the Amoskeag Com- | 


a 


} 


} 


HEES] the other day, is a company of which Mr. Whitman was treas- 
urer. He says: 


He stated to his stockholders in the latter part of March, I think—I have no 
hesitation in giving you the names; it is Mr. Whitman, treasurer of the Arling- 


ton Mills—at a special meeting of the stockholders, held on the 29th of March, 
1890, he said: 


**T have been your treasurer for a consecutive period of twenty years. Dur- 
ing this period the average earnings have been 20.8 per cent. upon the capital. 
The earnings of last year were nearly three and a half times those of the year 
previous, and there is every indication that the coming year will be one of the 
most profitable in the company’s history.” 

Now, let us inquire, is this the same Arlington Mill of which this 

{r. Whitman was the treasurer? If so, they report to the world a 
certain rate of dividends, and he reports to his stockholders three times 
that rate. Let us see how much they have paid by way of stock divi- 
dends. I donot lay my eye on that immediately, but I will go on with 
the others that have paid stock dividends. 

Here is the Hamilton Machine Mill Company. Par value of shares, 
$1,000. And the Hamilton Woolen Mill Company; the par value of its 
shares, $100. They paid 10 per cent. a year right straight along. They 
paid a 20 per cent. extra dividend to their stockholders. Take the 
Lancaster Company. Par value of shares, $400. They paid 12} per cent. 
in 1877, 20 per cent. in 1878, 20 per cent. in 1879, 174 per cent. in 1880, 
and they have paid besides a 50 per cent. extra stock dividend in 1880 
after paying that 174 per cent. profit or dividend. 

Now, wewillgoon, ‘Take the Lowell Company. Par value ofshares, 
$690. In 1877 they paid 20 per cent.; in 1878, 30 per cent.; in 1879, 
35 per cent.; in 1880, 65 per cent.; in 1881, 20 per cent., or $20 per 
share; in 1883, $35; in 1884, $17; in 1885, $30; in 1886, $20; in 1887, 
$40. Par value of share, $690, and they paid $40 per share. 

Mr. FRYE. What per cent. would that be? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have not figured that up. 

Now, here is the Lowell Machine Company. Here is the par value 
of shares, $500, They paid 10 per cent. in 1877, 10 per cent. in 1878, 
10 per cent. in 1879, besides a 20 per cent. dividend. Now we find 
figure 8, which is the Columbian Company; par value of shares, $1,000. 
They paid 8 per cent. in 1877; they paid 15 per cent. in 1887 and in 
1878, besides, $1,000 per share extra. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not think that I come very far from show- 
ing that, in addition to dividends upon the stock, they have not come 
very far short of getting a very large dividend upon the increase as 
well through this stock certificate. 

But when you come to take the statement made by the honorable 
Senator from Indiana, it was a report made by Mr. Whitman to his 
own stockholders that during the whole lifetime of that company, if I 
correctly read it, that during the period of twenty years—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes; hesaid he had been treasurer twenty years. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. During this period the average earnings had 
been 20.8 per cent. upon the capital. It is pretty safe to assume that 
manufacturing in New England is quite a profitable enterprise. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, perhaps the Senator comes near enough 
for all practical purposes when he states one day that the par value of 
a manufacturing stock is $100, that its market value is $2,050, and 
that it pays 20 per cent. on the market value, and the next day he 
finds that the par value is a thousand dollars, that the market value 
is $2,050, and it only pays 10 per cent. on the par value. That may 
be near enough for practical purposes. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Maine certainly could not 
have failed to understand me when I said when I took the floor this 
evening that I was informed that the par value of all the shares men- 
tioned in this list here in the Economist was $100 per share. I knew 
perfectly well that it was the custom ia New England factories, as it 
is in factories in New Jersey, to leave quite a large share of the profits 
each year to go to capital account. As to how long this company was 
in existence, I knew nothing, or how much capital had accrued, and 
therefore upon the statement made to me and upon what I read printed 
in the Economist, I had a perfect right to assume that the par value of 
all the shares, because there is no statement to the contrary, was $100 
per share. It is a very uncommon thing for a manufacturing company 
to be organized in $1,000 shares. 

Mr. FRYE. But the Economist, from which the Senator read, did 
not say it paid 20 per cent. on the market value of the stock, nor did 
it contain any other statement which he has made. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understand that perfectly well; but I read 
other statements. I read froma statement in respect to the Arlington 
mills, and I took their own statement as to their profits. 

Mr. FRYE. Will'the Senator give the statement from which he read 
wherein he said it paid 20 per cent. on the market value of the stock? 


Mr. McPHERSON. I will read the statement, 

Mr. FRYE. Inthe Amoskeag mill? 

Mr. McPHERSON. ‘The Amoskeag mill earned 10 per cent. 

Mr. FRYE. Six per cent. on the capital stock? 

Mr. McPHERSON. In 1877. 

Mr. FRYE. That is 10 per cent on the capital? 

Mr. McPHERSON. They earned 10 per cent. on the par value of 


tbe shares I suppose, ata thousand dollars each. They paid besides 33} 


Mr. FRYE. When? 
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Mr. McPHERSON. In 1887. Here is the almanac of Mr. Spofford. 

Mr. FRYE. But where did the Senator get his statement, which 
he made apparently on authority, that the mill paid 20 per cent. on its 
market value of $2,050. 

Mr. BUTLER. It was the Arlington mills the Senator from New 
Jersey referred to. 

Mr, FRYE. No, the Amoskeag mills. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not understand the Senator’s question. 
State it again. 

Mr. FRYE. Where did the Senator find in any writing anywhere 
the statement which he made that the Amoskeag mill paid 20 per 
cent. on the market value of its stock, which was $2,050? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator knows very well that when I find 
that there is a stock dividend given in addition to the regular dividend, 
and in asingle year where they earned 10 percent. with astock dividend 
of 334 per cent. more, which makes 43} per cent., and as I did not 
know at that time that the shares were $1,000 each instead of $100, 
I was understating the fact rather than overstating it. 

Mr. FRYE. Did theSenator have those tables in Spofford’s almanac 
when he made that statement ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. No, I did not have it. 

Mr. FRYE. And did the Senator have any knowledge of a stock 
dividend when he made the statement ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Only as reported to me by other gentlemen, 
who I believe and who I think were truthful, and 1 believe now they 
were truthful, and I think this thoroughly bears out the statement. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, may I contribute a few words to 
this interesting occasion? In the presence of the entire Committee on 
Finance, with the exception of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL], who was absent, Mr. Worrall, a New York importer, made a 
full and careful statement on this subject, and nobody heard him more 
plainly than did the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Rhode Island need not rise yet. 
There will be plenty of time for him. The Senator from Rhode Island 
was present; the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] was present; the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] was present; and the report of the 
proceedings before the committee that morning shows that it was a 
colloquial affair from beginning to end. These gentlemen appeared 
and talked to the committee, were open to interrogation and to con- 
tradiction from members of the committee. It was entirely free. If 
not free trade, at least free discussion there prevailed. In that free 
presence Mr. Worrall, of New York, said as follows: 


Now, there is one extract that Iam going to read to you, gentlemen, made by 
aman whois our strongest competitor in the manufacture of these articles in 
the United States of America. He stated to his stockholders in the latter part 
of March, I think—I have no hesitation in giving youthe names; it is Mr. Whit- 


man, treasurer of the Arlington Mills—at a special meeting of the stockholders 
held on the 29th of March, 1890, he said: 


“Thave been your treasurer fora consecutive period of twenty years. During 
this period the average earnings have been 20.8 per cent. upon the capital. The 
earnings of last year were nearly three and a half times those of the year previ- 
ous, and there is every indication that the coming year will be one of the most 
profitable in the company’s history.” 


This is a statement of an American manufacturer to his stockholders, under 
the present tariff. 


Mr. Vance. A manufacturer of what article? 
Mr. Worratu. He isa manufacturer of these very articles, these cotton warps, 
wool weft, mohair, and men’s dress goods, 


That statement was made in the hearing of every member of that 
committee present. Nobody gainsaid it. Nobody rose to say that no 
manufacturing establishment had had over 10 per cent. Twenty per 
cent, was thrust into their faces and no denial made, and never has 
there been until now. 

Who is Mr. Whitman? He is not only treasurer of the Arlington 
Mills at Lawrence, Mass., which makes these articles of part cotton 
and part wool, men’s dress goods, but he is the president of the Woolen 
Manufacturers’ Association of the United States, a man of the very 
highest standing and note, and responsible for what he says. The idea 
of antagonizing his statement thus made, to my mind smacks of great 
unfairness and want of candor. If it wasa known fact that the manu- 
facturers of New England had not made such dividends, nobody knew 
it better than the Senator from Rhode Island, an expert on the subject 
of manufacturing in general, more perhaps than on any other. 

This denial of these huge profits is an afterthought; and I wish to 
emphasize the evidence here, to reproduce it, and show who testifies. 
Mr. Whitman, the president of the Woolen Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion, as well as the treasurer for twenty years of the Arlington Mills at 
Lawrence, Mass., testifies to an average of more than 20 per cent. upon 
the capital for the last twenty years, and that the business is getting 
better, last year three and a half times better than any year before, 
and the coming year promising to be one of the very best in the com- 
pany’s entire history. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I heard the statement made by Mr. 
Worrall before the Committee on Finance, and I also listened to the 
statement when it was made by the Senator from Indiana, who re- 
quested that he be not interrupted in the course of his speech. At the 
time this statement was made by Mr. Worrall I knew nothing about 
the facts in the case. At the time the statement was made by the Sen- 
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ator from Indiana, I had been furnished by Mr, Whitman with a state- 
ment of the exact facts in the case, and they are as remote from the 
statement as read by the Senator from Indiana as was the statement 
made by the Senator from New Jersey on Friday from that which he 
makes to the Senate to-day. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have made no statement of my own. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand. I am not impugning that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wish to ask the Senator, with his permission, 
whether he denies that Mr. Whitman, the president of the Woolen Manu- 
facturers’ Association and treasurer of the Arlington mills, made that 
statement which I read. Does the Senator challenge the fact that he 
made that statement ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I -ieny that he made the statement in the form in 
which it is published nd was read by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The point I wish to make, so that I can furnish 
the statement, is whether the Senator from Rhode Island denies that 
Mr. Whitman made the statement which was furnished to the com- 
mittee by Mr. Worrall. 

Mr. ALDRICH. When the Senator gets through with his question 
I will answer him. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am through. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that Mr. Whitman tell me that the state- 
ment which he sent to his stockholders is not fairly represented by the 
extract read by Mr. Worrall and repeated by the Senator from Indiana. 
He further says to me, and shows by a transcript from the books of the 
company, that the average dividend paid during the existence of the 
company, in a period of twenty-five years, isa trifle over 6 per cent. upon 
its capital and accrued earnings. 

Mr. BUTLER. Six per cent., you say ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Six percent. The capital of this company in 1865, 
when it was first established, was $240,000. To-day it is $2,000,000, 
the increases not made by the earnings of the $240,000, but by cash act- 
ually paid in. 

Mr. BUTLER. How much, Mr. President? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The whole amount, with the exception I think of 
about $140,000, has been actually paid in by the stockholders. 

Mr. MORGAN. Whatare theaccrued earnings the Senator speaks of? 

Mr. ALDRICH. About $140,000. That ismyrecollection. I have 
not here, but I have at my house, a verified statement made by Mr. 
Whitman and by the other officers of the company, showing the divi- 
dends of the company from the beginning down to the present time, 
It shows, as I have already stated, that the dividends paid by the com- 
pany average a little over 6 per cent., and it shows something more—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Doesthe Senator from Rhode Island yield? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, I can not yield to the Senator at this mo- 
ment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to ask a question for information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at present. The implication sought to be 
made by Mr. Worrall was that the Arlington Mills had made this 
profit in the manufacture of cotton warps dress goods, women’s dress 
goods, which were the articles then under consideration by Mr. Wor- 
rall. A certified statement taken from the books of the Arlington Mills 
of their business from 1883 to the present time shows that that portion 
of their business which consists of the manufacture of cotton-warp 
dress goods has resulted in an actual loss to the Arling on Mills; and 


this is shown by a transcript from their books, verified by their account- 
ants. 


Mr. BUTLER. Now may I ask a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Arlington Mills manufacture a number of 
kinds of goods, and that portion of their business which was then un- 
der consideration, and which was the subject of the remarks made by 
the Senator from Indiana, has been a source of loss rather than of profit 
since the tariff of 1883 was adopted. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator a question now ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I merely ask it for information. t 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have the papers here and have them printed 
for the information and benefit of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES. When was this statement made? After Mr. 
Worrall’s statement before the Finance Committee ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was made after the statement before the com- 
mittee was made known. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Made within the last week ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; made immediately after he heard of the 
statement of Mr. Worrall. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will only observe that there are different ways 
in which men deal with the same subject, owing to the circumstances 
by which they are surrounded; in other words, a treasurer, proud of 
the success of his mill, would make a different statement to the com- 
mittee, perhaps, than when he comes here and sues, in forma pauperis, 
for an increase of duty and bounty. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Rhode Island has undertaken 
to disprove the statement made by Mr. Worrall without presenting 
one particle of testimony or evidence whatever except his own state- 
ment, I want to ask that gentleman when he will undertake to dis- 
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prove Mr. Spofford’s almanac, from which I have read and quoted? 
He asked me for an explanation to-day. When will he be ready to 


prove the statement I made on Friday by finding some evidence to dis- | 
make one with respect to what he found there in regard to the rate | 
| 
| 


per cent. earned and the amount of stock dividends paid ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have it as soon as I can have an opportu- 
nity io bring it from my house, and,J hope when it is here that it will 
not be as far away from the statement which I have made to-day as 
the facts were from the statement made by the Senator from New 
Jersey. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now perhaps the Senator from Rhode Island will 
answer my question, Will the Senator answer my question ? 


Mr. ALDRICH, 
any question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator from Rhode Island to state 
that the original capitalization of this company was $240,000. Am I 
right? 

Mr. ALDRICH, 
together certain. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
ent capitalization is over 

Mr. ALDRICH. — It is just $2,000,000, as I remember it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator to say, furthermore, that 
the amount of capital stock paid in, in addition to the $240,000, was 
about $100,000, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; all except $140,000, my recollection is, 
has been paid in actual cash. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the $2,000,000 is not the increase from ac- 
crued earnings ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


Certainly. I did not know the Senator had asked 


I have stated that from memory, buc I am not al- 
However, that is my recollection, 
Then I understood the Senator to say that the pres- 
$2,000,000. 


Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. It was all paid in? 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I remember it, they paid a stock dividend 
amounting to $140,000, or $160,000 possibly, in the early history of the 
company, and since that time the increases of capital have resulted from 
payments in cash actually made. 

Mr. BUTLER, Entirely? I ask it because the statements of the 
Senator appear to conflict one with the other. He said that the $2,000, - 
000 capital, as I understood him, was the result of accrued earnings, 
with the exception of $140,000. 

Mr. PLATT. You misunderstood him. 

Mr. CULLOM. You have that clear wrong. 

Mr. BUTLER. He said so many things that were clear off I wanted 
to get him down to one fact. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for a vote on the pending question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on Finance with instructions, 

Mr. FRYE. On that the yeas And nays have been ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have been ordered. 
Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask for the reading of the pending resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the pending bill (H. R. 9416) be recommitted to the Committee 
on Finance with instructions to report at the earliest practicable moment a bill 
to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, in which the average ad 
valorem rate of duey on all dutiable articles, based upon the importations of 
1889, shall not exceed the average ad valorem war-tariff rate of 1264. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I was about to caution Senators 
whether the course of a debate so rapidly and so very closely approach- 
ing the source of dividends, of shares, and profits might not affect the 
value of manufacturing stocks in New England, However, upon sec- 
ond thought, the caution is entirely unnecessary. I donot think any- 
thing we can say on this side or on the other will affect the real, per- 
manent value of those stocks. It is well settled in the markets and 
has been so for many years. None of the corporations which own them 
have been dissolved; none of the factories actually in operation have 
been abandoned; none of them are for sale like the hill-top farms of 
Massachusetts or the deserted farm lands of New Hampshire. 

All of them are above par. None of them are in the market for less 
than the cost of improvements. [rom these very facts, and public facts 
they are, I think there is no possible discussion here upon the subject 
of profits by the manufacturing companies of New England that can 
affect the real value of their stocks in the market. 

On the contrary, it would be very well for even the Senator from 
Rhode Island to consider whether it might not be prudent upon his 
part to study the question of diversifying industriesin his State. The 
whole of his State it seems is abandoned to manulactories, and the man- 
ufactories, according to the Senator’s statement, are kept in operation 
only for the purpose of affording wages to laborers, at very little or no 
profit. 

Why, then, not introduce agriculture into Rhode Island, as was done 
in the days of Roger Williams, long ago? Why not commence the 
rearing of sheep, or cattle, or swine in Rhode Island, and diversify the 
industries of that Commonwealth by some reduction upon the cost of 
living and a slight reduction even upon the profits and dividends of 
manulactures ? 


But, Mr. President, I rose to speak to the motion, and precisely to 
the motion. Iam in favor of a recommittal of the bill, and will so 
vote. I would even vote for its indefinite postponement. I would 
vote forany line of policy which is calculated to defeat or to delay its en- 
actment. But lam notsatisfied with the instructions which are offered 
with this motion. These instructions resemble very much a class of 
statutes with which we are all familiar, in relation to the compensation 
of commissioners, viewers, or appraisers, that they shall be allowed by 
the court so much per diem for the time actually employed, not exceed- 
ing, for example, $10 aday. In such cases I have noticed that the 
maximum limit is always allowed. But what is more to the point of 
the objection I make is, it is always authorized by such a statute. 

These instructions authorize the report of a bill by the Committee 
on Finance of tariff rates similar to and identical with those provided 
in the act of 1864. I have been engaged forsome years in making war 
upon the wartariff, I have enlisted, and been re-enlisted, in that serv- 
ice; I have not yet been discharged; I have not asked fora discharge; 
and expect still to continue therein. 

I would not vote for a bill fixing the tariff rates either upon the 
scheme of the war rates of 1864 or upon the absolute impositions 
therein provided; neither shall I vote for instructions which authorize 
the committee to report a bill upon such rates, Believing as I do that 
the bill reported is one of the worst, the most unjust, and most op- 
pressive which have ever characterized the legislative overtures of a free 
government, if there were a choice to be made between the bill pend- 
ing and the Morrill tariff of 1864, an imperative choice, I would choose 
the Morrill tariff. I think it is infinitely preferable. 

But, as these instructions are simply an expression of opinion, and 
we are not imperatively bound toindorse either the dogma or the detail 
of the war tariff of 1864, I think that instructions, if any are given, 
ought to be in line with the opinion of the country and with the 
scheme of that great leader of the people who polled a majority of 
the votes of the people for his re-election, the imposition of lighter 
duties upon things in general use, of the heavier rates of duty upon ar- 
ticles of luxury and refinement, the total sum of the levy not to exceed 
an amount sufficient to pay the necessary expenses of the Government, 
the national debt, and the interest thereon, as they mature. 

With these objections to the instructions as noted, I sympathize very 
fully with what the honorable Senator from New Jersey has said, with 
the strictures and criticisms which have fallen from him in relation to 
the pending bill, and with all that honorable Senators have said upon 
our side; with not a jot or tittle which has been said ir defense of or in 
apology for this monstrous outrage upon the land and labor of the coun- 
try. 

At the same time I demand a division of the question—I think it is 
divisible—into two parts, the motion to recommit and the motion to 
recommit with instructions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first question will be taken on the 
motion to recommit, the Chair understands. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; on the motion to recommit. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
to recommit, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. TheSec- 
retary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 
seat, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLarr]}. 
should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HiGerns]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called), 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
Senator from Virginia a BARBOUR]. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Quay]. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from Virginia 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania, and the Senator from West Virginia 
and myself can vote. I vote ‘* nay.’’ 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Beery]. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. VANCE] is paired with theSenator from Nevada [ Mr. Jonrs]. 
We have made an exchange of pairs, so that the Senator from North 
Carolina and myself can vote. I vote ‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. WASHBURN’s name was called), My col- 
league [ Mr. ee is necessarily absent. Heis paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana | Mr. Greson]. 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa (when hisname was called). I desire to an- 
nounce that I am paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WIL- 
son]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 


I am paired with the 
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If he were present, I 
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M r. MCPHERSON. Before proceeding with this schedule I wish to Mr. HISCOCK Chat is the very reason why I ask 1 
call the attention of the Senate to some facts concerning it. In the | sent If the committee amendments to tha hedule are ly 
computation that is made at the end of the schedule which will be | then of course the groundwork will be sym t land W t] 
found on page 13, which is the schedule said to treat of chemicals, oils, | theory of the committee, and } ndment is made to one cl 
‘ re f » ented aw 92 04 : on , and an i ! ] 
and paints, we find the existing tariff 36.69 per cent. on the average: | an amendment will be made to anot to cor! ond with it. 


we lind the proposed tariff is 37.65, or an increase in the proposed tariff | Mr. McPHERSON ee means hes seemed th ten tinaaeeiel 
over the existing rates. of the Whole ? . oe ’ 
; It is desirable that we should know exactly how much labor is get- Mr. HISCOCK. My idea is to go through with each schedule in t! 
ting out of this 37.65 per cent. before we proceed to vote on this sched- | bill and act upon the amendments of the committee, and then a 
" 5 . 1 “ bash , Au LHe! A 
ule. The census report of 1880 gives the average amount of labor, that | ments by Senators to be offered to it 
is, the whole cost of labor, in the products mentioned in this schedule a rns YF shied 65 euuthiun enenih tein on . 
~ r : 7 ... OF oF . cae == — - — 7 i * yt vv i i 
2 * —, W here a. bill carries 37.65, labor receives but | bill as the understanding was the other day, commencing with the fir 
3e . e * > . . . . J 
I n verification of that I read from the statistics of labor paragraph, and each paragraph to be open to amendment as 
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cece’. When we reach the committee amendments, if any amendments 
are made previous to reaching them, the committee amendments can 
then be made to conform to the amendments already made. In no 
other way can we have an intelligible bill when we get through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Douru in the chair), The Sena- 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] objects to the request of the 
Senator from New York (Mr. Hiscock |, and the Senator from New 
lersey is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould not like to have it understood that we 
had a distinct understanding the other day as to the management of 
thesé schedules. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
asked unanimous consent that the committee amendments be first con- 
sidered on the whole bill and he asked unanimous consent also that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. The first request of 
the Senator from Rhode Island was agreed to and the other was ob- 
jected to; so that there is no understanding, as I view it, except that 
we go on with the bill, 

Now, of curse, it is perfectly in order at any time when it suits 
the convenience of Senators to ask unanimous consent to modify or ar- 
range the regular order in any way we may see fit. I do not wish to 
antagonize the Senator, but I did not want it to go upon the record 
that we have a unanimous understanding as to how we shall proceed, 
because there is no such understanding. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to suggest to the Senator from Iowa that his 
memory is somewhat at fault as to what occurred the other day. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not state all that occurred. 

Mr. HARRIS, It was distinctly put as the request of the Senator 
from Rhode Island that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with; 
and, as stated by the Senator from Iowa, his first request was that the 
bill be read and the committee amendments first acted upon, That 
being objected to, then the Senator from Rhode Island asked unani- 
mous consent of the Senate that the first reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with and that the bill be read paragraph by paragraph for 
amendment in every part of it. That was the proposition submitted 
to the Senate and the proposition to which unanimous consent was 
given. 

Mr. ALLISON, The Senator from New Jersey will allow me a 
moment, I did not so understand the arrangement on that day, but 
I do not wish to get into a controversy respecting it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Recorp will show it as I state it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, I offer an amendment in line 12, on page 
i of the bill, by striking out ‘‘and one-half cents’’ and inserting the 
word ‘‘cent;’’ for, certainly, if acid can be bought for 2 cents or 2} 
cents, 1 cent a pound is duty enough. 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. In line 12, on page 1, after the word ‘‘one,”’ 
it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘ and one-half cents ’’ and insert 
the word ‘‘cent;’’ so as to read: 

1. Acetic or pyeslignesus acid, not exceeding the specific gravity of 1.047, 1 
cent per pound, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In the same paragraph, I move to strike out, 
on page 2, line 2, the word ‘‘four’’ and insert *‘ three.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cnizr CLERK. On page 2, line 2, before the word ‘‘ cents,’’ it 
is proposed to strike out ‘* four’’ and insert ‘‘ three ;’’ so as to read: 

Exceeding the specific gravity of 1.047, 3 cents per pound, 


Mr. MCPHERSON, I call for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the yeas and nays are taken I will simply 
say that the present duty is 10 cents a pound; the duty retained by 
the Mills bill was 15 cenis a pound, and the Senate Committee on 
Finance proposes 4 cents a pound, which the Senator from New Jersey 
now proposes to reduce to 3 cents. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The present rate of duty, as it seems to be 
stated here, is 92.70 per cent. You propose to reduce it to 37.08. La- 
bor gets out of it 10 per cent. I propose to reduce it to a point where 
there will be sufficient protection for American labor and not so much 
for the American factories. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPnERson], on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY], but I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBouR], which will leave the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and myself at liberty to vote. 
IT vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr, MCPHERSON (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hrearns]. 
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Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarrs]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called), Under the arrangement 
announced by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] a few mo- 
ments ago, if the arrangement is still satisfactory to him I shall vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Entirely so. 

Mr. PASCO. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. Under the arrangement for the transfer of the 
pair, I vote ‘“‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. TELLER (wher his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry], but that pair has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNEs], and I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I wish to in- 
quire if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILL] is recorded as vot- 
ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
MorRILL]. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] is not re- 
corded as voting, I believe, and unless he is paired—and no pair has 
been announced with him—I will transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. PLATY. I had supposed the Senator from Kentucky was paired 
with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Prerce], but Iam not sure. 
He had been paired with him on former occasions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am not advised that my colleague is paired. 

Mr. HARRIS. If there is any doubt about it, I withdraw my vote. 
I voted ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the affirmative). I wish 
to inquire if the Senator from Nehraska [Mr. MANDERSON] is re- 
corded as voting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I ask to withdraw my vote. I am 
paired with him. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to announce the pair between my colleague 
[Mr. PuGH] and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuUNDs], neither 
of whom is present. 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. Wo.corr] is paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. TheSenator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] is 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson]. 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the negative). Is the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] recorded ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. DIXON. I have a general pair with him, and therefore with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL. _ I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. BLArr}. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. WILson, of 
Iowa] is paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WiLson]. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] is paired with the Seaator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS}. My 
colleague, if present, would vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—15, 
Bate, Colquitt, Pasco, Vance, 
Call, Faulkner, Plumb, Vest, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Reagan, Walthall. 
Coke, Gray, Turpie, 

NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Dolph, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Allen, Frye, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Allison, Hawley, Moody, Stewart, 
Casey, Hiscock, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hoar, Platt, Teller. 
Dawes, Ingalls, Power, 

ABSENT—46. 


Barbour, Dixon, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 


Berry, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Kenna, Sherman. 
Blair, Evarts, McPherson, Squire, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Manderson, Stanford, 
Brown, George, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gibson, Morrill, Washburn. 
Cameron, Hale, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Chandler, Harris, Pierce, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Hearst, Pugh, 

Davis, Higgins, Quay, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not a quorum voting. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In view of the fact that there is no quorum, I move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to state that when I made the transfer 
of pairs which I announced I did so for the purpose of makinga quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
ALDRICH] moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 43 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, July 29, 1890, at 12 
o’clock a, m, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MoNnDAY, July 28, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 102384) making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 30. 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. I make the point that there is no 
quorum present. 

Mr. HATCH. 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH. Does it not require a two-thirds vote to do away with 
the regular order of the House that this day be set apart for the con- 
sideration of District of Columbia bills? 

The SPEAKER. It does not require a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. HATCH. It changes the standing rule of the House. 

The SPEAKER, Notat all. 
which gives the Committee on Appropriations and the Committee on 
Ways and Means the right to move the consideration of general appro- 
priation bills and revenue bills at any time after the reading of the 
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There is astanding rule of the House | 


Journal. 


Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 


quorum present. 
Mr. CANNON. 


nays. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. CANNON. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were 


I make the point that there is no 


I think it will shorten matters to take the yeas and 


Yes. 


ing 150; as follows: 


Allen, Mich. 


Lewis, Sawyer, 
Anderson, Kans. Dolliver, Martin, Ind. Sayers, 
Arnold, Dorsey, Mason Scranton, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dunnell, McAdoo, Scull, 
Banks, Farquhar, McComas, Simonds, 
Bartine, Finley, McCormick, Smith, Ill. 
Bayne, Flick, McDuffie, Smith, W. Va. 
Belknap, Forman, McKenna, Spooner, 
Bergen, Forney, Miles, Stephenson, 
Blias, Funston, Moffitt, Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gear, Moore, N. H, Stivers, 
Brewer, Gest, Morgan, Struble, 
Brickner, Gibson, Morrill, Taylor, E. B, 
Brookshire, Grosvenor, Morrow, Taylor, Il, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hatch, Morse, Thomas, 
Burrows, Haugen, Mutchler, Thompson, 
Candler, Mass, Haynes, O’ Neil, Mass, Tillman, 
Cannon, Heard, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo, 
Carter, Hemphill, Osborne, Townsend, Pa, 
Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa Owen, Ind. Tracey, 
Cheatham, Hill, Owens, Ohio Turner, Kans, 
Chipman, Hitt, Payne, Vandever, 
Cogewell, Holman, Payson, Walker, 
Coleman, Hopkins, Perkins, Watson, 
Comstock, Kelley, Pickler, Wheeler, Ala, 
Conger, Kennedy, Post, Whitthorne, 
Connell, Kerr, Iowa Quackenbush, Wike, 
Cooper, Ohio Kinsey, Quinn, Willcox, 
raig, Knapp, Raiyes, Williams, Ohio 
Crain, Lacey, Ray. Wilson, Ky. 
Crisp, Lane, Reed, Iowa Yardley, ~ 
Calbertson, Pa. Lawler, Rife, Yoder. 
Cntcheon, Laws, Rowell, 
Dibble, Lehlbach, Russell, 

NAYS—43, ‘ 

Abbott, Culberson, Tex. Kerr, Pa. Paynter, 
Andrew, Cummings, Ketcham, Peel, 
Barwig, Davidson, Lanham, Price, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Edmunds, Lester, Va. Richardson, 
Brown, J. B. Elliott, Martin, Tex, Shively, 
Buchanan, Va. Ellis, McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Burton, Enloe, McClellan, Stump, 
Bynum, Fithian, McCreary, Turner, N.Y. 
Caruth, Flower, MeMillin, Venable, 
Catchings, Goodnight, McRae, Williams, I], 
Cooper, Ind. Harmer, Oates, 


Adams, 


YEAS—134. 


Dockery, 


NOT VOTING—1®, 


Biggs, Brower Candler, Ga. 

Alderson, Bingham, Browne, T. M. Carlton. " 
Allen, Miss. Blanchard, Browne, Va, Caswell 
Anderson, Miss. Bland, Brunner, Clancy.’ 
Atkinson, Pa. Blount, 3uckalew, Clark, Wis. 

ker, Boatner, Bullock, Clarke, Ala. 
Bankhead, Boothman, Bunn, Clements, 
Barnes, Boutelle, Butterworth, Clunie 
Beckwith, . Bowden, Caldwell, Cobb, 
Belden, Brosius, Campbell, Cothran, 


Does the gentleman call for the yeas and nays? | 


yeas 134, nays 45, not vot- 
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Covert Herbert, ©' Ferrall, Stockbridge, 
Cowles Hermann Nea Ind Stockdale, 
Dalzell, Hooker Outhwaite Stone, Ky. 
Darga Houk, Parrett Stone, Mo. 
Dar gion, Kilgore v ut Sweney, 
De Flaven, La Follette, Perry Tarsney 
De Lano, Laidlaw Peters Taylor, J. D. 
Dickerson, Lansing Phe raylor, Tenn. 
Dingley, Lee Pierce Tucker, 
| Dunphy, Lester, Ga. Pugsley, Turner, Ga 
Evans Lind, Randa Van Schaick, 
Ewart, Lodge Reilly Vaux, 
Featherston, Magne Reybur Waddill, 
Fiteh Maish Robertson Wade, 
Flood, Mansur, Rock well, Wallace, Mass, 
Fowler, McCarthy, Rogers, Wallace, N.Y. 
} k McCord Rowland, Washington 
( McKinley Rusk Wheeler, Mich. 
( Milliken Sanford, Whiting, 
Greenhalge, Mills, Seney, Wickham, 
( 3 Montgomery Sherman, Wiley, 
‘ Moors Cex Skinner, Wilkinson, 
Hall, Morey Smyser, Wilson, Mo. 
Hansbrough Mudd Snider, Wilson, Wash. 
Hare Niedr rl ~ St la, Wilson, W. Va, 
Hayes, Norton Springer, Wright 
Henderson, Ill Nute Stahinecker, 
Henderson, N.C O' Donne Stewart, Vt 


So the motion was avreed to. 

Che Cierk announced the following members as paired on all polit- 
ical questions until further notice 

Mr. MoREY with Mr. BuNN. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. NoRTON 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CAMPBELI 

Mr. Hovuk with Mr. PARRETT 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. LODGE with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. THoMAS M. BRowNeE with Mr. Lester, of Georgia. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. Sprnoua. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. Hooker. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. Fircn. 

Mr. DE LANO with Mr. DuNPHY 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. PERRY. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. WALKER with Mr. BLounr. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. DE HAVEN with Mr. Biaas. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. BouTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr.*HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HAtcH. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN with Mr. CowLes. 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. GRIMES. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. S81 

Mr. NuTE with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. O’ DONNELL with Mr. Cogn. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. STOCKDALE. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. MASON with Mr. CLEMENTS. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. TuRNER, of Georgia. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. WILKINSON, for two weeks. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. Roserrson, for ten days. 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILts, until August 1. 

Mr. BRoweERr with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, until July 29, 

Mr. HARE with Mr. HANSBROUGH, on all political questions; also on 
Conger lard bill and Butterworth option bill until A ugust 6 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER unti] further notice. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. MAGNER, for ten days. 

Mr. EVANS with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, for one week from 
to-day. 

Mr. Brosivus with Mr. Les, for this day. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. PENINGTON, until Tuesday next. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. Vaux, on this vote. 

Mr. SNIDER with Mr. McCArRTHY, on this vote. 

Mr. RocKWELL with Mr. ALDERSON, on this vote. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. Wr1son, of Missouri, on this vote, 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, on this vote. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. MONTGOMERY, on this vote. 


RINGER. 
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Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. BULLOCK] is 
absent from the House on account of sickness. 

HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague [Mr. 
VIEDRINGHAUS]. I voted tomake a quorum. I think, if he were 
present, he would vote the same way I did. Therefore I will let my 
vote stand. 

Mr. ANDREW. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALLACE], but the pair only applies to political 


questions, and for that reason I voted upon this question. 
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rhe result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The House acc wdingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the I nion (Mr. BcURROWS in the chair) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the amendments of the Senate to the bill 

H. it. 10884) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending. June 30, 1891, and for other pur- 
poses 

Amendments numbered 34 to 51, inclusive, were severally read and 
non-conecurred in, 

Amendment numbered 52 was concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 53 to 59, inclusive, were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 60 was concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 61 to 64 were non-concurred in. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
recommendations of the committee, as shown by the report, for con 
currence and non-concurrence, may be adopted in Committee of the 
Whole, except upon the items for irrigation surveys. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman trom Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, asks unanimous con- 
sent that the recommendations of the committee for concurrence and 
non-concurrence, as set forth in the report, may be agreed to in gross, 
except those relating to irrigation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think we had better take them as they come. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCM1L- 
LIN | objects, and the Clerk will read. 

Amendments numbered 65 to 67, inclusive, were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 68 was read, as follows: 

Prevention of manufacture and sale of adulterated food or drugsin District 
of Co'umbia: For expenses incident to enforcing the provisions of the act of 
October 12, 1888, entitled “An act for the prevention of the manufacture or sale 
of adulterated foods or drugs in the District of Columbia,” which provides for 
the analysis of samples of such articles under the direction of the Commissioner 
of Inte:nal Revenue, $00, one half of this sum to be paid from the revenues of 
the District of Columbia and the other half from the Treasury of the United 
States 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to call the attention 
of the committee to the amendment just read, because it raises a ques- 
tion which they will have to consider probably a little more fully when 
they come to the conference report on the appropriation bill for the 
District of Columbia. This is an appropriation of $500 to carry out an 
act heretofore passed, and probably a proper amendment, which prob- 
ably the House ought to concur in, if it were not already upon a con- 
ference report of the Committee on Appropriations on the bill making 
appropriations for the District of Columbia for the next fiscal year, 
which appropriation bill is said by the commissioners of the District 
to carry an amount in excess of the estimated revenues of the District 
of nearly half a million dollars, about $470,000. 

As the District of Columbia has no other legislative body than the 
Congress of the United States and as there is no way by which it can 
be heard except through the committees, it is a very serious matter, 
which this Congress must take into consideration; and here we are con- 
fronted with a revenue appropriation bill, which has passed both Houses 
of Congress and is now waiting simply for the final action of this House 
on 2 conference report which, according to the report of the District 
commissioners, puts this District in the attitude that, if it is passed, 
there will be a deficiency which they say may be as high as $470,000, 
and may be less, without any effort on our part to increase the rate of 
taxation which will be required to make up that deficiency. 

Now, I call the attention of the committee to it, because not only is 
this appropriation in this bill, but there are appropriations in the de- 
ficiency bill which we will be called upon to consider with reference 
to the District, and which are not involved in the District appropriation 
bill. . It seems to me, Mr, Chairman, that this whole question of the 
District of Columbia and its relations to Congress is anomalous and 
that Congress ought to take some steps to change them. That two 
hundred and odd thousand citizens should have no power whatever to 
regulate the taxation upon their property nor of the expenditures which 
are to be made for them, and no legislative control whatever over 
either the subject of revenue or appropriations, is an anomalous and 
un-American condition of affairs, and this Hovse ought not, it seems to 
me, without some further consideration than we have heretofore given 
to it, to add this to a bill which will increase that deficiency now pend- 
ing. I call the attention of the committee to it because it is the first 
amendment with which the District of Columbia is connected, and I 
I only refrain from making a motion to concur because I am not will- 
ing to increase the expenditure saddled upon the District. 

Mr. CANNON, The committee recommend non-concurrence, and as 
this appropriation was not spent last year I do not think it ought to be 
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brought in inany event. The chemist of the Agricultural Department 
or of the Internal Revenue Office might weil perform this duty; and 1] 
| think the amendment should be non-concurred in. 
| The amendment was non-concurred in. 
Amendments numbered 69 to 76, inclusive, were non-concurred in. 
Amendment numbered 77 was concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 78 and 79 were non-concurted in. 

Amendment numbered &0 was read, as follows: 

30) Parchase of portraits: For the purchase of the portraits of Henry Clay 
and John Quincey Adams, painted by Dalton E. Marchant, at a price not exceed- 
ing $1,250 each, $2,590 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. These portraits were not 
painted by order of the Secretary ? 

Mr. CANNON, Iunderstand that they were probably painted thirty 
or forty years ago, and it is a proposition on the part of the Senate to 

| purchase them, 
The amendment was non-concurred in, 

(mendment numbered 81 was read, as follows: 
| 81) Latin-American Memorial Library buiiding: For establishing in the city 
| of Washington to commemorate the meeting of the International American 
| Conference, a section of the Library of Congress, to be known as the Latin- 
American Memorial Library, to be formed by contributions from all the Gov- 
ernments represented in said conference, wherein may be collected historical, 
geographical, and literary works, maps, manuscripts, and official documents re- 
lating to the history and civilization of America, and for the outfit of quarters 
suitable for said library in the new building intended for the Library of Con- 
gress, $25,000, 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask the gentleman from Illinois, is that to carry 
out the recommendation of the International American Conference ? 

Mr. CANNON. Lunderstand that there isa recommendation of that 
kind, but I will call my friend’s attention to the peculiar phraseology 
of the amendment. It sets apart quarters in the new Library building, 
to be completed five or six years from this time, and appropriates $25, 000 
to fit up these quarters. It seemed to the House committee that it was 
not proper to make appropriation for a matter that was to be done four 
or five years hence, and therefore we recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. McCREARY. I think that is right. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I willask my friend if it isnot contemplated that 
the appropriation being made for that building will leave it in a con- 
dition for occupation, so that this appropriation will be wholly unnec- 
essary ? 

Mr. CANNON. Wholly unnecessary, as I think. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Library will be fitted up in such a manner 
that they can apportion any part of it for this purpose. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; and if it needs to be fitted up five years from 
now there will be plenty of time to appropriate for it between now 
and then. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment 82: For completion of roof of pension building, $5,000; for doors 
to rooms, $5,000; and for freight elevator, $3,000; in all, $13,000, 


Mr. CANNON, The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has thechairman of the committee any informa- 
tion as to what is the object of the second item in that paragraph, ‘‘ for 
doors to rooms ? ”’ 

Mr. CANNON. My understanding is that some of the rooms have 
no doors, that it was not intended when the building was constructed 
that they should have, and with a building heated and lighted as that 
is I do not believe it is necessary the doors should be there. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Not only is it unnecessary, butis it not a fact, in 
the opinion of the gentleman, that doors would be an obstruction to 
the ventilation, heating, and lighting of the building as contemplated 
in the original plan ? 

Mr. CANNON. I think so. 

The amendment was non-concurred in, 

Amendments numbered 83 to 95, inclusive, were non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: e 

Amendment 9: For survey and appraisement with a view to sale under sec- 
ee = Revised Statutes of land for town-site purposes at Port Angeles, 

Shi.. de, . 

Mr. CANNON, The committee recommend concurrence. 

Mr. MeMILLIN. Does the gentlem.n from Illinois recommend con- 
currence in that amendment ? 

Mr. CANNON. The committee recommend concurrence in amend- 
ments numbered 96 and 97. They were substantially in the bill, in 
connection with amendment numbered 91. We recommend non-con- 
currence in 91 because it contained something more than this item, but 
we recommend concurrence in amendments 96 and 97, they being sub- 
stantially what the House passed upon favorably, but in better form. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 97 was concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 98 was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 


Page 57, line 19, strike out “two” and insert “three;”’ so as to make the 
amount read: ** $300,000." 

After the word “dollars” add the Stoning: 

** One-half of which sum shall be expended west of the one hundred and first 
meridian; and so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitled ‘An act making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
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ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,’ as provides for the selection and 
location of reservoirs and c ‘nals upon the public lands, and the reservation of 
irrizgable lands, is hereby repealed: Provided, That reservoir and canal sites 
heretofore located or selected shall remain segregated and reserved from entry | 
or setilement until otherwise provided by law.’ | 

Mr. CANNON. The committee recommend non-concurrence, and, 
if it will suit the convenience of gentlemen who desire to be heard upon | 
the subject, I propose that this paragraph be passed for the present 
and that we return to it after we have completed the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. I was about to make that suggestion, supplement- 
ing it by the statement that the amendment which I propose to offer, | 
as well as one connected therewith, proposed by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], is in the hands of the Public Printer. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request for unanimous | 
consent that this amendment be passed for the present and returned to 
later ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have no objection, with the understanding th 
there shall be an opportunity for deliberate consideration of the su 
ject when we return to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be open for consideration then as if 
had not been passed. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Amendment numbered 100 was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 101: For engraving the geological maps of the United States, 
$45,000 

Mr. CANNON. The committee 
amendment. It is not new matter; 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
purpose heretofore? 


at 


recommend concurrence in 
it is merely transposed. 
What has been the annual appropriation for this 


that | 


Mr. CANNON. The same amount, $45,000. 
Mr. McMILLIN. How long has that amount been appropriated? | 
Mr. CANNON. Specifically, as Iam informed, this is the third year. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Forty-five thousand dollars a year? 
Mr. CANNON. So I am informed. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 102: Amend the paragraph “ for the purchase of necessary books 
for the library,” etc., by striking out ‘‘403"’ and inserting ‘'563;’ so as to make 
the amount read $563,000. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This is for the exchange of documents through 
the Smithsonian Institution, I believe. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is this the same amount that has usually been 
appropriated or is there an increase? 

Mr. CANNON. There is a slight increase, I think, but not in this 
item. This is the sum total that we are non-concurring in. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And the propriety of the sum total will depend, | 

| 


of conrse, upon the result of the conference on the amendments here- 
tofore passed over. 

Mr. CANNON. Exactly. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 103: For engraving the geological maps of the United States, | 
$45,000. 

Mr. CANNON. This is the House provision which is covered by the 
Senate amendment numbered 101, and as we have adopted the Senate 
amendment this should be struck out. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
amendment just before that? 

Mr. CANNON. It was non-concurred in. 
amendment 101 was concurred in. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois whether 
it is not a fact that this Geological Survey has become more and more | 
expensive every year? 

Mr. CANNON. I think the Geological Survey, as such, has not be- 
come more expensive. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, the department presided over by the Chief 
of the Geological Survey. 

Mr. CANNON. If you take the total work that the bureau does, I 
say yes; but if you take the Geological Survey proper, I think there 
has been no increase for two or three years. That is my information. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I remember when it was comparatively an inex- 
pensive institution, but it seems to me that, like others of its kind, it 
has waxed fat and grown strong as the years have rolled by. 

" 5 ALLEN, of Michigan. Well, the earthisgettingolder. [Laugh- 
c 

Mr. McMILLIN. My friend from Michigan says that the earth is 
getting older, but it seems.to me there ought to be a diminution of 
the cost of this service. I went down to that bureau to try to find 
out about thesurvey in my own State. That was before the last fall. 
I looked over the reports, and, being somewhat familiar with the geo- 
logical surveys that had been made in the State, I can say that I 
do not know anything more unsatisfactory than this survey in regard 
to the mineral resources of my State, one of the greatest mineral belts 
of the whole country. I made complaint at the time. The Chief of 


What was done with the 


That was the total, but 








| States; 


' very wise determination, I have not the slightest doubt, for a great 


the Survey, Major Powell, was not sent, but I complained 
subordinates and was told that t { Ling report woul 
provement, If it is not, it will ; they will at 


fit of their silence. 
know what may have | { ! of this zeolog 
her States, but the rep 


eral belt of Tennessee (one of the ite ox rey is in the 


us the bene 
I do not 


survey in Oo 


South, and I believe the most extensiv ¢ wh { £ 
were wholly unsatisfactory. A man it + horse and ry 1 
in five days get more information conct r that region, even if he 
did not know anything about geology, t \ iven in 1 
| compiled at great expense. 
I do not undertake to say that the last report is not be 

ones I am speaking of; but if it is not I hope ! ‘ 
such reports, because they are misleading; they do not do 

like justice to the regions of which they pretend to tre I} 
| of which I speak consisted, in a great measure, of excerpts ft 





logical reports which were made before the great development had ! 
gun down there; were not at all in keeping with the developments 
which have been made in recent years and the opportunities presented, 
which the department ld have availed ‘of to ascertain the 
geological resources of that region. 

I had intended to obtain a copy of that last repor 1 | ty 
been able to do so; I was not able to get it the last time I made in- 
quiry; infact, donot know whether itis yet printed. But I have made 
this complaint in order that attention may be called to the fact that 

| the first reports made in reference to that particular part of the coun- 
try were worse than no report, because, while they should have been 
reports of this period of development, they treated only of a past ag 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has not the State of Tenne 
see had a geological bureau of its own with a distinguished scientist 


| at its head? 


Mr. McMILLIN. It has had a geological survey of its own with 
Professor Safford, a very able geologist, at the head of it; and 
principal part of the report of the United States Geological Survey that 
I examined consisted of extracts from Professor Safford’s reports, and 
those extracts were marred in : 
Safford was made a number of years ago. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I have taken 
very great interest in these geological surveys, and | think it due to 
the head of this department to say a word in answer to my friend from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. The amount of money appropriated for 
this Geological Survey is absolutely inadequate to make a geological 


the transfer. The report of Professor 


Viv 


| map of all America, and the law does not contemplate it. If the Geo 
logical Survey were to undertake that duty it would be an illegal pro 


ceeding as well as absolutely inadequate. What is done is th 
Wherever a State has a geological bureau of its own the work of that 
State is supplemented by sending there certain officers of the Geological 


Bureau of the United States. The State of Tennessee, having a geo- 


| logical bureau of its own, has the additional advantage, whatever it 


may be, of these examinations by officers of the United States Geo- 
logical Survey. It would take more than a million dollars a year for 
the department to undertake 
resources of America. 

Che history of this bureau shows that we first undertook to make a 
geologicalsurvey o! certain districts in the Territories, there having been 
originally four of those surveys. Subsequently the work was enlarged, 
and one permanent bureau established, these various bureaus or de- 
partments which previously existed being consolidated. 


to make a geological survey of all the rich 


Some years 


| ago, before I came into public life—I do not know whether it was be- 


fore my friend from Tennessee was a member of this House—the ques- 
tion was presented to Congress whether it would undertake to appro- 
priate money for topographical and geological inside of the 
ermined to do so—a 


surveys 
and Congress, after very full debate, det 


many reasons, which can not be given within five minutes 

I have seen a good deal of the Chief of this Geological Bureau. My 
personal relations with him are only those that have grown up ofli- 
cially here, those which naturally grow up between a Representative 
who takes interest in public matters and the head of a Department. 
But I can say for him that he has impressed me as possessing vs 
markable ability, very unusual administrative capacity, and entire 
integrity; he has impressed me as a man who thoroughly understan 
his business and is wholly devoted to the execution of the duties im- 


posed upon him iy connection with a very great and very useful work. 
I say this without having had any consultation with him about any of 
these matters, without having seen him personally for months, and 
without any other interest in this question than the interest which I 
feel in seeing a faithful public servant upheld and encouraged in the 
discharge of great public duties industriously and diligently per- 


formed. 
I believe that ifmy friend from Tennessee, with his fairness and 
sense of justice, would go to work and acquire a thorough understand- 


ing of this system, so‘that he could see how much under the law this 
department has to do, he would feel the injustice of ascribing to it any 
errors that may have occurred in the geological report from his State. 
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I do not mean to say that the head of the bureau in Tennessee is not 
a competent man; I have no doubt he is; but Tennessee is a very large 
mineral district, with very great resources, requiring very careful 
(which necessarily means very slow) geological surveys, which can not 
be made within a few months or a few years. The work done some 
years ago by Mr. Safford was doubtless well done, but meager; yet it 
had to be takenas a basis of what is to be done now. I believe that 
the great development which has taken place in Tennessee, Kentucky, 
Northern Alabama, North Carolina, and West Virginia, has been 
largely owing tothe geological surveys, which have called attention 
to their mineral resources, 

In my own State we established a bureau of this kind some years 
ago, and obtained in connection with it the services of a native Ken- 
tuckian who was a professor at Harvard—Professor N, 8. Shaler—who 
trained to this work a man of singular adaptation to it, Mr. Proctor. 
These gentlemen between them have laid open to the world the knowl- 
edge of the rich resources of the mountainous region of Kentucky, the 
result of which is now being shown in investments of thousands of 
dollars that are being made there to-day. The same thing has hap- 
pened in Tennessee. Now we ought not to stop this development. We 
ought to give all possible information to the men who have money to 
invest. It can not be done in any other way so cheaply, so expedi- 
tiously, and so satisfactorily as by these geological surveys under com- 
petent men. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, one word. In reply to what my 
friend from Kentucky has said I will be pardoned, I am sure, for say- 
ing that if there is a constitutional right to make any such survey as 
is contemplated by this provision of the law at all there is unques- 
tionably, and must be, a constitutional right to make it a correct sur- 
vey. But the Constitution does not say that they shall go there at all, 
nor does it contemplate that the work shall be improperly done. 

Now, I have been through these coal mines myself to which I have 
already referred; I have visited some of the most marvelous mineral 
deposits to be found on this continentin that region of country, and I 
speak this in the presence of another gentleman within the sound of 
my voice here—I refer to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cum: 

11NGs |—who is also aware of the fact of which I speak, who went 
through that region and published in connection with it an accurate 
and abie article concerning the great natural deposits of coal and iron 
in the Sequatchie Valley of Tennessee and on the Cumberland Mount- 
ains, 

As an illustration of some of the natural resources of this region, it 
is only necessary to mention the fact that there is acoal mine at Tracy 
City, Tenn., where they have 14 or 15 miles of underground track, so 
admirably located, arranged, and graded as not to require asingle pump- 
ing engine either to clear the mine of water or supply it with air; and 
my friend from New York will also remember, because he visited it 
also, the Whitwell mine in the same region, where five men and one 
mule take the entire output of the mine, about 600 tons per day, from 
the underground cars used by the miners, and carry it a mile from 
where it is mined and dump it out at the coke ovens, so admirably au- 
tomatic is the entire working system of the mine. Such a condition of 
affairs, such economy in handling, is perhaps not to be found at any 
other establishment of like character on the continent. And I refer to 
this, Mr. Chairman, to illustrate the fact that it is within the possibili- 
ties for any man at all familiar with geology, to go there into that re- 
gion and understand by actual observation in a very brief time the 
immensity of the mineral resources. 

Five days’ work, as you know, my friend from New York [Mr. Cum- 
MINGS], willenable any capable man to write a correct description of 
the great mineral development of that region. And yet last fall when 
I went to the department—after this work had been going on for so 
many years—and tried to get a report doing something like justice to 
that region of country, I was unable to get it at the Geological Survey 
of the United States. What I plead for, therefore, is that there shall 
be no report issued at all or else there shall be a correct report issued, 
because it is not only misleading, but it does a very great degree of in- 
justice to that region to misrepresent the condition of the mineral 
wealth of that part of the country. Inthe Sequatchie Valley and on the 
Cumberland Mountains lying contiguous thereto, the coking coal, iron 
ore, and limestone all lie in Jess than 5 miles of each other. For cer- 
tainly 30 and probably 60 miles the materials lie in this juxtaposition. 
From them hundreds of tons of iron are made daily. It is no longer 
an experiment. Cities are springing up, and let the reports do justice 
to the country. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I agree with the gentleman; 
but that work is being done. It can not be done inaday. Time is 
necessary. Even Rome was not built in a day. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand that; but these surveys were or- 
dered several years ago. Time has gone on, and we have been spend- 
ing millions of money for surveys, illustrated maps, and other expenses | 
of this bureau; and yet as late as last October J was unable to get an 
accurate description. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has the gentleman made any 
calculation of the area ofthe region which is to be surveyed? Itis not 
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merely Tennessee that is covered by these surveys, though no doubt 
that ought to be done first, but it embraces the whole of the country, 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not complain that it is not being done in 
Tennessee in time, but what I do complain of is putting out a report 
that does not do justice to that region. It would be better to have no 
report at all than to have an inaccurate one. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But the gentleman does not 
believe that any report could do justice to that region, does he? 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, no, hardly, I think. It is a region ofsuch 
a character that only Aladdin, with his wonderful lamp, could equal it, 
and even then he must be possessed of a very great store of imagina- 
tion. Seriously, it isa marvelous region, The mineral wealth is be- 
yond compute. 

Now, it may be that Professor Powell has been doing the work with all 
possible speed and that the work is being pushed forward with an ear- 
nestness of purpose that will eventually accomplish what is desired. It 
may be that the forthcoming report, which is to be issued, and which 
I have not yet had an opportunity of seeing, may do justice tothe sub- 
ject, but certainly the reports that have been submitted up to this time 
do not come up to the mark. It is just as I predicted would be the 
case when the work began. I thought we were undertaking a job 
which would be much better done by the States themselves. The State 
of Kentucky to-day has, through its resident geologists, a better report 
of its mineral resources than was ever made by any department of the 
Federal Government. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I can not say anything as to the ac- 
curacy of the geological survey of the mineral lands of Tennessee; but 
I well remember some years ago traveling through that region with 
the late Mr. Randall, of Pennsylvania, and this question was brought 


| up in a discussion among gentlemen and was adverted to by him in a 


public speech there, the want of a perfect survey of this great region 
with its vast and teeming mineral wealth. 

I will ask the attention of my friend from Tennessee [Mr. McMIL- 
LIN]. Ido not know whether the State of Tennessee has a State sur- 
vey or not, 

Mr. McMILLIN. We have asurvey made by Professor Safford. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it being carried on up to 
date? 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is being added to, but, as in every other case, 
when the Government takes charge of a work and promises to do it, 
why that paralyzesin some degree the local interest in the matter; but I 
willsay to my friend that the development has gone so far there that the 
difficulty of making these surveys is very much diminished. 

Mr. McADOO. I very well remember that as to one of these mount- 
ains, where we have simply to remove the sod to disclose one of the 
richest iron belts in the world, the late distinguished statesman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Randall] made the remark that he could conceiva 
of no reason for the failure to properly develop that country for so 
long a time as the want of a good survey, and that there had been no 
money so well expended for the greatState of Pennsylvania in its early 
days as the amount which was cheerfully given by its people for the 
remarkably accurate State survey of its great mineral wealth. I my- 
self think that the best thing that could be done with reference to 
these surveys would be that which has been done in my own State, 
and which, I take it from the remarks of our late distinguished friend, 
has been done in the State of Pennsylvania, to wit: That there should 
be co-operation, which I understand my distinguished friend from Ken- 
tucky says there can be, and that there should be a proper co-opera- 
tion of the Federal with the State Government in the making of these 
surveys. 

I am astonished to hear from my friend from Tennessee that the Federal 
survey has been inadequate, and I say to him that in my opinion the 
State itself would best do its duty to its own people and that it can 
expend money in no better way than by surveying the mineral wealth 
of that great State and co-operating with the present Geological Sur- 
vey, so that accurate mapscan bemade. The whole people of the country 
are interested in the wealth which the gentleman has depicted, and 
which I am here to confess is a verity. They want to know exactly 
the situation of these great mineral belts. They want to know all 
about that country, and there can be no survey made, whether by 
State or Federal authorities, which can be too accurate and too full of 
information with regard to this very important question. I think, 
however, Mr. Chairman, as I said—and therein I disagree somewhat 
with the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ]—that it would 
be wise to encourage the Federal survey so far as it co-operates with 
the State authority, and that any State in this Union which 
the vast wealth that is buried in the mountains of Tennessee—not 
buried, Iam happy to say, at the present time, for the development 
has been very rapid, but buried in the past—owes it not alone to its 
own people, but to the great country of which it is a part, that it shall 
co-operate with the Federal Government or of its own motion to carry 
on a proper and accurate survey of these mineral belts. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, 
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Mr. CANNON. Will my friend allow me to ask that debate be closed 
at the end of five minutes? 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire three or four minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Then let debate be closed at the end of ten minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object, unlesI can have two or three minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Then make it twelve minutes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think there will be no difficulty in coming toa 
conclusion at a very early period. I want the gentleman to have an 
opportunity to be heard. It will not be a long debate. 

Mr. CANNON, Say fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his request? 


Mr. CANNON, I ask that debate on this amendment may be con- | 


sidered as closed at the end of fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illlinois [Mr. CANNoN] 
asks that debate on the pending item be limited to fifteen minutes, Is 
there objection? [After apause.] TheChairhearsnone. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. CuMMINGs] is recognized. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, [ heartily concur with what my 


friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] has said about this Geological | 


Survey. Iagree with him that there are untold riches in the bowels 
of Tennessee. New mines of coal, iron, and other deposits are being 
opened and developed every day in the Sequatchie and other valleys. 
Millions of capital are being poured into that State from the North and 


seem to me to besnfficient, yetit isinthe right direction. Forty thou- 
sand dollars for the engraving of geological mapsof the United States isa 
small sum, considering the good that may grow out of it and consid- 
ering the importance of bringing before the world the geology of the 
United States. 

It has not been my good fortune to meet the present Director of the 
Geological Survey very often; but since I have been in Congress I have 
watched the work of Hon. John W. Powell with great interest, be- 
cause I have for years taken a deep interest in the geological survey 
of the United States and the geological survey of the State of Ken- 
tucky. 

The result of my observation and tolerably close examination is 
| that the Director of the United States Geological Survey, the Hon. 
John W. Powell, is one of the most efficient, one of the most capable, 
and one of the most energetic officers connected with the present Ad- 
ministration. Indeed, I think it would be very difficult to find another 
man so well equipped and so well suited to the oflice whose duties he 
| performs so pleasantly and so promptly. : 
| Mr. GROSVENOR. Are the men employed in that bureau, and 
| who make these surveys, permanent employés, or just men picked up 
temporarily from the universities and colleges of the States ? 

Mr. McCREARY. Iam glad the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Gros- 





fa | VENOR] has asked me that question, because I happen to be particu- 
ea from countries on the other side of the water. It isa State royal in its | larly well advised as regards some of the men employed 
; mineral wealth. But what I want to call the particular attention ot| Mr. GROSVENOR. [am not asking you about anyspecial cases 
ae the committee to is the fact that it is charged that in this great State| Mr. MCCREARY. I was once in a position where I had to appoint 
x of Tennessee the Geological Survey, as it stands to-day, is worth noth- ; a State geologist for Kentucky, and I appointed Professor N.S. Shaler 
:: ing. If thisis so, what must it be throughout the country? Take the | a man born and reared in Kentucky, a man who was then a professor 
rs State of South Dakota, with its tin mines; take Alabama, with its | in Harvard University. In four years he prepared and prblished four 
coal mines; take Georgia, with its marble and granite quarries and its | volumes of reports of the geological survey of Kentucky, and they areac- 
ie gold mines; take Ohio, with its oil deposits; take Washington, with | cepted to-day all overthe world as reliable and valuable reports,and have 
a its undeveloped iron and coal mines; take California and the new State | been of incalculable benefit to theStateof Kentucky. After awhile the 
: of Wyoming; take the whole country—what must be the survey in | duties of Professor Shaler were such that he could not carry on the 
F those States if it is so far behind in the old State of Tennessee? survey of Kentucky and attend to his duties at Harvard, and he re- 


‘he trouble with this survey seems to be that the head of the bu- 
reau in charge of it has a little too much to do. I find that he is 
saddled with the irrigation scheme and the topographical survey. 
‘There is no good reason why these surveys in the great State of Ten- 
nessee Should not be up to the mark. Money enough has been spent. 


signed the duties of director of the geological survey of Kentucky. He 
has been cmplovyed by Major Powell, Director of the United States 
| Geological Survey, and he is one of the ablest and most accomplished 
| geologists that ean be found in our country. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. How much time does he give to this work ? 


; Professors enough areemployed. Look at the listofemploy¢és. Iam Mr. McCREARY,. Sufficient time to perform all the work satis- 
told that you will find there is scarcely a geological professor in any | factorily and well, and he only gets pay for the work he dues. Now 
well known college in the country who is not employed one way or | Professor Shaler is but one of a number of gentlemen distin hed a 


another in capturing a salary from the Government through this Geo- 
logical Survey. 

It is time, Mr. Chairman, to look into the figures and find out what 
is being done and why it is being done. It is time to ascertain 
whether a big geological map of the United States is being prepared. 
Let us know how many years have been spent upon it, how much 


money has been used, how much more is needed, and when the map | 


wjll be completed. Let us not appropriate money with our eyes shut. 
{ Here the hammer fell, ] 


Mr.GROSVENOR. I donot like tointerrupt the course of procedure | 


here. I doubt whether enough attention has been given by Congress 
to all the details of expenditures of appropriations in the Geological 
Survey. lagree withthe gentlemanfrom Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
thatabove all things the report of this department ought to be absolutely 
accurate and just; and I knowofno reason why anappropriation should 
be made for‘a geological survey on the part of the General Government 
in a State which has already made a complete and perfect geological 
survey of its own territory. 

Now, I am not going to argue it at any considerable length; but I 
want to say that the mineral discoveries of modern times are not discov- 
eries that have been foretold by the Geological Department of this 
Government. The enormous development of the oil industry and 
natural gas in Ohio was never foreshadowed by any scientific ob- 
server or explorer, at least in any adequate degree, by subsequent de- 
velopment. I think the same is true as to other States, and I think 
there can be no greater wrong against the magnificent State of Ten- 
nessee than to have a faulty, insufficient, pretended, or alleged geo- 
logical survey. 

Mr. Chairman, I think if we would investigate the personnel of the 
roll of this department we would learn a great deal as to how that 
department has been run. I think, if we would examine the names 
of the men borne upon that roll and argue from effect to cause and 
from cause to effect, we would know a great deal more about it than 
we know now. These organizations that are made throughout the 
country in the form of picnic excursions of some obscure college professors 
or the sons or dependents of some distinguished Congressmen, who go 
traveling across the continent at the expense of the Government—an 
examination of all that would throw a great deal of light upon the 
reason why there is an inadequate return in quality and quantity fo: 


professors of colleges who are employed and who perform their work 

well. He is but one of that class, and I think it is far better for the 
Director of the Geological Survey to employ such men, who are par- 

| ticularly adapted and suited to the work, and have their services 

| part of each year, than to employ inexperienced men and have their 

| services all the time. 

Mr. Chairman, some reference has been made to the geological sur- 

| vey of Kentucky. The first State geologist appointed in Kentucky 

' was David Dale Owen, and he performed his duties well; the next 

was Professor N. 8. Shaler, and the third John R. Proctor. All these 
gentlemen have assisted in the geological survey of Kentucky and pub 

| lished reports which have been of great benefit to that Stat 

[ Hfere the hammer fell. ] 

‘The amendment was concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 104: Strike out the following 

| ‘Irrigation Survey: For the purpose of investigating the extentto which the 


arid region of the United States can be redeemed by irrigation and for the in 
| vestigation of the sources of water to be used in irrigation, and the segregatio 

of irrigable lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs 
|} and other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of 

for irrigation and for ascertaining the cost thereof, and the prey i 
and overflows, and to make the necessary maps, including tl 





ne Pp iv oi er I ioyes 

in field and in office, the cost of all instruments, apparatus, and materials, and 

all other necessary expenses connected therewith, the work to be performed 

by the Geological Survey under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior 

$720,000, and the Director of the Geological Survey, underthe supervision of t! 

Secretary of the Interior, shall make a report to Congress on the first Mon 
>} 


in December of each year, showing in detail how the said money has been 





yended, the amount used for actual survey and the en v 
in locating sites for reservoirs, and an itemized account of t! 
under this and any future appropriation.” 
Mr. CANNON. ‘The committee recommend non-concurrence 
Mr. McMILLIN, I suggest that as we are to recur to the questi 
| of the survey of the arid lands this had better go over with the othe 
| paragraph, they being so closely connected 
Mr. CANNON. If my friend would prefer that, | on 
Mr. McMILLIN. I think that is the better c 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered 
Amendments from No. 106 to No. 118, inclusive, were cor red 
The Cierk read as follows 


Amendment 119: Page 67, line 5, after w j i sert 


“Subject to all the provi 








ions contained in the act of October 2, 1888, entitle 






the great amount of money expanded by the Government in this way on oes CS ae # for sundry civ’ ay carte pst ty pes 
P. . . ne ft . earenading. > Soy, and rpose 
for the geological survey. | construction of the Government dam at I Is r ala 1 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor of anything 


| Water Power Company 


that contributes to the success of the geological survey of the United | Mr. MCMILLIN. What is the object of that amendment 
States, and I desire to say that, while the appropriation asked does not | Mr. CANNON. The gentleman will notice that the Senate amend- 
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ment provides that this appropriation shall be ‘‘ subject to all the pro- 
visions contained in the act of October 2, 1888.’’ Now, those provis- 
ions are as follows: 


Provided, That this appropriation shall not be construed or held as importing 
or implying any obligation on the part of the United States to maintain said 
dam or works by reason of any obligation to said Moline Water-Power Com- 
any, and no money hereby appropriated shall be expended until the Moline 
Mi atcr-Power Company shall agree that no liability on the part of the Govern- 
mentto maintain the dam, water-power, or other works in connection there- 
with, exists wherever the Government shall see fit to relinquish the use of said 


pow Prov:ded further, That whenever the Government shall cease to main- 
tain or use said power it shall reconvey in fee simple to said Moline Water-Power 
Company its right and title to use the same. 


That is the provision of the act of 1888. 
nected with this matter. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Isee that the Senate amendment is correct. I 
will ask the gentleman if that water-power is utilized now for Govern- 
ment purposes ? 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that it is. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 120 was non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 121 was read, as follows: 


There is a long history con- 


Strike out from the paragrah headed *‘ Testing machine, Watertown arsenal;” 
the words, “ including new tools and appliances.’ 

Mr. CANNON. The committee recommend concurrence. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The effect of that amendment would be to ap- 
propriate the $10,000 for ‘* labor and material in caring for, preserving, 
and operating the machine.”’ 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ten thousand dollars is the amount that is ap- 
propriated annually for this purpose, is it? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How is that money expended ? 

Mr. CANNON. As I understand, it is paid to the employé¢s for op- 
erating the machine. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. When the Emery bill was up here a short time 
ago it was claimed that the machine was used most of the time by 
private individuals, and the law requires that when it is so used the 
individual shall pay the expense, 

Mr. CANNON. They do pay for the use of the machine, but receipts 
from that source are covered into the Treasury, and we appropriate 
directly for the service. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 122 was concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 123 and 124 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 125 was concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 126 was read, as follows: 

Pawe 72, after line 7, insert: 

‘For repair and improvement of the Congressional Cemetery, including 
painting cenotaphs therein, to be expended under the direction of, and on 
vouchers to be approved by, the officer in charge of the public buildings and 
grounds in the District of Columbia, $509."’ 

Mr. CANNON. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Can the chairman of the committee state whether 
this so-called *‘ Congressional Cemetery ’’ belongs to the Government 
or the United States or is it private property ? 

Mr. CANNON. I can notanswer my friend’s question; and for that 
and other reasons the committee recommend non-concurrence in this 
amendment. Ido not know where the fee of the cemetery is. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, My understanding is that the property belongs 
toa parish in this city, but that there is a so-called burial-place for 
Congressmen there, and I am very glad that the committee recommend 
non-concurrence in this amendment which provides for *‘ painting the 
cenotaphs,’’ because if any one will go out there and look at these cen- 
otaphs [ think he will be disposed to recommend removing them in- 
stead of painting them. 

Mr. MILLIKEN rose. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 
taph is. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
ter. ] 
Mr. CUTCHEON Well, it resembles a large, square dry-goods box, 
with an old-fashioned bee-hive on top of it. [Laughter.] They are 
the most complete consummation of hideousness that it has ever been 
my misfortune to observe in a cemetery, and if there are any gentle- 
men here who have not seen them I hope they will avail themselves 
of an early opportunity to go out near the District jail and see this so- 
called Congressional Cemetery. There are many things that, in the 
language of the Litany, I desire to be ‘‘ delivered from,’’ but above all 
I hope to be delivered from dying while Congress is in session and be- 
ing buried in that cemetery and having a ‘‘cenotaph’”’ reared over me. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is there any grave that the 
gentleman would not prefer to be delivered from? [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, I would like to be delivered from them all 
for the present. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it not better to use this 
$500 to put them in order than to leave them in their present condi- 
tion ? 


Perhaps my friend does not know what a ceno- 


No; Ishould like to have it explained. [Laugh- 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope the conference committee will thoroughly 
examine this matter I understand that as a matter of fact Congress- 
men are not buried there. These ‘‘cenotaphs’’ so called are placed 
there as mere memorials. They may be stucco; they may be some 
kind of stone; but they are painted. Any one who has seen them must 
concede them to be a deformity. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have never examined these 
cenctaphs myself, not being much in the habit of visiting grave-yards. 
I understand the fact to be that they are eye-sores. But this matter 
is under the control of Congress, and these memorials are placed there, 
as I understand, for members of Congress or their tamilies. The Sen- 
ate, I believe, has looked into this question, and it is believed to be a 
matter simply of public decency that these memorials, whatever they 
are and unsightly as they may be, shall be kept in decent order rather 
than be allowed to go to decay. It is proposed to do this precisely on 
the principle of keeping up a family grave-yard. Even if you should 
come into control ot such a place, containing no members of your own 
family, decorous treatment of the homes of the dead would require 
that their resting-places’should be kept in decent order. That is my 
understanding. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not wish to occupy further time, but simply 
to direct the attention of members of Congress to what they may come 
to if they should die during their Congressional term. 

The question being taken, the amendment was non-concurred in. 

The one hundred and twenty-seventh amendment was read and con- 
curred in. 

The one h»ndred and twenty-eighth and one hundred and twenty- 
ninth amendments were read and non-concurred in. 

The one hundred and thirtieth amendment was read, as follows: 


Under the heading “ Military posts” strike out ‘“‘six hundred and fifty ” and 
insert “eight hundred ;”"’ so as to read: 


“MILITARY POSTS, 
‘For the construction of buildings at and the enlargement of such military 
posts as, in the judgment of the Secretary of War, may be necessary, $800,000."’ 

Mr. CANNON. The Committee on Appropriations recommend non- 
concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
move concurrence in this amendment. When the original bill was 
prepared, under the direction of the subcommittee of the Committee 
on Appropriations, all these military posts, with the amount necessary 
in each case, were put down seriatim; but afterward these items were 
struck out and alumpsum of $650,000 was appropriated. The Senate 
has added $150,000, which is designed for the military post at the city 
of Newport, Ky., the amendment for this object having been offered 
in the Senate by Senator CARLISLE. As the Representative of that 
district has been called home, I beg leave to direct attention to this 
matter and to ask, if not concurrence in the amendment, the favorable 
consideration of the committee of conference for this item. 

I hold in my hand the petition of various gentlemen on this subject, 
together with a letter of the Secretary of War to Senator CARLISLE, 
which I will ask the Clerk to read and to which I beg the attention of¢he 
gentleman from Illinois in charge of this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


War Department, Washington, June 24, 1890. 


Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the joint letter of Sena- 
tors SHERMAN, BLACKBURN, and yourself, inclosing petitions from citizens of 
Ohio and Kentucky for the establishment of a regiment of troops at the new 
post at Newport Barracks, and invite your attention to the indorsement of the 
raajor-general commanding the Army thereon, as follows, and in which I fully 
concur: 

“This proposition to increase the capacity of the post at Newport Barracks, 
Kentucky, is in full accord with the settled policy of the War Department, 
which is, to establish at each of the most important points throughout the 
United States a military post of the capacity of at least a full regiment of infan- 
try. 

“For military purposes the site of the new post-office at Newport Barracks is 
practically the same as Cincinnati, which manifestly is one of the important 
military centers at which a large should be established. 

‘IT regard it as very much to be desired thatthe necessary funds be supplied as 
soon as Congress may be pleased to make the necessary appropriation for tlic 
proposed enlargement of this post. 

“ The site is an excellent one, and I am glad to find that the distinguished Sen- 
ators, whose constituents are most nearly interested in the matter, propose to 
take early action.”’ 

The petitions addressed to you are herewith returned. 


Very respectfully, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. Joun G. CARLISLE, United States Senate. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
in my remarks the following letter: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


I desire also to incorporate 


CrxcinNatTI, Onto, June 13, 1890. 


Dear Str: We desire to call your attention to a matter that is of especial 
importance and interest to the citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, as well as Cov- 
ington and Newport, Ky. As you already know the Government has esta!- 
lished a new military — near our city, d upon what is known as the 
| “ Highlands,” just back of the city of Newport, Ky. The situation is unsur- 
| passed for natural beauty, the bigh elevation presenting grand views of the 
| Ohio River, Miami Valley, and surrounding a altogether one of the 

finest spots in the country for a military post. The Government has already 
| purchased considerable land for this new barracks, and there is still ample room 


for additional buildings, etc. The ciciz2ns of Cincinnati, Covington, and New- 
rt are ee to have the Government establish a “regimental 
oe is point, and to do this an additional appropriation of 


eadquarters”’ at 











1890. 





$300,000 is needed to complete and improve the grounds and erect new build- 
ings. We call your especial attention to the strong petitions signed by the 
most influential citizens of the three cities in favor of this matter, and they 
have been sent to Congressmen BUTTERWORTH, CALDWELL, and Morey, of 
Ohio, and to Hon. Jonn G. CARLISLE, member of your honorable body. 

We therefore ask that when the bill for this additional appropriation is pre- 


sented to the Senate you will use all the influence you can consistently to have | 


it passed, and we can assure you the citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, and Covington 
and Newport, Ky., whoare greatly interested, will highly appreciate your ef 
forts in their behalf. 





I think this improvement much needed and very important—W. 8S. Gr 
beck. 
Aaron F. Perry; The Pettibone Manufacturing Company, by Barnes 
W. A. Goodman, president National Lafayette Bank ). \ 
Guthrie, John Kilgour, A.J. Seasongood, L. Bb, Harrison, Cha s 





Fieishman, L. C. Weir, Richard Smitl A. Hickenlooper, I. G. 
<chneidlopp, EF 0. Eshelby, John B. Peaslee, J. D. Hearne, At 3 
Smith, jr... D. W. McClung, Chas, P. Taft; Jno. B. Mosby, may 
of Cincinnati 

Ilon,. JOMN IERMAN, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the cessatior 


of the Indian wars has necessarily required a change in the pract 
the War Department in reference to the posts at which the troops | 
be camped. When we had wars with the Indians, the Army necessaril) 
had to be camped permanently along the frontier. I 

the country is now substantially at peace, the Army must be distri 
uted in such a way that it may be more inexpensively sustained. 
Hence, it is necessarily the policy to scatter these permanent encam} 
ments or posts through the country at points accessible by railroad 
where supplies can be readily and cheaply obtained, and where the 
climatic conditions are good, so that the health and convenient sub- 
sistence of the troops may be best and most wisely promoted. 

Now, no better place can be found for one of these military posts 
than Newport, Ky. It is convenient to Covington, Cincinnati, and 
a very large and populous section of the country. It is accessible irom 
every partofthe land. It is healthful, and supplies can be cheaply 
obtained. I see no reason why a provision for this post should not be 
put into the bill along with the appropriation for posts already pro 
vided for. I therefore call the attention of the chairman of the Com 
mittee on Appropriations [ Mr. CANNON ], and the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs [Mr. CurcHEON ], who sits near him, to this 
matter; and I would be glad to know whether there is any reason why 
this amendment of the Senate should not be concusred in. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I think the Committee of the Whole 
had better follow the recommendation of our committee and non-con 
cur. The amountappropriated by the House, $650,000, was an increase 
of $77,000 over the amount appropriated last year. Now, the Senate 
‘*sees’’ that $650,000, and ‘‘ raises’’ it $150,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not understand tl 
phraseology which the gentleman uses. [Lanughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. They will understand it over on the Senate side 
[Renewed laughter.] I think we had better non-concur. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The statement of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, though accurate so far as it goes, is not complete. 
The sum given by the House would undoubtedly be sufficient if th 
post at Newport were simply to be continued as in the past. But the 
addition of $150,000 is for the purpose of increasing the capacity of that 
post so as to be sufficient to accommodate a regiment. It is of record 
that it is the opinion of the Secretary of War and of the Commanding 
General, General Schofield, that the Army ought to be scattered 
through the country in the manner that I have indicated. lasked for 
the establishment of an army post near the city of Lexington, a perma- 
nent cavalry encampment. It received the cordial indorsement of the 
Secretary of War and the Commanding General, upon the very ground 
that I have stated, that the cessation of Indian wars would require that 
the Army be scattered through the country in some way in which it 
could be inexpensively maintained, its sanitary condition wisely con- 
sidered, and places found where it could be drilled and kept in the 
most efficient condition. Now why not give this appropriation to add 
to the capacity of the Newport Barracks sufficiently to make that 
capacity sufficient for a full regiment. I do not ask that the amend- 
ment be concurred in, but I would be glad to have it done. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I would say to my friend from Ken- 
tucky that in arranging the amount that appears in the House bill 
the subcommittee in charge of this bill had the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral before it, and my recollection is that the construction of the bar- 
racks at Newport was included in this amount of $600,000, and that 
when this amount became a law the Secretary of War, in connection 
with the Quartermaster-General and the General of the Army, would 
allot to Newport as much money as could be consumed during the 
next fiscal year in completing these barracks. 


As that portion of | 


I think there was no! 


disposition whatever to neglect Newport on the part of the subcom- | 


mittee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no doubt that the 
gentleman means to be accurate, but I should think that he was mis- 
taken. Our Senator [Mr. CARLISLE] would hardly, with that state- 
ment, have gotten $150,000 more added to the bill. 

Mr.SAYERS. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CArLisLe] may 
not have been in possession of the facts which were given by the Quar- 
termaster-General to the subcommittee charged with the preparation 
of this bill. 


| done at the smaller town 
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lots are very cheap and the corporations can furnish them through their 
inunicipalities probably. But in this instance, Mr. Chairman, where 
the ground is worth fifteen, twenty, or thirty thousand dollars, no pri- 
vate individual or corporation can afford to do it. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this whole matter was discussed 
when this bill was considered inthe House. Now, I want to say only 
one word, and I read from the statement of Quartermaster-General 


Holabird 


The CuatgMan, Ground for the national cemetery near Indianapolis, purchase 


ofan additional amount, I do not want to do that unless you are clearly satis- 
ed about it. 
General HoLApinp. Iam not; I shall oppose it 
Mr. Savers. Mr. By sum would like to be heard on that. 
General Hotaninp. I think we had better establish another cemetery. Iwill 


say the same thing of Spring Grove. They have withdrawn from the Govern- 


inent the privilege of buying; but I think we had better start in, if we have got 
to bury everybody that was in the war in those States, and get new burial | 
places. They ask too much for ground and it is too costly. 

' 


! think, Mr. Chairman, with all due respect, that throughout the 
length and breadth of this country, especially in our great populous 
cities, where there is great wealth, as well as in the smaller towns and 
in the rural neighborhoods, we can trust to the local patriotism, love, 
and respect to bury those who served in the late war. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to strike out the last word. 

I do that simply for the purpose of making this statement: The 
cemetery association there made a donation to the Government of what 
was then considered a sufficient area to contain the bodies of all the 

idiers who might die in that vicinity who would need such a place 
as that as their last re sting place; but the fact is that it is not large 

enough, and now the association proposes, if this provision be accepted, 
in addition to having given the Government a large area, to sell the | 
yvround to the Government for this purpose at one-fourth the price | 
that they would sell to any individual, and it does seem to me that it | 
s the part of wisdom to make this appropriation. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Do I understand the gentleman—— 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wish gentlemen to take into consideration the 
fact that when the appropriation is made there could never be any ad- 
ditional expenditures, for this association is sufficiently able to keep 
this ground in condition. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Do I understand the gentleman to say that this 
adjoins the national cemetery ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. It adjoins that part of the Crown Hill Cemetery 

hat was donated as a burial place for soldiers. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is the national cemetery under the con- 
trol of the General Government. 

Mr. BYNUM. The Government has jurisdiction over that portion 
of it which is used as a national cemetery. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. How many burials are there there? 

Mr. BYNUM. About a thousand. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Aboutathousand. This is in the very best part | 
of the cemetery, near the grave of the great war governor, Morton. 
Gentlemen know that the soldiers are very desirous that they shall be 
buried near together, and the association have given all that they can 
give for that purpose. 

Mr. BYNUM. I just wish to say a word in regard to the statement 
of General Holabird, as read by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
NON]. The appropriation then asked for was $30,000. The Senate 
has cut it down to $15,000. Colonel Black and the other members of 
the ‘committee representing the Grand Army post say that $30,000 is 
not more than 50 per cent. of the value of the property. This has 
now been cut down one-half, and I will also call attention to the fact 
that the Quartermaster-General gave no reasons for his statement ex- 
cept his general opposition to it. Now, while Indianapolis is consid- 
erable of a city, it is not a place of great wealth. We have no very 
rich men there; we have no great philanthropists; and thetruth of the 
matter . that the money to purchase this ground will have to be raised 
largely by donations from the soldiers themselves. I do hope the 
House will concur in this amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Does Mr, English still live in Indianapolis? 

Mr. BYNUM. Yes, sir, he does, and his charitable contributions, I 
believe, are as large as they ever were. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move to strike out the last word. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Debate on that amendment has been exhausted. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Then I move to strike out the last three words. 

I do not know that I would have any objection to this proposition 
if it were not made a precedent, or if it were simply for the enlarge- 
ment of a national cemetery already under national jurisdiction; but 
I apprehend the same result as that foreshadowed by my colleague 
from Michigan [Mr. BrewEr], that this is to be an entering-wedge for | 
the purchase of cemetery grounds adjacent to all the larger cities in 
this country wherever veterans live and are liable to die. 

This amendment as it was discussed in the Senate included the 
building of a soldie rs’ monument to cost not less than $15,000. That 
was very wisely stricken out, for although we are all in favor of sol- 
diers’ monuments, I. do not think the Congress of the United States is 
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prepared as yet to enter upon the business of erecting monuments to 
soldiers in each of the larger towns and cities. As suggested by my 
colleague, that would make a discrimination between the larger and 
smaller towns; and if a large town is entitled to $15,000, a small town 
would be entitled to $1,500, and so on in proportion. Now, Ithink we 
can safely trust this conference committee to do what is right in re- 
gard to it; and I am inclined to think that the conference committee 
had better be careful to look over the matter as to whether this is a na- 
tional cemetery or a private cemetery, and whether it is to be made 
a precedent for a multitude of cases from all parts of the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on theraotion of the gentleman 
from Indiana to concur in the amendment. 

The question was put, and the Chair announced that the ‘' noes’’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BYNUM. Let us have a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 55. 

So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 135 to 137 were non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 138, 139, and 140 were concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 141 was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 142 and 143 were concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 144 was non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 145 was read, as follows: 

Page 89, lines 24 and 25, in the poremeee providing forthe publication of Of- 
—a of the War of the Rebellion, strike out ‘ £152,100" and insert 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that while I have 
no objection to this matter going to a conference committee, I hope that 
that committee will deal generously and liberally with this question 
of the publication of the warrecords. That publication has been going 
on now for alarge numberof years, and we are scarcely half through with 
be e work. I have received many letters from officers who served in the 
volunteer forces and who express very earnestly the hope that before 
they die, which they expect will be within the next quarter of a cent- 
ury, they may be able to see at least a conclusion of the publication 
of the records of the war down to April 9, 1865. While it seems to me 
that the sum asked for by the Senate amendment is not too large, I 
will not set my own opinion against the opinion of thechairman of the 
committee on that point, but will content myself with expressing the 
hope that the committee will make the sum as large as it can and 
hasten the publication in every legitimate way in order that the men 
who were engaged in that great struggle may be able before they die 
to see the records of it in print. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to concur in the Senate 
amendment. I make that motion for the purpose of asking the chair- 
man to state what the object of the committee is in refusing concur- 
rence in the Senate amendment—whether there has been an overesti- 
mate of the amount that ought to be expended in this way, or what 
the trouble is. 

Mr. CANNON. The committee in the preparation of the sundry civil 
bill, before it was reported to the House, made an exhaustive inquiry 
touching this matter, and I have a portion of the statement on the sub- 
ject before me now. We find that there have been already printed 
forty-five volumes of these records and that there are now ready for 
printing eleven volumes, leaving to be compiled, indexed, and printed, 
sixty-four volumes. Now, the amount which the committee recom- 
mended to the House and which the House passed was $152,000, suffi- 
cient to print and bind those eleven volumes and five volumes besides, 
if my memory serves me right. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Are those eleven volumes indexed? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir; and the House proposition was to print, 
bind, and deliver them, and also five volumes besides, and it seemed 
to the committee that for the present that was sufficient. It may be, 
however, that there ought to be something additional given for this 
purpose, There is no desire on the part of anybody to unduly curtail 
this appropriation. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Is there any provision made for increas- 
ing the number? 

Mr. CANNON. No; wedonotlegislate upgqn thatatall. Wesimply 
appropriate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Is there anything provided in relation 
to the manner of distributing these volumes? I understand they are 
distributed now under the provisions of an act of the Forty-seventh 
Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. There is nothing here about the distribution. 
That is regulated by law. That is a matterof which we have no juris- 
diction. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. It is very desirable that there should be 
some regulation of the distribution. So far as my own district is con- 
cerned, there is but one copy that goes to that district outside of the 
| libraries. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, either the law is wrong or the gentleman’s 

| district has been wrong in not having sent him here for ten or fifteen 
years past, as I hope it will do in the future. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. The district of the gentleman from Ili- 

| nois understands that better. (Laughter. ] 


ee? 





1890. 


TT 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to antagonize 
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the committee on this question, and I confess that they probably know | 


more about it than Ido, but I did not want the vote to be taken in 
such a way as to indicate that the House was willing to non-concur 


after an intelligent examination of the question. One of the difficul- | 


ties connected with these records has been the great length of time that 
has been spent upon their publication. By the provisions of the law 


of the Forty-seventh Congress names were put upon the list, and the | 


publication still continues to go out addressed to those names. Now, 
the generations of men in this country are not very long, especially of 
the soldiers of the Army of the Union, and, the publication having 
been extended over so great a length of time, the result of this rule is 


that men upon the list have died, and the volumes are still sent out | 
addressed to them and are piling up in the post-oftices because they | 


are not taken out. 

Now, if the work is to be of any service at all it will be of more 
service to the men who lived and acted in the days of the war than to 
those of subsequent generations, or, if not of more service, it will at 
least be more gratifying to them than to their successors, and what I 
would like the committee to do when they come to aconference on this 
point is to ascertain how much money can be expended upon this work 


even more than was contained in the original proposition, on behalf 
of the men interested in this work I appeal to them to do so and let 
us have the matter completed as speedily as possible. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having made this statement, I withdraw the 
motion to concur. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I rise simply to correct the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR]. Under the legislation of the Forty-seyenth Con- 
gress these documents were distributed by members of that Congress, 
and under that legislation they went to the public libraries. I do 
not believe that in any post-office of this country these documents are 
being piled up 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman will allow mea moment. My 
name was put upon the roll of those who were to receive these 
«documents, by General Dawes, a member of the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress. The volumes come regularly to me. 
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Mr, JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman 


gentlemen who 





think that there is something unjust about the distribution of the War 
Records are mistaken. One member thinks his strict only gets two 
copies, and another thinks his only gets three copies. They are cer- 
tainly mistaken, and if their districts do not vet quota it is not 


the fault of the law, but the fault of the nembevs of Congress who rep- 
resented the districts at the time the law pass« which was in 1882 


The law provided that 1,000 copies should go to the executive de- 


partment, 1,000 to the Secretary of War for distribution among the of 
| ficers of the Army and the contributors to the w ind 8.300 to such 
libraries, organizations, and individuals as should be designated by 
the Senators, Representatives, and Delegates of the Fortv-seventh Con- 
gress, and each Senator was allowed to designate twenty-six, and each 
Representative and Delegate twenty-one, persons or organizations, and 


| they were required to file a list with the post-ofl 


| 





[ may state that at the | 


post-office of the town where I reside these volumes come regularly ad- | 


dressed to a Union soldier who has been dead some eight or ten years, 
The libraries receive their copies also. But the persons whose names 


| ment of these Rebellion Records for $50 or $60 a set. 


were furnished for the original roll by the member of the Forty-sev- | 


enth Congress continue to receive the volumes if they arealive. That 
is the law; and that is the practice. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I know that these volumes were assigned very 
largely to the libraries of the country at that time. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very true. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, And, Mr. Chairman, I have ascertained that the 
officers in charge of this matter at the War Department are not per 
mitted to give out the list of the names of those to whom the volumes 


have been assigned. In my case, as in that of my friend from Ohio | 


[Mr. GROSVENOR], my name was put on the list by my predecessor; 
the volumes come regularly tome, andI valuethem very much. They 
contain extremely valuable historical material. I know of three sets 


that now come into my district—one to the Grand Army post at Mus- | 


kegon, one to the Grand Army post in my own town, and one to my- 
self personally. I do not know where the rest go. 

But it seems to me that the more rapidly this work is done the greater 
must be the economy. It is like making a river or harbor improve- 


ment. If youdothe work expeditiously it can be done more economic- | 


ally than by extending it through a long time. Therefore, without 
antagonizing the Committee on Appropriations, I desire to express a 
hope that they will make this appropriation as large as they reasonably 
and economically can. , 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of making a state- | 


ment I desire to renew pro forma the motion to concur. I have favored 
in the subcommittee and in the full committee such an appropriation 
as would complete the publication of these records within the time 
fixed by the act of March 2, 1889. The act provided that this publi- 
cation should be completed within five years; and it was estimated 
that it would be given to the country within that period at the rate 
of eighteen volumes per year. I find that the estimate for 1891 is 
$200,000 on the basis of the completion of the work in five years. I 
do not know why the Senate amendment has fixed the amount at $235, - 
000; and for that reason I am in favor of non-concurring, as the orig- 


inal estimate which came to the Committee on Appropriations called 
for only $200,000. 


But, Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of appropriating for this purpose | ferred. 


whatever may be necessary, whether it be $200,000 or $235,000, in or- | 


der to complete the work as required by law. I have more calls upon 


me for this publication than for any other publication of the Govern- | 


ment, always excepting the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture. 
I shall vote to non-concur solely because of the increase of $35,000 over 
the estimate of the officer having this work in charge; but I sincerely 
hope that the conferees on this bill will consider this proposition fully 
and thoroughly and agree to whatever amount may be necessary to 
complete this publication as required by the act of March 2, 1889. 


XXI——490 


| 


e address of the per- 
sons or libraries or other organizations to whom these records of the 
war were to be sent. So that each Congressional district was allowed 
at least twenty-one copies of this work, and the persons or libraries 
then designated will be entitled to receive the volumes as they are pub- 


| lished until the last volume is completed. And if one of the persons 
| designated at that time to receive this Record should die bis executor 
economically and let us appropriate that amount. If they can putin 


or administrator will control the future disposition of his copies of the 
work as he would other property He controls the future publica 
tions just as he does the volumes heretofore published. 

This is one of the troublesaboutthe publication of this work. Mem- 
bers have numerous applications for the work but have no means of 
furnishing it, and these applications come from men who would greatly 
appreciate it, and I hope some provision will be made to reprint the 
work, as the cost would be very little as the volumes have all been 
stereotyped. This would enable us to furnish the present demand at 
a small cost. 

It istrne that the law makes provision for selling the Record at cost, but 
many who ought to have it are unable to purchase so expensive a work, 
and as some get it for nothing others do not understand why they can 
not get in on the same terms. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. If the statement just made by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. JosrrH D. TAYLOR] be correct, I would like to know 
how itis possible that the second-hand book-stores can sell the assign- 
While I wasa 
member of the Committee on Printing I made a very thorough exami- 
nation of this matter. In my view the main object is to get the publi- 
cation out as quickly as possible. As for its worth, I think every sol- 
dier who served in the Union or the Confederate Army can place a very 
fair estimate upon it. Half the matter published in this Rebellion 
Record is utter trash—of no use as history. It is made up largely of 
special reports, and must be in many cases entirely misleading to the 
historian and to the ex-soldier. Still, I think the remark of the gentle- 
man from Ohiois very correct, that the Senate ought to know and thecom 
mittee of conterence on the part of this House ought to know that it is 
the desire of the House to push through this publication as quickly as 
possible. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE,of Kentucky 


out the last word. 


Mr. Chai un, I move tostrike 
[do this because my friend from Missouri {[ Mr. DocK- 
ERY ] stated that he would vote to non-concur in this amendment for 
the reason that he did not understand why the appropriation fixed by 
the Senate was 9255, 000. 

[ hold in my hand the explanation of that On page 45 of 
the Senate report accompanying this billis the testimony of Major 
Davis, who is in charge of theappropriation for the publication of these 
records, and I read a colloquy between him and the committee to ex- 


| plain why this increase is made 


Senator GoRMAN. So itis the amountof money tha st ynsidered, and 
nothing else? 

Major Davis. That is all, sir 

The CHAIRMAN. You are of the opinion, Major Davis, thatthe economical way 
to complete the work is to complete it within four years 
enough to doit? 

Major Davis. Yes, sir 

Senator HaLe. According to law? 

Maior Davis. Yes, sir: we have worked on steadils nder the law. 

Senator HALe. So that on this basis this 2,000 wants to be $ 

Major Davis. Yes, air. 


id have money 


So that the statement of Major Davis himself was fhat the appropri- 
ation of $152,000 made by the House onght to be increased within 
the time indicated by the act of March 2, 1889. That act required 
these records to be finished within five years. That can not be done 
unless we approve of: the amendment put on the bill by the Senate, 
That sum is required this year to carry out the law to which I have re- 


Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow me to 
say that with his explanation I am 
agree to concur in the Senate amendmer 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentuc Now, Mr. Chairman, we ought 
to carry out the law. Why should we hesitate todoso? We can not 


itirely willing and anxious to 


7 





| carry it out, however, except by the sum appropriated in the Senate 


| 
amendment. During the last Congress, after the work had been going 
on, we all agreed that it was better to have it done within a specified 


time. We all wanted to see it done. It is cheaper to have it done in 
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a short time rather than to spread the appropriations over a long period Mr. CANNON. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

of years | Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to concur in that 
Besides that, it should be remembered that the man now at the head | amendment. 

of the work is entirely competent. We have been exceedingly fortu- | Mr. CANNON. I suggest that we had better non-concur. There 

nate in getting hold of two competent men in charge of that work, Lieut. is no disposition to fail to appropriate sufficient money to utilize al] 

Col. Kobert Scott and Major Davis; but it is by no means certain thatit | the room at the Soldiers’ Home in Marion, as it*is utilized at other 

Major Davi ould die, as Colonel Scott did, the third man would be | homes. The barracks there are in process of construction, and I think 


equally competent. 


| the matter had better go to conference so as to see what amount onght 


[t is to the interest of the country to get the work out. Asa matter | 
of sentiment we ought to have it out. For the preservation of the his- 
tory of the war it ought to be done. These publications ought to be | 
made, as far as possible, during the lifetime of those who participated 
in the transaction. The hiati ought to be made up by papers of gen- 
tlemen who participated in the struggle, men who are familiar with 


the facts narrated, but who are rapidly passing away. The errors ought 
to be corrected by participants in the transactions themselves. The 
truth of history requires that as soon as possible this should be done, 
and therefore it seems to me it is neither economical nor wise to delay 
it. Itis more expensive to put off the work. Itis not bestin any sense 
of the word 

I therefore suggest that instead of going to a conference committee, 
by wnanimous consent this amendment be concurred in. It is a mat- 
ter in which we are all alike interested, whether we fought on the 
Union or Confederate side, or did notfightat all. It isamatteraffect- 
ing the truth of history; the heroism of the men who participated in 
that contest should have the glory attached to the feats of arms per- 
formed, and all of us can unite in having this work done as rapidly as 
possible. I therefore cordially unite with the gentleman from Ohio 
in asking that we concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CANNON, I think, Mr. Chairman, that it is far safer to follow 
the recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations. I have al- 
ready said that the amount so recommended will publish sixteen of 
these volumes. Eleven of them are already published, and this will 
complete five more. I think it is safe to iiquire at least about this 
before viving any sum like that which the Senate has proposed in the 
bill. A year ago the Senate voted $100,000, Before that the appro- 
priation had been running along at the rate of $37,000 a year, but it 
was increased to $100,000 on the estimate of those in charge of the work 
that « hundred thousand dollars a year for five years would complete 
it. Dut now a change of base, a change of superintendence, or some- 
thing, has brought about an increase. The House passed one hundred 
and fifty-two thousand, the Senate asks two hundred and thirty-five 

housand; and while I have great sympathy with and willingness to 
prosecute the work rapidly, it is safe to let non-concurrence be taken 
and the matter be inquired into by the committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr, Chairman, I believe everybody is in favor 
of publishing the volumes in question as rapidly as possible. The esti- 
mate upon which the $100,000 was appropriated was made upon the 
estimate of a certain gentleman who was in control of the office. Ido 
not care to discuss that question. When he went out and Major Davis 
came in, an examination of the whole work showed that it was very 
easy to accomplish a great deal more than had been estimated by the 
other superintendent of the work. Now, if it is the purpose to publish 
these volumes as rapidly as they can be published, then this amend- 
ment of the Senate ought to be concurred in. If it is the purpose to 
drag this work out, simply for the purpose of dragging it out, and not 
doing it as rapidly as it can be done, then this amendment ought not to 
be concurred in. For one, I am in favor of doing the work justas fast as 
it can be done economically, and I understand that to be the basis upon 
which this estimate is made, 

Mr. CANNON. Lask a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Missouri te concur in the Senate amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 27. 

Mr. CANNON, I thinkI must ask for tellers on this matter. I 
want to be sure that this money is needed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is needed, and the officer in charge of the pub- 
lication so states. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Missouri recommended non- 
concurrence and coincided with the committee before. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from [linois [Mr. CANNON] will 
bear witness that J have consistently and persistently favored this pub- 


lication being made within the five years, both in the subcommittee 


and the full committee. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair designated Mr. CANNON and 
Mr. Dockery. 

Thecommittee againdivided ; and the tellers reported—yeas65, noes43. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 15 
155, 156, and 157 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 158 was read, as follows: 


— 


Amendment 158, on page 103, line 5, after the word “of,” strike out the word 
“six ’’ and insert “ eight:"’ so it will read: 
**For maintenance of 800 members,” 


to be appropriated. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 159 was read by the Clerk, as follows: 

On page 108, lines 5 and 6, strike out “ at $150 per annum each ” and insert in 
lieu thereof ‘* $100,000."’ . 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. I move to concur in that amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. That is a mere total. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Why does the gentleman 
from Indiana think that we should concur? I ask an explanation. 

Mr. CANNON, Iwill call my friend’s attention to the fact that con 
currence in this amendment ought to depend upon whether there are 
600 or 800 members. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Yes, I understand that. 

Mr. CANNON. We have non-concurred in the Senate amendment 
fixing the number at #00, and the total ought todepend upon the num- 
ber. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a state- 
ment in connection with this matter. The members of the commit- 
tee will probably recollect that when the bill was pending before the 
liouse originally, the appropriation recommended by the Committee 
on Appropriations and finally adopted by the Committee of the Whole 
House was for 600 members at $150 per annum, making a total of 390, - 
000. I stated at that time what I now state to be the fact, thatin place 
of there being but four barracks with accommodations sufficient for 600 
members, there are six barracks already completed, with ample accom- 
modations for 800 members, and they can be occupied at once; and there- 
fore, upon the basis of $150 to each member, there ought to be, for the 
800 members, $120,000. 

The committee, however, concurred in the notions of the Committée 
on Appropriations and allowed for but 600 members at $150 each, or 
$90,000. When the matter went to the Senate, the subject came up 
again and an amend ment was offered and adopted which appears in the 
bill at the present time, to strike out the word ‘“‘six’’ and insert the 
word “‘eight;’’ so as to make it read, ‘‘for 800 members, $100,000,’’ 
but not giving any particular amount for each member, but a grand 
total for the whole 800 members of $100,000. The tact of the matter 
is, Mr. Chairman, that $90,000 is not sufficient, nor is $100,000 suf- 
ficient; and I hope that if the amendment should be non-concurred 
in the Committee on Appropriations, when they come to consider the 
matter, will consider it in view of the fact that there are accommoda- 
tions now for 800 members, and that the appropriation should be at 
the rate of $150 for each member. This isa new home. The accom- 
modations are not as complete as they are in the homes that have been 
running for some time, and it may be that the expense of each member 
may possibly be a little more than it would in a home like that at 
Dayton, where everything has been running until it is well understood, 
and on the most economical basis. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 160 and 161 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 162 was read, as follows: 

Lewis B. Guncke!, of Ohio, for the unexpired term of office of L. A. Harris, 
deceased; and William B. Franklin, of Connecticut, Thomas W. Hyde, of 
Maine, John C. Biack, of Illinois, and Samvuen S. YopeEr, of Ohio, for the terms 
of office commencing on the 2Ist day of April, 1890, to fill vacancies occasioned 
by the expiration of terms of office and by the increase provided hereby. 

Mr. CANNON. Thecommittee recommends non-concurrence in this 
amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a statement 
in regard to the motion made by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON], chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

In the month of March last there was reported by the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and passed by this House without a single dissent- 
ing vote, a joint resolution filling the vacancies then existing or that 
would occur on the 2ist day of April, on the Board of Managers of 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. That joint reso- 
lution went to the Senate, and was amended by the substitution of a 
single name as manager from the State of Maine. It passed the Sen- 
ate, and for some weeks past has been in conference, and was still in 
conference when this amendment was placed upon the sundry civil 
appropriation bill by the Senate. 

I desire to make a remark or two at this time in regard toitin order 
that it may go on record, because I do not know that there will beany 
other opportunity. One of the names that was unanimously recom- 
mended by the Committee on Military Affairs, and unanimously passed 
this House, comes back here stricken out. The State of Indiana from 
the foundation of the homes, on April 20, 1866, under the statute, has 
never had but one representative on the Board of Managers of the Na- 
tional Home, and that gentleman died within nine months after his 
election. Never since that has the State of Indiana had a representa- 
tive. 








. 





In view of that fact, and in view of the fact that the Marion Home 
in Indiana was founded through the efforts of a distinguished member 
of this House, Mr. George W. Steele, whose home was at Marion, tl 
Committee on Military Affairs reported as one of the members of tl 


Board of Managers the name of our late distinguished colleaguc 1 
Stee.e. He had served asa distingui hed volunteer officer of the | 


war for more than three years, and had been an officer of the regular 
Army for ten years or thereabouts; he had served on the Committ 
on Military Affairs of this House for eight years; he had beena men 


ber of the investigating committee of soldiers’ homes, and was t 


ough!y familiar with this whole subject. Besides that, as I sa 
was practically the founder of the Marion branch of the Nat 1 So 
diers’ Home. 

Now. I find this amendment sent back to us here with the name of Mr 


Steele stricken out, and two members given to the State of Ohio. 7 
organic act establishing these homes in 1866 provided that no State 
shoul! have more than one representative upon this Board of Man- 
agers; and inasmuch as there are at the present time but ten mem- 
bers of the Board of Managers and there are forty-four States it seems 
wholly unnecessary that any one State should have more than one mem- 
ber upon the board. There never has been a day since the soldiers’ 
homes were founded in 1866 to this day that the State of Ohio has not 
had a representative on that board; and, with the exception of nine 
months, there has not been a day that the State of Indiana has had a 
representative upon that board. 


Indiana was one 0; those States that responded most freely and most | 
generously tothe call of the Federal Government to furnish troops. She | 


has now asoldiers’ »ome capable of sheltering, as was stated by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, eight hundred inmates, and it seems to me that 
this House owes it toitself, and the Committee on Appropriations owes 
it to the House, to stand firmly by the action already unanimously 
taken by this House to place Mr. Steele upon this Board of Managers. 
No excuse is given except that one Senator—if I may refer to a state- 
ment made in another body—remarked that he supposed that Mr. 


Steele had become ineligible because he had been appointed governor | 


ot Ok!ahoma by the President; and yet in the very paragraph in which 
it is required that members of this board shall be residents of States 
that organized bodies of troops is the provision that no State shall 
have but one member upon this board. 

Now, I simply desire to call the attention of the House and the com- 


mittee to the state of tacts, in order that we may impress upon the con- | 


ference committee their duty in this matter to stand by the action ot 
the House. 

Mr. CANNON. The committee recommends non-concurrence, and | 
suppose that is a proper order to be made. 

Mr. CHEADLE and Mr. HOLMAN addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think that this is probably a mat- 
ter that ought to be decided by the House. I have entire confidence 
in the three gentlemen who will compose the conference committee, 
including the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], yet it seems to 
me when a matter can be disposed of properly and well by the House 
it ought to be acted upon by the House. As I understood the gentle- 
man from Michigan, this matter narrows itself somewhat to some one 
or other of the gentlemen named. It is generally understood that all 
the gentlemen named by this bill are proper persons for appointment. 
The two mentioned as from the State of Ohio are both of them very 
eminent men. Mr. Gunckel was formerly a member of this House, 
and a very distinguished and admirable gentleman, but I understand 
that he was not inthe Army. It has always seemed to me very proper, 
and I have always insisted upon that, so far as my action has been con- 
cerned, that these places should be filled by men who were in the 
Union Army, and that is the universal sentiment among those who 
are the beneficiaries of this class of institutions. 

Now, it was suggested here by the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
CuTCHEON ] that it is not proper that there should be two appoinments 
from the same State, and that it is not proper because there is a pro- 
vision against that in the law; but if this action is taken that would 
not be in the way, as gentlemen will readily see that this will be the 
last expression of the legislative will; and therefore it is a mere ques- 
tion of propriety as to whether the State of Ohio have one or two of these 
members on the Board of Managers. 


The State of Ohio has had one of them all the time, while Indiana | 


has never had one, except for a short time, as suggested by the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEON]; and the State of Indiana is en- 
titled to the high compliment paid it for the promptness with which 
the people of that State came forward to uphold the Government and 


the Union. The additional fact may also be mentioned that through | 
the labors of the gentleman then representing the Marion district we | 


have established a soldiers’ home with sufficient capacity for eight 
hundred inmates. 


Now, why, under the circumstances, is it not a proper matter for the 
House to act upon at once? The gentleman named is from the State 


of Ohio. The gentleman whose place he will fill, if he should be ap- | 


pointed by the actionof the two Houses, was himself a Union soldier, 
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b>, ‘ cel sl t 
Mr OLMA)> LV} 
Vays been a ) sre 


] the oth I posit on 
state of Indiana? For my own part | w 
Mr. Gunckel. He is one of the most y y a 
ind he has always taken a very vely interest in the afl ot 1 
nd did so whil wa in th H l At ( l 
1 taken by the gent 1an iro M higan Mr. ¢ 
we taken as a matter olf propriety. 

Mr. CANNON. 1 ms to me, Mr. Chairman. that the H ud 
better non-concur in this amendment. In my opinion this whole pro- 
vision has no business on t idry civil bill he Committees on 
Military Affairs of the House and of the Senate have the jurisdiction, 
and, as Lunderstand, are in conference now about this busi ind it 


has no place here upon a money | t 
fore, that the proper thing for us to do is to non-concur 





Mr. HOLMAN. It certainly wou be a relief to the gentl 
himself if the House would act Why not act on the suggestion « 
the gentleman from Michigan and let the gentleman from Indiana be 
designated in the place of Mr. Ganckel 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This whole matter isin conference now between 

| the Military Committees of the two Houses. If this amendment had 
been offered originally in the House as an am j nt it would ha 
been ruled out on the point of order, and I do not think it ought to 
be act pted in this form. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I am very much obliged, Mr. Chairman 
for the s lggestion o! the gentlem iu from Indiana Mr. H MAN l. but 
I presume that Ohio would claim the privilege of naming the citizen 
of hers that she desires to have « lasa no rof t Board o 
Managers. I have not a single word to say against Judge YODER, 
but I do want to say that the point mad y my friend i Indiana 
[Mr. H LMAN ] certainly will not hold good in the hisiory of the trans- 
actions in relation to the member of the Board of Managers from Ohio. 
Hon. Lewis B. Gunckel was elected in 1866 and served until 1878. 
He was almost the father of that H Wi no sold 
he was doing yeoman service for the Union in the halls of legislation 

I want to say further in that respect that in 1878 our friends upon 
the other side, being in the majorit 1 the H e of Representatives, 
concluded that they would putin a Democrat, and they did so. We had 
noc Cl ms to Colonel Harris, b vuse hie p! d to be i er € e] nt 
officer, but the interest of our people in the Third Obio district and 
the wi of the peopie th e that Le 3b. Gu because 
( r f 1 b ‘ l Cl en as ner ¢ tine B yard 
oO og l | hiarri a 

{OPKINS this 2 na ho is 1 rt? 
i VILLIAMS, of ¢ i Certainly it isa national } I 
r, HOPKINS. W ould the ¢ Ssio ! i h vou 
represent ba a right ) i the sele ( ( trustee t he ef 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Not exactly. if the gen n please 
but I submit that where a home is ! ited in a @istrict, that district 
certainly very much erested in it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. No re than any other ¢ sional dist: i 


the country. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Yes, sir. And let me draw the gen 


s A i 4 ad at 
man’s attention to another poin He is a great stickler for economy 
and he will recollect that the members of the | lof Managers do: 
receive a salary, but have their expens ; vow, it would clearly 
be in the interest of economy that the member! ted should re 

| somewhere near the locaticn of the home of vy h, wh he is a 

pointed, he will be local manager. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky How n the inter of the 

| Congressional district be involved in th inagement of a 

| home located there, if that home is not so managed as to int 

| with the election of Congressman? fLaught:r If the mana } 
of the home is kept clear ot that, how can the Congre 1 district, 
as a Congressional district, have any special interest to who is th 


manager ? : 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. The Congressional district can be inter- 


| ested in it because the inmates of the f that dis- 


i) l I C1LiZeDs O 
| trict, and toa large degree their welfare depen upon the business 
| ability of itslecal manager. In regard to the innuendo of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, I desire to state with pride that in the Central 


Branch of the National Home there has never been any interference on 
account of politics, except when it was attempted by a distinguished 
| Democrat in years gone by. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I did not makeany innuendo, 


| It was the gentleman from Ohio himself who proposed that a certain 
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yo sii aia ; - 
‘ 7828 CONGRESSIONAL RECOKD—HOUSE. JULY 28, 
a | 
fe - | 
; gentleman. a Democrat, should not be appointed and that another gen- three year volunteers that may be certified to be due by the accounting officers 
oy tleman, a Republican, should be. ' athe Teeny during the fiscal year 1891, $350,000, or so much therefor as may 
; Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I placed it upon the ground that the - ee 
gentleman was a citizen of that district,and the gentleman knowsthat| Mr. CANNON. The Committee on Appropriations recommend non- 
citizens of a district are necessarily interested in the soldiers’ home | concurrence in this amendment. 
; which is located in that district. Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House concur. 
; Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I hope we will now have a vote. | Mr, SAYERS rose. 
; Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to say a word before the vote is| Mr. CANNON. As there have been frequent contests in the House 
taken. /upon this item, I ask my friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] and 
; Mr. CANNON. Then I ask unanimous consent that the debate close the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] to let non-concurrence be 
} at the end of five minutes, formally had, and allow the contest, if there is to be one, to come up 
Several members objected, | on the conference report. 
Mr. CANNON. I move that the debate be closed in five minutes. | Mr. SAYERS. This is the second time, I believe, that the Senate 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CANNON to limit | has very courteously said to the House that it did not approve of these 
debate on the pending amendment to five minutes, there were—ayes indefinite appropriations; and as the opinion of the Senate and the 
72, noes 47. | opinion of this side of the House concur, we have thought we would a 
: Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call for tellers, | make an effort to induce the majority here to reconsider their action, 2 
; Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CANNON and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of | Upon the motion to concur I desire briefly to call the attention of 
Kentucky, were appointed. the Committee of the Whole to the fact that this amendment proposes 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 64, noes | a definite appropriation in place of an indefinite one, which passed the 
=| DA. | House and was sent to the Senate. It occurs to me that wise and eco- 
LF So the motion to limit debate was agreed to. nomical legislation would require that all appropriations made by Con- 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, Iam inclined to think that my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] would have saved about four min- 
utes if he had permitted me to make the brief remark I desired to 
make, without interposing upon me the customary and I presume nec- 
essary limitation of five minutes, 

I simply wanted to say that this proposition has no place properly 
on this bill. 


The entire subject-matter has been referred by the House | 





gress should, so far as possible, be of a definite character. Should the 
provision placed upon the bill by the House prevail, then the question 
of the supervision and payment of all these claims will be beyond the 
control of Congress, and will be a matter simply between the claim- 
ants and the auditing officers of the Treasury. For this reason I sup- 
port in good faith the motion of the gentleman from Indiana to concur 
in the amendment of the Senate. 





and the Senate to a conference of the two Houses; and that conference Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, in addition to what has been so 
now has the subject under consideration. | well said by my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Texas 
i Mr. HOPKINS. A conference of what committees ? | [Mr. Sayers], I desire to call attention to the fact that this is one of 
Bi Mr. BOUTELLE. The Military Committees of the two Houses. | four indefinite clauses of appropriation. There are four paragraphs on 
Bit This is a matter which has always been referred to those committees, | pages 104 and 105 of this bill which provide for payments of arrears 
) and the appearance of thisameudment in the sundry civil bill is simply | to two and three year volunteers; for payments of bounty to volun- ! 
£ the result of an attempt to evade the direct and regular action of the | teers, their widows and legal heirs; for payment of bounties under the ~¥ 
3} House in snbmitting the adjustment of this matter to a conference of | act of July 28, 1866, and for payment of commutation of rations. 
oti its own choice. There is nothing personal before the House at this | The provision for the payment of these various items was passed in : 
time; there is no question as to one individual or another. The ques- | this body in the following terms: . 
tion is simply whether this paragraph ought to be in this bill. I trust | So much therefor as may be necessary is hereby appropriated. 
the amendment will be non-concurred in. ; 
Pt Mr. McADOO. In the regular course of legislation might it not be | That is the phraseology of these indefinite appropriations made in 4 
' a wise thing to non-concur, so as to serve notice on the Senate | the clauses providing for the payment of these several obligations. 4 
f Mr. BOUTELLE. It is my desire that the House non-concur, and | Now, the effect of the motion of the gentleman from Indiana to concur ) 
let the Senate understand that when we appoint a committee of this | is to strike out the indefinite appropriation, ‘‘so much therefor as % 
House to join a committee of that body to consider and adjust in con- | may be necessary is hereby appropriated,’’ and to appropriate in the 
j ference a matter of legislation we mean just what we say and that we paragraph now pending $350,000, which is exactly the amount of the 
j i do not propose to go around the matter, to dodge it or to evade it by an | estimate of the accounting officers of the Treasury for the pay of arrears 3 
ib i ‘amendment on an appropriation bill. I hope we shall non-concur, | of pay to two and three year volunteers. ; ; 
ii Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire only to add that it would bescant cour- | When that motion is passed upon, a motion will be submitted by 
+ Hi tesy to the committees that already have charge of this question, if the | the gentleman from Texas to concur in the next amendment, that is, : 
} House should now concur in this amendment. instead of the indefinite clause of the House bill, to provide $350,000, 
f which is the amount estimated by the Department; and when that is 


* The question being taken on non-concurring, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken; there were—ayes 76, noes 35. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, and 
Mr. Can 

he committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 73, noes 
11, | passed the House, are provided for in these indefinite clauses. 
Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would be glad if we could fi 


disposed of a motion will also be submitted by the gentleman from 
Texas toconcur in the Senate amendment appropriating $30,000 in lieu 
of the indefinite appropriation fixed for the payment of bounties under 
the act of July 28, 1866. So that, Mr. Chairman, we have provided 
here in the amendments of the Senate, taking the four of them to- 
| gether, the sum of $724,006 of definite, specific appropriations for these 
| various public objects, which, under the provisione of the bill as it 


Or wees Te Set 


NON were appointed. 


° ee ees fee at 


q 
i ' 
iS So the umendment of the Senate was non-concurred in: y 1 
i The one hundred and sixty-third amendment was read and non-con- | have an arrangement to close the debate on this provision of the bill a 
i eurred in. in five minutes. I ask unanimous consent. 
Hi ‘| The one hundred and sixty-fourth amendment was read, as follows: Mr. HOLMAN. I! suggest that the limit be put at ten minutes, a 
a Add to the paragraph for continuing aid to State or Territorial homes for the which, i believe, will be satisfactory. 
ae support of disabled volunteer soldiers the following: | Mr. CANNON. Very well; I will make that request. 
aj * Provided, That hereafter no State under this appropriation shall be paid asum | The CHAIR MAN. Is there objection to closing the debate on the 
As re one-half the cost of maintenance of each soidier or sailor by such | amendment just read in ten minutes ? 


| There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. CANNON. 
io | heard ? 
How does this amendment change the existing law ? Mr. HOLMAN. I will occupy the floor for a few moments, 
The law now requires that there be allowed $100 Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman wishes to proceed now, I will ask 
This proviso changes the law 80 as | jefore he takes the floor that the motion to concur be made to cover 
the three items of appropriation following this, if I can have the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas for a moment. 


Mr. CANNON, The Committee on Appropriations recommend non- 
concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER., 

Mr. CANNON. 
for each inmate of a State home. 
to allow one-half the expense of maintaining the soldier. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the estimate as to the expense ? 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose that one-half the expense would be about Mr. SAYERS. What is the request of the gentleman from Illinois? 
$75 or a little over for each soldier. I do not think it wise to change Mr. CANNON. There are three items following this in regular order 
the existing law in this way. The committee recommend non-concur- | jn the bill of the same character, and I would be glad if the unanimous 
9 J consent just given could be made to include all of them, so that they 

‘The amendment was non-concurred in. | may be disposed of at once. 

The one hundred and sixty-fifth amendment was read, as follows: | Mr SAYERS. So far as I am individually concerned I have no ob- 

In the paragraph appropriating for ‘‘ back pay and bounty” insert ‘$350,000 | jection; but of course I do not control this side of the House. 
or,’’ so that the paragraph in connection with amendment 166, striking out after Mr. CANNON. Very well: then I ask unanimous consent. 


“necessary "’ the words ‘is hereby appropriated,” will read as follows : . 
“Back pay and bounty: For payment of amounts forarrears of pay oftwoand The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that the 


Does the gentleman from Indiana desire now to be 


enue moe rest 
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motion to concur be made not only to apply to this amendment, but to 
the two succeeding amendments. 

Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Why? 

Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. I wish to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Illinois to the reason why I object. As I read this 
amendment, if we concur now it does not itself limit the appropriation, 
because the language of the paragraph, if left as amended by the Sen- 
ate, reads: 


I object. 


essary. 


It does not say ‘‘orso much thereof,”’ but ‘‘or so much therefor as may 
be necessary.’’ It seems to me, therefore, that if we concur we do not 
limit the appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I think there will be no difficulty about that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is perhaps some misapprehension as to the 
effect of this language. While the word ‘ thereior’’ was the proper 
word in the connection in which it appears in the House bill and be- 
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fore the Senate amendment was applied to it, yet, of course, the lan- | 


guage would be taken and construed all together; and ‘‘thereof’’ would 
be understood by the accounting officers as the word intended to be 
used, taking the context all together. 

Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. I doubt that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think the gentleman is in 
error there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is evident, however, that this language can only 
be amended by a substitute, which no gentleman has yet prepared. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in behalf of my motion permit me to say that 
for many years—and I am sorry it is not the case to-day—there was 
an earnest, manly struggle maintained by the ablest men in Congress, 
Mr. Garfield, Mr. Dawes, Mr. Beck, and others, to restrict, as far as 
possible, the indefinite and permanent appropriations of the public 
money. It was pointed out with a great deal of force by these gentlemen 
years ago that the effect of these permanent appropriations made trom 
year to year, running then up to seventy-five or eighty millions of dol- 
lars, was to defeat that proper surveillance on the part of Congress 
and that necessary vigilance over the appropriations which we are ex- 


pected to exercise, and which are essential for the proper expenditures | 


of the Government. 


The indefinite appropriations now run up to the enormous sum of 


something over $100,000,000, and still the work goes on of withdraw- 
ing the annual appropriations made by Congress and making them 
permanent and indefinite. Congress ought to make the appropria- 
tions not only annually, but ought to make them definite, so that we 
can exercise the power provided by the Constitution in appropriating 
the public money for the public service of scrutinizing each item of 
appropriation as it is made. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there was any reason to apprehend that there 
was a mistake by the accounting officers of the Treasury in regard to 
the pending question I would agree cheerfully with the views of the 
gentleman from Illinois, for we all want to appropriate a sufficient 
amount for the public service. 
the amendments following this in the same category. We want an 
ample sum provided. But who understands this question better than 
the accounting officers of the Treasury? And they have reported to 
the House and the Senate that for the present fiscal year this particu- 
lar branch of the service will require $350,000. 

I do not care how much the gentleman from Illinois mentions, whether 


it be $350,000, as proposed by the Senate, or $400,000, or $500,000, or | 


any definite sum, but let it be some sum of money; let it be an appro- 
priation made by Congress, instead of an allotment made by the head 
of a burean or the head ofa Department. I do not think my friend 
from Illinois is acting with his usual sagacity and vigilance in his 
care for the public welfare in consenting to an enlargement of the in- 
definite powers of the disbursing officers of the Treasury. I think the 
more he considers this matter the more anxious he will become that 
the permanent appropriation shall be reduced and the indefinite appro- 
priation reduced to the minimum amount consistent with the proper ad- 
ministration of the Government. Had there been a suggestion from 
the accounting officer that there might be doubt as to whether $300,000 
would be insufficient, then I should acquiesce in the policy, but when 
we are assured that $350,000, judging from the past experience of thirty 
years, would be a sufficient sam, when that is stated by a gentleman 
most competent to judge, why it does seem to me that the House can 
safely act upon it and determine upon the face of the bill what is in- 


tended to be appropriated, und not leave it to the mere allotment of 


the head of a bureau or Department. I trnst, therefore, in the interest 
of good, honest legislation, that some sum will be named. If the gen- 
tleman from Illinois has any reason to think that $350,000 will not be 
sufficient, let him name any sum that he thinks will be sufficient, but 
let him name some amount to be appropriated. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask unanimous consent that the motion to 
concur be made to cover each one of these three amendments, with an 
amendment to strike out the word “ therefor’’ and insert ‘‘ thereof.” 
That will do away with the objection of my friend from Indiana. 


And the same might be said, also. of 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, i propose to strike out the indefinite 
part and to specify the appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I will consent to that. I will consent to strike out 
‘*therefor’’ and insert ‘‘thereof.’’ That is all right. I hope there 
will be no objection to that. That is necessary to make the sense per- 


| fect. 


Mr. CANNON. I want to suggest that the motion to concur in the 


| amendment, if it is adopted, include a proposition to strike out the 


| word ‘‘ therefor’’ and insert ‘‘thereof’’ in each case, as an amend- 
Three hundred and fifty thousand dollars, or so much therefor as may be nec- | 


ment. I make that a part of my motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it read ‘‘ $350,000, or so much thereof as shall 
be necessary.’’ 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
further on. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; I desire to be heard on this. I say that 
an indefinite unlimited appropriation for this purpose is sound policy. 
It has been fought over twice during this session of Congress, with four 
yea-and-nay votes, and this House has decided under those votes that 
it is sound policy. Whatisit? It is to pay the soldiers of the late 
war the back pay and bounty that has been due the for a quarter of 
acentury. The Senate puts in $350,000 by this amendment, instead 
of an indefinite appropriation. Yet I hold in my hand a revised esti- 
mate from the Secretary of the Treasury on this very item, under date 
of July 23, in which he says that. instead of $350,000, there will be at 
least $550,000 required for this purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will tlie gentleman have that statement read ? 

Mr. CANNON. And that instead of $300,000 in the next amend- 
ment it will take $400,000; and that instead of $30,000 in the next 
amendment it will take $50,000, and you do not know when you put 
it at that figure whether you have provided enough. These men 
have waited a quarter of a century. ‘There is no chance for fraud. 
There are $100,000,000 of permanent appropriations, most of them in- 


Let the motion cover the three amendments. 
No; there are some of us who desire to be heard 


| detinite for a great many things, including a blind asylum down in 


the State of Kentucky, and hundreds of other objects of indefinite ap- 
propriations; but when we come to this item, that will pay these men 
this back pay and bounty, my friend from Indiana [ Mr. HoLMAN ] and 
other gentlemen get up and wax wonderfully fearful that we are going 
to have too many permanent indefinite appropriations. Now, as agen- 
eral proposition I am opposed to permanent indetinite appropriations, 
but upon this matter I hope this side of the House will vote for it, as 
we have voted for it three or four times heretofore during this session. 

Mr. SAYERS and Mr. HOLMAN addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to move to concur in the amendment with 
an amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has the attention 
of the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to concur in the amendment of the Senate 
with an amendment making the sum $550,000, 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman from Texas desire time for 
debate ? 

Mr. SAYERS. 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. SAYERS. I want that communication read. 

Mr. CANNON. I will send to the desk and have read the letter of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, on which the letter of the Second Audi- 
tor was based. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I want but a moment. 
How much? 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, July 23, 1890, 
Str: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of the House 
Committee on Appropriations, copy of a communication from the Second Au- 
ditor, submitting amended estimates ofappropriations for pay and bounty claims 
for incorporation in the sundry civil bill now pending in Congress, as follows: 
Pay of two and three years volunteers............ 


sootonanetin auiieaniiiebe $550, 000 
Bounty to volunteers, their Widows, €tC...........c.cccceceececeeeeceeeeeees 400, 00C 
Bounty under act of July 28, 1866........... benndalkoaesiia pe . 50.000 


Respectfully yours, 
W. WINDOM., Secretary. 
Hon. Josern G. CANNON, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, House 
Mr. CANNON. I will have placed in the Recorp the letter of the 
Second Auditor upon which that is based. 
The letter is as follows: 


of Representatives 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 22, 1890. 


Str: The sundry civil bill as passed by the House of Representatives made 
indefinite appropriations for the payment of claims for arrears of pay and 
bounty to be certified during the current fiscal vear; but as passed by the Sen- 
ate definite amounts are appropriated, the figures being taken from an estimate 
prepared in this office last December, as follows 


Pay of two and three year volunteers...........-.....6..000 iaddeontanneaion $350, 000 
Bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal heirs ......... aa 0), 000 
ES NOE UN 20h, BIB iis ccnnessvencictentdnnvototnintsessdaninnes panna 30, 000 





Total...... o © cerecsocccstrocqncoetenseseososatooseeecesce cee: soveee seeeveeee 680,000 
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This estimate was based upon amounts certified during the preceding year, 
an allowance being made for a probable increase in the volume of certified 
claims. The increase, however, has been greater than was anticipated and the 
estimnate is therefore insufficient. 

Duriag the twelve months ending June 39, 1890, claims amounting to $794,- 
097.44 were certified, payable from the above mentioned appropriations, as fol- 
lows 


Pay of two and three year volunteers — ; «-» $407,111.39 
Bounty to volunteers, et isiusutabinounnsengeteies ee 
Bounty, act July 28, 1866... 





eevee 794,097, 44 


Every possible effort is being made to dispose of the accumulated claims for 
pay and bounty, and I now estimate that the amount which will be needed to 
meet such claims as shall be certified during the current fiscal year will be at 











least $),000,000 under the following heads of appropriation : 
Pay of two and three year volunteers seth iaieaeaiaas seneessessases $550, 000 
Bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal heirs....,.. 0), 000 
Bounty, act Jaly BB, IGGL... ....2.000:0000000000 s00000 000000 sence se0ces sovese see sseees 50, 000 
I scithicccnecmitidinaiiiin ininnavenndeal sien ihagsestahieeblsiaiiniidiesatiaticiisiamaias ae 
or reasons fully stated in m; letter of December 16, 1889 (House Executive 
Document No. 116, Fifty-first Congress, firstsession), it is desirable that sufficient 


funds be provided for the prompt payment of claims for arrears of pay and 
bounty, and as the amounts inserted in the sundry civil bill will not be suffi- 


cient, | have the honor to suggest that this letter be referred to the chairman 
of the House Committee on Appropriations, so that he may be fully informed 
on the subject when the matter comes up in the House or in committee of | 
conference. 
Respectfully yours, 
J. N. PATTERSON, Auditor. 

Hon, SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

The CHAIRMAN. . The question is onconcurring in the amendment 
of the Senate withthe amendment offered by the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, striking out the words ‘‘ three hundred and fifty thousand dollars ”’ 
and inserting the words “five hundred and fifty thousand dollars.’’ 

Mr. McADOO, And the substitution of the word ‘‘thereof’’ for the 
word ** therefor,’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the word ** therefor.’’ 

‘he question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
** noes ’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. : 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 77. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. CANNON were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 50, noes 
70. 

So the motion to concur in the amendment of the Senate with an 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON. That means non-concurrence. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Theamendment will be non-concurred in, if there 
be no objection. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Amendment numbered 166 was non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 167 was read, as follows: 

On page 105, in line 1, after the word “ ninety-one,” insert the words “three 
hundred thousand dollars or.” 

Mr. Dockery addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON, The same question is involved as in the other case. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move to amend the amendment by fixing the 
amount at $400,000, and substituting the word ‘‘thereof’’ for the 
word ‘‘therefor,’’ 

Mr. CANNON, Let us have a vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to have the attention of 
the committee for a moment to express my dissent from the position 
taken by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] in charge of this 
bill in connection with permanent appropriations. I do not concur 
with him that there ought to be an extension of the practice of per- 
manent appropriations. I will go as far as he or apy other gentleman 
in providing for the payment of just demands upon the Government. 
Every one of them heretofore has met my approval. Where there has 
been an obligation arising by operation of law there is but one thing 
to do, and that is to make the appropriation. 

Therefore, if the amount that was originally proposed by the Senate 
is not sufficient I would increase the amount. If $100,000 would be 
suflicient, let $100,000 be given. If that is not sufficient, make it suffi- 
cient, if it is a million or two million. But at the same time that I 
favor liberal appropriations for these objects in pursuance of law I think 
it is wise legislation to continue to hold on to the purse-strings and to 
continue seeing that the action of the accounting officers is correct. 
Now, the gentleman from Illinois says that it is wise to make these 
permanent appropriations. If so, why not the other appropriations? 
If it is wise now, why was it wise to appropriate otherwise heretofore ? 
The gentleman from Iinois has been on the Committee on Appropria- 
tions for years. There has never been any complaint so far as I have 
heard of it being required to make these appropriations from year to 
year. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress his party wasin power. People insym- 
pathy with himand of thesame political party controlled the Committee 
on Appropriations. He wason that committee then asnow; but then 
we heard no clamor for permanent and indefinite appropriations. There 


And the substitution of the word ‘“‘ thereof’’ for | 


is no necessity now, if it did not exist then. Why make a change 
now? Why resort to a different method of legislation in regard to 
great appropriations? For one I am notable to see the wisdom of the 
change. It has always been held that those who were to legislate for 
a great people should constantly keep in view the expenditures and 
those who figure on the expenditures, Thatcan only be done by mak- 
ing those who are estimating upon the appropriations go from year to 
year to the representatives of the people and make known what the 
exigencies then existing are. It affords continual opportunity for wise 
legislation if additional appropriation is needed. It affords the best 


| opportunity of supervision of all the officers of the Government, in 


which alone can rest safety and security from corruption in adminis- 
tration. You may make all the appropriations of this Government 
permanent, and in ten years corruption that would disgrace the whole 
system would creep in and cause a return to the present system. 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose, 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman frcm Ohio wish to debate this 
question ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I do. 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to close debate on the pending 
amendment in five minntes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, debate on the pending 
amendment will be closed in five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I think an answer to the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] lies in this 
direction: Wherever an appropriation of money by Congress is for a 
purpose not fixed by law and which is not to be audited upon a pre- 
scribed legal status, then I think the argument of the gentleman from 
Tennessee has application; but what is this appropriation we are now 
considering ? 

More than a quarter of a century ago these obligations were incurred 
by the Government. They are fixed and definite in amount. They 
are to be audited under a statute, an existing law. The amount due 
to each one of these volunteer soldiers, for bounty or whatever else it 
may be, is to be ascertained by evidence presented before the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury; and when that is ascertained and 
the certificate is issued there is nothing more for Congress to do but to 
appropriate the money. With all the zeal which the gentleman from 
Tennessee has always manifested in his legislative work I doubt whether 
he has ever, in his long experience in Congress, examined into one of 
these claims to ascertain whether the specific amount of $350,000, or 
any other specific sum, was the amount actually covered by the cer- 
tified claims. But if he has done that, surely I am safe in saying that 
he has never examined one of these claims to see whether it was law- 
ful, whether it was equitable, whether it ought to have been allowed 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the necessity for a change from the sys- 
tem that has existed heretofore under all Administrations, both Repub- 
lican and Democratic ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will tell you the necessity. I do not care 
anything about the word ‘‘change’’ in this connection, either in the 
question or in the answer, but I will tell yon the necessity for this in- 
definite appropriation. These claims ought to be paid, and it isa 
crime against commercial honesty that could not be improved upon by 
a deliberate act of highway robbery for the Government to keep these 
men out of their pay any longer. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not wish my friend to put me in a false at- 
titude. My objectis not to prevent the payment of these claims. We 
all favor their payment; but the question is, which is the wiser way to 
do it? Weare making here all the appropriation that is necessary for 
the payment of these claims, and my inquiry is, why is it necessary to 
change from the system which has been pursued heretofore ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am trying to answer the gentleman, and | 
am not putting him in any false attitude atall. I am sorry, however, 
that he has taken this view of this particular appropriation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state to my friend trom Ohio that I have 
antagonized every encroachment upon the method of appropriation 
which has heretofore been pursued by Congress. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. LI accord tothe gentleman perfect good faith in 
this matter, but the object here is to allow these claims to be paid as 
soon as they are audited. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And all of them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Andallof them. Let me give the House an 
illustration of how these cases stand. Two constituents of mine with- 
in a year were allowed their claims under the law. Oneof the claims 
was allowed on the 25th day of one month and the other on the 10th 
day of the next month. It so happened that they came astride of the 
certification by the Department, and one of them received his pay, an‘ 
the other is lying out of his pay still. Now, that is not the fair way 
to do this thing, and the men who have stood by and held on to these 
claims until at 6 per cent. they have been eaten up and rendered 
worthless can not understand the policy of a government that trans- 
acts business in that way. And itis not necessary. The gentleman 
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from Tennessee can not show that the Treasury is in danger of being 
wronged to the extent of a single dollar by the process which he is 
pleased to characterize as a change. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. Dock- 
ERY ] to concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment striking 
out ‘* three hundred’ and inserting ‘‘ four hundred,’’ and striking out 
‘*therefor’’ and inserting ‘‘thereof.’’ 

The question was taken; and the Chairman declared that the ‘‘ noes”’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 42, 
noes 68. 

So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendment 168 was non-concurred in. 

Amendment 169 was read, as follows: 

Page 105, line 8, after the words “eighteen hundred and ninety-one"’ insert 
** $30,000 or.”’ 

Mr. SAYERS. I move toconcur, striking out ‘‘ thirty’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘fifty;’’ also striking out ‘‘therefor’’ and inserting ‘‘thereof.’’ 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word upon this 
amendment. Inquiry was made a few moments ago by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] as to the reason why this change 
should be made in the manner of making appropriations, Heretofore 
the policy has been to appropriate a specific and definite amount. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, I want to say that the effect of this change, whether 
that be the intent or not, is to conceal until after the November elec- 
tion $1,044,000 of appropriations. {Laughter on the Republican side. ] 
I say the sum of $1,044,000 is appropriated in these indefinite clauses 
which will not appear in the sum total of the appropriations for this 
session. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not wonder that gentlemen on the other side 
seek to hide themselves behind these indefinite clauses. With de- 
mands upon the Treasury for this year mounting up to more than 
$475, 000,000, I am not surprised that there should be a disposition on 
the part of our friends on the other side to conceal appropriations by 
indefinite clauses wherever possible to do so until after the Congressional 
elections. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will it not enable you gentlemen on the other 
side to fix your own figures for these indefinite appropriations? And 
is it not, therefore, a little scheme in your favor? [ Laughter. } 

Mr. DOCKERY. Notatall. In answer to my friend from Ohio I 
will state in the most perfect good faith that we desire on this side to 
appropriate for these four items of the public service, as we do for 
every other item of appropriation, just exactly what your own officials 
estimate to be necessary for the fiscal year. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Butif we leave it in this indefinite way then 
you can say to the country that it is a great deal larger than it is. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not want the gentleman to measure my corn 
in his half-buskel. [Laughter. } 

Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON. I would be very glad to have a vote; and after a 
single remark I will yield to my friend from Iowa [Mr. Kerr], if he 
wants to be heard. 

I suppose it may cost as much as $1,000,000 to meet these various 
claims; but whether it costs $1,000,000, $2,000,400, $3,000,000, or 
$10,000,000—whatever the amount that may be necessary to pay these 
men the money that is owing to them and which they earned on the 
battle-field twenty-five years ago—we are going to pay it. [Applanse 
on the Republican side. | 


Mr. DOCKERY. Thatis exactly what we on this side of the House 
want to do. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I am as much in favor of paying the 
soldiers of the Union their just claims against this Government as is 
the gentleman from Illinois; but I want to call his attention and that 
of the House to the fact that this is the third attempt during this Con- 
gress in prominent bills that have passed to make appropriations indefi- 
nite. The first indefinite appropriation made by this Congress was 
in what is known as the administrative customs bill. When that bill 
was before this House I took occasion to assume the same ground which 
I do now, that there can be no more dangerous legislation on the part 
of Congress than to loosen its hold by indefinite appropriations on the 
public purse. 

The power of this House, the power of all popular representative 
bodies, has always been their strong hold on the public purse. The 





Constitution of the United States, framed by men who had experienced | 


the importance in other lands of a popular representative assembly con- | 
trolling the public purse, provided wisely that appropriations should | 


be inaugurated by the people’s representatives inthisChamber. That 
principle was violated in the administrative customs bil]; and indefi- 
nite appropriations without limit were put iv that bill in order to re- 


imburse those who might secure adjudications in their favor from the 
new board of appraisers. 


I have no objection to paying back money to those from whom it has | 


| States at the polls. 


| nature of the case have to be very indefinite, 
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been wrongfully taken by the Government; but I say to this House 


and the country that if we are to legislate by granting indelinite ap- 
propriations to the executive department, we shall rob of its virility 
the whole power of popular representation in the United States. 

- Mr. HOLMAN. The remark of the gentleman about indefinite ap- 
propriations is true also as to the prov 
ties on sugar and the like. 

Mr. McADOO, 
point. 

The next dangerous and radical step in regard to indefinite appro- 
priations was taken in the bill with regard to Federal elections, now 
pending in the Senate. The most dangerous feature of that most 
vicious measure is an indefinite appropriation to pay the vast army 
mercenary spies who are to hound the honest citizens of the United 
the { Applause on the Democratic side. | 
That provision was inserted through the astuteness’and cunning of 


ns in the tariff bill for boun- 


I thank my friend for calling attention to that 


Mr. Davenport, the author of the bill, for what purpose? because 
gentlemen on the other side of the House, without being prophets, knew 
that this House in the Fifty-seeond Congress will be Democratic by a 
great majority. {Applauseon the Democratic side. | They were afraid 
todepend upon the next House of Representatives for the necessary 
appropriations to entorce that legislation: and they knew that by mak- 
ing new States almost every day they had secured such a majority in 
the Senate that this House would be unable to secure the repeal of that 
most insidious, revolutionary, and dishonest provision of that danger 

ous and unpopular measure—the indefinite appropriation of the people 


money. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

[ Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. CANNON. Now, l would be glad if we could close the debate 
My friend from Iowa [Mr. KERR] wants a couple of minutes. | 
that the debate terminate in two minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is the proposition ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That debate be closed at the end of two minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. Give the gentle 
man from Iowa five minutes 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; I modify my motion in that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, it will be ordered that 
debate on this amendment be closed in five minutes. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have asked that the debate 
be extended for five minutes because I want to hear the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I am much obliged to the gentleman from 
Kentucky; but I do not think he will be as well pleased with my re- 
marks as he imagines. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, there are some appropriations which in the 
For instance, when we 
provide for the protection of elections we do not know how many 
men we may need to protect. Our friend on the other side [Mr. Mc- 
ADO0O] says that the Democratic party is going to get possession of this 
House in the next Congress. I think that if we can only get the elec- 
tion bill through both Houses,and prevent our friends on the otherside 
from stealing about thirty or torty Representatives, as they have done 
during the last fourteen or fifteen years, there will not be very much 
danger of a Democratic majority in this House. 

But in regard to indefinite appropriations, I believe that the require- 
ment of estimates as a basis for appropriations is 4 wise recognition of 
the principle that Congress should always levy taxes with reference to 
the demands upon the Government, and that wherever it is possible to 
estimate the amount necessary to accomplish a specific purpose the 
estimate should be submitted, and the appropriation be based thereon. 

In regard to the provision now under consideration, gentlemen say 
that we do not know how much money will be required to pay these 
claims. I submit that it would be very easy for the Department to 


| estimate the number of men who were not paid between the date of 


promotion and the date of remuster and estimates should be sub- 
mitted covering the entire amount for which the appropriation should 
be made, and then there would be no occasion for delay. Something 
of this sort is necessary in order that the taxing power may know hov 

much taxation should be levied, and make the levies correspond with 
the expenses of the Government. Ido not approve of the principle 
(and I have so voted) of making indefinite appropriations in any case 
where definite appropriations can be estimated for and made, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] to concur in the amendment of the Senate 
with an*amendment which has been stated to the committee. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 45, noes 77. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky 
portant question. 


I ask for tellers on this im- 


Teilers were ordered: and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, and 
Mr, CANNON were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 37, noes 
68, 


So the motion of Mr. SAYERS was disagreed to. 
The amendment of the Senate was non-concurred in, 
Amendment numbered 170 was non-concurred in. 
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The Clerk read amendment numbered 171, as follows: Mr. CANNON. Tam willing to state, touching that matter, that so 
lnsert 44,000, or” and strike out at the end of the paragraph the words “is | far as I am personally concerned I will consent to a concurrence. The M4 
hereby appropriated; ”’ so thatit will read: committee recommend non-concurrence and the gentleman from Indi- ; 


* For payment of amounts for commutation of rations to prisoners of war in ana moves to concur. We wanted to get the views of the Senate to 
rebe! States, and to soldiers on furlough, that mny be certified to be due by the : . : ee 
accounting officers of the Treasury during the fiscal year 1891, $44,000, or so much | See how much was necessary to be published in this compilation; but 
therefor as may be necessary.” if the gentleman wants concurrence, let it be so. 

Mr. CANNON. The committee recommend non-concurrence. Mr. SAYERS. Ido not think the amendment ought to be con- i 

Mr. DOCKERY, I move to concur in the amendment. curred in. . 

The motion was not agreed to. TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair announced that it would be concurred 

So the amendment was non-concurred in. in if there was no objection. But the Chair will submit the question. 

Amendments numbered 172 to 175, inclusive, were non-concurred in. Mr. SAYERS. Before that we desire to be heard. 

Amendment numbered 176 was read, as follows: I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Indiana to what 

(176) Industrial Home, Utah Territory: For aid to the Industrial Christian is proposed in this amendment. It is proposed by the Senate to pre- 
Home Association in Utah Territory, $4,000, pare. under the direction of its Finance Committee, an edition of the 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gen- | tariff compilation of 1884, and any other tariff laws that may be 
tleman in charge of the bill why this amendment for aid to the In- | passed this year, with tables of prices of commodities and such statise 
dustrial Christian Home Association of Utah is non-concurred in ? tics as the committee may deem useful. Now, the majority of the 

Mr. CANNON. I will say from the best information I have, and I | committee in the Senate will determine the character of the informa- 
would like to verify it, that I understand there are but three or four | tion to be put into this publication. It will be circulated broadcast 
1B} inmates there now—three, I understand—except the officials; and I | all over the United States, and for one I am opposed to the adoption 
think it would be well enough to inquire of the Senate conferees, the | of the amendment, at least in its present form. 





: Senate having put in the amendment, whether there is any prospect of Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to ask the gentleman in what other 4 

: any more inmates or officials, and get some information for the House | form he expects to get the information, & 

, FE about it. Mr. SAYERS. Well, we will try anyhow. 
7 


Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Thatestablishmentmusthave | Mr. HOLMAN. Iam sure the information obtained six years ago 
: cost some fifty or sixty thousand dollars, and a certain sum of money | was very valuable. But if gentlemen do not want it, well and good, 
| for furniture— I assume that it would be wise to get it, if we can, in reliable shape; 
7 Mr. CANNON. Just how much it cost I do not know, but a very | and no matter in what form such a provision is now adopted the Fi- ps 
considerable sum. nance Committee of the Senate will probably control the preparation b 
| 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Well, they can not run it | ofthe matter. 
7 However, inasmuch as the gentleman from Texas has indicated a de- 
sire to non-concur, Iam unwilling to oppose the recommendation of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and will withdraw the suggestion. 
So the dmendment was non-concurred in. ; 
Amendments numbered 190, 191, and 192 were read. 
Mr. CANNON, The committee recommend non-concurrence. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask that the paragraph er- 
bodying these three amendments be read as it will stand if amended. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


: 

f except they get some more money from the Government, even if they 
te have but three or four adult inmates and five or six children, as I un- 
}! derstand to he the case, 

Mr. CANNON: Well, I do not know but that we might donate it 
for some wise purpose, for an Indian school or a common school, if it 
is not needed forthe present purpose. We ought to understand about 
; it, however, before making the appropriation. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 177, 178, and 179 were non-concarred in. 

Amendment numbered 180 was read, as follows: Botanic Garden: For reconstructing propagating houses, extension and rey 

(180) For salaries of the district judges, district attorneys, and district mar- | pairs to heating apparatus, and general — to buildings and walks, and to 
shals for the States of Idahoand Wyoming, from the date each qualifies to June | open to carriagesduring reasonable hours the driveway through the said garden 
30, 1891, 80 much therefor as may be necessary. | from First to Third streets west, all under the direction of the Joint Committee 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The committee recommend non-concurrence. | 

Mr. DOCKERY. Can the gentleman from Illinois give any esti- | 
mate of what this paragraph will probably cost ? 
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on the Library, $6,000, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to move to concur in 
the three amendments together, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I donot know thatIcan. If it would be fair to | The CHAIRMAN. It can only be done by unanimous consent. 
state what was done in committee, I think I might suggest that the Mr. CANNON. I have no objection to taking a vote on them to- 
non-conenrrence was on the motion of my friend from Missouri, and | gether. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to enter my protest against the motion; | the Botanic Garden any more than around the Capitol Grounds. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am informed that there is. 
My taste is against such fences. I think there has been a vast im- 
provement made in the Capitol Grounds and in many of the parks in 
Washington since these fences were taken down. But some of the 
flowers in the garden are exceedingly valuable, worth hundreds of dol- 
lars, and are very easy to destroy, being capable of destruction in a mo- 
ment by handling; and the officer in charge says it is not so much the 
depredation of actual trespassers as of others which renders the pro- 
tection of the plants and flowers there during the summer season neces- 
sary and difficult; and hence there is good reason for maintaining the 
fences. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It has seemed to me that those plants might be 
protected by some inner protection, but that the garden itself would be 
very great!y improved by the removal of this unsightly fence, as La- 
fayette Park and Franklin Park have been. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I cordially agree with that. 


and there are some facts I want to bring to the attention of the com- 
mittee which I have not now before me. I hope, therefore, it may go 
over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well, then; let this amendment be passed over 
informally until to-morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN. In theabsence of objection, the amendment will 
be informally passed over. 

Amendment numbered 188 was non-concurred in, 

Amendment numbered 189 was read, as follows: 

(189) New edition of tariff compilation: For preparation, under“the direc- 
tion of the Senate Committee on Finance, of a new edition of the tariff compila- 
tion of ISS4, and any other tariff law that may pass within the current year, to- 
gether with tables of prices of commodities and such other statistics as the com- 
mittee shall deem useful, $2,000, to be paid to the persons designated by the 
chairman of said committee to do said work 
if Mr. CANNON. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to concur. 


. 

{ | perhaps he can answer his own question. [ Laughter. ] The CHAIRMAN. In theabsence of objection, it will be so ordered. 
i : The amendment was non-concurred in. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It will beseen that the three 
at Amendments numbered 181 to 186, inclusive, were non-concurred in. | amendmentsrelate tothe same subject, namely, the opening ofa carriage- 
; ; Amendment numbered 187 was read, as follows: way through the Botanic Gardens, between First and Third streets, so 
t (187) For the payment to the widow of the late Chief-Justice Morrison R. | as to make the drive that now goes from Third street to the White Lot 
i ) Waite, this sum being equal to the balance of his salary for one year, $8,745. continuous, from the bottom of the public grounds, all the way. It 
Bet Mr. CANNON. The committee recommend non-concurrence. seems to me that it is an improvement that ought to be made. It is 
i : a Mr. DOCKERY. As this will undoubtedly occasion some discus- | not an expensive one. It can be done with safety, as I understand, to 
Ay 4 sion, I would like to ask if the chairman of the committee would not | the Botanic Garden; and I see no reason why it should not be adopted. 
, move that we now rise, and let this go over. As to the amendments themselves, the report of the Senate accom- 
of Mr. PETERS. It is not 5 o'clock yet. panying the bill seems to make the first amendment, numbered 190, 
ie Mr. CANNON. I think we can dispose of this to-night. | necessary for the propercarryingon of the garden. Ido not care to press 
ik i Mr. GROSVENOR, Inasmuch as the entire bill can not be disposed | the motion if it is objected to by the committee, but simply propose the 
ei of to-night, I ask the gentleman from Illinois to let this amendment go | matter so as to bring it to the attention of the Committee of the Whole. 

1 over until to-morrow. — Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to ask the gentleman if there is any 
TH Mr. CANNON. I think this matter can come up in conference. necessity, in his judgment, for maintaining these iron fences around 
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Eh Mr. CANNON. Very well; I am willing that it shall be concurred Mr. CUTCHEON, That would solve the matter of the carriage- 
p in if my friend from Indiana wants it. way. 

The CHAIRMAN, In the absence of objection, the amendment will Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, that would not solve it, 

be concurred in. because there are no carriage-ways through it; but it would take the 
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fenceaway. There would still be left the question of the carriage- 
through the center. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope, 
it goes to the conference, will make that suggestion. 

Mr. CANNON. I will call the attention of the gentleman to 
provision about opening the carriage-way. Iam quite sure I have no de- 
sire about it, except to do the proper thing and notinjure that garden. 
Now, since this amendment was put on it has been alleged by a member 
of Congress, who I think does have knowledge touching this matter, 
that the opening of that driveway there would have a tendency to very 
seriously injure the garden, and it was in view of that, 
was willing to non-concur. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
the motion to concur. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky withdraws his 
motion. Non-concurrence will be ordered, if there is no objection. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 193, 194, 195, and 196 were non-concurred in. 

The Clerk began the reading of amendment numbered 197. 

Pending the reading of the amendment, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, said: Mr. Chairman, I think 
the committee had better riseatthis point. The remaining amendments 
are quite important. They are entirely new matter, and should be 
carefully considered. They relate tothe purchase of ground, and they 
involve the consideration of the various schemes for the relief of the 
Public Printing Office, and also involve the purchase of ground for the 
Supreme Court. I think we had better not undertake their considera- 
tion to-night. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman is satisfied we can not finish the 
consideration of these matters in a very short time, 
enough for the committee to rise. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I want to say 
prepared an amendment here to appoint a commission, consisting of 
the Chief-Justice and other persons, to take into consideration the 


way 
then, that the conference committee, i! 


this 


for myself, | 


Very well, I will withdraw 


question of the proper relief of the Supreme Court, rather than the | 


amendment of the Senate. I think the matter is an important one. 
Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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I think it is well | 


that I have | 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed | 


the chair, Mr. BuRROWs reported that the Committee of the Whol 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
amendments of the Senate to the sundry civil appropriation bill, had 
come to.no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, until August 1. 
To Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, indefinitely 
portant business, 
To Mr, PARRETT, for fifteen days, on account of important business 
To Mr. EvAns, for one week, on account of important business. 


To Mr. Morey, for five days, on account of important business, 
Pending the granting of leave, 


, On account of im- 


j 


* | County, 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, said: Before that is granted, I | 


would like to know whether that leaves a quorum unexcused. 
The SPEAKER. 
unexcused. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment House bills of the 
following titles, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 19) to increase the pension of Ed. P. Quinn; 

A bill (H. R. 1187) granting a pension to George Obergfell; 

A bill (H.R. 1296) to increase the pension of Mrs. Henrietta O. 
Whitaker; 

A bill (H. R. 1598) granting a pension to Sarah A. Tryon; 

A bill (H. R. 1778) granting a pension to Gaston Winters; 

A bill (H. R. 1824) grantinga pension to Mrs. Christiana Frederika 
Zeutmey er, of Fairfield, Minn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 1992) to increase the pension of Nathan R. Chandler; 

A bill (H. o 1994) to increase the pension of Arnold Meyer; 

A bill ( =t %. 2005) to increase the pension of Bennett S, Shang; 

A bill (H. LE 2110) granting a pension to Braddock F. Stoc king; 

A biil Gt R. 2128) granting a pension to Mrs. Zelinda Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 2430) granting a pension to Ruth A. Ball; 

A bill (H. : 3067) granting a pension to Joseph La Preaze; 

7 


A bill (H. R. 3438) to increase the pension of John Taaffe: 
A bill (H.R. 


W. Patterson; 
A bill (H.R. 
Thomas; 


A bill (H. R. 4415) for the relief of John S 
A bill (H.R. po 


3970) granting an increase of pension to William A. 


. Dill; 

granting a pension to Hannah Bedford; 

A bill (H. R. 4834) granting a pension to William S. Grow; 

A bill (H. R. 4930) granting a pension to Joseph Fisher; 

A bill (H. R. 4935) to increase the pension of Elmore E. Y oung; 


3958) granting a pension to Sarah L. Patterson and Jane | 


The Chair is informed that it does leave a quorum | 


| 
| 
| 
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A bill (H. R. 5031) granting a pension to George H. White 

A bill (H. R. 5099) for the relief of Mrs. Angeline Gree 

A bill (H. R. 5108) for the relief of George W ichinson 

A bill (H. R. 5816) to increase the pension « n | ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 5868) granting a pension to I Pearce 

A bill (H. R. 6071) granting a pension to O k Le Fevre 

A bill (H. R. 6164) to increase the pension of Thomas H. Isbell 

A bill (H. R. 6305) for the relief of Hayden Sorte 

A bill (H. R. 6519) grantinga p n to William 8. Nourse, of Knox- 
ville, Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6592) granting a pension to Rachel Levy; 

A bill (H. R. 6755) granting a pension to A. B. Reeves 

A bill (H. R. 7285) granting a pension to Norman B. Pratt 

A bill (H. R. 7482) increasing the pension of John P. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Johanna Sheld; 

A bill (H. R. 7578) granting a pension to Thompson N. Statham; 

A bill (HT. R. 7658) grantins a pension to Isaac Kelly; 

A bill (H. R. 7675) for the relief of Stephen A. Kennedy; 

A bill (H. R. 7734) granting a pension to Mrs. M. M. Boyle 

A bill (H. R. 7881) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha E. Grant; 

A bill CH. R. 8061) to increase the pension of Jennie D. Hoskins; 

A bill (H. R. 8109) to pension George W. Scott for services in the 
Florida war; 

A bill (H. R. 8221) granting a pension to William White 

A bill ( H. R. 8262) for the relief of Parker aes 

A bill (H. R. 8371) to increase the pension of Thomas N. Gohagan; 

A bill (H. R. 8532) granting a pension to Mary Webster; 

A bill (H. R. 8611) for the relief of Hugh S. McCormick 

A bill (H. R. 8222) increasing the pension of Samuel D. Pitcher; 

A bill (H. R. 8861) granting a pension to Jane N. Terry; 

4 bill (H. R. 9232) granting a pension to George EF. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 9353) granting a pension to Dwight Parker; 

A bill (H.R. _— to increase the pension of Eben Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 9580) granting a pension to Rebecca Tussey 

A bill (H. R.9 723 granting a pension to Mary Fe 

A bill (H. R. 9961) granting a pension to Oran M. Collinsworth; 

A bill (H. R. 10074) granting a pension to W Im Griese 

A bill (H. R. 10122) granting a pension to Mary L. Radford, widow 
of William Radford, late rear-admiral, United States Navy: 

A bill (H. R. 10445) to increase the pension of Evelyn W. Miles; and 

\ bill (H. R. 10902) to grant a pension to Martin Lrachall. 

Also, that the Senate had passed with amendments bills of the fol- 
lowing titles, in which concurrence was requested, namely: 

{ bill (H. R. 3018) granting a pension to J. Phil. Hurlbut; 

A bill (H. R. 4167) granting a pension to Lorenzo D. Whiteford; 

4 bill (H. R. 4427) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Mrs. 
Mary E. Borke; 

A bill (H. R. 7885) granting a pension to R. Allen McCormick; and 

A bil] (H. R. 9008) to increase the pension of Zo 8. Cook, of Wilcox 


labama. 
Also, that the Senate agreed to the amendments of the 
bill 2197) to increase the pension of Ziba Yarnall. 
Also, that the Senate had passed a resolution, in which concurrence 
was requested, providing for the printing of extra copies of the Report 
of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the year 1588 
The message further requested the House to return to the 


fouse to the 


Q 


Senate the 


bill (S. 2390) to increase the pension of Evelyn W. Miles 
It also announced the passage of the following bills; in which con- 


currence was requested: 


A bill (S. 626) granting a pension to Mary FE. Williams 

A bill (S. 769) granting a pension to Albert H. Aldrich; 

A bill (S. 814) granting a pension to Clara Fowler; 

A bill (S. 1081) granting an increase of pension to John 8, Hall; 
A bill (S. 1521) granting a pension to David Drumheller 

A bill (S. 1552) granting a pension to Louise Selden 

A bill (8S. 1724) granting a pension to Charlotte Stenger; 

A bill (8. 1733) granting a pension to Laura James 


A bill (S. 1826) granting 
Mounted Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 2570) for the relief of Philip T. 

A bili (S. 2 


a pension to Powell’s battalion of Missour: 
Greely; 

560) to increase the pension of Nelson Monroe; 

A bill (S. 2574) granting a pension to Benjamin | 
A bill 2610) granting a pension to N. L. Young 
A bill (8. 2749) granting an increase of pension Augu 


Brown 
S. 


3 J. Wer- 


to 


| nitsch; 


A bill (S. 3005) 
A bill (S.¢ 
A bill (S.: 
A bill (S. < 
Crook, late 
A bill (S. 35 
A bill (S. 3: 


for increase of pension to Sarah Rt. Bleecker; 
granting a pension to Amanda M. Smyth; 

) granting a pension to Mary 8. Miller; 
granting a pension to Mary Crook, widow of George 
yr-general in the United States Army 

5) for the relief of John William Cable; 

2) granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. 
1) granting a pension to Martha N. Hudson; 

1) granting an increase of pension to Catharine E 


Pierce 
A bill (8S. 
A bill (S. 3: 

cock: 

A bill 


. Bab- 


S. 3549) increasing the pension of Mrs. Caroline Hanneman; 
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’. 3634) to increase the pension of Eli C. Walton; 


A bill (8 
\ bill (S. 3711) granting a pension to Ellen M. McClellan; 
\ bill (S. 3816) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand; 
\ bill (S. 3863) granting to the Newport and King’s Valley Railroad 
Company the right of way through the Siletz Indian reservation; 
\ bill (S. 3927) granting a pension to Maria E. Baker; 
bill (S 


A 3. 3948) granting a pension to Morris Leary; 
\ bill (S. 3986) granting a pension to Ralph Waldo Nason; 
A bill (S. 3988) granting a pension to Joseph B. Sellers; 
\ bill (S, 3990) granting a pension to John E. Burnes; 
\ bill (8. 4016) granting a pension to Frank C, Myrick; 
A 1045) granting a pension to John Farrell; 
\ bill (S. 4046) granting a pension to William Norwood; 
\ bill (S. 4198) granting an increase of pension to John E. Doggett; 
\ bill (S. 4213) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Italia; 
\ Dill (S. 4233) granting a pension to Jessie Benton Frémont; 
\ bill (S, 4243) granting an increase of pension toGurden L, Wright; 
and 


\ bill (S. 


S3 
hill (S. 


$254) granting a pension to Eliza Wallace. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report 
ol the committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 1452) for the reliet of 
Christopher C. Andrews. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 
3957) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary McIntosh, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

he motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 7 min- 
utes ». m.) the House adjourned. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

\ till (S. 4136) to provide for the disposal of the Pagosa Springs 
mililary reservation, in the State of Colorado, to actual settlers under 
the provisions of the homestead laws—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: — 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 281) tor the relief of tele- 
graph operatorsduring the war of the rebellion, reported, as asubstitute 
therefor, a bill (H. R. 11567) for the relief of telegraph operators dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion; which was read twice, and, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2841), referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10267) for the relief of 
the owners and crews of the American whaling vessels Midas, Prog- 
ress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, and Europa, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2842)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 9938) for the relief of the 
Roman Catholic Churchof St. Peter, at Jaekson, Miss., accompanied 
by a report (No, 2843)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, to which were referred the following bills of the House: 

The bill (H. R. 177) to amend section 3894 of the Revised Statutesof 
the United States, relating to the transmisS on through the mails of 
lottery, gift-enterprise, and other circulars, and for excluding from the 
mails newspapers and periodicale containing advertisements of the same; 

The bill (H. R. 241) to prohibit the mailing of newspapers and other 
publications containing lottery advertisements, and prescribing a pen- 
alty for the violation of the same; 

The bill (H. R. 242) to amend sections 3929 and 4041 of the Revised 
Statutes, authorizing the Postmaster-General to prohibit the delivery 
of registered letters and the payment of money-orders, and providing 
for the return of the same; 

The bill | H. R. 3321) to amend certain sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to lotteries, and for other purposes; and 

The bill (H. R. 8987) to amend certain sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to lotteries, and for other purposes; 
reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 11569) to amend certain sections 
of the Revised Statutes relating to lotteries, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice, and, accompanied by a report (No, 2844), re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 146) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to make a survey, plan, and estimate of 
the cost of constructing a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Po- 
tomac River, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, ac- 
companied by a report (No, 2845)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 
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He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the bill of the 
Senate (S. 3841) to authorize the commissioners to use and occupy as a 
site for a truck-house the space at the intersection of Fourteenth and 
C streets and Ohio avenue, northwest, accompanied by a report (No. 
2846)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the Senate (S. 2979) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at some accessible point between 
the mouth of the Illinois and the mouth of the Missouri River, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2847)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from tlhe Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 1717) for the relief of 
William H. Wheeler, accompanied by a report (No. 2848)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 10173) to amend section 22 of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,’’ approved February 4, 1887, 
and as amended March 2, 1889, reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill 
(H. R. 11574) to amend section 22 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to regu- 
late commerce,’’ approved February 4, 1887, and as amended March 2, 
1889; which was read twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 2849), 
referred to the House Calendar. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 11564) to create a bureau of health 
and to prevent the introduction and extension of contagious and in- 
fectious diseases in the United States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 11565) 
to regulate the practice of medicine in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

sy Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 11566) to incorporate the American 
National Association of the Red Cross-—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 
By Mr. CONGER: A bill (H. R. 11568) defining ‘*‘ lard,’’ also impos- 
ing a tax upon and regulating the manufacvure, sale, import:tion, and 
exportation of compound lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
/ By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 11570) toset apart a certain tract 
of land in the State of California as a public park—to the Committee 
onthe Public Lands. 

Vv By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 11571) to make the Commissioner of 
Fish and Fisheries an officer of the Department of Agriculture, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 11572) to authorize 
the purchase of the copyrights and stereotype plates of Hickey’s Con- 
stitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11573) to amend chapter 27 of the 
laws of 1883, entitled ‘‘An act to regulate and improve the civil serv- 
ice of the United States’’—to the Select Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: A joint resolution (H. Res. 
200) to admit ring-waste on shipboard February 10, 1890, at 10 per 
cent. duty—-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONGER: A joint resolution (H. Kes. 201) to print 10,000 
copies of a reprint of early Government publications relating to metallic 
money and the ratio of gold and silver—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 202) to print agri- 
cultural report for 1890—to the Committee on Printing, 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (at request of Mr. Reep, of Maine): A bill (H. R. 
11575) granting a pension to Sylvanus |}. Dorsett—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. CONGER: A bill (H. R. 11576) increasing the pension of 
Robert N. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIG: A bill (H. R. 11577) granting a pension to Martha 
Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWS: A bill (H. R. 11578) to granta pension to Rebecca 
A. Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11579) to increase the 
pension of Francis M. Haynes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11580) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Joseph Scholl—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11581) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Eli Timms—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 11582) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Elizabeth M. Hollingsworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 11583) for relief of Sarah Jane Fowler— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11584) to amend the military record of Capt. 
Franklin Post, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAINES: A bill (H. R. 11585) authorizing the Secretary o! 
War to place the name of Edwin H. Wetmore on the roll of Company 
I, One hundred and sixty-first Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to grant him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSK: abill (H. R. 11586) for the relief of Frederick Engel- 
hardt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAWYER: a bill (H. R. 11587) for the relief of Duncan D. | 
Cameron, late first lientenant, Ninth United States Colored Troops— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: a bill (H. R. 11588) for the relief of the Wash- 
ington Iron Works—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, protest of the officers and 34 employés of the St. Louis and Mis- 
sissippi Transportation Company, against same measure—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of 37 employés of J. G. Wellhoerner Box Company, 
against passage of same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of 77 employés of Globe Furniture Company, of St. Louis 
Mo., against same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of 48 employés of L. M. Rumsey Manufacturing Com- 
pany, against same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of 107 employés of Riddle, Rehbein &Co., of St. Louis, 








| Mo., against same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, protest of 22employ¢s of the St. Louis water-rates office, agains 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, protest of 38 employés of Ludlow Saylor Wire Company, of St 


| Louis, Mo., against same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of Mrs. E. Arendale, of Texas, asking 
for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of George E. Barker and 13 others, ot 
Preble, N. Y., asking for early action on House bill 8648, to prevent 
the misbranding of food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. D. Van Schaick and 16 others, of Fayetteville, | 
N. Y., for passage of same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of the Tariff Keform League of | 
Sullivan, Ind., requesting the reform of the tariff law and a reduction 
of taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of citizens of Polk County, Iowa, for 
increase of pension to Robert W. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FRANE: Protest of 140 employés of Kingsland Ferguson | 
Manufacturing Company, of St. Louis, Mo., against the passage of House | 
bill 283, taxing compound lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

j 


Also, protest of 231 employés of the La Fayette Brewery Company, 
of St. Louis, against same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of 87 employés of Bucks Stove and Range Company, | 
of St. Louis, Mo., against same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, protest of 23 employés of Boatman’s Savings Bank, of the city 
of St. Louis, Mo., against same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, protest of 30 wholesale grocers of the city of St. Louis, Mo., | 
against same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of 25 employés of the Liberty Brewing Company, of 
St. Louis, Mo., against same measure—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 
Also, protest of 176 employés of St. Louis Refrigerator and Wooden | 
Gutter Company, against passage of same measure—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of 107 members of the Ancient Order of Hibernians, 
of St. Louis, Mo., against same measure—to the Committee on Agri- | 
culture. 

Also, protest of 174 employés of the T. H. Loyeman Furniture Com- 
pany, of 5t. Louis, Mo., against same measure—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, protest of the president and 158 employés of the Cherokee | 
Brewery Company, of St. Louis, Mo., against same measure—to the | 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of John Masey and 52 others, citizens of | 


~~ 


Morgan County, Tennessee, for House bill 283—to the Committee on | 
Agriculture. 


Also, petition of same persons, for passage of House bill 8648—to 

the Committee on Agriculture. 

sy Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of New Hope Grange, Decatur 
County, Iowa, for passage of House bill 8648, to prevent adulteration 
of food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KINSEY: Protest of 40 employés of Lamersick’s cooper shop, | 
against passage of the Conger bill, taxing compound lard as an article 
of food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of 38 employés of Hoff & Plummer Manufacturing 
Company, of St. Louis, Mo., against same measure—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of 83 employés of George J. Fritz Machine Works. of 
St. Lonis, Mo., against same measure—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 

Also, protest of St. Louis Mining Exchange and 23 members, against 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of Stanard Mill Company and 36 empl®yés, against 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of 97 members of the Ancient Order of United Work- 
men, of St. Louis, Mo., against same measure—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, protest of 126 employés of Greentree Brewery Company, of St. 
Louis, Mo., against same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. | 





{lso, protest of 14employés of Moffitt & West Drug Company, of St. 
Louis, Mo., against same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of Susan E. True, to accompany 
House bill 11546, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition and evidence in support of the bill to 
pension Mrs. Elizabeth M. Hollingsworth, of Oswego, Kans.—to the 


| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of A. C. Willis and 64 others, « 
zens of Coffee County, Tennessee, in favor of House bill 4648—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same persons, for passage of House bill 283—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of John P. Kittrell, of Tenness 
for payment for loss of herse in the Mexican war—to the Committ 


on War Claims, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, July 29, 1890, 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 
Mr. GORMAN. ‘There are only fourteen or fifteen Senators present, 


| and I take it it is because of the change in the hour of meeting. Isug- 
| gest that the roll be called to get a quorum here. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The roll will be called. 
The Secretary calied the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Dixon, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Allen, Dolph, Ingalls, Sherman 
Allison, Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Spooner, 
Bate, Faulkner, Me Millan, Stewart, 
Berry, Frye, Mitchell, Teller, 
Cameron, George, Morgan, Vance, 
Carlisle Gorman, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Casey, Hampton, Payne, Walthall, 

| Cockrell, Harris, Quay, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hawley, Ransom, 


Dawes, Hiscock, Sanders, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-two Senators have answered to their 
naines. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to re- 
quest the attendance of absent Senators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute the 
order of the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. If in order, I will state that my colleagne [ Mr. 
FARWELL] is detained from the Senate unavoidably. 

Mr. BLAIR entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion, as there is now a quorum 
present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion made by. the Senator from 
Tennessee is withdrawn. A quorum is now present. The Journal of 
yesterday’s proceedings will be read by the Secretary. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have a petition, sent to me from 
a public meeting in Alabama, at Birmingham. It contains certain res- 
olutions adopted at that public meetiny in :egar 1 to what is called the 


force bill or the Federal election ill, and I can not present it really 


| more briefly than by reading the resolutions. There is no pream! 
except a very slight one, and I ask Jeave to read the resolutions. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
Senator is in order. 
Mr. MORGAN. The petition is as follows: 


To the honorable Senate of t Uniled States 
We, a portion of the Republicans of Alabama, in a pub! ‘ a4 
sion inthe city of Birmingham, having under consideration t ele 


tion bill, respectfully petition the honorable Senate of the United States not to 
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Pp iss the House bill to regulate the election of members of the Congress of the 


Inited States, and against that bill we urge the following objections: : 
Virst. Inasmuch as that bill places the appointment of the election officers in 
the cireuit courts of the United States, it is of doubtful constitutionality. In 
Article Il, section 2, of the Constitution, it is provided that the President, * by and 


with the ad rice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint embassadors and other 
public ininisters and consuls, judges of the Supreme Court, and all other offi- 


cers of the United States whose appointments are not herein otherwise pro- 
vided for, and which shall be established by law. But the Congress may by law 
vest the appointment of such inferior officers as they think proper in the Presi- 
dent alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads of Departments.”’ 

fhe power of Congress to confer on the courts of law the appointment of elec- 
tion officers, if Congress has such power, is conferred by the latter part of the 
article above quoted, But when we take into consideration the judicial pow- 
ers of the United States conferred by the Constitution, we find no allusion to 
the management of elections whatever, and it hardly can be said that an in- 


spector or supervisor is a judicial officer in the meaning of the Constitution of 
the United States. Construing the Constitution as a whole, it seems that the 
framers of the Constitution intended to confer upon Congress the right to vest 
the power to appoint all inferior executive officers in the President or the heads 
of Departments, and all inferior judicial officers in the courts of law. Other- 
wise Congress has the power to confer on the circuit court of Alabama the right 
to appoint inferior postmasters all over the United States and in the Post-Office 
Department; also to appoint all the inferior officers in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, the Department of Justice, and other Departments, including the Army 
and Navy. Certainly the framers of the Constitution never contemplated the 
exercise of such powers by the courts. 

Second. If we concede the constitutionality of the law, in our opinion it is 
unwise to place such extraordinary power in the hands of a few officers who 
hold their offices for life. 

Instead ofelevating the management and conduct of the elections to the high 
standing heretofore of the judiciary for honesty and fairness, it will sink the 
jndiciary into the mire and filth of partisan politics, without responsibilities to 
the people or any other department of the Government, except by impeach- 
ment. The tendency of the law will be to make zealous partisans of the judges 
and election officers, who will be constantly tempted to exercise partisan bias 
in favor of party friends, 

Third, The law by placing the management of Congressional elections in the 
bands of judicial agents who hold their offices for life, isan impeachment of the 
honesty of the people, the source under our form of government of all legiti- 
mate power. It makes the judicial and election officers the masters instead of 
servants of the people. Who quietly can contemplate the evils that may flow 
from such poliey? It is contended by some that it is a party measure, for the 
yood of the party, and ought to become a law to correct the evils of bribery and 
cheating at the polls. That something ought to be done to remedy such evils 
is apparent to every honest man, But in curing an evil we should be careful 
not to create a greater one. In a Government like ours, to mistrust the great 
mass of the people is an impeachment of our form of government. Any law 
of Congress which puts a few life officers over the people to see that the people 
do their duty is practically a change of our Government in its essential features. 

Fourth. The law is objectionable, because its enforcement in any locality is 
made to depend upon the petition of a number of citizens. The provisions of 
the law make individuals assume the responsibility of having the law executed. 
Hence any petition for its enforcement puts the petitioners in the position of ac- 
cusing their neighbors of dishonesty and fraud, which will be resented, and in 
all probability end in strife and bloodshed, and the fault of such disgraceful 
scenes will beall thatofthe law. In our State, where we have votonly differen- 
ces in politics, but difference in races, this law. by its means of enforcement, as de- 
scribed above, may lead to a race conflict, and thus imperil our present grand 
industrial system which is just starting on its career of Seanad progress. 

Fifth, It is argued that unless the law passesthe negrocan not vote and have 
his vote counted fairly. In the districts in this State, such as the northern part, 
where the negro is in the minority, his vote is counted fairly, and hence there 
is no need for the law. In the districts of the middle and southern part, where 
the negro is largely in the majority, if, after a quarter of a century of freedom 
and access to all fields of wealth and learning, he is not able to command the 
respect of his fellow white man, he is then practically a small element in our 
political fabric and not of sufficient importance to justify a hazardous experi- 
inent in our Government, 

Sixth. The passage of this bill into law, instead of strengthening the Repub- 
lican perty in the State, will destroy the better element of it and drive away 
the great independent vote that is coming out all over the State. 

Respectfully submitted by your petitioners, who will ever pray, ete. 

The above was indorsed unanimously by a public meeting of Republicans 
held in Birmingham, Ala., July 23, 1890. 

WM. H. SMITH, Chairman. 


JOHN McOOY, Secretary. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the supervisors of Web- 
ster County, Nebraska, praying that an appropriation be made for a 
deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex. ; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CARLISLE presented a petition of William Nelson Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Newport, Ky., praying to be allowed per- 
mission to occupy apart of theold military post at Newport, Ky.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the memorial of F. G. Anderson, 
of Jamestown, N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of the Federal 
election bill; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4234) to establish a limited post and 
telegraph service, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9945) to increase the pension of Charles Barker; 

A bill (S, 3234) granting a pension to Harriet B. Hamilton; 

A bill (S. 3995) granting a pension to Myra E. Lakin; 

A bill (H. R. 5521) granting a pension to Miss Frances Thatcher; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 2754) granting a pension to Adele Jones. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4288) for the relief of Ezra S. 
Havens; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I introduce a bill for the relief of Harlow L. 
Street, by request, and for the Senator from California [Mr. HEARsT], 
who would introduce it if present. 

The bill (S. 4289) for the relief of Harlow L. Street was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 4290) making appropriation for 
heating apparatus, elevators, and approaches for the public building at 
Pittsburgh, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. INGALLS, I introduce a bill prepared by and offered at the 
request of the Wage-Workers’ Political Alliance of Washington, D. C., 
which I ask may be twice read and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

The bill (S. 4291) to establish a department of communication, and 
for other purposes was read twice by its title, nnd referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 117) to permit 
Capt. George W. Davis, United States Army, to accepta position in the Nic- 
aragua Canal Construction Company; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. BLAIR. Iask leave to offer an amendment to the tariff bill 
in behalf of my colleague[Mr. CHANDLER], whois absent. I move that 
it be printed and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was— 
Ordered, That George Blanchard have leave to withdraw his papers on file, 
there being no adverse report thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H, 
Res, 203) to continue the provisions of a joint resolution approved Juna 
30, 1890, entitled ‘‘A joint resolution to provide temporarily for the 
expenditures of the Government ;’’ in which the concurrence of the 
Senate was requested. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer for adoption the following resolution, and 

ask for its present consideration: 


Resolved, That hereafter the hour of meeting of the Senate shall be 10 o'clock 
a. m., until otherwise ordered 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be printed and lie over, Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over and be 
printed. : 
THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in or- 
der. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) 
to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other 
purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment will be stated. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas, if it suite 
his convenience, that he allow the vote to be taken on the amendment 
which was offered by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON, ¢ 
and which was incomplete at the time of the adjournment yesterday 
on account of the want of a quorum. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I yield for that purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New Jersey |Mr. McPHERSON], 
which will be stated. 

The CuteF CLERK. On page 2, line 2, before the word “ cents,”’ 
strike out ‘‘four’’ and insert *‘three;’’ so as to read: 

Three cents per pound. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the paragraph be read so that we can see to 
what it applies. ; 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, line 2, strike out the word “‘four’’ 
and insert ‘‘ three;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

1, Acetic or ayeiencens acid, not exceeding the specific gravity of 1.047, 1} 
cents per pound ; exceeding the specific gravity of 1.047, 3 cents per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The roll will be called on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
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Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
ator from Indiana [ Mr. TuRPIE]. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1aGins]. I do not see him in his 
seat, and therefore withhold my vote. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
I should vote *‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. Pasco’s name was called). I was re- 
quested by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] to state that he is 
paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], and that he is 
detained from the Senate by business on a conference committee now In 
session. ‘ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 


I am paired with the 


I have a general pair 
He is absent, and I 


Iam paired with the Sen- 


I am paired with 
If he were present, 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the 


Senator from Virginia [Mr. BAnBouR], who has been detained from | ;});, country in large quantities. 


the Senate for some time by ill-health. I understand that the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. Power] is absent without a pair, and I will trans- 
fer my pair to the Senator from Montana, so that the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Power] and the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR ] 
will stand paired, and I will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. INGALLS (when Mr. PLUMB’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. PLUMB], who is usually paired with the Senator from Missouri 
| Mr. Vest], is detained from the Senate in service upon a conference 
committee. 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. SQUIRE’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Squire] is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 
if present, my colleague would vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. WASHBURN’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. WASHBURN] is necessarily absent, and is pairéd with the 
Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Gipson]. , 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I was requested to announce that my colleague 
[Mr. DoLeH] is absent on a conference committee of the Senate at 
this time. He is paired with the senior Senator from Georgia | Mr. 
Brown]. 


Mr. CULLOM. By arrangement with the Senator from New Jersey 


{ 
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tle too hastily, I would say. 


» 


I wish to call attention to line 3, on page 


| 2, which reads: 


| 
| 


2. Boracic acid, 5cents per pound, 


I have a few remarks to make upon that paragraph. The present 


| rate of duty on boracic acid is 4 and 5 cents per yx 1, as to fineness, 


| 


or it bears a rate of duty at 76.43 and 60.77 percent. It is proposed 
to raise it by the pending bill to 91.91 per cent., or 5 cents per pound. 
It now comes in at 4 cents per pound and will pay 5 cents a pound, 


and the refined acid that comes at 5 cents a pound under existing law 


at 5cents will increase the duty, as I have said, from 76.85 in one case 
to 91.91, and from 60.77 in the other case to 91.91 per cent 

Now, sir, I will proceed to give some reasons why I suppose this in- 

| crease has been made which I will preface by a motion which I now 

make to reduce the rate in paragraph 2, page 2, line 2, by striking out 


[Mr. MCPHERSON] we transfer our pairs, so that the senior Senator | 


from Delaware [Mr. Gray] and the junior Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. H1GGINs] stand paired, and the Senator from New Jersey and I 
can vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I vote 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
is paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr],. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). 
of the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MornriL.] recorded ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I withdraw my vote. I voted ‘‘ yea.”’ 
paired with that Senator, and withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 


** vea,”’ 


Iam 


Bate, Colqnitt, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
terry, Faulkner, McPherson, Vance, 
Carlisle, George, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Payne, Walthall, 
Coke, Hampton, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS -—27. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Allen, Evarts, Me Millan, Spooner, 
Allison, Frye, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Blair, Hale, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Hawley, Quay, Teller, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Sanders, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Hoar, Sawyer, 
ABSENT--37. 

Barbour, Dolph, Kenna, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Manderson, Squire, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Moody, Stanford, 
Brown, Farwell, Morrill, Turpie, 
Butler, Gibson, Paddock, Vest, 

Call, Gray, Pasco, Washburn, 
Cameron, Harris, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Chandler, Hearst, Pierce, 

Daniel, Higgins, Plumb, 

Davis, Jonesof Nevada, Power. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued as follows: 


2. Boracic acid, 5 cents per pound. 
3. Chromic acid, 6 cents per pound. 
4. Citric acid, 10 cents per pound. 


Mr.McPHERSON. The Clerk of the Senate is moving along a lit- 


I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. KENNA ] 


Is the name | 


| authorities, that it could be produced at 2 cents per pound, 


‘tive’’ and inserting ‘‘ three and one-half.’’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, line 2, after the word ‘‘acid,’’ it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘ three and one-hi 
to read: 

Boracic acid, 3} cents per pound. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, boracic acid is found in great 
quantities in the lakes of Nevada and California. It is exported from 
Prior to 1883 it was on the free-list, 
and we imported from Europe for the fiseal year LS82-'83 4,334,432 
pounds. In 1883 the duty was fixed at 4 and 5 cents per pound, and 
the imports for the fiscal year 1883-’84, immediately following, fell to 
44,512 pounds, It sold for 4 cents a pound before the duty was im- 
posed upon it in the tariff bill of 1883. It now sells for7 cents a pound. 
In Italy, free on board vessel, the price is 4 cents a pound. Hence the 
proposed rate of 5 cents a pound makes the duty 125 per cent. ad valorem 
instead of 91.91 per cent. as the pending bill shows. Hon. I. G. NIEbD- 
RINGHAUS, member of Congress trom Missouri, in his speech published 
in the RecorD of May 13 and 14, 1890, on pages 4677 and 4786, states 
upon authentic authority the following: 

Boracic acid is one of the component paris of borax. Now,akind Providence 
has given us large borax fields in the States of California and Nevada, and they 
virtually control the borax of the world. These borax fields are controlled by 
eight or ten companies which combine and have but one sales a 

In other words, a trust, a combination, has been formed by the pro- 
ducers, and they send out a single agent to represent the great trust 
or combination, so that no competition shall interfere in securing the 
highest prices. 


( 
uit: SO as 


Now. in 1883, borax was worth 4 cents and 4} cents at the 

Borax is worth 
pound. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH asked the question of M1 

What is the duty imposed in this bill? 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. The duty imposed is 150 per cent. on the hon ost; bu 
in order to be just, I will agree to allow 50 per cent. to be placed upon tlris 
boracie acid, which the American people might use to protect themselves, a 
though it is not necessary, and therefore I put it at 3 

Mr. HEARD. What is the present duty? 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. The present duty is 4 cents 
and we bought borax at 4 cents a pound, 
persons, by glass-makers, by potters, by 


highest. 
I mean it costs to manufacture by American labo 


NIEDRINGIHAT 


ents a po 


In 1883 there was 
Borax is used by larg 
packers, by manufacturers of different 


no duty, 


lasses of 


articles. In fact, it is used in every household 

To another question by Mr.. BuTTERWoORTH, Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS re- 
plied: 

But one manufacturer told me it could be produced here at 2 cents a pound 


A manufacturer of boracic acid told these gentlemen, giving the 
and the 
duty the committee proposes to impose upon it is 5 cents per pound 
an increase above the present rate of duty. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. At what price does this article sel 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. It used to sell at 4} cents, but now it costs 7 cents, 

Mr. HEARD then asked the question: 


Then, according to your statement, that would be about 250 per cent 
cost ? 
Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. On the home cost. 


Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS states this: 


When other industries have to be satisfied with 45 per cent. on the foreign 
cost, I think 150 per cent. on the home cost is sufficient in this case— 


And so on. 
Mr. MILLS, a member of the House, made this statement 


Mr. Chairman, as stated by my friend from California [My 
are two kinds of boracic acid: one is the commercial article 


. on the 


Morrow 
the other th 


» pure 
| The pure acid is dutiable at 5 cents a pound under the existing law and the 
other at4 cents. Now, I mote toamend theamendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri so as to strike out 5 cents and insert 4 rhe effect of the amendment 


will then be to fix the duty on commercial acid at 3 cents 
at 4 cents. 

It will be noticed, Mr. Chairman, that last year we 
of the pure acid at a duty of 5 cents a pound, and $32,502 worth of the commer- 
cial at4dcentsapound. The duty under the existing law is forthe higher class 
of acid 82 percent., and forthe lower52 percent. Underthe bill proposed by the 
committee these two commodities are put together at a duty of 91 per cent., the 
duty on both being raised. 

Mr. MILLs proceeds: 

But it is said by my friend who wants to reduce this rate that he is in favor of 
it because it is in the interest of labor. All these duties are proposed now 
to be raised, at atime when we have excessive revenues, when your people 
are overburdened with taxation, when your commerce is being destroyed 


and on the pure acid 


nported only $4,312 worth 
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when people are asking to be relieved from the unnecessary burdens of the 
you come and, like Rehoboam of old, you lay your little finger 
upon the ind make their burdens far heavier than they ever were before. 
! ‘ the burdens What isthe plea that yousetup? They 
bor will be injured. I would be glad if gentlemen would tell the House 

andt yuntry exactly how much labor is paid for the production of $100 worth | 
of this acid which is proposed to be taxed hers In $100 of this chemical the la- | 


t reduce 


‘ it is charwed that the labor of this country is quite as highly paid as that | 
of Lurope or that of any other country on the face of theearth, But take it 


to be true, which it is not, then the labor-cost of this same product in Europe 
wo be about $ in the hundred, and $5 in the hundred or 5 percent. for labor 
would cover the difference between the labor-cost in Europe and the labor-cost 
in the United States. Yet,in the name of labor, Mr. Chairman, and for its pro- 
i , why is it necessary to change this taxation to $91, not forthe benefit of 
labor, not for the benefit of the workingmen, for remember labor only costs 
$10.9) in the hundred dollars here, but for the benefit of the already protected | 
clas 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS says again: 

it wasshown, Mr. Chairman, by the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow} 
in yesterday's discussion that to boil down and crystallize borax out of the ma- 


teriuls when they are furnished costs 16 cents a hundred pounds. I asked him 
if such were the case, if I, or you, or anybody else could make borax out of the 
materials furnished at 16 cents per hundred pounds, how much it would cost 
the people in California and in Nevada, who have the materials furnished by a 
kind Providence free of charge ; but that question has not yet been answered, 
He also informed the House that my company were purchasing borax. 

Now, Lam confident that “ flesh and blood revealed that to thee,”’ and I am 
sure that the representative of the combination or syndicate of eight or ten 
companies is close at hand; that, if the gentleman had desired, he could have 
stated what it cost to boil down borax and concentrate and crystallize it on the 
Pacilic coast. 1 contended, yesterday, Mr. hairman, upon authentic authority, 
that it cost them 2 cents a pound, but I have since learned that it costs them 
ouly a dollar and a quarter a hundred, So much for that, They have also 
stated, what I hardly believe, that borax costs to produce in Europe 4 cents a 


pound 
. ” ” * o * 


This leaves— 

Says. Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS— 
ihe syndicate in the enjoyment of a profit of 1,000 per cent.; and I ask the 
House whether that is not enough. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, asked this question: 

What was the amount of the home production of borax last year? 

Mr. Morrow. About 10,000,000 pounds, 

Mr. BreckinnipGse, of Kentucky. What was the amount of imported borax? 

Mr. Morrow. Last year about 5,000 pounds of refined borax. 

Mr. Breeckinerper, of Kentucky. In other words, the duty of 5 cents is ab- 

lutely prohibitory 

Mr. Morrow said during the discussion: 

It is eaid that there are a number of these persons or firms engaged in this 
production who have joined themselves together in an agreement that they 
will produce only what the market requires. Whether that is true or not, I do 
nol know 

Mi iit OKINRIDGF, of Kentucky. What was the very fine phrase which my 
friend just used? He said. I believe, that certain persons had “joined them- 
selves under an agreement not to produce more than the market required.” 

Mr. Mornow. Lam not concerning myself about‘ fine phrases.” 

Mr. President, here is an article manufactured in nature’s own labora- 
tory. Neither steam-power, nor coal, nor artificial heat, nor anything 
in the world is necessary for its production but God’s sunlight and air 
and a little water taken from the lakes and exposed in those arid re- 
gions to the sun and the air, and the residuum is borax and boracic 
acid costing only 2 cents per pound, according to the testimony we have | 
here, and upon which a duty is to be levied of 5 cents per pound. For | 
what purpose? To protect a great trust, a combine, which has agreed 
to limit the production of borax and boracic acid only to an amount | 
that the market itself will take at their own fixed rates—a tariff abso- 
lutely prohibitory imposed upon a great production which enters into 
the manufacture of so many other articles in this country, and to the | 
extent of that duty increasing the cost of that product, 

Lelore this trust or combination was formed, years ago the cost of | 
this production was only 4 cents a pound, compared with 7 cents a | 
pound, for now the price at which it is quoted in the Prices-Current is 
7 cents a pound, 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. MCPHERSON, When I get through I will surrender the floor. | 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to know what was the price when the ar- 
ticle was on the free-list. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam only stating what these gentlemen say. 

Mr, STEWART. What was the price when it was on the free-list ? 
It was 50 cents a pound. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. These gentlemen say at the other end of the 
Capitol that it was 4 and 4} cents a pound. 

Mr. STEWART. It was 30 cents a pound when it was on the free- 
list. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iknow nothing about that. Ionly know this, 
that if it can be produced to-day at 2centsa pound, at 3 cents a pound, 
at 4 cents a pound, or 5 cents a pound, or even at 7 cents a pound, a 
duty of 5 cents a pound is exorbitant. As I stated before, the product 
is obtained by simply utilizing nature’s great laboratory to prepare a 
product for the market. It requires nothing else but heaven’s own 
sunlight and air; and, as I have stated before, to impose a duty upon 
it of 5 cents a pound is an outrage. 

Mr. President, I am absolutely ashamed almost of the motion I 
make, that itis so liberal, making the rate only 3} cents a pound, but 
I am conscious that even so liberal a rate as I offer can not pass the 
Senate. 


| duty was then an ad valorem duty, in effect 5 per cent. 


| country. 
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Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to say a single word in reply to the Sena- 
tor. This duty of 5 cents a pound on this article illustrates to some ex- 
tent the effect of specific duties. When it was Jevied in 1883, the 
Under a spe- 
cific duty it has grown to be an ad valorem of about 85 percent. Why ? 
Because the development of the industry, the bringing of the article 
into the market, the manufacturing of the acid, the competition here 
in this country, has reduced the price of it so that it has increased in 
effect the ad valorem rate of the duty, It is one of the marked illus- 
trations of the effect of a specific duty upon many artices which are 
produced in this country and which can also be imported into this 
When this article was upon the tree-list it was sold at from 
25 to 30 cents a pound, when, as J say, the ad valorem under the spe- 
cific duty was about 5 per cent., but with the fall in price by Amer 
ican competition it has grown into an ad valorem duty that is resolv- 
ing the specific duty into an ad valorem duty of about 85 per cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN, What does it cost now ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. It now costs 5,2 cents a pound. 

Mr. PADDOCK. When was the duty changed? 

Mr. HISCOCK. In 1883. _ I have stated the resultin round figures. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, as my colleague on the committee, 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], has stated, we find that 
when borax, which contains 38 per cent. of boracic acid, was upon the 
free-list prior to 1883 it sold in this country for about 30 centsa pound, 
The present price of refined borax, not boracic acid, is 7} cents a pound, 
and the present price of boracic acid, instead of being 7 cents a pound, as 
stated by the Senator from New Jersey, is from 14 to 16 cents for crys- 
tallized and from 25 to 65 cents a pound Jor the pure boracic acid in 
various stages of purity, as can be shown by half a dozen price-lists 
which I have here of all the leading wholesale druggists and manufact- 
uring chemists of the United States. 

The present duty upon boracic acid is 4 cents for commercial and 5 
cents for pure. When it was upon the free-list only pure acid came 
into the United States. Whenit was made dutiable with this distinc- 
tion, gradually all the imports were at the lower rate of duty for com- 
mercial boracic acid, showing that it is imported in that way for the 
purpose of evading the additional duty of 1 cent a pound. 

Now the Senator says, and quotes from authorities, that it is pro- 
duced in this country for 2 cents a pound. If that is true, it is very 
singular that the importations, with a duty of 4 cents a pound upon 
commercial boracic acid, have been increasing very rapidly ever since 
the passage of the act of 183, the importations for the year 1889 being 
624,000 pounds; for 1888, 459,000 pounds; for 1887, 341,000 pounds, etc., 
showing that even with this duty these very large importations of bo- 
racic acid have taken place. 

This duty on borax or boracic acid interests the States on the Pacific 
coast. Itis an industry there which is carried on in the arid regions in 
California and Nevada and, I think, to some extent in Colorado, where 
the native deposits of borate of lime and borate of soda are found. 
When we consider that it is necessary to transport them long distances 
to reach the railroads and reach the market it will be understood that 
it would be utterly impossible tor those people to carry on this industry 
unless they have a duty equivalent to that which is proposed in the bill. 

General Rosecrans, who is now Register of the Treasury and who is 
well known to the Senator from New Jersey, in a statement submitted 


| to the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives 
| two years ago, took the position—I will notstop to read his whole com- 
| munication, though I advise the Senator from New Jersey to read it, 


because it is very interesting, but I will read only a short extract: 
To put our producers beyond the reach of monopolists— 


He shows that the trade in boracic acid on. the other side is practi- 
cally in the hands of one combination— 
the tariff on boracic acid ought to be 10 cents instead of 5 cents. Our home 
»yroducers are our dependents for deliverance from the piratical * trust’? which 
- hitherto monopolized the business,and they ought, therefore, to have the 
benefit of the existing tariff, with an increase of 5 cents per pound on boracic 


| acid, 


Mr. SPOONER, 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
Mr. PADDOCK. From what does the Senator read? 

Mr. ALDRICH. A letter written hy General Rosecrans and directed 
to Hon. CLirton R. BRECKINRIDGE, House of Representatives, when 
the Mills tariff bill was under consideration in the House. There can 
be no better illustration of the effect which the developing of an Ameri- 
can industry has upon the general range of prices than is afforded in 
this case, as I have already stated. 

Refined borax, which, as the Senator from New Jersey has truly said, 
is a very important article in a great many industries, has been reduced, 
simply by the effect of developing the borax deposits of Nevada and 

| California, from 30 cents a pound in 1880 to 7} cents a pound at the 
| present time. 


When was that statement made? 
April 14, 1888. 


Mr. VANCE. Before the Senator takes his seat I should like to ask 

| him if he attributes that reduction in price to the imposition of the 

duty or does he attribute it to the discovery of large quantities of 
borax in this country ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The people of Nevada and California were well 
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aware of the existence of those large deposits thirty or forty years ALO, broad. He will that ¢ 1 ‘ 
but it was not possible to develop them until after the passage o! the | Cost wv : 
act of 1883, which put a sufficient duty upon the article to enable pro- i ‘ 10 i the ¢ 
ducers to carry on the business. ! ‘ is ) t ake in t 
Mr. STEWART. 1 will state to the Senator that the mines which | presence of a 4 o ent a |} i acta to 
are pow worked were discovered and located at least thirty years ago | commercial acid ym any country on « i es and 
and perhaps more than that, but the people could not work them I dertake to reach thecon I 
cause they could not bring the product to the seaboard, the cost of | according to the Senat o stat ‘ i ‘ ll 1 
transportation was so great, until the duty was put up. } according to the imp ( S 3 
Mr. VANCE. [ask the Senator from Rhode Island if the building | the first $32,500 wil : ; 
of railroads and the opening of communication has had anything to do | he proposes upon all « That : 
with the development. I ts 91 per ¢ vt . 
Mr. ALDRICH. There are no railroads built into this country as ic acid which ust ( . 
yet. this 118 us this ¢ ‘ 
“ Mr. VANCE. The Senator attributes,then,the decline in the pric rited 1 this , ‘ . ‘ ( 
altogether to the imposition of the tax upon the foreign article. which emp! single sales agent to lt 
Mr. ALDRICH. The decline in the price is the result of the devel- | enabled to impose wha I t ‘ t 
opment of the American industry, and the American industry is d Mr. SPOONER. Is i t 
pendent upon the duty placed upon this article in 1883. Senators irom | this article needs any protection 
the Pacific coast told us then that if we would give them an adequate Mr. MCPHERSON I ‘ 
rate of duty they would develop this industry and reduce the price of haps in the proposition I make ‘o 1 
borax, and they have kept their promise, as the result shows. I was a little ashamed of, in offerin duty ¢ cents a 
Mr. VANCE. The Senator is alittle loath very naturally to face Mr. SPOONER. I was in hopes that the a i be ’ 
the naked proposition that the tax has caused the reduction in price, | to test the logicof the proposition. Thatwa 
but he substantially says the same by interposing achainof reasoning. | Mr. BLAIR { word in reference to this matte Che Senat 
I would attribute the reduction to the discovery of large amounts of | New Jersey uses a choice expressic nature’s laboratory,’’ and |] 
borax and to its increased use in the arts. | explanation ot the sources of this commodity (1 l 
Mr. CARLISLE. I was not able to hear distinctly the statement | that everything or substantially ¢ thing that there is in its compo 
made by the Senator from Rhode Island in regard to the control of this | sition is labor and scarce any capital whatever is necessary, and yet he 
trade by asingle company abroad. Did I understand the Senator to | himself proposes to allow aduty otf 3) « 1 pound. So this t ng 
say that the trade in boracic acid or the trade in borax itself was con- | increase to 5 cents can not be practically tor the protection of anything 
trolled by a single company ? except the labor of the count 
Mr. ALDRICH. I was simply quoting a letter of General Rosecra ‘here can be hardly any illustration supposed that can more « 
and giving him as my authority. I know nothing about it mysell. pletely demonstrate that by th 10: th al V é 
Mr. CARLISLE. To what article does that letter refer ? i an American industry in which labor is the j pal « pon- 
Mr. ALDRICH. Boracicacid. Sotaras I know, the important de- | ent par yr the airis tur ied the « es inthe 
posits abroad are only two, one in Tuscany and one in Asia Minor; and | nd, and capital is n interest tte 
the owners of those two deposits control foreign prices. en ) t f I n to the 
Mr. CARLISLE. I asked the question because I find in the co ( 1 
munication made by the borax producers and manufacture n the I Ii . ‘ ti ter V 
United States to the Committee of Ways and Means of the } t | t ubject of discussion yest my t { 
House of Representatives that we are actually exporting large quanti- | Chamber. The tor i Ne y n 
ties of borax. traordinary gains l a p sin y called 
Mr. ALDRICH. Of borax, yes, but not of boracic acid. attention to the Amoskeag corporatio | ri: proud to say | 
Mr. CARLISLE. Iam explaining the reason why I asked the ts location in t Sta t ent 
tion. I thought the Senator reterred to the article of borax. The di n a ( t 
Mr. ALDRICH. I was discussing boracic acid. i f $1,000 ) what 
Mr. CARLISLE. Then I have nothing further to say. V to « ittention to \ 
Mr. MCPHERSON, It makes but little difference whether it is bo- | profi excessive ‘ 
rax or boracic acid. As I understand, the manutacture of the two ar- | aver it 10 per « t f ipon 
ticles in nature’s laboratory goes together. ‘The water of the lake goes | t i ‘ t i ) 1 ex- 
into a pan or kettle for evaporation, and the residuum that is lett is | is ' d 1 
borax, and to convert it into boracic acid of course it must be subject | n« n4or5 per pita \ 
atterwards to some additional manufacture. inv it ch t return . 
A single word, however, while I am on my feet, as to the observation | i ) , ( t 
made by the Senator from New York [Mr, Hiscock It is in the line M I \ ( 
I suppose. we shall hear a good deal about dtrring the discussion of thi I LAIR m 
bill, extolling specific duties; but, so tar as I heard, he did not give a ie of the | t there 
single reasonable argument in favor of the proposition that the con » be so—is not far from $10 
mittee make as to the duties in this paragraph. He spoke of the ad- But I wish to call attention to this « eCa there never wa 
vantage of specific duties. Now,what is the advantage of specific du- | far as I have known, in the hi f the « VI complete 
ties? as complete, illustration and det nstration of the bens I 
Mr. HISCOCK. I spoke of the effect of the specific duty on this ar- | tective system upon which this ! founde 
ticle. Fifty years ago where the city of Manchester now is in my State wa 
Mr. MCPHERSON. What is the advantage ? nothing but scrub pine and sand. The entire tract of country which 
Mr. HISCOCK. I spoke ot the effect of the specific duty. now constitutes that cit I venture to say, would not have sold foi 
Mr. MCPHERSON.. A specific duty levied in this bill upon any | $10,000, and the man vested $10,000 in that trac ould 
article in the bill, so long as this shall become the ruling tariff rate in | have lost money by so d 
this country without modification or amendment, will fix the tax ab- here was a water-powe! th great possibili I Amo 
solutely upon the consumer of the production, without any regard | keag Company was organized tt ver half a cen go, and 
whatever to the low rate or price of the commodities, reduction in | think under the same name under which it now exists; at all event 
which,as everybody knows,is going on from day to day ata great rate. | under the same management. It was organized for the purpose ot 
So much for that. purchasing this water-power and this tract of land. and establishiz 
A single word as to the observation made by the Senator from Rhode | mauufactures under the protective tariff which had been enacted fo 
Island (Mr. ALpRIcH]. Did I understand the Senator from Rhode | the purpose of developing American manufactures and other industries, 
Island to say that the costof this toreign article was far above 5 cents | The company purchased theland and the power, owned everything that 
a pound? was there, and proceeded to found and establish and develop a manu- 
Mr. ALDRICH. I have not made any statement on that subject. | facturing city. Asit has increased the company has sold the land, and 
Mr. McPHERSON. I understood the Senator to say that a very | its profits represent the | ts of tl ules of land as well as of manu 
freat reduction had taken place. factures. 
Mr. ALDRICH. In borax. It owned the water-power, and, so far as there was occasion or op- 


Mr. McPHERSON. Has there been any in boracic acid? 
Mr. ALDRICH. There has been. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Now, will the Senator turn in his own bill to 


value on 624,321 pounds of imported boracic acid is .052 per cent. 


portunity beyond the development needed for its specific uses, it has 
let that water-power so that various other corporations engaged in 


: | manufactures have located upon the same stream in the same imm 
the unit of value that he fixes on it, and he will find that the unit of | 


diate vicinity; and thus the sources of income to this company are 


| those which appertain to acreator who develops and controls all the 
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elements and powers that are involved in the original establishment 
of the plant itself. So in this view it could hardly be called an illus- 
tration of profits which come from manufactures proper, for it has 
these additional sources of revenue; but, even with all these, at the 
present time its income is not at all excessive. 
attract investment of capital to any unusual or unreasonable extent. 

The truth is that Eastern capital is secking the South, is seeking the 
West as we all know at the present time in the hope of still larger re- 
turns than can be received from the oldest and best establishments of 
the North and East. There is a city to-day of 44,000 people. There 
is an actuel value of not less than $30,000,000 and probably more, and 
the whole of it is absolutely the creation of the protective tariff, and 
whatsoever of money there is, whatsoever there is of opportunity for 
those engaged in any occupation and for those 40,000 laboring people 
at least 40,000 of the population work from eight to ten hours aday), 
whatsoever there is of human life and hope and occupation and pros- 
perity and happiness located there in that city of Manchester is abso- 
lutely the creation of the protective system, and for miles around that 
city is the market and source of support for the farmers of my State. 

And this Amoskeag Company, which is the creator of it all, so far 
as any human agency could be its creator, combined with the benefi- 
ceut protective laws of the land—this Amoskeag corporation, the 
largest cotton manufacturing corporation in the world, the discussion 
of which has brought ont these facts—is to be looked upon as a pub- 
lic benefactor, as a creator of public good, and not to be cited here or 
elsewhere as a corporation engaged in a raid upon the interests of the 
common working population and an injury rather than a beneficence 
among our people. . 

Its actual capital, as stated by Mr. Spofford, is $3,000,000, The par 
value is $1,000 per share. In 1877 its dividend was 8 per cent., in 
1878 it was 10 per cent., in 1879 it was 10 per cent., in 1880 it was 
10 per cent., in 1881 it was 11 per cent., in 1882, 15 percent., in 1883, 

3 per cent., in 1884, 10 per cent., in 1885, 10 per cent., and in 1886, 
10 per cent. The subsequent years are not cited, but my recollection 
of them is the same or a lesser amount, I shall take care to obtain 
the latest data in reference to that corporation. This is upon the cap- 
ital stock rather than the real value of the property which is there in- 
vested, 

There is much more which might be said, but I do not think it is 
necessary at this time. The wages paid by that corporation—I see there 
was an allusion to that subject—the wages paid by that corporation are 
‘as high as those paid by any other. In fact, as I know, the city of Man- 
chester is preferred by the operative population of the country as a sort 
of Mecca to which the skilled laborer tends as naturally as the needle to 
the pole, and employers have their culling, their selection, from the 
most and the best skilled labor in these occupations which are con- 
cerned in the prosperity of the city. 

With reference to this corporation and the city of Manchester, this 
illustration, this object-lesson of the protective tariff, I can appeal to 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH], who but a few years ago 
himself personally inspected and examined all these matters for him- 
self. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I should like to get some informa- 
tion from the Senator from Rhode Island as to the general commercial 
uses in the United States of both borax and boracic acid. My knowl- 
edge on that subject is very limited. I know borax is used as a drug. 
| know also that it is used in blacksmith-shops for welding purposes; 
but I wish to know whether it is in extensive use in iron mills or any 
others. Iam satisfied the Senator can give me the information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is used as an antiseptic; as a medicine; as an 
emollient; as a flux in the arts for all metals. It is used in the weld- 
ing of iron and steel; asa glaze and for enameling in potteries and glass 
factories; as a bleach; as a cleaner and purifier; as a preserver; as a 
mor lant and a dye, ete. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is borax? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Borax and boracic acid. 

Mr. MORGAN. Both? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Both. 

Mr. MORGAN. Both used for the same purposes and in different 
conditions of manufacture. It occurred to me that while we are pro- 
tecting the manufacturers of the United States, as this bill is intended 
to do, and as it does protect them, and does not protect anybody else, we 
ought to try to keep down a conflict of rates in competition between the 
manufacturers themselves as much as wecan; and in the case of an ar- 
ticle of this kind, which I suppose to be entirely indispensable in the 
manufacture of steel and iron structures under the hammer, or under the 
drawing rolls, or under the hammer of the blacksmith, as the case may 
be, we ought to get itas cheap as we can for the benefit of the manufact- 
urers of iron and steel. 

i feel a little interested in this because I happen to be representing 
here, with my colleague, the great iron-producing State of the United 
States to-day, and one that is to be the greatest beyond all odds, and 
the one that is supplanting and must necessarily supplant the hematite- 
iron industry in all parts of England and of Germany; and we expect, 
and are progressing rapidly in the realization of that hope, to mann- 
facture articles of commerce, of iron, and of steel. In the city of Bir- 


It is not such as would | 
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mingham, Ala., we have now a new process called the Henderson steel 
process, which is the use of feldspar for a flux or for a refiner, which 
seems to have a strong affinity for phosphorus and for sulphur; and 
they are making now quite a considerable run of open-hearth steel, 
perhaps 40 or 50 tons a day, and they have contracts in advance for 
150 tons a day, and are building up their furnaces and hearths for the 
purpose of producing that much. 

That steel is sold in the local rolling-mills, to the local machine- 
shops in Birmingham, and it is used for the purpose of building en- 
zines and tools of various descriptions, and is a very essential element 
of the prosperity of the iron industry in that State, because to make 
an iron industry extend beyond the mere matter of the production of 
pig-iron we are compelled to have machine-shops; we are compelled to 
have all the different varieties of machinery for the purpose of work- 
ing that iron up into useful articles, not merely of commerce for the use 
and convenience of other producers of metal, but also for workers in 
wood and in cotton and the like. 

So I can understand, Mr. President, that a high price for borax and 
boracice acid necessarily bears with a strong discrimination against the 
iron industries of my State, and I do not think that it is right to raise 
the tariff upon borax and boracic acid for the mere benefit of the pro- 
ducers in California—there are not very many of them—and in Ari- 
zona, in Colorado perhaps, if not in Nevada, who have access to im- 
mense fields, if they choose to work them, for the production of borax 
and boracic acid, and who, if the industry is worth while talking about, 
as I believe it to be a very valuable industry, can get the conveniences 
of transportation as cheap as we can get it to our cotton-fields in the 
South, or to our iron-beds in the South, or to our timber-fields in the 
South, or elsewhere in the United States. 
I think that it is hardly worth while by the imposition of tariff 
rates to provide for transportation to gentlemen who may desire to gc 
off into the wilderness or out into the plainsor hills and establish their 
factories of whatever kind they may be, borax or what not, upon pub- 
lic lands, mineral lands, that they can go and take upas such without 
any cost, and where they can produce borax without the use of any 
fuel, and, as the Senator from New Jersey very well remarked, really 
in the laboratory of nature. I do not think that a tariff tax ought to 
be imposed with a view of supplying cheap transportation to gentle- 
men who desire to invest in such establishments and who have already 
such enormous natural advantages. 
Before the discovery and development of borax in California and else- 
where in the Rocky Mountain and the Sierra Nevada regions the price 
was very high, and it was imported almost exclusively, I think, from 
Germany, or very largely from Germany. Jt was considered then to 
be one of the valuable institutions or mines of Germany. The price 
has gone down because it is an investment that pays to work. It 
costs very little to work it. Now, I think that these gentlemen who 
go out there and furnish borax and boracic acid ought to be willing to 
make some contribution to their customers. Their customers in the 
United States are the iron producers and steel producers and iron and 
steel manufacturers, together with other industries that require the 
welding of metals together. They ought to be willing to make some 
allowance, and this is one of the times when I find myself on the side 
of the manufacturer. I do not hesitate to take his side, because he is 
a worthy man and deserves well of his country, and if the power of 
taxation is to be used not to raise revenue, but to raise the prices of ma- 
terial for the benefit of private holders and private investors, then I 
insist that when you impose the tax you ought not to discriminate 
against an industry like that in Alabama, an iron and steel industry. 
Now, sir, we have troubleenough with our neighborsabout competition 
because we can undersell them in any part of the United States and 
pay the high transportation that is charged us upon railroads and else- 
where. More than that, we can make pig-iron at a profit and send it 
to the Cleveland district in England and sell it there. It will be but 
a short time until you will find that the iron industries in the United 
States will, like the cotton crop, contribute annually enormously to the 
ready money of the people of the United States. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Alabama permit me to 
ask him a question? 
Mr. MORGAN, Certainly. 
Mr. McPHERSON. What is the minimum price at which a ton of 
iron can be made in Alabama? 

Mr. MORGAN. With prices at the normal rate—you mean at a 
rofit? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I mean the cost. 
profit be something in excess of it. 
Mr. MORGAN. The actual cost would not be more than $8.90 a 
ton. Nine dollars and thirty cents is considered a good remunerative 
business, where the iron is delivered on board the cars at the works. 
At that rate we can simply undersell the world; that is, I say we can 
make better iron than they can make in England for the purposes that 
a hematite iron is used for. For instance, our hematite irons of the 
first class are carried right into the production of car-axles and car- 
wheels. You can hardly make a better test of iron than that; and we 
have the quality, and we have the quantity illimitably, and we have 
the ease of access by all engineering processes. 


What is the cost? Let the 
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If I were a capitalist and wanted to build a railroad from a large 
city into the heart of the iron region of Alabama, called the Birming- 
ham region, I would instruct my engineers, after they got across the 
Tennessee River if they were going south, or across the Alabama 
River if they were going west, to make an air-line to the center of 
that field, because you can find railroad facilities for the air-line any- 
where without turning around anybody’s hill, but going right straight 
along, the topography of the surface is so smooth, so excellently 
idapted to railroad engineering. 

So we are going to have noembarrassment about getting our iron out. 
Fifteen miles is said to be an average haul there for all material neces- 
sary to make iron in the furnace, and that is what it all amounts to 
We have five geological systems that meet in Alabama, each contrib- 
uting all of its wealth to the other and they join together. Transpor- 
tation from one to the other is a matter of a very few miles. It is in 
this way and in consequence of this fact that we can assemble the pro 
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ductions of almost any geological system in Alabama upon any other, | 


combining the material and making almost any article of commerce that 
you see proper to make. 

Sut I was speaking particularly about the iron. Ido not think that 
it is right, good policy, or wise to take one of the deposits found in 
the West, as borax is a natural production, and raise the price of it so 
as to increase the cost to those other men who are working out with 
more laborious and expensive methods other productions of the earth, 
as iron and steel, coal, and the like. 

So I am in favor of the reduction proposed by the Senator from New 
Jersey, and if we were to do justice in this matter we should simply 
put the item on the free-list. 


I have not any donbt that if you resort | 


to this the business out in the West will be very much reduced in its | 
profits by competition; that the iron men will be compelled to set up | 
for their own protection, having borax made in the West and brought | 


to their furnaces, just as they do with fire-brick and a great many 
other things indispensably necessary in the manufacture of iron. I 
insist that this amendment ought at least to be allowed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘Thequestion is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New Jersey | Mr. MCPHERSON }. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Upon that question I shall ask the Senate to 
goonrecord. I call for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. Perricgrew]. If he were present, | 
should vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpre]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 
*nen.?* 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). [Iam paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. In his absence I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [ Mr. BArsour]. TheSenator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. VANCE] is paired with the Senator from Nevada[ Mr. Jones]. 
We both of us desire to vote, andan arrangement has been made whereby 
my pair with the Senator from Virginia is transferred to the Senator 


Iam paired with the 


I am paired with the | ,,°? ; 29 
I ~~ | this cage, but its positive order has been treated with contempt. No 


| the revenues of the Government as well as the personal interest of al 


| planation would have 


If he were here, I should vote | 








The result was announced—yeas 24, na 0; as follows 
YEAS—24 
Bate, Coke 1nSas, Leaga 
Berry, Colquitt Mel \ 
Blackburn George, M \ 
Butler Gorman Pas \ e¢ 
Carlisle Hampton Pay Wa ‘ 
Cockrell Harris Ranson Wilsonof M 
NAYS 
Aldrich, Dixo MeMilla 
Allen, Dolph Mand P 
Allison, Ev irts, Mitch - va 
Blair Frye, Paddock iy 
Cameron, Hale Platt, 
Casey, Hawley Power W ils« a. 
‘ullom Hiscock Sanders, 
Dawes, Hoar, Sawyer, 
A BSENT—30 

Barbour Eustis, Jones of evad Quay 
Blodgett Farwell Kenna Squire 
Brown, Faulkne! Moody Stanford 
Ca Gibson Morrill, rurpie 
Chandler Gray Pettigrew Washba: 
Danie Hearst Pierce W 
Davis Higgins, Plumb 
Edmumds, Ingalls Pugh 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, the bill under considera- 
tion is the most radical and extreme measure of protection ever pre 
sented for the consideration of Congress or the country. It isa practical 
declaration on the part of the Republican party that the war tariff is 
never to be reduced, but that exorbitant taxes are to be permanent 
and abiding, and is a declaration of war against foreign commerct 

It is the almost unvarying practice for committees, in reporting to t] 
Senate measures Of importance, to give the reasons in writing ! 
action they recommend, and one would naturaliy suppose that 
porting this bill, which, if enacted into law, will more serious! 





the people than any measure proposed for ye some word of ex- 
been offered, but there is none. In addit 


on to 
this, when the Senate sent 


this bill to the Committee on Finance f 
its consideration it ‘‘specially instructed ’’ that committee, in case it 
should ‘‘ recommend the increase of duties beyond those now imy 
to furnish to the Senate in writing the reasons in each case whit 
led the committee to recommend the increase of the pt 
respectively. ’’ 

Not only has the time-honored custom of the Senate been violated 


' 
or 
osed 


report has been made, and the pretended compliance with the order ot 
the Senate scarcely rises to the dignity of an evasion. 

The bill has now been under consideration in the 
days and no member of the committee favorable to the passage of the 


bill has yet attempted to explain its provisions or to defend the 


enate for severa 





prince. 

ples upon which it is constructed. The majority of the Committee 

clearly understand that the least said about a bad cause is the best for 

| snch a cause, and I am not surprised that those who are respousible 


from Nevada [Mr. Jones] for the day, if those Senators should con- | 


tinue to be absent, and we shall vote. 
Mr. VANCE. [shall vote ‘‘yea.’’ 
Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 
**vea’’ and he would vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 
The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that the Senator from Vermont 
{ Mr. EpMuNDs] isdetained at home by illness. I believe that has not 
been stated before. 
Mr. McPHERSON., 


I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 


Iam paired with the 


I wish to state—and will not make the state- 


for this bill desire to avoid the discussion of it as far as 1 
By the morning papers we are advised that the Republican members 

of this body in caucus last night determined to meet he 

o'clock in the morning and remain in session to definite hour at 

night, for the purpose of breaking down the opposition to this bili } 


Ssipl« 


ter at 10) 


reatt 
in ind 


the physical exhaustion of those of us who are opposed to while 
| they sit silent in their seats and refuse to discuss the bill. We on thi 
side have interposed no objection to fixing early hours of meeting and 


If he were here, I should vote | 


| We have consumed no time unnecessarily and have only spo! 


have remained in our places until the other side has moved to adjourn 


en when 


| we believed it our duty to do so. 


| and reasonably all measures pr: 


ment again—that my pair with the junior Senator from Delaware 
{ Mr. HiaGIns] has been transferred to the senior Senator from Dela- | 


ware [Mr. Gray]. That arrangement has been made with the consent 


of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], and therefore I shall vote | 


without giving any further notice. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the affirmative). I inad- 
vertently voted. I do not see the Senater from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
QuAY] present, and I therefore withdraw my vote. I desire to an- 
nounce again that my colleague [Mr. KENNA] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.corr]. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
WASHBURN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘ yea.”’ 

: Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis]. The Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] is paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] 
Senator from Florida and myself we transfer those pairs for to-day. I 
will therefore vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 


Mr. PASCO. Under the arrangement announced by the Senator 
from Nebraska, I desire to vote. I vote ‘ yea.”’ 


XXI——491 


. By arrangement between the | 


We believe we have the right and thatit is our duty to discus rl 


Alf 








sented here, and if it is the purpose of 
the majority to deny Senators that right, to attempt to force m uM 
through withont debate, they take the responsibility. On this side we 
shall endeavor to preserve the right of free speech in the Senate of the 
United States in the discussion of important measure 
The tactics of silence on their part and protracted sessions will! no 
prevent the discussion of the iniquities of this measure here nor in th 
country. If they entertain such a hope, they may as well a! t 
now and begin to cast about for « ses and apologies for this me 
reasonable of all tariff bills; for th: may sit silent 
seats here and remain in session unt us down 
there is a tribunal before which they | ed to s] rt 
people, their masters, will yet have a report 
The system of taxing all the people of this country to enrich a cer 
tain class is bearing its legitimate fruit. Prior to 1-60 there wer v 
large fortunes in the United States and few people 1 
thirty years of thi tem has wrought a great change. h . 
| Shearman, in an article in The Forum forSeptember, 1889, after re ’ 
numerous facts of a very instructive character, uses this language 
The facts already stated conclusively demonstrate that the wealthiest 4 
in the United States is vastly richer than the wealthiest class in Great | ain. 
The average annual income of the richest hundred Engiishmen is about $150,- 





SOE LEAT ET Bt gic 


pa kote ii) 2 


; 
I 





* 
f 


AE AN NN LITTER eh OC IRS thn ey etm NR _ 


<< RT & 





etnies 


7842 


000, and the average annual income of the richest hundred Americans can not be 
leas than $1,200,000, and probably exceeds $1,500,000. Itfollows inevitably that 
wealth must be far more concentrated in the United States than in Great Britain, 
when enormous amounts of wealth are placed in a few hands this neces- 
lies that the great mass of the people have very small possessions, 


bee is 

\iter giving seventy names of persons in this country who he says 
own £2,700,000,000, or an average of $37,500,000 each, Mr. Shearman 
estimates that 50,000 families own one-half of the total wealth of the 
United States, and sums up with the statement that— 


Phe Unit “tates of America are practically owned by less than 250,000 per- 
ng jess than | in 60 of its adult male population. Within thirty 
the present methods of taxation being continued, the United States of 
a will be substantially owned by less than 50,000 persons, constituting 
less than | in 500 of the adult male popu! 


Nobody now has the temerity to deny the distress of the oppressed 


class, the farmers and laborers, nor the wealth and prosperity of the 
protected classes. This marked and marvelous change since 1560 shows 
clearly what protection and its inevitable accompaniment, oppression, 
are doing. 


The nations of the earth have looked on in astonishment at the 
growth of the United States in wealth and population. Up to the time 


of the adoption of our present system of protection the fact that | 
that there were no favored classes | 


under our laws aH men were equal, 
and no special privileges to any, together with our natural resources, 
caused this. Kut mark the change when protection and oppression 
as shown above, the wealth of the country has rapidly accumu- 
lated in a few hands and the masses have felt the weight of poverty as 
their fathers had never believed was possible in the United States. 
The growth of population quickly responded to this changed condition, 
and our theretotore marvelous increase of population was checked ina 
most signal manner. General Francis A. Walker, in the Encyclopx- 
dia lritannica, calls attention to a forecast as to our population, made 
in 1815 by Elkana Watson, of New York, a merchant of wide expe- 
rience and a man remarkable for wisdom and sagacity. 

This man at that time estimated the future population of the United 
States for each succeeding census year down to and including the year 
1900. This was not a mere guess; it was & mathematical calculation 


came; 


based upon an accurate knowledge of our country, its people, and their | 


characteristics. His predictions were most singularly verified up to the 
beginning of the present economic system. I will give in parallel col- 
umns his estimate of the population in each census year and the num- 
ber actually shown by the census where the same has been taken, and 
also in a separate column show how far his estimate varies from the 
census reports, designating the number by the minus sign where the 
census has fallen below his estimate and by the plus sign where it has 
xceeded it: 


| 
} 


: | 
Watson's | Census re- 
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Internal-revenue taxes were also levied to the highest revenue point 
on every possible thing. After the crisis had passed, after the Federal 
arms were everywhere victorious and peace had been fully restored, the 
lessening demand for money of course required a lessening of taxation, 


| and it would seem natural that there would have been a reduction upon 





Year. estimate. turns. Difference. 
1820 telah cai intial Raeacteiied 9, 625, 734 | 9,633,822 | + 8, 088 
1830 ie ’ ; geousemenenernmeanen een 12, 833, 645 12, 866 620 + 32, 375 
SED ocesescecnscmee sateen’ inurmiedienlemsithie slpeaiuednaiieseieaes 17, 116, 526 | 17, 066, 453 -- 47, 073 | 
1850 PERT ES sessesseeeee| 23, 185,968 | 23,191,876 | + 6,508 
Lkep saiutdanial ici iaiohashichieahGtebdatasiteelidnaiadate 31, 753, 824 31, 443, 321 _ 310,503 
1870 namie ain itaoaieiatns 42,328,432 | 38,558,371 — 3,770,061 
1880 | §6,420, 241 50, 155, 783 — 6,294, 458 
1890 scones 77, 266,989 | *65,000,000 | —12, 266, 989 
1900 yours 100, 355, 985 *80, 000, 000 — 20, 355, 985 


*Estimated. 


No one can undertake to say positively that our present economic 
laws are the absolute cause of this great falling off from what seemed 
to be our reasonable expectations, but no reasonable man can doubt 
that the present financial depression, pervading, as it does, the great 
masses of American citizens, seriously affects our growth and expansion, 
and there is no deubt in my mind that this is responsible for much 
the larger part if not the whole of this falling off. These figures present 
the evidence of a remarkable repression of natural growth, resulting, as 
seems clear, from this system of Federal oppression. Not only the 
wealth, but the vitality of the people seems to have been legislated 
away by unjust and oppressive national laws. 

Samuel Johnson once said that ‘‘ patriotism is the last refuge of a 
scoundrel.’? And when we consider the schemes of the protected plun- 
derers of the people to perpetrate their robbery, and see them even now 
and here planning to increase the burdens that have well-nigh de- 
stroyed the agricultural interests of the country, and hear them with 
deliberate hypocrisy defending all this in the name of patriotism, we 
are compelled to admit the wisdom and sagacity of the old philosopher. 

In the time of the nation’s trial, when the gloom that settled likea 
pall overthe entire Jand almost banished hope from the hearts of men, 
when each side in the gigantic struggle, appealing to the god of battles 
for aid, girded itself anew for another and another effort, the demand 
for money, for more and more money with which to prosecute the war, 
was so pressing and imperative that none stopped for an instant to 
consider the weight of the taxes imposed, but all men everywhere 
urged the adoption of every conceivable expedient to provide the sinews 
ofwar. Under this pressure an enormous increase in taxes upon imports 
was levied for the purpose of raising the extraordinary amounts nec- 
essary to meet the extraordinary demands of the terrible conflict. 


all branches of taxation; but somehow it took place all the time on 
internal-revenue taxes only, until the large amounts of money once 


| collected under this head are now reduced to only the taxes on whisky 


and tobacco, while there has been no reduction upon tariff taxes, 
For years many of the ablest of our statesmen have insisted that 
Federal taxation was much too high and should be further decreased 


| but the answer has always been that the Government needed the revy- 


enue to pay interest upon and to provide a sinking fand for the public 
debt, to the end that the faith and credit of the nation should be pre- 
served; so all efforts to further reduce taxes have utterly failed. When, 


| however, the surp!us appeared there was nolongerany denying the fact of 


excessive lederal taxation amounting to almost $100,000,000 each year, 
and it was clear that the people would not long submit to being taxed 
at this fearful rate simply to have the money piled up in the Treasury, 
Hence the universal demand for a reduction of the surplus and the 
promise of both political parties to comply with it. 

The Democrats have urged the reduction by reducing taxation, but 
the Republicans, being in power, have set about reducing it by two 
methods—one, not by lowering, but by raising taxes, and the other 
by the most wasteful appropriation and misuse of the public funds. 
Owing to the latter the lobbyists, the pension and claim agents, the ad- 
vocates of special appropriations, who swarm about this Capitol, have 
never met with such marveloussuccess as now, and the surplus is already 
a thing of the past. Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, the other day boasted 
in the House that this Congress had this year appropriated for the bene- 
fit of the ex-soldiers $167,824, 733.24, and said of it that ‘‘thus it will 
be seen that more than one-third of the entire receipts of the Govern- 
ment as provided for in this Congress go to the benefit of the soldiers 
of the Union.’’ 

A few days later the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] declared 
himself in favor of continuing these expenditures whether they 
amounted to hundreds or to thousands of millions, and said, ‘‘ I know 
of no reason, if justice to the surviving soldiers of the Republic requires 
extraordinary expenditures to be made, why the money should not be 
raised as it was raised to defray the expenses of carrying on the war,”’ 
and spoke in contempt and derision of ‘‘the parsimonious patriots ’’ 
who stopped to consider whether or not the Government was able to 
pay these demands. 

Almost at the same time an eminent divine, addressing a society ot 
one of the great colleges of Massachusetts, used the tollowing language: 

With us, you will say, no throne to be —— orsold,and no Pretorian guards 
set price on it, but we may not forget that the events of our recent struggle for 
national existence have left behind them a condition of things which makes 

,»ossible a situation only less scandalous because less open and notorious. The 
1onoerable provision for those who suffered and were disabled in their country’s 
defense threatens, under the selfish and unscrupulous manipulation of those 
who see in the degradation of their fellow-citizens a short and easy road to po- 
litical supremacy, to become a pauperizing system, whose least and most in- 
nocent consequence is the ruinous burden which it is destined, sooner or later, 
to saddle upon the public Tréasury. 

Never was there a Phariseeism of philanthropy in which personal aggran- 
dizement more impudently masqueraded in the garment ofa grateful patriotism 
than our halls of Congress have lately presented, and the unmanly silence 
with which schemes so grotesque that they should have long ago been laughed 
out of any intelligent public assembly have been received is one of the most 
amazing facts of our political experience. Indeed, far apart as times of Rome 
and America, we must needs own that the resemblance of history is at once 
tragic and significant. It was ahuge military organization, remember, which 
once put the Roman Empire up at auction and proposed to knock it down to 
the highest bidder. 

To-day it is in the air that it is the party which bids highest to a precisely 
similar constituency that isto be rewarded with the symbols of national pri- 
macy and authority. And out of this it has come to pass that not alone some 
searred and honorable veteran, not alonesome brave and maimed survivor of 
an heroic charge, that not alone the widow and orphan whom death on the fie!d 
or in the hospital has left bereft and penniless, but every skulking camp fol- 
lower and deserter, every fraudulent and tainted claimant wbo has the eftront- 
ery to demand his bribe, can have it, if only his vote shall thus become a com- 
modity within the contract of partisan dictation and he has the lackey to do 
his political bidding. 

I have nothing to say of those who have devised this infamy and baptized 
it with the name of civic gratitude, but for the manhood which it is destined 
to corrupt and degrade, no honorable man can feel, I think, any other than the 
most profound sympathy and sorrow. This surely is a system of government 


that deliberately conspires to degrade men, and no delicacy ought to consent to 
excuse or condone it. 


The internal taxes having been long since reduced and without ob- 
jection from any quarter, why is it that there has been no reduction of 
the tariff and why is it that when the demands for a reduction of rev- 
enue become imperative and irresistible the Republican party seems to 
go deliberately to work to create new demands for money rather than 
permit any reduction of the present burdens? The Senator from Kan- 
sas seems to be preparing the country for a complete restoration of the 
taxes which immediately succeeded the war as well as the recreation of a 
great public debt. Whether the public will listen patiently to such a 
suggestion in time of profound peace and after a quarter of a century of 
internal quiet remains to be seen. 

We have recently seen the obstinate determination of the majority 
in this body to fasten if possible a system of subsidies to ships upon 
the country, a system which would involve an annual expenditure of 
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| 
millions of dollars. The very men who did this are now urging the | The advocates of protection often refer to Alexander Hamilton, t 
passage of this bill. The one was advocated asa means of building up | great opponent of Jefferson, as the first a ite of their system, 
foreign commerce; the other, nobody can deny, is for the destriction | they claim that it first began in thiscountry d s administration 
; of it. The real purpose of both is to tax the masses to confer favors | of the office of Secretary of the 
upon classes. | In his celebrated report on m factures 1791, following out his 
But as if there might be some fear that wasteful appropriations and | ideas of a paternal and strong centra t, he did present arg 
z extravagant and oppressive legislation might not get rid of all of the | ments in favor of such protection to s infant ind ‘ 
public money and increase the public debt as rapidly as is desired, a | would enable them to maintain 
Republican member of Congress from Nebraska comes to the front | started, but there is nothing in 
a with a proposition which will ‘‘not leave the matter tothe doubt.’’ The even excuse the present unjust i 1of t y 
‘ bill of this gentleman is ‘‘ to provide pensions for freedmen, etc.,’° and | culture to render all branches of ma é 
his bill having been introduced was solemnly sent to a committee for | cially is there nothing in it to justify pl 
B its consideration by the other House. increasing these burdens and never red rt 
The presentation of this measure is doubtless intended to serve a | that great man ind sing value a | 
dou! le purpose, to act as a feeler to find out just what the people will | branches of productive industry, and c 
stand and at the same time to hoodwink the ignorant and deluded | tance, uses the following languagé 
Africans into a strengthened attachment to the Republican party, to | cust readily to beeen the , : 
which their allegiance is now rapidly weakening. It will thus, per- | mary a ost certain s al su 
haps, help the party of ‘‘ progress’’ and ‘‘ great moral ideas ’’ to hold | *°"'res © a vee oe sent ee . : 
B this 50 per cent. of its vote of progressive and highly moral vot Si ieee ca acta ear aaah aeaiaianad ; 
i the negroes—in its ranks. st conducive tot 
F Taking the census of 1880 as the basis for an estimate of the money rong name pee 
necessary to carry out the provisions of this bill if it should become While this illes is man did advocate m« te } 
Z law, there would be paid out under it the first year $345,459, 752, of | industries struggling to get started, he att! ame time reco; ed th 
5 which $145,650,900 would be paid in bounties and $197,808, 852 in pen- pre-eminence in importance of agriculture, and ta bever would 
3 sions, and there would thereafter be paid year by year about two bun- | have lent the influence of his great name to tl Lin ne ‘ 
a dred millions of dollars. Carried out, this would amply serve to make tem such as we have now, asystem which proceeds upon the at 
' slaves of the white people of the country, while the negroes and those the limit of favors to be granted to manufacturers is what they deman 
who are reaping the benefits of our system of unjust laws would have | and in utter disregard of the ability of consumers to pay, even 
a grand time. | the point of the absolute destruction of the greatest of a justria 
There is but one purpose in increasing national expenditures, and | pursuits, that of agriculture. 
that is to create a necessity for keeping up taxation. Those who have The protection established under his administration shows that h 
profited heretofore by this system will not allow its threatened extinc- | never had any dream of the extremes to which this system could 


tion now if they can avoid it, because it has been a fruitiul source of rev- | carried, as he clearly intended only a moderate and reasonable prote: 
enue to them in the past. It has been the means by which they have | tion, to be continued so long on 






; ti y as manufactures were in their it 
= been able to appropriate to their own use the vast earnings of the great | fancy. Congress passed a tariff Jaw in the very year in which this 
; masses of the people. And the class of politicians who have control | celebrated report was submitted, in which the tariff on woolen goods 
Pi of the Republican party have pandered and will pander to their wishes, | was 5 percent., whereas now our woolen industries are a hundred year 
® for they know that ‘‘who so keepeth the fig-tree shall eat the fruit | old and 100 per cent. is demanded as absolutely essential to the life ot! 
; thereot.’’ The hopeof ‘‘ frying the fat’’ out of them necessary for cam- | the industry. . 
5s paign purposes and for the continued control of the Government will | Then woolen hosiery and underwear were protected by 5 per cent., 
EA, easily settle all that. | while now they demand 214 per cent. Then hats were protected by 7 


v2 During the war, while hundreds of thousands of gallant men were | per cent., and now 100 is required. Then blankets were taxed 5 pet 
4 going to the front to offer their lives upon their country’s altar, specu- | cent., while 100 per cent. isasked fornow. Ready-made clothing then 


3 latois, men who valued money above all other considerations, men | paid 7} per cent., while 75 per cent. is wanted n yw. Iron then in almost 





Ps who would have beer willing to coin the blood of their brothers, see- | every form paid 7} per cent.; where is the iron industry now that de 
= ing the high prices at which goods were being sold on account of the | mands less than 100? 

= greatly increased taxes paid to the Government upon importations, be-| Following at first Hamilton's teachings as to centralization and pro 
a gan to manufacture these goods, to take the place in the market of | tection, they have now le/t their master far behind and have gone to 
a those imported. This they did knowing that the hope and purpose of | extremes which, if he could have foreseen, would have made a Repul 
4 the Government in laying these heavy taxes was to raise revenue to meet | lican of him as intense and pronounced as Jefferson. Taking a part 
4 the pressing demands of war, and knowing, too, that for every dollar of | of the teachings of this eminent n 


an as a pretext and excuse, they 





; goods they thus manufactured and sold the Government would neces- carry the policy of protection to an extreme never conceived at that 
- sarily loserevenue; but for the purpose of swelling their own fortunes | time by any human being. Hamilton could never have been made to 
< they were willing to lessen the revenues of the Governmentand thereby | believe that the descendants of those who revolted from the mother 

a to cripple it and to aid the other side. Judas like, they stood ready | country on account of unjust taxatioa could either have been forced 
Pe to sell any cause, no matter how sacred, for money, and they did it. or deluded into submitting, as we have done for more than a quarter 
The patriots of the country were at the front fighting for the cause | of a century, to a system a thousand times more oppressive than that. 

4, they believed to be right, and had little time to scrutinize this selfish Their master’s teachings as to the relative pre-eminence in impor 
y ness; hence it escaped criticism. These enterprises thus conceived in | tance of the agricultural interest the protectionists turn their 


i 


sin and brought forth in iniquity have been eversince the war levying | upon, and so far from keeping this great interest to the front andr 





tribute upon the country, and now demand the right to increase their | taining its success and prosperit; of the highest importance, i 
. cursed tolls. | been sacrificed without one mo it’s consideration upon the dem 
eM The Republican party, in redemption of its pledges to reduce the sur- | of every creature who has come to these halls and in its absence di 
“ plus, has passed the pending bill through the House during this session | manded the right to levy legalized blackmail upon fundreds « 
re by a party vote; it is framed upon the Republican idea that the only | millions of dollars have thus annually by legislative legerdemain be 
ra proper way to decrease the surplus is by increasing taxation, and the | taken from those w! ated it and gi' ») those who did not 
is Senate committee has fully indorsed the measure. This, together | true, asstated by Hamilton, that agricult s ‘‘a state most favorab 
rit with their numerous and unreasonable appropriations, presents the | to the freedom and independence of the human mind,”’ and while it 
; Republican method of reducing the surplus; but it is a method which | alsotruethatit isa state most conducive to patriotism and conservatis 
will increase the burdens of the people instead of relieving them, and | their independence will not always be governed by th couse! 
is deliberately so intended. This no man will deny otherwise than as | principles if these wrongs continu 
a criminal pleads ‘‘ not guilty ’’ when standing at the bar of justice for A distinguished American said a few days ago, during t 
trial. exercises of a New England college, that— 
The manufacturers demand that they shall be upheld and protected | Heretofore in all parts ofthe world the farmer has been no match for h 
in robbing the public by compelling the people to pay to them more | versary. He has never held his own agains i he priest; agains 
for goods than they are worth, for the purpose of keeping alive estab- | po ees i ee oe bn che chee Gee ee cee om 
lishinents which sacrificed the Government in its hour of need and have | ant,or the proprietor, according to location. A sn farmers as s class ar 
robbed the country and the people ever since. And to this demand the | face to face with a crisis. They have subdued acontinentand furnished the raw 
Senate of the United States proposes to yield, meekly kneeling on its Nee nen eee en ee ee aa 
knees, and all this is done in the sacred name ot patriotism. I imagine | rescued endangered liberty with the nscientious ballots, and detended time 


that some such spectacle as this, if the history of the world ever pro- one again the Stars and Stripes with their loyal ae individen! 

; sk > . . % igorous in body, strong i character, striking in individuality, lovers 
duced its like, caused the outburst from the sturdy and plain-spoken home, massive in common sense, fertile in resources, devout believers in P: 
old Englishman which I quoted above. 


ne . idence, the farmers of America will never allow themse! ves to be overwhelmed 
Verily ‘‘there is a generation whose teeth are as swords and their | by the fate that sunk the tillers of the soil in India, in Egypt, in Europ: 


j . as kni From all parts of this land farmers are coming together. Organization and 
jaw teeth as knives to devour the poor from off the earth, and the needy corporation are the wonderful ideas that have awakened them as never before 
from among men. They are graspir i 


g hands with a grip that means something, comparing ways 
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and means, uniting upon ends to be gained. They demand for themselves and 
their children an education equal to the best, They insist upon a fair share of 
the profits of American industry, claiming that no state can long exist in which 


the tillers of the soil bear most of the burdens and share little of the blessings 
of advancing civilization 
Mr. President, they read the signs of the fimes amiss who believe | 
that the old policy is much longer to continue. 
We, as a nation, have been blessed with profound peace for a quarter | 
ofacentury. Unlikethe nationsof the Old World, we are not in peace, | 
as well as in war, compelled to maintain vast armies of our citizens 


performing military duties, but all have been permitted to enlist in the 
great industrial army and to take part in the greater victories of peace. 
A kind Providence has blessed us with abundant harvests, the fleecy 
staple in increasing millions of bales has been offered by the sunny 
South for the clothing of the nations, while hundreds of millions of 
bushels of golden grain have poured a ceaseless stream into the marts 
of the world, laying cheap food at the feet of all men, by its cheapness 
and quality rendering famine impossible. The aggregate wealth of the 
nation has grown with such amazing rapidity that the history of the 
nations of the earth from remotest antiquity aflords no parallel to it. 

We have been taught and have been proud and happy in the belief 
that our people were the freest and most blessed upon the globe, that the 
burdens of government sat more lightly upon us than any people in ex- 
istence. Yet we can not shut our eyes to the fact that in the midst o! 
this great aggregation of wealth, while we almostrival ‘‘ Tyrus’’ when 
she ‘did build herself a stronghold and heaped up silver as the dust 
and fine gold as the mire of the streets,’’ that our people, the great 
masses, and especially the agricultural classes, are suffering greater 
straits than were ever belore suffered upon this continent in a time of 
profound peace and so-called prosperity. 

The darkest hour is said to be just before dawn, and I sincerely hope 
that the present gloom and apparent hopelessness portends speedy re- 
lief. And I believe it does, forin thiscountry of popular government, 
strong and unreasonable as party ties appear sometimes to be, we 
fact remains that with the great massof citizens patriotism—genuine, 
deep-seated love of country—atter all strongly dominates partisan feel- | 
ing; and when a political party in its selfishness and greed, pr in its 
subserviency to special interests, drunk with power and success, for- | 
gets the people and the country in the insolence of its power, as the 
present course of the Republican party demonstrates that it has done, 

t soon finds that its more patriotic members bury their party feelings | 
in their devotion to the country and either refuse to vote or cast their 

ballots on the other side. This has been the cause of the rapid relative | 
increase in the nambers of the Democratic party over the Republican | 
party for years past, and is the reason why the Republican party clings | 
so closely to the dense mass of ignorance in the negro race. 

Many notable instances of such rebukes by the people to parties an! 
to party leaders have been seen, and I firmly believe that the present 
period, of protection gone mad, will inaugurate a movement that in its 
effects and far-reaching consequences will surpass any previous up- 
heaval of the kind. 

For years past thoughtful men have been urging a change in our 
economic laws, and have pointed out the inevitable consequence of the 
policy being followed. The demonetization of silver, which has re- 
cently been very fully discussed, has entailed losses so vast as to beal- 
most beyond comprehension, but this robbery, great as it has been, isa 
mere mote compared to the systematic, wholesale plundering of the peo- 
ple generally for the benefit of certain tavored classes by the tariff 
laws. 

The Creator has so organized human nature that the success of a 
scoundrel has often been the means of his detection and punishment. 
The result of a course of crime is usually that the criminal becomes 
bolder and bolder until after awhile he makes little effort to hide that | 
which he would at an earlier period in his career have promptly con- 
cealed and denied. The course of the advocates of what they call ‘* pro- | 
tection ’’ has in this way grown more and more bold, until now we 
have by word and act such avowals of their purposes as will, in my 
opinion, arouse the people to crush that pernicious political pest and 
cast it out as an utter abomination. Some of the shrewder and more 
crafty of them oppose these bold avowals, and will doubtless by act 
and speech attempt to neutralize the effects of the course of their more 
outspoken brethren. 

This has been illustrated in the conduct of the Senate committee on 
some schedules of the House tariff bill; but in others greed was so 
strong as to overcome all ideas of prudence, and rates have been ad- | 
vanced beyond even the monstrous provisions of the House bill. Too | 
much has been done and said to allow the real issues to be longer ob- 
secured. They are now too clearly made to be longer concealed or 
ignored. The law can not give one man a dollar except by taking it 
from another, for the law is not a producer; it is nota creator of wealth. 
A system of laws, then, for what they call the protection of one class is 
a system of laws for the oppression of another, not in exactly the same 
proportion, but always in every instance in a greater proportion, by 
at least as much as the waste necessary to maintain the system. 

There is no longer any doubt that the people have at last awakened 
to an understanding of the fact that their oppression grows more and | 
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‘“‘swag’’ of the protected classes comes out of them, with the cost of 
collection added, and when this is clearly seen by the masses the 
change is at hand. 

The demand for fair play so characteristic of Americans, the demand 
for ‘‘even and exact justice to all and special privileges to none,’ is 
so strong in our people that when it becomes generally felt and appre- 
ciated that protection and oppression are synonymous terms; that the 
one is the necessary accompaniment of the other; that they are as in- 
separable as excess and suffering; that they are, in fact, cause and ef- 
fect, the people will remove both at once, for the removal of one is the 
destruction of the other. 

So generous and humane are our people that as long as they could 
be made to believe that the purpose of protection was to aid infant in- 
dustries they cheerfully submitted, but when they are boldly and 
defiantly told that the purpose of the protection of the manufacturers 
and of their own oppression is to enable American manufacturers to 
sell American-made goods to foreigners cheaper than our own people 
are to have them, they have gone too far for even American patience, 
and the end will soon be reached. 

That this is regularly and systematically done in the system of draw- 
backs, of which I may have something to say later, there can be no de- 
nial, but in addition to this there have been some recent disclosures 
which will doubtless be interesting reading for the people. In the 
course of the tariff debate in the House on May 10 of this year, Mr. 
McRAE, a distinguished Representative from Arkansas, called atien- 
tion toa publication giving prices at which goods were sold by our 
protected manufacturers to our own people and to foreigners, and he 
gives in his speech page after page in parallel columns of articles sold 
cheaper to foreigners than to our own people. 

A few days later, on May 20, Mr.. Mansur, of Missouri, presented 
to the House a copy of the export edition of the Mining and Engineer- 
ing Journal of New York, in which he stated to the House that there 
were fourteen pages, containing about one thousand articles upon which 
prices for export were quoted largely below the prices demanded of 
Americans. This edition of the Mining and Engineering Journal, he 
stated, was not to be had in the Library of Congress, nor in the book- 
stores of the city, but that he had to send to New York City for it 
after learning of its existence. These statements having been denied 
by numbers of Republican papers, the New York World interviewed 
a number of manufacturers and published their statements admitting 
the truth of the charge. 

It is said that so sure was a leading Republican member of the House 


| that these things could not be true that in the midst of the debate he 


telegraphed to a well known protected manufacturer in New York 
asking if he sold goods cheaper to foreigners than to Americans, 


| and within twenty minutes he had his answer, ‘‘Of course we sell 


cheaper to foreigners than to Americans. What is protection for?’’ 
There seems to be no room for further denial; but why should there 
have been any doubt about it at all? Thesystem of rebates, which is 
such a pet with the Republicans, which has been steadily maintained 
by law for years, and which has been increased and extended at every 
opportunity, is for this very purpose of selling goods to foreigners cheaper 
than to Americans, aud no protectionist has ever had the audacity to 
deny this. 

I called the attention of the Senate to the operation of this system 
during the last tariff debate had in this body, and showed that under 
it in the three years preceding that debate we had remitted $23,336, - 
030.89 tariff dues upon goods because they were shipped to foreign 
countries for sale, whereas we would have collected and kept every cent 
of this amount if our own people had bought and consumed these goods. 
I at the same time called attention toa resolution offered in the Senate 
looking to a rebate of duties upon all goods shipped abroad and sold to 
foreigners. 

The present President of the United States, in his message transmit- 
ting to Congress the letter of the Secretary of State advocating recip- 
roca! treaties with American nations, mentions ‘‘a rebate of duties upon 
imported raw material used in the manufacture of goods for export’”’ 
as a proper thing todo. There is nothing whatever new in this dis- 
crimination against Americans and in favor of foreigners by the pro- 
tectionists. It has been their steady practice, and it would seem that 
in their eyes the only right an American citizen has who is not a man- 
ufacturer is to be taxed. They have only been a little more clearly 
caught now than heretofore, that is all. 

The action of the Republican party, the party of protection and op- 
pression, in both the Senate and House in framing the pending bill 
illustrates in their course upon sugar and tin-plates the opinions and 
purposes of that party. 

There is no tin industry in the United States. There is no infant 
to protect, but the proposition is to secure a bantling somehow—how 
we will see later—and then begin the system of oppression of the peo- 
ple for its support. The present duty on tin is 1 cent per pound, or 
about 35 per cent. ad valorem, and the McKinley bill provides that 
after July 1, 1891, the duty shall be 2.15 cents per pound, or about 75 
per cent., and the Senate committee have reported in favor of this pro- 
vision. Thus we have a practically unanimous Republican declara- 


more heavy as protection increases; that every dollar added to the | tion in its favor. The tax paid upon the tin imported into the United 
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States during 1889 was $7,279,459.72. The tin used in the United 
States was increased in its cost to the consumers by this great sum in 
the original tax, not to count interest, profits, etc., every time it changed 
hands. 

Now, after the present Republican bill becomes alaw and goes into 
effect, if the tin users consume just the same quantity of this goods 
that they did Jast year, instead of $7,279,459.72 tax on this article, 
they will pay $15,650,838. 39; because the purpose of the tariff is to in- 
crease the price to the consumer, and the foreign price, plus the tariff, 
will fix the price at which the tin trust—which will then, under the 
fostering care of Republican paternalism, bein full blast—will sell their 
tin, as was illustrated last year in cotton-bagging. 


The plain and simple purpose of this provision is to compel the users | 


| or brutes 


of tin to pay $8,371,378.67 more for the same quantity of tin than they 
now have to pay under the present law. But this is not all of this 
villainy. 

As the law now stands the tin consumers, as I have said, pay taxes 
on that article amounting to $7,279,459.72, and the Government of the 
United States gets every cent of that tax. It goes tothe publicand is 
used for the public. When the new law is in force, as suggested, th 


| 


consumers will pay in taxes $15,650,838.39, but not one cent of this | 


enormous tax will go to the Government. 
the manufacturers of tin-plates. Thus the Republican party proposes 
to reduce revenue $7.279,459.72 by increasing taxes $8,371,878.67, 
Then manufacturers will have $15,650,838.39 of ‘‘ protection,’’ and the 
‘*tin-bucket brigade ’’ will have the same amount of oppression, and 
the Government will get nothing; not one cent. 

It was never intended that any American government, State or na- 
tional, county or municipal, should levy a tax except for public pur- 
poses, but here we have a tax, $7,279,459.72, more than doubled, the 
effect of which will be, and is intended to be, to increase the burden 
of taxation on the people and at the same time to prevent the Govern- 


Every cent of it will go to 
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the professions of the imposition of taxes upon coal to protect our own 
laborers from foreign competition appears irom the following which I 
clipped recently from a newspaper which quoted it from the New York 
Tribune 










A curious circumstance brought to li; the tak : sus ist act 
that in the coal regions of Pennsy!vania larg imber- warians, Poles 
and Italians are ¢ loyed who are not known by the ‘ : it simply by 
numbers. The system is not exactly one of slavery Phese n are, rath 
treated as beasts of burden, who are capable of doing a int of work 
but are scarcely recognized as human beings ata W he rceosted by the 
census enumerators they refused to give their nat $—p! ibiv under the be- 
lief that the system to which they are subject would v them to callt I 
souls theirown. The amount of liberty which they claim for themselves 
in this land of freedom is small indeed There yh » place under « 
institutions for a system that treats men asof no mor int tha itons 


To protect these people against the pauper labor of Europe we im- 
pose taxes upon coal. Whata mockery ! 
That coating is too thin; it does not disguise the 


halls tin } > 
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and the American people will utterly repudiate it and its authors 
Within the last few days I have clipped the following telegram from 
one of the daily newspapers: 
\CH'® SH \ SOLD A s t »UT ‘ 
mm ARS 
New York, J 2 
> Evening Post has the following A my i sh cay viists has 
he rmed to acquire i the representatives of the ate John Roach the 
s l gz yards and enwine-works at Chest on the Delawa River, and 
th gan Iron Works at Ninth and Tenth streetsand Avenue D, in this city. 
ihe new corporation is to be known as Koach’'s Ship-B lingand Engineer 
ing Company (limited), and it has been incorporated in Great Brita inder 
the companies acts of 1862 to 1SS6 Phe preliminary prospecius, which has been 
received by Messrs. Charles D, Freeman & Co., of No. 7 Wall street, sets forth 
that the share capital is to be £600,000, divided into 8 percent. preference shares 
of £10 each, £300,000, and ordinary shares of £10 each, £300.00), of which a portion 
will be issued to the vendors in part payment of pur ise-money. In addition 
to the share capital,a debenture capital of £300,000 in | )6 per cent. debent 
} ures of £20 each is provided for 
Phe prospectus announces tha ntin the United States 


ment receiving sc much as one cent of it, and of transferring the entire | 


amount bodily to private parties, 

We know full well whose the ‘‘ oppression ’’ is, but who is to have 
this ‘‘protection?’’ 

I have been nauseated before now by hypocritical pretenses that the 
object of protection was to insure high wages to American labor, when 





will consist of the following f the Chester Works 
George FE, Weed president of th enry Steers, president 
| ofthe Seventh Ward Bank, and William Rowland, of New York. 
| The amount to be paid to the representatives of the Roach estate is fixed at 


everybody with sense enough to be outside of an asylum for the | 


feeble-minded knew that there was no tariff on foreign labor, but that 
it comes to this country and enters constantly and freely into com- 
petition with American workingmen, until the foreigners, these de 
spised people against whom we pretend to be protecting our laborers 
have in thousands of instances absolutely driven our people entire): 
out of our mills and shops. But Mr. McKINLEy, frank and open as 
he is, in the debate upon this question in the House, stated the pur- 
pose he and his party have in view. 

In speaking of the British manufacturers of tin and the probab) 
effect upon them of his proposed bill, he said, ‘* Let them bring their 
factories right over here. Bring $25,000,000 over here and sit down 
among usand employ our labor and consume the products of our farm 
ers.’’ And this, the REcokD informs us, was received with.‘* applause’ 
by his friends. 

Thus we have the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of 
the House, the representative par excellence of the protectionists, ury- 
ing the Welsh manufacturers to come right over here and ‘‘sit down ”’ 
and we will compel the ‘‘ tin-bucket brigade’’ to put up this $15,650, - 
838.39 for them year by year. And this is greeted with ‘‘applause.’’ 

And when they come, or when our own wealthy capitalists build the 
plant for this product, how long will the tax continue? Will it, like 
the other items I have named, grow with every change of the tariff? 
Will the country, as in every other case, be assured that the Govern- 
ment has induced these people to invest their money in this business 
and that honesty and fair dealing demand that their ‘* protection’ 
must continue by the oppression of the people? History but repeats 
itself. We know what to expect by what has been, and this will be 
the result if the American people can be duped into submission to it. 
But I wish to serve notice on them now that it will not continue long. 
Going into the scheme with full knowledge of its villainy, they must 
take the consequences when the people are heard from. Then, because 
they have ‘‘ made a pit and digged it,’’ andare ‘‘ fallen into the ditch 
which they made,”’ the people will ‘laugh at their calamity and mock 
when their fear cometh; when their fear cometh as desolation, and 
their destruction cometh as a whirlwind; when distress and anguish 
come upon them.’’ 

The pretense for sugar-coating this pill is that the British manufact- 
urers will ‘‘ employ our labor’’ and pay them, of course, such part of 
the $15,650,838.39 as they can not avoid; but every man here knows 
that, if this move should be made, with the other furniture moved over 
would come the labor. That is the one thing that they can bring 
without paying a custom-housetax. That is the one thing of all their 
Welsh plant to the admission of which no obstacle is offered. That 
alone is free ! 

Mr. McKINLEY, in advocating this increase of taxes, said it would 
provide an encouraging field for labor and capital in coal among other 
things. Just how free the importation of labor is and how sincere are 


| absolutely by foreigners, it will be easily und 


| found who will make this assertion. 


| tariff reduction, and the proposed bounty of 


fu" Lo 


While the protected interests are clamoring in both Houses for pro- 
while we will not allow our citizens to 
buy ships built in England, we see that British capital is being in- 
vested in American ship-yards and the American public must be taxed 
to make their investment profitable. American citizens are to be com- 
pelled to pay 25 per cent. higher prices to these British ship-builders 
than they would have to pay if they could be permitted to buy ships 
from other Englishmen at home; for myself it seems to me that one 
} 
} 


tection to the iron industry, 






‘nglishman is as good as another, and if our people are compelled to 
uy from an Englishman they ought to be allowed to buy from the 
one offering the best bargain. 

OF course the pretense upon which this robbery of American citizens 
to enrich an English company will be based will be that our labor will 
be employed, and a market for our farm products created. When you 
go to American mills and find that A1 has been displaced 

rstood that either our 


pretense of paying better wages to Americans than are paid to English- 
or that British ship-builders will bring their labor over 
from British ship-yards when they come. 

Che claim has been often made that 


oe 
nerican labor 


men is fals 
the tariff did not cause an in- 
crease in the price of goods to the consumers; that the American man- 
ufacturers did not and could not sell their products higher to our own 


} 


citizens by reason of the tariff; the claim being that the foreigner 
who shipped his goods into this country paid and lost the amount of 
the tariff tax. This is, of course, too transparent to deceive anybody 
who is not seeking to be deceived, and recently few people are to be 
Hereafter ce1 tainly nobody will, 
for when a bill is brought in providing for free sugar a bounty is pro 
posed to compensate the sugar-growers for their loss by reason of the 
cents per pound is a 
confession that the tariff has enabled the growers of tbat article to sell 


| their product higher by at least this much. 


2 ee 


Thisis done on the theory that, left toitself, sugar-growing is not profit- 


able, and therefore must be protected. When in the last few years 
wheat has declined in price, n0 man has proposed a bounty upon 


wheat. Why? The wheat crop is of greatest importance; it is an 
absolute necessity. In India, where labor is the cheapest on earth, 
wheat is grown and has. displaced much of onr product in the world’s 
markets. American wheat-growers and laborers must come in com- 


petition with this cheap labor. Why not protect them by a bounty ? 
Give them the same percentage of bounty that you now offer the sugar 
men, and you must pay them 40 or 40 cents per bushel bounty. 


i 
It was long since said, ‘‘ We hold se truths to be self-evident, 


that all men are created equal,’’ etc., and the American people have 
cherished the belief that this was true fora century. Is this a delu- 
sion? Was Jefferson mistaken? \W asthe great Declaration a lie? If 


not, by what right has the American Jaborer who produces sugar to be 
permitted to tax his brother who produces wheat? The power to tax 
is an attribute of superiority of sovereignty. 
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If the Government has the right to thus favor the sugar-grower, then 
why not the wheat-grower? Does the fact that a tropic sun has made 


his skin black give the laborer in the sugar-fields this pre-eminence 
over the laborer in the wheat-field? Ifso,why has not the same patent 
of nobility given the colored laborer in the cotton-tield the right toa 
bo ty ? 

This system can not be defended by saying that, left to itself, sugar- 
growing will not pay. The reply is that wheat-growing at present 
prices does not pay. Corn-growing does not pay; no agricultural in- | 
terest pays, saddled as it is by the burdens imposed upon it by Federal 
taxation. 

> great teacher the protectionists claim to follow taught in the 
words I have quoted abo the pre-eminence of agricalture, and now 
one of two things must be done: Either give a bounty to every un- 

I hle av nitural produ ‘ » hye a ft one: let all stand 
profitable agricultural product, or give bounties to none; Iect all stand 
on t ame level, 

I feel profoundly grateful to Governor Warmoth, of Louisiana, for 
peaking ‘‘ forth words of truth and soberness’’ when questioned by | 
the iys and Means Committee about this bountysystem. I quote 
th llowing from the hearing of the Ways and Means Committee: 

Mr. BAYNE. iow would a bounty operate? 

Mi ARMCT Jt would be destructive to the industry 

Mr. Bayne. Why so” 

Mr Warmorn. Because it would disclose the fact, which everybody under- 
stants, that the tariff is a bounty, and the moment it is understood that we are 
sing!ed out and a bounty paid into our hands there would be a universal « 
for the destruction of that bounty. 

Mr. Bayne. From whom would the ery come? 

Mr. Waremorn. Unanimously from the country. 

Mr. BAYN®. Suppose the cflect of paving a bounty would be to develop your 
industry and make it produce an adequate supply for the consumption of the | 
country 7 

Mr. Warmorn, No bounty would be of any benefit to us, because it wouid 
be very short-lived We could not get a man to put capital in the sugar indus 
try undera bounty 


He is right; the ery will come ‘‘unanimously from the country ”’ for 
the destruction of this bounty, and he is further right when he says 
that this will teach the people that the whole tariff is a*bounty, and 
they wili jast as unanimously demand its destruction. 


No tariff reformer has ever conceived an argument which so clearly 


and forcibly illustrates the iniquities of protection as this attempted 
bounty system. 

The trath is, this system is more respectable than the old one be- 
cause it is more honest; for under it the people will know how much 
they are taxed and how much in dollars and cents is given to their 
masters, 

This is open and outspoken, and says to the entire country, ‘‘ You 
must pay so many millions of dollars which the Government will give 
to the sugar-growers.”’ 
system has, and is therefore more respectable. 


When compelled by fear of public opinion to make a pretense of | 


reducing taxes, the Republicans select the item of sugar for the re- 
duction. 


while the producers of sugar get less than $10,000,000 per year. So 
the largest reduction of revenue with the least reduction of taxation 
can be accomplished upon this article, whereas a general or average 
reduction would take five times as much from the revenue of private 
persons as from the revenue of the Government. 

No other item or items yielding a large revenue can be selected upon 
which the taxes paid go so largely into the Treasury and so little of 
which go to private parties, 

The purposes of protection being not to tax the people for the bene- 
fit of the Government, but to tax them for the benefit of other people, 
whenever they are compelled to reduce these burdens they will make 
the reduction in such a way as to reduce taxation the least possible 
while reducing the revenues all they can. 

That a free and intelligent people have submitted to such a system 
of outrage is almost incomprehensible, and yet so it is, and so hundreds 
of millions of dollars are annually taken from the laboring classes, the 
masses, the producers, and turned over to favored individuals, until the 
hardships of the oppressed classes, like Abel's blood, ery to God from 
the ground, and He has said ‘* Vengeance is mine; I will repay.’’ 

This bill proposes that the lowest grade sugar, the raw material of the 
refiners, the raw material of the sugar trust, shall befree. The McKinley 
bili proposes that upon sugarabove 16 Dutch standard there should bea 
tax of lour-tenths of a cent per pound while all under that grade should 
be free, but the Senate committee, knowing that sugar between 13 and 
16 Dutch standard, although a very low grade, might be used for food, to 
avoid the possibility of any American having sugar for food free, no mat- 
ter how interior, this schedule is changed in this respect, and a tax of 
three-tenths of 1 cent per pound is placed upon this low grade between 
13 and 16 and six-tenths upon all above No. 16. This timely and 
prudent provision on the part of the Finance Committee makes it impos- 
sible for any American, no matter how humble, no matter how poor, 
to avoid the exactions of the sugar trusts even by using the cheapest 
sugar. The pretense of free sugar, then, when translated means sugar 


free to the refiners, sugar free to the sugar trust, but sugar taxed, every 
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| of the South for this single product since the close of the war. 


It has not the sneak-thief qualities that the old | 


This is jor the reason that of the vast amount of money | 
annually collected upon this article nine-tenths goes into the Treas- | 
ury, the Government receiving from this source $55,000,000 per year, | 
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ounce of it without respect to persons, to all those who consume it for 
food. 

The Manufacturers’ Record has recently issued a pamphlet in which is 
given the value, year by year, of the cotton crop of the Southern States 
since 1865, estimating such recentsalesas have not been reported,and says 
that the sum of $7,567,113,555 has been paid to the cotton-growers 
This is 
a vast sum of money, so great as to be absolutely beyond the grasp of 
the haman mind. The actual value ofall the property in all the cotton 
States in 1870 of every kind, not the property belonging to those who 
produce the cotton, but all the property, including real estate in cities, 


| towns, and country, railroads, banks, and everything called property, 


was actually worth $2,329,100,704, and in 1880 the total actual value 


j : s 7 ; . 2 - 4 
| of all property in these States is given at $4,150,000,000, while the 


total cost to the Government incurred in the war from 1261 to 1865 was 
96,189,929,900. These statements are taken from the census. 

it thus appears that there has been paid in cash to the cotton farmers 
for cotton, since the close of the war, asumof money in the aggregate 
about twice as great as the value of all the property, real, personal, and 


| mixed in the country and in the cities—the railroads, the banks, the 
| Jands, farms belonging to every body—of all that great country in 1880; a 
| sum greater by hundreds of millions of dollars than the whole cost of 
| the 


war. Whereis all this vastamountof money? Where has it gone; 
who has itnow’ ‘This question is asked in the pamphlet to which I 
have referred, and the answer is given that it has been consumed in the 
great profits paid to merchants for supplies upon which the crops were 
If this were so, this vast sum of money orits equivalent would 
still bein the South. 

True the farmers would not have it, but the merchants would, and 
it would still be in the country, and those merchants would be the 
wealthiest of their class. Those of us!who are familiar with that sec- 
tion know the untruth ofthis. The merchants are no more prosperous 
than others of that country. This is no answer to the question, for it 
is not the truth. It would be interesting in this connection to find 


made, 


| just how much property those who have created this vast wealth have 


now, but I have been unable to procure that information. 

The actual value of all property in all the cotton States was in 1870 
and 1830 as I have stated. There was then an increase in that value 
in the ten years from 1870 to 1880 of $1,820,899,296; this was an in- 
crease of something like 75 per cent. on the value of the property of 
1870; but how much of this came from the increased value of lands, of 
city property, of railroads built by outside capital, of banks established 
upou capital brought from abroad, and how much by the money made 
and saved upon the ten cotton crops? It would be interesting in this 
connection to see how much of this increase the farmer had, but I have 
no means of finding that out, but J know it was small, 

The property in the cotton States is assessed for taxation in 1889 at 
$935,091,572 more than it was in 1880. Estimating that this valua- 
tion for taxation is 40 per cent. of the real value, the actual difference 
in the value of the property in 1880 and 1839 was $2,340,229,680, but 
how much of this is increased value in country and city real estate 
and how much is railroads built by outside capital, how much is mines 
and manufactures operated on Northern capital, and how much has been 
saved by the farmers? The question propounded in the pamphlet to 
which I have alluded is, ‘‘ It may be asked if $7,800,000,000 of outside 
money has gone South since 1865 to pay for cotton, what has been ac- 
complished, and why is the South comparatively poor?’’ 

There has been a large increase in the aggregate wealth of the ten 
cotton States taken collectively, but the increase has been but a small 
part of the value of the cottoncrop. But if that increase had resulted in 
the improved financial condition of the farmers, that country would 
now be fairly prosperous, but the fact is that while there has been a 
great increase in the aggregate wealth of that section the cotton farmers 
have not improved in like proportion, if, indeed, they have improved 
atall. The vast amount of wealth created by their industry is not in 
their hands nor in their country; their condition is no better than, 
if, indeed, it is as good as it was ten or fifteen years ago. 

The increase in the aggregate wealth can be accounted for in increased 
local values and in the influx of capital for investment, but where 
does the farmers’ money go? Where are all these thousands of mill- 
ions of dollars which they have created? Letussee. Take the item 
of sugar. The people of the United States consume an average of 
more than 50 pounds of sugar per capita. Assume that the ten cotton 
States consume, say, 50 pounds per capita, this would give a total con- 
sumption in those States upon the population of 1880 of 573,884,200 
pounds. 

The tariff tax upon sugar fit for food, 16 to 20 Dutch standard, is 3 
cents per pound. The tax upon the total consumption South, then, is 
$17,216,226. This is the amount of tax actually paid to the Government 
upon the landing of the sugar, and every time it changes hands until 
it reaches the consumer there must be an increase of this for profit, in- 
terest, insurance, etc. But leaving out all these things and counting 
only the actual tax paid upon landing, we find that the tax on this 
singleitem of universal consumption will require the proceeds of 430,413 
bales of cotton at $40 per bale to pay the tax alone, without regard to 
the actual value or cost of the sugar itself; this is more than two-thirds 
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of the total cotton crop of the State of Arkansas, and pays only the tax | ering balance shakes, it’s 1 
upon this single item of food in the ten cotton States. When we con- ! been the benef ries of this 
sider the number of articles upon which this noiseless, st ilthy, sne ik me prolittot 
thief tax compels our peopie to pay, t for which no re pt ts given ct f t ( 
* the wonder is that they have not before now been driven from t 
homes. 
Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question at that int 
3 Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. With pleasure. ta 
Mr. BLAIR : the Senator if the effect of what he is sa r ij 
this: That the masses of the Southern population in ! view | ( g 
better able to bear local taxation n w than they we ten ortwent I yst } Ww 
ago xation | 
~ Mr. JONES. of Arkansas. The masses in the section of the count erty n 
in which I live, as I said a moment ago, the cotton-grower, the « 
planter, the men who rise before d ivlight and who toil until afte | 
are in no better condition than they were ten or fifteen years ago l 
I have been endeavoring to show to the Senate and the country S 
while they have been producing fabulous amounts of values, and w pockets of certa 
they have been contributing the ag icultural product that has sust ed Dur that ( 
the foreign commerce of this country, yet by the iniquitous operation t t ly : 
of unjust laws they have been absolutely robbed of all this money ind with that tire] ya 
Mr. BLAIR. Where does that money go? The Senator from In- | table ft 
diana [Mr. VooRHEES] says it goes up in our country. My purpos and clearness that, u 
was to draw out a fact for future use, and I commend to the cons ra ted | 
3 tion of the people up in my part of the country and of the whole coun t im of $751,4 
} try the fact that these Southern people are not as able as they were | the Government é 1S] 
ten or fifteen years ago, the masses of them who have children, t lu- | N ne has, | v i 
4 cate them. [ Laughter. } cessfully controv 3 ¢ 
e Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. During the war, the expenses of t] t ed isins 
Government in conducting military onerations from Virginia to New | 1 ] 
; Mexico and in maintaining the blockade of all the Confederate ports | cit s of our « 
2 were necessarily immense, and itrequired the levying of every cor V ! D 
4 able tax to enable the Government to meet its liabilities. ket for 3 ¢ 
5 After the war closed, in 1867 the principal of the indebtedness of gricultural | 
the Government, less the amount of cash in the Treasury, was 52, 50> of prices ¢ { 
: 151,211.69. This was an immense debt, and the necessity for meeting lue of what tl 
; the interest upon it and providing a sinking fund for its ultimate ex Tl troying 
5 tinguishment made heavy taxes anecessity, and these were borne wit | 
: out complaint by the great masses of the nation. This was a sacrili t ibor | 
; becoming a brave and honorable people. x 
It was to be expected that the survivors of those who had poured out | themselves aid 
2 their blood like water in defense of what they believed to be right r blind: { t ’ t ra 
¥ would pour out their treasure without question and without complaint | quarter of a tu 
2 : when this immense debt hung over the country. ‘Theinterest was year The destru } 
; by year promptly met, and the principal was steadily decreased, unti 1 other natior t 
on the first day of the present month the principal of the national st of the farmers ; t} it g 
¥ debt less cash on hand was only $890,784,370.53. The sum of $1,617,- ts, but t 
2 366,841.16, or almost two-thirds of the entire amount, had been paid | extent upon t ( us ' f . 
c and discharged, and during the same time $1,998,079, 169.65 of interest 1889 1 ou t ‘ ! ] ‘ { 
a4 was paid, making a total paid of $3,615,446,010.81, or four times the to produce t f iral 
a total amount of the debt now due. 
5 With such an enormous decrease in the Government liabilities one ' : 
t would naturally think that the burdens of taxation which had been so | ,,., eee rang ptaU, « *» 609 
a heroically borne in the hour of the nation’s need would be decreased; eae ee re ee ; 175, 500 
and in point of fact they have been to some extent lessened. Th x een 123. 876. 661 
largest amount of money that has ever been collected in one year from ee 104, 122, 
internal-revenue taxes was $309,226,813.42, and last year the amount | 2), UU2eT™'S 19, 915, 677 
collected from this source was only $130,881,513.92, There has beet oo we See wen Sa ene ee eet 10, 212, 644 
; thus a reduction of $178,345, 299.50, ora reduction of largely more than | 2) M&HU!actures ¢ 1,156,109 
: one-half of the revenue from internal taxes. le yar spranae aan woos ' Beart nt oO! 67,014 
In the other great source of national revenue, how is it? Has there | *™ 1 of earthen, stone, and china 167 
been acorresponding reduction? Take the amount collected from cus Or of this trade cotton fur > ) tu l 
toms in each year since the Government came into existence and it will | cent., and provisi« 14 ton 
be seen that in 1889 the sum of $223,832,741.69 was collected from this | nished 1 per cent.; man I | and 
oi source, and theamazing fact is thatit is the very largestamountofmoney | wool, 4 of 1 per ec 
ever collected from the people from this source. When the Govern- [It isthus perfectly clear that tl 
ment debt has been decreased almost two-thirds, when the annual in- | will not harm the ’ i truc it ‘I 
terest charge is reduced from $143,781,591.91 to $41,001, 484.29, when | How much the prot t 
the per capita of indebtedness has been reduced from $69.26 to $15.12, | stroying tl S 
when internal taxation has been reduced much more than half, the rev- | VANCE, in his masterly speech of a few ys tout pr 
) 4 enue from tariff taxes so far from having been reduced are absolutely | some important facts in th inectic } 1 vw . 
; increased beyond anything ever known before, and the present bil Ra ' soaac 
proposes a further increase. a os in : ~ : i. . . r ' : . Je . 
* Now, why is thisso? Certainly when the people have unflinchingly | $165,000,000. In that ye 88 e 
a devoted themselves, devoted their lives, devoted their blood, devoted | ™2™*et. im round numbers, 36,0 
: their money to the support of the Government in the hour of its peril, | " 1 1380 British India export 
3 they ought to be relieved of these burdens whenever they can be with- | 22.000,000 bushels ‘a 
: out danger to the Government, and when the Government has no need eee 
_ for money taxes ought to be remitted. This statement would scarcely | >’ _— ar she e ported ox ‘ 
. be questioned by anybody, and yet we see that as the Government's In 1889 we sent to t , a1 ss 
; needs decrease the burdens of taxation increase, and we are collecting | but 49,000,000 bushels “ fall the foreign \ 
5 more money from customs than was ever known before. sold in the European t ets 22 per cent 
: The reason for this is plain and simple, and comes from the fact al- No such decr r eott rts has yet irred, | 
t ready mentioned, that all the money collected from internal-revenue | has given us a soi! and « \ 1ich has up to this time 
i taxes goes tothe Government, while perhaps four-fifths of whatis levied | most a monopoly of cotton-growing, but if the present bill ‘ 
; under the customs taxes goes to private parties. ‘‘ Where self the wav- | law we may confide ntly expect that in the near futn the Congo coun- 
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try, India, South America, or Egypt will become a formidable rival to | 
us in this product, 

All this is but natural; it is the legitimate result of our policy. 
The likelihood of passing the pending bill is — arousing @ spirit of 
retaliation in all European countries; England, Germany, and France 

all looking anxiously about for the means of cutting themselves 
loose from us commercially. If we tell them we will not buy from 
them, can we blame them for not buying from us if they can avoid it? | 
‘They would gladly take what we have tosell if we, when we are com- 
pelled to buy, would give them a fair chance to sell their products to | 
us, but when we re fuse them this fair treatment, can we complain that 
instead of buying wheat, bacon, flour, beef, and cotton from us, they 


buy these articles as far as possible from those who buy their goods 














the wild aud strange West to make her home, ‘‘ That if you would 
have good neighbors you must yourself be a good ne ighbor,’’ applies 
to nations as well as to families. Commerce is at best only exchange. 
The nations which buy largely are the nations which sell largely. 
Those which are small buyers are small sellers. This is the universal 
rule, England is the largest buyer on earth and is the largest seller. 
Germany is next in both and then comes France, and we come in fourth | 
in both, 

That dream of _ lanthropists, the universal brotherhood of man, 
must come, if it ever comes at all, upon the cardinal American idea of 
absolute equality. Ge ‘od has created us dependent upon each other, 
and he who cultivates the most cordial relations with those with whom 
he is associated docs best, acts most wisely, and so it is in the family | 
of nations. 

[he interests of the great mass of the people lie in the direction of 
fair dealing, of free intercourse with men. The interests of the pro- 
tectionists lie in the line of exclusion, repression, retrogression. We 
have arrived at the ‘‘ parting of the ways.’’ Theissue isupon us. If} 
we ure capable of self-government the people will prevail; if not, it 
matters not what happens. Machinery has driven handicraft out of 
almost every line of manufacture; associated capital has swallowed up 
or driven out individual capital. Union, association, organization is 
the dominant idea in our social and business life; associated capital | 
and ancien ry have joined forces, and are threatening the liberty of 
disorganized citizens. Theperil isimminent. The people are beginning 
to see the danger to themselves, and are organizing to meet it; the spirit 

which shook off the yoke of the mother country a century ago, which 
humbled her pride in 1812, which floated the Stars and Stripes above 
the hails of the Montezumas in 1847, and which astonished the world 
with the contest of 1861 to 1865, can be trusted to put its foot upon 
the neck of this conspiracy, and to preserve for fature generations this 
great country as ‘‘ the land of the free and the home of the brave.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. STEWART in the chair). The 
reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


» Chromic acid, 6 cents per pound. 


from them 
The old lady’s advice to the young h vusekeeper who had come to 
Es 
i 
i 


Mr. McCPHERSON. I should like to inquire of some of the mem- 
bers of the committee, who are alone responsible for this bill, why this 
change from 15 per cent. ad valorem to 6 cents a pound is made, being 
both a change from an ad valorem to a specific duty and an increase of 
some 30 per cent. The importation seems to have been very little in- 
deed. As it is a very necessary article, as it is made very largely in 
this country, and as this increase will have no effect in the world ex- 
cept to compel consumers here to pay a larger price for the home prod- 
uct, | should like to have some information why the increase was 
mide. I would first move, however, to strike out ‘‘6cents per pound ” 
and in lieu thereof to insert ‘15 per cent. ad valorem,’’ leaving it ex- 
actly as it is now with all its protective, and I might say its prohibi- 
itory, features. 

Mr. PLATT. Is 15 per cent. a prohibitory duty? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It seems to me nearly so. 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey will be stated. 

The Cyurer CLerk. On page 2, line 4, it is moved to strike out ‘'4 
cents per pound ’’ and insert ‘*15 per cent. ad valorem ;’’ so as to read: 

Chromie acid, 15 per cent, ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The reason for changing this duty from an ad va- 
lorem to a specific duty is the same reason which actuated the commit- 
tee to make that change wherever it was possible to avoid frauds upon 
the revenue by undervaluation or otherwise. As for the importation, 
I will say that this article is nota matter of very great commercial 
importance. The importation was $3,665 in value in 1889, which isa 
large importation of this particular article, and upon the basis of 40 
cents a pound, which was the basis of value of chromic acid at the time 
this rate was fixed, 6 cents a pound is simply the specific equivalent 
of 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator will allow me to say further that 
if that foreign cost should be reduced, as the Senator knows that the 
foreign cost and the domestic cost of all products of every nature and 
character are being greatly reduced every year, this specific duty fixes 
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so long as this bill remains a law the amount of tax the people must 
pay. Fifteen per cent. ad valorem was almost equivalent to a prohib- 
itory duty because a very small portion of the chromic acid consumed 
in this country was imported. 

Mr. PLATT. What amount was consumed ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the Senator from New Jersey 
state what amount was consumed in this country. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Idonotknow except thesimple fact that chromic 
acid is, as I understand, an article that is very largely made in this 


| country. I understand it is made at Baltimore, and I understand it 


is made largely in New York, and it is made largely in the West. 
What it is used for specitically I do not know. 

I have been trying to ascertain what all these things are used for. 
I understand that this article is made principally by a firm in Balti- 
more. Ido not know but what it is the intention of the Senator to 
give that firm an absolute control of the market, as I understand they 
have it now under the 15 per cent. duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I have no doubt the Senator from Maryland can 
give the Senate information upon the subject. 

Mr. McPHERSON. At the present rate of duty labor, according to 
the census of 1880, received only 10 per cent. According to my com- 
putation the increase would amount to about 20 per cent., or 10 per 
cent. additional on what the labor now receives. 

Mr. GORMAN. On account of a side remark made by my friend 
from Rhode Island as to this increase of the duty, for it is practically 
an increase of the duty, I wish to say to him that the Senator from 
Maryland will waive all claim to it and will be very glad to have the 
duty retained at 15 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no idea that it is for the benefit of any 

Maryland industry, and I have no idea that this article is manufact- 

ured in Baltimore to any extent. I was only applying the statement 
made by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Willi the Senator state what the article is used 
for principally ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I was in hopes the Senator who was 
moving this change, and who seemed to have such knowledge of the 
subject, would inform the Senate about himself. 

Mr. McPHERSON. There seems to have been but little importa- 
tion, so that here appears to be an increase in two ways. First, the 
specific duty I claim is an increase upon the present ad valorem, an 
increase of 30 per cent. above it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Thisis an illustration of the wisdom of the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] in the resolution which he offered, and 
which passed the Senate, requesting the Committee on Finance in any 
case where they increased or changed the duties in the present schedules 
to give the reasons for such changes or increases. The committee for 
some reason have declined to comply with the order of the Senate in 
any respect. The first day that this bill came under consideration I 
asked my friend from Rhode Island whether before we proceeded with 
the consideration of the items in the bill it would not be well for the 
committee to comply with that order of the Senate. They have treated 
the Senate and every Senator who had a right to that information as 
if we had no right to ask for it, and these increases have been made 
with no possibility on the part of the minority of the committee to as- 
certain the reasons for the increases. They were made arbitrarily by 
a few Senators who are members of that committee, and they decline 
to tell us why they have increased the rates of duty. 

This particular item, it is true, is a small matter, the whole importa- 
tion of the article being only $3,665, on which the amount of duty was 
collected that the Senator informs us of. Beyond that we are to have 
no information. 

I say now that this bill has never had eonsideration in any delibera- 
tive body. It has had no consideration in the Committee on Finance 
in comparison with the consideration which is usually accorded to such 
bills; and when we come to the very first item, sma lland insignificant, 
the Senator from Rhode Island, who is in charge of this bill and who 
has failed to perform the duty that the Senate demanded of him aud 
his confréres, taunts us with the want of information about these 
items. I say that that sort of treatment of a great measure which 
affects the interests of the people is not the proper treatment upon a 
bill of this character, and I ask the Senator from Rhode Island again 
why it is that this change has been made in this item and what is 
to be the effect of it? 

Is it your deliberate intention, without giving reasons, to increase 
the taxation upon all of these items? If it is, why do you do it? 
Is it for the purpose of increasing the burdens of a people now com- 
plaining properly of unjust taxation, or is it for the purpose of ena- 
bling some manufacturer to increase his profits at the expense of the 
people; or are you afraid that your revenues will be short and that by 
this means, without giving reasons for it, you hope to increase and 
swell the coffers of a Treasury that is now being depleted by ex- 
travagant legislation ? 

I ask the Senator from Rhode Island now, at the very threshold of 
this bill, as he has refused and his committee have refused to make a 
report, to give the country and the Senate and those of usin the mi- 
nority the information item by item. I pause for a reply. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
has had no consideration anywhere in any deliberative body. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is true. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
ported to the Senate two years ago, which was accompanied by an 
elaborate report, and which was discussed very fully in this Chamber 
for a long number of weeks, this duty was in the precise terms con- 
tained in this paragraph, the change having been made from an ad 
valorem rate to a specific rate, which was then believed to be, and 
which I now believe to be, equivalent to it, for reasons which the 
mittee then set forth at very great length. 

Those reasons were enforced and -stated with great clearness by th 


When the Senator is through I shall reply to him 
I will yield the floor at once to the Senator from 


telligent man in the United States knows it as well as I do 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
Mr. BUTLER. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 





rate, which was substantially the same in amount. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 7SAY 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
has taken place s 


Mr. GORMAN, 


I should like to ask 1] whether the char which 


nce 1883 1 








{ commercia i und 1 
The Senator from Maryland says that this item | better than my friend from Rhode Is i a mi 
n the land, with the improved machinery and with the decrease in the 
price of labor and with the decrease in th of t rtation of all 
In the bill which the Committee on Finance re- | crude articles, who could not makea t than did 
in 1883 with 5 or 10 per cent. reduction upon the tar ut the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, for political purpo and ple, 
| was bound to increase rates, because his part) d y have su ed 
by promisingsuch rates and increa in tl t fd here ) 
ities comes in. 
com Mr. President, I said that this bill had had no fa a [tha 


had none from the hour it was conceived, so that t orit ild 





discuss it in committee or in a deliberative body It came to the 
late Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Manning, and by his successor in | Senate, and it has had no consideration in the Finance Committee; I 
office, Mr. Fairchild, and they are as familiar or should be to the Sen- | mean by that, no consideration so that the minority might have an op- 
ator from Maryland as they are to myself or to any member of the | portunity to combat the views of my friend from Rhode Island and 
Finance Committee: and to take the time of the Senate and of the | those who are associated with him. You have ¢ ed or closed your 
eountry in repeating statements which have been made here time after | door in a great measure to all the men who are interestee ese busi- 
time upon this very bill would be simply a waste of time, and every in- |} 1 enterprise I have known of gentlemé Baltimore who 
| we interested and r business de} lent upo changes who 
j}came here day after day ] oft g ry in view 
Now, in regard to this particular item—— ind presenting their staten but the doors of t tte om 
I will wait until the Senator gets through. were closed against them. 
G5 
I will answer the Senator from Maryland first. Inj; Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, do I understand the Senator from 
regard to this particular item, the committee said in their report what | Maryland to speak for the Democrat len of the Co t yn 
I now repeat, that it was their purpose in making this change to avoid | Finance in the statement he is now making? 
frauds upon the revenue by substituting a specific rate foranad valorem | Mr. GORMAN. I speak for nobody but mys 
Mr. PLATT. I think the Senator will not say t! the doors of the 
Now as to what chromic acid is used for and where it is produced, I | committee have been closed against the importers of th intry who 
was not volunteering any information for the benefit of the Senate, | desired to come here and be heard. 
because the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERsSON] had under- Mr. GORMAN, No. There was one great delegation from New 
taken to instruct us as to the effect of the duty and what its purpose | \ and while the rule was that no hearings should be given, so 


was. I was asking him for information at that time, but if the Sena- 
tor from Maryland desiresinformation I will try to give it to him. 

Chromic acid is made of bichromate of potash, which the Senator from 
Maryland is somewhat familiar with, which is made only in the city 
of Baltimore and the city of Philadelphia; and the Senator from Mary- 
land, when the tariff bill of 1883 was under consideration in this body, 
appealed to us upon this side of the Chamber for an increase of the 
duty on that article. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not an increese. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The particular article which is used in the man- 
ufacture of chromic acid is bichromate of potash made in the Senator’s 
own city,and on which we levy a duty of 3 centsa pound specific. Why 
do we do that? Does the Senator desire information upon that? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is for the benefit of the Senator’s constituents 
in the city of Baltimore, which he realizes as well as Ido. Chromic 
acid is made of bichromate of potash and sulphuric acid. 
therefore, of articles which are dutiable, the bichromate of potash be- 
ing at 3 cents a pound, and the committee believe that a duty of 6 
cents a pound is consistent with that rate. 
land is desirous of reducing the duty on bichromate of potash below 
3 cents a pound, I imagine the duty upon chromic acid could be re- 
duced also, but it is the intention of the committee to make this rate 


It is made, | jo 


great was their power, so loyal were they to your party 
not, or at least the comn 
that exception, 
closed, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The door of the committee has been closed to no 
one of any party or of any belief. 

Mr. GORMAN. I mean so far as public hearings were concerned. 
Let us look at youractionof 1888. Then, with the executive branch of 
the Government and the House of Representatives in the |! 
Democratic party, with a bill formulated an I 


that you could 
ittee did not, refuse them a hearing, but with 


il 
so far as I know, the doors of the committee have been 


is of the 
1 


er body 


1888, the Fi- 


y i 

and which came here July 21, 
nance Committee held it unti 
everybody to be heard who desir 


and brought over here, I 

l October 3, giving an opportunity to 

edtobe. It wasconsidered and brought 

into the Senate on the 3d day of October, and then after a short con- 

sideration it was laid over. It was considered on the Sth, 9th, 10th, 

lith, 12th, 15th, 16th, 17th, and 18th days of October; Congress ad- 
die on the 20th of that month, and it was taken up on the 


trued sii 


2d day of December, 1888, as soon as Congress reassembled, and con- 


sidered until the 21st day of January, 1889, 
If the Senator from Mary- hen the Presidential election had been fought and won. The bill 
had been brought in prior to the election and framed as the Senator 


it 
om Rhode Island and his friends would 
sal 


frame it atsuch atime. It 


symmetrical and consistent with the duties upon the articles of which 


it is composed. 
Mr. GORMAN. 


evidently anxious to divert attention from the real question in this 
case and from the inquiry which I made of him. 


I will say to the | growing out of the campaign, 


or rath 


At thatt 


‘r your promise 


n 
was considered, as I said, from the second day of the session practically 
until the 2ilst day of January last year 


ne there was a re- 


port accompanying the bill. The Committee on Finance gave us reasons 
Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island is | for the changes then proposed. That was considered the most radical 
bill that has ever been introduced into Congress, but your obligations 


3, compelled you 





Senator now that no personal allusions, no reminder of what has occurred 
heretofore, and no calling attention to local interests will permit him 
to escape from giving to the Senate, unless he remains in his seat and 
refuses to answer the question, the information which the Senate is en- 
titled to have. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have given it, I think. 

Mr. GORMAN, Yes, Mr. President, he has given the information 
in part only in regard to this article. Before I proceed, let me say to 
the Senator that his statement in regard to my action in the matter of 
bichromate in 1883 is not accurate. What I insisted on then was that 
in the adjustment of that schedule the same rate which had existed 
prior to that time, which was a less rate per cent. ad valorem than the 
average schedule, should be maintained, and that was all. 

Now let me say to the Senator from Rhode Island that from 1883 
until now, 1890, that industry is so well established, like hundreds of 
others, that it can afford a reduction in the existing rate; and when 
we reach that point, if the Senator in charge of this bill will offer to 
make a reduction I shall gladly vote for it; and if he does not move it 
I will, and I will do it because the same rule applies to that article 
which applies to the factories of the State of my friend from Rhode 
Island and to industries all over the country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 


| be heard against the outrageous increases 


| of the bill, and he a protectionist. Then, when the Senate ordered 


to pass the bill through this body after the election; and now comes the 
bill which is before us, more radical than the one you brought forth in 
1888, increasing the duties until they are made prohibitory in many 
cases, 


The bill comes here without any publi 


yn in any piace 


1 the Finance Com ttee of the 


considerati 
in the other legislative body or i Sen- 
ate. My constituents and the constituents of ever’ 
desired public hearings, except one or two delegations, were denied the 
opportunity to be heard. There were present day after day gentlemen 
of repute, and gmongst them a Republican, the head of his party, the 
chairman of the Republican committee, who came here and begged to 


ther Senator who 


that were in some portions 
that when you did make increases you should give the rv 
and the effect which the increas 
to or take from the revenue, you stand as 


ns for them 
r would add 
imb as oysters and taunt 
us for asking you why you have made the increases 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator give the name of the gentleman 
who was refused a hearing? 

Mr. GORMAN. I can give the Senator a list of the names. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be very glad to have it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishall be very glad to furnish it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will. 


swonid i whethert 








] GORMA will do 80 W 


ith pleasure, but I do not 


I care to 
vate the names of private citi ] 


brii toa f tizens. I will not only 
fi ! th nator, but I ly nise now in twenty 
j iittee will ¢ them a hearing, that they will 
l ( there al n B \ | j iblicans and Dem- 
i that they ] failed to get a hearing Phe 
é ! t] { ‘ tee } een not 
y , ? CAs 
‘ ‘ | ; it t } + } 
] } to i 1 ‘ i 
T ‘ i ¢ ‘ eT ‘ ‘ 
1 t Li »T y if 
n ‘ i 
’ + 14 
1 I 
) to! if the Ser 
1 ’ is iti of the actior 
‘ t committ ] leclined to 
‘ { 1 it is bro t forth a 
} I can l information as to what is to be tl 
! that t} t lished tor from 
kK siM | 1b], and t airman of the Committee on Appro- 
] t 3 10 ha served uj} the 
attempted to give the condition of the 
Preasury 1 5 esent leg { I say it is due to the country, 
e to : Senate, and it is due to every individual member of this 
body that y hould comply with the resolution of theSenate. If you 
intend to tasaw ile committee, then I say to the Senator 
{ n Rhode Island thatcn « y item of this bill we must ask you, and 
a ( i have e benefit of the information 
and t the { ive the benefit of it, astothe reason why you 
m t f vw ich the-increase will amount to. 
I ask t enat n Rhode Island why it is in this matter, 
h 1 not. be with the Senate and with the count wt Is it true, 
i been ted and generally believed, that your party has shackles 
uy ts i that iT ( -dules have been made, for instance t} 
v f yi Wool-Growers’ Association and its attorneys, and 
t} Ir. Whitman, of the Woolen Manufacturers’ Association, handed 
ti edu to you and asked you to increase it or to make the manu 
{ d article compare and be in accord with that which was made 
| ate rest 
Py t, v v fair discussion of this bill and nothing | 
mK e Wa t ce it telligentiy We have no desire to 
co me an re time on it than has been consumed on any bill of 
a ch h has pre led it In 188~—’89, after the Presi- 
deutial election I have said, when the great political contest was 
fought and won by you, with no politics to subserve, with nothing ex- 


the interests of the country to animate all of us at that time, free 


from all political embarrassments, with a report made by the Commit- 
tee on Finance, both majority and minority, with a discussion of twenty- 
four days in another place, with a consideration by your committee of 
the bill for nearly two months, with all that information before us, 
tuking up the bill item by item, schedule by schedule, it required about 
two months to dispose of it here. 


1d now the Senator from Khode Island comes forth with a bill as 


diflerent from that of 1888 as day is from night, with scarcely an item, 
p ps | ought not to say an item, but without aschedule that has not 
been changed, and when we ask him forinformation, ‘* Why do you in- 
cl these taxes, why do you change the rate from an ad valorem to 
a cific dut he auswers generally thataspecific duty is better be- 


‘ 


cause it prevents undervaluations. Then when we ask him what is 
the effect of that change he blandly tells us that we onght to know. In 
secret you have considered it, and without the possibility of us know- 
ing what you are doing, and then you want to rush it through the Sen- 
ate at railroad speed and taunt us with our ignorance ! 

Why, Mr. President, the Senator trom Rhode Island will expedite 
the passage of 1} 


this b ry Going 
method everywhere—frank and honest statements of what is contained 
in the measure. My friend trom Iowa [ Mr. ALLISON] who sits before 
me, who is a member of the Finance Committee, and who conducts 
the business of all the great appropriations of this Government, amount- 
ing to hundreds of millions, even where the law provifles for an appro 
priation, when it is merely in compliance with an existing statute, 
never refuses, upon the request of the most humble member of this 
body, to tell the Senate frankly, or the member who asks the ques- 
tion, precisely what the provision means. 

[he reason is that he and those who are associated with him and in 
charge of the appropriation bills are necessarily familiar with the details. 
I say neither he nor any other member of that great committee ever 

nority or any Senator who asks for information with his 
rhe Senator from Rhode Island had better follow that ex- 
1 the universal rule of the Senate, and he will expedite the 
You have the power to pass it. 
You have the executive 


Jtannte tha 
iaunts the n 


ignorance 
ample an 


passage of this bill by so doing. 


party is in the majority in both Houses ef Congress. 
and the de gislative b t h. 


Your 
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you have not the power, 


If it becomes a 


if y u had the cou) age b 
law, it uw ll be the act of the Republic an party. 


lo ston if. 
4 


So let it be. 


rhe extremes to which you have gone will make the pendulum swing 

on the other side As one of t minority, there is no desire on my part 
t It mpo let fa We have not the power. Geo 
] l lati trike deeper the tax-payers of t counts y 
j f on t] ri much ¢ n ple 18¢ md so f ( ir ap 
( i“ ou have done i Now add ‘ t s, but be 
itn ‘ tare ae } ; ' } ou 

f j f d ’ 

Not t of ignorance, no reminder of the advocacy of a duty on an 
article that happened to be manufactured in my State, will deter me. 
My views of 1883, like those of all Senators, are modified in 1888 and 
n 1890 ] io-d . ele ar T} alwrauea stor d, with the Di nO0- 

} ht one I stand th it be se I know that the party 
/ fo on until 9 I, bee inf ry of I vying duties suffic ient 
} f econom adm fered, and that in the le ying of those 
} ? ] lal cffect 1 id always will be to git all the 
i ection t) erican industries 1 qui 


It means 
up duties not required by the Government and is intended for 


But this bill, Mr. President, goes to the other extreme. 


the benefit of, if not made by, the men who are directly interested in 
t! manufactured articles. 
President, in the consideration of this bill I had trusted that, 





while th ne was distinctly drawn, while you had the courage in 
your platform of 1888 to declare that you were for protection pure and 
simple, and had won that contest by exciting passions that should 
have died out twenty years before—J had hoped that when you came to 
act now, afte ir victory, you would stand up in the Senate of the United 
‘ fe i this bod ‘ the o ly j lace that is left where the people can get light 
about the amount of taxation to be piled upon them; and that here, at least, 
my fries d fron Rhode Jal in charge of this bill would step to the Front 
t onec, and wi an increase was proposed give us the benefit of the infor- 
. c 4 £ . J - ~ - 
tion which induced him to make that change. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am very sorry that my honorable 
friend from Maryland should have construed anything which I have said 
into ataunt in regard to hisignorance. Hecertainly isthe last member 
of this body to whom I should apply any such taunts if I were in the 
habit of making them. I merely desired to remind the Senator that 
} 
} 





vas taking rather an unfortunate text for the political sermon which 
1e was evidently looking foran opportunity todeliver. I remembered, 
3 unfortunately, that in the tariff bill of 1883 the FinanceCom- 
recommended a duty of 3 cents a pound upon bichromate of 
potash, and that when the bill reached the Senate the Senator from 
Maryland rose in his seat and moved that theduty be increased half a 
centa pound, and upon that motion he made the following remarks, 
among others, which I now desire to call to the attention of the Senate 
as a very conclusive argument in favor of protective duties. He said: 

lt is represented by those who are engagod in the manufacture and the com- 
mission to examine the question that if a luwer duty is imposed it will in effect 
give the Scotch manufacturing establishment the exclusive control of this ar- 
ticle throughout the country. When they had it the cost to the consumer in 


this country was 37 cents a pound, whereas under the present tariff it is 15 cents. 
- . * * z p 


perhay 


mittes 


{ will say to the Senator from South Carolina— 

This is in answer to a remonstrance from the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BuTLER] that the Senator from Maryland in asking for this 
increase in an already enormous duty was departing from the Demo- 
cratic faith. He said in answer to that Senator: 


I will say to the Senator from South Carolina that the facts prove conclusively 


that the duty of 4cents a pound on bichromate of potash has been beneficial. 


I will not stop to read the whole speech—it was a very able and elo- 
quent one; but the Senator further stated that there was but one con- 


cern in this country which was engaged in the manufacture of bichro- 


what men find as a rule is the proper | 


mate of potash, and that was in the city of Baltimore; and that the 
competition between this one concern and two on the other side had 


| brought down the price of bichromate of potash from 37 cents to 15 


cents. The present price of bichromate of potash is about from 9} to 
10 cents a pound, as against 15 cents i: 1883 


we 


The price of bichromate of potash is but a small fraction of the price 


| of chromic acid, and if bichromate of potash was entitled, as the Sen- 


ator believed, in 1883, to a duty of 3: cents a pound, which he was 


| seeking then to make it, half a cent a! ove the duty fixed by the com- 


mittee, and if it is entitled to 3 cents a pound now, as I believe it is, 


| because I believe that the Senator’s constituents will inform him and 


inform him truthfully, notwithstandins his assertions, that there has 
been no money made by them or by anybody else in the manufacture 
ot bichromate of potash from 1883 to the present time—lI say if that 


duty was necessary in 1883, and if it is necessary now, certainly in re- 


| gard to chromic acid, which is an advanced product, costing very many 


cents more a pound than bichromate of potash, the duty of 6 cents isa 
proper and a just one. 

Now, in regard to the other statement which the Senator makes, which 

I take it for granted is not intended for its effect upon the Senate,as to 

the explanations which the committee have vouchsafed to give in re- 

| gard to this bill. This bill in all of its features, with the exception of 


You have launched your boat on this sea, and \ three schedules, namely, those applying to duties upon agricultural 


ee 


x 
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: products, upon tobacco, and upon wool and woolens, is almost identi: ully | the increa or, 1 r, we u ‘ l 
the same bill which was presented to the Senate in 1888. . So far as th instead of a cent a pound t 
chemical schedule, which is now under consideration, is concerned, this Now, I say t : v 
is true with scarcely a singleexception. The very item now under co 3 
sideration was included in exact terms in the bill of 1858. N gland I 
That bill the or admits was considered in the Senate, It was | t é 
accompanied | ful report It was discussed here and elsew] 
at great len as the issue upon which the political contest « S inufactured in M ‘ | 
1888 was made. The people of the country u stood what ‘ J 
Th und to 1 i 3 det th yu derstood the inibg ¢ _ 
changes which were made. Upon that issue you were beaten. A {te 1 mw <3 t 
the election we came back here and discussed the era 
and by items for more than six weeks. The tariff quest } t 
great vital question before the American people from tl hou 
It has been discussed upon every husting, upon every \ 
every workshop, and upon every field, throughout th er \ g 
breadth of this land. ) t 
There is no occasion for any man to plead ignor of wha y 
, question means, or oi e | Vision a pul Hichn has n { 
i Senate and the country for three years. The country 1 3 eX 
well as the Senators upon this side of the Chamber this talk al ) 
planations and this attempt to drive the Senators upon t side 1 pa 
makingstumpspeeches for political e t. Forwhat purpose? im} | ( . 5 
to delay action upon this measure, non-action upon which is very | ‘ t: th a 
structive to every business interest of the country. ‘ rely d 
I will say to the Senator that notwithstanding his taunts, so Phe eno i 
I am able to control it, the S ors upon this si le of the Ch too astut as 
will not be led into that kind of general debate upon this bill. A ‘ ‘ t { 
comes up item by item the members of the committee will be prepared | existi la You had o1 ‘ y | 
to show, andas I believe conclusively, from a protective standpoin caged in ma tur 1 
that the changes proposed are justifiable. ‘ 
Mr. SHERMAN, I should like to ask the Senator from RI 
Island whether 6 cents a pound on chromic acid is not t xact . . 
alent, or as near it as po ile, of 15 per cent. ad valorem 
Mr. ALDRICH, It was intended to be, and I have no doub 
Mr. SHERMAN. It isso stated here in a note to the bill, tha Ind 
was considered the equivalent ot the present duty; and t! son ‘ en 
we should have a specitic rather than an ad valorem duty | op 
given so oiten and is so familiar to the Senate that it is not ' rift led 
while to repeat it. Every country in the world, including Great | tl 3 i in 1 
Britain, a free-trade country, including Russiaand Germany, has no t esist t . DO 
adopted in every case where it is possible a specific rather than an ad s tl ' M to pass 
valorem duty, first to secure certainty, and then tosecure uniformity, ; . 
and to enable the Government to collect the money; and in thissmall | control y O1 t 
matter—I am told that there are only about from ten thousand ¢ t . té , t t : ; ; 
twenty thousand dollars’ worth probably on hand in the United States ha 1 
at any time; it is not a large article—the duty is made specific | ssion € f t 
P cents a pound rather than 15 percent. ad valorem, and that is stated ess susp Ince ‘ ‘ 
here upon the face of the bill € 1 
e Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, it is probably too much to ask You 
the Senator from Rhode Island to make a statement entirely fi t ‘ it 
about myself, as he has declined to make a full and frank statement i { ! from 


regard to the items of this bill. The Senator, however, although ; »i Mr. S when the ' ' r bill. he in- 
a small matter, persists in saying, and of course intends to create t ttle ise enabling 1 ‘ { ee] re. 
impression, that in 1883 I asked for an increase of the tariff hro cept saci e red yt yf banks going 
mate oi potash over the then existing law. t e] ind nlov it , { { of diff ' 
: Mr. ALDRICH. I stated distinctly, if the Senator will permit me knows bette 
2 that the Committee on Finance recommended 3 cents and t it, ‘ "i 1 co red a ray 
from Maryland moved to increase that rate in the Senate to 34 cents. t lrea bad 

Mr. GORMAN. But the Senator is in that mood that he will no t, more than that, you e |} : é ill be com 

s be entirely frank with us. To have the whole truth go out yr aADY to take the mon $49.00 that to t] fund 


N thing less than the whole truth is not the truth—he ought to |! 1 nat i [ 














a stated that the rate of duty prior to 1883 was 4 cents per pound upo party up to this time, ar en 1 e ‘ 
* bichromate of potash; that in 1883, in your attempt to revise the tariff | gested t po the t ‘ 
f and lower the duties, the Committee on Finance, of which the hon f that monev so as tore tax re ' 
re able Senator is a member, and probably more familiar with the de exti rant 
56 than any member of it, deliberately struck at th aryland interest iffairs, has made it nece r for 1 to do 
: for it was manufactured alone in Maryland, and cut down one-fourth | your taxati 
of the duty while increasing the duties on all the articles he cou] ~ That, M t f 
that were manufactured in Khode Island. had a reducti to ) 101 
As the product of bichromate of potash is used in the factories of | Finance Committee, in its secret 0 
New England, he wanted a decrease in the charges on tl ticles that | by party, round it n¢ ary to ( ( 
they are compelled to buy and an increase upon the articles that they | you have done, still y ( 
manufactarein Rhode Island andin New England. Whenthat bill cam: Mr. Pi ) 
to the Senate I said, *‘ hile J am in favor of a fair ¢ ease in re tha yu mus crease t : 
all around, you must not make this distinclion against the Mary vhen to the front c 3 t at th 
while you are increasing the rates of duty on that which is manufact one man who in twenty e! , ito 
in New England ;’’ and, instead of asking for an increase of the ta line, the one man who ‘ i 
asked that it might be One-C16 hth less than it was in the law in existen l ave and the ability to writ } ; t ‘ 
1883. sage, which gave his dré g ti 
So just was the appeal that my friend from Maine and the Senator | tory—he comes to you, t! the guished Senators from Ma 
from Ohio aided me in that discussion in having the fair thing done, | and tells you that if y on wit 1 you ha ‘ 
and finally the Senator from Rhode Island himself came in—for it was | which the Senator from 1] rought for vith tl 
manifestly so bad a case that even in the interest of his section of the | reduction of taxation ta vithin its pages being tha 


country he had to vote with the majority of theSenate—and we made | you not only destroy the possibility of increased trade with t 
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tries sonth of us, but you will have the Treasury in eighteen months, 
notwithstanding all these sacred funds that you are using, bankrupted. 
So you stand indicted by the men on your side who had the courage | 


and the power to lead you to victory in 1488. 
| do not wonder at the Senator from Rhode Island wishing to dodge 
the question and bring in little small personal affairs. I 
wonder that he desires to escape the intelligent discussion of the items 
of the bill. I do not wonder that he will not give to the Senate and 
that information to which they are entitled. If he did, 
t frankly, it would be as plain as the noonday sun that this is 
t bill increasing taxation on the people of the country, benefiting no- 
body except the few persons who are engaged in manufactures. 
a single word. I understood 


the country 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. 
the Senator from Rhode Island to say that the tariff bill of 1888 was 
the pledge made by the Republican party to the people of this country 
with respect to the tariff 
that pledge was given 
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ant corruptly used during that campaign. I want now to ask the 
Senator from Rhode Island what he proposes to do with the carpet 
A certain rate of duty, I believe, was offered in that 
enate bill of 1888 which was the pledge to the carpet manufacturers 
of the country. They are now charging the Republican party with 
being a party of violated promises and broken pledzes. You have not 
kept faith with them. You have abused their confidence, and now 
you propose to rob them of their How many other indas- 
tries in like shall find before we get through with all 
these schedules will appear later. 
Now, Mr. Pre 


manufacturers, 


business ° 
condition w« 


ident, I wish to raise another issue, which has not yet 
been steted since we began the consideration of the chemical schedule. 
We have passed what we call a customs administrative bill that im- 
poses a duty upon all packages and coverings which cover the goods in 
which they are imported. A certain wholesale chemical dealer, in a 
letter to me the other day, stated that as to the goods in the chemical 
chedule, leaving out, as I will, the oils and paints, the daty, at least 
the increased dutiable value of the packages, would be equivalent to 
15 per cent. added to the cost by reason of the costliness of the packages 
in which these different articles were shipped. Certainly it applies to 
everything we have reached so far upon the list. ‘That has not been 
taken into consideration. 

In every case so far as the committee can do it they have changed the 
duties from ad valorem to specific duties. The Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and admits that, since 1883, bichromate of potash had fallen in value 
from 15 cents a pound to about 8 or 9 centsa pound. Now, if that 
duty had been an ad valorem duty instead of a specific one, the con- 
sumers of the goods during the past five, six, or eight years would 
have received certainly some benefit trom it. But the duty having 
been made specific and fixed, no reduction in the value of the goods 
results in any benefit whatever to the consumer, but it gives a fixed 
bounty to the manufacturer, whatever the cost of the goods, be it high 
or low. 

Now, sir, another point. This customs administrative bill which 
we passed will add something like $200,000 a year to the cost of col- 
lection of the customs. One of the principal arguments that was used 
in the committee, of which I had the honor to be a member, was this: 
It undervaluations could be prevented, and we expect that under the 
machinery of the present law they will be prevented, we might levy 
ad valorem duties instead of specific. Now, take this bill. I should 
like to know what there is to do for nine general appraisers when you 
have a bill here with nothing in the world in it but specific duties. 
What judgment is necessary touching the dutiable value of goods if 
every item in the bill must come in under a specific and a fixed rate 
of duty without any regard to its cost or value? First, add $200,000 
a year to the cost of administration for the purpose of preventing un- 
dervaluations by securing experts, paying them $7,500 a year each, 
and then turn around and make the duties specific all through the tariff 
bili! 

Another thing I wish to speak of the Senator from Maryland has 
touched upon. He spoke of the money that had been deposited as a 
trust fund for the redemption of the national-bank notes, jor surely it 
was a trust fund and nothing else. It was deposited there to redeem 
the national-bank notes. Some $55,000,000 of it has been transferred 
to the Treasury. Unfortunately I agreed to it myself at the time it 
was in the committee and the Senate, simply for the very reason that 
that fund had never been treated as a reserve trust fund. It had al- 
ways been in the Treasury, and I suspect it had always been drawn 
upon just the same as any other money in the Treasury, and I there- 
fore voted to make its use legal. 

I thought what had been the practice for years we might just as well 
legalize, and not compel the Secretary of the Treasury to be performing 
an illegal action if the money was needed, and theretore I voted to place 
it inthe Treasury. In this way I have assisted very materially in keep- 
ing this Republican party out of bankruptcy, which now seems to be 
impending: 

But this is not all. The honorable Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHEer- 
MAN], who was the inventor of that particular scheme of relief to the 
Treasury, now comes before the Senate with another bill. He rose yes- 
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I presume, therefore, upon the strength of 
every dollar of money that was corruptly raised | 
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terday in his place and asked for the consideration of the bill, and what 
does that bill propose to do? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President,I can not allow the statement made 
by the Senator now to go abroad as true. He must know that unless 
the Secretary of the Treasury has been guilty of an impeachable of- 
fense, for which he ought to be condemned to eternal infamy, he never 
has drawn, and nobody has ever drawn, one dollar of that money 
deposited by national banks for the redemption of their notes; nor 
could anybody draw it underthe law. It would be not only a viola- 
tion of public duty, but it would be the gravest offense. That money 
has never been drawn, and the Senator is greatly mistaken. 

The proposition made by me was to enable him to use that money, 
not for the relief of the Treasury, but for the relief of the people, be- 


| cause the money was tied up, out of circulation and held dead, stag- 


nant, until the people in due time presented the bank notes for redemp- 
tion. That fund has been kept intact; and if the Senator can show me 
that in any case the fund has not been kept good, unimpaired, undi- 
minished, undrawn upon, I will then agree with him that the man who 
did it ought to be very severely censured, and very severely punished, 
too, . 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator will not pretend to deny the fact 
that this fand was always in the Treasury and put in the general bal- 
ances of the Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It isin there, setaside justas the fund for the pro- 
tection of the United States notes is kept, a separate and distinct fund, 
a special account, and it could ‘not be drawn under existing law. 

~Mr. MCPHERSON., So far as I can tell from the Treasury balances 
it has never been treated at any time whatever asa trust fund. It has 
appeared in the general Treasury account; and while the amount has 
not been drawn down below the precise point when these balances 
were reported, below the point that would cover the amount of money 
necessary to redeem the national-bank notes, at the same time it has 
been used and appeared there as a part of the current balance. 

The Senator from Ohio while Secretary of the Treasury, I believe, 
always insisted upon having from thirty to forty million dollars of bal- 
ance in the Treasury over and above the $100,000,000 which was used 
as an account for the purpose of redeeming the greenbacks. Now, the 
very day that the silver bill passed, or the next day following, a report 
was made by the Secretary of the Treasury in which, instead of there 
being thirty or forty million dollars balance in the Treasury for cur- 
rent accounts, as the Senator from Ohio has always insisted upon, we 
found there the $55,000,000 which had been used and held, or ought 
to have been held, as a trust to redeem the national-bank notes, and 
only some twenty-two or twenty-three million dollars of fractional 
currency. In other words, to produce any balance for current uses 
they had to count the nickels and pennies, and things of that char- 
acter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Please let me go on with my statement. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the Senator will allow me—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey yield? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will when I get through with the whole state- 
ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have here the official document to show that 
this fund is kept as a special fund, deducted from the balance. Now, 
statements of that kind, which would tend to affect injuriously the 
public credit, ought not to be made unless they are corrected, Here 
is the last debt statement of June 30, 1890, and here among the reserve 
funds are ‘‘reserve for the redemption of United States notes,’’ ete., 
‘‘fund for redemption of notes of national banks ‘ failed,’ ‘in liquida- 
tion,’ and ‘reducing circulation,’ $55,619,359.75 ;’’ and that is de- 
ducted, leaving the balance, as stated, thirty-odd million Collars be- 
sides that. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What does that balance consist in? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The balance consists in money. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In what kind of money? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Gold and silver, silver certificates, gold certifi- 
cates, and all kinds of money. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I want to ask the Senator if the balance in that 
statement—lI have not seen the statement he reads from, but it was the 
case of the balance in the statement that I saw—does not consist mainly 
of fractional currency ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the contrary—— 

Mr. McPHERSON,. The statement that I saw contained $55,000, - 
000 of these Treasury notes, which were heid to redeem national-bank 
notes. It contained $5,000,000 of 5 per cent. account. In addition to 
that there were $23,000,000 fractional currency. So, without having 
one single cent of balance except fractional currency in the Treasury, 
this sum of $55,000,000, which had been held as a trust fund, was held 
there and counted in the Treasury asa part of the Treasury balance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, let me correct the Senator, 
for he certainly does not want a mistake of that kind made here. Here 
is the monthly report made by the Treasurer of the United States, J. 
N. Huston, Treasurer. Here is the money: ‘‘ Reserve for redemption 


of United States notes, acts of 1875 and 1882;”’ ‘‘ fund for redemption 
of notes of national banks ‘failed,’ ‘in liquidation,’ and ‘reducing cir- 
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culation,’ $55,619,359.75; ’ ‘‘5 per cent. fund for redemption of na 
tional-bank notes, $5,619, 498.03,’’ making $61,238, 857.78, and all these 
sums added and deducted from the money on hand, $705, 226,983.34, 
leaving the balance $55, 409,748. 66. 

Now, the Senator says that is partly fractional currency. On the 
contrary, in addition to this $55,000,000 is added ‘‘ Assets not available 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, I do not want the statement made any 

| more that I voted for it in committee or elsewhere 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is another point in regard to the $55,000, - 
000. The people of the United States in various forms requested us to 
pay it out, and our greenback friends and all the men who wanted more 
|} money were very anxious to have that made available for the benefit 
of the Government. It was an ol tionable prov n, an objection 


Minor coin, $196,782.01; fractional silver coin, $22,805,225.99,’’ mak- | 


ing $23,002,008, and that is added to and makes the total sum in the 
Treasury over and above all these special obligations $78, 411,756.66. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. [Ifthe Senator will permit me, let me simply 
ask him this question: What has become then of the Treasury balance 
to meet current obligations? You have in the Treasury 

Mr. SHERMAN. Fifty-five million dollars. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. Fifty-five or fifty-six million dollars, which 
you have subtracted, we willsay, from a fund that heretofore has been 
held as a trust fund to redeem national-bank notes. You have in ad- 
dition to that, from your own statement, $23,000,000 of fractional cur- 
rency, which is not a legal tender for all debts and demands from the 
Government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is not a part of the $55,000,000. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Where is the $35,000,000 or $40,000,000 which 
the Senator has always talked about? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Over and above the fractional coin, over and 





above all these trust funds, over and above all these demands, there is | 


$55, 409, 748.66 now at the command of Congress. 
Mr. McPHERSON. There may be in that statement, but in the 
statement I have it does not appear. 


Now, I want to say simply this: This $55,000,000, or whatever it | it never had been treated as a reserve trust fund in the world, that it 


has amounted to, from $50,000,000 upwards, has not been used as a | 


trust fand exclusively and taken from the general Treasury account | 


and put into an account by itself and reserved as a trust fund to re- 
deem these notes. It has been taken, however, away from its trustee- 
ship, and it has become now a current account in the Treasury to be 
used for any purpose, and we have simply the obligation of the Gov 
ernment to redeem these notes when they come in. 

Now, let me proceed further. The Senator from Ohio has another 
bill before the Senate. Yesterday he asked forits consideration. What 
does it propose to do? It proposes to reduce the amount of bonds 
which a national bank is required to hold in order to qualify it to bea 
national bank, to have all the benefits and privileges of a national 
bank, to reduce its circulation down to $1,000 for each bank. 
stance, ifa bank had a capital of $5,000,000, or $1,000,000, or $500,000, 
or $50,000, it can surrender all its currency down to a thousand dol- 
lars—which is a very cheap purchase, indeed, for all the privileges and 
rights of a national bank—and in that way contract the currency. 

In October last the 3,290 national banks in this country held $128- 
000,000 of bonds. To reduce it from $128,000, 000 to the requirements 
of the Senator’s bill would be to subtract $3,200,000 from that sum, 
which would leave $125,000,000 of bonds to be surrendered. Now, 
the national bank comes in and deposits the Treasury notes to the 
amount of that surrender. These Treasury notes go into the Treasury, 
into the general fund, under the Senator’s bill, called the silver bill, 
for that bill provides 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
discuss it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I want to call attention to it now. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator makes some very grave mistakes. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, The Senator from Maryland called attention to 
what had beendone. I am now calling attention to what is being done. 
In other words, $125,000,000 of bonds would be surrendered under his 
bill to the Treasury, and $3,200,000 of bonds would be all that these 
3,200 banks of this conntry would be required to keep. That $146,- 
000,000 if surrendered would go into the Treasury to help to protect 
the Republican party from barkruptcy. 
as it was before the passage of the Senator's silver bill, it now becomes 





Does the Senator want to take up that bill and 


For in- | 


| put in so that it will occupy the same 


t 
able practice imposed upon the Secretary of the Treasury b; 
this very large fund in the Treasury unbroken, unused, unavailable for 
any purpose. Therefore, by unanimous consent both Houses of Con- 
gress—not only the Senator from New Jersey, but both Houses of Con- 
gress by unanimous consent—agreed to that proposition, and the money 
is now available for the payment of the public debt. 

The Secretary of the Treasury has already given notice that he will 
pay the public debt and use this money for that purpose. So the 
money will be out in circulation among the people, and to the extent 
that it saves interest by the purchase of bonds so much is gained by 
the account. No proposition submitted in Congress was ever more 
cordially approved by both Houses than that; and it is now working 
its good effects, and will, no doubt, as soon as it is paid out in due 
form in the ordinary way in the purchase of bonds, tend to revive busi- 
ness and to add to the currency of the country. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I take my full share of respon- 
sibility for the transferring of $55,000,000, which I ought to have 
had sense enough to have compelled to be held in the Treasury as a 
trust fund toredeem national-bank notes. I concede all that; but in- 
asmuch as I had been informed by an ex-Secretary of the Treasury that 


vy law to hold 





had been always carried in the Treasury balances, I thought perhaps it 
was as well to legalize all that had been done for years and to leave it 
in that condition. Therefore I voted forit. I did not know at that 
time, perhaps, that the needs of this Government under Republican 
administration were to be quite so great as they are, or I might have 
hesitated. 

With regard to the second proposition, I should never vote to permita 
national bank in this country, with a capital of $1,000,000 or $5,000,000 
or $50,000, to hold but $1,000 of bonds under which it would be en- 
titled to receive all the benefits and immunities conferred upon a na- 
tional bank, and they are very great, and then permit that bank to 
surrender all its circulation, which, of course, would, for the time be- 
ing, certainly be a contraction of the currency, and you can not tell 


how much; and moreover each one of these national banks, the mo- 


| ment you reduce this bonded debt in the way the Senator from Ohio 


proposes to do, is relieved from taxation, and 1 per cent. upon circu 
lation will be remitted at once. That is another benefit which I sup- 
yose the Senator wanted to give to the national banks 
heir circulation is reduced to 5 per cent. of their 
noment there is no tax upon such circulation. 

It is now proposed, as I said, to reduceit to that amount in addition 
to the $55,000,000, to put this vast 
sources into the Treasury, not 


] . because when 
t capital that vers 
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sum that will come from al 
as a trust fund, remember, but to be 
position exactly with the $55, - 
000,000 we have already transferred, because that section of the silver 
bill provides that not only this amount of money now in the Treasury 


| these 


| but what shall hereafter be paid in shall also become a part of the 


| Treasury balances and go into the general balance. 


Instead of being a trust fund, | 


a deposit in the Treasury, and the Government then would be using a | 


trust fund, this $125,000,000, together with the $55,000,000 already 
put in there, while there would be outstanding the national-bank notes 
which the Government had agreed to redeem. 

That is the kind of legislation that is going on here. 
is not the only measure that is extraordinary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me, I will not follow 
him now in discussing that bill, but when it is taken up I have no 
doubt he will vote for it, as he did in the Committee on Finance: and 


The tariff bill 


this theory of his will disappear in thin air, and that he has been labor- | 


ing under a delusion all this time, 
Mr. McPHERSON. Now, Mr. President, with all due respect, I 


will not allow that statement to go any further without a direct con- | 


tradiction. In the first place, I did not reach the Committee on Fi- 
nance in time to know only the simple fact that a bill was being con- 
sidered. I did not understand the bill. I was late in reaching the 
committee. The committee had reported it. I never read the bill 
until after it was reported. I agreed tonothing. I voted neither way 
upon it. , 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will accept the confession of the Senator. 


So much for that. 
Mr. President, to get back to the schedule. I renew my motion to 
strike out ‘‘6 cents per pound ’’and insert *‘15 percent. ad valorem.’’ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, there has been so much said on the 
floor of the Senate with respect to the inducements or the influences 
which have produced the pending bill that it seems to me it is proper 
that something should be said in reply to the charges on the other side. 
It was said by the Senator from Maryland that the last Republic 
national convention pledged itself to protection. Itdid. Hesaid some 
thing further on that there was no one here on this side who had the 
courage to bring in or support, as 1 suppose, the sort of a bill that he 
would approve. I trust, sir, there is no one here who will be perfidion 
enough to violate the pledges that were made in the national platform 
at the last national convention. 

As was said by the Senatorfrom Rhode Island, t 
here now, with the exception of one 


au 


Lis bill as itis pending 


. 
I 
schedule and a part of another 


| practically the bill that we had before and that passed the Senate in 1s. 
I have no doubt when he comes to consider it again he will find all | 


It is practically the bill that the Republican members of the Finance 
Committee, after full consultation with their associat gave to tke 


country as an illustration of the Republican platform. The instances 
in which changes have been made outside of one s lule are ver 
rare. 

The Senator from Maryland h | something to the effect that tl 


issue was disguised; that the A » were cheated, defrauded 


\merican peopl 
or bought into a support o! In reply to that, I say tha 
the report of the Finance Committee with the bill which it accompan 
ied was a campaign document upon the hustings throughout the coun 
try. There was no Southern issue mixed up in that contest in the 
State of New York. The campaign document there used by the Ke 
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publican party was the Republican bill and the report of the Repul- 


lican Finance Committee, We did not attempt to arouse sectional issues 
or sectional divisions there in the contest, and I repel the charge that 
by corruption, by the influence of manufacturers and monopolists, that 
election, so far as the State is concerned which I have in part the honor 


to represent, was influenced. 
Talk, sir, abouteorruption in the lastelection! Wherever Democratic 


majorities were rolled up in the State of New York you could mark 
well, for they were not disguised, the steps of the whisky interest. 
The saloon and the tippling-shop were the recruiting stations of the 
Democratic party, and so far as the use of money was concerned in that 
canvass, if money was used, it was contributed by that element, and 
the Democratic electoral ticket, so far as the votes were concerned which 
it had, was carried by Governor Hill and his allies, the whisky interest. 
. HALI The Democratic ticket. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Democratic State ticket. Ido not know, sir, 
how much came from abroad to aid them. Money was poured out 
th: like water; and no one ought to know, and no one ip my judg- 
ment does know it better than the distinguished Senator trom Mary- 
Jand 

livery day and every hour that this bill is delayed is in the interest 


of foreign manufacturers. i will tell the Senator from Maryland one 
class of people who have not been heard before our committee, but 
they have applied. They have applied from Germany, France, Eng- 
land, and Belgium. The representatives of the manutacturing inter- 
ests there, through their commercial agents and by their correspond- 
ents, have been begging at our door and insisting that this bill should 
be modified. 

Something has been said about the way this bill has been considered 
in committee. It has been considered precisely as it was agreed that 
it should be considered. It was recognized in the Committee on Fi- 
nance that the tariff is a political question, that the great political 
parties are divided upon it, and it isan open secret that the motion 
was made by a distinguished Democratic member of the Finance Com- 
mittee that we should prepare our bill as we saw fit, and they would 
prepare their amendments as they saw fit, and make it a party ques- 
tion. It wasa fair, honorable proposition, and was accepted by the 
Republican side of the committee. So the place for these gentlemen 
to be heard was where the Democratic members of that committee 
were, as I suppose, in consultation with respect to the provisions of 
this bill. 

I do not know, sir, how much was contributed to the Democratci fund 
by the interests abroad; but I do know that every hour that this bill is 
delayed is largely to the profit of the foreign manufacturers, They are 
interested in its delay and in its defeat. Senators have alluded to zen- 
tlemen to whom we gave a hearing. Half, at least, of that respectable 
body of men directly represented the manulacturing industries upon 
the other side of the water; and, sir, if money has been used by man- 
ufacturers here—I do not know that it has—for the purpose of pro- 
moting their interest at an election, I doubt if French, English, and 
German manufacturers are more conscientious in that direction than 
those upon this side of the water. 

In that great contest the Republican party had to contend with the 
contributions of the liquor dealers. They made their contributions 
and the contributions were made from abroad to paralyze the efforts of 
the Republican party, to stifle the expressions of the people, and con- 
fronting these and vast odds against us the Republican party was suc- 
cessful. 

I may well call attention to the fact here that it was not in great 
manufacturing centers either that the largest Republican majorities 
were rolled up in the State of New York. The agricultural portion 
of that State compares with any equal area of land upon this round 
earth in its population, their intelligence, their wealth, and the equal 
distribution of wealth among them, and the general mtelligence of 
the people. Outside of the city of New York the Republican party 
pronounced in favor of this bill which has been presented—not the 
manufacturing interest alone, but the people on the farms, in the vil- 
lages, and in the cities, the farmers, merchants, mechanics, and all pro- 
nounced in favor of the bill, practically the bill which is pending here 
to-day, by a majority of 72,000. 

That victory was not won there by the use of money. It was not 
won or induced by fraud. The people were not cheated. It was not 
a war issue that they were fighting; it was simply the question of the 
protection of American industries and of American labor. The Sena- 
tor from Maryland need not deceive himself or his party or the coun- 
try by the statement that they lost in that issue because Southern gen- 
tlemen had charge of the fortunes of the Democratic party. Everywhere 
their speakers went they were received by acclamations by their party, 
and they were accorded a fair and full hearing by their political ad- 
versaries. 

No questions of the late war were involved in it. Read the litera- 
ture. Men stood upon the hustings with the Mills tariff bill in one 
hand prepared by the House of Representatives, which passed it, and 
in the other the bill which had been presented to the Senate by its Fi- 
nance Committee. It was a consultation e@iong men as to which system 
was the best for the country, and whenever any speaker had the audacity 
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to intrude any other issue in that part of the State the people turned 
their backs upon him. They would sit for hours to listen to a discus- 
sion of this tariff question. 

Oh, no, these men were not the slaves of monopolists who gave us 
this great victory. Counties like St. Lawrence County, in my State, 
that rolled up her eight or nine thousand majority, like my own Onon- 
daga, that gave the Kepublican electoral ticket 6,000 majority, unin- 
finenced by bribes, unprejudiced by Southern adventurers or Southern 
speakers, passed upon this as a great economic question; and no matte: 
what amount of money was offered the electors were true to their con- 
victions, true to the judgment which they had formed upon this vital 
question to the country. 

New York City gave 107,000 votes for the Republican electoral ticket. 
I suggest to the Senator from Maryland to take a map of that great 
city and locate these Republican votes in that city. They came from 
the election districts where there is thrift, morality, business, intell® 
gence, and integrity; and the Democratic party received its support 
from that section of the city from which it has always received it, 
where vice and crime walk unblushingly and unarrested almost at 
noonday. When did we give a larger vote in that city? And it was 
an uppurchasable vote. It was neither held to us by money nor could 
it have been purchased from us by money. 

I may add in this connection that New York City does not possess 
great, monstrous, monopolizing manufacturing industries. It is agreat 
manufacturing center, 1 grant; but compared to other States and other 
sections of the country the proprictorships are small, the master and 
the employés working together, consulting together as to the best in- 
terests of themselves with reference to the pending issuesat an election. 

I repeat what I said before, outside of that city, counting Brooklyn, 
all of Long Island, the large cities of Albany, Cohoes, Utica, Syracuse, 
Rochester, Bufflalo—we may as well admit that a larger per cent. of 
the criminal population exists in the cities, and we may as well admit 
that that same criminal population is naturally the ally and the con- 
stituency of the Democratic party—with the votes of all of these cities 
included in the statement which I have given, outside of the city of 
New York the Republican party gave nearly 72,000 majority for pro- 
tection, for this bill which we are considering here to-day. 

I have the right to say that it is not courage that is to be invoked in 
voting against protection. It is perfidy; at least it would be on my 
part; I do not speak for others. 

The Senator asks, why have we not explained this bill. Almost 
like a school-master he has sought to lecture this side of the Chamber. 
Well, sir, if it was one of those financial questions in reference to which 
the Senator from Ohio, who always seems to know so much, and from 
my standpoint the Senator from New Jersey so little, upon which 
parties might well break up, we might be called on to make a political 
stump-speech in reference to every single item in this bill. I have 
here before me the resolution which was offered which instructed us 
on this subject, which I suppose is referred to: 

And said committee is specially instructed, in the event it shall recommend 
the levy of duties not now provided by law, or shall recommend the increase 
of duties beyond those now imposed, to furnish to the Senate in writing the 
reasons in each case which have led the committee to recommend the addition 
of such new duties or the increase of present duties, respectively. 

What is a fair interpretation of that instruction? Is it that every 
single item in this bill shall be accompanied by a stump-speech, that 
those reasons whichimpel me to be a protectionist, and impel the Sena- 
tor from Maryland now in these later days to be a free-trader, shall 
be stated, or that I shall state the special reasons which operate upon 
my mind? Does the Senator urge that we were invited to do that? 

Where, sir, is your end of the Finance Committee, that I suppose has 
been busy preparing amendments and reasons to urge here in the Sen- 
ate against these provisions? Rather look to them for inspiration and 
for your logic. In my judgment, we have complied fully with the re- 
quirements of this resolution. So far as the columns are concerned 
which should contain separate statements, rates of daty, amounts o! 
importation, and all that, I believe no fault has been found with the 
report that is presented. I take oneitem. It is boracic acid, the one 
that has exhausted nearly the whole morning: 


Under the existing law boracic acid is divided into two classes, one known 
as commercial, with one rate, and the other as pure, with adifferent rate. This 
classification creates difficulties of administration, and the committee were in 
duced to adopt a uniform rate for both descriptions to remedy the difficulties. 


As to the speeches that were made on the other side this morning, 
was it the expectation that we were to refute them in the report which 
was to accompany this bill? Have we not stated, I ask, all thatin rea- 
son we should have been asked to state in respect to that paragraph in 
the bill? 

Again, in reference to another item, sulphuric acid: 


The proposed specific rate is intended to be an equivalent of the present ad 
valorem. The increased competition from Canada and the Canadian rate o/ 
one-half of 1 cent per pound upon sulphuric acid imported into Canada ren- 
der the duty necessary upon sulphuric acid used for commercial purposes 
in the United States. All sulphuric acid used for agricultural purposes is re- 
tained upon the free-list. 


What more could we have stated? What further reasons should be 
given, should be sought for, from the majority of the committee in re- 
spect to that item of the bill? So you may go through with what 
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stands for the response to the instructions item by item from the be- 
ginning to the end and you will find with this extreme care that we 
have endeavored to give all the information that ought to be asked by 
Senators upon the other side. 

Mr. VANCE. I would invite the attention of the Senator from New 
York, with his permission, to the neighboring item of No. 3, to wit, 
No. 5, and the explanation given. 

Mr. HISCOCK, That is the one I referred to, It is No. 5. 

Mr. VANCE. It reads 


The proposed s ic rate is intended to be the equivalent of the present ad 

I jind that at present sulphuric acid is free. Now, will the Senator 
explain to a listening world what specific rate is equivalent to that 
which is on the free-list 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps I can answer that question better tl 


colleague upon the committee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My impression with respect to that is that th 
a typographical erro 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thereisa mistake of the printers in the num) 
of the paragraph. The first sentence refers to the item now under « 
sideration, chromic acid, and the next sentence should have begun the 
paragraph, and should have been numbered to apply to sulphuric acid 
It is simply a mistake in the report. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘Then the report is wrong. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The printers were wrong. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘That illustrates. The distinguished member of 
the Finance Committee, Mr. VANCE,and the distinguished Senator from 
Mary!and are spending their time going over this bill and these tables 
to find some instance in which they think there has been a violation oi 
the resolution on the partof the committee. Why look for these small 
things with which to consume time? It is in the interest of the man- 
ufacturers upon the otber side of the water who are begging jor a week, 
a month, of delay in respect to the time when this bill is to go into op- 
eration. 

I believe that this discussion was opened by a member of the Com- 
mittceon Finance, although I wasnot here and did not have the pleasure 
of hearing him, aman of great intelligence, a man who speaks with fervor 
at least upon this great economic question; and another member of the 
committee, is thedistinguished Senator from New Jersey. I seein front 
of me a new recruit and addition to rt, the distinguished Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. Do you ask us to educate you with re- 
spect to the provisions of this bill, to furnish you more than there is 
here? Do you tell us that you know nothing about the application of 
the doctrine of protection, specific rates to specific items, to specific 
goods, and are you to arraign us by the hour because we do not choose 
to stand here as schoo!-masters to enlighten you upon thesubject? We 
must have a debate! TheSenators upon the other side of the Chamber 
say that we sit here and listen to them and take no part in this dis 
cussion. 

Mr. VOORHEES. May I remind the Senator from New York in 
ull kindness that the resolution calling for this information emanated 
from a distinguished Senator on that side of the Chamber, and was 
adopted by the Senate of the United States, of which body his party 
composes the majority ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam well aware of it; and in my judgment we 
have complied with that resolution both in letter and inspirit. But, 
as I was saying, if we had not, do you need to be educated? Do you 
need to be told about these questions? Must we read the books and 
find out the amount of importation, what the revenue woald amount 
to at an ad valorem duty, and the specific rate? Is hour after hour 
to be spent here in that sort of discussion? At every item or to every 
item in this bill are we to append a reason why we are protectionists ? 

I stated earlier in the discussion that one of the items under consid- 
eration here illustrated the operations of a specificduty. When levied 
it was 5 or 6 per cent. ad valorem by the operation or the application 
of that protection; with a fall in the price of the commodity the ad 
valorem had increased to 80 or 85 per cent. Are we to go through 
this bill item by item, schedule by schedule, with a written argument 
upon protection attached to every single itemin this bill? Is the othe: 
side of the Chamber so ignorant that that is required of the Finance 
Committee? Have the Democratic members of the Finance Commit- 
tee proved unequal to the task of imparting to their friends on the 
floor the information that is desired upon this point ? 

We have been asked for our report. ‘Two years ago a report was sub- 
mitted to this body by the Republican members of the Finance Com 
mittee which covers this bill, and the most skillfal man would find 
himself unequal to the task of improving, enlarging, and contributing 
more information in respect to this bill than that contains. A distin- 
guished Senator upon the other side of the Chamber said in the com- 
mittee-room that this was a party question. A party question! ‘‘ You 
prepare your bill and we will prepare our amendments to it, or our 
bill.” That was the challenge. Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber, where is your report, and where are your amendments? 
Why not give us the benefit of your views upon these questions and of 
your amendments that you propose to this bill? Why not contribute 
your share to the general information upon this subject ? 
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Mr. MOLGAN. Will the Senator from New York 
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farmers, as they have been described here, and the small shop-keepers 
those who dwell in the country villages, living upon smal! industries 
rolled up by that class of people. I hope that it has been the fortune 
if not I trust it may be, of each Senator upon the other side of the 
Chamber to traverse from east to west, from north to south, through 
the Empire State, that I have the honor in part to represent, and visit 
the hamlets and homes, and there receive our refutation of this mon- 
strous charge which has been made that a tariff makes the rich grow 
richer and the poor grow poorer. 

I have seen somewhere where one of these gentlemen in the oy posi- 


tion has spoken about the hovels of the poor. There are no poor there 
unassociated with vice and crime and indolenes Poverty and want 
do not exist among the industrious people of my State, and there has 


never been a time in the history of that State in which property was 











more evenly distributed, in which education reached all classes mor 
comple tely than at the pre sent time It was to that class of people 
the men whe, as! have said, were not influenced by bribery, by passion, 
or by prejudice, that the Chicago convention committed the destinis 
of the Republican party and said to them, ‘‘ The decision of this ques- 
tion rests with you,’ New York State was to decide the issue, and it 
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be overwhelmed and meet with dire disaster. Your constituents have 
ceased to agitate entirely the old issues of the war, and I notice by a 
circular which was issued by some political organization in the South 
that the issues to which you are invited there are purely and simply 
economic questions, I commend to you, Senators, the condition of the 
situation at home. Do not indulge in these tirades against the corrup- 
tions of capital or oppressions of capital any longer; regard the great 
North as an object lesson to learn from, and pattern after her example 
and the example of her people. 

I have consumed more time than I intended, for I am one of those 
who early concluded that your side of the Chamber, so far as I am con- 
cerned, should doallthetalking. I knewof no reason why these essays 
should be contributed at this time. I do not believe in making a long 
argument before a court where I have been beaten and judgment has 
been rendered and recorded and docketed against me, but to recognize 
the fact that there always may be an appeal to the people, and when 
made a man may argue over again his case. 

Do not indulge in these idle prophecies about the results in 1892. 
In 1892 the distinguished Senator from Maryland will occupy the same 
position upon the tariff that he did in 1883, and the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Indiana will treat us to the same speeches that he made in 
1881 or 1883—I do not remember the date exactly. This bill will be 
passed into law, in my judgment. ‘The Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
JONES] has said something or otherabout its being a question of physical 
endurance, and that they expected to be conquered in that battle. How- 
ever that may be, in my judgment this bill will be passed into law, 
amended of course to meet the judgments of Senators and of the other 
House upon it; but in 1892—I am not a prophet, and I only speak, 
drawing my conclusions from the past and the present in respect to the 
operations of a tariff law—in 1892 the Democratic national convention 
will abandon forever its platform and its policy and its bill of 1888, and 
protection will be accepted as the settled policy of both political par- 
ties. 

We remember all the tribulations through which the Democratic 
party passed in reaching the height to which Grover Cleveland ele- 
vated it. Year after year it locked both ways upon thisquestion. It 
had resolutions for a tariff for revenue with incidental protection, and 
a tariff for protection with incidental revenue, and ‘‘ Polk and Dallas, 
and the tariff of 1842.”’ 

It has been through all those stages and constructed platforms upon 
which the lamented Randall could stand and fight for Democracy, and 
MILs (I change that word; perhaps it is not parliamentary to speak 
of any one in the other House, and I will withdraw that name and substi- 
tute Senator REAGAN) of Texas, could both stand, occupying our cam- 
ping grounds and then abandoning them, until in 1888 they believed 
with a solid South upon the old war issue they could buy—and I use 
the word advisedly—and steal enough of Northern votes to give them 
the election, and I will refer to it again. Democracy married to in- 
temperance and free whisky—I might say he isa Mormon—for one bride 
and to Free trade and the Manufacturers of Europe for the others, 

Do not make prophecies for the future, I begof you. We have met 
all your forces and you are ours—you are ours. 
Mr. COCKRELL. We will stay with you. 

our running off. 

Mr, HISCOCK. 


There is no danger of 


That battle was not a drawn battle. 

Mr. GORMAN. We hada hundred thousand more votes. 

Mr. HISCOCK, No, it was not a drawn battle. You didnot camp 
upon the battle-tield. We went into that contest to conquer you with 
all your unholy alliances, and we conquered, and so often as you in- 
vite this issue, so often as you force it upon the American people, 
you will rush to defeat and destruction. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, justa moment. The speech to which 
we have listened can not fail to make a profound impression upon the 
country and to become historic. The Senator from New York has most 
vividly, and in a manner that stirs my admiration, portrayed the Re- 
publican party engaged in the proud mission of the fulfillment of its 
pledges. No party can Hive in a free country and be false to its pledges, 
and the Republican party never will become so; and I desire on this 
occasion, this most appropriate, this most solemn occasion, to remind 
Senators of my own political faith, and them particularly, of the pledges 
of the Republican party in matters not alone appertaining to material 
interests, but to those profounder and elemental things which apper- 
tain to human character, to democratic government, to national pros- 
perity, to the renown of nations, and which must be cultivated among 
a free people if that people is to exist and not die in the dens of national 
disgrace. 

i find, sir, in Mr. McPherson’s Handbook the platform of 1884, 
section 4 of which reads as follows: 

It is the first duty of a good government to protect the rights and promote the 
interests of iis own people. The largest diversity of industry is most productive 
of general prosperity and of the comfort and independence of the people. We 
therefore demand that the imposition of duties on foreign imports shall be made 
not “for revenue only,” but that in raising the requisite revenues for the Gov- 
ernment, such duties shall be so levied as to afford security to our diversified 
industries, and protection to the rights and wages of the laborer, to the end that 


active and intelligent labor, as well as capital, may have its just reward, and the 
laboring man his full share in the national prosperity. 
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Then we had the tariff bill of 1883, and this was an indorsement of 
its policy. Section 11 of the same platform reads as follows: 

We favor the establishment of a national bureau of labor— 

A pledge which has been redeemed— 
the enforcement of the eight-hour law, and a wise and judicious system of 
general education by adequate appropriation from the national revenues wher- 
ever the same is needed. 

Then and ever since then we have had the national common-school 
bill, of which this plank was an indorsement, and until the present Con- 
gress have failed in our uttermost efforts to make it a law by reason 
of the different political constitution of another branch of the legisla- 
tive department of our Government. Our next national convention 
and our last put forth the pledges of the Republican party in this wise. 
In the address to the electors we say: 
To the Republican electors of the United States : 

7 * . 


* . * 


Republican electors in the several States, and voters without regard to past 
political affiliation, differences, or action, who believe in the American princi- 
ple of a protective tariff for the defense and development of home industries 
and the elevation of home labor; who would reduce the national taxes and pre- 
vent the accumulation of surplus in the Treasury in harmony with this princi- 
ple; who are opposed to the attempt—now more openly avowed than ever 
before—to establish wT which would strike down American labor to the 
level of the underpaid and oppressed workers of foreign lands; who favor a 
system of naval and coast defenses which will enable the United States to con- 
duct its international negotiations with self-respect; who gratefully cherish 
the defenders of the country; who condemn and resent the continued and un- 
just exclusion of rapidly growing Territories, which have an indisputable title 
to admission into the sisterhood of States; who are in favor of free schools and 
popular education, a free and honest ballot and a fair count; 

With other propositions therein contained; and notice the allocution 
‘* who are in favor of the free schools and popular education ’’ preced- 
ing ‘‘a free and honest ballot and a fair count.’’ 

Thus, Mr. President, reads our address to the people of the United 
States. Inthe platform adopted by the convention assembled in re- 
sponse to this address we pledge ourselves thus uncompromisingly for 
protection: 

We are uncompromisingly in favor of the American system of protection; 
we protest against its destruction as proposed by the President and his party. 
They serve the interests of Europe; we will support the interests of America. 
We accept the issue and confidently appeal to the people for their judgment. 
The protective system must be maintained. Its abandonment has always been 
followed by general disaster to all interests except those of the usurer and the 
sheriff. 

In the same platform, a few lines further on, I find the following 
pledge in favor of free common schools: 


In a Republic like ours, where the citizen is the sovereign and the official the 
servant, where no power is exercised except by the will of the people, it is im- 
portant that the sovereign—the people—should possess intelligence. The free 
schoo! is the promoter of that intelligence which is to preserve us a free nation ; 
therefore, the State or nation, or both combined, should support free institu- 
tions of learning sufficient to afford to every child growing up in the land the 
opportunity of a good common-school education. 

I submit these pledges in juxtaposition. 
education is of paramount importance. The Republican party has left 
that pledge so far unfulfilled. We are engaged in a victorious effort 
to fulfill that made to American industry. Sufficient time remains to 
perform that to an intelligent suffrage, and I beg of my party associates 
to remember that we can not break any of our essential obligations 
unless sooner or later the party be buried under the débris of its own 
falsifications, 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is not much that I wish to say. I wish first, 
however, to congratulate the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] 
upon his great victory here this afternoon. He has caused Senators on 
the other side to break a predetermined silence. He has made them 
speak out in spite of a purpose to the contrary. He has loosened their 
speech and set it free on that side of the Chamber, and has thus caused 
reason to again assert itself in this body. You can sit silent no more. 

As to the character of the speech of the Senator from New York [ Mr. 
Hiscock], extorted as it was under the lash laid on by the Senator 
from Maryland, it is no surprise to us. It is the same old familiar 
tirade of calumny against the Democratic party to which we are ac- 
customed, and if it was no more than that I should letitgo. Itseems, 
however, there is nobody here to speak as a representative for the great 
Democratic city of New York. 

I arraign the Senator who has just spoken [Mr. Hiscock] for his 
slanders and aspersions of that city. He maligns her because she is 
opposed to him in political faith and political majorities. Sir, in answer 
to his statement that the Democratic vote of New York City is located 
amidst vice, intemperance, and crime, I here assert that the very 
Gibraltar of the Republican party, and the only locality where it has 
increased its majority for years past, is the eighth assembly district, 
where one Johnny O’ Brien once reigned as a Republican leader of the 
worst elements of human society that ever surrounded and polluted 
the ballot-box. In the face of such a well known fact as this do you 
expect us to sit here with our mouths closed and listen in silence to 
a calumny of the kind which has been published here? 

I repeat that the eighth assembly district is one of the strongest Re- 
publican precincts in the city of New York; a place where political 
immorality and every other kind of immorality, vice, and crime have 
been and still are so rife that a man’s life is not safe after sundown 
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in that black and benighted region of the city. How much more au- 
dacity of the kind exhibited by the Senator from New York are we to 
see displayed from time to time here? 

Mr. President, that Senator owes an apology to the great municipal- 
ityon Manhattan Island. He owes 
olis of commerce, intelligence, and enterprise embraced between the 
two great rivers, and girded by the ocean. 

I have heard this stigma attempted to be cast upon New York here- 
tofore by others, but it ill becomes one of her own sons to come here 
with the facts all against him, and again retail the old-time slander. 
[ repeat the worst place, politically and morally, in the city of New 
York is where the Republican party has one of itschief strongholds, and 
where it alone in 1888 increased its vote. This fact was established 
when Johnny O’Brien was called to account for certain conduct by 
some of his political associates. His answer was that he increased the 
Republican vote in his assembly district and they lost in theirs, and 
it seemed to be answer enough. 

Sut, sir, the Senator alludes to my position on the subject of the 
tariff now and heretofore. It is well known that I earnestly desired to 
be conservative upon this great question. I earnestly desired and be- 
lieved that it was in our power at one time to stand where Jackson, 
Robert J. Walker, and James K. Polk had stood; but the high-handed 
oppressions of the Republican party have rendered such conservatism 
impossible. In dealing with flagrant robbers and highwaymen, who 
have cast aside the mask and clutched at the throats of all the indus- 
tries of the country, a conservative policy has to be abandoned and a 
far different course has to be pursued. 

The light in which the Republican party is viewed by a majority of 


an apology to that mighty metrop- | 
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terrible proportions. The majority has been increased by the unseat- 





‘ 
ing of members until there is no | 1 or hinderance in the rapid mo- 
tion of legisiative machinery; and yet it was not un some time in 
May that the bill passed that body, and ws » now blamed for the de- 
lay! When it came before that body, after being delayed as long as 
it was by an insolent and arrogant Repu an m t nceutrated 

| in one man presiding, but thirteen days were allo tor debate 

Pile up millions on the American peop e, i ise the extortions, 
hurry it on when you once get at it as th 1 it were a small matter. 
What is $15,000,000 of taxation on the woolen wear of the laboring 
men, women, and children of the United Stat teen days for 
debate! Ten million dollars a vear also on t I l the tin-plates 
of the poor, tin buckets and saucepans! 

But it has been said that the other House is not a deliberatis dy. 
The bill eame here. I challenge history, I challenge this Senate, l 
challenge every Senator for the fairness and candor of my statement 
when I say that not one moment has it been delayed by this side of the 


| ily concurred. 


Chamber, not one moment in committee or any place else 
rhe Senator from New York alluded toa circumstance which took 


place in the committee. It was 1 myself who was more responsible 


than anybody tor letting the majority of that com ttee frame their 
bill without interruption and without consumption of time by the mi- 
nority. In that action the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] 
near me and my other Democratic colleagues on the committee heart- 


We occasioned no delay 
fixed your bill and brought it in here 


and well you know 


We have « 


it. You 
used you no delay 


| here, and I think I might say that if the Senator irom Rhode Island 


the labor of this country is the light in which Alexander the Great ap- | 
peared to the robber who was arrested and brought before him wt be | 


put to death. 


world. The individual robber taken in the act of crime was brought 


into the presence of the mighty Macedonian, who upbraided him for | 


his crime. The robber retorted to his face that Alexander was a far 
greater thief and robber than himself. 
of the age, and not I,’’ he exclaimed. * * * 

And so the criminal now before our laws, the house-breaker, the 
horse-thief, can well say to the Republican policy of high protection, 
if not to the party, that it is the mightest robber of all laboring peo- 
ple to-day beneath the sun. 

Why, sir, the idea that at this day and age of the world, in this en- 
lightened period, a party has the audacity to levy $15,000,000 a year 
additional taxes on the woolen wear of men, women, and children is 


enough to stir the blood of the wisest and the coolest in all the land! | 


A little while ago I was looking through the history of the stamp- 
tax of the American Revolution. How much do you suppose was at- 
tempted to be laid upon onr forefathers which caused them to draw 
the sword of rebellion? One hundred thousand pounds was in George 
Grenville’s stamp-tax law in 1765. Three hundred thousand pounds 
was said to be required to maintain twenty regiments, composed of about 
ten thousand men, in the colonies, and British statesmen thought it 
not unreasonable that the colonies themselves should pay one-third of 


‘*Thou art the great robber | 


He was in his great campaigns for the conquest of the | 


that amount, a half million of money, not as much as goes every three | 


hours under your high protective tariff laws into private pockets, and 
yetour forefathers resisted, and resisted with results which illuminated 
the world, and taught a lesson of freedom which, despite the tirades ot 
such as the Senator from New York, will never die. 

I repeat, Mr. President, that gladly would I have avoided so dan- 
gerous an issue as there is upon this question, but it has been forced, 
step by step, until Senators on the other side of the Chamber, coerced 
by the tariff plunderers behind them, are compelled to extort from 
the industry of the country an enormous increase of already enormous 
burdens. That being the issue forced upon the country and forced 
upon this side of the Chamber, make no mistake, it will be met. Step 
by step, as it comes, it will be met. 

The Senator from New York vauntingly says, ‘‘We have met you 
and you are ours.’’ ‘‘ Let not him that girdeth on his harness boast 
himself as he that putteth it off.”’ 
high, so certain there is but one result to this kind of warfare. There 
was a period in the contest over the corn laws of England when a man 
was scoffed and hooted who appealed to the country against them. Sir 
Robert Peel himself spent half his life in support of the corn laws, but 
spent the other and the better half in straggling for their repeal, con- 
fessing that he had been in error, and asking that it might be put upon 
his tombstone that he had lightened the burdens of the people, that he 
had cheapened their bread. What matters it how a man stood yes- 
terday or the day before, if he stands right to-day upon the eternal, 
living issue? 

The Senator from New York arraigns this side of the Chamber for 
the delay which has taken place in this legislation. He says the busi- 
ness interests of the country are suffering, and that the foreign manu- 
facturers have been making money because of thedelay. Sir, who has 
oceasioned thisdelay? Where has itcome from? Who has the power 
to delay or to hasten? Who has the power to halt or to expedite? 


Since last December power in the other branch of Congress has assumed | the representatives of those States should sit idly by and accept wi 
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As certain as there is justice on | 


it i 
[Mr. ALDRICH] had pursued the usual course vatient fair-d 
with gentlemen who make inguiries on this side of the Chamber, in- 
stead of replying by taunt, and jeer, and insult, this scene this after 
noon would not have taken place. I am glad it has taken place, how- 
ever. Iam glad the Senator from Maryland—and I congratulate him 
for it—has succeeded in breaking your spell of silence, so that we shall 
meet like men and confront each other. 
This is one of the greatest economic questions in the world, and ac- 
cording to our vision on this side of the Chamber 
economic abuses in the history of mankind. 


one of the greatest 
Che stamp-tax of the Rev- 
olution was trifling compared to the enormous outrage of this legisla- 
tion. The ship-tax of England, that impelled the revolution of 1640 
and cost a king his head, wasa trifle incomparison. Even the mighty 
and gigantic causes that precipitated the Fren t 


parallel here, 


h Revolution have their 


osed that a measure of this kind 


and it must not be su 


t 
I 








can be treated lightly, and that grave and earnest inquiries made in 
candor and good faith are to be put off as the gentleman to whom the 

| charge of this bill is intrusted has attempted to put off Senators on this 
side of the Chamber. 

There is much more that I might say, and, as the sen from South 
Carolina |Mr. BUTLER] well suggests, perhaps I sl say before I get 
through: not at this time, however. 

But one suggestion further Che Senator from New York had the 
temerity to speak of intemperance as a favor vice of the Democratic 
party, when in point of fact, after t f 8 ind molasses, 
the only other schedule w 1 has been to i tend which has 
had the blessing of a red yn of taxes h hus d tl) kind]; 
smile and favor of the Senator from New York and his party cont 3 

schedule on brandies and whiskies 1 char yn nd a long 
list of delicate and fancy drinks which I might dwe ipon. On these 
the taxes are reduced by the Republican major f the I nce Com- 
mittee of the Senate of the United States more than a quarter of a 
million dollars, while taxation is increased on tin cups, on nnel 
shirts, so enormously that I can not comput G. Lhe world will idge 
between us. 

I have no disposition whatever to consume the t of the Senate, 
and no disposition to wound feelings or cause } r s ut 
I have still less disposition to see this great cause t iced and de 
famed in the manner attempted by the Senator trom New York 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss the bill 
under consideration, but I feel that i uld be injustice to a number 
of Senators upon this floor to let the occasion pass without calling at 


tention toone of the positions assumed by the Senator from New York 


| [Mr. Hiscock }. 


He in effect congratulated himself upon being one of the representa- 
tives of the great, wealthy, and proud Stateof New York We can 
all unite with him in congratulating the whole country on t fia 
a commonwealth like that, with its five millions é : at 
prosperty, its great wealth, its great commerce, its great progress in 
civilization. Wecan all feel proud along with that Senator ot the con- 
dition of that great State, that great commonwealth. If the Senator 
had limited himself to a reference to t Dp i position of the State 
which he represents, instead of leavi he bitter sting behind his re- 
marks, we could have enjoyed them it he took occasion this even 


ing, as he has at former times, to reter 
tion of other States in the Union 


to the lower grade of civiliza- 
to their want of civilization, to their 
want of progress, to their want of prosperity. It is not fitting that 


i 
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out protest such references as were made by the Senator from New 
Yor 

ie it, as I understand the theory of this Government, each 

tunds here the representative of an equal State in point of 

vere ty and authority; each Senator stands here entitled to the re- 

pect ol the representatives ot! all the other States as the representative 

‘ ereignty in this body; and it is not fitting, any more than it 

i be in a council of ministers plenipotentiary, that insulting ref- 

ere shoul i be mace to the weakness or to the want Ol civilization 


of other countries there represented 

Mir. President, the fates have placed some of the States of this Union, 
without their fault and without the fault of this generation, in a pecul- 
When the ancestors of that Senator helped to bring a 
race of barbarians to this country, the present generation and its im- 
mediate predecessors were not responsible for their action. When they 
chose in the advancement of their policy to dispose of their part of 
that barbarous race, they ought not after having got the price of those 
barbarous people to aid them in building up their commerce, their 
manuiactures, their wealth, to upbraid and reproach the people to 
whom they sent that barbarous race, 

The fortunes of war, too, have placed a pertion of the country in a 
less happy condition than the great State of New York, lett it with 
many thousands of its wisest and bravest and best men to sleep on the 
battle-fields the sleep that knows no waking, lett vast regionsof coun- 
try, many States, denuded of property and almost desolate, followed by 
a period of hostile legislation known as reconstruction, during which 
the merciless robberies and outrages were worse than a condition of 
war, 

From that condition, when it had been carried to such an extent 
that Northern opinion would no longer stand it in 1574 the peopie of 
the Northern States called a halt upon it and demanded such govern- 
ment for that part of the country as befits a civilized people. Some 
Senator says that is what they demand now. I suppose the Senator 
means that he is to secure that by force bills and-the use of the mili- 
tary in elections, but I have no disposition to take that subject up 
now. 

Mr. President, with all the desolations upon that region society has 
been reorganized, industries have been reorganized, prosperity has in 
a large measure been restored, and the people are doing the best they 
can to build up their broken fortunes, to restore the prosperity of their 
several States, to promote education, religion, morality, temperance, 
virtue. and prosperity. I venture to say thatno people under the sunin 
the world’s whole history, under like circumstances, have done more to 
restore civilization and prosperity than the people of the States referred 
to by the Senator from New York with such terms of contempt and 
disrespect 

Mr. President, the Senator forgets that the great wealth of New 
York, the great commerce of New York, the great prosperity of New 
York resuits from its accidental location, from its being the commer- 
cial metropolis of this great kepublic, where its foreign commerce is 
mainly concentrated, where the aggregations of corporate capital are 
concentrated, where the wealth of the country from every part of the 
Union is concentrated. The very States to which the Senator referred 
with terms of contempt are contributing annually their hundreds ot 
millions of dollars to the commerce of the great city and State which 
he represents. 

Instead of a feeling of fraternity and good-will and respect for the 
people and the States that have done so much to build up the com- 
merce of his State and its great city, he comes here to upbraid us with 
our poverty, to upbraid us with our want of civilization; and cruel, 
unjust, uncharitable language has been employed to describe the want 
of civilization among his fellow-citizens who are doing all they can for 
their own welfare and doing much to build up the prosperity and growth 
of his great State. 

Mr. President, I think I might say that such reproaches to sister 
States would not have come from the great men who preceded that 
Senator in this Hall and elsewhere, and who illustrated the character 
of that great State and of the American Republic for patriotism, for 
fraternity of feeling, and for good-will. 

I only desired to avail myself of the occasion to protest as earnestly 
as I know how to protest against the unjust, illiberal, and unchari- 
table reference made by the Senator from New York to a part of the 
States of this Union. 


laT SiLOaT 


LOUISIANA STATE LOTTERY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

The recent attempt to secure a charter from the State of North Dakota for a 
lottery company, the pending effort to obtain from the State of Louisiana a re- 
newal of the charter of the Louisiana State Lottery, and the establishment of 
one or more lottery companies at Mexican towns near our border, have served 
the good purpose of calling public attention to an evil of vast proportions. If 
the baneful effects of the lotteries were confined to the States that give the com- 
panies corporate powers and a license to conduct the business, the citizens of 
other States, being powerless to apply legal remedies, might clear themselves 
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of responsibility by the use of such moral agencies as were within their reach, 
But the case is not so. The people of ali the States are debauched and de- 
frauded. The vast sums of money offered to the States for charters are drawn 
from the people of the United States, and the General Government through its 
mail system is made the effective and profitable medium otf intercourse betwe« 
the lottery company and its victims. The use of the mails is quite as essent 
to the companies as the State license. It would be practically impossible fi 
these companies to exist if the public mails were once effectively closed against 
ttances. The use of the mails by these com 
panies isa prostitution of an agency only intended to serve the purposes of 
legitimate trade and a decent social intercourse. 

itis not necessary, | am sure, for me to attempt to portray the robbery of th« 
poor and the widespread corruption of public and private morals which ar 
the necessary incidents of these lottery schemes. 

fhe national Capital has become a subheadquarters of the Louisiana Lottery 
Company, and its numerous agents and attorneys are conducting here a busi 
ness involving probably a larger use of the mails than that of any legitimat 
business enterprise in the District of Columbia. There seems to be good reason 








| bills being in conterence. 


to believe that the corrupting touch of these agents has been felt by the clerks 
in the postal service and by some of the police officers of the D strict. 

Severe and effective legislation should be promptly enacted to enable the 
Post-Office Department to purge the mails of all letters, newspapers, and circu 
lars relating to the business, 

The letter of the Postmaster-General, which I transmit herewith, points out 
the inadequacy of the existing statutes, and suggests legislation that would b 
effective 

it may also be necessary to so regulate the carrying of letters by the express 
companies as to prevent the use of those agencies to maintain communication 
between the lottery companies and their agents or customers in other States. 

It does not seem possible that there can be any division of sentiment as to the 
propriety of closing the mails against these companies, and I thérefore venture 
to express the hope that such proper powers as are necessary to that end will 
be at once given to the Post-Offlice Department. 

BENJ. HARRISON. 

EXEcUTIVE Manston, July 29, 1890. 


EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the joint resolution 
H. Res. 203) to continue the provisions of a joint resolution ap- 
proved June 30, 1890, entitled ‘‘A\ joint resolution to provide tem- 
porarily for the expenditures of the Government;’? which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. As that is a necessary resolution, I ask unanimous 
consent that it may be considered now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
none, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the joint resolution be read at length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The joint resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the provisions of a joint resolution entitled 
“ A joint resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment," approved June 30, 1890, be, and the same are hereby, extended and con- 
tinued in full force and effect to and including the Mth day of August, 1890, 

Mr. GORMAN, I think the Senator from Iowa ought to make a 
statement in regard to thismatter, showing the necessity for this meas- 
ure. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


The Chair hears 


I will say to the Senate that the sundry civil bill, 


| the Indian bill, and the District of Columbia bill—three general appro- 


priation bilis—are still pending between the two Houses, the sundry 

civil bill being now underconsideration in the House and the other two 

It is not probable that these bills will finally 
pass before the Ist day of August. If they do not pass by that time 
it will be necessary that this resolution should continue the operations 
of the Government under existing appropriations. 

Mr. GORMAN. It has been the custom for many years when ther: 
has been a failure to pass the regular appropriation bills in time to 
pass a resolution extending the previous appropriations for about ten 
days atatime. ‘Ten days has been the usual custom. Now, without 
the slighest objection on the part of those of us on this side of the 
Chamber, we agreed unanimously to a resolution extending the appro 
priations thirty days after the close of the last fiscal year. The delay 
in passing these bills we felt that we were in no way responsible for. 
On the contrary, I am quite confident the Senator from Iowa will give 
us full credit always for aiding him in speeding bis bills and having 
them passed at the earliest moment. 

True they have been considered finally in the Senate and passed. | 
suggest to him that as there is no responsibility whatever on this body 
for the delays that have occurred, and in view of the fact that by unan- 
imous consent we permitted the extension for thirty days, an unheard 
ot thing before, whether it would not be wise to amend this resolution 
extending the time to ten days, for I fear that unless we fix an earlie! 
day the whole fourteen, fifteen, or sixteen days, whatever may be th: 
number, will be consumed again as the past thirty days have been. 

There have been radical changes in the provisions of those various 
acts by the Senate. All the bills the Senator refers to are not in con 
ference; some of them are, the fortification bill and one or two minor 
bills; but the great sundry civil bill, which provides for all the affairs 
of the Government, makes radical changes in existing law in some re 
ports, and the interests of the Government require, in my judgment, 
that all these bills should be passed speedily. I suggest to the Senato: 

| from lowa whether it would not be better to go back to the old rule 
| that obtained when one House was of one political party and the othe: 
| of the other, to make an extension for ten days, and by that method 
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4 see if we can not assist in having this great bill e1 ucted into a lav I I 
think that is fair. I think it is the usual rule, and I suggest to the | Idon 3 
Senator why not make the amendment. s 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the joint resolution aga . STEWART \ ‘ 
read. Mr. ALLISON " 
é The VICE-PRESIDENT rhe joint resolution will be again read. 
Ti { ef ( rk a t he joint resolutio t ‘ vern 
: M COUN ELI Sb 1 ilK OAaSK It chairma of the ( Wi h t t 
2 mittee on Ay s ir this joint resolu should be passe il 
and ( th r sth 10th of August we shou ss the | t r 
; pro} n bills, torexample the sundry « l ll, a t sl ld ‘ i ! t 
: come a law. would not that law take effect imm«e ut itat . 
é Mr. ALLISON. The law would take effect immediately upon thi Mr. PLUMI I é 
signing of the bill by the President. Mr. ALLISON. It has t 
Mr. COCKRELL. So that ifthe bills are passed, the extension wil rom Kansas states. who } of t 
only operate up to the date of the passage when the particula ro- Mr. COCK RI t n 
priation bill becomes a law? ferees 
Mr. GORMAN. I understand that, but the Senator from Missouri Mr. ALLISON The conf t 
vill observe that, as I say, the universal rule has been heretofore toex- | for the District of Co i ; oO 
: tend the appropriations for ten daysatatime. Now, toexpediteaflairs | without this resolution of tu ! t 
a and to induce other bodies to move faster, why not adhere to the old | under existing law. 
i rule? Mr. DAWES. I wa ) ittent t y f 
i Mr. COCKRELL. I admit there is a great deal of force in what the | joint resolution. It extends all t scoiion ‘ sei 
; Senator from Maryland says, but this is the first time in the history of | passed a month ag I » not iow exactly the y \ ary tha 
‘ the United States and of the Congress of the United States that there | joint resolution, but ice it was passed the | ) ation 
5 has been only one deliberative body, and therefore exceptions will nec- | bill has become a law. Now, since that bill has be } 
; essarily occur. comes a joint resolution cart t ia } ( 
; As I understand, the District of Columbia appropriation bill is now | for the legislative ecut ind and t 1 
in conference. It has been agreed upon, I believe, in conference, and | in my mind, without rea l t t it 
, the conference report is pending before another body. ‘The fortilica- | have upon the appropriation act | t 
s tion bill, I believe, is in actual conference, and not agreed upon; and | been brought to my attention, and I will read : yp 
5 the sundry civil bill is now pending in another body with the amend- | that there is nothing in the poin I 
‘a ments of the Senate not there acted upon as yet. The Indian appro- | read the joint resolution of June 30 
q priation bill has been passed by the Senate, and in another body has Phat oli anoron Cie: thik mncnmaies eid ie all Chi Os 
been referred to the Committee on Indian Affaits, but our amendments | of the District of Columbia under existing laws 8 
‘a to it have not yet been considered by the other branch. ated to gt memo oe aie die ee 
The river and harbor bill is in the Senate; and the general deficiency | ee as ipa esmas 
bill, the large bill which must provide for deficiencies of from six to ten Flere 18 something v late { whieh il 
million dollars, has not even been considered by the House of Repre ess the ur ations | ed f 
sentatives. ah ae 
In view of the changed condition which has occurred elsewhere, and } 
the fact that these laws will take effect and operate as a supersedeas or | ,, a « aa 
repeal of the joint resolution from the date of their being signed, t “io oe 
day they become laws, | trust there will be no serious opposition made | ~ ,, : x : ‘TAN ' ‘ 
by my friend from Maryland to the further consideration of this meas- The VICE-PRESIDENT 
— , is Phe ¢ of Clerk read t 
Mr. ALLISON, I think it is better for us to assent to the provisi a VICE-PRESIDE. ‘ 
of the House extending these bills fifteen days. Itmay be andI hope!) ,: 9) 1... ... a <¢ 
it will be that the sundry civil bill, which is the most important, will | ~ : CES ee eee ee 
be passed by the 5th or 10th of August. If so, of course this resolu eee ane ee 
tion will be inoperative as to it after that date. ee eee eres "4 
I agree with the Senator from Maryland in his statement that it is 
no fau)t of the Senate that these billsare thus postponed. The Indian t 3 in ¢ 
bill, which is one of the important appropriation bills and necessary to | t | 3 
: carry on the Government, did not reach the Senate until the 19th day | « s, and for othe 
of June, within eleven days of the expiration of the fiscal year. Mr. SPOONER t t , to 
The sundry civil bill, carrying as it does a great many of the depart- M RHE! in tl i ‘ 
ad ments of the Government and some of the most important serv i lule « iors g 
4 the Government, such as the Light-House service, the revenue-marin: e great pris that S I mitte 
: service, the lighting and heating of public buildings, services which | | ince, and ! 3 
an not be postponed or delayed, did not reach this body until the 17th | as to the facts. 
day of June. rhe Senator f In , é } 
a Mr. COCKRELL. It only passed the other House on that day. publican members ¢ ) t i vil t 
q Mr. ALLISON. It passed the House on the 17th day of June. It | uy the du 1 high-priced v . 
reached this body that day or the next. It is a long bill, and it had | mouth, and other expensive ] I 
to be printed, so that the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate | a very surprising statement t ul 
could not receive that bill until the 21st day of June, thus leaving but | of the bill how far there has b ! ) 
nine days of the fiseal year to consider the most important appropria- | bers of the committee a reduction in the d i 
tion bili which is submitted to the Senate for its consideration. to by the Senator from Indiar 
Mr. MORGAN. What shape was it in? Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that t r 
Mr. ALLISON. it was a long bill and ina shape, of course, re- | ever upon any of the articles named \ 
3 quiring amendment, as we believed, in our judgment The Committee | The only reduction made the he helo ‘ 
on Appropriations took up that bill and reported it to this body on the | the other House, not below the pres ‘ ; 
9th day of July. It was taken up here on the 16th and passed, as Mr. SPOONER. Iam sp roft voat 
Senators know, with as much rapidity as it was possible to pass a bill | Committee 
j of that magnitude and character. Mr. ALDRICH. Iam speaking of the a ft ite con 
That bill was under consideration elsewhere one hundredand ninety- | mittes Che duty upon g g yla-wa 
one days of the session of the Senate; it was under consideration in the | and other similar waters is red yzen to 10 cent 
Senate in committee and in this body thirty-three days of the session | a dozen when cont ry than t th L | 
of the Senate; and if it is necessary to pass these resolutions extending | from 26 cents a d 1 to when containing 1 t 
the appropriations in order to carry on the Government, it is no fault | a pint. 
of the Senate or of its Committee on Appropriations. I desire to em- Mr. DAWES. How it t brandy That seems to 
phasize this statement in order that it may be understood everywhere, | grievance of the S I 
that if we have to pass a resolution for the purpose of carrying on Mr. ALDRICH é re whatever on b y mad y 
the Government it is not the fault of the Senate in the consideration | the Senate committee {1 House bill or fro cist 
of these bills; because, by a custom as old as the Government itself,| Mr. SPOONER. Or cha igne ? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Orchampagne. They both remain identically the 
same as in the « ting law and in the House bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is there any increase in the rates on those articles ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, There is an increase upon prune wine and other 
wines of similar character which are now imported, I believe fraudu- 
lently, at 20 per cent. ad valorem, They are made dutiable by the 
bill the same as still wines, as they should be. We have increased 
the duties upon still wines in pints from $1.60 to $1.65 a dozen. 

Mr. CARLISLE. As I understand it, that applies to the bottles, or 


rather it is to impose duties upon the bottles in which the liquor is | 


contained, not upon the contents of the bottles? 

Mr. ALDRICH, The other House inserted a provision, I think by 
mistake, levying an additional duty upon pint bottles containing still 
wines, That is not in the present law, and I do not think it was the 
intention of the other House to do it, because they had already pro- 
vided for an additional duty upon pints of still wines; and in the opin- 
ion of the majority of the committee they thought it would be equal- 
ized by taking off the additional duty which was imposed in the other 
House upon the bottles. 


I will state that the Treasury expert who made up these tables er- 


roneously put into the present law an amount of $240,000 there as 


though it was assessed by the law now in existence. It is a typo- | 


graphic mistake, or a mistake of the expert who made up the table. 

Mr. CARLISLE, If the Senator will allow me, I find-in the bill as 
it passed the House of Representatives and was sent to the Senate there 
was a decrease in the duties of the schedule of spirits, wines, and other 
beverages of $242,537.66. The Finance Committee of the Senate has 
made some amendments, so that the reduction now in that schedule, 
if the amendments be agreed to, will be $217,158.80. I understood the 
Senator from Indiana to say that the only schedule, after the sugar 
schedule, in which reductions had been made by the recommendation 
of the Committee on Finance was this schedule ot spirits, wines, and 
liquors, and that statement, I think, is strictly accurate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That apparent reduction is made, as I say, by an 
error which appears upon page 70 of the printed statement, by insert- 
ing $242,000 as though it were assessed by the present law, which is 
not the fact. TheSevatorfrom Kentucky, as well as the Senator from 
Indiana, understands how these statements are prepared. They are 
prepared by experts in the Treasury Department, and by some inad- 
vertence or error that amount is substituted. It was placed errone- 
ously in that column. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I desire to understand the Senator. Do I under- 
stand the Senator to say now that in fact there is no decrease in the 
duties in this schedule? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say, on the contrary, there is an increase over 
the present law. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have taken the tables as submitted by the com- 
mittee, but I will look into the matter further. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Unless there has been juggling with figures—and 
it seems whenever we run up to a trouble there has been some mistake 
made by somebod y—unless the explanation exists in that, I repeat what 
I said in my place here on the floor of the Senate. 

I called the attention of Senators and the country to the astounding 
fact that of the fourteen schedules of dutiable articles which the bill 
contains, the only reductions made are in the schedule relating to sugar 


and molasses, which in the light of the proposed bounty tosugar-planters | 


is no reduction at all, and inthe schedule relating to spirits, wines, and 
other beverages, where no reduction ought to take place. I repeat that 


if the figures which were put in these schedules are correct, I risk my | 


reputation on the correctness of that statement. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I said they are not correct, and I called attention 


to the error which had been made. 
Mr. DAWES. Had the Senator the text before him ? 
Mr, VOORHEES. I had the text and the figures. 

Mr. DAWES. Which prevails, the text or the figures ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I state it correctly. There is a reduction here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will read the present law for the benefit of the 
Senator from Indiana if he is not satisfied now as to my statement 
about it. Schedule H, liquors, of the present law, contains the follow- 
ing paragraph: 

Still wines, in casks, 50 cents per gallon; in bottles, $1.60 per case of one dozen 
botiles containing each not more than one quart and more than one pint, or 
twenty-four bottles containing each not more than one pint; and any excess be- 
vond these quantities found in such bottles shall be subject to a duty of 5 cents 
per pint or fractional part thereof; but no separate or additional duty shall be 
collected on the bottles. 

That is the present law. I repeat that the expert who prepared 
these tables made an error in putting $242,000 as collected under the 
present Jaw on bottles in the colamn Of duties, on page 70 of the state- 
ment which the Senator has before him. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator whether the 
expert made any mistake in the text of the bill or not ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not the slighest. 

Mr. DAWES. Or in the text of the existing law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not the slightest. 

Mr. VANCE. Did he make any mistake in the recapitulation which 
is given in the schedule ? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Ofcourse he did. The sum of $242,000 is carried 
| and put in the footing of the schedule. 

Mr. VANCE. The whole thing, then, is wrong, and is not deserv- 
ing of our confidence. ? 

Mr. HISCOCK, If the Senators had taken the trouble to run down 
the two columns by tables they would have seen that the duties were 
the same. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Now, I will take the trouble right here to do that 
in the face of the Senate. 

Importations for fiscal year 1889, 2 

The duties of 1889, that is, last year, on these goods that we are 
speaking of are put down at $3,104,770.39. The duties estimated 
under the proposed bill are $7,887,611.59. Now, you can make your 
own figures and show two or three hundred thousand dollars of reduc- 
tion there. 

Mr. VANCE. Read the rate of duty, the equivalent ad valorem. 
It is 77.33 and 75.26 per cent., a reduction of over 2 per cent. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Exactly; there it is. 

Mr. VANCE. All of which is charged upon the poor printers. 

Mr. VOORHEES. A committee on revision of errors, I think, would 
| be a good thing, the way this debate is turning out. 
| Mr. ALDRICH. I have already read the existing law in regard to 
| the duty upon still wines in bottles. I now ask permission to read 


cS 


| the provision of the bill as the committee recommend it, that Senators 
may see exactly what the situation is. 

| Still wines, including ginger wine or ginger cordial and vermouth, in casks, 5} 
cents per gallon; in bottles orjugs, per case of one dozen bottles or jugs, con- 
taining each not more than one quart and more than one pint, or twenty-four 
bottles or jugs containing each not more than one pint, $1.65 per case— 


| 
The present law is $1.60— 
but no separate additional duty shall be assessed on the bottles or jugs. 
| That is the Senate committee provision, and the existing law provides 
| exactly the same thing except that the existing law assesses a duty of 
$1.60 a dozen, and the Senate committee provision assesses $1.65 a 
dozen, being an increase of 5 cents per dozen in the committee’s pro- 
vision. 
| Mr. VOORHEES. It is put down in a foot-note to paragraph 321 as 
‘Intended as a protection to domestic bottlers.’ It is not a protection 
to wine at all. 
Mr. PLUMB. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, which I 
move lie on the table and be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 
| The motion was agreed to; and the Senate procteded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minute’ spent in executive 
| Session the doors were reopened, and (at 60’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Wednesday, July 30, 1890, at 11 o’clock a. m. 
| 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 29th day of July, 1890. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Seventh Regiment of Cavalry. 

First Lieut. Charles A. Varnum, to be captain, Jaly 22, 1890, vice Me- 
| Dougall, retired from active service. 
| Second Lieut. James D. Mann, to be first lieutenant, July 22, 1890, 
| vice Varnum, promoted. 
UNITED STATES CONSULS. 
| John S. Bradford, of Philadelphia, Pa., to be consul of the United 
| States at Antigua, West Indies, vice Chester E. Jackson, recalled. 

William G. Riley, of Virginia, to be consul of the United States at 
| Puerto Cabello, vice Charles De Blanc, recalled. 

UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

Emory F. Strong, of Connecticut, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Connecticut, vice Nathan D. Bates, whose term will 
expire August 2, 1890. 

Adams T. Pierce, of New Hampshire, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of New Hampshire, vice Fred A. Barker, to be 
removed. 


JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 

Mathias V. Buckey, of District of Columbia, to be a justice of the 
peace in and for the District of Columbia (to be assigned to the city of 
Georgetown); his term expires July 26, 1890. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, 
| George A. Curran, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
| trict of Passamaquoddy, in the State of Maine, in the place of Samuel 
| D. Leavitt, to be removed. 
| George W. Currier, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
| trict of York, in the State of Maine, to succeed Joel Wilson, whose 
| term of office expired by limitation July 11, 1890. 

Parker C. Wiggin, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Kennebunk, in the State of Maine, in place of John Consens, 
to be removed. 
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Charles O. Churchill, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for | mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Uni 
the district of Plymouth, in the State of Massachusetts, to succeed | consideration of the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 10 
Philander Cobb, whose term of office will expire by limitation July | appropriations for sundry civil expenses 


30, 1890. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Burns T. Walling, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 5th of March, 1890, to fill a vacancy in that grade. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn by the President July 29, 1890. 


Robert C. Myers, to be special examiner of drugs, medicines, and 
chemicals in the district of San Francisco, in the State of California, 
he having declined the appointment. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 29, 1890. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE SERVICE, 
Second Lieut. John Morissey, of Massachusetts, to be first lieutenant 
in the revenue service of the United States. 


Third Lieut. James H. Brown, of the District of Columbia, to be 

second lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

George W. Currier, to be collector of customs for the district of York, 
Me. 

Parker C. Wiggin, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Kennebunk, Me. , 

George A. Curran, to be collector of customs for the district of Pas- 
samaquoddy, Maine. 

POSTMASTERS. 


James Earl Ogle, to be postmaster at Johnstown, in the county of 
Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. 

Jonas M. Preston, to be postmaster at Delhi, in the county of Dela- 
ware and State of New York. 

Horace S. Beebe, to be postmaster at Canisteo, in the county of 
Steuben and State of New York. 

Miss Cassie W. Hull, to be postmaster at Bath, in the county of 
Steuben and State of New York. 

Eugene W. Godfrey, to be postmaster at Fort Payne, in the county of 
De Kalb and State of Alabama. 

Edward Gardner, to be postmaster at Bayonne, in the county of Hud- 
son and State of New Jersey. 

Edward B. Smith, to be postmaster at White Hall, in the county of 
Greene and State of Illinois. 

Finley Johnston, to be postmaster at Uhrichsville, in the county of 
Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. 


Amos Roberts, to be postmaster at Addison, in the county of Steu- 
ben and State of New York. 


John 8. Orndorff, to be postmaster at Virginia City, in the county 
of Storey and Stateof Nevada. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, July 29, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CONTINUATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to report from the Committee 


on Appropriations the following joint resolution, and I move its pas- 
e. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 203) to continue the provisions of a joint resolution ap- 
proved June 30, 1890, entitled ‘‘ A joint resolution to provide temporarily for 
the expenditures of the Government.” 


_ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That the provisions of a 
joint resolution entitled “‘A joint resolution to provide temporarily for the ex- 
nditures of the Government,” approved June 30, 159), be, and the same are 


ereby, extended and continued in full force and effect to and including the Mth 
day of August, 1890. 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


The joint resolution was read a first and second time, ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time, and being engrossed, was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the motion by which the resolu- 


tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. CANNON. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 


] 


| 


on for the further 
it e 1 ‘ 


year ending June 30, 1891, and ior other purposes, 
PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF SILVER LEGISLATION. 
Mr. OATES. I ask the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. CANNON | to 


withhold his motion for a minute. 


I desire to offer a privi 
lution. 


I will say that I only wish to have it read, 
it be referred. 
Mr. CANNON, 
to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas in the National Economist of July 26, 1899, a newspaper publication 
known as “the official organ of the National Farmers’ Allian: 


eve d reso- 


and to move that 


I will withhold my motion to allow the resolution 


e and Industrial 
and which has a wide circulation, the following editorial appears on 
page 305, to wit: “The bondowners are now happy; they have won the fight 
ind the bonds they now hold are payable, principal, interest, and preratum, in 
gold only. It would be interesting to know just how many mill 
force this bill through Congress 


Union,” 


ons it took to 
Men in these days of corruption and trickery 


do not change their avowed beliefs and betray their constituencies withouta 
consideration, It will now be in order to placate those whom they have so 
wickedly betrayed; ’’ and 


W bereas the said editorial charges that a measure has been passed through 
Congress by bribery and the corruption of its members, the integrity of this 
House and the rights of the people alike demand that the truth or falsehood of 
the charge shall be known and dealt with as it deserves: Therefore, 

Resolved, That a committee, composed of seven members of this House, be 
appointed to investigate the said charge, and that said committee shall have 
power to send for persons and papers, administer oaths, may employ a elerk 
and stenographer if necessary, may sit during the sessionsof the Hous 


f e, and re- 
port to the House by resolution or otherwise. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. OATES. 
tee on Rules. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not know, Mr. Speaker, that I could yield to 
that at this time. It is not every allegation in every paper that is to 
command the attention of the House, :nless some member makes him- 
self responsible for it; and it seems to me that for the present at least 
I had better insist on my motion that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of further con- 
sidering the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 10884) making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 

Mr. OATES. What disposition does 
tion I offered? 

The SPEAKER. I suppose the resolution will have to be returned 
to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. OATES. I understood the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
NON] to allow me to offer it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can refer it under the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let it go to the committee. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. CANNON; and the 
Speaker announced that the ‘‘ayes ’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. BYNUM. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 40. 

Mr. BYNUM. Itis evident thac there is no quorum present. I 
think we ought to have a call of the House. I make the point of or- 
der of no quorum present. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER began to count the members present. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. It being developed by a vote that there is no quorum present, 
I wish to know if it is in order—— 

The SPEAKER. The fact has not yet been developed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Isubmit, Mr. Speaker, that the fact has been 
developed by a vote which has been announced that there is no quo- 
rum present. The House divided and the Chair counted; and there 
were 57 ayes and 40 noes; and the point being made that there is no 
quorum present, and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNuUM] hav- 
ing saggested a call of the House, I submit it is not in order to call the 
yeas and nays upon the motion to go into Committee of the Whole H 
on the state of the Un on nntil the fact is disclosed that there is a 
present, and that it would not be in order to cal! the 
upon that motion to go into th ' 

The SPEAKER. 


I ask the reference of the resolution to the Commit- 


the Chair make of the resolu- 


ac 


yea 





Committee of the Who! 


} 


The Chair overrulesthe pointof order. Aq 


A uorum 
is not required to order the yeas and nays and it is a constitutional 
right to have them entered on the Journal on the demand of ‘‘one- 
fitth of those present.’’ Besides under the well settled practice of the 


House the ordering of the yeas and nays isa pro 
to the method by which the sense of the H 
ter of business. The yeas and nays is the 
is but a continuation of the vote on a pen 
tion is on the. demand for the yeas 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


: 
ceeding relating merely 


yuse 18 ascertained on a mat 


ial vote of the House and 


ing question. Th 





pet ques- 
: 
and Days. 
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re were—yeas 126, nays 41, not vot- 


The question was taken; and the 
ny if l 
YEAS 
A {oo} 0 oO ] 
A Crai La r, 
a1 on, Tex Law 
bi Cr < “oO 3 Lahit h 
j ' Cu ! Martin, ind 
i { ‘ t ‘ Mason 
as Don ry MeClellan 
Ie Dolliver MeCord 
j Deo MeCreary 
1} bD McDuff 
} KI Mek e 1 
j M flit 
i Morgan 
} ] Morrill, 
re j M« 
br ‘ Mi Mutenler, 
Br fair Vor ©’ Neill, Pa, 
Bi Forme Osborne, 
! iF Frank Owen, Ind. 
B I I tor Owens, Ohio 
uchanan, N. J. Gea Payne, 
i vs Gifford Payson, 
‘ dir Perkins, 
( I Hi i er, 
Ca lia Po 
He ] Quinn, 
( Ile n, lowa Kaines 
( He : Ra 
( H heed, lowa 
Cs HW ‘ s Reyburn, 
t% k Ke Rowell, 
Cc Kerr, lowa Kussell 
NAYS—4l, 
A yh ds, Lewis, 
Ba Martin, Tex, 
re ridge, Ark. Fowler McClammy, 
bu i Va ‘ hainer, McRae, 
i Goodnight, Oales, 
gs, Hayes, O' Ferrall, 
Cooper, ind Holman, ©’ Neil, Mass, 
Crai: Lane, Peel, 
Cris; Lanham, Pevington, 
Dav } Lee, Price, 
I l Lester, Va. Richardson, 
NOT VOTING—160, 
Adams, Cowles, Lansing, 
Aiderson, Dalzell, Lester, Ga, 
Alien, Misa, Dargan, Lind, 
ierson, Kans, Dari. ngton, Lodge, 
Anderson, Miss. De Haven, Magner, 
Ath on, W. Va De Lano, Maish, 
Bankhead, Dickerson, Mansur, 
Banks Dingley, MeAdoo, 
Barn Dunphy, Met ‘arthy, 
Beck with, Enloe, McComas, 
Belden, Evans, McCormick, 
Biyys Ewart, McKinley, 
Bianchard, Fitch, MeMillin, 
Bland, Flood, Miles, 
slount, Flower, Milliken, 
Joothman, Gest, Mills, 
jowden, Gibson, Montgomery, 


tutterworth, 
aldwell, 
ampbell, 
‘andiler, Ga, 


heatham 
ancy, 
lark, Wis 
Marke, Ala. 
Nements, 
Junie, 
Lobb, 
onnell, 
othran, 
Covert, 


I 
} 
I 
i 
; 
j 
i 
i 
l 
i 
‘4 
q 
( 
( 
Caswell, 
{ 
( 
( 
( 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
{ 
( 


Greenhalge, 
Grimes, 
Grout, 

Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Hare, 

Hatch, 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, N.C. 
Herbert, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, 
Houk, 
Kelley, 
Kerr, Pa. 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Kinsey, 
Knapp, 

La Follette, 
Laidlaw, 


So the motion was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. Morey with Mr, Bunn. 
Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 
Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. CLUNTE. 


Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. 


Moore, N. H, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morey, 
Morrow, 
Mudd, 
Niedringhaus, 
Norton, 
Nute, 

O’ Donnell, 
O’ Neall, Ind. 
Outhwaite, 
Parreti, 
Paynter, 
Perry, 
Peters, 
Phelan, 
Pierce, 
Pugsley, 
Quackenbush, 
Randall, 
Reilly, 

Rife, 
Robertson, 


Mr. KErcHAM with Mr. CAMPBELL. 
Mr. Hovuxk with Mr. PARRETT. 
Mr, GIrrorp with Mr. SKINNER. 
with Mr. REILLY. 


Mr. CALDWELI 
Mr. LopGr 


with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 


NORTON. 


Sawyer, 
Sayers, 
Seull, 
Shively, 
Simonds, 
Smith, W. Va, 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stivers, 

Stock bridge, 
Tay ior, Lil, 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 


Townsend, Colo, 


Townsend, Pa, 
Tracey, 
Vandever, 
Waddill, 
Walker, 
Watson, 
Whitthorne, 
Williams, Il, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yardley. 


Stewart, Ga. 


Stone, Ky. 
Tucker, 
Vaux, 
Venable, 

W heeler, Ala. 
Wike, 

Yoder. 


Rockwell, 
Rogers, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Sanford, 
Scranton, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Skinner, 
Smith, 01, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stewart, Tex, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 
Stump, 
Sweney, 
‘Taraney, 
Taylor, E, B, 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Turner, Ga, 
Turner, Kans, 
Turner, N.Y. 
Van Schaick, 
Wade, 
Wallace, Mass. 
Wallace, N.Y. 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Whiting, 
Wickham, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Wilson, Mo, 
Wright. 


Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW. 
Mr. PERKINS with Mr, KILGorRE. 
Mr. THOMAS M. Browne with Mr. Lester, of Georgia. 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. Sprno.La. 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. Hooker. 
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Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. Fircn. 

Mr. De LANO with Mr, DunpHuy. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. PERRY. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. WALKER with Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Biaas. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. Linp with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. BoOTHMAN with Mr. COWLES, 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. GRIMES, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr, SPRINGER. 

Mr. NuTeE with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. O’ DONNELL with Mr. Copr. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. STOCKDALE. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, 

Mr. TAY Lor, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. Bowpen with Mr. Moore, of Texas, 

Mr. Brower with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

Mr. MILES with Mr. Grpson. 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR with Mr, DICKERSON. 

Mr. Rire with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON., 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. Kerk, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr, WASHINGTON. 

Mr. CHEATHAM with Mr. CUMMINGS, 

Mr. KNAppP with Mr. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. CLEMENTs. 

On this vote: 

Mr. JosepuH D. TAYLOR with Mr. STAHLNECKER,. 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. BULLOCK. 

Mr. McCoMAs with Mr. Stump. 

Mr, CASWELL with Mr. McCartny. 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. BANKS with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

For various periods: 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. WILKINSON, for two weeks. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. RoBERTSON, for ten days. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLS, until August 1. 

Mr. HARE with Mr. HANSBROUGH, on all political questions, also 
on Conger lard bill and Butterworth option bill, until August 6. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLoweERr, until further notice. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. MAGNER, for ten days. 

Mr. EVANS with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, for one week from 
yesterday. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague [ Mr. 
ADAMS]. If he were present, I would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague [Mr. 
TARSNEY ] on all political questions. Not regarding this asa political 
question, I have voted. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. K1LGore], and on this question voted to make a quorum. 

Mr. YARDLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am paired on all political questions 
with my colleague [Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania]. I voted to make a 
quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS]. 
I voted to make a quorum, and if he were present, I do not know how 
he would vote. Ifa quorum is present, I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, Mr. Speaker, I am paired with 
my colleague [Mr. ALDERSON]. If he were present, I would vote 
** vea.’”’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate agreed to ‘the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
House to the bill (S. 1741) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Showalter. 

The message also announced tiat the Senate requested the return to 
that body of the bill (H. R. 8049) to provide for the disposal of the 
abandoned Fort Ellis military reservation in Montana under the home- 
stead law, and for other purposes. 


RETURN OF BILL TO THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the following res- 
olution from the Senate. 
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The Clerk read us follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 8049) to provide for the disposal of the 
abandoned Fort Ellis military reservation in Montana under the homestead 
law, and for other purposes 

The SPEAKEk. If there be no objection, the request of the Senate 
will be complied with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

° j 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. ' 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 

House on the state of the Union, Mr. BuURRowWs in the chair. 
‘| ’ > , ry . : . y 1 j 

TheCHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the furtaer consideration of the Senate 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 10884) making apropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1891, and for other purposes, and the Clerk will read the next amend 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That to provide accommodation for the Government Printing Office 
and the construction of the needed storage and distributing wareliouses in 
nection therewith, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Pablic Printer, and th 
Architect of the Capitol, acting as a board, be, and they are hereby, empowered 
and instructed to acquire, either by purchase or by condemnation proceedings 





as hereinafter provided, the land necessary, in their opinion, for the purposes 
aforesaid, adjoining or in the vicinity of the present site of the Government 
Printing Office; and for the purposes stated the sum of $250,000, or so mu 


thereof as shall be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


| 
Mr. Chairman—— | 


Mr. DOCKERY. 
The CHAIRMAN. The reading of the amendmentis not completed 
as yet. | 


Mr. DOCKERY. It is to be considered as one amendment, is it? | 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would suggest that the sec- 
ond and third sections be read together and considered as one amend- 
ment, because they really apply to the same subject. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the third section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec.3. That in the event it shall be necessary in order to carry out the purpose 
of the foregoing section, for the board, as abu ve constituted, to acquire land, said 
board is empowered and directed to acquire the same by negotiation, where 
any such land may and can be so acquired and title secured at a price not 
above a fair relative value as to other lands which have been sold in the imme- 
diate vicinity; or, if the said board hereby created shal! be unable to purchase 
said land by agreement with any one or more of the respective owners at a 
reasonable price within sixty days afterthe passage of this act, they are author 


ized and directed to make application to the supreme court of the District of | 


Columbia, at any general or special term thereof, by petition, for the condem- | - 


nation of such land not so purchased and for the ascertainment of its value. | 
Such petition shall contain a particular description of the property not so pur- 
chased, and selected for the purpose aforesaid, with the name of the owner or 
owners thereof and their residences, so far as the same may be ascertained, 
together with a plan of the land proposed to be taken; and thereupon the said 
court is authorized and required to cite alisuch ownersand allother persons in- 
terested to appear in said court at a time to be fixed by such court, on reason 
able notice, to answerthe said petition; and if it shall appear tothecourt that 
there are any owners or other persons interested who are under disability the | 
court shall give public notice of the time at which the said court will proceed 
with the matter of condemnation; and at such time, if it shall appear that there 
are any persons under disability either who have appeared or who have not ap- 
peared, the courtshall appoint guardians ad litem for each of such persons, and | 
the court shall thereupon proceed to appoint three capable and disinterested | 
commissioners to appraise the value of the respective interests of all persons | 
concerned in such lands, under such regulations as to notice and hearing as to | 
the court shall seem meet. Such commissioners shall thereupon, after being | 
duly sworn for the proper performance of their duties, examine the premises | 
and hear the persons in interest who may appear before them, and return their | 
appraisement of the value of the interests of all persons, respectively, in such 
land; and when such report shall have been confirmed by the court the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall, if he think the public interest requires it, cause | 
payment to be made to the respective persons entitled according to the judg- 
ment of the court, and in case any of such persons are under disability, or can 
not be found, or neglect to receive payment, the money to be paid to any of | 
them shall be deposited in the Treasury to their credit, unless there shal! be 
some person lawfully authorized to receive the same under the direction of the | 
court, and when such payments are so made, or the amounts belonging to per- | 
sons to whom payments shall not be made are so deposited, the said landsshall | 
be deemed to be condemned and taken by the United States for the public use. | 
And hereafter, in all cases of the taking of property in the District of Columbia | 
for public use, whether herein, heretofore, or hereafter authorized, the foregoing | 
provision, as it respects the application by the proper officer to the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia and the proceedings therein, shal! beas in the | 
foregoiug provisions declared. 


Mr. CANNON, The committee recommend non-concurren ce. | 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I move toconcurin thisamendmentof the Sen- | 





ate. I make this motion, Mr. Chairman, as I believe, in the interest of 
the public service and in the interest of humanity. There is no ques- 
tion but that the United States has now more public printing done | 
than any other Government in the world, and I venture tosay that there | 
is no other civilized Government in the world that would undertake to | 
have this vast amount of printing done with an office so poorly con- 
structed and equipped as our Government Printing Office is to-day. 
Mr. Chairman, this amendment simply provides that there shall be 
a commission appointed, consisting of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
the Public Printer, and the Architect of the Capitol, whose business it 
shal! be to negotiate for the purchase of suitable ground upon which 
to construct a Government Printing Office, and in the event that it can 
not be had by purchase, then they are to have authority to proceed by 
condemnation to acquire such ground, and the sum of $250,000, or so | 
much thereof as may be necessary, is appropriated for this purpose. I | 





|} one. That may or may not be so, but I would much | 
| Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds should in 
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buildings to be provided for at different points througbo 
and breadth of this country, some of them of great mer 


not be provided for without authorization acts, it remai 
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had the honor, sir, to introduce a i » tl eth (¢ 1g@Tess W 
| provided the same thing in effect as s amendment contemplates 
Now, sir, it can not be denied that t ; necessary I ed only : 
the fact that there are over two thou i employ rly at work 
in the trap called the Government | rO und fre 
quently until far into the night 

The building is old; the c igs t is poorly ventilated; it 
is dark; it is dismal; it is dirty; and I undertake to s tin th 
event of a fire, or in the event of an alarm of fire, constructed as tha 
building is, faulty asitisin its meansof ingress and egress, it would! 
impossible to prevent an extraordinai 3 0 fe. Therea yme 
six hundred females employed the Che steps are narrow; t doors 
are narrow, and, as I have said, it would be almost im i 

any kind of alarm or excitem¢ se en s to get out ! 
out climbing over each other in nf n 1 diso 
result in a fearful calamity. 

lor these reasons it seems to me wise t imence this work by mak- 
ing this appropriat on at th pres t Let this commission be 
thorized to begin. Let them | thorized to find out, if possible 
most vible situation for the p: sed Govern ng O 

i then hereafter st in be taken to construct ecessary edi- 

ce. Mr. Chairman, it is « no! 11 on part } er tto 
take this step now Che pre f te y 
reason of its size, for the purposes for not 
sufficient warehouse roo there ind al t. tl 17 
Printer has been obliged to do what his predec 1 to do. 
he has been compelled to rent warehouses in 1 t rf 
| city in order to find sufficient storage room for the vast lantities « 
paper and other material required in the work of the P1 Office 

The fact that these warehouses have to be l re te point 
makes necessary th eeping of a consid le! r of t 
the material. Then there is tl ent of these ware es, One 
them is down on Pennsylvania avenue, quite near here, and anothe 
is at a point still more remote from the Printing Office. When: 
consider the amo nt of time required to haul the supplies to the ware 
| 3 and from vare ises to ( i t Printing Office, 
the loss incident to this hauling, and t rf the gs, it seen 
to me there can ber m that 4 ( economy for us 
to provide without de t ie G nment 
Printing Office. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, the committe 1ends non-cor 
currence in this item for what to it seem g 1 t reason 
Che Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds } j liction of 
the matter embraced in this item. There has been no author i 

| act passed, and this is tT and tl like « ts with refer- 
ence to other public buildings in t District of Col ia) to make 
an authorization act and carry an appropriation with it. Wit) 


h publi 


ut the iength 


r 


it, which can 


ns to be seen 


how far this House will go with reference to public buildings in the 
District of Columbia, where there are already, very properly, quite a 
number of public buildings, and wh rt House will say that for 
these proposed buildings in this District authorization act and appro- 
priation shall go together upon this bill, not under the rules, but in 
spite of the rules. 

Now, as to the merits of the matter, I am of the opinion as an in- 
dividual that it would be well to build new Government Printing 
Office. It may be that this propositionis initselfa wiseone. It may 


be that the proposed location down near the present office 


whole sabject. 
In any event, however, it seems to me to be proper th 
should non-concur in this Senate amendment, so that we 
information from the Sena nferees touching that mat 
it may be dealt with in the conference report. 
One word further. If I recollect properly the 





in these Senate amendments, authorizations and appropri 


cess of two and a half million dollars for additional pul 








refer that the 
‘ 


is the proper 


vestigate the 


at the House 


may get full 


ter, and that 


nat } i A 
in the District of Columbia. There is $135.0 ) to ny the old ¢ e 
office, down hereon Pennsylvaniaavenue. Itisclaimed that we alr 
own a pert of it; in fact we do not own an inch I l 
that it is not worth half of $135,000 and there « to ir- 
rence in that. There is a proposit Oo und } 
| Supreme Court building. Tha t estment, 
but at all events it is not reco tee ¢ P ( 
Buildings and Grounds And t me remind tl} 
House that the Library building to | ed, will afford 
commodations for all the bh that v be gathered there for the 1 
one hundred yea 1 st gh for ipre 
| to be lost in it » that 1 do not k we need a separa 
| the Supreme Court 
There is alsoan item of half a1 m fora Mr 1 1 
there is $250, 000 t irta Post-O i v1 
but a Post-Office Department. Mr. ( An, 3 to at 
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dency in legislation, against the rules of both House and Senate, to | 
pull the string whenever the District of Columbia is concerned and | 
rain down public buildings; a disposition to make fish of one locality 
and fowl] of another; and so far as I can under the rules of the House | 
I propose to resist it. I hope the committee will non-concur in this | 
amendment for a Government Printing Office, so that we may at least 
get all the facts that the Senate conferees have and report them to the 
House of Representatives, and then let the House take action with 
fuller information touching this matter. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly, if I have time. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I quite concur with all the gentleman 
has said about the extravagance that is sure to appear unless constant | 
watch/fulness is exercised, but does my friend think that the Govern- 
ment Printing Office as it now stands is safe for the occupants? If it 
is not, does he consider it necessary that there shall be such an institu- 
tion as the Government Printing Office? And if he does think it neces- 
sary, does he not think that Congress ought to see to it that the build- 
ing is one in which the lives of the employés will be reasonably safe 
in case of a panic? No man can go there now and look at the present 
building without feeling thet it is unsafe. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to answer that question if I can have a min- 
ute further. 
Mr. SAYERS. If I can be recognized I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. NowLhavethistosay. Ithink it quite likely that 
if we had here a favorable report of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds it might be well to erect a Public Printing Office. I 
wish to say, however, that for eighteen years I have heard this same 
story avout the unsafety of the present building. It is as safe now as 
it was eighteen years ago; and it is a great deal better building than 
it gets credit for being. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
for places there? 

Mr, CANNON. Oh no, there areplenty of applicants. But suppose 
there ought to be a new building for a Government Printing Office 
and suppose we are to buy a site for that purpose, should a bare prop- 
osition of the Senate to locate it at a given point and to appropriate 
$250,000 for beginning the work be at once grabbed at? Why, sir, if 
you throw a hook well baited with a lively minnow into a trout stream 
the cautious fish will not approach and swallow it down at one gulp, 
but will at least investigate a little before doing so. 

| think we had better non-concur in this amendment. There will 
be time enough on a conference report for the House to act if we think 
it wise toact. But we have here propositions for additional build- 
ings in the District of Columbia amounting to over two and a half 
million dollars, involving the authorization of work that will cost in 
round numbers from $12,000,000 to $15,000,000. I say this is not a 
proper way to legislate, and if the House agrees with the judgment of 
the Committee on Appropriations it will non-concur in all these amend- 
ments for new public buildings in this District. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out the 
last word. I heartily concur in what has been said by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] iu reference to this amendment. As I 
understand, section 2 and section 3, as printed in the bill, are to be 
taken together, the latter section having reference to the former and 
designating the method in which the property authorized to be ac- 
quired may be condemned. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
together. 

Mr. SAYERS, 
tion 3: 





| 
| 
} 
Are there fewer applicants now | 
| 
| 





The two sections were read 


I desire to call attention to the last clause of sec- 


And hereafter, in all cases of the taking of property in the District of Colum- 
bia for public use, whether herein, heretofore, or hereafter authorized, the fore- 
going provision, as it respects the application by the proper officer to the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia and the proceedings therein, shall be 
as in the foregoing provisions declared, 


This is not a special, but a general act; and the provisions which 
are to apply to the purchase of this particular property may apply, if 
this bill should become a law, to the purchase of any property that may | 
be desired hereafter for public purposes. It occurs to me that before we | 
appoint a commission to be turned loose in this District with this gen- | 
eral authority, Congress ought to be advised fully as to the necessity 
for the purchase of this property and the erection of the building pro- 
posed; especially we should be advised as to the probable cost; and 
then if it should appear wise to make the appropriation it may be well 
to dose, but not until the matter has been examined by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds and reported from that committee 
to the Ho ise, 

There was no information before the Committee on Appropriations 
in reference to these two items; they came here from the Senate with- | 
out any information accompanying them, and the Committee on Ap- | 
propriations felt it their duty to advise the House to non-concur so | 
that no final action may be had until proper information can be ob- 
tained and reported to the House. 

Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. Chairman, I wish to emphasize the necessity 
for some increased and improved accommodations at the Government 
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Printing Office, This necessity does not pertain alone to the economy 


| and facility of the work there, but it involves as well the safety and 


the lives of more than two thousand employés in that office. 
I do not care at this time to antagonize particularly the action of the 
Committee on Appropriations in recommending non-concurrence ip this 


| amendment of the Senate, though the amendment was very carefully 


considered by the Senate Committee on Printing. But I do wish to 


| arouse the interest of the members of the House in this question and 
| to impress upon the Committee on Appropriations the importance of 


some immediate action in this matter. If the judgment of this Com 
mittee of the Whole shall be non-concurrence in this Senate amends 
ment, I urge upon the House conferees on the bill such action in con- 
ference as will bring the bill out of conference with a provision under 
which a start will be made towards a new Printing Office with modern 
and economical accommodations, and full consideration for life and 
health and comfort of employés. 

The Government Printing Office in its main part was built more 
than thirty years ago by a contractor who then had the contract with 
the Government for public printing. The tenure of his contract was 
uncertain, and he put up, as cheaply as possible, a building adapted to 
his immediate needs. The structure erected by him is the groundwork 
of the present Public Printing Office, to which there have been made 
from time to time additions in order to meet the requirements of the 
office in the way of increased work. The original building was put up 
when the force in the office was not one-jourth as large as it is to-day. 
In 1880 the Public Printing Office was condemned by the Architect of 
the Capitul as unsafe and unfit for people to work in. In consequence 
of that condemnation certain props and posts were placed in the build- 
ing; but they simply added to the inflammable material, which in the 
inside construction of the building and in the character of the paper 
and stock used in printing is a constant menace and danger to every 
one connected with the office. 

Now, it seems to me there is great and pressing necessity so far as 
concerns the safety and lives of the employés that something be done 
immediately on this subject. All the ventilating and sanitary arrange- 
ments of the building were made when there were about five hundred 
employés; and there are now over two thousand. The increase of the 
work in the office is in corresponding or greater proportion. And to-day 
the Government Printer is paying $3,600 or more every year for the 
rental of property outside the Printing Office for warehouse and storage 
purposes. He is obliged to store in these rented buildings portions of 
work in course of completion. Printed pages waiting to be bound are 
carted back and forth between the Public Printing Office and the rented 
buildings outside. Eight hundred tons of matter—paper, printed pages, 


and bound books—are thus transferred back and forth at great ex- 


pense. Ordinary business economy demands immediate attention te 
the crowded, ill-arranged, and separated divisions of work at the Print- 
ing Office. 

This matter has been brought repeatedly to the attention of Congress. 
Those who are responsible for the operations of that Government 
Printing Office, while they believe they have taken every precaution 
which the circumstances aHow for thesafety of the employé¢s, are daily in 
fear of somecalamity. And permit me tosay that fire or other calamity 
at the Government Printing Office, so closely connected are its work- 
ings with the general business of the Government, would amount al- 
most to a temporary stoppage of the public business. And I beg to 
differ with the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [ Mr. 
CANNON] when he says that the building is in as good condition, con- 
sidering, I suppose, its accommodations and safety for work, to-day as 
it was eighteen years ago. Any one who has ever been in that office 
must recognize that as a hasty and inconsiderate statement. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is pending. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Then I move to strike out the whole sentence. 
While there may be good objections to this kind of legislation, as pro- 
posed in the Senate amendment, sti]l, if we are ever to yield to it in 
any instance, it seems to me that we ought to yield in the present one. 
Gentlemen from the Committee on Printing have spoken, one on each 
side of the Chamber, and I fully agree with everything these gentle- 
men have said in regard to the importance of the proposed work. It 
is undoubtedly true that we need a new public-printing establishment. 

it is very evident that we can not get itin any other way than by the 
adoption of this amendment by the Senate to the appropriation bill. 
If it is stricken out now, we certainly shall not get any legislation at 
this session of Congress that will result in the construction of a new 
Public Printing Office. That we need it, and need it badly, can not be 
questioned fora moment. The concluding remarks of the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. RussELL] established the necessity for this 
contemplated building. The money is in the Treasury. Why hesi- 
tate to build it, and build it now? Why pay out these large sums, 
conveying heavy material here and there tor storage or other purposes, 
which should be stored at the Government Printing Office? Why 
not erect a building at once to meet the demands of the Government 
and save this expense ? 


: 
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Mr. Chairman, some one has said that this proposition ought to come 
from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds. Weall under 
stand the condition of the work of that committee at the present time. 
The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have come to a dead 
halt in this House. A good many present understand it and a good 
many know it. A few gentlemen managed to get their public build- 
ings through the House early in the session. Those who were not in 
advance are left in the rear, and weare to get no more public build- 
ings at this session. There will not be the first step taken towards it, 
in my judgment. 

Let me say to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that 
we are face to face with the question whether this Congress will er will 
not do something towards a new public-printing establishment. 
exigency has been pressing fora longtime. I believe it is right that 
we should build one. I believe the work ought to be done promptly. 
I believe it ought to be inaugurated now, not only in the interest of a 
good business administration of public affairs, but it ought to be done, 
as the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] has well said, in 
the interest of common humanity. 

The old building there, in which so many persons are employed, is 
a mere fire-trap.' It is an unsafe, illy-ventilated, unwholesome build- 
ing. The lives of persons employed there are in constant jeopardy, 
and we are here in the interest of the Government, supposed to be labor- 
ing for the good of the people atlarge. Then, where the exigency 
manifest, wherefore hesitate, wherefore halt, wherefore haggle over th 
matter ? 

We have a rule of the House, we are told, which interferes with the 
proposition covered by thisamendment. But, Mr, Chairman, we have 
acted upon the report of conference committees every day for weeks 
past, passing upon just such measures put on in the Senate, and our 
conferees, as a rule, have finally yielded. 
Committee of the Whole at once and now determine this question of 
the purchase of a site for a proper building for the printing estallish- 
ment? I am in favor of it, and hope there will be concurrence in the 
Senate amendment. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. Chairman, I renew the amendment. 

There is no doubt, sir, of the necessity for this appropriation. If 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations would visit the Gov 
ernment Printing Office, make a personalinvestigation, and go through 


The 


is 80 


is 


every department, as I have done repeatedly, he would be convinced | 
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theirexample? It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that every mouth in 
his House ought to shout ** No 

Mr. CANNON, I would be glad have cons e debate on 


this paragraph. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from I] Mr. CANNON] 
asks that debate on this paragraph may be clos 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Betore debateis closed I have 
a substantial amendment which I wish to offer 
Mr. STRUBLE. 1 object to that, Mr. Chairman, and I have a few 
remarks to make. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the ¢ eman m Il- 
| Jinois [Mr. CANNON] allow me to introduce a substantial amend- 
ment? 
Mr. CANNON. Suppose we close debate at the end of ten min- 
utes 
[fhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 


| ment I think we ought to h 


Why not, then, let this | 


not only of this necessity, but of the imperative and immediate need | 


of action. It seems strange to me, sir, that he thinks an appropriation 
bill not the,proper place in which to inaugurate this movement. It 
seems Strange because I have observed that an appropriation bill at 
times has the qualities of India rabber. When it comes to the reduction 
of the wages of the printers employed at the Public Printing Office,the 
appropriation bill seems to be exactly the vehicle io use. Lutit is out 
of place when their wages are to be restored. Mr. Chairman, the wages 
of these printers were reduced years ago. The prices of everything 
have gone up since then. The wages have been raised in other cities, 
but in the Government Printing Office they to-day remain exactly 
where they were put by the passage of the appropriation bill which re- 
duced them. 

Now, if you can reduce the wages of the printers in an appropria- 
tion bill it is most peculiar logic to hold that it is not proper to raise 
the necessary safeguards for the protection of the lives of these print- 
ers in an appropriation bill, Their lives are not only at stake, but 


consent that debate be 


Mr. CHEADLE 


closed at the end of ten minutes. 
Make it fifteen minutes. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Make it an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Lllino 
consent that debate on this amendment be closed in ten 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky mportant amend- 
1ave more til! i than ten minates, 
it is @ Very important question 

Mr. CANNON, Then make it fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will tl 
Illinois allow my amendment to be offered? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois 
consent that debate be closed in fifteen minutes. Is 


KS 


unanimous 


On this 


| ov 
Mr. STRUBLE 
1e gentleman f 


rom 


asks unanimous 
there objec tion ? 


Mr. STRUBLE., I will not object if I can be recognized within the 
fifteen minutes, 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I object. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I will make one more request, that debate be 
clos d in Lwe ntyv minntes, 

Mr. RICHARDSON [ will not of t to that if the gentleman will 


vield time to the gentleman from Kentucky to ofler 
imendment and let that be adopted. 

Mr. CANNO Phe gent 

Mr. ALLEN, of M Every day 

Mr. RICHA Hie can not get it now 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 


his amendment to 


lemanifrom Kentucky always gets time—— 


cChigan., 
RDSON, , it seems 


Let me offer my amendment, 


I wish to offer a substantial amendment, andif the gentleman from Ll- 
linois will withhold his request until I can offer that amendment, then 
| I wi ly ield the floor. 
Mr. MILLIKEN, I should like to hear the amendment. 
Mir. CANNON, Let the gentleman from Kentucky offer his amend- 


t, with the understanding that it is not to come out of the twenty 


| mminnutes 


i twenty! 


millions upon millions of property owned by the Government, which | 


could not be replaced, isindanger. Scan the catalogue of publications 
issued from the Government Printing Office. You will find they are 
numbered by the thousands. Thousands upon thousands of invalua- 
ble stereotype plates are stored in this building to-day. They are lia- 
ble to go up in smokeand flames in less than an hour. You are spend- 
ing six millions for a Library buildiug, and yet you higgle over the 
appropriation of $250,000 toward providing a safe building for the 
printers, the valuable stereotype plates, and other property in that 
office. 

Now is the time to make this appropriation. It is time that you 
“get @ move onyou,’’ Mr. Chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. It will not do to say it is the duty of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds to attend to this. You might as well say that 
it is the duty of the Committee on Printing to doit. It is your duty 
to attend to it and toattend to it at once. If youare an economist, in- 
sure this Government property and the lives of the employs by appro- 
priating this money towards the erection of a fire-proof Government 
Printing Office. The building now in use is a disgrace to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Go to New York and look at the Harpers’ 
establishment. Go through the printing officesin Cambridge, and then 
travel to Philadelphia and look at Lippincott’s. The proprietors of 
these establishments would hardly accept the Government office as a 
gilt. Ifaccepted they would tear it down within a month and replace 
it with a safe and imposing structure, The Government may well 
learn a lesson from these great printing establishments. 

Shall they construct fire-proof vaults for the safety of their stereotype 
plates and the great Government of the United States refuse to follow 


ane 


Mr. FARQUHAR. There is no 
inutes, and I hope i 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; offer it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the motion made by the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. RIcH- 
ARDSON] to concur, by moving to concur with the following amend- 
it. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] will take 
his bill and read it so that he can f ¥ the amendment. I move to 
strike ont, on page 118, lines 11 and 12, the words ‘‘and adjoining or 
in vicinity of the present site of the Government Printing Office.”’ 

That is a very substantial amendment, aud J will be glad to have the 
committee give attention to it, so that those of them who are interested 
in it may follow itin the bill. The purpose of this amendment is not 
to limit the commission to any particular property and, therefore, not 
to play into the hands of anybody, if there be such persons, who may 
wish to use this for the purpose of selling a specific piece of ground. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Or to boom real estate in that vicinity. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Second, Lalso move toamend 
by striking out the words beginning in line 17, on page 120, section 3, 
which make this provision a permanent law of the District of Colum- 
bia. I move to amend in order to make that section apply only to the 
particular matter under discussion, by striking out the words, begin 
ning in line 17, on page 120 


agreement yet to limit debate to 
will not be wreed to, 


Let me offer my amendment. 


Ml 


1 
ollo. 


And hereafter, in all cases of the taking of property i: e District of ¢ im- 
bia r public use, whether herein, heretofore, or hereafter thorized, the fore- 
groing provision, as it respects the applicat ry the pr er officerto the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia and the proceedings therein, shall be 
as in the fore going provisions declared 

The section as it stands now makes this provision a permanent law 
of the District of Columbia as to all matter I do not think we ought 
to put legislation into this bill upon that subject. Therefore I move 

t ry t 


that those words be stri 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And let it apply to this purchase alone. 

Mr. CANNON. From a parliamentary standpoint I have very grave 
doubts whether you can strike out Senate amendments. Y 
concur or non-concur. I make the sugyestion to the Chairman. 
have no objection, if it can be done. 


ken out. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BreckINrIDGE] is to amend the motion of the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee to concur, by moving to concur with an amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My motion is to amend the 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee to concur with the Senate 
amendment, by moving to concur with the Senate amendment with 
these sentences struck out. That is parliamentary, and it raises the 
precise question. Is that satisfactory to the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. CANNON]? 

TheCHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] asks 
unanimous consent that debate upon the pending item be limited to 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I object to that. 


ir. CANNON. As we have had thirty minutes already I move that 
de}ate upon thisamendment, and all amendments thereto, be limited 
to twenty minutes. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I move toamend that by striking out ‘‘ twenty ’”’ 
l inserting ‘‘sixty.’’ 
Mr. FARQUHAR. That is right. 


Mr. CANNON. I hope that proposition will not be adopted, 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 


moves that all debate on this amendment be limited to twenty min- 
ute id the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr, RICHARDSON ] moves to 
amend that by striking out ‘‘ twenty ’’ and inserting “‘ sixty.”’ 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope that will be done. 

Phe question was taken on the amendment of Mr. RICHARDSON to 
strike out ‘‘ twehty ’’ and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ and the Chairman announced 
that the aves seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. I call fora division. 

Che committee divided; and there were—ayes 7A, noes 25. 

Mr. CANNON. I demand tellers, and pending that I ask unani- 
mous consent that thedebate may be limited to forty minutes. I hope 


that will be agreed to. 

Mr. PETERS. This only applies to section 2, and then there can 
be debate on sections 3 and 4. 

Mr. RICILARDSON. Iwill consent that debate on this may be 
limited to fifty minutes. I think we can agree on that. 


Mr. CANNON. As the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. RicHarp- 
sin charge, and as the House is with him, I will agree to fift? 
minutes ii vughter, | 


the CHAIRMAN, By unanimous consent, it is agreed that debate 
upon this amendment be closed in fifty minutes. [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. The Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from Tennessee to control half of the fifty 
minutes in support of the motion to concur, or the gentleman from 
Kentucky | Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] on the motion to concur in the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee, who is in charge of that matter. 

Che CHAIRMAN, The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to control the time on the other side. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, A few years ago, Mr. Chairman, I served ona 
board of inspection of this present Printing Office now under discus- 
sion. I believe I was the only member then of the Printing Com- 
mittee of the House on that board. All the members of the Senate 
Cominittee on Printing were present. In company with the Public 
Printer end the foreman of printing we examined every square yard, you 
may say, of thespaee in-that great-building—its engine-room, its plate- 
rooin, its composition-rooms, its press-rooms, and its store-rooms. 

[ must say that it was the first time I ever had inspected the build- 
ing thoroughly, and I came out of that building with the impression, 
which I carry to-day, that there is no more dangerous building in the 
District of Colambia than the Public Printing Office, so far as the safety 
of the lives of the employés is concerned, or the safety and the economy 
of the pablic printing itself. I question if any gentleman could go 
into any private establishment in the United States and find so illy 
arranged a building in the economy of its working force as you have 
in this office. I also question if you will find any building which is 
so destructive of printing material and printing stock. It has now be- 
come, as I may say, a nuisance. 

We have an opportunity in this bill of remedying that. Every mem- 
ber on this floor and on the Senate floor has parties in that building 
whom he knows and in whom he feels an interest both in their wel- 
fare, in their health, and in their safety; and I say that three hundred 
and thirty intel hgent men who have these interests in that office, in- 
dependent of the honor of sustaining a great printing office, ought to 
take the first opportunity that comes into their hands to remedy this 
matter, 

Now, I know that objection is coming to this clause in this amend- 
ment that speaks of the condemnation and acguirement of adjoining 
land. And let me say to this House, Mr. Chairman, that no man who 
has studied the interests of the Government would desire to remove 
the new building very far from the present office, because, first, they 
would have to utilize the office; second, it is near railroad transporta- 
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tion; and, third, we will conserve all the money that we have put in 
improvements into the present office itself, because from year to year 
they have substantially added to this office permanent improvements 
of a good and lasting character. 
I want to say, as I have been over the ground, that I have no inter- 
est in one foot of ground anywhere near it; that I believe the new 
printing office ought to be built contiguous tothe present Printing Office, 
and added to that, that it ought to have a side track near by from the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad for the delivery of all the stock that is 
needed there. 

Now, while the word “ adjoining ’’ seems to have been a scarecrow 
to some of this Heuse, I want to say that I never knew any one on the 
Joint Committee on Printing during my connection with that commit- 
tee, nor since in my intercourse with him, but who has always said 
that the present office was good enough as a storage place of the Gov- 
ernment, provided that close to it, as near a3 possible, ground could be 
acquired on which a new printing office ought to be built. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. STRUBLE]. 

Mr.STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, I am interested in suitable build- 
ings for all the great departments of the Government, and for all the 
subordinate departments of the Government; but I rise to say a word 
on the question of public buildings as represented by the unfinished 
Calendar of this House, on which are thirty-five bills for public build- 
ings throughout this country which were passed by the Committee of 

the Whole House on the 29th of May. not one of whigh has been per 
mitted by the Speaker of this House to be considered since. I wish to 
say, Mr. Chairman, and I wish the Speaker were present to hear me, 
that I think it isan outrage on the judgment of this House, on the 
judgment of the committee reporting these bills, that any one, be he 
Speaker or member, should assume to say to this House that any mem- 
ber or members who introduced these bills should not be recognized to 
ask or move favorable action of the House in respect of these bills 
which are of such great interest to individual members introducing 
them and the communities in which it is proposed to locate them. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Hear!’ ‘‘ Hear !’’ on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I have been a member of Congress for more tian seven 
years. During that time I have labored earnestly to discharge my 
duties according to the responsibility resting upon me. I represent 

| Sioux City, Iowa, a place of 39,000 people by the pending census. For 
eight years the United States courts have been held there at the ex- 
pense of thecounty. Twice during the Democratic Administration the 
Speaker of this House recognized me, and twice a Democratic House, 
by unanimous consent, passed a bill providing for a public building in 
that city. It is trae President Cleveland vetoed bothof them. That 
was his responsibility and his duty, if he so regarded it. 

I want to say of Speaker CARLISLE that during all of these years I 
never went to him with a request for recognition on the public build- 
ing bills to which I have reterred but what he received me with the 
greatest kindness and courtesy, and with a pleasant expression—if he 
could notdo sothen—said, ‘‘ Mr. STRUBLE, I will do the best I can for 
you. Ican not get you in just now, but will let you in as soon as I can;”’ 
and he did let me in. I want to place in contrast with the gentle- 
manly and courteous action of that Speaker the action of the Speaker 
of this House, not only towards myself, but towards other members 
when we have gone to him courteously and gentlemanly and asked 
him to recognize us to call up these public building bills. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] If he has not absolutely sneered at some of 
us and ridiculed us he has come very near to doing so. 

Now, take the thirty-five bills on this unfinished Calendar passed by 
the deliberate action of this House in Committee of the Whole. It was 
understood by gentlemen interested in these bills that a day or two 
would be given for their consideration. 

We had one day for their consideration, and the Committee of the 
Whole House passed upon certain of these measures. They took de- 
liberate action, but what has been the fact since? Not one of us poor 
mortals over here—as I fee! justified in describing those of us concerned 
in these bills—has been able to get reco;nition to move the considera- 
tion of one of them, and we have been treated as if we were boys. 
{Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] I, for one, do not 
propose to stand or sit in my place any longer under this sort of treat- 
ment without protest. [Applause on the Democratic side.] If the 
rest of you do, all right. 

But, gentlemen, here are thirty-five of us interested in these bills and 
there are more who are equally interested. Shall we continue to sub- 
mit like cowards to the dictation of tlie Speaker of this House in respect 
to these matters? [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. | 
Or shall we be men of courage in ovr places and combine together in 
an honest attempt to have recognition at the hands of the Speaker ? 

Figuratively speaking, if not literally, the delicate feet of the Speaker 
| of this House have been upon us for nearly sixty days and we lave not 
been able to get out from under them. [Laughter and applause. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. STRUBLE, I should like a little more time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How much time does the gentleman desire ? 
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Mr. STRUBLE. Well, perhaps I had better leave the subject here, 
but I am for rebellion against the action of the Speaker in regard to 
these public buildings. Let us have fair treatment. If the President 
wants to veto these bills let him veto them, but let the House have an 
opportunity to consider them fairly if it desires to do so. 
on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. 
sore toes let them showthem. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE]. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, there is a great deal of force in 
what the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
[Mr. CANNON] has said relative to the practice of tacking genera! leg- 
islation upon appropriation bills. Asa rule, 1 am as much opposed to 
these riders as he or any other member of this House can be, but I un- 
dertake to say that there is no more imperative duty resting upon this 
Congress to-day than to provide a suitable building for the Government 
Printing Office. The statement made by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR] ought to convince every member of this com- 
mittee that it is our imperative duty to vote for a concurrence in this 
amendment of the Senate. 

The gentleman from New York isa practical man in this printin 
business, and he has told you that som years ago, as a member of 
committee, he investigated carefully every square yard of space in the 
Government Printing Office, and that he undertakes to say now, as he 
said then, that there is not a more dangerous building in this city. 


Now, if any more gentlemen have got 


r 
4 


! 
| 


| constructed as to afford the amplest means for facilit 


[ Applause | 
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Just pause and consider for a moment the enormous weight of the ma- | 


terial stored in that building. Go through the building and see how 
additional columns have had to be put between every support in order 
to sustain that weight. Look at the general condition of the building. 
There are over two thousand people employed there, and I undertake 
to say that if there was a fire, or an alarm of fire, the papers would 


convey to the people of this country the information that there had | 


been a loss of not less than one hundred lives, 

Look at the building, examine the means of egress, and then con- 
sider the number of people employed on the different floors and the 
utter impossibility of their getting out with safety in caseofatire. Re 
member, too, that every printing office like that isa fire-trap. If a 
fire should break out there and should get five minutes’ start, not all 
the water-works of this city would prevent the building from burning 


down, for the building is combustible and the materials used in it are | 


combustible. It is our duty to protect the lives of the employés of the 
Government. Itisour duty to provide such a building that the Pub- 
lic Printer, whether he be a Democrat or a Republican, can conduct 
the business of his office upon business principles. 

I know as a practical printer that it is impossible for the men in 
charge of that office to get the proper amount of work out of the em- 
ployés on accountof the construction and the condition of the build- 
ing, especially in the type-setting department. Therefore, although, 
as a general rule, Iam opposed to putting riders on an appropriation 
bill, I shall vote for concurrence in this amendment because I believe 
it is my duty todoso. So faras Iam concerned I do not propose to 
be responsible in the least degree for the loss of a life or for injury to 
a human being if I can prevent it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, we have used fifteen minutes 
of the time on this side, and I submit that the other side had better 
proceed now. 

Mr. CANNON. 
time on that side we are ready to vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
whole twenty-five minutes. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not give you a minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
those who favor concurrence in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
use his time? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 
Georgia [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mi. STEWART, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I feel thata failure to 
attend to this matter now would be criminal negligence on our part. 
I think that tinder-box known as the Government Printing Office is 
not only a disgrace to the Government, but also that it is utterly un- 
safe for the people who work there. 
bring to the attention of the committee is this: It should be borne in 


_ 


[ Laughter. ] 


I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
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‘ 1; 1 : 
work of a great Republic like this 


I have never visited that Publix vithout } 





: ringing away 
a feeling of shame at the fact that the | \ I ent makes no pre pel 
provision there for the comfort, the h t t alet the inmates 
I agree with my friend from Indiana {[ Mr. CHEA t a fire 
should occur there the calamitous results would ch 10 One can 
now foretell. 

We spend money ior other matters we pr ie ey ns 3 mM 
modations in other public buildings; and while I agree thatasarule we 
ought not to put these ‘‘riders ’’ on appropriation bills, we are tort- 
unately so situated that it seems the ( ngs 
and Grounds is not likely to have anot | H 
ing the remainder of this Congress. And I tes t i t 
duty, not only in the interest of the great Governm é 

| but in the interest of humanity, that we rise to this o p 
this measure through the House, and then we shall sim; 
harged our duty. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Chairman, howi it t is 

e? 

The CHAIRMAN. ix minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I des to ask tl tle from I1] 
[Mr. CANNON] again whether ] é to use the t 
in this debate. 

Mr. CANNON. In fairness to the gentleman—and I t 
fair—I will use partof my time n I will « py ! 
then yield the residu 

Mr. Chairman, | believe that if any of these items for public build 
ings ought to pass, this one ought. I said that be iw I said 
it I thought I had said enough (as the House wi ave ful ynt 

| over this matter on a conference report) to convince the H > tha 
is wise to non-concur. 
iere are on this bill appropri of $2 ), 000 const 
| tion of public buildings in the Dist: Columbia I think the 
| ought all to be non-concurred in. We shall still have full coutrol of 
| the subject I have idied this bill, I have given it full investig: 
tion; and I will ask this side of the House and the other to non-concur 
in these amendments Three years ago, two vears a one year avo 
all the Senate amendments to the su I rd vic 
I helping the gentleman on the other side, in « rs f the bill, n¢ 
concurred in in five minutes and sent to conference That is a wis 
thing to do, as the House always upon t nference report | ull 
jurisdiction of the subject. So much for that. 

A single word by way of reply to the gentleman from Iowa [M 
STRUBLE]. We have been busy this session with public mea 
We have already passed in this House a tariff; we have pa la 
ber ol the general appropriation bills: we have dis} sed of election 
cases; we have passed a silver bill, a court bill, a land-forfeiture 
a bankruptcy bill, an original-package bill, a pension bill. We have 


The special point that I desire to | 


If the gentleman does not desire to occupy any more | 


| House; 
I understand that the gentleman gives us his | 


There are ten minutes remaining on the side of | 


| time since this Congress met 
Does the gentleman from Illinois decline to | 
| sitions for public buildings to the amount of $20,000,000 rild 
| throughout the length and breadth of the country, in big tow: 


mind that it is by the operation of this department, this Government | 


Printing Office, that we manifest the working of republican govern- 
ment, not only to our people, but to all the nations of the earth. 
Through this department we make known our plan of government 
and its operations; and is it not incumbent upon us to afford the am- 
plest facilities, notonly for the protection of the health and lives of the 
persons employed there, but to provide a building consistent with the 
great work which is there performed? Through this branch of the 
Government machinery we make known the operations of every other 


A 


department of the Government; and ought we not to erect a building so 


| 





yet in front of us the sundry civil bill (which is 


yi now being considered 
for the fourth day on Senate amendments), the Indian appropriation 
bill, the deficiency bill, the District of Columbia bill, the compound 
lard bill, the meat-inspection bill, the Butterworth option bill, th 
shipping bill, and various other bills of national importance Yet the 


gentleman from lowa, dissatisfied with t} ness here, has 


given expression to his wrath. I think it would have 
had withheld it. 

I do not feel that Iam called upon to defend the Speaker of th 
he needs no defense at my hands. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.| The country has approved his action and the action of 
this side of the House. The gentleman from Iowa may rail and rail 
and rail; but so long as we continue to enact wise general 


been better if he 


legislation, 
in doing which we have consumed almost every day and hour of the 
and so long as we shall continue to d 
vote ourselves to these general measures which are in front of us, propo- 


little towns, and at cro~s-roads—can not claim the right of way to drive 
out these matters of national and universal importance 
the Republican side.| I could have wished that my ft 


it my 
whom I have always esteemed highly, 


\ pplause on 
end trom I 


had recollected that his head 


like mine, is red [laughter], and when he yields to a feeling of « p 
pointment and wrath he is apt to utter that which on « 
he himself would not approve 

I now yield five minutes to the g n from Alabama [Mi 


FORNEY]. 


Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Chairman, I! nt will n 
concurred in. The time ha it yTess ould call a 
halt. I propose to show ( the approp ons up tot 
time. We have fourt eg pT iis, | birteen of them 
have passed this House; t i y bill, 
our ¢ nlendar. | wey Loese Lv pass¢ it Se! a 
can to-day begin to s¢ wh Ww | iy. and what t . 
our appropriations v . Isu itt the tim ‘ ) 
money should be a I ri i Lior purp “ 
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to carry on this Government. What do our appropriations amount to 
upto this time? The bills that have passed through this House and 
the Senate amount, with the permanent appropriations, to $462, 000,- 
000; and this does not include the sum necessary to meet the demands 

{ the dependent-pension bill, which will require $40,000,000 more. 
So that we are confronted to-day with appropriations of $500,000,000 
to be met during the present fiscal year. 

‘The statement I make is correct; here are the figures. Of the four- 
teen geueral appropriation bills eight have become laws; the others 
have passed this House, except the deficiency bill, and of that we know 
the amount, over $5,000,000. As an illustration of the condition in 
which we find ourselves at this time let me call your attention to the 
appropriation bills already passed, those pending in conference and 
those still before the Senate. The agricultural appropriation bill, now 
the law, involves $1,799,100; the Army appropriation bill, already 
become law, $24,206,471.79; the diplomatic and consular appropria- 
tion bill, passed into law, $1,710,815; the District of Columbia appro- 
priation bill, passed both Houses and now in conference, $5,769,- 
444.15; the fortification bill, also in conference, $7,595,935; the Indian 
appropriation bill, passed the Senate, $7,283,292.76; the legislative ap- 
propriation bill, now the law $21,030,752.75; the Military Academy 
bill, $435,296.11, now the law; the Navy bill, also the law, $23,136,- 
035.53; the pension bill, now the law, $98,457,461; the Post-Office bill, 
also the law, $72,226,692.99; the river and harbor bill, pending in the 
Senate, $23,662,695; and the sundry civil bill, now before the House, 
having passed the Senate with amendments, $33,628,792,28; making 
a total in these bills of $320,942,790.30. 

But, Mr. Chairman, in addition to that we have passed certain de- 
ficiency bills. We have the printing and census deficiency, amount- 
ing to $400,000; the urgent deficiency, $24,253,277.49; the deficiency, 
printing, ete., $138,000; deficiency, pensions, and census, $6,783,- 
808.35, all ot which are now the law. We have also pending the gen- 
eral deficiency bill in the House, which will be next considered, on the 
Calendar, after the present bill is disposed of, amounting to $5,140,- 
440.03, and miscellaneous acts of appropriation up to July 11, amount- 
ing in the aggregate to $3,164,540.18. 

Mr. HOLMAN, That will amount to five millions, at least. 

Mr. FORNEY. Oh, yes; it will amount to more than five millions 
before the close of the Congress, but this table shows a total of appro- 
priations madeand pending and which will be made before this session 
adjourns of $360,822,946.35. To this must be added the permanent 
appropriations, amounting to $101,628,453, so that we have a grand 
total of $462,451,399.35 of appropriations for this fiscal year. But in 
this calculation there is no money appropriated to meet the dependent 
pension bill which passed recently. Up tothis date, at the end of one 
month since its passage, it may be of interest to state that two hun- 
dred and fifty thousand claims have been filed, so that it is only a rea- 
sonable calculation to assume that this will cost $25,000,000 more. 

This expenditure is certain; and it would be only safe to assume 
that it will take at least $40,000,000 to meet the demand occasioned 
by the passage of that act for the next fiscal year, so that we are con- 
fronted with appropriations amounting to $500,000,000 to be met this 
year, leaving entirely out the Lodge election bill, the two shipping 
bills, and others of like character, which will take some $25,000,000 
or more. 

Where is this vast sum to come from? Secretary Windom assumes 
that the revenues for the next fiscal year will be $450,000,000. How 
is the deficit to be met and paid? Whereis your great surplus? It 
is gone; and ifyoucall upon the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY], 
whose bill has already passed the House, he will tell you that there is 
to be a farther reduction in the revenues of seventy millions a year. 
Where is the deficit tocome from? Here is a deficiency confronting 
us of over $100,000,000. Where, again I repeat, is your surplus ? 

Mr. ROGERS. They have got away with it at last, rather faster 
than even I had expected. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Perers]. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr, Chairman, I sometimes feel greatly amused 
when I hear parties in the present House speak of the tyranny of the 
Speaker and the tyranny of the present rules, We are a peculiar peo- 
ple. Wesoon forget the lessons of the past. Whenever we can not 
get exactly what we want in the present, we get angry and vexed at 
the situation of things and are likely to conclude that matters are 
really worse now than they were ever before. And yet, with all of 
the liberality we have given to these rules in the House [derisive 
laughter on the Democratic side] in this Congress, more than was ever 
known in any preceding Congress 

Mr. ENLOE. And the like will never be seen again. [Langhter.] 

Mr. PETERS (continuing). Yet, nevertheless, we hear talk con- 
stantly of the tyranny of the Speaker of the House and the tyranny 
of the rules. Why, Mr. Chairman, in the last Congress, in the last 
three Congresses, there was not a man who could get recognition under 
the rules of the Hause to put through a public-building bill unless he 
first took it to the Speaker to inspect and pass upon its merits before 
asking consent for its consideration. 

Mr. HEARD. Is not that the case now ? 
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Mr. PETERS. I do not mean to say it is not the case. It is the 
case now. I do not claim that it is different at this time. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then what do you claim? 

Mr. PETERS. But what I do claim is that gentlemen have no 
ground of complaint, because the rule in that regard is not different 
now from what it was then. What I do claim is that you gentlemen 
on that side have no right to talk of tyranny. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We have not been complaining; it is your side 
that is complaining to-day. 

Mr. PETERS. And you have no right to talk of the tyranny of the 
rules when you have lived under the same tyranny in every preceding 
Congress, for the last two or three at least. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, But it is your own side talking of the tyranny 
to-day. 

Mr. PETERS. But you are talking of it every day. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word about thesubject in hand. 
Iam opposed to attaching this proposition to this appropriation bill, 
because it is a violation of the rules of this House. Itis not only a 
violation of the rules of this present House, but of the rules of the 
Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses, to which the gen- 
tlemen upon the other side cling with such veneration and tenacity. 

If you want to put legislation upon appropriation bills, then change 
yourrule. That is what you ought todo. If you want the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to have jurisdiction over these public buildings, 
then do away with the jurisdiction of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and give it to the Committee on Appropriations; 
but when you refuse by your rules to allow legislation of this kind, 
and when this kind of legislation is placed upon an appropriation bill 
at the other end of the Capitol, then you are quick to rush in and say 
‘*We will bow down before them and surrender our rules, surrender 
our privileges; the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds will 
surrender its jurisdiction, and ask that action be taken outside of our 
rules and in violation of them.’’ 

I have another objection to this amendment, and that is that the 
proposition is to purchase real estate at retail instead of at wholesale. 
There is no question but that this Government needs the ground in 
this city on which to put up public buildings, and what it ought to do 
is to purchase ground along Pennsylvania avenue, where the public 
buildings ought to be located. The Government ought to purchase 
every foot of ground between Sixth street and the Botanical Garden on 
thatsideoftheavenue. Then it ought to purchase every foot of ground 
on the other side of the avenue between Four-and-a-half street and 
the Peace Monument. That is where our public buildings ought to be. 

I deplore the precedent that has been established of putting these 
public buildings all over the city, so that a member of Congress must 
go a day’s journey in order to visit three or four Departments. What 
we ought to do is to have them consolidated. We ought to purchase 
real estate enough to provide for the public buildings that the Govern- 
ment so much needs, But I am opposed to this plan of purchasing 
these grounds at retail and paying fabulous prices for them when the 
Government could go into the market and purchase what ground was 
necessary at wholesale and get it at a great deal better figure. There 
is nothing more nor less in this proposition than to provide for the pur- 
chase of the ground at the prices that ceriain parties want to ask for 
it, to purchase the ground at retail upon which to erect these public 
buildings; a purchase that will inure to the benefit of real-estate specu- 
lators in certain portions of this city. 

If there comes up a proposition to purchase real estate along Penn- 
sylvania avenue where our public buildings ought to be located, then 
I am for it, but I want it to come before this House under the rules of 
this House and not in violation of them. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. There areten minutesremainingtothat side and 
six minutes to the other. 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, perhaps I shall not need more 
than half that time, but I desire to subscribe entirely to the latter part 
of the remarks made by my friend from Kansas [Mr. PeTrers]. I am 
opposed to concurrence in these amendments, in the first place, be- 
cause a matter of so much importance does not come into the House in 
the regular way. It has never been examined by any committee, as it 
ought to be, and it is attempted torush it through this House without 
any consideration, except what can be had: in the few minutes which 
we can give to it in this way. It puts the power out of Congress and 
into the hands of a commission to purchase such a lot as they please, 
without reporting to Congress, except that it compels them to go into 
one of the worst places in the city of Washington to select a lot for the 
Printing Office. 

Why, just think of it. You have to go down there to the Printing 
Office, in the night-time perhaps, to correct proof. Weare obliged to go 
there for many other purposes; and unless you take a carriage to go 
there, if you attempt to go by any public conveyance, such as the 
street cars, you have to go around Cape Horn to get there, and it is in 
a bad locality when you do get there. 
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No herdics run there; and it must be at least a mile and a half by 
street-car line from the Capitol to the place where this bill instructs 
the committee to locate the Public Printing Office. Not only is it an 
inconvenience and an expense to members of Congress to have the | 
public buildings so scattered about the city as they are, and as in this 
instance is proposed, but it isa great trouble and expense to the people 
who come here to do business at the Departments. 

Now, this amendment ought not to be concurred in. I hope that the 
committee of conference will not report favorably uponit. I hope that 
the matter of a Public Printing Office will be brought before the Hous 
in a proper way, and that it will go before the proper committee, that 
it may be reported here, so that the House may have au opportunity 
to decide where it shall be located. Now, so far as the question which 
has arisen here between my two friends is concerned, I have simply this 
to say, that a majority of about two-thirds of this House have once 
voted in Committee of the Whole that thirty-six public buildings in 
different parts of this country should be built. 

They have expressed their will. They represent the people of this | 
country, and the people of this country, through their Representatives, | 
have expressed their will that these public buildings should be erected, 
and I know, from an examination in the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, that many of these bills are as urgent and the | 
necessity for erecting them is as great as the necessity of building a 
Printing Office here; and I will not detract from one word that has been 
said as to the necessity for that. But these bills are not allowed to 
come before this House. 

I am not going to make any reflections upon the Speaker; but I say 
the Committee on Rules will not allow them to come before the House, 
and why? Not because they have had so much other business to do | 
that they could not give us a day, but for another and very different 
reason. We adopted new rules in order that the majority might leg- | 
islate. Yes, very properly adopted them for that purpose; aud yet, 
when a majority of two-thirds of the House have, by their votes in 
Committee of the Whole, expressed their will, the very committe: 
which formulated these rules, the Committee on Rules, obstruct the 
will of the majority in defiance of their declared purpose in making | 
the rules. 

Mr. HEARD. Will my friend allow a question? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes, certainly; but do not take too much time, 
I do not believe I have more than a minute left. 

Mr. HEARD. Youinsist upon a bill for this purpose coming through | 
the proper committee, which is the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and yet you now state that they have thirty-six bills which 
they are ineffectually trying to get before the House. i 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And they can not do it. 

Mr. HEARD (continuing). And they have utterly failed to get | 
them before the House. Now, what show would there be for legisla- 
tion upon this subject if that committee should be relied upon to get 
it here? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, let meask my friend what chance he thinks 
there will be for these thirty-six public-building bills already passed in 
Committee of the Whole if these bills shall pass calling for a larger | 
appropriation of money than all the public-building billsalready passed 
by this Congress and the thirty-six bills which have passed the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and which the Committee on Rules forbid the 
House to further consider, thus preventing legislation by a decided ma- 
jority of the people’s representatives ? 

Mr. HEARD. I agree perfectiy with my friend, and say I think 
there is not a particle of chance of getting them before this House at 
this present session, as the party of which the gentleman is a member 
does not want the appropriations to be swelled. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Onemoment, Mr. Chairman. Notwithstandingall 
these may and do arbitrarily block legislation at their own sweet will, 

I desire to say that it seems to me that this subject ought to go to the | 
proper committee, and if this legislation is to be had it should come 
here in the regular way, so that this House may know something about | 
where it is going to have this building and something about what it | 
is going to cost. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has six minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield one-half of that time to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. StruBLE] 
Mr. STRUBLE. Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON] has seen proper to make some comments on the color of my 
hairand hisown. [Laughter.] He is perfectly free to make such com- | 
ments, and he and I understand very well the constitutional diflicul- 
ties under which we both labor. Nevertheless, gentlemen, while the 
hair that I possess is red, I have been here over seven years, and nearly | 
to the conclusion of the eighth, with a meritorious public-building | 
bill; and having had the same reported favorably to this House and 
two former ones, as it has been, and having it passed by the Committee 
of the Whole, as it has been, and after that to have it prevented from 
consideration by either the Committee on Rules or the Speaker of the | 


I believe, Mr. Chairman, I have six minutes 








| by us, and which, in most instances, are of absolute merit. 


| session, well and good. 
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House a little more than I can stand, with the ‘‘ top-knot’’ I wear, 
Without my decided protest. Laugh l ip} lause on the Demo- 
side. 
Mir. MORSE. Where the flame com t at tl p, You may be 
ire there is flame beneath. 
Mr. STRUBLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to« t tion again 
to the fact that after allowance was made of a day to consider these 
ills, and after they were considered with reasonable deliberation, I 
want to say, sir, that these bills had right of consideration before this 
| House upon a day to be given to that committee; a f it be the Com- 
mittee on Rules are to blame, as suggested by my friend from Maine 
very well, I say the responsibility is with th 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I say that it was wholly with the Committee on 


Rules, 
Mr. STRUBLE. Very well. If that is true, I do not know; butif 
it is true, it ought to relieve the Speaker somewhat from ceusure, un- 
less, indeed, the Speaker is the Committee on Rules, as some suspect; 
but, Mr. Chairman, somebody is responsible for the treatment of my- 
self and other members of this House who have been here two, four, 
six, or eight years, and who have meritorious bills like this on their 
hands Somebody Is responsibie for our not being treated fairly in 
leg slation before this House. 
I think the work that has been done by this House this ses 


} 


sion has 
been of great benefit to the country. Som 


of the most important bills 


that have ever been passed by any Congress have been passed at this 


session by this body, and I shall go upon the stump this fall and say 
that this House has made a magnificent record; but that does not deter 


me from suggesting the indignity and the outrage that have been put 


| upon those of us who have striven against odds for all this year to have 
| recognuicion made and passage of the public-building bills introduced 


During 
the last Administration bills were passed for public buildings in many 
places in the South of 7,000 and 8,0uU0 inhabitants, and were approved 
by Mr. Cleveland, and yet the Sioux City bill had to be twice vetoed. 
But thatis pastand gone, and as I sai 


gave courteous treatment 


1 before, Speaker CARLISLE always 
to members, so far as I know, on that sideof 
the House aud on this side. [ Lo id applause on the Democratic side. ] 
: ouse have received such treatment this 
I do not think I have, and I do not hesitate 


’ 


tT 
i 


If you on this side of the | 


| to say so in the presence of this committee. 


ir. BOUTELLE. I suggest it would be more co 
the presence of the >) | eaker. 

Mr. STRUBLE. And I reply that I am not res 
sence, and should not be the least deterred were h 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
North Carolina [ Mr. McCLAMMY 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I approach, Mr. Chairman, 


this subject, I hope, with becoming decency and respect. This is 


teous to Sav 1t in 


msible for his ab- 
present. 
I yield one minute to th 


> 


» gentleman from 


the discussion of 






funeral day, and I want to enter the list [laughter] in company with 
my distinguished brethren [laughter] Brothers STRUBLE, CHEADLE, 
and SrEWART [laughter], with telegrams announcing the speedy arrival 
of CowLEsand ROWLAND and SKINNER. Renewed laughter. I want 
to enter the ! his n speak with your mouth 
ypen Laughter.| One have been glad to shake 
hands across that aisle wi ithem. | Laugh- 
ter.] But, Mr. Chairn rets. Iam glad to know 
that the occasion has a have the courage of our 
convictions and annou! i I want to use here the 
last notes of the dying swan 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of gentleman has expired 





Mr. McCLAMMY. I want to use the last 


words of the dying swan, and say in God's name give usa decent Print- 
ing Office and let us go home. Laughter and appiause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee {| Mr. RICHARD- 
SON] has been recognized, and will be very glad to address the com- 


mittee if it will be in order 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, in the tworemaining minutes 
left to me, I simply want to say that there has been I believe, but 
two objections made to the concurrence in thisamendment: Nearly 
every gentleman who has spoken on both sides of this Chamber has 
agreed that it is absolutely necessary that there should be constructed 
now a pew Government Printing Office, but the objection is made that 
the measure does not come from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I want tosay that this is not a to construct 
a Government Printing Office When you have a measure to erect a 
building, let it come from the Committee on Pu Bu ngs and 
Grounds. This bill is to appoint a com sion to select and purchase 
| the ground upon which to construct this public building. 

Mr. DUNNELL And that is right. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 
erection of a building, but simply tl 


This amendment does not contemplate the 
t a commission shall be consti- 
tuted with power to purchase a location for the building. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, in regard to the other objection made by my friend from 
Kansas and some other gentlemen to the proposed location, that diffi- 
culty is met by the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
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Bri tN iG which proposes to strike out the words in this amend 
I ¢ which «1 location, leaving it for the commission to exercise 
a vl ¢ f ) in the selection and purchase of a site for this build- 
in any point within thecity. Itoccurs to me, sir, that theamend 
ment is justexa what we onght to have, and, as I said in the begin- 
ning, asense of humanity and of 6ur duty to the public service requires 
in my judgment, that we shall concur in this amendment with tl 
u dime proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

CANNON. I yield two minutes tothe gentleman from [llino 


[Mr. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the first question that a 
stranger will ask when he comes to this city is, ‘‘ Why are your pub- 
lic buildings so scattered?’ And every man who is familiar with the 
history of the city knows that they have been scattered in the interest 
of real-estate speculation. It seems that we are unable to get out of 


that influence Now, I would not charge improper motives upon any 
man on this floor, but I do say, let us get away from that influence; 
Jet us concentrate these public buildings where we can get to them 
without having to travel the greater part of a day. 

! avree that it is a necessity to havea new Government Printing Office, 
but not a dollar of this appropriation, under the terms of the amend- 
ment, goes towards the coastruction of the building. We have a piece 
of land down where the Pension Office is located large enongh to con- 
tain all the public buildings that we shall construct during this century. 
Let us put this new Government Printing Office there, upon ground 
which the Government already owns, and thus take one step in concen- 
trating our public buildings so as to make them more accessible. Iam 
ready to vote for an appropriation fora Government Printing Office, but 
80 long as I am amember of this House I will never cast a vote to pur- 
chase a piece of land for a site for a public building in this city unless 
it is in the line of concentration. That is our duty and we should see 
to it, instead of scattering the buildings and keeping them scattered. 

Ir. CANNON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts {Mr. CoGSWELL ]. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, I am one of those unfortunate 
members who have public buildings tied up in the air. [ Laughter. } 
But, sir, I consider the consideration and passage of this large appro 
priation bill of much more importance to this country than the passage 


of my little public-building bill, and I do not think the consideration 
of this important measure ought to be delayed by dwelling upon the lit- 
tle plaints o! one member and another about the fate of other bills of 
less significance, 


‘ow, Mr. Chairman, to the matter in hand. Asa member of the 
subcommittee preparing this bill and presenting it to the House I can 
say that there was not an item in it that we did not have an estimate 
for, that we did not have information about, that we did not have a 
hearing upon; but now comes a Senate amendment involving not only 
the purchase of a site, but the construction in the future of a building 


which can-not cost less than a million dollars. Now, Isubmit whether 


it ts not more business-like, whether it is not more deliberative— 
a word that the other side are so fond of rolling as a sweet morsel 
under their tongues—I submit whether it is not more business-like 


and more deliberative to non-concur in this amendment at this time. 
Your non-copeurrence is not final. Let the House non-concur now, 
“1 your committee. in conference, can go to the bottom of this mat- 


ter, can learn something about the site that is proposed, can learn some- 


thing about the cost of the building that is to follow, and then it will 
be le to advise you of the reasons for its conclusions; and when it 
hall hav iade its conference report the House can accept that report 
or as may be deemed best. Your committee, however, have fol- 
lowed the only course that was left to them. They have advised non- 
concurrence because they are not able, either from estimates or from 
any other source, to furnish the House with intelligent information as 


to what action should be taken on this subject. The House conferees, 
whoever they may be, have watched the drift of this discussion, and 
if it shall be the wish, the intention, the purpose of the House to go 
into this enterprise, they need not fear to wait for a conference report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, and de- 
bate upon this amendment is exhausted. The first question is upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to 
concur in the Senate amendment with the amendment which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Amend by striking out in lines 11 and 12, page 118, the following words: 
“Adjoining or in the vicinity of the present site of the Government Printing 
Office.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I suppose that the votes had 
better be taken separately. The propositions are divisible, and some 
gentlemen might vote for one who would not vote for the other. e 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to concur in the 
Senate amendment with the amendment just read. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman declared that the ‘‘noes’’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I rise to ¢ 
parliamentary inquiry. The motion I made was not to concur with 
an amendment, but it was to amend the motion of the gentleman from 
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Tennessee [Mr. R1cHARDSON], who had moved to concur in the 
ate amendment. I moved to amend his motion so as to make it a n 
tion to concur in the Senate amendment with the proper amendm« 
so | suppose the question now is: Shall the motion of the gentlem 
from Tennessee be amended as proposed by me ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is to concur with an amendme 
The motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RricHARDSON } wa 
toconcur. Then a motion was made by the gentleman from Kentur 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to amend that and concur with an amendmen 
so that the question is: Shall the committee concur in the Senat 
amendment with the amendment proposed? 

Mr. BRECKINKIDGE, ot Kentucky. It is just there that I des 
to submit to the Chair that I think he is mistaken. I, for instan 


may be entirely willing to vote for this motion so as to perfect th 
} 


| motion of the gentleman from Tennessee, and yet be opposed to co 


| ernment. 


curring in the Senate amendment at all; but if the Chair is right gen 
tlemen are torced to vote on the question of concurrence as they vote « 
the question of amending the motion of the gentleman from Tennesse: 

The CHAIRMAN. There are but two motions in order. One is t 
concur and the other is to concur with an amendment, and the latt 
motion is the one that is now before it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But, Mr. Chairman, can they not be divided 
Can we not vote for the amendment without at the same time votin: 
to concur? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the questio 
would be first upon the amendment to my motion, and the vote ought 
first to be taken upon the motion to amend my motion. Then, if that 
carries, the question would be on the motion to concur in the Senate 
amendment with the amendment proposed by the gentleman fior 
Kentucky and adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks there is no misunderstanding 
by the Committee of the Whole as to the question itself. It is upon 
the modification of the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [ M: 
RICHARDSON ] as suggested by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. CANNON, This vote is on the amendment, as 1 understand 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee moved to con- 
cur in the Senate amendment; the gentleman from Kentucky [M1 
BRECKINRIDGE] moved to concur with an amendment proposed by 
him. If the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky be adopted 
the question will be upon the motion of the gentleman from Tennes 
to concur with the amendment proposed by the gentleman from K« 
tucky. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now the second amendment would be in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the following, beginning on line 17, page 120: 

“And hereafter, in all cases of the taking of property in the District of Col 
bia for public use, whether herein, heretofore, or hereafter authorized, the f 
going provision, as it respects the application by the proper officer to the s 


preme court of the District of Columbia and the proceedings therein, shall be 
in the foregoing provisionsdeclared.”’ 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to this modificati: 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BrREcKLN- 
RIDGE]. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now recurs on the motion of 1! 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] to concur in the amend 
ment of the Senate as moditied. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Does that include both amendments? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 36, noes 58. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. RICHARDSON and Mr. CANNON w: 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reportei—ayes 49, 
noes 59. 

So the motion of Mr. RICHARDSON was rejected. 

The amendment of the Senate was non-concurred in. 

The one hundred and ninety-eighth amendment was read, as follow 

Insert the following: 

‘Sc, 4. That hereafter all disbursing officers of the Navy and in the Ind 
service shall render their accounts quarterly, as heretofore; and the Secreta 


of the Senate shall render his accounts .s heretofore; but the Secretary of t 
Treasury may direct any or all such acc »unts to be rendered more frequent 


when in his judgment the public interes:s may require.”’ 

Mr. CANNON. In accordance with the instructions of the Commit- 
teé on Appropriations, I move non-concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, [ was not present when the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] submitted the joint resolution 
extending temporarily the appropriations for the support of the Gov- 
I desire to put in the Recorp, that we may preserve the 
truth of history, a comparative statement of the condition of the general 
appropriation bills at this time and ata corresponding period in the 
Fiitieth Congress. I ask the Clerk to read. 
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Mr. MILLIKEN. 1 wish the gentleman from Missouri would ex- | | ling is now being erected Itisindu \ 
tend his statement so as to tell us at what time in 1888 the Filtieth | r us which induced Congress to ] i e ft e erection of a 
Congress passed a dependent-pension bill, asilver bill, an election bill, | p 
and several other billsof great national importance which have already ien 
passed this House. the capacity of this buliding the necessa 
Mr. DOCKERY. Iam very glad to say that a Democratic Congress | of the Senate and House of Representatiy ibso 
did not pass any one of the measures referred to. i] bet 
The comparative statement just read as to the condition of the four- | office and all of the 
teen general appropriation bills shows that two years ago eight of those ; 
bills had become laws; eight have become laws at this session. Two | it more exp 
years ago three of these bills were in conference; two are in conference 
now. Two years since two were in the House; one is in the House now. 
Two years ago one was in the Senate; one is in the Senate at this 
time. Soitseems, Mr. Chairman, that notwithstanding the rules which | of having 
were adopted at the beginning of this session, the purpose of whic! 
was announced to be to enable the House to ‘‘do business,’’ the various ‘ r. Cha in, Ila tin favor of th rck of t pal 
appropriation bills are no further advanced than they were at a col t piece of property, not be ise it may not be pro but he 
responding period in the Fiftieth Congress under a different system of | cause the in ition is not us: NO! I wish to purchase the 
rules, pr rty at all until I see t ct st that is to be taken, that is, th 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to ask the gentleman whether it is not | character of the building t . t on it So > proposit make, 
true that the rules in reference to appropriation bills are } 





nen iut certain to undertaken 1 1 32 riut 


iat 

ju r-] ’ end i 

now as in the last Congress. the practical execution of what is al certain to b 
Mr. DOCKERY. No, sir; the quorum in Committee of the Wh 

has been changed under the present rules so as to consist of only one 
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hundred members, whereas under the old system of rules it consisted | the Uni 
of one hundred and sixty-six members. With reference to the matter | ary the Hous 1 Sena g ilified 
of debate under the old system of rules, debate had to be limit« 1} as we could select if w I p i ( e without re- 
the House, whereas under the present system debate can be limited on | gard to their political affiliations ho shaii take this entire 
; any item in the Committee of the Whole after the general debate ha 1, with the pows yy architects tain wha t 
t closed. ter of building that i best iited r the Su f e 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Otherwise the rules with reference to appro ted Stat ind for t Suy irt of the Dist 
priation bills are the same? us the ices t Depa l : ; 
Mr. DOCKERY. But the “otherwise ’’ mentioned is the materia [ desire to say, Mr. Chairman, ( that t I 
point in issue between the two systems of rules. ha ) lieving the Su a 
| Here the hammer fell. | presented to it is to ¢ 
The amendment of the Senate was non-concurred in. ot the y 
rm : : ; : 
The one hundred and ninety-ninth amendment was read, and non- | to »we m t 
4 concurred in. th time not increase the numbe In o1 
t 3 The two hundredth amendment was read, as follows to get such a tribunal i I : 
3 
K Amend by inserting the following 1 ( ter that 
iz (200) Si . To provide a suitable site fora building for the Sup ie { d be erected ata t 
and for other pu purposes, the follow x parcels of land situated east : : ; 
Capitol Grounds shail be purchased by the Secretary of the Interior,or take r l , ; hn 
3 public use, namely: Squares designated on the plan of the city Washing s | the Capitol by the i 
J number 7 i triangular parcels des d thereon as numbers 726 and 72 we need for other purpose 
4 the whole ing bounded on the north street north, on the east by S« nd .. Sater wa 
; strect, east,on the south by East Capito! street, and on the west by First street A uS propos! n chang t 
a east and suppos d tocontain 226, L157 superficial feet, exclusive ofavenues, str , | OnLy this lar, that 1t turns over to th n! wer ol re m- 
: and alleys. x ( ] 
3 “That the sum of-$809,.000, or so much thereofas may be ne nog te ew rive QO lva 
appropriated therefor out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwis« appr ation the 
priated.” ; thus t ! her 1 
That the Secretary of the Interior shall be authorized to purchase said land : t 
, es Lit £ 
or any part thereof, as soon as practicable, at such prices as may be fixed b 
agreement between the said Secretary and the respective owners, not exceed- ave! 
® ing the actual cash value thereof, the same to be ascertained by the Secre- W tI l l 
k tary from the testimony of real estate experts, or otherwise, as he may deem | qyestion 
necessary ; and payment therefor shall be made to the respective owners, on aa PPLCIINDRT ’ ¢ 1 
the requisitions of the Secretary of the Interior, upon the release and convey- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ¢ ent cy. Certain with } sure 
pene - said lands to the United States by good and sufficient deeds executed Mr. MILLIKEN Why will not the pri e embraced 
in due form of law: Provided, That nomoney hereby ap; t ] } — 1) : 

, gern ’ ' oo iereby appropriated shall be ex- | sition which you hav ibmitted, namely, t iD invé it ul 
pende d for the purchase of said land, or any part thereof, until the written 2 pe ++: : " s - oi ‘ 
opinion of the Attorney-General shall be had in favor of the validity of the title report shall be made by a comm ion ' tM dy : 
to said land. , all of these cases. that is to say. the Print () ‘ 1 ¢ » | ) 

That if the Secretary of the Interior shall be unable to purchase the whole of | Department buildings. as v t eme { 
said land by agre« ment with the respective owners within four months after the T de ee a cos "rT ‘ ; 
passage of this act, he shall, at the expiration of such period of four months, » not mean to say that 1 necessary , pau = 
ne re Sone, —, part thereof, by condemnation, in the manner herein- | to investigate all, but wh ) nota } ke an inves 
yelore provided for the acquisition of property within the city of Washingt ] } } 

" s v f Washington vw ‘ ale n thee th 29 er 4% 5 rocre 
by condemnation for public uses I } t j t gation aiso in these otl ca I \ ] € 
~ . _ >t ‘ rs TY f } 

re Secretary of the Interior shall report to Congress, at the commence- M . BRECKINRIDGI Ine ICKY 1 each one of the 
ment of the next session, a dctailed statement of all the proceedings under t that the Senate bas acted a in n is appointed with d 
provisions of this act. } j 

M ‘ - ent powers, except as to this! r lor myself, however, I 

r. CANNON. In accordance with tbe instructions of the Commit- | say that this matter pertaining to the Supreme Court is on i 
tee on Appropriations, [ move non-concurrence in this amendment. | I take a special interest. I feel interest in the other matte 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to move that the | [Here the hamme: 
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Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a single word in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, and then I shall ask the committee to give us 
a vote on the proposition. This is a proposition to vote $800,000, as a 
starter, to buy land for the purpose of erecting a building for the 
Supreme Court of the United States. Well, if the land is worth $800, - 


000 it is safe to assume that the building will cost vight or ten times | 


as much, so that we may expect seven or eight millionsto be appro- 
priated for the building hereafter. 

Now, in the first place there is no necessity for starting at all, because 
hefore you can purchase the land and erect a building the six years 
will have expired within which the Congressional Library building will 
be finished; and I am informed when it is finished there are not books 
enough in the Congressional Library to occupy more than one wing of 
it so there will be three wings of that magnificent building unoccu- 
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Mr. CANNON. We have been all day on one amendment. I ask 
my friend, as this has run nearly four days, let us get these matters 
out of the way. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The more it rans the more 
pleasure I have, because I can hear the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] talk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 


| asks unanimous consent that debate may be closed in five minutes. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Make it fifteen. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Make it twenty-five. 

Mr. CANNON. Make it ten minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Say fifteen. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam at the mercy of the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that debate on this 





pied, and in fifty years, with the increase of books on the same aver- 
age that they are now increasing, they will be unoccupied. The proper 
piace for the Supreme Court, and, if you please, for the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, and also, if you please, for the appellate 
court, for many years to come is that magnificent building when erected, 
the new Library building. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman state the estimated cost of the 
Library building? 

Mr. CANNON, Something over $7,000,000. 

Now, we think the best way is to non-concur in the Senate amend- 
vent. In other words, vote down the proposition to concur in the 
imen iment of the gentleman from Kentucky, and say to the Senate 
‘Take off this rider from the appropriation bill.”’ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move to strike out the last word. 

\s against the Senate proposition I should favor that of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. However, I think there is a solution of the 
juestion that would be better than either, if it could ever be adopted 

Congress. I enter with some reluctance, however, upon a solution 
o! the question, for my observation in the past has been that it is dif- 
licult to get anything through Congress looking to a public building 
in Washington unless it carries with it also an appropriation to buy 
somebody’s land. 

Now, the most casual observer who goes outside of this buildingand | 

esa view of it from the outside can not help being struck by the fact | 

it the least beautiful portion of it—and in fact the only portion of 
| that is not beautiful—is the central part resting directly under the 
Dome. Whilethe Dome itself is a marvel of beauty, yet it rests on the 
portico in the center of the two wings of the main building, and there 
is a recess even under the Dome and within the center of the main 
building. 

lhat is all considerably within the two wings of the Capitol. The 
$800,000 that it will take to buy the ground necessary to build the 
judiciary building that is proposed will go far to extend the center of 
the Capitol out where it ought to be, and to construct the most beauti- 
ful colonnade on earth, to be in unison with the two colonnades of the 
sevate and House ends. Now, I am no architect, and I do not set my- 
self up as one; but it does not take an architect to see that the ragged 
part of this Capitol, most unsightly, is the east front of the main build- 

, and I believe that for one-half the money that it will take to buy 
this ground and build a judiciary building outside of the Capitol we 
sn remedy this defect. 
the east front the most beautiful architectural structure in the whole 
world, and why not do it? 

ir. PETERS, What would we do, then, for a place to inaugurate 
the President? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There is plenty of space, the gentleman will see. 
I’ven after it is brought out even with the Senate and House wings, 
there will be ample space for the parade for that purpose, and I think, 
Mr. Chairman, that that is the solution of the question if we could ever 
induce Congress to enter upon it; but I know that A, B, and C do not 

own any ground to sell there. I know that they have got nobody 
here 1o push that proposition. I know that he who advocates it will 
not be up to the spirit and enterprise of the age, and hence the prop- 
osition may fall still-born when it first comes, But he who will look 
at it will see that that is the solution of the question, and there is no 
reason why it could not be made a co'onnade, circular in form, extend- 
ing {rom the House wing to the Senate wing, the most beautiful that 
ever was on earth, adding to the beauty of the Capitol, and in unison 
with the beautiful dome that is above it. Now, why not do that, in- 
stead of adopting the proposition to buy ground? I would favor, how- 
ever, the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BrREcK- 
INRIDGE] rather than the one embraced in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that de- 
bate on this proposition be now closed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to say a word about that. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I ask unanimous consent to close debate at 
the end of five minutes. 


proposition may be closed in fifteen minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. I want to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. StrRUBLE] to the fact that his public-building bill is going 
up while gentlemen are eating up the time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The time is all that is left. The surplus has all 
gone. They can not eat upanything else. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I take it for granted that 
the public building, according to what has been said here, can not go 
up any higher than the gentleman himself has gone up. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There are two very important propositions in- 
volved inthis. The first isthearchitectural one of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, who denies that heis an architect. But I think the propo- 
sition which he has made belies his statement. He shows that be has 
a very good conception of what ought to be done with this Capitol if we 
are to make any improvement here; but I think, Mr. Chairman, that it 
is not a very wise proposition to lay out $800,000 to buy this property 
when no committee of this House has made any investigation of it, 
and we have no report as to whether it is a proper expenditure or not. 
We have no information as to whether anybody is at the back of it who 
wants to put off something upon the Government. 

Now, I have lived long enough in this District not to have any very 
grave suspicions about the people here who have a little property, and 
therefore I have nothing unkind to say about them in that way; but 
I do know that there are some people here who would not mind getting 


from the Government a little more money than their property is prob- 


ably worth in the eyes of the public, and before we go into this measure 
we ought, at least, to understand from a committee of the House that 
this is something like the proper value of the property. We know that 
the Senate, while it is composed of very honorable men, yet it is com- 
posed of men who have very broad and liberal views about the expend- 
iture of publicmoneys. We have often to differ with them, and being 
more directly the representatives of the people upon this floor it is very 
proper that we should keepan eye out forthe public money, especially 
when it is said to be going outas fast as some of our Democratic friends 
claim. 

Now, of course gentlemen on the other side deny our allegations on 
that point, and I do not know whether there is anybody who can give 
us the exact facts as to how much money is going out; but I suppose 
that if it is all paid by foreigners, as our protectionist friends claim, it 
does not make much difference how much money goesout. Of course, 


clusion, I think, from the way that they are trying to keep down the 
expenditures) it is important we should know what we are going to 
get for this $800,000. Iam, of course, ready to do whatever is neces- 
sary for the Supreme Court. 

I, like all lawyers, have a sympathy for judges, and want the judges 
to have sympathy for me, particularly when I am before them in the 
advocacy of any cause; and I do not know a better way by which a 
lawyer can ingratiate himself into the good opinion of the judges than 
to surround them by all the paraphernalia in the way of accommoda- 
tions and luxuries that money can acquire, and thereby add to their 
dignity. Of course if the Library building proves sufficient for that 
business, then we ought to know it; but I think the opinion of the 
gentleman from Illinois, chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
is not warranted when ne says that we will not have books to fill it. 
We are not going to build as great a Library as we started out to build, 
for we have cut the expenditure down from twelve to six or seven mill- 
ions; so that it is not likely that we will have anything like the space 
that he seems to expect we would when the erection of this double- 
sized building was under contemplation. : 

In view of all these facts it seems to me that the wisest thing to do 
would be to adopt the proposition submitted by the gentleman from 
Kentucky in this matter—to put it in the hands of some persons we 
have the right to control, and not put it out of our power altogether 
and give it into the hands of one man to purchase property the value 
of which we have no idea. Therefore, I think that it would be wise 
if we are to do anything at all to agree that we should adopt the sug- 


For four millions of dollars we ought to make | if we are paying it ourselves (and they are about coming to that con- 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Make it fifteen. This is a | gestion of the gentleman from Kentucky and have it put into the 


very important amendment. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Dock ERY } and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] 
both wish to be heard upon it. 


hands of a proper commission. 
Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I listened, I must 
| say, with a considerable degree of pain to the remarkable proposition 
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of the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations rél- ject of the Speaker, that there 1 ht be some 


ative to the best possible place of hiding out of sight or out of the way 
the Supreme Conrt. 

Now, I suppose, Mr. Chairman, there is nota single gentleman upon 
the floor of this House who does not think that the Supreme Court 
should have other quarters than it now has. I can not, however, in 
five minutes explain the many reasons that press upon and convince | 
every member that the Supreme Court should have fnll accommoda 
tions 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I would call attention to the fact that thisisa 
very great tribunal, the greatest tribunal of the earth, and it is to be ex 
pected that a considerable number of peop!e would like to go and heat 
great cases argued before it. I, myself, at various times, have de 
to listen to celebrated advocates address that aagust body, and 
found myself crowded out on account of the smallness of the room. 
[ suggeit that as one r n. Bat to return tothe extraordinary prop 
osition of the distinguished gentleman from Illinois. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I think it is very strange that of the millions 
of money this Government has spent and is spending in the erection oi 
public buildings in remote places, where they can be seen by but few 
of the many citizens of this land, we should not be liberal toward 
this great public building, a building that was to have been the pride 
and the glory of free, progressive America—of America living up to 
the very best thought and ideas of the Republic, 


aso! 





up to the palmiest | 


days of Athens and Greece; a building where there should be gathered | 


together, as it were, in one vast symposium all the wisdom of all the 
ages, and that along the galleries there should be sculptures and paint- 
ings to spread their beneficent influences over all who should see them; 
a building that was to be the very center of learning; a delight to 
every student; a sort of universal Pantheon, where the wisdom of the 
world was to be gathered, and where everything beautiful was to he 
exposed to the admiration of the thousands and millions who would 
visit the building. This was myconception of the Public Library. 
{ Laughter. | 
that for the sake of economy we ought to put all the learning of the 
Supreme Court also into this building. [Laughter. ] 

Truly, sir, in a land sorich and opulent as ours, and a land that 
has spent so many millions of dollars in beautifying its remote bor- 
ders, we ought long to pause and seriously to hesitate before we become 
so very economical that we takea part of thegreat Pablic Library ld- 
ing and use it for the Supreme Court. 
should be preserved. It should havea homeofitsown. { Laughter. | 
Why, the idea of putting that learned body in such abnilding, a body 
that could put forth such a tremendous decision as that the const 








tion of which this House discussed last week, into a building with the | § 


Library, and surroucd them with the learning of antiquity! I find 
my mind will hardly contemplate such a proposition with equanimity 
and I am sure the distinguished gentleman, with whom I usually agree 
on all propositions of economical legislation, would not be guilty of such 
an act of vandalism. I trust and believe he will withdraw his objec- 
tion and allow an appropriation to be made worthy that great body. 
{ Applause. ] 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I can follow the 
lead of the disciple of Demosthenes from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who 


believes that ‘‘ action ’’ is eloquence and who acts upon that belief, in | 


holding that we ought to transfer the Supreme Court to the new Pub- 


lic Library building, and I think I have a very good reason for dis- | 


senting from that view. There was once a member of the Louisvill 
bar, now gone to settle his long account, who was a noted criminal 
attorney. He was in partnership with another lawyer. Upon one oc- 
casion the firm had made a magnificent fee and they were about to 
divide it, and the senior member turned to the junior and said to him, 
‘** Hob, what are you going to do with your share of this money ?’’ 
Hob turned round and said, ‘‘I think, Mr. Beard, that I will open a 
tige office and buy a big library.’’ “‘‘ Do not do it,’’ said Beard, ‘* be- 
cause if you do you will be tempted to read the books and you will 
confuse your mind.’’ [{Laughter. ] 

Now, sir, I am afraid that if we surround the judges of the Supreme 
Court with all the learning of all the ages, past and present, they may 
be tempted to read the books and confuse their minds. 
laughter. ] 





lf Renewed 


And now the gentleman from Illinois tells the House | 


The dignity of that great body 


olation for Lin 
what the gentleman from North ¢ Mr. M 4MMY | had tosay 
n this funereal occasion; althousg the gentleman from North 
| Carolina concluded by saying that 3 1e swan, I sus- 
pected that, thinking of what brot ; 3 inst be ving 
the Speaker might exclaim in the words « i 
swans yr bel « 
i re no ad 
{ « 1 pers 
| Laughter. | 
1 can not, Mr. Chairman, give my sappo ; p yn in 
gard to the Supreme Court of th nited States fort r n so elo- 
quently and so forcibly stated by the gentleman from lowa Laugh 
ter, [ am Oppr sed to this proposition tor another reaso We have 
ist said that we will new building to the Government 


not give a 
t 











Printing Office. Now, in that office are set in type and preserve 
future generations the immortal utterances of the distinguished im 

} ar 1 1 ~~ . 1 Cf wa < ? t vote for 
mortal men I see around me | laughter], and if we would not vote fol 
anew building in behalf of the members o! the American Congress, 
why shall we do it for the Supreme Court of the United States? Iam 
for our side first. Laughter. 

Provide for us first Give us a ‘nt place whe we can go to r 
Vise our proois; give us a place where we cau go without endangering 
our lives by climbing rickety stairs; give us a place where we can go 
and bury our remarks in the pages of the CoNGRI cAL | ) 
give us a place for the transaction of that business, and then when tha 
is done we will attend to the Supreme Court of the United States, if 
we have not already done it in the original-} ge | Laughte 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amend it of the gen- 
tleman from Kentuck) 

Che amendment was rejected 

Che amendment of the Senate was non-concurred in 

Amendment numbered 201 was read 3 follows 

i t,1 rderto procureas able building the District of ¢ 
the ‘ t Post-Office Department,the Post: ate (renera Secretar fthe 
Tiite the Attorney-Ge ral are hereby « titu la ) f 
whi stmaster-Geueral shall be the : in, W thority to pur- 

p priate by j ec g ‘ ia - ter pre led 

) ) ‘ torl } ind, ora pa r i said city, s able 

| r eer , fa t purposes said, w i said 
lb when co ructed sha so a re us to he highest ad 
Ages 7 ence id rit i ler nto th iture 

t nay imnentacec I 4 s Depa lias } noney 

suffictent to pay for said lot or lots o1 nant thasant . ding $300,000 

t nner hereinalter provided, is y ed ey ll 

} the Treasury not otherwise appre é 
- | Phat the commission hereb ed sha sutho ito pur ase said 

is or any part thereof, as so As able. at s Sas y I xed 

| by agreement between said commission and the 1D ve owners, not exceed 
ng the cash value thereof and payment therefor sha made by the Secre 

t of the Treasury to the respective owners upon drafts drawn by the chair 
man of t om ssion hereby created, which said drafts shall only be give 
up ers which s 1ave been duly submitted to said commission, and 
ppre sl of the 1a ty thereof, upon the ise and conveyance 

fs { lot stothel ted States by good and sufficient deeds executed in 

‘ 1 of la P led, Thats yey hereby appropriated, or that may 
l ifter be appro a i for the t se of said lot or ts.orany part therof 
‘ r the ere« n thereon of the said building, shall be paid or expended until 
‘ 10pinion of the Attorney-General shall ad in favor of the validity 

» title to said lot or lots 

Phat if the commission hereby created sha e unable to purchase said land 
greement with the respective owners at a : able price within sixty 

lays after the passage of this act, they are authorized and directed to make ap- 

I a i totl au me court of the District of Columbia, at any general or 
special term there , petition, forthe I ation “ 1 land and for the 
ascertainment of its value in the manner and with the effect hereinbefore pro- 
led for in the case of land to be acquired fort purposes of a Government 


Printing Offic« 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment just 
read will be non-concurred in 


Mr. ENLOE. lI object. I believe this is a proposition to authorize 
the appointment of a commission for the selection of a site for the en- 
largement of the Post-Office Department. My attention was drawn to 
this paragraph by the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois | Mr 
TAYLOR], in addressing the committee a few moments ago. He said 
that the purchases of real estate for the erection of public build sin 


the city of Washington seemed to be made generally with reference to 
real-estate speculations, and I wanted to ask the gentleman if he had 


any information as to whether or 1 


Mr. Chairman, I listened with a good deal of interest to my red- | Jation in this. 


headed brother from the State of Iowa [Mr. StrRuBLE]—and I sympa- 
thize thoroughly with him in his coloring—when he made his atta: 
upon the Speaker of this House. I think that attack was uncalled for. 
{ think it was unjust and unmerited, because it came from that 
of the House. [Laughter.] The Speaker sits there upon his thron 
and he is to-day the Alexander Selkirk of American politics. [ Laugh- 
ter.] He can say: 


Iam monarch of all I survey, 
My right there is none to dispute 
From the center all round to the sea 
Iam lord of the fowl and the brute 


[Great laughter. ] 


But I thought, when I listened to my friend’s speech upon the sub- | 


X XI——493 





| Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I think the same shadow is ove! 
Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not th tis advis eto 
trust so important a matter as this to a commission to be appointed by 
yngress [It should be done by the committ 1is House and of 
the senate, In this body we ha' is chal Lol committee the 
gentleman from Maine | Mr. MILLIKEN], whois a very splendid judge 
| of real estate and of the proper kk f } lildings in the city 
of Washington. He is a man > judgment I have great con 
| dence, and I do not | e to st sim dey of of the rights that 
belong to him to deter e wl the Government aid to real-estate 
speculation sha in the city of Washington, if there must be su 
| speculation 1 ter i »t want to take that right av 
| the Congress and give it to iebody else. [{ Laughter Iw 
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furthermore, that this matter of the erection of public buildings is get- 
tiny to be very interesting. I find quite a considerable number of gen- 
tlemen in the House who seem disposed this morning to enter into a 
new declaration of independence. [Laughter.] They have become 
tired of the tyranny and oppression of the Speaker which deprives them 
of rights which they conceive they ought to exercise themselves, 

That being the case, Mr. Chairman, I think we had better let this 


committee control its own affairs. We had better invite our friends on 
the oth de, who are becoming tired of tyranny and oppression from 
th peaker, to resist the Committee on Rules and to makea new dec- 
laration of independence for the restoration of the rights of the Com- 
mitteeon Public buildings and Grounds, which ought to have charge 
of the location of this building, and of everything else connected with 
the construction of public buildings, as well as the restoration of the 
usurped rights of ail other committees of this House. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Maine feels complimented at the confidence which | ex- 
press in his judgment. I see that heis anxious to address himseif to 
the louse, and I have no doubt he wiil return his acknowledgments 
to me for this expression of my entire confidence in his ability to de- 
cide where and how these buildings ought to belocated. [Laughter. ] 

Ir. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I can not let this occasion pass 
without extending my cordial thanks to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[| Mr. ENLoE] for expressing so much confidence in me. If I should 


not acknowledge my obligations to the gentleman I[ should consider it 
a piece of incivility and radeness which would not only cast a reflection 
upon me, but I should hardly want it known that my State would send 
a man to Congress who would allow to pass without acknowledgment 
such a compliment as the gentleman has paid to me. 

Now, | will frankly state to the gentleman what I would do if this 
matter were in my hands. I am going to be franker than the gentle- 
man perhaps expected. When I have made this statement the House 
will perhaps judge whether it would be willing to place the matter 
in my hands or not. If I had power to select the location for a 
building jor the Post-Office Department I would recommend the pur- 
chase of a little plot of ground that adjoins the land that has been 
bought for the city post-oflice, about 40,000 feet, I think, which could 
be bought or condemned at a pretty low price. Between this and the 
Mall is a piece of land, containing about 20,000 feet, which belongs 
to the Government, and therefore would not have to be purchased. 
And having acquired the lot next south of the post-office lot and util- 
izing the last-named parcel, I would extend over the whole of it, com- 
prising about 120,000 square feet, having the Agricultural grounds on 
the south and Pennsylvania avenue on thenorth, a building at least six 
stories high. 

The first floor upon the lot already acquired, containing more than 
60,000 square feet, I would appropriate for the purposes of the city post- 
office; and I would assign to the Post-Office Department all of the first 
floor of the building south of C street, which I would arch over, and 
also all of the remaining stories of the building. This I think is alto- 
gether the cheapest plan that could be adopted. We would then have 
a magnificent building for both the city post-office and the Post-Office 
Department. With the large and beautiful Agricultural Grounds on the 
south and Pennsylvania avenue on the north, there would be an op- 
portunity for ventilation and a draught of air through the building, and 
we should putin the place of a lotof rubbish, which isan eye-sore and 
a blot upon the city, a splendid structure. At the same time we could 
let the Interior Department, now so much crowded, occupy the present 
Post-Office Department building. 

Not only would this give splendid accommodations to the Post-Office 
Department, in a convenient place, but it could all be done much more 
cheaply than to purchase a new lot and build elsewhere. Now, the 
gentleman from Tennessee and the House understand just what they 
would get if they should repose confidence in me with reference to this 
matter. [ Laughter. | 

I, however, much prefer that the committee named in the bill should 
attend to it than that I should do so, and I have that confidence in 
their intelligence and patriotism which convinces me that they would 
adopt the plan which I have so briefly delineated. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the amendment will 
be non-concurred in. The Chair hears no objection. 

Amendment numbered 202 was read, as follows: 

Insert the following: 

“Sno, 8. To provide accommodations for the Government Printing Office, the 
Publie Printer be, and he is hereby .empowered aad instructed to acquire dy 
purchase the property situated on the north side of Pennsylvania avenue, be- 
tween Third and Four-and-a half streets, known as the Globe Printing Office 
and designated in the land records of the District of Columbiaas lots numbered 
l4dand iS and part of lot 16, in reservation 10, in the city of Washington; and 
for the purpose stated the sum of $135,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary. is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
“nt Ss ; x That whenever title to such real estate shall be acquired and the same 
shall be ready for delivery, and the sufficiency thereof shall be certified by the 
Attorney-General of the United States, the Treasurer of the United States is 
hereby authorized and directed, upon the requisition of the Public Printer, to 


pay to the person or persons entitled to receive the same the purchase price of 
said property.” 


Mr. CANNON. The Committee on Appropriations recommend non- 
concurrence in this amendment. I would be glad to have a vote. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise for the purpose of op- 
posing the motion of the gentleman from I\linois [Mr. CANNON], but 
in order to farnish him with some iniormation which he may find of 
value hereafter; for my impressicn is that he will find it very difficult 
to resist all these real-estate speculations. I wish to say to him that 
yesterday a gentleman of this city called my attention to the particu- 
lar provision now under consideration—a gentleman of high standing, 
who is connected with the labor organizations of this city, and upon 
whose statement entire reliance can be placed. I have his name be- 
fore me, and will furnish it to my friend from IIlinois. 

This gentleman told me that the organization of which he is a mem- 
ber, and a member of its legislative committee, bad had in contempla- 
tion the purchase of this property on Pennsylvania avenue for an object 
connected with their organization; that the property was offered to 
them at $75,000; that they reached the conclusion that the real value 
was about $66,000; but the proposition to them was to purchase it at 
$75,000, a comparatively small sum to be paid at the time of the pur- 
chase and the residue on time; and that offer had been made within 
the last two or three months, 

The Senate here proposes to appropriate $135,000 for the purchase of 
this property, being $60,000 dollars more than the property has been 
offered for at private sale within the last two or three months. I wish 
to call the attention of my friend from Illinois to this fact, that he may 
remember it when he comes to have an interview with the conferees of 
the Senate; for from the reading of these various provisions at the close 
of this bill, a person not connected with our legislation, but observing 
our proceedings, could not help but be impressed with the fact that 
there seems to be a widespread movement to purchase real estate for 
the Government at fabulous prices wherever a plausible pretense can 
be suggested for making such purchase. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, it is not possible that a commit- 
tee of conference appointed on the part of this House can ever agree to 
the purchase of this property on Pennsylvania avenue at the price in- 
dicated in the pending bill. It will beremembered that some fourteen 
years ago Congress, to the tune of $110,000, purchased a lot of old 
**traps’’ owned by the Globe Printing Company which did business 
in ¢hat building. The property which was then purchased has been 
utterly worthless from the time it was bought; and the Government 
has expended thousands of dollars in findinga place to lodge the old type 
and the old plates that were supposed to be of very great value when they 
were purchased. That building was erected many years ago without any 
modern accommodations. It would appear that the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] is right. As we look over this bill and exam- 
ine the amendments which have been added by the Senate, we find that 
we are called upon to give prodigious prices for various pieces of real 
estate; and the Senate has dumped on this the most objectionable 
amendment coming from that body. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I think enough has been said to 
show that the Committee on Appropriations is right in recommending 
non-concurrence, and therefore I ask a vote. 

The motion to non-concur was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, Atthe pleasure of the committee, we will return 
to page 112, and consider Senate amendment numbered 187, which was 
passed over by unanimous consent for the time being. The Clerk will 
report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(187) For the payment to the widow of the late Chief-Justice Morrison R. 
Waite, this sum being equal to the balance of his salary for one year, $8,745. 

Mr. CANNON. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

This is a matter with which the House is very familiar, and I will 
occupy but a very few minutes in presenting it to the committee. 
Morrison R. Waite, late Chiet-Justice of the United States, died in the 
early part of the year, so that an adjustment of his salary for the whole 
year would leave $8,745 unpaid of the annual amount he was entitled 
toreceive. The proposition of the Senate, the same which was made 
one year ago, is to pay to the widow the unpaid balance of the annual 
salary, amounting to thesum named. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Was the salary paid up to the time of 
death? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

The widow of Chief-Justice Waite was left by him without any prop- 
erty except a residence in this city, upon which there was alien, which 
lien, I believe, has been discharged by the kindness of the associates 
of the Chief-Justice upon the bench. The widow has no means of 
support, as I am authorized to say, of her own, except the proceeds 
arising from the rent ofa portion or perhaps all of the building, the home- 
stead, which was left to her; and the question now is, whether the 
people of the United States are willing that this lady, the relict of the 
distinguished Chief-Justice, shall be thus left in the extremity which 
is now upon her, or whether, following a custom which we have fol- 
lowed in nearly every other branch of the Government, we will pay to 
his widow the balance of the year’s salary. 

I find in a bill, Mr. Chairman, which was reported from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and which is now pending in the House, the bill 
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known as the deficiency bill, appropriations of a character standing on | 
all fours with the one now under consideration. I know that those appro- 
priations are justified, in the estimation of the committee, by a long 
line of precedents, and they stand exactly upon the footing which I | 
claim ought to operate and which would give to this woman the al- 
Jowance provided for in the Senate amendment. 
deficiency bill, which we are to vote 

been favorably reported by the same committee which now recommends 
non-concnrrence in the Senate amendment, we have, among other items, | 


On page 57 of the 
for in a few days, and which has | 





a provision to pay to the widow ot the lat R. W. Townshend, who died, 
I believe, on the Sth or 9th day of March, four days after the beginning 
of his term, the sum of $10,691.46, and it is said by the committee that 
this amount is for salary and mileage. 

That is to say, they provide an appropriation paying mileage fo 
a member who was dead six months before the assembling of the ¢ 
gress to which he waselected. Then in addition to that we find a 


»all respect 


a 





vision to pay to the widow of a gentleman whom w 

was four or-ive times a millionaire, an allowance of $9,904.37, sh 
ing that it is the policy ef the Committee on Appropriations to n 
only pay the unexpired portion of the yearly salary, but to continue 
to pay during the whoeie term, and to pay mileage besides. Why they 
should have omitted the stationery account is something which I do not 
understand. But so we have gone on from year to year making these 
payments, and here is a long list of appropriations in exactly the same 
line as that which is now before us. 

Now, gentlemen of the committee, you have submitted to you this 
proposition. No man ever filled a public office with more honor and 
with more distinct devotion to the duties devolved upon him than did 
Morrison R. Waite. The situation of these judges—the justices of the 


Supreme Court—their surroundings are of such a character that, un- | pro 


less the appointments are conferred upon gentlemen with large private 
fortunes, the result in each case will be exactly what it was in the case 
of Chief-Justice Waite. 
tion of his salary to his widow ? 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I admit the argument of the gentle- | 
man from Ohio who has just taken his seat, that the concurrence in 
this amendment would be only in accord with the practices of Congress | 


there is no member here who has less respect for that precedent than 

I have. I believe that it is wrong in principle, and ought to be dis- 

couraged in practice. I believe that the violation of that precedent | 
would be an honor and a credit to the House in every instance. I 
think that one of the greatest troubles that is coming upon this coun- 
try is due to the fact that we are paying gratuities to the families of 
public officers who are paid large salaries during their lifetime, as an 
exceptional class, as better than the rest of the people. 

At every session we proceed to take money from the pockets of the | 
tax-payers and pay it to the families of the deceased office-holders asa | 
class. I believe that the policy pursued by Congress in such matters | 
is not only wrong in itself, but that it will eventually result in a great 
uprising of the laboring classes, not as distinguished from the farming 
classes, but amongall classes of laboring people, and that it will increase 
another class which is growing rapidly in this country, known as the 
anarchists. I believe the policy of making distinctions of classesamong | 
the people, making the oflice-holder better than the men who created 
him, and making distinction in favor of his family above the families 
of the people themselves, will result in great injury to the Government 
and, Mr. Chairman, I am therefore opposed in principle to the exten- 
sion of that policy and favor non-concurrence in this amendment of 
the Senate. 

I am opposed to all appropriations of this character, whether made 
in favor of an office-holder who dies as an employé of the House or 
whether it is to the widow of an office-holder who occupied the most 
exalted position in theGovernment. This is a new departure from the | 
previous bad precedents on this subject. Asalogical sequence the rule, 
if ettablished, must be extended to the widows of circuit and district 
judges, and if not checked it must reach in the end every class of Fed 
eral oflice-holders. It is all wrong. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ev- | 
LOE] vote against the appropriation of $5,000 a year io the widow of | 
Ex-President James K. Polk, of his own State, which has been going 
on for thirty years? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes; and I would vote to repeal the law for the pay- | 
ment of gratuities to every Congressman’s widow or the widow of apy | 


A aby 


other office-holder. ri 


in its service or during its session. But at the same time I suppose 
| 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Have you ever done it? 
Mr. ENLOE. _I would if I had the opportunity. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Have you ever done it? 


Mr. ENLOE. Oh, well, have you ever done it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; and I never will. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have done it when I had the opportunity, and you 
would not do it if you had the opportunity. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad to close debate on 
this item. 


The question is: Will you pay the unpaid por- | ame 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the motion of the gen- 


tleman from Ohio to concur in the Senate amendment. Those in favor 





will sav ‘‘ay.’’ 

rhe question having been taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

A division was demanded 

[The committee divided; and there wer ye 7 i 

1mendment was non-concurred 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of tl 
mittee to the pending amendment. It iment 99, on page 57. 

Mr, PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, before that i sidered the gen- 
tleman from Washington {| Mr. WILson t yn 
sent that certain action may be taken, w I ! ill 
object to, and I hope it may be done before this I 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Mr. Chairma 

mn of this bill, amendment numbered ( 
curred in, In the dk ite I understood the « 1irman to! 
( nee, and that was what I desired, as it is necessary to add an 1 
V ( sof g t importance to the sett! located 1 1 this 

| Therefore, I ask unanimous <¢ to reconsider the motion 
t r, and that t nt | d rred tha may 
go to conference 


here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The CHAIRMA) Che committee will now 1 
on ol amend 1ent 
committee reco1 


Mr. PAYSON. 


imbered 99, on page 5 
nend non-concurrence 


Mr. Chairman, I move to concur in the Senate 





amendment with an amendment which I will send to the Clerk’s desk. 
betore it is read | desire to say that I have included in section 3 of the 
posed amendment the proviso proposed by the gentleman from In- 


rave notice 


na (Mr. HOLMAN] and of which he g I have moditied 
own proposition by accepting his. I move concurrence in the 


ndment with the amendment which I offer. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from IJlin 


ois [ Mr. PAYS IN ] 





| moves to concur inamendment numbered 99 with an amendment which 


the Clerk will report. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
SON | desire to strike out and insert? 
Mr. PAYSON. No, I move to concur in Senate amendment num- 


e 
bered 99 with the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] 
moves to’concur in the Senate amendment as amended by his proposi- 
tion 

The Senate amendment is as follows 


} 





One-half of which sum shall be expended west of the one hundred i first 
meridian; and so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitled 1 act < 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal yea 

| ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,” as provides for the selection and 
location of reservoirs and canals upon the public lands, and the reservation of 
rable lands, is hereby rep ed: fF led, That reservoir and canal sites 
heretofore cated or selected shall r gated and reserved from entry 





or settlement until otherwise provided by law. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYsoN ] pro- 


poses to concur in this amendment with the following amendment 














( rk read as follows 

= te ept 1 llandsandr 1 lands l lands unfit for enl- 
t wi tion and destitute of timber of commercial value shall be 
‘ las¢ 

Tha 1 whois qu ed to mak in ¢€ y of 
} stead la all ititled to e1 r 320 acres, or a less quantity, of Dp 
ted desert public lands, to be locate.iin a body conformity to t ral 
subdivtsions of the publ lands. And ey person owning a 1g 
imay,uncder the pro. ns of lls 8 ‘ z n 
sus to his or her land, which s) ] t, with the land ¢ ed 
cultivated, exceed in the aggrewate 320 acres, 

Sec. 3. Thatany person applying to enter desert land sha first make andl 
subscribe before the proper officer, and file in the proper land of un affidavit 
that he or she is the head of a family, or is over twenty 6 years sa 
citizen of the United States, « 1as filed his or her dé aration of ‘ to 
become such, as required by the naturalization laws, and a bona fide res 
ol tate or lerrit in which the land applied for is situated 
I n is } estly and of re i 
same and adapting it to « t } of a 

erson, persons, corr or s it 

i estly endeavor to ‘ s to 
r a ’ amation, and and 

ed for; that he or she i pora yr, « 

syt ate, in Making suc er r 
ition, or syndicate to give tl ! t t 
he or she does not apply to « s ‘ 
in good faith to reclaim t | rriga r 
his or her ow use; a 1 thé t 
Will! ma Any ag t ent re 1 y ay a i 
pers« i Ss, cor at licat ¥ tit 
Ww i or s ight a c t ( ? f ed States 
sh ld inure in whole or in part to the benefit of an: erso co t 
or 8y ite except himself or erse'f ! 1 alli 
davit with the register or rece payment $5 when t entry is of not 
more than 80 acres, and on payment of 310 when the entry is for more than 8) 
but not more than 160 acres, an n payment of $15 when the « try is for more 
than 160 but not more than 240 acres, a on payment of $20 when the entry is 
for more than 240 acres, he or she shall thereupon be permitted to enter the 
amount of land specified: P d, That all lands designated and selected by 


the United States Geological Survey for sites for reservoirs and for can 
irrigation purposes shall be reserved from sale and shall remain land 
United States, but such reservations of lands for sites for reservoirs 
for irrigation purposes shall be subject to the approval of the Presi 
United States. 


Sec. 4. That at the time of filing the declaration hereinbefore r: 
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party shal «o file a map of said land, which shall exhibit a plan showing the 
ed irrigation, and which plan shall be sufficient to thor- 

f ‘ 1 reclaim said land, and prepare it to raise ordinary agri 
til also show the source of the water to be used for irri- 
Persons entering desert lands may associate together 

on of reservoirs, canals, and ditches for irrigating and reclain 
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here, and that, too, without objection, and if any objection bad been 
made it would be futile. It is under consideration. It has been con- 
sidered under a technical rule of this House, in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union; and it is in order under the 
rules of this House to move to concur in the amendment, which takes 
precedence under the rules 0! a motion to non-concur; so the only 
question to be considered is whether or not the amendment is germane. 

The point is not made, and it is not necessary to make it, because 
this proposition would go withoutsaying. Butany Senate amendment 
which has been regularly considered in Committee of the Whole under 
the rules of this House is subjectto amendment. Then, the only ques- 
That ques- 
tion has been decided. I find here one decision reported in the Digest. 
Here, on page 282, is a decision made in the first session of the Forty- 


| eighth Congress: 


ima ile a joint map or maps showing their pian of internal 
1 ! ts . 

i » That the right to use the water by the person or persons conducting 

1 eon ortoa tract of desert land so entered shall depend upon bona 

appropriatio i ich rightshall not exceed the amount of wateractua!) 

at priat ind necessarily used for the purpose of trrigation and reclamation 
n li irplus water overand above suc »actual appropriationand use, togethic: 
oa the water of all lakes, rivers, and ot r sources of water supply upon the 

lands and not navigable, shall remainand be held free for the appropria 

tion and use of the pub for irrigation, 1 Hy and manuf. ring purposes, 

bject to existing 1 

bd | 6. That no land shall be patented to any person under this act unless | 

will hree vears after ma usuch entry, | or his heirs, shall have, by the 
esa : stion and ivation thereof, by means of main canals and 
bras litches, and in permanent improvements upon the land, reclaimed and 
put inaetual cultivation one-eighth of the land; but noentry of such desert land 
any one person for the benefit of sach person shall hereafter exceed 32) | 
acres, nor shall any payment be required therefor, except the payment of 2 
cents per acre to be paid when the application is filed; but no person snall be 
permitted to make any such eutry unless he is a bona fide resident of the State 
or Territory in which such desert land is situated No patent shall be issued 
for such land unless within one year after the expiration of the said three years, 


the person making such entry or if he be dead his widow, or in case of her 
leath his heirs or devisee, or in case of a widow making such entry, her heir 
or devisce in case of her death, proves by two credible witnesses, who are 
householders, that he, « or they have actually, by irrigation, raised on at 
least one-eighth of said land agricultural products of commercial value, and 

akes affidavit that no part of such land has been alienated, except as provided 
by section 2288 of the Revised Statutes, and that he, she, or they will bear true 
allegiance to the Government of the United States, then in such cases he, she 
or they, if at that time citizens of the United States, shall be entitled to a patent 
as in other cases provided by law. All lands classified as desert or arid lands 
shall be subjectto entry underthe homestead law 

Sec. 7. All entries of public lands in good faith and valid but for the provi-+ 
ions of the act of October 2, 1888, as to desert or arid lands, and the rulings of 
the Secretary of the Interior upon said act may be recognized and perfected 
under existing laws; except such,if any exist,as conflict with designations or 
selections by the officers of the United States for reservoirs, ditches, or canals 


under said act. 


Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order that this amendment is 
not in order, for it is in the teeth of Rule XXI. It changes existing 


\n amendment proposed to an amendment of the Senate must be germane 


to that amendment 

If germane it is in order 
and can not be held in order on the ground that it is germane to the subject- 
inatter of the pending bill. 

If germane totheSenateamendment it isinorderin the House. That 
decision is the only one I see at present, but it was made the basis of 
other decisions and it must be soin the very nature of things. Itlooks 
to me like a first-blush case, as a lawyer would say. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, in reply, let me say that the amendment the 
gentleman referred to and the decision he gives relate only to the 
question as to whether it was germane. I make this point of order 


| under Rule X XI, clause 2, and the gentleman makes no reply to that 


| positive provision of the rule. 


Not only is legislation prohibited, or 


| any provision changing existing law, but any amendment thereto on 


law, and I think is not even germane; but let that be as it may, it | 


certainly changes existing law. 
amendment, if it is subject to the point of order that if it had origi- 
nated in the House it should first be considered in Committee of the 
Whole, is so considered, that Senate amendment does not give the 


It seems to me that while the Senate | 


Committee of the Whole power to put on a copy of the Revised Stat- | 


utes or any provision that is not in order under the rules of the House. 

Mr. MCKENNA, Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman from 
Illinois to withdraw his pointof order. I want to move an amend- 
ment to theamendmentof the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. PAyson ], 
which I think he will accept. 

Mr..CANNON. Well, I have no objection to its being read for in- 
formation, 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire, Mr. Chairman, tolook for a single author- 

¥, which I think I can find in a moment, and which will settle this 
question, 

Mr. CANNON, I do not recollect, Mr. Chairman, to have heard 
this point of order. 
at once that the rule of the Honse is a proper one—that if the Senate 
provision would require consideration in Committee of the Whole 
that it should be referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Now, that is where itis. Then, if it bein the power of the Senate 
with our standing rule for the prohibition of legislation upon appropria- 
tion bills to throw upon any and every clause of an appropriation bill 
a proposition that changes the law, why, then, it is in the power of 
the Senate to enable any member of the Committee of the Whole to 
absolutely nullify and set aside Rule XX of this House, and in that 
way and by that means it is possible—not only possible, but probable— 


Maybe it has been made; but the Chair can see | 


that it would be in order to precipitate upon the House on the great | 
money bills, that must be passed or the Government must stop, meas- | 


ures that will be kept going back and forth between the two bodies 
and would totally change the statute law of the country. 
to me, upon principle and upon thestandard of sound policy, that under 
the rulesof the House this measure should be considered in Committee 
of the Whole, but the consideration in Committee of the Whole or in 
the House, it seems to me, should not authorize the violation of the 
rule I refer to. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, there is no violation of the rule that 
the gentleman refers to. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me, clause 2 of Rule X XI 
sAVS 


‘or shall.any provision changing existing law be in order in a1 


propriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

Mr. PAYSON. Of course that refers exclusively to appropriation 
bills considered in this House coming from the committee, but it must 
be understood, Mr. Chairman, that the matter we are now considering 
is a Senate amendment tothe House bill. I agree with the gentleman 
from Illinois that if thesubstance of thisamendment should come from 
the Committee on Appropriations it would be obnoxious to the point 
of order; but the Senate has put it on and it is under consideration 


It seems | 


any appropriation bill. Well, now, unfortunately, the rules of the 
House can not get rid of it;and I take it thatit is the duty of the Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole, and the Committee of the Whole 
House, under this rule of the code, to so hold as to let the rule operate 
wherever it may; and it would operate in the exclusion of this amend- 
ment, because it is an amendment to the Senate amendment, and only 
that motion is in order which tends to bring the two bodies together. 

Now, an amendment would be in order that proposed to concur with 
the Senate amendment, provided the amendment offered in the House 
did not change existing law; but the very moment that the gentleman 
makes a motion to concur with the Senate amendment with an amend- 
nent, andthe amendment which he proposes changes existing law, it 


| seenis to me it is subject to the rule by the express terms of the rule. 


Mr. PAYSON, Will my colleague yield for a question for informa- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON, Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. Can my colleague imagine an amendment that could 
be offered with propriety to any Senate amendment that would not 
change existing law? 

Mr. CANNON. ‘Then if it changes existing law—— 

Mr. PAYSON. [ask a direct answer; yes or no. 

Mr. CANNON, I think so. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will thé gentleman name it? 

Mr. CANNON. We could appropriate a million dollars, for in- 
stance —— 

Mr. PAYSON. But that is not a change of existing law. 

Mr. CANNON. I can not imagine any amendment offered in the 
House on a motion to concur with a Senate amendment that would be 
in order, provided the amendment moved in the House changed exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman does not answer my question. My 
point is this: An amendment is in order in this House to any Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. PAYSON. Now, if the amendment was the existing law there 
would be no necessity for moving it, because then the existing law 
would be the same as the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then, upon the gentleman’s theory, any sensible 


| amendment, that is, any amendment proposing to change existing law, 


could not be offered, for the reason he has stated. 
not offer any amendment to a Senate amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I beg my friend’s pardon. 

Mr. PAYSON. Necessarily so. 

Mr. CANNON. I beg pardon. Take this bill, for instance; it is in 
order to move to concur in a Senate amendment with any amendment 


Therefore you could 


| that does not change existing law. 


¥y general ap- 


Mr. PAYSON. Such as what? 

Mr. CANNON. Such as making an amount a million dollars in- 
stead of $600,000. 

Mr. PAYSON. But there is not any appropriation in the part of the 
bill that I am addressing myself to. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, there is in the amendment of the Senate. 
Let us see what the gentleman proposes todo. Because the Senate of 
the United States violates its rules and puts a rider upon this appro- 
priation bill, and then says, ‘‘ Here, assent to this change of law as a 
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condition of the passage of the bill,’’ my friend claims that the Senate 
bas thus placed it in the power of any member of this House to do that 
upon an appropriation bili which the rales of the House expressly pro- 
vide shall not be done. In other words, under the providence of God 
and by the grace of the United States Senate, we can legislate ad infinitum 
upon appropriation bills, changing existing lawall along the line, so long 
as the amendment offered is germane and the Senate inaugurates the leg- 
islation! That is what the gentleman’s position leads to, and from the 
standpoint of sound policy and in obedience to the Janguage of the rule 
it seems to me that this amendment should be held to be out of order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Would it not be in order for us to consent to 
a Senate amendment which absolutely repeals existing law ” 

Mr. CANNON, To concur; yes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, if we can concur, and thus absolutely 
repeal existing law, may we not concur witha modification consenting 
to a partial repeal of existing law ? 

Mr. CANNON. That is a fair question, and let me, without inter- 
ruption, make what seems a full answer to it. The motion to concur 
is one that is provided for by the rules. 
the motion that will bring the two Houses to an agreement. 
provided for. The motion to concur with an amendment is also in 
order. But the very moment that you offer your amendment, it must 
be an amendment that is admissible under the rules of the House. It 
seems to me that the rule provides that in so many words. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is conceded by the gentleman from Illinois, as I 
understand, that the Senate amendment is properly before the House ? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. We can not get rid of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He concedes also that it is in order to move to con 
cur in the Senate amendment with an amendment. Now, is not the 
rule universal that you can move to concur in a Senate amendment 
with any amendment that is germane to the subject-matter of the Sen- 
ate amendment? Is not that the universal rule? 

Mr. CANNON. I think there is a perfect answer to that, and I think 
I can make the gentleman see it. 
mane? Because the rules of this House say that the amendment must 
be germane. Now, the rule touching the germaneness of the amend- 
ment is no more express than this other rule of the House: 


That is 
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Mr. CANNON, If the matter is non 


the Senate, it leaves the House amendment and the Senate amendment 


oncurred in when it goes to 


in conference; the House amendment and the Senate amendment can 
be considered by the conferees; agreement can be recomn led on 


commended on the 


} 


| one hand or disagreement on the other, or a propesition can be reported 


to the House for its consideration. 
Mr. DOCKERY. It seems to me the k 
tion would give the House conferees more | 
Mr. CANNON. Not at all. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly it would. 
Mr. CANNON. The House conferees have absolately no power ex- 
cept to report the matter to the House, with or without recommenda 
tion; and then the House can do as itchooses. But always the House 
or the Committee of the Whole, when it takes a parliamentary or leg 
islative step, must take it in conformity with every rule of the House. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Vould a conference report embodying, for in- 
stance, the amendment proposed by the gentleman from [Illinois [ Mr 
PAYSON] be subject to a point of order, in the opinion of the ger 


} 
le gentleman s posi- 


than the House its« 


; Inan? 


It is always in order to make | 


Whyshould the amendment be ger- | 


Mr. CANNON. Conference reports, as I understand, when they are 
presented, are either adopted or rejected, it being in the power of the 
House to do either. 


Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman does not swer my question. 
Mr. CANNON. What is the gentleman’s question 
Mr. DOCKERY. Suppose, for instance, the conferees should agre« 


to the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAY 
sON ]; would that conference report be subject to a point of order wl 
presented to the House ? 

Mr. CANNON. My friend understands that under these san 
a point of order does not lie to a conference report 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then the effect, I would suggest to the gent 
man 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not talking about the effect. 

Mr. DOCKERY. rhe effect would be to give the conferees 1 
power than the House itself possesses. 

Mr. CANNON. 





Not atall, because the action of the conferees, what 


| ever they may do, does not amount to so much as alast year’s bird’s 


| nest until the pow 


Nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order in any general ap- | 


propriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

Mr. PAYSON. Right there will my colleague permit an interrup- 
tion ? 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will let me complete my sentence, 
then I will yield. Now, then, if the Senate amendment gives us power 
in this Committee of the Whole to disregard clause 3 of Rule X XI, 
which I have just read, it also gives us power to disregard the rule of 
this House which declares that amendments must be germane. There 
is no escape from that. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman think that this Senate amend- 
ment is properly before the House for consideration? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, I have said so. 

Mr. PAYSON. By the rules of the House; under the construction 
which you give them it is not. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman can not confuse me by that kind of 
a statement. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not want to. 

Mr. CANNON. Everybody understands that the Senate can submit 
upon a bill which we send to them any possible amendment that they 
choose, whether it complies with our rules or not. When we come to 
consider that amendment in the House we can non-concur, we can con- 
cur, or we can concur with an amendment, provided the proposed 
amendment he germane and does not otherwise violate our rules. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Will you allow me to ask you a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. MCKENNA. You say the Senate under their rules can put on 
an appropriation bill such an amendment as they have adopted in this 
ease, which changes existing law ? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Now, under your construction are we not abso- 
lately powerless to do anything except to concur in foto or to reject ia 
toto ? 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir. Let me answer the gentleman's question, 
for I have great respect for any question that occurs to his mind, acute 
as itis. On the motion to concur you can offer, asa substantive prop- 
osition, any amendment which is not amenable to a point of order 
under some one of the rules of the House. 

Mr. MCKENNA. But would not any amendment be subject toa 
point of order, because, taken in connection with the Senate amend- 
ment, it would change existing law ? 

Mr. CANNON. Not at all. The Senate amendment proposes to 
change existing law—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am interested in the gentleman’s discussion of 


r of the House is exercised, and the House acts. 
Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman concedes that a point of order 
can not be made against the conference report 
Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will not confuse his mind with 
technicalities—with ‘‘if’’ and ‘‘nevertheless’’ and ‘‘ although’’ and 
‘* notwithstanding,’’ but will take the letter of Rule X XI and conside1 
the evil that was sought to be redressed by its adoption, and will con- 
strue the rule from that standpoint and from every standpoint of sound 
public policy as well as by its letter, he can not escape the conclusion 
that this amendment is out of order. 
fr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the sit- 
uation touching this point of order, it is this: Under our rules the Com- 


| mittee on Appropriations can not bring in a proposition changing exist- 


ing law. That embarrassment does not obtain in the Senate The 
Senate can put on a bill an amendment changing existing law. When 
such an amendment comes to the House that amendment, as I under- 
stand, is freed from the embarrassment which would be connected with 
it if offered in the House as an original proposition. That embarrass- 
ment being thus relieved, we are then justified under the rules in amend- 


t 


| ing the Senate amendment; but in the form of a proposition to amend 
2 


you can not bring in a distinctive new propositior 
ing law. 

And right there is where my honored friend from Illinois [Mr. PAay- 
SON } falls into an error. Let me illustrate. We bring in a bill h 
free from embarrassment under the rules. It goes to the Senate; tl 


U 


that changes exist- 


ere 


| Senate puts on an amendment providing for the building of a custor 
house in San Francisco to cost $1,000,000. When the bill comes back 
| we may trim and perfect that amendment: we may increase or reduce 





the amount; we may insert provisions as to how the site is to be pur 
chased; we may provide for the creation of acommission; we may bind 
around the propositidh a large number of limitations. But let this 
House, instead of adopting provisions for the building of a custom 
house, attempt by way of amendment to provide for the building of a 
post-office or an opera-house, let some new and distinct proposition be 
introduced, and then the rules of the House interpose and say, ‘* > 
can not do it.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman allow the Chair to suggest 
that in the case he supposes the amendment wou!d not be ger! 


r 


ine, and 


| hence it would be excluded under that rule 


this point of order; and I wish to ask him, if this amendment is not 
germane, whether in his view the conference committee would have | 


power to modify this clause? 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The amendment providing for the 
building of a post-office instead of acustom-house? Thatis exactly the 
position that I have taken, Mr. Chairman. I say that it would be in 
conflict with the rules of the House and would necessarily be excluded 

The CHAIRMAN. But the point of order is not made that it is not 
germane, but that it is in violation of the rule prohibiting legislation 
on appropriation bills; in other words, that it is new legislation 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Thatis substantially the same prop- 
osition. As I understand it, the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois accepts the Senate amendment repealing the act of 1883; but 
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It goes to work and makes absolutely a new 


it does not stop there. 


law, and brings in here a complete land law, an absolutely original 
proposition, which is sought to be enacted into law by appending it to 
the Senate amendment to this appropriation bill. It is new legislation, 


and separate, and distinct, and independent o! anything in the bill—— 
Mr. PAYSON. Oh, not at all 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And so I contend that it is subject 
embarrassments named undertherules. It isnotan amend- 
ment to the amendment, but is absolutely new legislation on this bill. 


t he two 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me call the attention of my friend from 
Illinois to the last clause of the Senate amendment, which not only 
repeals the statute, but proceeds to create a new law in regard to the 
reservoir sites and segregates them under a new provision. Now, this 
amendment is only an enlargement of the same provision. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But the gentleman has made of it an 


entirely new provision of law. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish it to be misunderstood. 
My point of order applied to both; that is to say, that it is not germane, 
and also is in violation of Rule X XI. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is as I understood it, that both 

its of order were made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairdid not understand that the point was 
made that it was not germane. 

Mr. CANNON, Yes, I made both points. 

Mr. PAY-ON. My friend has been very careful about emphasizing 
the last. proposition. 

Mr. CANNON, The notes of the stenographer will show that I made 
the point. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not dispute that, but I say that the gentleman 
does not seem to rely much upon that position. 

lhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to pass upon the question of 
order. Of course under the rules of the House if this proposition had 
been reported in the appropriation bill or had been offered as an amend- 
ment in the House it would have been subject to the point of order 
made. But this is a Senate amendment, an amendment placed upon 
the bill by a body operating under its own rules and unrestricted or 
unrestrained by the rules of the House. It comes back to the House 
as an amendment to this bill made by the Senate. 

The Chair does not think that the point of order is well taken; but 
that the amendment, although attached to an appropriation bill, is 
entitled to be considered in the House as though separated from the 
bill entirely. And the fact thatit is attached to the appropriation bill 
does net carry with it the limitations which the rules of the House 
throw around the appropriation bill or amendments thereto when origi- 
nally reported. The only pointof order which can be made against the 
proposition of the gentleman from Illinois is that it is not germane. 
Upon that point the Chair is of opinion, and so holds, that it is ger- 
mane, and henee overrules the point of order and admits the amend- 
ment, although the Chair would be glad to take the sense of the com- 
mittee if there is any doubt as to the ruling. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman, I have offered an amendment to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois which I think he will 
accept. 

Mr. PAYSON. Personally I have no objection to it, but of course 
the committee will have to pass upon it. 

Mr. HERMANN. Lhope the gentleman will also permit me to offer 
an amendment, 

Mr. PAYSON, That can be done under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. MCKENNA. IL ask that the Clerk report the amendment I have 
sent to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add as additional sections to the amendment of Mr. Payson the following: 

“sno, —,. That the transfer of any portion of the land heretofore or hereafter 
entered as aforesaid by any person for church, cemetery, or school purposes, or 
for right of way for railroads, canals, or ditches for irrigation or other public 
purpose, shall not impair the right to perfect the title to the land so entered : 
Provided, That any actual settler on any tract of desert land entered under the 
provisions hereof may mortgage not exceeding one-half of his claim to procure 
the means necessary for the reclamation thereof as aforesaid, but that said 
mortgage shall be subject to the rights of the United States as reserved or de- 
fined in this act, or by other acts, and shall be dependent in all particulars, as 
far asthe United States are concerned, upon the performance of the acts re- 
quired to be performed by said settlers. 

“Src. —. That a strip of land of the width of 2 rods on each side of the section 
lines on the said desert lands shal! be, and is hereby, dedicated for public high- 
ways and may be opened or vacated in the manner provided for establishing 
public roads by the State or Territorial Legislatures, and until opened, or if 
opened and afterwards vacated, shall be considered a part of said sections re- 
spectively, and shall pass to and vest in the owners of said sections, subject only 
to said right of highway as aforesaid.” 


Mr. CANNON. I desire to offer a substitute for the amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON, I would like, if practicable, to proceed with the 
consideration of the amendment I have offered. Perhaps the substi- 
tute had better come in in its regular order without piling up these 
amendments in the manner suggested here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that the substitute is 
in order, but the amendments will be voted upon in their separate 
order, 

Mr. HERMANN. I ask the Clerk to read a very short amendment 
I have sent up, before the substitute is read. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JULY 29, 





The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that it is not now in 
order. The Clerk will report the substitute proposed by the gentle- 

| man from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitled *‘An act making appropri- 
ations for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,” as provides for the reservation of 
lands made susceptible of irrigation, is hereby repealed; and lands may here- 

| after be acguired from the Government only under the provisions of the United 
States statutes for the acquirement of homesteads, of mining lands, of coal 

lands, and of town sites; but this shall not be construed to defeat inchoate ti- 
tles initiated prior to October 2, 1888: Provided, That the reservoir sites shall 
remain segregated and reserved from entry or settlement, in conformity with 
the act of October 2, 1888; and all such sites may be used for the storage of 
water forthe benefit of persons engsged in agriculture, under such laws as 
may be enacted by the several States and Territories wherein they are situate ; 
but said States and Territories shall only have power to grant qualified rights 
for their use by reserving the right to amend or annul charters and to qualify 
privileges granted for the same under the operations of general statutes: Pro- 
vided further, That hereafter patents issued for lands in the arid region, where 
artificial irrigation is used for agriculture, shall contain a clause reserving the 
right of way or easement for such irrigating canals and ditches as are author- 
ized by section 2339 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. PAYSON was recognized. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before the discussion on these amendments and sub- 
stitutes begins we would like to have some arrangement as to the de- 
bate and the time it shall continue. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetime for general debate has expired. De- 
bate is now under the five-minute rule, 

Mr. SAYERS. But would it not be permissible by unanimous con- 
sent of the Committee of the Whole to have general debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would be in order by unanimous consent in 
the Committee of the Whole to determine when debate under the five- 
minute rule should be closed. 

Mr. PAYSON. I think there ought\to be a liberal debate on this 
matter. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time do gentlemen desire? 

Mr. PAYSON. Ihave no idea. Gentlemen who have not spoken 
can say for themselves. How much time does the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] suggest ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I should suggest four hours. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would suggest four hours, two hours on a side. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think you had better do that. This is a very 
important matter. 

Mr. McADOO. It is a very important question. I think there 
should be a full discussion of it. 

Mr. CANNON. If that is done I would like to have the House meet 
at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. What would my friend say to three 
hours? 

Mr. SAYERS. It isa veryimportant question, and there are a num- 
ber of gentlemen who very much desire to be heard upon the matter. 

Mr. CANNON. I suggest, then, that the time be limited to four 
hours, two hours on a side, and that we meet to-morrow morning at 11 
o'clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of meeting of the House will have to 
be arranged in the House. 

Mr. PAYSON. That can be agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 
that the debate be limited to four hours without any change in the 
time of the meeting of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. There are a number of other bills pending, and it 
is getting late in the session. 

Mr. PETERS. The general deficiency bill ought to be acted upon 
promptly. It is waiting the action of the House, and there are other 
bills in the same situation. “ 

Mr. HATCH. I wish to give notice to the gentleman that I will not 
consent to any meeting of the House at 11 o’clock. It is bad enough 
to have to listen to the discussion here from 12 o’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole can not take any 
action on that matter. 

Mr. CANNON. Then let us go ahead 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Cannon] 
asks unanimous consent that debate upon this amendment, No. 99, and 
amendment No, 104 be limited to two hours on a side. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the House is to meet at 11 0’clock, of course the 
House must decide that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House must determine that question. 

Mr. CANNON. When the committee rises I will ask unanimous 
consent that the House meet at 11 o’clock. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That can not be acted upon in the committee. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It can be agreed upon in the House if there is no 
objection. 

Mr. MCRAE. There will be objection. 

Mr. HATCH. I wish to give notice to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON], so that he will not misunderstand it, that I shall object 
to any arrangement that the House meet at 11 o’clock. 

Mr. McCOMAS. We can move to take a recess until 11. 

Mr. PAYSON. The Chair announced that amendments 99 and 104 
were the subject of this debate. I do not know how they come up to- 
gether. 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
gation matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They are a part of the same subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
asks unanimous consent that debate upon thisamendment and amend- 
ment numbered 104 be limited to four hours, Is there objection ? 

Mr. McRAE. I object unless I can make an inquiry of the Chair. 
I want to know whether that will preclude the offering of further 
amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not. 

Mr. McRAE. Then I do not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCOMAS. What is the proposition? 
at the end of that time? 

The CHAIRMAN. At the end of the four hours the vote will be 
taken upon the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
SON }. 

Mr. PAYSON. That will not preclude other amendments? 

The CHAIRMAN, Notat all. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I think it ought to be understood 
that we go into the Committee of the Whole if we meet at 11 o’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. The matter of meeting at 11 o'clock is elimi- 
nated. It has nothing to do with the proceedings of the Committee of 
the Whole. 
ited to four hours, two hours on a side? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and itissoordered. And if there be no objection the Chair 


The amendment was passed as a part of the irri- 


The Chair 


| After a pause. ] 


Will a vote be taken 


Is there objection to the request that this debate be lim- | 
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They stand or fall together, as the Chair understands. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas is recog 

Mr. McRAE. I will consent to tha rrany ent with 
standing that I have time to-m vi to debate the amend 
ment 

The CHAIRMAN Ch l 3 
whe ver he gets 1e floor 

Mr. McRAE. Are we proceeding to sider this inder 
the five-minute rule? I t] 
propositi yn 


i. 
The CHAIRMAN, Thecommitt 
e rule, and the gentleman has occupie 
Mr. MCRAE. did not understand that ;’ debate al 
lowed was to be cut up into five minutes. ( 30 Oh, y 
Che CHAIRMAN. It is to be used unde! tive nu ul nd 
the time of the gentleman 


Mr. McRAE. I will then ask unanimous consent that the amend- 


4 


u 


ment be printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN The gentleman from Arkansas asks unanimous 
| consent that the amendment which he has sent to the Clerk’s desk 
| may be printedin the Recorp. Is there objection? The ¢ hears 


will recognize the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] to control | 


two hours on that side of the House. 

Mr. BREWER. I suggest that there are several propositions here, 
and it seems to me one man should not control all the time on that side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, and the Chair will recognize 
the gentlemen in their order, five minutes at a time. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a question for in- 
formation. These four hours, I understand, are to be devoted to gen- 
eral debate? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
the time? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HERMANN. 


What is the order as to the control of 
Two hours on asideare allowed for debate under 


I desire to ask whether after the expiration of 


none, 
Mr. PAYSON. Let us haveit read. 
‘The amendment is as fo!lows 





Phat section 2299 and chapter 4 of T XXXII, excepting s s 2 
2283, 2286, and 2288 of the Revised Statutes of the United States r eb 
pealed: Prowided, A Phat this repeal shall not affect any valid ris 
heretofore accrued or accruing under said laws, in gx th ofs \ 

} sons as have entered contests to make entrv of the land the subiect of su P 
test. as provided by existing law; but all bona fide 1s heretofore law 
initiated upon surveyed or unsurveyed lands may be | ected, up lue 
pliance with law, in the same manner, upon the same terms and conditions, and 

| subject to the same limitations, forfeitures, and contests as if th act » 

| been passed 

Sec. —. That an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to « 
courage the growth of timber on the Western prairies,’ ’ approved June 
1878, and all laws supplementary thereto « amendatory thereof, be, and t 
same are hereby, repealed: Prot That this repeal shall not affect any valid 
rights heretofore acerved or accr g r said laws a Ona claims 
law y initiated before the pas e of this a ma perfected, 

|} compliance with law, in the same manner, upon t same terms 
tions, and subject to the same limitations, forf itests 
act had not been passed, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move that the committee 
rise. 


the four hours the five-minute rule will govern and amendments may | 


be offered ? 
The CHAIRMAN. 
debate. 
Mr. HERMANN. That is, after the four hours ? 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes 
Mr. PAYSON, 


Amendments will be in order, but no further 


| are not prepared to discuss this 


Mr. CANNON. I hope not, a 
Mr. McCOMAS., It 


may furni an opportunity, as we 


, to take up the report 
in the re 





of acommittee of conference and dl 


1ainder of the 


| time. 


Mr. Chairman, if I ean have the attention of the | 


committee for a single moment I desire to say that having had the at- | 
tention of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union | 
when this matter was presented a few days ago, and having presented | 


my own views with reference to it at some length, so that whatever 
those views may have been they were well understood by gentlemen 
about me, I do not care, at this time, to consume any further portion 
of the time. I have sabmitted the amendment, and whatever time 
there is I will leave other gentlemen an opportunity to address them- 
selves to it. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. McRAEand Mr. RoGERs rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROGERS. Which ‘‘ gentleman from Arkansas ?’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognized the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas to the right. 

Mr. CANNON. If no gentleman wants to discuss this matter, I will 
ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
nized. 

Mr. McRAE, 


The gentleman from Arkansas has been recog- 


Mr. Chairman, I shall support the proposition of the 


gentleman from [llinois, with the following amendment, which I will! | 


now ask the Clerk to read. 

aoe CHAIRMAN. It will be read as a part of the gentleman’s re- 
marks, 

Mr. MCRAE. I desire to discuss the two together, and will have it 
read now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk willread. The committee will be in 
— and all further business will cease until the committee is in 
order, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. To which side is the Chair 
charging this running time? 

The CHAIRMAN. That has not been determined. 

° Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think we would really save 
ime—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think, if the gentleman 
from Arkansas will allow me to make a suggestion, we will save time 
by having the amendment printed in the RecorD; that the committee 
rise, and that wecommence with the debate in the morning. 


| bill, on which there is a-motion pending on the adoption « 


Che question was put on the motion that the committee rise; and 
the Chairman announced that the ‘‘ noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Division. 

‘The committee divided; and there were 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I think we will have tellers 
on that, Mr. Chairman, as the vote 

Mr. PETERS I understand, Mr. ¢ 


are going on. 


yes 4, noes 5D. 


5 80 ¢ lose. 

‘hairman, that the four hours 
ordered; and Mr. BRECKINRI 

Mr. CANNON were appointed. 

The committee a 


Tellers were 


DGE, of Kentucky, and 


) 


ain divia ‘ hara war 
gain divided; and there were Se 


So the motion was agreed to. 
; 


ives 63, noes 5 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair Mr. BuRROWS reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House, having had under consideration Senate amendments to the bill 
H. R. 10884, had come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky 
now adjourn. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair desires to lay before the House the fol- 
lowing report of the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

The Clerk commenced to read the titles of the enrolled bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As the bills seem to be quite numerous, I ask 
t that the reading of the titles be dispensed with, 


Journal and printed in the Re 


I move that the House do 


unanimous conse 
and that they be entered upon th: 
ORD, 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. McCOM AS. 


Without objection, that order will be made. 
I call up the District of Colambia appropriation 
ft 1€ report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has the report of the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills been completed ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from India: 
unanimous consent that they be 
being read. 
none. 





1a [ Mr. 
printed in the 


Is there objection? [After a pause. | 


HOLMAN ] asks 
RECORD instead of 
The Chair hears 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 19) to increase the pension of Edward P. Quinn; 








granting a pension to George Obergfell; 
to increase the pension of Mrs. Henrietta O. 


> 
—~ 


A bill (H. 8. 5099) for the relief of Mrs. Angeline Green; 
A bill (H. R. 5108) dor the relief of George W. Hutchinson; 
A bill (HH. It. 5510) to increase the pension of John B. Davis; 
A bill (H. R. 5868) granting a pension to Francis Pearce; 
A bill (H. R. 6071 


Whit er 
Hf. R. 1452) for the relief of ¢ hristopher C, Andrews | 
A t H. R. 1598) granting a pension to Sarah A. Tryon; 
| H. BR. ] vranting a pension to Gaston Winters; 
\ bill (11. 2. 1824) granting a pension to Christiana Frederika 
Jeutmever, of Fairfield, Minn. : 
A bill (11. Kt. 1992) to increase the pension of Cornelia R. Chandler; | 
A bill (H. It. 1994) to increase the pension of Arnold Meyer; 
Ab H. R. 2005) to increase the pension of Bennett 8. Shang; 
A bill (H. R. 2110) granting a ps nsion to Braddock F. Stocking; 
\ bill (H.R. 2128) granting a pension to Mrs. Zelinda Hill; 
A bill (HL. R. 2430) granting a pension to Ruth A. Ball; | 
A bill CH. R. 3067) granting a pension to Joseph La Preaze; j 
A bill (H.d%. 3438) to increase the pension of John Taaffe; 
\ bill (H. 2. 3958) granting a pension toSarah L. Patterson and Jane 
W. Patterson | 
A bill (f1. 2. 3970) granting an increase of pension to William A | 
Thomas; 
A bill (HL. R. 4415) for the relief of John S. Dill; 
A bill (H. R. 466) granting a pension to Hannah Bedford; 
A bill (FL. R. 4834) granting a pension to William G. Grow; 
A bill (H. R. 490) granting a pension to Joseph Fisher; 
A bill (HL. 2. 4935) to inerease the pension of Elmer E. Ewing; | 
A bill (H. R. 5031) granting a pension to George W. White; 
| ; 
| 
} 
| 


granting a pension to O. Herrick Le Fevre; 


A bill (H. kt. 6164) to increase the pension of Thomas H. Isbell; 

A bill (H. R. 6305) for the relief of Hayden Sorter; 

A bill (H. 8.6519) granting a pension to William M. Nourse, of | 
Knoxville, Tenn 

A bill (H.R, 6592) to grant a pension to Rachel Levy; 

A bill (H. R. 6755) granting a pension to A. B. Reeves; 

A bill (H. R. 7285) granting a pension to Norman B. Pratt; 

A bill (H. R. 7482) increasing the pension of John P. Davis; 

A bill (Hf. R. 7514) granting a pension to Johanna Sheld; 

A bill (H.R. 7578) granting a pension to Thompson N. Statham; 

A bill (H. R. 7658) granting a pension to Isaac Kelley; ' 

A bill (H. R. 7675) for the relief of Stephen A. Kennedy; | 

A bill (H. R. 7734) granting a pension to Mrs. M. M. Boyle; 

A bill (H. R. 7881) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha E. Grant; | 

A bill (H. R. 8061) to increase the pension of Jennie D. Hoskins; 

A bill (FL. R. 8109) to pension George W. Scott for service in Florida 
war; 

A bill (H. R. 8221) to grant a pension to William White; | 

A bill (HL. R. 8262) for the relief of Parker Adams; 

A bill (H. R. 8371) to increase the pension of Thomas H. Gohagan; | 

A bill (H. R. 8532) granting a pension to Mary Webster; 

A bill (H. R. 8611) for the relief of Hugh 8S. McCormick; 


A bill (H. R. 8822) increasing the pension of Samuel D. Pitcher; 
A bill (H. R. 8861) granting a pension to Jane N. Terry; 

A bill (H. R. 9232) granting a pension to George E, Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 9353) granting a pension to Dwight Parker; 

\ bill (H. R. 9424) to increase the pension of Eben E. Smith; | 





A bill (H. R. 9580) granting a pension to Rebecca Tussey; 
A bill (H. R. 9783) granting a pension to Mary Ferguson; i 
A bill (H.R. 9961) granting a pension to Oran M. Collinsworth; 
A bill (H.R 


. 10074) granting a pension to Wilhelm Griese; 
A bill (H, R. 10122) granting a pension to Mary L. Radford, widow 
of William Radford, late rear-admiral United States Navy; 
A bill (Hf. R. 10445) to increase the pension of Evelyn W. Miles; | 
A bill (H. R. 10905) to grant a pension to Martin Brachall; 
A bill (8. 2197) to increase the pension of Ziba Yarnell; and 
A bill (S. 4000) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Marmion, 





MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was | 
communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, one ot 
his secretaries, who also announced that the President had approved 
and signed acts of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 9727) for the relief of Joseph D. Fisher, late of Com- 
pany G, One hundred and sixteenth Obio Volunteer Infantry; 

An act (H. R. 6074) for the relief of Albert C. Andrews; 

An act (H. R. 4570) to authorize the Leavenworth and Platte County 
Bridge Company to substitute a pivot draw-bridge over the Missouri 
River in place of a ponton bridge; and 

An act (H. R. 278) to amend paragraph 3 of section 4414 of the Re- 
vised Statutes. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I now renew my motion to 

adjourn, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| pert has preference over a motion to adjourn. 


JULY 29, 


Mr. McCOMAS. I ask my colleague on the committee to let us see 
if we can not dispose of the conference report on the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
matter. 

Mr. McCOMAS. 


That is a very important 


It is an appropriation bill, and a conference report 


| has heen made upon it. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I know. 

Mr. MGCOMAS. The fiscal year has expired, and it seems tome that 
both sides of the House ought to be desirous of expediting the passage 
of that bill, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
it after adjournment. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then I hope the motion to adjourn will be voted 
down. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion to adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Not over a motion to adjourn, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is not a conference report 
brought in from the committee and that has not been considered. 

The SPEAKER. It has the same privilege throughont. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But, Mr. Speaker, the mo- 
tion to adjourn is in order, and there have been twenty adjournments 
since that conference report was last considered. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis perfectly true, but if the gentleman pre- 
sents it, it is in order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But he did not get the floor. The gentleman 
from Kentucky moved to adjourn before the Chair began to lay before 
the House the enrolled bills, and the Recorp will show that. 

The SPEAKER. That is perfectly true, but still the conference re- 
The House can decline 


I will talk to my friend about 


The conference report has preference over the mo- 


to consider the conference report. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It is pending 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Would that be so where the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE] had moved the adjournment before the gentleman from 
Maryland presented his motion ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is a mistake. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No. The gentleman from Kentucky moved the 
adjournment before the Chair began to lay before the House the report 
of the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Oh, no. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maryland 
made his motion to proceed to the consideration of the conference re- 
port before the motion to adjourn was made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Thestatement of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. KERR] is in a certain sense correct, and in a cer- 
tain senseinaccurate. I made the motion toadjourn when the Speaker 
laid before the House the report of the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
which I understood was submitted pending the motion to adjourn. 
Then the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] asked unanimous 
consent that the reading, of the report of the Committee on Enrolled 

sills should be dispensed with, and that the list of bills be printed tn 

the Recorp. At that point the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
ComAs] got the floor and moved to take up the conference report. 
Then I renewed the motion to adjourn, which I had made prior to the 
Speaker laying before the House the report of the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That renewed motion was the first motion to ad- 
journ that I heard. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I understand the Chair to 
decide, however, that this sequence of events does not make any differ- 
ence in the parliamentary status, 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, whether the motion to adjourn was 
made first or not, the privilege of a conference report, as I understand 
it, entitles the House to vote upon it when it is called up. 

The SPEAKER. The motion upon the conference report, if it is 
called up, is pending. The Chair supposes the House is at liberty to 
adjourn if it chooses with that pending. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that he was in 
doubt as to the result. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
If the House adjourns at this time, what will be the unfinished busi- 
ness after the reading of the Journal to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. The conference report is a privileged matter which 
can be called up. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. But will it not be pending without being called 
up? 
The SPEAKER, It is pending now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But will it not be pending in the morning ? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Maryland chooses to call 
it up. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and there were— 
ayes 64, noes 52. 


I move that the House do 





Se 
aes cm 08 iets 


3 





seedless sae 





- 
a 
- 
Pa 


oo ot. anions ak ae eee se Apes. wen reel 


RA AEN SANTOS Ae 


‘eats et ~ 


ae 








1890. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. TSS] 


So the motion was agreed to. 

Pending the announcement of the result, 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of parliamentary in- 
quiry. If we adjourn now with this conference report pending it wil! 
be pending, as I understand, to-morrow morning. 

TheSPEAKER. The conference report can be called up by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland at any time. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to bring it up prior to this long dis- 
cussion which is pending on the irrigation question 


The House then (at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles | 


were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 626) granting a pension to Mary E. Williams—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 769) granting a pension to Albert H. Aldrich—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 814) granting a pension to Clara Fowler—to the Commit- | 


tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1081) granting an increase of pension to John 8. Hall—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1521) granting a pension to David Drumheller—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1552) granting a pension to Louise Selden—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1733) granting a pension to Laura James—to the Commit- 
tee on [Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2370) for the relief of Philip T. Greely—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2560) to increase the pension of Nelson Monroe—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2574) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brown—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 2610) granting a pension to N. L. Young—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2749) granting an increase of pension to Augustus J. Wer- 
nitsch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3005) for increase of pension to Sarah R. Bleeker—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| 


4 bill (S. 1724) granting a pension to Charlotte St 
mittee on Pensions. 


{ bill (S. 1826) granting pensions to Powell's Battalion of Miss 
Mounted Volunteers—to the Committee on Pensions 
A bill (S. 3275) for the relief ot John W im Cable to the Lom- 


mittee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 3863 


granting to the New ind Kings Valle silroad 
Company the right of way through the letz Indian re \ ) 
: s ; 5 
the Committee on Indian Affab 
{ bill (S. 4016) granting a pension to Frank C. M k t 0 
mittee on Pensions, 
A bill (S. 4213) to provide an American 1 ter for the steamer 
Italia—to the Committee on Merchant Mari sad Fisher 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
by Mr. HAYES 
Whereas every dealer in intoxica juor is i ‘ ita 
to the Government and to kee p the receipt the posted 8 “ 
place upon his premises; and 
Whereas there would seem to have n either a very 
number of liquor-dealers throughout the « e € ‘ i 
imposed upon by, as has been charged, a syst ‘ ‘ f 
misrepresentation as tothe increase of such business t eft 
the late so-called original-package decision of the Supr« e Co 
States; Therefore, 
Be it resolved, That the Commissioner of Internal | € i 
port to this House the number of such liqu en 1s* 





since said decision, in each of the several States, wit om : 3A t i 
ber issued in like periods in other years, and also to fur es t wed 
thereon and otherwise, as to what extentthe national re € 
from this source during the current fiscal year 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCOMAS 


Resolved, That the bill 





: of the Senate 3714, to apply a portion of the proceeds of 
the public lands to the more complete endowment and support of t! ¥ 
for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts established under t or 
visions of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862, be made a special or 
Monday, August 18, immediately after the reading of the Journal and fr 
to day thereafter until disposed of, subject only to g a1 »pria 1 and 
revenue bills, and if said bill shall not be disposed fore Wednesday 
August 20,then the previous question shall be cunsidered as ordered on said 

| bill and amendments pending at 4 o'clock p. m. of said last named da 


A bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to Amanda M. Smyth—to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 3214) granting a pension to Mary S. Miller—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (8. 3257) granting a pension to Mary Crook, widow of George | to the Clerk and disposed of as follows 


Crook, late a major-general in the United States Army—to the Commit- | 


tee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 33232) granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. Pierce— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 3431) granting a pension to Martha N. Hudson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 3511) granting an increase of pension to Catherine E, Bab- 
cock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 3549) increasing the pension of Mrs. Caroline Hanneman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8, 3634) to increase the pension of Eli C. Walton—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 3711) granting a pension to Ellen M. McClellan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| favorably the bill of the House (H 


A bill (S. 3816) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand—to | 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3927) granting a pension to Maria E. Baker—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3948) granting a pension to Morris Leary—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3957) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary Mc- 
Intosh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 3986) granting a pension to Ralph Waldo Nason—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 3988) granting a pension to Joseph B. Sellers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 3990) granting a pension to John E. Burnes—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 4045) granting a pension to John Farrell—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 4046) granting a pension to William Norwood—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 4198) granting an increase of pension to John E. Doggett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 4233) granting a pension to Jessie Benton Frémont—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4243) grantingan increase of pension to Gurden L. Wright— 
to the Committee on invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 4254) granting a pension to Eliza Wallace—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the D 
trict of Columbia, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S for 
the reliefof the trustees of Anacostia Lodge, No. 21, Free and Accepted 
Masons, of the District of Columbia, accompanied by a report (No. 
2850)—to the Committee of the Whole House 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Cor 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. Rh. to provide and 
equip a steam-vessel for boarding purposes at Philadelphia, Pa., accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2851)—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid 
. R. 11547 
Lucinda Chapin, accompanied by a report 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported wit 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 1279) grant 
Mrs. M. E. Daniels, accompanied by a report (No. 28 
mittee of the Whole Honse. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on War Claims, report 
bly the bill of the House (H. R. 6584) for the relief of 
men of the Ordnance Corps, United States Army, in the matter o 
claims for bounties, accompanied by a report (> 854)—to tl 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on C 
ported favorably the bill of the Honse (H. R. 10342) authorizing t 
establishment of port lights on the Thames River, Connecticut, 
panied by a report (No. 2855)—to the Committee of the Wh 
on the state of the Union. 


179 
tae 


imittee on Commerce, 


» > 
O83 


Pensions, reported 
granting @ pension to 
No. 2352)—to the Commit 


ing a pension to 


> to the Con 


i favor 


certain enil 


ted 


Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 14 to correct the mil 
itary record of William E. Crouse, accompanied by a report (No 
2856 )}—to the Committee of the Whole Hous 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill (H. R. 11589) to create the United 


States Commission of the World’s Congress of Labor—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 
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By Mr. COLEMAN 
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A bill (H. R. 11607) granting leaves of absence | in favor of bill to prevent food adulteration—to the Committee on Ag- 


Also, petition of citizens of same county, favoring bill to prevent 
food adulteration—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: Petition of J. L. Chapp and 53 others, 


to mem { the Grand Army of the Republic to attend annual en- | riculture. 
cal ‘ to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference was 


bill (H. R. 3446) for the relief of Moses Bell—Committee on In- 
valid’ Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military 
PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clanes 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the 
e presented and reterred as indicated below: 

Ity Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. BR. 11590) for the relief of John K. 
Betson-——-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ajso. a bill (H. R. 11591) for the relief of Andrew A. Keen—to the 
Committee on Military Aflairs. 

hy Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R, 11592 
Preston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

hy Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 11593) for the 
relief of William R. Brooks—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. BR. 11594) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Edward Hilpp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11595) to increase the 
pension of Isaac M. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 11595) inereasing the pension of 
Sarah E, Skeen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11597) extending the life of 
Patent No. 85299 in favor of 8. M. Gaines, Bowling Green, Ky.—to 
the “ommittee on Patents. 

bv Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 11598) for the relief of Hermans Burk— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11599) granting a pension to Margaret A. Cate, of 
—-—— County, Tennessee—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. KINSEY: A bill (H. R. 11600) to remove charge of deser- 
tion from George W. Dodson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ly Mr. LEE (by request): A bill (H. R. 11601) granting an increased 
pension to Charles H. Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

hy Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 11602) granting a pension to Capt. 
John E. Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R, 11603) for the relief of Mrs. 
Harriet T. Vosburgh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 11604) granting a pension to Orrin 
Day—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 11605) granting honorable discharge to L. F. 
Norton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 11606) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth M. Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


following titles 


granting a pension to N. D. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

by Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of citizens of Lancaster County, Penn- 
sylvania, for pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Memorial of Duluth Chamber of Commerce, 
urging passage of billappropriating money for completion of Sault Ste. 
Marie Canal and for the improvement of Hay Lake Channel—to the 
Com inittee on Kivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of citizens of the United States, in 
favor of incorporating in the national Constitution the American prin- 
ciple of non-union of church and state—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HATCH: Protest of J. F. Birchell, president of the Farm- 
ers’ Alliance of Macon County, First Congressional district of Mis- 
souri, and other farmers and citizens of Macon County, against the 
passage of the Conger bill taxing compound lard as an article of 
food—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Elizabeth Hays for property taken by the 
Army of the United States in the late war—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

liy Mr. PERKINS: Petition of citizens of the Territory of Oklahoma 
for a year’s rations on aceount of a loss of crops by drought—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Wayne Clark and 29 others, citi- 
zens of New York, for passage of House bill 8648—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of F. O. Cline and 11 others, citizens of Lowville, N. 
Y., for passage of House bill 283—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Henry C. Green and 31 others, citizens of Beaver 
Falls, N. Y., in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Petition of citizens of Anoka County, Minnesota, 


| citizens of De Kalb County, Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162— 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of B. Adams, W. W. Walker, and 43 others, citizens of 
Fayette County, Georgia, asking Congress for appropriation of money 
ior complete system of levees on Mississippi River trom Cairo to the 
Gulf, to prevent disastrous floods and improve navigation—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WHITING: Two petitions of L. D. Hulbert and 24 others, 
citizens of St. Clair County, Michigan, for passage of House bills 8645 
and 243—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, July 30, 1890. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLEeR, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
A.J. DIAZ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Acting Secretary of State, in response 
to a resolution of the Senate of the 23d instant, calling for information touchin 
the alleged arrest and imprisonment of A. J. Diaz by the Cuban authorities and 
the action which has been taken in respect thereto, 

It will be seen that Mr. Diaz has been released. 





BENJ. HARRISON. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, July 30, 1890, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, calling attention to the fact that the act to 
provide for town-site entries of land in what is known as Oklahoma, 
and for other purposes, approved May 14, 1890, faiis to confer any 
power upon the boards of trustees to issue subpcenas for the attendance 
of witnesses before said boards or to provide any penalty for refusal of 
any witnesses to obey such subpcena, and recommending legislation on 
the subject; which was referred to the Committee on Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HOAR. I present a petition of the South Carolina Republican 
Association of the District of Columbia, signed by its president and 
secretary and a committee, setting forth that the people of their race 
have suffered many wrongs; that their ancestors were brought here by 
crime, against their will; that they have been for many generations 
unpaid but most useful laborers, contributing to the prosperity of the 
country; that when the war broke out, as soon as they were permitted, 
many of them enlisted in the service of the country and contributed 
their full share to its preservation; that those of them who remained 
at home committed no wrong or outrage; that they took care of the 
aged, the children, the sick, the women, and performed the necessary 
labor while their former masters were in the field; that since the war 
they have endeavored in all respects to comport themselves as useful, 
quiet, and law-abiding citizens, to educate their children, to elevate 
themselves in civilization and knowledge; that notwithstanding all this 
they are deprived in many portions of the country of their constitutional 
right to vote, and especially that in the State of South Carolina, to which 
they belong, there is a system known as the eight-box ballot system, 
which is contrived for the purpose of making it diffieult for them to 
vote; that boxes for voting are frequently changed during the election, 
so thatin that way, and in many others more vielentand more unlaw- 
ful than that, they are practically deprived of the franchise; wherefore 
they pray that the Senate will pass the bill known as the national 
election bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of Merrill N. Hutchinson, 
of Burlington, Vt., now a lieutenant and brevet captain on the retired- 
list, praying for a promotion on the retired-list, together with some 
papers in support of it. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE presented the petition of A. C. Willis and 64 other citi- 
zens of Coffee County, Tennessee; the petition of W. F. Wright and 41 
other citizens of the Ninth Congressional district of Tennessee, and the 
petition of John Masey and 47 other citizens of Sunbright, Tenn., pray- 
ing for the passage of what is known as the ‘‘ pure food’’ bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of A. C. Willis and 48 other citizens of 
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Coffee County, Tennessee; the petition of E. L. Allen and 26 other citi 
zens of Brownsville, Tenn. , and the petition of John Masey and 52 other 
citizens of Sunbright, Tenn., praying for the passage of what is known 
as the “‘ pure lard’’ bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

‘Mr. BERRY presented a telegram from the secretary of the Chamber 


of Commerce of Helena, Ark., showing the passage of a resolution by 


that body in opposition to what is known as the Conger lard bill; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Wage-Workers’ Political 


Alliance, of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the passage of 
the bankruptcy bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. PIERCE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Fargo, N. Dak., praying for the passage of the so- 


called Wilson bill or some kindred measure looking towards the regu- | 


lation of the original-package nuisance; which was ordered to be laid 
on the table. 

Mr. PLU MB presented a petition of the county delegate convention 
of the Republican party of Bourbon County, Kansas, praying for the 
improvement of tite Mississippi River; which was reterred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report an amendment intended to be proposed to the defi- 
ciency appropriation bill, to enable the President to execute the en- 
gagements of the convention of July 29, 1882, between the United 
States and Mexico, in regard to marking the boundary-line between the 
two countries. I wish to call the attention of the chairman of the 


Committee on Appropriations to the urgency that is presented by the | 


accompanying papers for this amendment. A similar amendment was 
reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations, to be proposed to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, but was not inserted, and now a fresh 
demand is made upon us for an appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. What, may I ask, is the amount proposed ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amount proposed now by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations is $50,000, in addition to the $100,000 appropriated 
by the act of March 3, 1885. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that we con- 
sidered this question on the sundry civil bill, and the amount then 
proposed, I think, was $124,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was the amount recommended by the De- 
partment. 


Mr. ALLISON. That was the amount recommended; but the com- | 
mittee on examination thought that amount not necessary, and in | 


seeking further testimony in various ways, having so many items to 


look after, the matter was omitted, unintentionally, really intending to | 


be put on at that time, but waiting for the table, and the bill in the 
mean time was considered. I think it ought to go on the deficiency 
bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The papers are quite urgent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theproposed amendment will be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 925) extending the privileges 
of the free delivery of mails, reported it with amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, trom the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2004) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to extend the free-delivery 
system of the Post-Office Department, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 


proved January 3, 1887, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was | 


postponed indefinitely. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 4292) to enable the Secretary of 


Agriculture to promote the industry of raising, decorticating, and un- | 


gumming fibers from fibrous plants, and to manufactare the same into 
fabrics in the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 4293) fixing compensation of col- 
lector of the port of New Haven, Conn.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I call for a vote on the resolation introduced by 
me yesterday. x : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair lavs before the Senate a resolu- 
tion coming over from a previous day. It will be read. 
‘ Rs resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. SHERMAN was read, as 
ollows: 


Resolved, That hereafter the hour of meeting of the Senate shall be 10 o'clock 
&. m. until otherwise ordered. 


* The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I shall support that resolution, 
and I want to give a few reasons why I shall do so, We have heard 
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some taunts from the distinguis i rs from Rhode Island [ Mr 
A).DRICH | and Maine | Mr. Fry lay. We have heard ex 


even calling 


i a i 
it 3 done the work it has d y 1e Senator from 
hho isl la the S ator v we h done, 
Oo ither what thes il l ic ft rity. has done. 

The number of Senate bills pass yt ite up to the 20th da 
of Ju y was 946, al 1, in addit 1 to ) Ww 4 oO com 
mittees had acted upon and reports ena j d thev 
had been indefinitely postponed ) we ‘ ‘ t ody dis 
posed Ol 1,445 Senate bills. That is « : < ra ota 
the Senate bills introduced. No such i has ever 1 made be- 
tk I challenge any Senator to show it 

Now, what has been done elsewhere r number of House bills 
passed by the House of hepresentatives 1s S60, a mere fraction of the 
over 10,000 introduced there. Of all t) bills introduced there, 865 
have been passed by the Hous« What has been done there with the 
Senate bills we have passed? The number of Senate bills passed by 

| the House and which ha is 231. 

| How many bills of the House has the Senate passed? Six hundred 


| and eighteen of the 865 bills passed by the House have been passed by 


rhe number of House 
bills passed by the Senate and become laws is 520. Now, what 


the Senate. How many have become laws? 
is the 
status of business to-day in the House and Senate: 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator if he is able to 
state the number of bills of a general character passed by the Senate 
and now remaining in the House unacted upon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I havea list of them. I was just going to hold 
up, ‘‘Calendars, House of Representatives, Fifty-first Congress, first 
session, Monday, July 28, 1890.’’ It contains a list of the business 

pending on the Calendars of the House of Representatives. It is an in- 
| teresting document. On the list pending in ‘‘ Committee of the Whole 
| House on the state of the Union ’’ are 331 cases, including 103 Senate 

billsreported back from the committees of the House and there awaiting 

action; and among them are a large number of general bills, regulating 
| steam-vessels, paying back to the States the direct tax, and various 
other general measures. Upon the second Calendar, the ‘‘ House Cal- 
endar,’’ there are 171 bills pending reported from committees, includ- 

ing 23 Senate bills; upon the ‘ Private Calendar’’ there are 967 
| cases pending, including 187 Senate bills; and upon the ‘‘ Calendar of 
unfinished business ’’ there are 98 cases pending, of which 31 areSenate 
bills, making a total of 1,617 cases pending before that body upon its 
Calendars, of which 344 are Senate bills. 

I hold in my hand a little document called ‘‘ Calendar of Business, 
Senate of the United States.’’ Whatis that? Three hundred and nine 
cases all told pending on the Senate Calendar, of which 25 are adverse 
reports and practically disposed of. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Three hundred and nine bills? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Cases, considering it a docket—309 cases, bills, 
resolutions, ete., pending on the Senate docket, of which only 61 are 
House bills, while 344 Senate bills have been acted upon by commit- 
tees of the House, and are now upon the House Calendar with the iron 
heel of the one-man power securely resting upon that Calendar. 

Mr. President, how has all this great amount of business been trans- 
acted by the Senate? Has it been done by the minority wasting time, 





by the minority interposing delay? Has it been done by unnecessary 
discussion ? 

Sir, what time have we consumed here in criticising your Executive 
Administration? What time have we consumed here in trying to pre- 
| vent your Executive Administration from trampling under its feet the 
civil-service law and regulations and removing Democratic officials be- 
fore the expiration of their terms and installing Republicans? Have 
we through any of our committees called for a special report in vindi- 
cation of Democratic officials before we would allow the Senate to act 
| upon the confirmation of their Republican snecessors? Just think of it! 
| How much time did you consume during a Democratic Administration 
| in just those very matters? 

I wish to call your attention to another thing. Have you not passed 
two bills for the admission of new States into the Union, Idaho and 
Wyoming, when every one of you knows that neither one of those Ter 
ritories has a population sufficient to entitie it toone Representative in 
| Congress? You knowthat. The census will showit. How have you 

accomplished it? It has been done alone by the inconceivable forbear- 
ance and conservatism of the Democratic minority in this body and its 
| active co-operation in aiding you to pass this great mass of legislation. 

And yet, with all this, when we have enabled you to make such a rec- 
| ord, you turn around and criticise us the moment we want a little ex- 
| planation, a little light upon this great bill which you have before us 
| the tariff bill. 
| Suppose we had had a Democratic majority here and we had under- 

taken to pass two bills for the admission of New Mexico and Arizona 
into the Union upon the supposition that they would be Democratic 
| States and would give us four Democratic representatives on this floor, 
what would you have done if you were in theminority just as we were 
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in the minority when you passed your Idaho and Wyoming bills? The 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] would have pranced up and down the 
| nte r «atl ie 
have ra and you would have roared like caged lions, and 
you would have screamed like chained hyenas against the action of the 
Democratic majority. 
it, and you know it 


ed his voice, 


J am surprised when | think of ourown moder- 


ation and conservatism in aiding you gentlemen as we have, and I am 


mortified at the show of appreciation and kindness which you are at 
tempting to heap upon us now by your taunts that we want unneces- 
sarily to consume and waste time and prevent the transaction of legit- 
imate and appropriate business, 

Why is it that the other branch of Congress has not disposed of any 
more bills? Why is it that it has not disposed of any more business 
than it has? Mr. President, I will tell you why. It ignored in its 
organization and in the change of its rules those great fundamentai 
principles of parliamentary discussion which one of the distinguished 


country in 1886, and I am astounded that his words of wisdom and 
warning have been trampled under foot by the present Republican 
Hiouse. z 

I ask the Senator from Maine to listen to the words of wisdom, and 
patriotism, and sound judgment of a distinguished Republican from 
his own State—words of wisdom, of discretion, and of judgment, writ- 
ten for the guidance of the American people before the Presidential 
bumb!le-bee had buzzed in and around his ears until his judgment has 
become bemuddled. These are the words of wisdom, of prudence, of 
discretion. I willread trom a letter in The Chautauquan of June, 1886, 
containing an article from a late distinguished Representative from 
Maine, the honorable Tuomas B. REED, once a member of the House of 
Representatives, as you all remember, 
and is a remarkable article. I read it 


The aim of some statesmen has been not to do things good, but to prevent 
the doing of things evil. It van not be denied that this aim is quite often a 
righteous one. But the prevention of evil legis!ation should never be by refus- 
ing propositions a hearing, but by hearing and refuting. This brings me to 
remark that some legislation consists not more in what isdone than in what is 
refused to be done. Whoever thinks that the function of a legislative body in 
a free country is fully performed by the mere passage of bills, good or bad, has 
little comprehension of the scope and real usefulness of sucha body. * * * 
Ihe reformation of the rules will remove a great many obstacles to legislation 


, and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] would | 


‘The country never would have heard the last of | 
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| stick the closer to you. 


| 6 o'clock in the evening. 
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aquoramon you. Westaid here when the sundry civil bill was passed 
the other night until 9 o’clock listening to a contention between two or 
three of your own distinguished leaders, when everybody saw and knew 
there was no quorum; we made no point, but we staid until your bill 
was passed, 

So it bas been on every occasion and soit will beinthefuture. The 
distinguished Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] said yesterday 
that they had captured us. Suppose we are your captives. We will 
We will meet with you here at 10 o’clock in 
the morning, but you must not expect that two or three Senators wil! 
come here and do all the business. We will stay with you here until! 
We will facilitate the transaction of you: 
business if we are treated as a decent, respectable minority ought to be. 
We have thrown no obstacles in your way and you knowit, but weare 
not in a position to be continually taunted every time aSenator wants 
to make a speech discussing a great question on this floor, that we are 


trying unnecessarily to consume time, that we are filibustering ! 
Republican Representatives from Maine 80 strongly impressed upon this | 


rhere has been nothing of the kind. However, a minority can be 


| driven to resistance, and such resistance would be just about as un 


Itison parliamentary discussion | 


A great many remain to intelligent legislation, using the word in the broad | 


sense in which it has been employed in this artick Among these obstacles is 
the tendency which now exists to deny discussion in many cases, and the ten- 
dency to employ an unsuitable form of discussion in others, 
discussion is the very life of intelligent action. 


Let me read it again, for fear the Senator from Maine and the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island have not caught the spirit of it: 


A full, free, frank discussion is the very life of intelligent action. 
knows everything; most people know something. Men are circumscribed in 
their knowledge by their various experiences, If all those who know some- 
thing of the subject assemble their knowledge a sensible judgment can be 
formed by those who listen, But there have been in this country for the past 
half century so many subjects of bitter feeling involving bitter words that the 
tendency 


Now, mark it 


the tendency to suppress discussion in Congress by those who have the power 

has reached a point where there ought to be a reaction in favor of freer debate. 

In no other countries in the world is sueh power of shutting off debates lodged 
the majority. 


Is that trae? Is it possible that the great Republic of the world, its 
exemplar and light, suppresses free discussion more than any other of 
the great civilized nations? I want to read this quotation again: 


The tendency to suppress discussion in Congress by those who have the 
power has reached a point where there ought to be a reaction in favor of freer 
debate. In no other countries in the world issuch power of shutting off debates 
lodged in the majority. The previous question has been employed without 
mercy 

And yet the Senator from Maine invokes the previous question 


here ! 


Nobody 


Itis in the memory of all that until the last few vears the House of Commons 


A full, free, frank | 


pleasant to the majority on this floor as it would be to the minority. 
Therefore, while we have co-operated with you in‘all these matters, 
we beg you not to be continually trying to cast aspersions upon us, 
not to be continually trying to insinuate that the only reason why you 
are here and the only reason why you have not disposed of public 
business is because of an obstructing Democratic minority. We have 
not prevented you from passing your appropriation bills through the 
other branch of Congress. When they have come here we have passe 
them promptly. We have not held back the general deficiency bill, 
which has not passed there yet. We have not tied up in that body 
the great conference report on-the\District of Columbia appropriation 
bill for nearly amonth. We have not kept in a Committee on Indian 
Aflairs the Indian appropriation bill. We have done none of these 
things which are delaying you ami preventing you from adjourning. 
We did not prevent the consideration of the tariff bill in the House. 
You had your own way and passed it when you pleased. We have not 
prevented you from bringing it out of your Committee on Finance here. 
We have not prevented your consideration of it here. All we ask is a 
fair and reasonable time for a legitimate and intelligent discussion of 
these yreat public measures, and we submit to you, gentlemen, that we 
are entitled to that. We think you will concede it. Weclaim simply 
what we believe is our right. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 


| lution. 


never had such a thing as the “ previous question’ in our sense of the term. | 


There was no power in the House to close debate, The Irish members, simply 
by talking, were able to prevent the passage of bills which had the approval of 
a vast majority of the House. Even since the strong provocation has caused 
the introduction of the cloture, debate can not be closed, except by the presid- 
ing officer, under sach circumstances and under such requirements of support 
from the House asin that body secure a right of debate which is much greater— 

Much greater under the English cloture in the House of Commons— 


than in our House of Representatives. The hesitancy with which so slight a 

measure of suppression was adopted in England strikes with a shade of sur- 
prise an American legislator, accustomed in Congress to see discussion drowned 
with as little remorse as if it wereasightless kitten. But the English are right. 
Unreasonable and capricious suppression of discussion is tyranny. 

Listen! I ask the Senator from Maine to listen to these words of 
wisdom from his great Republican leader: 

But the English are right. Unreasonable and capricious suppression of dis" 
cussion is tyranny, whether done by a king or a majority. 

I ask any Senator to point out wherein the Democratic minority on 
this side has attempted any unnecessary delay. We have been in our 
seats when the distinguished Senator from Maine was enjoying the re- 
freshing breezes of the lakes of his country in catching fish. We have 
been in our seats when the distinguished Senator from Vermont was 
rusticating. We have been here. We have not called the question of 


The resolution was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (FH. R. 19) to increase the pension of Edward P. Quinn; 

A bill (H. R. 1187) granting a pension to George Obergfell; 

A bill (H. R. 1296) to increase the pension of Mrs. Henrietta 0. 
Whitaker; 

A bill (H. R. 1452) for the relief of Christopher C. Andrews; 

A bill (H.R. 1598) granting a pension to Sarah A. Tryon; 

A bill (H. R. 1778) granting a pension to Gaston Winters; 

A bill (H. R. 1824) granting a pension to Christiana Frederika Zeut- 
meyer, of Fairfield, Minn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 1992) to increase the pension of Cornelia R. Chandler; 

A bill (H. R. 1994) to increase the pension of Arnoid Meyer; 

A bill (H. R. 2005) to increase the pension of Bennett 8. Shang; 

A bill (H. R. 2110) granting a pension to Braddock F. Stocking; 

A bill (H. R. 2128) granting a pension to Mrs. Zelinda Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 2430) granting a pension to Ruth A. Ball; 

A bill (H. R. 3067) granting a pension to Joseph La Preaze; 

A bill (H. R. 3438) to increase the pension of John Taaffe; 

A bill (H. R. 3958) grantinga pension to Sarah L. Patterson and Jane 
W. Patterson; 

A bill (H. R. 3970) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. 4415) for the relief of John S. Dill; 

A bill (H. R. 4686) granting a pension to Hannah Bedford; 

A bill (H. R. 4834) granting a pension to William G. Grow; 

A bill (H. R. 4930) granting a pension to Joseph Fisher; 

A bill (H. R. 4935) to increase the pension of Elmer E. Ewing; 

A bill (H. R. 5031) granting a pension to George W. White; 

A bill (H. R: 5099) for the relief of Mrs. Angeline Green; 

A bill (H. R. 5108) for the relief of George W. Hutchinson; 

A bill (H. R. 5810) to increase the pension of John B. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 5868) granting a pension to Francis Pearce; 

A bill (H. R. 6164) to increase the pension of Thomas H. Isbell; 

A bill (H. R. 6305) for the relief of Hayden Sorter; 

A bill (H. R. 6519) granting a pension to William M. Nourse, of 
Knoxville, Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6592) to grant a pension to Rachel Levy; 
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A bill (H. R. 6755) granting a pension to A. B. Reeves 

A bill (H. R. 7285) granting a pension to Norman B. Pratt; 

A bill (H. R. 7482) increasing the pension of John P. Davis 

A bill (H. R. 7514) granting a pension to Johanna Sheld; 

A bill (H. R. 7578) granting a pension to Thompson N. Statham; 

A bill (H. R. 7658) granting a pension to Isaac Kelley; 

A bill (H. R. 7675) for the relief of Stephen A. Kennedy; 

A bill (H. R. 7734) granting a pension to Mrs. M. M. Boyle 

A bill (H. R. 7881) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha E. Grant; 

A bill (H. R. 8061) to increase the pension of Jennie D. Hoskins; 

A bill (H. R. 8109) to pension George W. Scott for service in Florida 
war; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


221) to grant a pension to William White 
262) for the relief of Parker Adams; 

A bill (H. R. 8371) to increase the pension of Thomas H. Gohagat 

A bill (H. R. 8532) granting a pension to Mary Webster 

A bill (H. R. 8611) for the relief of Hugh S. McCormick 

A bill (H. R. 8861) granting a pension to Jane N. Terry; 

A bill (H. R. 9232) granting a pension to George E. Taylor 

A bill (H. R. 9353) granting a pension to Dwight Parker; 

A bill (H. R. 9424) to increase the pension of Eben E. Smith. 

A bill (H. R. 9580) granting a pension to Rebecca Tussey 

A bill (H. R. 9783) granting a pension to Mary Ferguson; 

A bill (H. R. 9961) granting a pension to Oran M. Collinsworth; 

A bill (H. R. 10074) granting a pension to Wilhelm Griese; 

A bill (H. R. 10122) granting a pension to Mary L. Radtord, widow 
of William Radford, late rear-admiral United States Navy: 

A bill (H. R. 10445) to increase the pension of Evelyn W. Miles; 

A bill (H. R. 10905) to grant a pension to Martin Brachall: 

A bill (S. 2197) to increase the pension of Ziba Yarnell; 

A bill (S. 4000) to provide an American register for the steamer | 
Marmion; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 205) to continue the provisions of a joint 
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the actof May 6, 1882, discrimiu ¢ duties were re ed on merchan 
dise produced east of the Cape of ( nH ib tot March 3, 
1883, reductions were extensively made upon ma rticles. On inter- 
nalr enue reductions | ve irequentiy been made, and the total col- 
| lections from internal revenue in I el } “15, and in 1889, 
$150,831,513, although the articles now ect to internal revenue in 
L865 yielded only $53,483,712. Since 1866 we have added to the free- 


irely the Senator 
nt ean not be cured even with a 


large grain of salt, and vet it goes forth on h rh authority. 
It appears by adding to the free-listof the importations for the last fiscal 


vear the articles proposed to be placed upon the iree-list by the present 


1 loreign coun- 
that is to say, the 
dutiable importations will be diminished from $484,856,767 to $375,- 


60, and will increase those of the free-list to $365,494,537. No 


tries will be absolutely free from all customs duties 





resolution approved June 30, 1890, entitled ‘‘ Joint resolution to pro- | other government that relies upon revenue from imports for its support 

vide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government.’’ makes so large a share—nearly one-hali—tfree to all the world. Ifthe 

a ; rate otf duty covered the entire importations, it would be an average 

a ae ee eae duty of 27 per cent Making so large an amount exempt from duty, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- becomes necessary to inypose higher rates upon foreign articles of lux- 

tion of House bill 9416. iry and foreign fashions requ ne sk ind « msumed by those 
7 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce 


the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 
Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, party discipline appears to compel 


our free-trade Democratic friends to assail the tariff bill of the House | 


of Representatives with all the ancient stock of vituperative epithets, 
and my calm and excellent friend, the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. 
McPHERSON ], whose State has been so much indebted to tariff protec- 
tion for its prosperity, as much as any that I know of, after a brilliant | 
set speech, giving the bill its death blow, no doubt, in his own estima- 
tion, now comes in fresh every day toadd another blow as punishment 
afterdeath. Strange enough the bill is in no condition to require an 
epitaph, while its assailant will hardly be content with that of ‘* Amos- 
keag.’”’ 

Although a large portion of the amendments proposed to the bill by 
the Senate Committee on Finance appear to be reductions, revenue re- | 
form is not happy. I had hoped not tocontribute to any consumption | 
of time by remarks upon the present bill, but as some Senators on the 
other side seem provoked at the silence on this side of the Chamber I 
shall for a short time claim the time of the Senate, and I will try not 
to thrash any of the old straw of previous Senatorial debates. 

The bill now under consideration, in several instances, as conspic- | 
uously in that of tin, offers anincrease of the duty, and for the purpose | 
of giving employment to larger numbers of laboring men, for the pur- 
pose of keeping at home and paying out many millions of money which | 
now is sent abroad to the neglect of our own natural resources, and | 
which require no more days of actual work than an equal product re- 
quires in any foreigncountry. We have the tiu-ore, we have the iron, 
and we have the coal; then why should we annually send abroad $2k, - 
000,000 in gold for tin? I have no idea that the increase of the duty 
will cause much, if any, increase in the cost of sheet-tin, and feel as- | 
sured that in no long timeafter it takes effect it will be much lower in 
price than it ever has been. Protection will serve, as in the case of 
Bessemer steel, to vastly cheapen the article, and for all that may be | 
exported a drawback will be allowed. 
_ Astatementof mine, made in the House of Representatives on the | 
increase of the tariff of 1863, that it was ‘‘ intended asa war measure, | 
atemporary measure,and we must give it our support as such,’’ has | 
been often paraded as though we ought to ent down our revenue to the | 
figures which were suflicient prior to the war or as though the revenue | 

| 
| 


which was enough for 30,000,000 of people was enough for the Govern- 
ment of 65,000,000 of people. At that time there was little anticipa- 
tion of the futare magnitude of the great cost of the war, of the lives 
yet to be lost, of the increasing debt—then but a little more than one- 
third of what it was afterwards—or of the pensions to be paid to hun- 
dreds of thousandsof disabled soldiers. Our revenue bills can not lose 
the color and character of war measures until the last dollar of the pub- | 





| cost. The ill-natured denunciations p 
| by our orato cal free-tra 
the foreign manufacturer to that of their own ¢ 


» to support the burden 


High as our customs duties may appear to be have notand will 
not shut out the foreign merchandise of nations where labor commands 
much less wages than it does in America, nor will they shut out the 


fact that our American people never obtained general merchandise at less 
poured out upon manutacturers 
lers indicates that they prefer the prosperity of 
intrymen; and.they 
would compel the latter to manufacture as cheaply as any foreigner, 


pay no higher wages, or abandon their business. The real purpose 1s 
finally to break down and degrade the present scale of wages of the 
(merican workingman throughout the United States If our manu 
factures were destroyed, of course ft i orte and foreign manu- 


1 


facturers would prosper, though Am 
their trades and learn to raise their « 
much would farmers be benefited by : 
with no increase of consumers ? 

Sir Charles Dilke, in his recen rk entitled 
Britain ’’ says 


zens should have to quit 
dstuils or starve. How 
crease of their products 





Problems of Great 


It has been computed that Melbou employers ha | 0 per cent 
more wages for 20 per cent. less time than ist case in England. 

In Canada wawes are somewhat lower than in South Africa and Australasiar 
colonies, American rate ire higt than those wit h exist in Canadaor i 
our other colonies 

, “ . 

But he adds 

That the cost of living in the United States con i } of an inflatio 
all prices in America makes the real wages m i less than the nomina 


This is the sober historical testimony of an English free-trader, that 
American- wages are 100 per cent. higher for less time than in Great 


sritain, and it follows that the difference is much greater when con- 
| trasted with the wages current on the continent of Europe. Our work- 

men live better than those road, and that is all there is of its in- 
crease of cost. 

If our American citizens have to pay th ll amount of all duties 
levied upon imports, as some free-trade ‘ is it that the for- 
eign manufacturers of Sheffield and other pla vad loudly protest 
against the McKinley bill? If we have to foot t st, what differ- 
ence can itmake tothem? The mayor of SI eld said he could ‘‘ re- 
member when the American market found trade for one-half of the 
population of the town.’’ And Mr, Vincent a few days since asked 
the under secretary of foreign affairs, in the House of Common 

Whether, having regard to the free market accorded in the United Kingdom 
to competing American g i t t forty years, while the heavy duties 


imposed on British ¢ iguished tl national d 
United States, Her Ma | be instructed to invite the Amer 
can Government to refrai: xy the prohibitory-tariff proposals now 
before Congress, and to give to Great Britain and Ire 
iprocity. 


tof the 





nd fair commercial rec- 
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Sir J. Fergu 
It is not likely that any 


tended wit! cease 

I'vident!y the member of Parliament believes that Englishmen have 
aided us in nearly extinguishing our national debt, and does not be- 
lieve the statements made upon the other sid 


on replied as follows: 
! ich representation as that proposed would be at- 


of the Chamber that the 
duties are all paid out of our own pockets. 
leverage that lifts up protection is not really the demand of the 
mist ictnrers, which might perhaps be disregarded, but it is that of 
their workmen, who mast be paid the American rateof wages or their 
employers! t abandon their business Even the Democratic national 
platform of 1483 declared that ‘* our established domestic industries ”’ 
we it to ( iunvered. and that the revision of the tariff should 
b with ue al nee for the difference between the wages of 
Am “ay | foreign This discussion thus far does not show 
that any Democratic Senator has the slightest sympathy or regard for 
the doctrine set forth in their own plattorm, and yet the facts remain 
that. there such industries and such differences of wages. Wherever 
they see protection they strike at it with a free-trade club. 
My friend, the genial Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], in 
his speech on the tariff bill, stated that 
Thee n industries of New England are tottering to their fall by the ove 
protection of pig-iron and coal 
lhe largest and most influential and meritorious class of our people—the ag 
riculiturai sre in a slate of revoit incder all this misgovernment, which has 
caused a large port of the agricultural lands of New England to be aban- 
doned and has covered an alarming portion of the most fertile Western and 


Southern farm homes with mortgages and indebtedness and filled their inte- 


riors with despair, 

The Senator will be glad to learn that he is, as no doubt he has often 
before found himself when speaking for buncombe County, wrong on 
all of these points. New England, though not leaping ahead in cotton, 
iron, and coal industries at the pace of Alabamaand Georgia—as North 
Carolina, with ail of its mineral resources, might do but for the hostility 
of its modern statesmen to all manufactures—is in no danger of being 
distanced in its prosperity by North Carolina, 

I hope it will not give my*friend any pain to be assured, as I have 
been by an excellent farmer of that State, that Massachusetts is fairly 
prosperous and that her ‘arming industries werejnever more so, That 
is trae of Connecticut and Rhode Island. Vermont has here and there 
a very limited number of small parcels of land, where the owners have 
died or removed, which have been purchased at low prices by other 
parties, which are used as pasturage or suffered to grow up as wood 
lots; but it may be confidently predicted that the farming products of 
the State, as will beshown in the census of 1890, will be equal in 
amount to all they ever have been. With the exception of Maine, the 
farming products of Vermont generally exceed those of any other New 
England State. 

I had occasion to say in 1888 that ‘‘ the people of twenty-two States 
havé a less per capita value of property than Vermont’ and that the 
State ‘is now free from debt,’’ with an ‘‘ excess of resources over all 
liabilities of $167,000. ”’ 

North Carolina, with a population more than four times larger than 
Vermont and an area tive times as large, finds the value of its farms 
placed in the census of 1880 at $135,793,602, while that of Vermont is 
placed at $109,346,010, or only one-fifth less than that of North Caro- 
lina. North Carolina, according to her area, would require her lands 
to be valued at $546,770,050 to put themon an equality with lands of 
Vermont. ‘The number of square miles of lands never occupied—never 
loved and never parted from—and therefore not technically ‘‘aban- 
doned,’’ eppears to be much larger in North Carolina than the entire 
area of Vermont. But North Carolina largely promotes her financial 
welltare by her way of getting rid of old debts. Her debt, as recorded 
in the census of 1880, contracted prior to 1860, and by the funding acts 
of 1866 and 1868, was $18,167,300. Under the act of 1879 the amount 
of $12,727,045 was to be provided for by anew debt of only $3,629,511. 
There was also a further debt contracted between 1862 and 1868, 
amounting to $12,972,300, which was wholly repudiated. On Decem- 
ber 31, 1880, they only recognized a public debt of $5,006,616, leav- 
ing $25,965,684 unrecognized. I have simply to say that is not the 
way New England adds to her riches, and pity accorded for their 
* abandoned lands” is not very highly appreciated from such sources. 

There has been a glut of misinformation disseminated concerning 
the cause of low prices of farmers’ products in the United States, con- 
cealing the fact that prices are depressed throughout the world; and 
some robust free-trade partisans have been reckless enough to charge 
it to a protective tariff, with. the vain hope of concealing the obvious 
result of free trade, or of a revenue fariff, which could not fail tosink 
the prices of agricultural products to a lower deep, as the bitter expe- 
rience of British farmers abundantly proves. The only possible remedy 
within reach of the American farmer is positive protection against for- 
eign competition and such encouragement to other avocations as will 
increase the consumers of their products. 

The cheapness of transportation by water and by railroads brings fhe 
products of Russia, Hungary, India, Australia, Africa, and South Amer- 
ica, as well as of Canada and Mexico, to our very doors, and as cheaply 
as the products of States in the extreme West can be moved totheStates 
of the East or from the North to the southern borders of the Union. 





The farmers on the Atlantic once enjoyed fair markets for their products 
in the manufacturing districts near their own homes, but such markets 
are no longer theirs alone, having been invaded and now largely con- 
trolled by the broader and more extensive fields of the great West, 
The prairies dominate over the hills of Pennsylvania, New York, and 
New England, where agricultural industries have now to be greatly 
diversified and not confined to any single crop. In 1888, but for the 
duty of 20 cents per bashel on wheat, the wheat of India would have 
snatched the market of New York from the State of Wisconsin as wel! 
as from all other Western States. 

I will now give the annual average freight rates per bushel of wheat 
for transportation between Chicago and New York. 


| 
Lake and | Lake and | 


Ves . © il 
—e canal, rail, All rail. 
— —|— 
Cents, Cents. } Cents. 
ee 20 sencen snsegpecocesqpeepecencesenegennses 17.10 | 22.00 33. 30 
1&8 2.27 19. 90 
1889 6. 89 | 8.70 15. 00 
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The cost of freight by railroad of corn or wheat from Burlington, Ver- 
mont, to Boston for 100 pounds is 22 cents, or from White River Junc- 
tion 15 cents. If by the car-load, from Burlington, 16 cents,or 12} cents 
from White River Junction. These are very reasonable rates, and yet 
the cost of the freight by lakeand canal from Chicago to New York would 
be hardly more for 2 bushels of corn or wheat than for 1 from any place 
in Vermont to Boston, though only for 200 miles instead of 1,000. 

The land hunger of the Anglo-Saxon race is hereditary and unlim- 
ited. Though ownership may confer no pecuniary profit it confers 
something of dignity and consideration in life. The policy of our Gov- 
ernment has long fed this hunger by offering the richest lands in the 
world at a nominal price, and by giving them away to any parties 
wishing to settle upon them. We have also subsidized many railroads 
with magnificent gifts of the public domain which have been thrown 
upon the market and haveattracted herdsmen and husbandmen to the 
remotest borders of our country. True, we have new and vigorous 
States presented as the result of bringing some of these numerous fields 
suddenly under cultivation, of which we are all exceedingly proud, but 
for the present their industry must be mainly employed in very large 
contributions to the agricultural and mineral products of our country, 
for which there is just now only a limited market. 

Since 1880 there have been 60,000,000 acres of arable land occupied 
and brought into use. In 1874 there were 113,412,764 acres culti- 
vated in staple crops, while in 1889 the amount had nearly doubled, 
being 211,000,000 acres that were cultivated in staple crops, and much 
in excess of the increase of population. The supply was, therefore, in 
excess of the demand, and prices of commodities followed the inexor- 
able law. I will append a statement of the Department of Agricult- 
are on the subject. (Appendix B.) 

This condition of things, however, is not likely to last long, as we 
no longer have an inexhaustible domain to lavish in largesses upon all 
who may ask, and our population is likely soon to increase more rap- 
idly than our cultivated acres in staplecrops. Consequently the value 
of arable or farming lands is likely soon to increase in the hands of 
present owners, if by thrift and economy they can wait and survive 
until the ‘“‘coming good time’”’ for land-owners. 

It is supposed that less than one-half of the lands of our Southern 
States have ever been ruffled by the plow or tickled by the hoe, and yet 
these States have advanced since the extinction of slavery not only in 
producing larger crops of cotton than ever before, but their acreage of 
corn is now by far the largest and has dethroned forever ‘‘ king cotton.’’ 
The South instead of being a purchaser of corn is now a seller. But it is 
believed that the recent large additions to manufacturing towns now de- 
veloping and expanding in Southern States will soon furnish abundant 
consumers for most of their agricultural products. 

I know that it has been claimed that there are 100,000,000 acres of 
our arid lands which, when properly irrigated, will be the most pro- 
ductive of any on the American continent; bat irrigation on an ex- 
tended scale is a slow and expensive enterprise and is not likely to be 
accomplished more rapidly than will be demanded by a large increase 
of population. 

The introduction of the wonderful American labor-saving machinery 
everywhere, and especially upon the prairies and ranches of the West, 
in planting, sowing, harvesting, and thrashing the crops from hundreds 
and thousands of acres, no longer renders necessary, in proportion to the 
acreage cultivated, anything like the number of workingmen that were 
formerly required for thecultivation of an equal numberof acres. Much 
larger crops are handled with ease by amuch less number of men. We 
have also sent much of this agricultural machinery abroad, by which 
other peoples have been equipped to compete with us in all the mar- 
kets of the world. 

We have some political pessimists who are wont to croak about hard 
times and who ignore the general prosperity everywhere apparent in 
the fact that our people are living upon a more liberal scale than was 
possible for our forefathers to indulge—dwelling in finished houses in- 
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stead of log cabins; wearing the best apparel instead of homespun; 


driving to church in a covered and spring-seated carriage instead of a | 
lumber-wagon with boards for seats; using a steel plow instead of a | 


wooden one shod with iron, and buying every article of their consump- 
tion at less than half the cost paid by their fathers. Their income 
justifies a more generous manner of life than was within the means of 
our immediate ancestors and refutes the charge that their condition is 
worse than thirty years ago. Admitting that the present condition o! 
farmers is not as good as it ought to be, nor as good as I hope it will 


be, I shall attempt to show conclusively the great causes of the pres- | 


ent world-wide depression of their interests. be 

But these political pessimists would persuade, if they cou}d, farmers 
to believe that all the ills they are heirs to should be ascribed toa pro- 
tective tariff. I1fI thought this would require much of an eflort o1 
much time on my part to refute, I should not at this late p: 
the session ask the Senate to listen to me. Considering that this im 
putation is made by the party which, if it had had the power, would 
have admitted to our country all the wools of the world tree of duty 
and now promises to do it if it ever obtains sufficient power, its au- 
dacity is equaled only by its inveracity. Those who propose nothing 
less than the absolute extinction of the sheep husbandry of our whol 






e 


riod of 


country;—for neither Texas nor California could survive the competi- | ' 


tion of the wools of Australia or of South America—suddenly swear 
eternal friendship for the farmer. Even the slenderness of the affection 
of the farmers for the {ree-wool party would hardly seem to encourag 
such broad-daylight hypocrisy. 

We are told that farmers are oppressed by a vast increase of mort- 
gages. This is certainly not true in the older States, where whatever 
mortgages exist are largely held by other forehanded farmers, and the 
bulk of such mortgages are due, especially in the younger States, from 
young men just setting out in life, who have not sufficient capital to 
pay cash down for a fair-sized farm, and who are oftendestined to make 
a fortune by such a purchase on credit. 


One of the preposterous etatements current in the newspapers pur- | 


ports to give the mortgage indebted ness of six States—Kansas, Indiana, 
Iowa, Michigan, Wisconsin, and Ohio—and circulated swiftly until it 


was discovered by the latest census returns to be an exact copy of the | 


total value of the farms in each of these States. A convicted forger 
would be ashamed of such a trick. Even much more moderate state- 
ments of such mortgages have been shown to be gross exaggerations 
when tested by the facts of an official report. 


It is already stated that the official reports of mortgages in the cen- | ! 


sus of 1890 will show that farm mortgages in Kansas and Maine are 
less than one-quarter of the amount which has been represented. 

Illinois, as The New York Times has stated, had a load of $620,000, - 
000 of farm mortgages, but this was not enough for The St. Louis Re- 
publican, which made it $3,000,000,000. The Illinois bureau of sta- 
tistics reports that outside of Cook County, which includes Chicago, 
and not including town lots, the total farm-mortgage indebtedness of 
the State was $123,733,098 in 1888, or one-fifth of what the Times 
made it. These are only examples of the stupendous falsehoods with 
which the public have been dosed. In citiesand towns mortgages are 
found convenient security to raise money upon, and one-half of all the 
mortgages in any State will generally be found upon real estate in 
cities and large towns. Interest upon good mortgages is far below what 
it has been formerly. ‘The charge made that American farmers are 
hugely in debt, or more so than in any other country, isa gross calumny, 
and the farmers will treat with contempt the crocodile tears of pity 
shed in their behalf by revenue reformers who peddle out such defama- 
tory tales. 

In France land is held in small parcels, having been distributed 
among all the heirs of the deceased owner for generations past. Their 





agricultural lands are said to have greatly decreased in value, and there | 
is much difficulty in obtaining loans upon mortgages on account of the | 


expense incident to a foreclosure, being on a mortgage of 500 francs not 
less than 370 francs, or more than half of the debt. 


Austria is heavily loaded with farm mortgages, and these are increas- 
ing, it is said, on account of the successful competition of American | 


grain-growers in European markets. 

Switzerland is reported to have from half to two-thirds of the assessed 
value of its property covered by mortgage. 

Germany has a stout protective tariff, including farming products, 
and there land has been rising in value, but in the city of Cologne 60 


to 75 per cent. of the property is mortgaged, and in Hamburg over 50 | 


per cent, of landed estate is mortgaged. 

In Scotland mortgages have been increasing and land has generally 
shrunken in value from 30 to 50 per cent. It is as true now as it was 
when Sam Johnson declared in his dictionary that ‘‘ oats were food for 
animals, but in Scotland they were food for man.’’ Ireland is covered 
with mortgages, and large portions of the land which once furnished 
subsistence for a considerable portion of its population are now aban- 
doned to pasturage. In England the opinion of those competent to 
judge is that one-half to two-thirds of the lands under cultivation are 
heavily mo b 

Farm labor, except in time of harvesting, receives the lowest wages 
of any kind of labor in Europe, where they bring out even the women 
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| and children to bronze their faces and legs in the heat of the summer 
sun; and their lands, descending from lal times, are often held in 
large estates. Thereis no doubt that t value has been diminishing, 
}and that much of the landed estat 3 ul by mortwages. 
| Lord Salisbury has said more than once that i of 1 irl- 
ers in Great Britain is ‘‘deplorable,’’ hile thf 
t ection there undo “lair trade a ih 
I overwhel eli W 
1} T 
he London Fu I 
Commuission on the l 
| 
} On every we vs | e I 
r h f + i e > 
« i < nyt 5. a PY Ss ¢€ a 3 
< 1 alt “ 
‘ 
t sta ‘ 
t he r - 4 i 
'<« u Ss i 1 ¥ ‘ 
it ~ 
} 
7 \ 7 _ | ] 
l 1 
j 
m 
| 
, 4 [ can 
ofte >the evils which Is ‘ € 
p! Tra 
We hardlv keep in touch with oth lations of th vest 
sphere to the south of us, but t ir growth and rap a a 
since they have achieved their independence of the Old World across 
| the Atlantic is one of the marvels of the age th their vast areas 
| of fertile lands and a favorable climate, as mig fe expect they 
} have turned their chief attention toagricultural | lu to cat 
| sheep, and horses. Of all these they have anabun t and cheap sup- 
ply, not only for home consumption, but also for exportatic rry 
: I 
any of these products therein the vain hope of finding a market would 
| be like carrying coals to Newcastle. I have found in the American 
| Economist an extract from the report of Mr. W. E. Curtis, formerly 
having some connection with the State Department, on the develop- 
ment of the products of agriculture in South America, which I will 
ask the Clerk to read. 
| The Chief Clerk read as follows 
( li has already driven the flour <« t} 1 ted S s off vest coast of 
} South America, and now supplies Peru, I udor, and via fhe Ca rnia 
| millers are also beginning to feel the con tit iat P ima and along 
he west coast of Central America, and u ess 1eape freights e olfTered from 
| San Francisco southward we shall lose a large and erative irket 
The Argentine Repub ic Was an importer of breadstutls atew years since, but 
the agricultural development of the p pas is so rapid and extens that the 
present product not only supplies t local demand, | furnishes an annual 
surplus, valued at $14,000,006 r export Che same is true « tlrucuay. wl 
has also become an exporter o!f wheat and flour within the last tw or tn 
years and has an enormous productive capacity n eing rapidly deve ed 
by Italian immigrants Che time distant when these thre tries 
will deprive the United States of the greater portion of its flour ma et in the 
West Indies and South America and will enter into active competition with us 
in Europe 
Obviously. if we can sell bread t h « \ 1, W fa 
cility, sell them Ind Russia, and Hungary 
In the san report the writer enlightens us thus concert y r market in 
| South America r preserved 1 J says 
| ‘“*The same ntries, A entine, Ur ‘ and ©} ire a ) rg ylucers 
| of sheep iw e Chili w ipplvt est « bee 1 i 
i . i 
} mutton, the 4 Repub and Uruguay ‘ eve ha is ou 
} effect upor ean tr e, being a fr i é slag , 
} unde ithe beef producers of the I ted Stat yw r \ 
} ready refrigerator ps are sailing I e 1 er Pla 
loaded with dressed beef and mutton for En idandG ‘ and i 
houses being erected on an exte ve Lie under an > s vi n 
the Argentine Government The jerked supply of Bi 
| dies has long been furnished by Argentine and Uruguay, and © ex! tations 
| to Europe already amount to yns of rs annually I 
Plate Valley is re to fea ithan I 1, Russia, or Aust isa 
tor in breadstuf nd provision 
** There is searcely a spot in the River Plate « , 
Uruguay, and Paraguay, more than 500 miles d 4 
| and our advantages in this respect w l not be greater tl 
| Steamers cou Ll load at Pittsburgh, Kansas City, st. I 
Mr. MORRILL. The lesson to be drawn from all this is that tl 
| markets we do not find ud we 1 make at h and they can 
| only be made by protection. Whatever products can be made by ma 
| chinery we may some time find a market for abroad; but catt I 
| wool, wheat and corn, are not made by machinery, and we must creat 
| a greater market for such products by a greater homediversity of ind 
| trialemployments, h our abounding 1 | ( he t 
would not appear « 
| Ithas been charg ool has d t pa 
| sage of the tariff act of 1883, and so mus t tl 
depreciation was not caused by the slight tion of t ui valorem 
| duty, less than 2 cents per pound, so m by the ruling of th 
| Treasury Department that worste 1, and by frauds in the 
classification of wools, by which clot wools were admitted ata 
s l + + Y , 1‘ ‘ 
merely nominal rate of duty. The qu ty and price of wools were 


diminished in England and America by a more potent cause; thatis to 
say, by the immense world’s clip of wools, in- 
creasing year by year from 955,000,000 pounds in 1860 to 1,950,000 
000 pounds in 1889 


increase of the whole 


see A ppendix C.) The foreign cost « 


clothing wools, unwashed and valued at over 30 cents per 


i imported 


ound, as 
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the foreign invoices in 1883, was 45 cents and 2 mills per 
while in 1889 the foreign cost of the same wools had fallen to 
nts and 5 mills per pound, showing a difference of 11 cents and 7 


yr try 


in the foreign cost. Whatever the duties here might be, this 

in the cost of foreign wool could not fail to seriously affect the 
American market, 

It has been seriously contended by our free-trade friends that duties 

agricultural products were merely nominal and of no account. 

To refute this prevaric Mane, pretension it is only necessary to present 


the exact amount of the 


the British N 


otal products of agriculture imported from 
orth American possessions for ten years, or from 1880 to 
1480, inclusive, and the amount, as I have it in a statement prepared 
at the Treasury Department, is 192,383,271. Itis true thatthe duties 
which have been heretofore levied thereon have been very low, and in 
the present bill it is proposed to increase them somewhat, but they 
will still be moderate comparatively with the usual rates upon manu- 
factures A large amount of these products, valued at $37,722,495, 
have been admitted within ten years free of duty, and the numbe r of 
cattle, horses, and sheep so admitted as breeding animals, for six years 
only, or from 1584 to 1829, inclusive, appears to have been 58,714, at 
the invoiced value of $9,983,824. In this were 28,813 horses, valued 
at $7,020,588. Itcan hardly be supposed that so many Canadian horses 
would be eagerly sought after to improve the stock of American horses, 
and the law is undoubtedly used to escape the payment of all duties, 

‘To show a little more in detail what helps to make up the total 
amount of the importations from the British possessions on our north- 
ern border, 1 will farther mention some of the items, as follows: 


Breadstafls etnias aes value. $80, 835, 311 
Potatoes = . a - ___- bushels 16, 3 42. 208 
Wool ; i a ‘ pounds. 16, 360, 632 
Tobacco 0. ca 3, 470, 101 
Beans and pease ee eet iat 4, 733, 764 
Barley and malt aia subuinnees do __ 105. 278, 757 


Can it be supposed that our farmers are indifferent about protection 
against the influx of all these articles, coming as they do from those 
who contribute nothing to the support of our Government? Another 
item, small in itself, may be mentioned which within the last ten years 
has required $19,355,760 in cash to pay for; that is to say, 130,977,226 
dozens of eggs. So many million dollars may be at least worth look- 
ing after. 

We wish to treat our neighbors with great courtesy and kindness, 
but so long as they treat us as only neighbors-in-law we can not per- 
mit them to enrich themselves by putting their hands into our pockets 
wheuever they please, especially when they will not even permit us to 
come within three miles of their shores to fish or cut bait, and when 
they seem almost ready to ‘‘let slip the dogs of war’’ and call for the 
navy of Great Britain to protect their piratical fleet in the Behring Sea. 

isut the importations of agricultural products from the British pos- 
sessions in North America form only aninconsiderable share of such im- 
portations, as the aggregate for the year 1889 amounted to over $356, - 
000,000, and our tariff applies to all nations the same terms for impor- 
tations. So many millions of foreign products in direct competition in 
all of our home markets with American products must be very detri- 
mental to all of theirinterests. ‘'Todeny that our farmers have not had 
and can not have any protection by tariff duties upon agricultural im- 
portations is an untruth of gigantic proportions. 

lhe stupendous blunder of our Canadian reciprocity treaty was in- 
tensified by the condition that Canada should grant the imports of 
Great Britain the same favors conceded to the United States, and the 
cheaper labor of Great Britain, of course, made their nominal favors 
to us absolutely worthless. 

Our exports to Canada in 1855 were $20,828,676, but under the opera- 
tion of reciprocity then commenced they dwindled in twelve years down 
to $15,243,834, while the exports of Canada to the United States in- 
creased from $12,182,314 to $46,199,470. When the treaty began the 
balance of trade had been $8,000,000 annually in our favor, and that 
paid in spec cie, but at the end the balance against us to be paid in specie 
in a single year was $30,000,000. Here was a yearly positive loss of 
over five millions of our export trade and a loss of thirty-eight millions 
of specie, all going to enrich the Canadas at our expense. 

The Canadian reciprocity treaty demonstrated, moreover, the profit- 
lessness of reciprocity treaties with countries whose products of ex- 
change are chiefly agricultural and which we donot want. They have 
little or nothing else for exportation. 

It is true that some agricultural products now bring a less price than 
was current for some years after the war of the rebellion, but this de- 
pression of prices is not peculiarto the United States. It pervades the 
whole world, and is more seriousin Great Britain, where free trade pre- 
vails, than anywhere else. Here, however, farmers have the satisfac- 
tion to find that the chief articles of consumption which they have to 
buy have been reduced in price even more than any reduction upon 
farm products. A bushel of corn in New England will buy more cot- 
ton cloth, or more crockery and glass ware, more salt, and more calico, 
gingham, and other dress-goods for women than ever before. I will 
append « list of articles in common use, which might be greatly en- 
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larged, to show the decline in general prices ever since 1880. (S; 
Appendix E.) 

I confess that I do not know of an article that has received ta 
protection for a series of years that is not now sold for a much le 
price than it was before it was protected. In the general reduction « 
the prices of manufactured goods the large amount of the America: 
products and the great number of useful inventions to which Amer 
ican genius has given birth are the potent factors of large reductio: 
throughout the world. 

The question of adding free sugar to the breakiast table presen 
even a stronger case than tea and coffee presented in 1872 for like treat 
ment. Every dollar of the duty imposed comes out of the poor a 
well as of the rich. If we can prudently do without the revenue o: 
over $50,000,000, clearly it should be done without hesitation. The 
is no other article so largely and so equally consumed by our peop! 
The average annual consumption is over 50 pounds per capita, whic) 
estimating the duty paid at 2 cents per pound, will prove a positi 
saving to every family of five personsof not Jessthan $5. Beyond th 
if by a bounty we can in a few years do what most of the government 
of Europe have already successfully done, and bave shown how it ca 
be done, supply our sugar by home production, we shall keep at hon« 
over $90,000,000 now sent to Cuba and elsewhere never to reéurn, and 
shall also open an important field of profitable agricultural enterprise 
in many of our States. If we were next year required to pay a bounty 
upon a product equal to that of the past year, it would amount t 
$8,000,000, but all of the sugar presented will not be likely to reach 
the saccharine standard of 80 degrees, and the amount, therefor: 
would be less. It may be an experiment, but it is an experiment al- 
ready tested by many nations with less resources than our own, and 
its possibilities are too great to bé shirked or postponed. (See Appen 
dix F.) 

It is an old adage that the tree which bears the most and choicest 
fruit is most clubbed and stoned by those who had no hand in plant- 
ing it. The present bill, not unlike others which have marked! 
promoted the general prosperity of our country, is receiving so much 
of this kind of homage that I am convinced it is much better than | 
had at first supposed. Our country now covers so many degrees 0 
latitude from north to south and so many degrees of longitude fron 
east to west that it demands large and conscientious study to frame a 
measure that shall fitly embrace and cover the whole country and do 
no injustice to any part of it. The present bill evidently aims to d: 
this, and, as it appears to me, with fair success. Any amendment i: 
good faith that will improve it will be cordially received, but all at- 
tempts to ingraft thorns upon it will, I hope, be rejected. I am per- 
suaded when the bill becomes a law of the land that it will giv: 
stability and new life to all the business interests of our people, cour- 
age and hope to American workingmen, and cover the Republic wit! 
countless blessings. 

APPENDICES. 
APPENDIX A. 


Statement showing the articles of imported merchandise added to the free-list since 


the year 1866 and the values thereof entered for consumption in the United States 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889 (307 items). 







tegalia and, gems, ‘statues. statuary, and specimens of scuipt- i 
ture specially imported in good faith for the use of any 
society incorporated or established for philosophical, 
literary, or religious purposes, or for the encouragement 
of the fine arts, or for the use or by order of any college, 
academy, school, seminary of learning, or public library 
tiga. RR antl Aer ene ie Al | 202, 065 
Vorks of art, collections in illustration of the progress of 
the arts, science, or manufactures; photographs, works in 
terra-cotta, Parian, pottery ,or porcelain, and artistic copies 
of antiquities in metal or other material, imported in good 
faith for permanentexhibition ata fixed place by any so- 
ciety or institution established for the encouragement of 
the arts or science, and not intended forsale, nor for any 
other purpose than is hereinbefore expressed; and alllike 
articles imporied in good faith by any society or associa- | 
tion for the purpose of erecting a public monument, and 
not for sale....... iniesieest seduletmaeeasemuepleiadidatbemapaotdiate Pbeaae 


Articles free of duty. Values. 
' 
II iva diniceccrtverecicit accent ppedbecdiniimatisel a $7, 097. \ 
DE DN a cenbidsineincuhiintiinetmintinéiiess dupont ptieneredenesonensoeess 4, 234. 0 
Animals, not elsewhere specified : i 
Teams of immigrants, not including harness, tackle, and | 
vehicles— 
| 4, 693 
0 56, 782 
All other 725, 
BE Ricrmncencercens: 110, 586. (x 
Fowls, land and water.. 90, 853. 08 
Leeches... aeons 3, 967.5 
Snails... 570. ™ 
Articles specially imported (except books): 
an eee A FD eric cnc cuncstentinememanecsepreasoveumnnrsommmenvereed 6, 224 
Philosophical and scientific apparatus, instruments, and 
preparations, statuary, casts of marble, bronze, alabaster, 
or plaster of paris, paintings, drawings, and etchings, 
specially imported in good faith for the use of any society 
or institution incorporated or established for religious, 
philosophical, or educational, scientific, or literary pur- 
poses, or encouragement of the fine arts, and not intended | 
for sale.. acwncene 138, 732 
} 
| 
| 


- 


215, 658 


ers 
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: APPENDIX A—Continued | APPENDIX ‘ 1 
; | 
: Articles free of duty. Values. Articles free of du Values 
; Asbestos, unmanufactured.............ccscceeseees — so $209, 245.00 | Chemicals, drugs, and dyes, not elsewh¢ spt 1—< 
. Asphaltum, or bitumen, crude..............00+ aantineitiaetatian — 83, 489, 00 Manganese 
5 Birds, stuffed eae iii iacaemniet ie Rte pial 681. 00 Ore of $7 0 
{ Bismuth......... | 150, 620. 00 Oxide of 42.00 
y Biadders, crude, and all int egume nts of anim: als, not specially : | Manna 7,947.00 
$ enumerated or provided for.. .. dceeecvecasnnenegbemeqnennsannel 25. 00 Mineral waters, all not artificial 338 383. 8] 
> ni I. eneseehcnnaneinnneen inne seeeneienaneninnenest _3, 955. 00 M isk, « rud¢ yin natural pod x ” 
Bologna sausages eeneeee seseensecnneeeteeneenes seeeeseessecasereanesseeenenseenens 44, 400. OO Orchil, or orehil liquid l 183. 00 
Bones, crude, not manufacture ad, burned, “calcined, gr round or | Osinium ; 
steamed — senscanennaiaagin } 318,350, 54 Palladium ; °6. 00 
> Books and other printed matter, note isewhet re e specified Peel, orange and lemon, not preserved, candied z 
< Books, engravings, bound or unbound, etchings, maps, and wise prepared one ‘ 13.78 
charts, which have been printed and manufactured more Potash, muriate of elma ; ‘ 1, O67, 344. OF 
than twenty years at the time of importation......... i 413, 055. 83 Quinia 
Books, maps, and charts, spec ially imported, not more than } Sulphate of a es y 91 22.00 
two copies in any one invoice, in good faith, forthe use of | Cinchonidia tl 839.00 
any society incorporated or established for philosophical, |} Other salts of 1.001. 00 
literary, or religious purposes, or for the encouragement cnisiienietianataiedaenn 
of the fine arts, or for the use or by the order of any col- Total quinia - 955. 162. 00 
lege, academy, school, or seminary of learning in the | Roots, in a crude state, not elsewhere specified 
United States ............. sneicgpae botcadhladaamna } a Colombo vt 104.00 
Newspapers and periodicals. vine 511, 923. 00 Gentian 5 5, 996. 00 
Brazil pebbies for spectacles, and pebbles for spe ctacles, rough..| 23, 656. 00 Licorice cere 874° 78700 
Breccia, in blocks or slabs............ ... ssi aeamacecinan tintin ; stuntetlisnneie 2 : Orris, or iris E saa ¥: 3) 424.00 
Chalk, unmanufactured....... ..... 198, 00 Rhubarb ; , 18. 331.00 
Chemic als, drugs, and dyes, note lsew he re specified : Sarsaparilla ; d ; ’ 52. 101.00 
Acids— i All other, not spe ially enumerated or provided r 130.18 
Carbolie ns ~ : : : . 82,931.48 Safflower, and extract of oi 8 ” 
Oxalic | 142, 757 Saffron, and extract of, and saffron cake eid { 3.09 
All other, used for medicinal, chemical, or r manufactur- | Salacine : e 4.776. 00 
. ing purposes notspecially enumer.ted or provided for.| 353, 793. 40 Seda, nitrate of, or cubic nitrate 2. 275, 093. 00 
4 Albumen, in any form or condition ia : | 171, 991. 00 Sodium ; 1). 00 
& Alizarine, natural or artificial, including extract of madder..| 440, 209. 00 Strontia, oxide of, and proto-oxide of strontian and stron 
- Aniline— tianite, or mineral carborate of strontia 228.00 
= SANIT sited io ccinpandenhcqucenbtbaphasinpeorevboeta eel 5,179.00 } Sugar of milk ss : ae 50, ” 
a SR cuseinten . : ean as 169, 723. 00 Sulphur, lac or precipitated ; 00 
3 Antimony ore, crude ‘sulphide of. 7, 148. 00 Sulphur or brimstone, not specially en numerated or pr vided 
2 Argal, or argol, or crude tartar : la 2, 490, 871. 00 for eliahl ad aes ‘ 2, 025, 785. 00 
% Arsenic......... eoccecce ° pabiaats supenekanenie 220, 596. 00 Tonquin, tongua or tonca beans . a 37.915. 00 
‘ Ashes, wood, and lye of,and ‘beet-root ashes... s ; 38, 988. 51 Tur; t Be OO RRS: : aa : 6, 291.50 
s Balsams— Uranium, oxide of 1, 607. 00 
% Copaiva none evéssecconnese ences i ee 65. 108. 00 | Vv aalaes eines 
s Fir, or Canada. 9, 703. 00 | Valonia — . ove] ve . 
4  sasecs ° somone 6, 965. 00 } Vanilla beans 700. 160, 00 
Storax or sty PYAX .. 253. 01) | Verdigris or subacetate of copper eS 17, 204. 00 
3 Tolu...... 10, 308. 00 | Wax, vegetable or mineral 7 87, 821. 00 
. All other crude os . ereevcapreccenescoces cececeees dual 9, 274. 00 | Zaffer ‘ eanecces . 
Barks— } | Cliftstone, unmanufactured 26, 195. 00 
Cinchona, or other, used in the manufacture of quinia...} 371, 532.50 | Coal 
All other, not edible, in a crude state, and notadvanced | | Anthracite 94, 263.00 
in value or condition by refining or grinding, or by | Charcoal i 


38, O71. 00 
other process of manufacture, not specially enumer- | Lignite substitute for 
ated or provided for 1 















































capeuctened 21,657.00 | Cocoa, or cacao, crud I eaves and shells of 2, 143, 208, 
Baryta, carbonate or witherite ensnceeeee 13, 333.00 | Coffee...... — angus 74,7 3.73 
Bromine ee jenieadnadmewere . Coir yarn... 24, 256. 00 
Cantharides 8,113.00 | Copper, old, taken from the bottoms of American vessels 
= Castor or castoreum eseee ereececees 561.00 pelled by marine disasters to repa 1 foreign ports ave 
a Civet, crude saniatnmaiaeae alata iia aati 9,305.00 | Coral, marine, unmanufactured 161.00 
a Cobalt, as metallic c arse ae nedistndotueninsbasenen beeen 52.0 | Cork-wood, or cork-ba unmanufactured #2, 047, 00 
3 Cocculus indicus............ 140.00 | Cotton 
3 Cochineal 74, 285.00 | Unmanufacture 1, 195, 368. 00 
¥ Cryolite or kryolith | : } 605. ( Waste, not for paper-stos 
Cubebs 50,914.00 | Curling-stones or quoits ‘ 1, 134.00 
; CORE... cocesees 42, 160. 0 Curry and curry powde » 2ae- 10 
} Cuttle-fish bone ‘ 10, 057 iD 10nd dust, or bort $58. 00 
es Dragon's blood............ a 2,055.00 | Diamonds, rough or ur #), 187.00 
Drugs, beans, berries ‘buds, bulbs ‘bulbous roots, excresce nees, | 1] ionds, glaziers 8, 433.00 
fruits, dried fibers, grains, herbs, lichens, nuts, stems, veg- | Dulse (sea-weed +, 555. 00 
etables, seeds (aromatic) and seeds of morbid growth, | Eegs 2, 419, 04. 37 
weeds, and dried insec ts, not edible,in a crude state. and | Fans,comm palm-le 15,4 45 
not advanced in value or condition by refining or grind- } 
ing, or by other process of manufacture, not specially enu- | ATinace S substance And prepa 
merated or provided for...............sc000 on 253, 657. 32 specified 
IT cnistatalincdstnmnonen . comes 0 00 Arrowroot 
Feldspar cones l ) Farina ©, Un 
' Fibrin, in all forms entitle 257. 0 Macaroni and \ 
Flowers and leaves,in a crude state, not : specially enum er- Root flou 
ated or provided for Sago, sago crude, and sa flour ’ 
Buchu leaves Seecead imnneons ; 2, 227.00 | Tap i ssa on ada 
‘1 (SS GO cea nae 12, 387. O 
Rose leaves ...... ....... ‘ benedbndededbevediniatioas devetendeectetousccsonl 7 3. 00 Total farinace is substances, and arat ol 
Senna, in leaves........ séovepesin eunannnee sonneinidemenpiipaneniia . $4,104.00 | 
All other Finke esceinivigniahicianisieas jagwatedionncenses - 228, 8 11 | Fashion plates, en ved teel ( 
— Fe rs for is, and downs 2 ) 
Gums, not elsewhere specified— Fertilizers 
Aloes wdbeee vebsestnestcqsocnsene lai ia i nousuen on 19,110.00 | Bones, crude, not ma factured ed, calcein iz ! 
3 Amber ° a lated 0 | or steamed, and bon sUS8t ar 4 t I 
4 Arabic ....... 7 i facture of phosphate 
7 Asafetida 0 | hieserite, kyanite, or cy ite, ¢ i 
4 Benzoin, gamboge, and nm nastic 0 | Phosphates, crude or native, for fert y Ses i 
Camphor, Crude. .......00.0csscccocees . All other substances used express anu ‘ 
Copal, cowrie, and dammar...... 7 | Fibers, not elaewhere specified 
Cutch ieattiedmenpininitiiiin ces 5 Coir and cocoa 
’ Scamamneny, OF Fesin of.... eressecese sevens cocscseneccees , 1,629.00 | Istie or tampico sana 2 
SND dibdviistsbedacattesis ‘mepheersevesedciamas en i 789, 464. 00 | All other as ‘ a) 
‘ Tragacanth : 140,001.00 | Fish, not elsewhere «pe ed 
All other gums and gum | resins inn crude state, not spe-_ Lobsters, canned or preserved ot ’ yd 
cially enumerated or provided for .......... ........... - 775, 287.23 Shrimps and other shell-fish, and t 
Iodine, crude.. i a? KID (iM Fish sounds or fis! } » 
Ipecac.. al 15, 545, 00 | Flint, flints, and zg ] ‘ 
EAE 47.00 | Flowers, natural ”) 
Lemon and lime juice .... a 136, 129.00 | Fossils 
Lime— Fruit plants, tro or = t forthe purpose of propa- 
re Chloride of, or bleaching-powder...... oe —_ 1, 659, 472. 00 gation or cul ‘ \ 7 l 
Citrate of... inespaneguiivnatetienediinn ‘ones ® 569.00 
Litmus, prepared. or not prepared a “ 01.00 | Fruits, including ts, not elsewhere specified 
p Magnesite, or native mineral carbonate of magnesia. — " 6, 499.00 | Bananas }, 578, 325.19 
Magnesium. pittionncwense spuiiideues>ecqussibiectient ‘ 2.764. 00 | Olives. green or prepared 161, 026, 60 
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Arprenpix A—Continued. 
rt s free of dut 
I ; nute.f ewhe r Continued 
j ' ‘ 
? 
I a 
“,@7 1, Tipe, or i 
{ ; 
cre or Brazi 
Pa id paim-nut kernels 


Total fruits and nuts 








Furs and skine dressed “ . 

Glass-p!ate or disks, unwrought, for the use and manufacture 
of optic struments 

Gold er sweepings escuseucecs 

Goid-beat yids and gold-beaters’ BICINS............scccecce . : 

Golds o- 5 seceeve i 

Grease, fo ¢ as soap-stock « y,and all other soap-stock . 

Gut i 

Cat it whip-g unmanufactured, and gut and worm- | 

gut a ufac r inm ey Bud 

Cat-gul at 128 or gutcord, for musical instruments . 

Hair, not elsewhere specified 
Ch ed« ncleaned, drawn or undrawn, but unmanufact- 
ure 
‘a ei . . eee eT ee . 

Hiog’s hair, curled,for beds and mattresses, and not fit for 
Hid ittings,raw,withor without the hair yn.and all g rine stoc k 
Hides and si ther than fur skins 

4} t-skins. rf . . occveces 

blicte ra incured whether dry, salted, or pickled, and 

‘ skins, except sheep-skins with the wool on............... 
Sha ind other fish skins 
i | hides and skins 


Hones and whetstones sonsenneis siaipninananiiii 
Hoofs, hor: and parts of horns, unmanufactured, and horn 
strips and tips 
India rubber and gutta-percha 
Grutta percha, crude 





india rubber, crude, and milk of . eover eee poasimenues 
Indians’ goods: Goods and effects, of whatever nature, of In- 
a is passing and repassing the boundary line of the United 
States, which goods are not in bales or other packages un- 
USUA 1 i indians 
Ivory i tured 
\ ‘ 
Tod “= 
To ory 
Joss stick « i light 
Leather, old seray 
Lithogray cst es, not engraved 
Loadstones ar magnets 
Meer sum, « l« rraw 
Mica 1 ric waste 
vi irie s,crud tadvanced in value or condition by refining 4 
< or by other ess of manufacture, not spe- 
« t ior pi i for 
Mos und all othe etables stances used for beds | 
< } | 
ail ake 
VOila.t elsew re specified 
I | pressed 
: i eet 
‘ : 
\ Au 
| ! 
or sesamum, or bene 
i iif < express 
Volat or essential 
Almond (bitter 
Amber, crude and rectified 
Aniline, erude 


Anise, or anise-seed 
Bergamot 

Cajeput 
Caraway 
Cassia ... 
Oedrat 
Chamomile 
(inpamon 
{ 
( 
l 


tronella, or lemon grass 





ive 

nne e-eeee - eee 
Jasmine, or jessamine ......... 
Juniper 






Lavender and aspic, or spike lavender............+. 

Lemon oeee 

* 

SOPOLL, OF CFRNGO BOWER eas vecesesnscerornccesmsaeustnpesniarenqnes 
CITRUS wan escsverceces snovenestveenensiies uanaeNEDErNNeSEnie “ 
Rose ™ ¥ orantp S 


Roses, altar o 


Thyme, or organum, red or white........ 
Valerian nintouedinds suabenn 





Total volatile or essential . 


Totai oils, not elsewhere specified.............. 





Values 


5, 949, 896. 57 


a, 





72 9? 
178, 927. 09 
— 9oF 
>, aes 








28. 175.00 
4, 624. 00 


4, UO 





56. 748.00 
149, 570. 91 


038, 782. 00 


2, 636. 00 
233, 600.17 


703, 635. 00 


17, 433, 349. 30 


12, : 


] 


27.00 
25, 137,511. 30 


29, 683. 08 
303, 707.00 


148, 043. 00 
239, 384. 00 


2. 486.00 


591, 471.00 


96, 605. 00 


688. 076. 00 


1, 436. 60 


6.00 





4, 67 
93, 143. 00 


9, 835. 55 


498 ay] 55 


34. 00 
107, 679.00 
66, 168.00 


26,174.74 


709, 197.84 


9,114.00 
2,541. 00 
142. 056. 00 
63, 84, 00 
90,015. 00 
2,524.00 
7,476.00 
38, 794. 36 
658, 00 
54.00 

1, 405. 04 
117, 705. 95 
1, 290. 00 
1, 145.00 
42.00 

2, 926. 00 
107, 885. 00 
165, 749. 00 
3, 664. 00 
32, 934. 00 
24, 399.00 
22, 275. 00 
168, 019, 88 
25, 661.00 





2.00 
, 082, 107. 2% 








1, 741, 305. 07 
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Apprespix A—Continued. 


Articles free of duty. Values, 


Ores, not elsewhere specified 
Emery 
Paper-stock, crude 
Esparto, or Spanish grass, and other grasses,and pulp of, 




















for the manufacture of paper........... ses 7, 656.00 
Poplar and other woods esis’ 71, 392. 50 
Rags of all kinds other than wool.......... | 2, 550, 948, 97 
Waste, and other paper materials ......... . | 2 

Palm leaf, manufactured ............... } 
Paraffine na paccteuseouseutwaeseegneessenevess wf 
Pare -+hment and vellum. ol 
Pattern cards, and other samples 8 of merchandise .............s0000000 | 
Pewter and Britannia metal, old, fitonly to be remanufac stured.,| 
Plants, trees, shrabs, and vines of all kinds, not otherwise pro- | 

vided for Sapien “a 
OOO cccancnscumnnbens i 
Pulu | 


Quills, prepared and unprepared .. 

Rennets, raw or prepared 

Sauerkraut 

Sausage skins 

Seeds, not elsewhere spec fie 
Anise and anise star . 
Canary 
Caraway and coriande! Tr. ‘ 
Cardamom... dictiuvetpetaiiwonninen 
Cummin, fe nugreek, and fennel 








62, 312. 00 
10, 788, 00 














I i clcenaeinaiiesttienainniadaiiinds sibilities 94, 473.70 
Sugar-beet senses nessessbovasooscossorsueees | 197.00 
All other, except medicinal seeds, not spec ially enumerated | 
or provided I shheensvcaiehigedudinyns anvenisintindindubsinenanntotenpeetieti 265, 720. 6 
Total seeds.....,....... * Sracuesunpensese lial 657, 283. 48 





Shells of every description, not manufactured .............. 258, 206. 48 
Silk unman ufactured : 
Eggs. silk worms’ 


Skeletons, and other prepari ations of anatomy 








1,319. 00 
12, 160. 00 












Sparterre, for making or ornamenting hats..... peeve 1,471.00 

Spices, unground: ——————— 
Cassia buds .............. oenwoses 2, 656. 55 
Cassia and cassia vera eae 178, 071.53 
Cinnamon, and chips of.. 4 reseesl 10, 074. 
Cloves ....... ehecdemmebebens aecvecoeces 291, 59 
Clove stemsS............ a ee ! 35, 950. 00 
Ginger root | 121, 742.06 
Mace........ we | 85, 837.00 
Nutmegs.. | 524, 929.74 





Pepper 
Black and white...... 
Cayenne 

Pimento. 

All other, 


} 
| 1, 3M, 450. 00 
. 27, 653. 00 
| 121, 815. 00 
38,701. 15 














988, 471. 39 





EAPC cc cccosnercscocscossecs exes cocsce cosece 
Spursand stilts, used in the manufi 
crockery ware ‘ 
Straw unmanufactured. 

Tanning materials, not elsewhere specified : 















Hemlock bark samme apanubees 185, 782. 0 
Other articlesin a crude state, “used in tanning, not specially 
enumerated or provided for. 5, 601.00 
I tii in ccctnsadtaiomentiiail 12, 643, 987. 91 
Titus ‘sasicepdiattinietasinstalelviaiamciias ! 2, 309. ( 
Terra alba, aluminous, or beauxite. 40, 813. 
rin, bars, blocks, or pigs, grain or granulated... 7, 026, 047. 00 
Types, old, fit only to be re manufactured.........-. 889. 00 
OIL, WRI cccsicecte coneaseesenoerttoasenmuinenbiectertes 2, 200, 00 
W halebone, unmanufactured....... | 19, 179, 00 
W ood, unmanufactured, not else where specified: 
Fire-wood dedidinns dthtthindenecmaiberisdatndionn timmnciereed 363, 122. 
Handle-bolts iiaelanethidiiabieuietiiiaiis uel acadaidltets' dio dibdaakaningiastiéninebucsaibanll 255. 
Hop  cinahatnwededus ten snkues Cipatw thers ebe ob uesieuanieanade | 3, 285. 
Logs and round t unmse ,anufactured timber.. saeniman ihe = -| 977, 091.5 
Railront ties cooes ove vee + 090 eee eee 603, #55. ! 
Ship planking poon o90 mesons anc epsiovtebeesscoann | 43, 086. 00 
Ship timber i ; 3 | 46, 624. 25 
Sticks, joints, and Teeds— | 
Bamboo, unmanufactured | 15, 584.1 


India or malacca joints, not further manufac tured than 

cut into suitable lengths for the manufactures into 
which they are intended to be converted... ...... ............ 
Sticks, crude, to wit: All partridge, hairwood, pi- | 

mento, orange, myrtle, bamboo, reeds, and sticks 

and canes in the rough, or no further manufact- 

ured than cut into lengths suitable for umbrella, 
parasol, or sunshade sticks or walking canes...... coon 
WD cncinsinn retin vikkeendnibinten tiiedé ttaiidiilbeitiiiagaaedeiens nal 
Articles imported free of duty under reciprocity treaty with | 

Hawailiar Islands, act of August 15, 1876: 

Rice, cleaned..... Sail jidite ! 


51, 209. 63 
2, 033. 29 


494, 166. 0 








Molasses | 6, 148. 00 
Sugar, Dute h standard in color— =—S 
a eae Soinkiianiones 2 wes 11, 641, 490. | 
Above No. 18 and not above No, 16.......... co ennes « nui 437, 028. 0 
a aa 
Total GUGRP..<cecorees seers wdpeneneden sinlllbsitechidgatiiaiciinewemeidataitasiiatiadsiiin | 12,078,518. 00 
SUD acirunbicnncisencinisininbentililaimpainiabienmell acenseccsninpniesy ovevosens 





Total from Hawaiian Islands, free under treaty.. 


ore eeeeerere 





ARE chine Bre Gea R ines ccesteceesse vescstetncevtsieees 


or 
, 725.73 











as 
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South America is now no market for flour, as more wheat is pwn there than It is proper tos t t price t ind 
is required for domest consumption, and annually enlarging outlet for | | rt . 4 ‘ ‘ ‘ , 
wheat is now sought in the distribution of the surplus Australasia makes more | w tak rad s ha 3 3 and 
than a home supply, India has a surpius of 10 to 15 per cent., Eastern Europe | | seas s labor I \ > . . 
always has wheat to ell, leaving « y Western | pe to supplement its nearly As 
full garners with the contributions of a other countries, those of Europe w 1, 
clude Of the average 4 bushels consumed by each inhabitant of Europe, « I ( i o- 
a hi she! coines from other continents; and this is practically the measur } sic discuss and ¢ ent a te 
of the 1 t for the wheat ri sof the world.a ket which neither re 1 fre 4 i ¥ 
yrocily 1 the persuasion any international comity can enlarge—noth ta irrencies 
But war, f ne, or pest e, nothing but an act of God. or a change < ! \ respect 
dist putic erly at variance with long-settled policy and pra al sense ‘ l 
swell to sudden im»ortance the demand for wheat and flour that will relieve Hon, Justix S. M I 
prevailing stagnation and advance prices. l S . 

| 
APPENDIX B. | , ; 
| 
UNITED STaTES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, } tes ) f 
> DIVISION OF STATIS 7 
Washington, D. C., February 13, 1890 
. 5 

Sir: Your contention that the low price of agricultural products is due to in . a Sn , ys . 7 » a 4 ATt- 
crease in production throughout the world is measurably correct. It is cer nent 
tainly a primary and prominent cause, 

Every nation is seeking to produce its own food supplies, and as far as possi- ; = = aa ; 1389 
ble its so-called raw industrial material, and is compelied to do so by the in- | es ; : 
stinet of self-preservation. This furnishes the motive for the corn laws of Ger 

: many and other continental countries, and the laws of European countrieapre 
hibiting the introduction of our pork products ; 3 i i : I ; Pounds 

Ten years ago this country seeded 14,000,000 acres for foreign demand, and | Lnited King lor ia A x ‘ 134, 000, 000 
the breadth pi the last year was 10,000,000 more than is required for home con Continent of burope DOU, GOO, O i 0, O00 
sumption, though the average demand for nine years has been less than that North America i a m ’ ' ‘ 10. O00 
of 1879-80 by 65,000,000 bushels Lustraiasia ‘ x 4 ’ 00 

he production of meat has also been increased more rapidly than popula- | C&pe Of Gov d lik M i ma oO 00 
tion. In 1880 the number of cattle of all kinds on farms and ranches was re- | River Plat sone 33, OOO, OOD I } . 9), Of 100 

E ported as 39,675,533, and the numbers as now estimated are 52,801,907, or 33 per | UWier Countries oe 46, OUI " 100, OOO 
cent. more, Beeves are brought to maturity more rapidly than formerly,and | 
more meat is made in proportion to numbers, so that the beef supply is greater | Grind totals... amd, VOU, Ut J W), OOO 
than in 1880 in proportion to population. 
A s D 
: Statement showing the quantilices and values of commodities hich might be t l pr ; 
5 Ame an Possessions during the years « y June ) n 
FREE OF i: 
189 1 1284 
Quantities Values Quantitic Va dua \ \ es V 1es 
5 
Animals, n. e.s 
Cattle. 4 A 17 ) 
Horses. alain at deta eiaaieen ic endl) dabiadonskagonses ' : - 11 i 
Sheep sotbene do eoccees t) 605 
~ All other, including fowls : 
: ——_— . : 
Total \ieidag esns onion haenipiainaridiade snctidhanesieal i } 
Chemicals, drugs, et« 
Indico ed pounds panne 5, 248 : 
Licorice root lo (a 
Vanilla beans ; do a 
Cocoa, or cacao, crude, and leave nd shells 

of ds 624 
Coff.« lo 29 13 53 - 
Cotton i dak { 
Egeys dozen 7, 662, 068 894, 349 ), 471 ! 5 
Farinaceous substances, and preparations 

¢ 


Fruits, including nuts, n. e. s. 
sananas eae Suleatias : ioemieia (l 
- Cocoanuts 
p All other 





Total 
3 Hair, n. €. S......... fists : jcasnendiaelenbenaieehniens 3, 769 2 
zi Hides and skins, other than fur skins: 
a Goat-skins..... 


a dcecchaiincnmtbuniosiiengetcedtinkenand| COD bxxsrecceess 536, ! 


4 SS o 



































sina 9 { { 
: Oils, n. e. s., fixed or expressed i l 3 115 5,5 7 i 58 ; 
Bp Seeds, not medicinal. 1, 836 1,858 | 
Silk, unmanufactured : 
ne Raw, or as reeled from the cocoons, 
: pounds. lanbebsesinnieeneiediacawnite sll 550 2, 397 W9 { , 
NIE Sencisndnadccupesasenoeecencses cove POURES...) coves seochihbeetetedl iadutsabtaemeenandiansanetamesiite 3 
Sa oh disstiiisecahiiabeaeiicehitimmietiieiniensesitensinness 7 sediacin 46) t 
; Spices, unground: i 
0 oscoesPOUNS...| .cccee — soeusesece guosessuncvocecses 
Pepper do... 
All other ... .atlo ‘ 
 iendansses 
SEED heniiniendlaasidinciinnetehovmienn ..pounds 7, 664 1, 980 24,5 5,4 5,71 19, 8 { 
: ITIL CUI «..... caissasmnninasounieneictassieeieesal) Sane Mucedsnenecs 1, 745, 662 i 3, 184, 286 » 


a Not enumerated. b Included 
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APPENDIX D—Continued. 
FREE OF DUTY—continued. 
RR 1886. 1887. 1888. 1889, 


t ‘ = 
Cat number 
iH do 
= . au 
A ' 
‘ i ngetowl 
‘ 
a cy a et« 
i pe - 
Licorice root do 
Va t beans do 
Cocoa, « icao, crude, and leaves and shells 
t . pe ids 
Coflee do 
ott hmanufactured ao.... 
EL dozen 
rarinaceous substances, and preparations 
of I ‘ ~ 
lruits, including nuts, n.e.s 
Mananas 
Cocoanut 
A other 
otal 
if I “ 
lides and «kins, other than fur skins 
(ioa ns 
A ‘ é 
a 
#“n.e.s. fixed or expressed 
eda, not medicina! 
nanufactured 
Raw, « as reeled from the cocoons 
i 
j Is 
Wast pounds 
I i 
' 
| inground 
vs pounds 
‘ do 
i ’ 
lo 
pounds 
otal free of « ¥ 
rt 8 
AY ' 
number 
do 
“ ac 
A ' 
BRreadstuffs 
Barley bushels 
Cor Seas do 
Oats . do 
Vatment po inds 
Ry« bushels 
W he rs do... 
Wheat flour : barrels 
All other breadstuffs,and preparations 
of, used as food, n.e. 8 
Total 
Bristies : oozeses eves pounds 
Che s, drugs, etc. 
Opium, crude sseeeees POUNGS 
- ce, ground ocece .do.. 
Fiax, hem] te, and other vegetable sub- 
slances 
Flax : tons 
liemp, and substitutes for.............d0 
Jute . do 
Sisal-grass and other vegetable sub- 
stances ..tons 
Total 


a Included in “All other breadetuffs.”’ 





Juantities. Values. Quantities.) Values. |Quantities.| Values. Quantities.| Values. Quantities.| Values. 


$540, 772 2, 581 $339, 632 | 

















2,945 1,582 | $203,440 932 $121, 957 702 $94, 797 
5 49 976, 711 5, 288 1, 186, 917 4, 826 1, 141, 220 4,474 1, 146, 182 5,193 1, 386, 447 
1, 687 26, 475 1, 380 23, 696 2, 402 30, 060 4,269 52, 892 4,092 i, 165 
105, 68¢ ' - Tas FEE Recenensenn TUE Dictintianiommsscbines BUA Tiiinsionsenincsses 115, 521 
1, 49, 644 1, 677, 956 1,651, 980 
4 423 1, 885 1,518 

40 OOS ccceckinnetaaaeaearca te ate 315 

tal 78 | OG itis ie = : 

122 21 249, 104 23, 272 350, 560 51, 488 129, 772 | 21, 487 | 

17, 853 1, 654 2, 350 306 8, 264 | 508 | 5, 456 | 8u3 





13, 969, 474 2,095,437 14, 465, 764 1, 893, 672 | 13,682,914 1,930, 844 | 15,255,558 2, 262, 815 











penene 1, 097 dictidieise BEF ficess DG 1 ciscsenscnnsinns 2%) 743 
a 20 
15 , ——— 
90, 366 . : 22, 838 585.914 





585,914 


13, 234 


24, 196 





AD | vvcscevesnasonensiae’ “ ana sansonneesescnssee BBD Jecocccssecs . 
54, 281 
504, 293 


GBT, 008 | occ. c.co-0--. 491) S58 














63, 577 


320 1,200 — — stants 445 1, 992 
957 797 1,123 822 1, 083 1,083 1,275 750 ‘ 








1,997 pevcece 822 














1, 083 BE Biccconsncsosierscnueesines 
« = = = = Se ——— = = —— — ——_——— — = =-— = 
1,465; —«338 
817 2 740 35 17 
20 373 2 
71,72 7,232 138, 157 21,072 | 1,619,896 | 314,697 290, 608 52, 256 
- -_—~ —~ —S—SS——— = = —_ SS—_—OoE—=EeEOEeee = 
4, 470, 922 crecceeceee| 4, 268, 60D 4, 601, 947 4,917,748 | 8 
\ 
a Included in dutiable fruits. 
DUTIABLE. 
1880, 1881. 1882. 1883. i554. 
Quantities.| Values Quantities. Values. Quantities.. Values. Quantities.) Values. Quantities. Values. 
a os is pani ecmmniamnaiaieiinal cole  atehannsiaininesen 

35, 808 $542, 248 

7 ? 1¢ 
$3, 528, 300 $3, 621, 887 $4, 908, OBB |...000+00,. 000008 $3, 337, 652 aan } ana 76) 

, ae ‘95 

3, 528, 300 3, 621, 887 8, 337, 652 | ..... ; 2, 701, € 

7, 126, 436 4,527, 381 9, 482, 991 6,640,531 | 12,164,398 | 10,849,425 | 10,021,116 7, 707,915 8, 59S, &9 5, 910, O 


157 92 393 192 1, 61 1,111 836 728 369 124 









489, 364 152, 495 61, 433 21,553 | 1,849,363 782, 971 812, 787 358, 105 52, 392 19, 373 
cepaaniael CE Es" (a) nconmenetiamenmias (a) icletuiinintids (a) 60, 605 1, 580 
532, 386 373, 135 473, 925 | 415, 76 94, 107 889, 135 973, 667 695, 294 656, 111 459,014 
451,712 515, 828 191, 362 190,742 | 844,196 | 1,072,618 | 1,073,156 | 1,063, 436 22,590 19, 32 
2,670 14, 531 2, 246 11,742 4,133 25, 342 2,500 13, 233 1,796 8, i 
50, 677 |.. 4 CREE Rinrccsaacens AIOE Mitte siantan OID Toonencoubess 132, 435 

5, 634, 139 ©, 972, DAT |.....0:0ceeses-.-} 6,560, 2 
106 | 80 ~ 3,999! © 200 200 

&, 908 50. s18 





1,022 155, 999 





SS ee 





b Not enumerated, 


a. 


Cs 
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APPENDIX D— tir ] 
DUTIABI ed 
S80 5S? <4 
Articles 
Quantities.) Values 2 ties Va s iant 3 Values 2 s \ 
Fruits, including nuts, n. e. s 
Figs poun is } . i 
Lemons | 
Oranges . ; 
Plums and prunes.. pounds 
Raisins do { $113. 462 < axe ¢ , : 4 
$113, 462 s 6 ae 12 $92 
Preserved fruits ; - , 
All other fruits | 
Nuts | 
, Almonds.. pounds | 
All other 
Potal 3,8 m3, 912 2 
Hay tons a a ~ ) 
Hops ae a aed aa pounds ne (a : } 
RN A ee. ek eo bushels 1, 023, 411 $29, 467 643, 921 601,442 | 1,128,732 | 1,098, 86 54 2 38 ) 
Oils, n. ¢. 5 
Animal, all other, except whale and 
fish. : gallons a 
Vegetable, fixed or expressed 
ee gallons 2, 565 2,391 257 295 8 46) { 1 
GIT, 5 dc cncainics delitnnten bensanemmnatin io 119 99 235 161 is 411 5 i 
= = - : Po « 
Provisions, comprising meat and dairy 
products 
Meat products 
Meats, preserved, of all kinds, and 
meat extracts 6. RE 
IN acess ndilicesnvevsncmtcameiitnanes | 142 
Dairy productsa— j= j  —_—=§ } Presses ; 556, 193 249, 550 791, % 435 
Sutter pounds ! l 
Cheese. do 
Milk, preserved and condensed 
Total... 566, 19. 24 ) 7 I t 2 868 
= 
Rice, n.e.8 
Rice ; : pounds 562, 17 15, 146 802 ) * 384 16, O41 
Rice, granulated, or rice meal do 
Total 562, 170 15, 14¢ 1, 802 M) " +4 16, O41 
Seeds, not medicinal, n.e.s 
Linseed or flaxseed bushels 5, 970 4,712 os 620 82 442 
All other......... sanie 84, 427 61, 452 74 140 0.8 
Total 89, 139 62, 072 3 rr 
Spices, ground e pounds 31, 500 7, 239 8, 20 3, 974 18 29 2 - 
= = = = « 
Sugar and molasses 
Molasses a — nnscnniiiene. 367, 843 93, 503 142, 651 47, 655 182, 689 64, O84 »2 7,504 
Sugar, Dutch standard in color 
Notabove No. 13, and tank bottoms, 
sirups, melada, etc,.— 
Beet sugar -pounds pereces souls oe sucene 
Cane sugar = do 7, 308, 223 388, 275 1, 687, 069 92. 93 7, 064,712 15, 184 4142, 3 71,348 } ] 45, 607 
Above No. 13, and not above No. 
Tiinebers a ++ seeeeee POUNAS ied ° alien Seececece 64,118 6, 608 
All above No. 20 ........ do 1, 194 O4 647 6 45, 4 4, 371 2 1,8 0,918 
OR secu ss Vs we 481, 872 4, 645 io4 ) “0, 219 10. 637 
= z « 
Tobacco, leaf piinieneodvdngall coe pounds 010 24, 184 109, 494 46, 229 2, 536 82, 978 164 f 2 $ 4 247 
Vegetables: 
Jeans and pe ...bushels 827, 271 272, 084 349, 622 313, 25 61 } 715, 240 ~ $2,172 1,115 ‘ 
UNE cccutuintudeseipesetoicces - cctnagndlas 660, 056 77, 755 2, 108, 006 764, 213 4,114 2, Wl ¢ 2, 259, 401 947, 7 15 7 2, O82 
Pickles and sauces 
All other— 
In their natural state or in salt or 
brine......... ia 5 
Prepared or preserved ‘ 
Total 1. 216. THE ) ) 6 
Wines: Still wines— 
. yeaa gallons 28, 318 5,366 26, 828 007 25, 817 33. 265 1 8 677 22 012 27. 200 
fy In bottles........ haeee dozen 1,077 6, 353 599 KI my & 375 2 f iv. # 42 4, 342 
‘ SIDS etiscs Wb sctstscis veccerces jel ania cis a 4!,719 Sodccm 858 |... 41,638 58, D4 { 
3 Wool, hair of the alpaca, goat, and other like 
; animals: 
¥ Clothing a pounds = s . ob 
bs Combing I . do 4 O75. 665 1, 051, 349 1. 670, 305 502. 407 1, 276, 389 95, 840 {7. 62 13 4.18 7 
Carpet and other similar wools. pha nceleciin ; : ; 
Total ; ‘ = : 4.075. 665 1. 051.38 1 670. 305 5 407 1. 276. 289 a4 ‘ . re 7” 
Total dutiable...... .....ccorcsseess ack Teint ae ie re ie 13, 974, 036 24,73 { i 
rotal free of duty seniaageneiininsnn 1, 639, 360 1, 745, 662 2, 34 ‘ f 
Total products of agriculture 14, 680, 3 vere) 15, 719, 698 : 
Total imports of merchandise 33, 214. 340 8 O41, 947 51.113. 4 44,740, 8 - 
‘ Per cent. of agricultural products...... 44. 21 41,32 ) 15 4.4 
< 
¢ 
x a Not enumerated, 
ys 
¥ 





 - , 
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: ApPrENnDIxX D—Continued. a 
7 q 
: DUTIABLE—continued. 3 
mR 
- ieee nineteen ieuneaii ¥ 
« 
B85 1886. 1887, 1888, 1889, 
‘ tities Values. ‘Quantities.| Values. ‘Quantities Values. (Quantities.| Values. Quantities.) Values. 

n be ». 44 . { 165 448, 430 58, O71 $833, 205 44,029 43, 734 $461, 043 | 

11, O4 ] ‘ m4 1, 762, 858 20, 699 2, 289, 373 22, 533 19, 021 1, 887, 558 

7, ¢ 63, 862 943,514 447,77 1, 185, 377 447, 384 397, U41 1, 188, 020 

"0 g 8 16, O84 11,172 


























4 ) 7 194, 107 7 10, 351, 895 0,€ 10, 445, 751 7,812, 814 7, 721, 475 
- 204 2 175 388 272 90 ~ 
‘ ”), 124 44 ! 27,715 67, 320 23, 197 8, 692 * 
; : 137 ”) si) I22 OSy 119, 524 2, 448 24, 624 J 
1s 4 238. OTe l 173, 737 128,175 15, 468 10,718 41 2D lencccumoapauecsstivecons i 
2 l : 79, 569 8, SOK 277,51 218, 551 582, 541 465, 494 129, 76 116, 618 
aie 1 4.72 ‘ 12 1, 001 237 2, 265 10, 692 430 1,502 
i 
8, 927 113, 751 19, 267 57, 980 ssc 4, 499 
) 7, 783, ( Ol 8, 372,917 |....+.. 7, 927, 50 
74 1,112 1,849 2,14 
‘ 
5 2 10 17, 448 808 
x 2 22, 4 Det 1i, 200 TED SE -concesseecsnchunaleecennsavennetene-téeoeneses 
1, 254 215,714 1, 682 298. 079 1, 076 185, 970 2,168 339. 545 
| ‘ 157 98 - 
ov a GAD jocccccccvcceccccesiccoccoss 
t \ , 
] 215, 871 2J8, s ED Rintsibticniicnceia 364,545 
pounds sit helia asneiiiie —— poet eibienaieeiiaiel 7,181 is6 11, 557 983 3.611 304 
34 29, 87 7,470 4,795 
i 49 1. 186 2, 121 
i . \ 4 pounds 861 13, 19¢ 1,788 8 | 69 
j do 89 104, 210 7, 423 | 19, 433 | 1, 180 l 5, 103 | 1,770 
i i froi 16, 421 |... 4, 621 2, 00 16, 032 31,148 
‘ her fr l 5, 978 7,403 2, 832 1,084 
pe is ) ~ 16 5,073 | 344 
, RiGee Reencesmenscccel  —--—»s  besiewesecatnceesel = © Sg Iseiemeeeet ls A cece | 215 
[ ee I ce! 41, 860 * 
==> = S)\== ===] SE = —— = es | See <== SS fs 
Ha‘ ; tons 160,904 | 1,517,483 91, 951 1, 034, 496 78, 255 789, 129 100, 198 | 978, 726 105,220 | 1,081, 802 : 
Ho, om pounds 1, 117 386 | 546 | RIOD Drcinnntncsnesinnihbecnineoessinhe 43, 677 | 4, 900 | 1, 662 | 495 
Mali, barley . bushels 378, 806 267, 796 319, 005 233, 751 206, 203 149 200, 915 | 151, 788 136, 256 100, 314 
Oils, ni. « | | 
Animal, all other, except whale and 
fia} railons...'.. penaese . . ccc ceveceloe © occcecccccce | cecces sessce secce ebooce wees cccces Jeoseesessece occ | coessocssccesesees Jeeerercereeeeerees SH848* perce enece 
Vegetable, fixed or expressed | 
Oliv gallons 79 BRR Reensernenssessemnnes ecescocccceses 32 68 1 1 erecece 
Otber = — ES 1, 952 1,145 3, 526 1, 407 4,518 1,720 1, 383 | 652 2,2 gS 








Prov ns, comprising meat and dairy | 
produ ts | | 
Meat products | } | | } 
Meats, pre served, of all kinds, and | | | 

ment extracts euewenet erusectennmenseeenccosess | BaP Bapecepeneestatinn 492 | ..rcccce @ s00cce eee } EP banasencncsevenens J BOE jecocecccecocecsccs 20, 044 


























All other sienhstipsiiphinensadeossiaiaoupalileuas WLS Tissccccrecotsccd) GRGIIIID Sepeieaitetates | ARBRE Lscctinnnececinss SSE heentecion | 142, 227 i 
Dairy products . } j j } wos 
utter pounds 181, 359 33, 262 176, 038 | 27,748 234, 756 37, 864 126, 358 23, 566 | 7,919 | 16, 873 y ‘@ 
Cheese - atl 1, 276 164 3, 541 383 | 2, 335 24 2, 466 318 | 2, 068 356 = 
Milk, preserved and condensed .. ge ae ed UNEP Mesemubitnsiadineteneill ae SS DT ccisintintoasnnianll 2 3 
Tota eee 77,737 D°  T cetaa as OR TIE A enssccsononts Sa Res scorsocensalieds 179, 502 4 
Rice, n.e.8 j j | 
Rice pounds 636, 972 13,528 | 246,498 | 5, 080 572, 230 11, 894 792, 814 12,704 | 1,314,662 18, 503 


Rice, granulated, or rice meal..... do 206, 800 4,176 | 25, 200 | 504 726, 000 | 13,019 | 1,390,200 27,138 1,554, 381 29, 544 











; Total sedi 843, 772 17,704 | 271,698 | 5,584 | 1,298,230] 24,913 | 2,183,014 | 











Seeds, not medicinal, n.e.s | 
Linseed or flaxseed bushels 521 7% | 3 30 7% | 
All ether es : : ones is ovens OE PME Sascemntutetotnnnnn } 
Total......... ‘enneiatiass DR BIB h cacoscscctnnine 2,127 1, 086 | .... 
Spices, ground pees ‘ SOI sia liciscicna ncneeinuaaind decaisaneguientenin 120 16 





Sugar and molasses | | 
EE EL gallons... 121, 917 26, 882 273, 185 55, 099 92, 283 | 20, 120 101, 570 | 
Sugar, Dutch standard in color— } 4 
Not above No. 13,andtank bottoms, | i | | r 
rups, melada, etc. | i 
Beet sugar. ...... polERIRIIN ccclecscecennstes eves socal <class ink ttaaticeuaa lit iad adil ovcnupepsovensmeburbones: enpepens paibenacesssopennatilbdghbiiibnienstinlesenecee , 
Cane sugar veneeeGO......| 7,078,396 261,648 | 2,455, 042 | 97, 855 324, 795 18, 750 | 239, 036 21,112 | 685, 795 44,334 4 
' 





Above No. 13, and not above No. | 
») pounds... 3, 293 305 34, 691 1,025 2,043 168 11, 195 | 696 197,344 10, 143 
All above No. 2 wniensniaiaad 380 48 217 20 | 1, 245 | 51 | 175 | 16 | 25 5 
































Potal BD, GED feccccesesccesetes BED, SBD +1. .cvcscecoosncsses 39, OBD |... rere. seneee | 4B, BED |. .cccrecceecseres 92, 374 
— —————S SS SS eS eS ‘ 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 7895 

















Z APPENDIX D—Continued., 


x DUTIABLE—continued. 
q 




































1885. LSSé 1887 2 188 
Articles. 
Quantities.| Values. Quantities Values. Quantities Values y Values s. Values 
Tobacco, leaf...... idan pounds.. 468, 952 $237, 884 421, 419 189, 277 419, 45 $222, 34 622, 4 $ } ¢ ; $ 795 
, a 
Vegetables 
Beans and pease ... bushels 275, 653 235, 920 608, 444 524, 978 997,74 ‘ 1 
Potatoes do 509, 447 133, L05 1,441, 504 ], 228, 4 3 ] 55 
Pickles and sauces. eaccesce|eoceseses asin 86 { ‘ ‘ oT] 
Allother 
In their natural state or in salt or 
brine _ oa neadound 61, 161 48 9] I 7 ‘4 
: Prepared or preserved hcnieen oeeee 3, 675 8,8 { 4 
* Total ; ; 433, 887 ‘ ; 
; = = 
Wines: Still wines 
In casks gallons 8, 261 12,189 8, 07 7 g 576 
In bottles loze1 1,150 ) { 17 2 
i 17 es4 
Wool, hair the alpaca t, and other like 
; animals 
Clothing wools pounds 697, 694 137,028 | 1,254, 624 267,054 | 1 . 8 4, 258 
Combi woo'is 3 I 103. 156 64 > 2, 436 64, 634 2 j 63 
Carpet and other similar wools .do 10, 261 821 1, 988 o x 
le seen 1,011,111 202, 534 l 337,15 1, 610, b7, 142 t 
Total dutiable 13, 606, 751 4 14, 267, 468 8 
Total free of duty 4. 470, 922 4. 268. ( ‘ 3 
Total products of agriculture 8 O77. 673 
Total imports of merchandise . 36, 960, 541 4 “ Q a4 ‘ ‘73 
Per cent. of agricultural products 48. 90 ‘ {2 ‘ ) 
J \ y 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, July 18, 1890. 
APPENDIX E. | API pIx F 
Statement showing the decrease in price of many articles within the past ten rs States. 
largely consumed by the agricultural community. 
ail 
sHarles 859 869 1879 
* Prices. 
* ee 
4 Articles —_— 5 : 
| Pound Pounds, Pounds. 
1880, 1890. | Alabama.,....ss 
ee ee ae Oe —_ Arkansas sd 3 7 1.18 , “e 
5 | Connecticut . ‘ . , 44, 259 14, 266 44. 092 
Mowing-machine ........ cabibinbanncant dense deckoabsieddaenmenatin $85.00 | $50.00 GeOTrgia ........00 es 99 fe 
SN IE, SOUT MAGIIINED cx crcecc cnctostericesntnnvesunnvens aescaaeedibaiiants ina .10 .04 Illinois . . . 134, 195 80, 193 
Fence staples, per pound | 0 | Indiana............ a -_ 1,541, 761 1, 235, 117 
Iron nails, per keg.......... } 2.25 SND. c sacathvaccseses ; _ nied 315, 436 50,710 
Steel nails, per keg..... 2.8) | Kansas .........c000- 742 938 





8.00 | 4.50 | Kentucky 80, 941 paceeed 66, 535 
1.40 | .& | Louisiana........... . ; , 69. 416 

275 } 40 | Maine ee s euecauings 106, 742 160, 805 c 

.10 .65 | Maryland ease . oe 63, 281 70, 464 176. 076 
(*) ; (*) | Massachusetts woees eovsene . 1,006, 078 899, 800 | 878, 793 


Horseshoes, per keg... 
Mattock and handle. 
, ee 
Putty, per pound a 
2 SERS Ee 





x2 2 
>, 

















Iron, per pound 05 | .03 | Michigan a seat an 4,051, 822 1, 781, 855 3, 423, 149 
A Four-tined fork evococesioocenoncsers 7d | | BEPIIOR UN ocan.ceascecocccere o 370, 669 210, 467 76, 972 
@ Lantern......... | 1.50 | “75 | Missiasippl............secsss a sees 99 | ; 
ee] Common clevis.. ......... ia 20 10 icine” dkepvenausansets Sette 142, 028 116, 980 58, 964 
a Milk-pans, per Gozen...... ....0.css00 sssececeeees 2. 25 1.00 | Nebraska osapeemeveons 122 10 102 
Wire cloth, per foot........ i ; 06 | .03 | New Hampshire . . 2, 255 1,800,704 | 2,731, 945 
eee | 1.00 .65 | New Jersey : sai scm 3 419 2, 496 
Tin cup ; wa .10 | . a3. A coccesoeseccsesseees| 10, 816 6, 692,040 | 10, 693, 619 
Zinc, per pound..... 15 .10 | North Carolina..... ieien sienanione 0, 845 21, 257 4,103 
Cast butts, with screws.. sce oe i 20 908 Bi icscsccwrnestusesersccensewsiscess suakaniek 3, 345, 508 3, 469, 128 2, 895, 782 

Chains, per pound................6.s000 ; "22 | "12. | Oregon - eve 11 
= ) | 5 ‘o5 | Pennsylvania : 2,767,335 | 1,545,917 | 2, 86¢ ) 

Door-lateh ; 2 10 | South Carolina : 3 205 

Covered pail.. J 20 | 10 | Tennessee..............+++ 115, 620 134, 968 31, 206 
Wheelbarrow .............. ee | 295] 1.65 | Vermont.............. . ), 897, 781 8, 894, G02 1, 261, 077 
Pie-plates, per dozen ................. a 70 "35 | Virginia ; 133° 103 245, 093 85 693 
Mortise lock............. az 90 _35 | West Virginia ° ene i 490, 606 310, 866 
Cistern-pump... re ee ee eee ieweteaee 1, 584, 451 507, 192 448, 837 
Universal wringer........ 7.00 3.00 pence i a 
| The United States............. sendecmes 40, 120,205 | 28,443,645 | 36,576,061 





* Reduced 25 per cent. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPu D 
— ee ——- ~ = Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be reporte 
Number The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be reported. 
of sheep. The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 4, after the word ‘‘acid,’’ strike 
etl —| - | out 6 cents per pound’’ and insert ‘'15 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as 


Wool clip of Vermont, 





| 
Year. | Pounds, 


4 
4 


3,400,717 | 1,014, 222 | to read: 
3, 118, 950 
3.102" 137 
2" 551, 113 


| 
| Chromic acid, 15 per cent, ad val 


The amendment was rejected. 





eee The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend 
; 
a 
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ut ti whole 


lion, says the appraiser, was too insignificant to note. 


Mm, e 
1896 
ment of Committee on Finance was, in ‘‘ Schedule A.—Chemicals, 
id paint on page 2, under the head of ‘‘Acids,’’ to strike out 
lor rth of l cent per pound 
Mr. McVHERSON., As I understand it, this has been transferred 
hie re li t. 
Ir, ALDRICH. That is the effect of the amendment. 
Mir. MCPHERSON, ‘To transfer it to the free-list ? 
in, ALDRICH. = Yes, sir. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
it the Committee on Finance. 
i mendment was agreed to 
next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 2, 
u ifter the word “ vitriol,.’’ to insert ‘‘ not otherwise specifically 
ovided for 20 as to read: 
’ . 1 of vitriol, not otherwise specifically provided for, 
rth of leent per pound 
Mr. MCPHERSON, I move as an amendment to the committee's 


in this clause in regard to sulphuric acid, or oil of vitriol, 
it be placed apon the free-list, where it is now. I move to strike 
and the object and purpose of my amendment is 
no gain to any one except the manufacturers of sulphuric 
wlopting the amendment proposed by the Senate committee. 
now upon the free-list. It enters very largely into the 
ire of fertilizers which are used by the farming community 
rthe country. There is scarcely an acre of land in this broad 
that does not require a certain amount of sulphuric acid in 
preparation of fertilizers so necessary for use in the fertilization of 
Sulphnric acid or oil of vitriol has been taken from the free-list and 
lnty of one-quarter of 1 cent per pound is now proposed. 
‘i page 2 of the Senate bill, in a foot-note, the following is given: 
» osed specific rate is intended to be an equivalent of the present ad 


ine, 


ry re 


article is 


vas and is now on the free-list, and therefore had no ad valorem 


er on is the following foot-note: 


eased competition from Canada and the Canadian rate of half of 1 


pound upon sulphuric acid imported into Canada render the duty 
iry upon sulphuric acid used for commercial purposes in the United 
far as the assertions of ‘‘ increased competition ’’ are concerned, 


tter hereto annexed from the collector’s office of the New York 

i- house positively proves that the common sulphuric acid of com- 

is an article of ‘‘ rare importation; ’’ hence the assertions of ‘‘in- 
ised competition ’’ are not founded upon facts: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
Washington, D. C., July 7, 1890. 

Sre: Referring to my communication to you under date of the 25th in- 
inclose to you a copy of a letter just received from Mr. Charies E, Stott, 
tant appraiser, port of New York, under date of the 2d instant, affording 

ition in regard to the amount of common sulphuric acid imported into 

t ‘ee in this connection my letter to you of the 25th ultimo.) 

«peeliully yours, 
J. N. WHITNEY, 
Acting Chief of Bureau. 

Joun R, McPHERSON, 

United States Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 


Now comes a letter from the appraiser’s office of the port of New 
k, signed by Charles E, Stott, assistant appraiser: 


Port oF New York, 
Appraiser’s Office, 402 Washington street, July 2, 1890. 


Referring to the letter of J. N. Whitney, esq., chief clerk of Bureau of 
tist Washington, D. C,, dated June 25, 1890, relative to the quantity and 
te olsulphuric acid, common, received at this port for the fiscal year 1889, 


rto slate that common sulphuric acid is an article of rare importation, 
smount received would be too insignificant to note, 
fhe papers are retarned herewith, 
Very respectfully, 
CHAS, E. STOTT, 
Assistant Appraiser, Seventh Division. 
Mu. W. Coorrr, Esq., 


'intted Slates Appraise 


Notwithstanding sulphuric acid was upon the free-list, the importa- 
Mr.8. G. Brock, 
fof the bureau, Treasury Department, says in respect to this article: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
Washington, D, C., June 26, 1890, 


lean Sin: Referring to your telephone message of yesterday, in regard to 


sulphuric acid, I have to inform you 


lat there was imported into the United States during the year ending 

$1, IS89, “acids, all other, for medicinal, chemical, and manufacturing pur- 

‘*s, not specially enumerated or provided for” (including sulphuric acid), 
) pounds, valued at $353,793, free of duty. 

tor of customs atthe port of New York, where during the last 


th cole 


r three fiscal years 9) per cent. of the importations under this class have 
rived, informs me by telegram to-day that about 2 percent. of the importation 
nder this class at New York was sulphuricacid, which would place the amount 

avd value of that imported into his port during the last fiscal year at about 

L5W pounds, valued at $6,368, 

Respectfully ye 

Ss. G. BROCK, Chief of Bureau. 
Hon, Jonn R. McPurrson 
United States Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C, 
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The reason for my reading these statements is simply to show that 
the sulphuric acid imported into this country was so small as hardly 
to be worth a notice, and the kind that did come in was a refined acid 
used for special purposes. The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, 
whose letter I have just read, states that of the 1,255,009 pounds of 


| acids of all kinds imported into the United States in 1889, only 22.590 


pounds of sulphuric acid, valued at $6,368, were included in that quan- 
tity, which makes the value of that sulphuric acid 28 cents a pound. 
Common sulphuric acid, such as is made in Canada, is worth not quite 
1 centa pound. Sulphuric acid at 23 cents per pound comes irom 
Germany, is made in Nordhausen, and is known as ‘‘ fuming sulphuric 
acid or oil of vitriol.’’ 

Had these 22,590 pounds of sulphuric acid come from Canada, the 
value of the same would have been $225 and not $6,368. 

Sulphuric acid is produced by the burning of raw sulphur or brim 
stone in a chamber or room lined with lead; the fumes from the burn- 
ing sulphur ascend to the ceiling of said room and from there drop 
down in form of sulphuric acid into receptacles provided. Sulphuric 
acid is also produced by burning or roasting of pyrites in iron and 
copper. 

Another foot-note in the Senate bill states. 

All sulphuric acid used for agricultural purposes is retained upon the free- 
list. 

Turning to page 131 of the Senate bill, paragraph 705, appears the 
following : 

Sulphuric acid, for use in manufacturing superphosphate of lime or artificial 
manures of any kind, or for any agricultural purposes, free. 

Sulphuric acid used in the manufacture of superphosphate of lime 
or for any agricultural purposes is the usual commercial sulphuric acid. 
No other kind is ever produced, and ali adishonestly inclined importe: 
has to do is to declare that he intends to use it for agricultural pur 
poses to bring it under this guise free of duty. 

Messrs, Powers & Weightman, the largest manufacturing chemist: 
in this country, in the annexed letter, confirm the above statement. 


PHILADELPHIA, July 10, 1890, 

Dear Sir: We have your favorof the 9th instant, and in reply would state 
that we are not aware of any oil vitriol being especially made for fertilizers for 
agricultural purposes, 

Oil vitriol, whether made from sulphur or from pyrites, can be used not only 
in the preparation of fertilizers, but for many other purposes, as, for instance, 
the refining of petroleum, 

The acid manufactured from sulphur is regarded as somewhat superior to 
that made from pyrites, but there is no way of distinguishing between an arti- 
cle suitable for the manufacture of fertilizers and one adapted to the refluing 
of petroleum or for use in a variety of industries. We would therefore repeat 
that there is no oil vitriol, so far as we know, that is specially prepared for the 
manufacture of fertilizers for agricultural purposes. 

Yours truly, ; 
POWERS & WEIGHTMAN, 

Hon, J. R, McPHERsoN, 

Senator, Washington, D. C. 

So, upon the testimony of these gentlemen, no such thing as sul- 
phuric acid can be imported into this country labeled with a distinc- 
tion in favor of that imported solely for the purpose of manufacturing 
fertilizers. Therefore the provision will be inoperative. 

The dangerous character of sulphuricacid prevents it from transpor- 
tation by rail, for should a carboy containing sulphuric acid break in 
transit, it would burn a hole in the floor of the car and destroy it as i! 
by fire. The Revised Statutes, section 4476, prohibit the shipment o! 
sulphuric acid or oil of vitriol unless marked outside, securely packed, 
and imposes a penalty of $2,000 or eighteen months’ imprisonment, or 
both. Steamers are prohibited to carry sulphuric acid between decks 
under penalty of loss of license. 

In the House a statement was made that “‘large quantities’’ of sul- 
phuric acid had been imported in 1889 from Canada, 

The United States Bureau of Statistics has no return of any importa- 
tion from Canada; hence the assertion made in the House is not founded 
on facts. ; 

Considering, therefore, all the restrictions put upon sulphuric acid 
by law in the United States, the dangerous and very destructive char- 
acter of the acid, the positive assurance of such experts and mannfact- 
urers of sulphuric acid as Messrs. Powers & Weightman, of Philadel 
phia, that there is no special sulphuric acid for agricultural purposes, 
as well as the official statements of the United States collector of customs 
for New York that such commercial sulphuric acid is seldom or ever 
imported into this country,the question arises what is the duty of one- 
quarter of 1 cent per pound to be levied for? 

None being imported,it will only benefit a few manufacturers of sul- 
phuric acid to give them an excuse to advance 25 per cent. on existing 
rates forsulphuric acid, for one-quarterof 1 cent per pound is just 2° 
per cent. on the present rate of 1 cent per pound at which it sells in 
lots of from 1 to 5 carboys, and from three-quarters to seven-eighths 
cent per pound in larger lots. In the manufacture of sulphuric acid 
labor receives only 9 per cent. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I see no necessity whatever on the part o! 
the Senate committee to impose a duty upon sulphuric acid for the pur- 
pose of manuiacturing of fertilizers while acid imported for any other 
purpose must pay a duty of one-quarter of acent a pound. The only 
effect will be to permit the manufacturers of sulphuric acid in this coun- 
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try, where it is made in immense quantities, to charge that addition 
quarter of a cent, or 25 per cent. ad valorem, upon all the users OF fel 
tilizers, upon the whole farming community. It is plainly evident 
that no exception can be made, as the committee have proposed to make 
in respect to acid used for fertilizing; and therefore | move to strik 
out the whole paragraph, so it will go on the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey con 
menced his statement by saying that we propose to levy a duty uj 
sulphuric acid used for agricultural purposes. He closes his sta 
ment by saying that under the provisions of the bill ali sulphuric aci 
would be free. He says that there is no Importation of su urk 
at the port of New York. ‘here is no claim on the part of the ¢ 
mittee or in the testimony that the sulphuric-acid producers in 
United States have anything to jear from tar 
only is this true, but up to a recent period 1] 





opean competition. 

| he manufacturers of 
phuric acid in the United States have expoited large quantities 
Canada and supplied the Canadian market. 

Within a comparatively short time the Canadian Government has 
imposed a duty of half acenta pound on sulpharic acid, which excludes 
the article made in this country from Canadian consumption, and 
large deposit of sulphur pyrites in the Canadian Dominion 1s now bein 
developed by an English company, and another depost is being 
oped by an American company, and these producers of sulphuric a 
with the cheap labor in Canada, are enabled to ship sulphuric a 
in tank-cars at a low rate of freight, and to take the market for a « 
siderable portion of Northern New England and Northern New Y: 
and it is to meet this competition that this rate of a quarter of a centa 
pound was inserted in the bill, 

It does not affect the general sulphuric-acid market in the country 
nor its free use for agricultural purposes, for by the express terms o 
the bill all sulphuric acid used for fertilizing purposes or for any ag 
cultural purpose is freeof duty. The only purpose of the amendme 


aeve 


is to equalize the conditions between our own manufacturers on 
northern frontier and the Canadian producers. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. L[assume, however, that the Canadian prod ua 
could bring it in for fertilizing purposes under the Senator's proposition 
and sell it for fertilizing purposes without any duty,and I assum | 
thatif this were done it would not prevent competition with Cana 

The Senator speaks of transporting sulphur 
intank cars, I think the Sen: 
his own responsibility, because he knows very well that sulphuric acid 
is of that character that you could not safely inclose it in a metal tar 
because we know that these carboys of sulphuric acid all come here i 


glass, 


Farther than that! simply followed the Senator’s own statement and 
called attention to the foot-notes, He proposes in one schedule of the 
bill to impose a duty of one-fourth of a cent a pound on sulphuric acid, 
and he propeses in another scbedule of the bill to make it free of duty 
for iertilizing purposes. I undertook to show there had been no im 
portation, except an importation of refined sulphuric acid which co 
28 cents a pound, which came from Germany, and none of it came from 
Canada and none has come from any quarter, except this refined 
acid, 

What, then, is the necessity, and what the sense of the proposition 
of the Senator’s bill? Is it so to disguise the fact that the farmer may 
not undersiand that for his purpose he is to get free sulphuricacid, while 
for every other purpose the manfWfacturer of sulphuric acid is to have 
protection? Is it to be so incomprehensible, so utterly absurd and 
foolish, that, with no importation and with no such thity as a designa- 
tion except the sworn statement of the importer that it is to be used 
for fertilizing purposes, makes the two things irreconcilable? 

Mr. ALDRICH. When the paragraph upon the free-list is reached 
the committee will suggest an amendment to that paragraph which 
will answer the last objection the Senator trom New Jersey has made 
There is no trouble in designating one acid from the other, as I think 
the committee will demonstrate when that paragraph upon the free- 
list is reached. 

In regard to the other question of transportation in tank-cars, I do 
state upon my responsibility that sulphuric acid is transported in tank- 
cars from Canada to the United States. It does not come to the port 
of New York. Of course it is not necessary for me to say to the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey, although his knowledge isa little mixed in regard 
to the New England States, that sulphuric acid used in New Englavd 
would not be entered at the port of New York. It goes into Vermont, 
at Newport, or some of the Northern custom-bouses along the line. | 
say that it is imported by the Canadian manulactarers along that line 
and they are absorbing the market which belongs of right to the manu 
factarers of the United States; and Canada having imposed a duty of 
} of 1 cent per pound upon the American product, I think the dictates 
of patriotism, if there were no question of protection about it, ought to 
induce the Senator from New Jersey to vote for this moderate tariff. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The importations of which the Senator speaks 
along the Canadian line must be immense, taken in connection with the 
report made here by the Treasury Department that 90 per cent. of all 
the acids brought into the country came into the port of New York, in- 





acid here trom Canada 
or would not make that statement upo! 








cluding sulphuric acid, and not a pound, so far as we can learn, of | the ‘‘ p: 
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mittee on Finance. 
lannic acid or tannin: Thepre t ty t pro i ) 
205 pounds were imported in 1889, The House t the 
of 2338 per cent. The Senate amended it y ha t { y l 
duty is 119.18 per cent. on its valu lan t 
from nut-gallis or oak bark, and costs on i j 
It can be and is made at 40 cent é ) iirst 
Che duty is now $1 per pou id to y tal r ta lc acid 1s 
sold at $1.35 per pound, far y t posit t t amount of 
duty is added to the first t t 20 \ “ i 
cost 40 cents per pou | é with t duty of $1 p 0 1 
make it $ { el na ) vl 
itatau< iis } « w ( t co mers ¢< 
pound, or 5 cents per i than the imported tannin, re 
bonus of 95 cents on « y ou t Vv se 
Lnousanes of pouncsa mace i this country, and up 
tected vanulacturer charges 95 cents per pound, for which 
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he gives no equivalent; making, first, a profit on the 40 cents per pound, 
for nut-galls and oak bark are on the free-list, and have been so for 
years past; secondly, the bonus of 95 cents on the 40 cents per pound 
is equal to 237.50 per cent. ad valorem. The Senate bill reduces this 
bonus to 50 cents on each pound, which with reasonable profit included 
is 40 cents per pound, equal to 125 per cent. bonus. At 25 cents per 
pound their bonus is 624 per cent 

I think it ought to be made 40 cents or even 25 cents per pound. 
Can the Senator from Rhode Island inform me whether it is produced 
largely in this country or not? 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is. 

Mr. McPHERSON, It is largely produced here. Then I move a 
reduction of the duty, if it can be produced in this country, to 25 cents 
a pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

‘The SeCRETARY. On page 2, line 9, it is proposed to strike out of 
the committee amendment ‘*50 cents’’ and insert ‘‘ 25 cents;’’ soas to 
Tread 


lannic acid or tannin, 25 cents per pound. 


Mr. CARLISLE. In support of what has been said by the Senator 


from New Jersey, I will state the fact that in the bill which was re- 
ported by the Finance Committee and passed the Senate less than two 
years ago, the duty upon this article was placed at 25 cents per pound, 
and unl the Senator from Rhode Island can show something which 
has occur ince that time to make twice that duty now necessary, I 


think the Senate ought to support this amendment. 
Mr. ALDRICH, I think I can show plainly a very good reason. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Within two years? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. The measure to which the Senator from Ken- 
tucky alludes proposed to make alcohol for use in the arts free of tax. 
Tanpic acid is made by treatment of nut-galls with sulphuric ether, 


and sulphuricether is made from alcohol, and the tax paid on the al- 
cohol that is necessary to produce a pound of tannic acid is 47 cents, to 
say nothing about any other expenses or duties or taxes in this connec- 


tion. The present duty is a dollar a pound; the duty retained by the 
Mills bill wasadollara pound; and the consistency of the Senator from 
" 


New Jersey is well illustrated by his proposing to make it 25 cents a 
pound, when the tax on the alcohol, as I have already stated, used in 
the manulacture of a pound of tannic acid is 47 cents. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the alcohol which is used in the manufacture 
of this acid actually enter into the acid itself, or is it simply used as a 
solvent which may be recovered and used again? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is used as asolvent, but can not be recovered 
and used again. 

Mr. CAKLISLE, Is the Senator sure of that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; I feel certain of it. It can not be re- 
covered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

lhe amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next clause was read, as follows: 

8. Alcoholic perfumery, including cologne water and other toilet waters, $2 
per gal'on and 50 per cent. ad valorem; alcoholic compounds not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, $2 per gallon and 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In this schedule of alcoholic: perfumery it 
seems to me as though the duty proposed is a very high one. 

Alcoholic perfumery is protected from 63 to 76 per cent., while labor, 
according to the census of 1880, received only 10 per cent., and according 
to the burean of statistics of labor in Massachusetts, published by the 
bureau of labor in Boston, this year, labor receives only 7} per cent. 

I should think that it was sufficiently protected to strike out in line 
13 the words *‘ and 50 per cent. ad valorem’’ and leave it stand at $2 
per gallon, and I make that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 13, after the word ‘‘ gallon,’’ it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘and 50 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to 
make the item read: 


8. Alcoholic perfumery, including cologne water and other toilet waters, $2 
per gallon. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. This high duty is owing, as the Senator from New 
Jersey must know, to the internal-revenue tax upon alcohol. It is 
necessary to equalize conditions on account of that tax. This is the 
present law, and it was retained by the Mills bill, and there never 
has been any attempt to disturb it before. It is simply a question of 
necessity if we propose to retain our tax upon alcohol. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The tax upon alcohol is not $2 per gallon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very nearly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, It is not $2 per gallon upon the grade of alco- 
hol which is used in making perfumery. It is not pure alcohol. 

Mr. ALDRICH. lam very much surprised at that statement. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is notpurealcohol. Itisspirits made above 


‘ proof, some of it, but not to such an extent as to require an internal- 
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revenue tax of $2 per gallon upon it by any means. Labor only re- 
ceives in this industry, according to the report of the bureau of statistics 
ot labor of Massachusetts, 7} percent. I see no reason why there should 
be 50 per cent. ad valorem puton hereto protect labor. Ifthe Senator will 
tell me that the alcoho! used in the manufacture of this product is equal 
to $2 a gallon, I will somodify my amendmentas to strike out “‘filty ”’ 
and insert ‘* twenty-five,’’ so that he will have then a 25 per cent. pro- 
tection where labor receives only 7 per cent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment of 
the Sonator from New Jersey. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will simply call attention to the fact that the 
Senator from New Jersey is attempting to reduce the duty upon alco- 
holic perfumery, including cologne water and other periumery, I sup- 
pose for the benefit of the colored people of the South. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And now I move, to make it consistent, to strike 
out in line 16 the words ‘and 25 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 2, line 16, after the word “ gallon,’’ it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘ and 25 per cent. ad valorem;’’ soas to make 
the clause read: 

Alcoholic compounds not specially provided for in this act, $2 per gallon. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next item was read, as 
follows: 

9. Alumina, alum, alum cake, patent alum, sulphate ofalumina, and alumin- 
ous cake, and alum in crystals or ground, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. McPHERSON. This isa duty of 56 per cent. ad valorem, of 
which labor receives 9.27 per cent., used for almost everything, I be- 
lieve, and among other things I guess\it is used tosome extent, owing 
to the high rates of duty imposed upon baking powder, for the purpose 
of adulterating baking powders. I should think six-tenths of 1 centa 
pound was a very high rate of duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the present law. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued, as follows: 

10. Ammonia: Carbonate of, 1} cents per pound; muriate of, or sal ammo- 
niac, dma of 1 cent per pound; sulphate of, one-half of 1 cent per 
pound, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this is an increase upon the carbonate 
of ammonia from 20 per cent. to 28}, and upon muriate or sal am- 
moniac, from 10 to 14.18, without any change in the sulphate of am- 
monia,. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ninety-seven-one-hundredths of an increase. 

Mr. VEST. It is very inconsiderable. In their note, number 10 
on paze 2, the committee give a singular statement in regard to this 
rate, that— 

(10) The proposed specific rate is intended to be the equivalent of the present 
ad valorem. 

Now, how they can make 28.75 and 14.18 equivalent to 20 and 10 
per cent. is a mathematical proposition that I am unable to under- 
stand. 

The Senate bill of 1888 has this same duty which is proposed in the 
present bill by the Committee on Finance, and I objected to it then, 
and the only evidence that was given in behalf of this increase of rate 
was found in the testimony (page 126, volume 2) of the Senate hearings 
at that time upon the bill, Now, I ask the attention of the Senate to 
the statement of the only manutacturer in the United States in regard 
to this increase of duty. I will premise that by stating that carbonate 
of ammonia is used largely by agriculturists, and it is used very largely 
in manufactures and the arts. 

At the time this testimony was taken there were two manufacturers 
in the United States, and, so far as the evidence shows, there is now 
but one, the gentleman who testified before the Senate committee in 
1888 having succeeded in destroying his only rival, and he is now, like 
Selkirk, monarch of all he surveys in this line of manufactures, so far 
as I know. Here is the testimony, which is the only testimony ad- 
duced by Mr. McKINLEY, the author of the House bill. The duty in 
the House bill and the Senate bill is the same in both, an increase ot 
taxes. 

Up to a late period— 

This is the testimony of this gentleman— 


Up to a late period all of this article used in this country was imported and 
the price ruled about 20 cents per pound and the duty on the same was 20 per 
cent, ad valorem, A factory was established by a large house in New York ; 
and under the competition from that factory prices were gradually reduced 
until they stood at 12 cents per pound, at whivb time we took hold of this manu- 
facture and built a plant for the same. The market of the country being lim- 
ited (only some 600 tons per year) of course made the comvetition very sharp; 
and atter our appearance inthe market prices went down to 9 cents, at which 
time the factory in New York closed up and went out of operation. 


That leit him the sole survivor. 


It requires a high grade of skilled and intelligent labor, and the wages paid 
are more than double those paid in Europe. One house in London has practi- 
cally had the monopoly ofthe American market with the exception of the above ; 
and the low prices of the present day, which have run down to 7} cents, have 
been brought about by the efforts of this English house to drive us out of the 
market; and I bave been credibly informed they have said they would accom- 
plish it if it cost them £50,000. This House does its business in this couniry 
through an agent, whose only interest in the goods is his commission for selling, 
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the profit and losses being assumed by the English house. Here is a good case 
in point to show that a protective duty results in reducing prices. 

Had the manufacture of this article never been started in this country, the 
prices would still rule in America at 20 cents, and it has only been the severe 
competition from ourselves that has brought it down to the present prices ; and 
without the protection that was afforded us by the 20 per cent. ad valorem duty 
we would never have undertaken its manufacture. Should that duty be re- 
pealed we shall simply close up our factory and dismiss our workmen an i let 
the market revert to the English house. We would much rather see a specific 
duty of 3 cents per pound than the present ad valorem duty of 20 per cent., as 
there is but one grade or quality of carbonate ammonia. 


I call attention to the fact that this gentleman in that testimony, 
except in the concluding sentence, when he says he would rather see 
a specific duty of 3 cents a pound, for which he gives no eart hly reason, 
does not ask for any increase over 20 per cent., but savs he has been 
enabled to compete with this English house successfully and the pric 
has been brought down to 74 from 20 cents under that competiti 
Now, I should like to know the reason why this single manufacture 
is to have this increased duty at the expense of the farmers aud man- 
ufacturers also of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. What farmers use it? 

Mr. VEST. I saw the statement in the debates of the House that 
farmers use it, and my colleague, Colonel HATCH, stated in the debates 
in the House that every Alliance, as he expressed it, in his district had 
petitioned him against an increase of this duty 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, I have 
no doubt in the world that ammonia in that form is used very largely. 
In the manufacture of commercial fertilizers ammonia is added, I know. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Carbonate of ammonia? 


Mr. BUTLER. I do not know that that is the form in which it is 
useri. 
Mr.SHERMAN. The information I have before me is that ear! 


nate is used as a medicine and sal ammoniac is used for electrical pur- 
poses and also for galvanizing iron, and sulphate of ammonia is used 
for fertilizers. 

Mr. BUTLER. I know it isin one form. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose that is true of the raw material. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not know whether it is carbonate or sulphate, 
but it is used in one form in commercial fertilizers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The articles are chemically distinct, although | 
suppose the basis is the same. I have a letter from a very intelligent 
gentleman who manufactures this in Ohio, who manufactures sal am- 
moniac, in which he says: 
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was not an increase. I have a copy of his remarks before me now in 


| which he said: 


We beg to bring to your notice the matter of duty on sal ammoniac used very 


extensively for electrical purposes, also in the manufacture of malleable gal- 
vanized iron. We have been manufacturing this article for about ten years up 
to the beginning of last year, when the low price of the imported article fro 
England drove us out of the market. A duty of1 cent per pound would enable 
us to compete. 

I see the committee bave the rate three-fourths of a cent per pound. 

Mr. BUTLER. Thatis muriate of ammonia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is a very small rate of duty compared with 
other rates, and it is intended to be substantially the present law con- 
verted into a specific duty, although it may be a little higher proba- 
bly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think, according to the statement of Powers & 
Weightman, that three-fourths of a cent per pound is a reduction 
rather than an increase. 

Mr.SHERMAN. That was the general idea. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say tothe Senator from Missouri that, accord- 
ing to the best information I have, the specific rate of duty proposed 
here is a reduction below 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr.SHERMAN, That is true of the articles in this list. 

Mr. VEST. If that be so as to these goods, then the calculations 
furnished here for our information are all wrong. 

Mr. SHERMAN, There is thisabout it: This unit of value is based 
upon the invoiced value abroad. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, we take the importations for the 
last year, and I suppose this expert made his calculations upon those 
importations. I know of no other way in which they can be made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the point is this: The valuation is not a cor- 
rect valuation; the tendency to undervaluation is so great upon ad va- 
lorem rates that the unit of value in hardly a case represents the actual 
value of the goods upon the other side. Of course the expert who 
makes this table has to take the values as reported to him by the Bu- 
reau of Statistics, 

Mr. McPHERSON. It represents the invoiced value. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itrepresentsthe invoiced value, which the Senator 
from New Jersey knows as well as I is the most uncertain thing in the 
world. 

Mr. VEST. I know of no other way in which to make calculations 
or conduct the debate. Those are all the data we have or can have in 
the very nature of the case, and it would stop any tariff discussion it 
that sort of thing is to prevail, for it will come up in regard to every 
importation. 
tee. Ihave not submitted them to an analysis mathematically, buat I 
take it for granted they are right. In this case the change proposed is 
an Increase, beyond any question. When the matter was taken up in 
the House of Representatives, Mr. MCKINLEY did not pretend that it 


Here we have certain statements made by the commit- | 
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Why, Mr. Chairman, the price will of « rse go higher if we put this 
on the free-list, because then we s] I Oly ¢ the 
ot rside; and I do not propose,even a es e gentieman om 
Missouri, though I walue his judgment very g v, to make the farmers of 
this country pay a higher price for thisa iw Ara ig ing 
our domestic production reduce the pri rican fa 
ishing the duty increase the price to h 
Chere is no pretense that we want t t it on the free-list; we sim- 
ply want to keep it at the present duty, a t! g admit 
this minute when we hear t is : res to t alue of 
the importat yn; it was admitted to y ery ind 
t all times, and I say the fri | e } t 
thi wtthe a t ‘ te w“ 
ind i l the reports that this \ 
ease except w I sugyvestl I r I 
ra ‘r have a spe e duty ts t t ! ‘ 
ad i ».”? whi 1 goes wit yut i r- but | on 
f u he has conducted ~ : st this | l l, 
{ sbroad that we | \ t ) 
8 esstull onducted it ast C SI ‘ 
and n the testimony | 1 I la 
a it prop t 
i cdo not care 1 1 eun t to its | b 
the? I 5 it is < 1 \ 1 
we putitu , t ‘ a? V 1 ' ‘ 
for it? It is used in i t ts lst 
in increase at the be t oue ‘ d 
t. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Yesterd ringt 
preceding paragray It ( ut 
mittee, for instan oa wid, and t ) 4 ) 
ict that the quotations in the P e Cur i ¢ pub l 
1 OTK, € { t vy the un ( Value met t re i 
consequentiy the 1 Ss of dut t Ss < Ww 7] gr { 
creased. ‘That is the error in the pending bill 
l was then told that there could be no mista uw to Tt t t of 
va because the unit of val he invoice as the good 
pass t ugh the custom-house upon which the duties are levied. 
Now, taking the invoice value in this parav1 6 ce 5 cents, and 
2 cents a pound, it seems to me as though the « imposed is a most 
extravagant one, as labor has « re i, aecording to the census 
report, 10 per cent, 
Mr. ALLISON. I only want to say in response to the Senator from 


Missouri that 1 have here a very caretull 
eign prices, made, it is true, in The prices may have decline: 
since that time, but the Senate bill reported in 188% substituted spe 
cific duties for ad valorem in 
furnished to us by 


prepared schedule of for- 


188s. 


these items. Taking the foreign price 
the testimony then, the duty isslightly reduced 
upon sulphate of ammonia, and it is practically the same as 20 per 
cent, upon carbonate of ammonia and muriate of ammonia. It may 
be that there is a shade of increase, possibly in the fluctuations of 
prices, but it is just as likely to be a reduction as an increase, and I 
think more likely. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest to my colleague upon the com- 

mittee that upon sulphate of ammonia the unit of value for the last year 
is 2.4 cents, and the 2U per cent. duty is almost identically the same 
rate as that fixed in the bill of one-half cent per pound, but sulphate of 
ammonia is the only one of these preparations that is used for fertiliz- 
ing purposes, and it is largely imported. 
Mr. VANCE. As the committee say that they intended that the 
specific rate should be the equivalent of the present ad valorem rate, 
and as it turns out that it is not according to their own figures, but 
that it is nearly 50 per cent. above the equivalent ad valorem rate, why 
not reduce it to what the committee intended it should be? For that 
purpose I move to strike out, if there is no motion pending, in line 20 
on page 2, the words ‘‘and three-fourths.’’ 

Mr. VEST. I would say to the Senator from North Carolina that it 
comes to the same thing if we vote upon the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 20, 
proposed to strike out ‘‘ and three-fourths; 

Ammonia 





ifter the word ‘‘one,’’ it i 
so as to read 
Carbonate of, 1 cent per pound. 
Mr. VANCE. [ desire to leave it at 1 cent a pound, as ce duty, 
and as the committee wish it left at 1 cent it woul ibout the 
equivalent of the present ad valorem. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That: 
than by any system that I know « 
Mr. VANCE. 
committee—— 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. 


nust be by North Carolina mathematics rather 


Perhaps I was not pursuing the mathematics of the 


Mr. VANCE. Which made out that 1j cents per pound, amounting 
to 28} per cent. ad valorem, was the equivalent of 20 per cent. I was 
not pursuing that kind of mathematics, Iadmit. The committee, not 
satisfied with making that equivalent which was not equivalent, say 
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that they intended it should be; which is a direct assanlt upon the 
principles of arithmetic that we were all taught when we were school- 
boys. I must confess that the committee then either did not intend 
what they said they did, or they did vot understand arithmetic. At 
all eveuts, my motion is to strike out the words ‘‘and three-fourths ”’ 
and leave the duty upon this article at 1 cent per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

TheSecrerary. In line 20, on page 3, after the word ‘‘ one,’’ strike 
out the words. ‘‘and three-fourths centa’’ and insert ‘‘ cent;’’ so as to 
read : 

Ammonia: Carbonate of, 1 cent per pound 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VEST. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 


The question is on the amendment of the 


the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called), I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. Pettigrew]. I should vote ‘* yea’’ if 
he were here. 


Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Lhe Senator from North Caro- | 
na [Mr. VANC#] is paived with the Senator irom Nevada [Mr. | 


nator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] 


ONES]. For to-day the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BAkBOUR] and 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones} will stand paired, and the Sen 
ator from North Carolina and myself will vote. I vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. CAMERON (when Mr. QuAy’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. QUAY] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
FAULKNER]. 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr: SquIRE’sS name was called). My colleague 
[ Mr. SQuike®] is paired with the Senator trom Virginia [Mr. DANIEL }. 


Mr. MCMILLAN (when the name of Mr. STOCKBRIDGE was called). | 
My colleague [ Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] is necessarily absent, and is paired | 


with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquirr |}. 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. WASHBURN’S name was called). I desire to 
announce that on all votes taken to-day my colleague [Mr. WaAsu- 
BURN |, who is necessarily absent, is paired with the Senator from Lou- 
isiana | Mr. GIBSON |. 


Mr. LELLER (when Mr. WoLcort’s name was called My col 


f , y rs . | 
league | Mr. Wo.Lcorr] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia | 


Mr. KENNA]. 

Lhe roli-call was concluded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
|Mr. Eustis], 

Mr. CULLOM. I havea general pair with the Senator from Dela- 
ware |Mr, GRAY]. He is not present, and I therefore withhold my 
vote, 

_ Mr. COLQUITT. I am paired with the Senator from Michigan 
| Mr. SrOCK BRIDGE}. 

Mr. CALL. My colleague [Mr. Pasco] is paired with the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. : 

Mr. BATE, I wish to state that the Senator from West Virginia 
| Mr. FAULKNER] is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
QUAY]. If present, the Senator from West Virginia would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. Has the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcK- 
BURN ] voted ? 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Begry in the chair), He has not 
volte d, 

Mr. MANDERSON, Iam paired with that Senator, and therefore 
ibstain from voting. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
Monaan }, and I withhold my vote, as I see he is not in his seat. 

Mr. HISCOCK (atter having voted in the negative I desire to in- 
quire if the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. JONES] is recorded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with that Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. GEORGE, I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. WAL- 
rHALL] is paired with the Senater from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

rhe result was announced—yeas 20, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Bate Coke, McPherson, Turpie, 
Kerry, George Payne, Vance, 
Butler, Gorman, Pugh, Vest, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Ransom, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Harris, Reagan Wilson of Md, 

NAYS—30. 
Aldrich, Dixon, MeMillan, Sanders, 
Alien, Dolph, Mitchell, Sawver, 
Allison, Edinunds, Moody, Sherman, 
Blair, Frve, Morrill, Stewart, 
Cameron, Hale Pierce, Teller, 
Oasey, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Higgins, Piumb, 
Dawes, Hoar, Power, 

ABSENT—3S. 

Barbour, Brown, Colquitt, Eustis, 
Blackburn, Ca Cullom, Evarts, 
Blodgett, Chandler, Daniel, Farwell, 





Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Gibson, Jones of Nevada, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Gray, Kenna, Quay, Washburn, 
Hearst, Manderson, Spooner, Wolcott. 
Hiscock, Morgan, Squire, 

Ingalls, Paddock, Stanford 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. VANCE. I now move, in line 22, of page 2, to strike out the 
word ** three-fourths’’ and insert ‘‘one-half;’’ so that it wiil read: 


One-half of l cent per pound, 


I do that in order to make it conform to the committee's manifest 

| intention. They desired to do right, but they were not sufficiently 
versed in arithmetic to get it right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 


. : stated. 
Che yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call | 


The SrcreTary. On page 2, line 22, strike out ‘ three-fourths 
and insert ‘‘ one-half;’’ so as to read: 


Muriate of, or sal ammoniac, one-half of | cent per pound. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendmen: 
proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike ont in line 23, on page 2, *‘ one-half 
and insert ‘‘ one-fourth.’’ I simply want to remark that it is admit- 
ted upon all hands that this is an article in which the agricultural 
community is interested. The Senator from Ohio has read a lette: 
| showing that, and I do not think there can be any doubt about it. | 
| offer the amendment, and on that proposition I ask for the yeas and 
nays. Weare all friends to the farmer, and I want to see how we 
shall vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the beginning of line 23, on page 2, strike out 
‘‘one-half’’ and insert ‘‘one-fourth;’’ so as to read: 


Sulphate of, one-fourth of l cent per pound. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri, on which the yeas and nays are de 
| manded. 
| ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill if this particalar kind of ammonia is used in the preparation and 
manufacture of fertilizers. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is to some extent, but the principal use of it is, 
I think, for manufacturing ice, and by soda-makers, and for medicina! 
purposes, smelling salts, and things of that kind. Itis to some extent 
used in the manufacture of fertilizers. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Toa considerable extent? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not toa very large extent. The rate proposed by 
the comniittee is almost the exact equivalent of the present law upon the 
basis of the value last year’s importations. 

Mr. PADDOCK. May IL inquire what was the rate fixed by th 
Mills bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Twenty per cent. ad valorem, which is exactly the 
same rate proposed in this bill. The rate now suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri is Jess than half the present law and less than half 
the rate proposed by the Mills bill. 

Mr. VEST. That is right. I accept all that the Senator has said, 
and that is what I mean. I say there is but one firm in the United 
States that is manufacturing this article, and there is no necessity for 
keeping the duty at what is proposed in this bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will state that it may be manufactured at every 
gas- works in the United States. 

Mr. VEST. ‘There is no evidence of that. I have read all the evi- 
| dence that can be found on the subject. 
| Mr. ALDRUCH, The evidence the Senator has read applied to car- 
bonate of ammonia, and did not touch this article at all. It did not 
refer to it in the least. 

Mr VEST. Ido not know whether it does or not. He speaks o! 
the manufacture of different qualities of ammonia. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It shows on its face that it applies to the carbon 
ate of ammonia. 

Mr. VEST. 


ee 


It makes no difference who manufactures it. Task fo: 
} the yeas and nays on my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been ordered, 
and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PerrigRew]. If he were here I shoul: 
vote ‘‘yea,”’ 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called), Iam paired with th« 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. CAMERON (when Mr. QuAY’s name wascalled). My colleagu: 
[Mr. QuAY] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
FAULKNER]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr, SQUIRE’s name was called). I wisk to an- 
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nounce the pair of my colleague [Mr. SQUIRE] with the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL}. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBouR] and the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] stand paired on this question. 

Mr. MORRILL (after having voted in the negative), Idid not notice 
that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS) was absent. I there- 
fore withdraw my vote. I am paired with that Senator. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to state that the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. FAULKNER] is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
QuAY]. The Senator from West Virginia is necessarily absent this 
morning. I shall not announce his pair again. 


Mr. GEORGE. My colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] is absent necessa- | 


rily, and is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPooNER }. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Bustis]. I understand if he were here he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ I shall 
therefore vote *‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with the Senater from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorGAN | and therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 


Sate, Coke, Paddock, Turpie, 
Berry, George, Payne, Vance, 
Butler, Hampton, Pugh, Vest, 


Carlisle, Jones of Arkansas, Kansom, Voorhees, 


Cockrell, McPherson, Reagan, . Wilson of Md, 
NAYS—29. 

Aldrich, Dixon, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Allen, Dolph, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Allison, Edmunds, Moody, Stewart, 
Blair, Frye, Pierce, Teller, 
Cameron, Hale, Platt, Wilson of lowa, 
Casey, Hawley, Piumb, 
Davis, Hiscock, Power, 
Dawes, Hoar, Sanders, 

ABSENT—35. 
Barbour, Eustis, Higgins, Quay, 


Evarts, 
Farwell, 


Blackburn, 


Ingalls, Spooner, 
Blodgett, 


Jones of Nevada, Squire, 


Brown, Faulkner, Kenna, Stanford, 
Call, Gibson, Manderson, Stock bridge, 
Chandler, Gorman, Morgan, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Gray, Morrill, Washburn, 
Cullom, Harris, Pasco, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Ilearst, Pettigrew, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be con- 
tinued. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

11, Blacking of all kinds, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. This seems to be a very large bounty. Labor 
receives out of this 10 percent. Blacking is made very extensively in 
this country and is very largely exported. This duty of 25 per cent. 
enables the home manutacturer to impose just that amountof additional 
cost upon theconsumer. ‘The importation, as will be seen, is not large, 
and | suppose it includes the finer qualities. There is no unit of value 
given and there are no quantities given, but simply the value of the 
goods imported. 

I therefore move to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five,’’ in line 24, and insert 

‘fifteen.’? As labor receives only 10 per cent., and as labor in this 
country does not receive over 100 percent. more than labor on the other 
side, it would seem very fair to fix a duty of 15 per cent. upon this 
article. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 2, line 24, strike out ‘* twenty-five 
and insert “‘ fifteen ;’’ so as to read: 

slacking of all kinds, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Chief Clerk-read paragraph 12, lines 1 and 2, on nage 3, as fol- 
lows: , 

Blue vitriol, or sulphate of copper, 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Before the word ‘‘cents’’ I move to strikeout 
‘two’? and insert ‘* one and one-half.’’ 

Mr. PLATT. Is not 334 per cent. a sufficient reduction ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON,. Ido not know; we will see. It remains yet at 
10.60 per cent. 

Biue vitriol, or sulphate of copper, is the product of refuse copper 
scraps, old copper not fit for remanufacture, such as is admitted free of 
duty under paragraph 520 on the free-list, etc. Millions of pounds are 
produced in this country at less than 4 cents per pound. The proposed 
duty, therefore, is 50 per cent. ad valorem, of which labor, according to 
the census of 1880, received 9} percent. Its use (or generating the elec- 
tric current consumes millions of pounds; its use for dyeing purposes, 
in the arts, manufactures, and for medicinal purposes is equally as large. 
Theduty ought to be reduced to 1 cent a pound, which would still be 25 
per cent. protection, of which the laborer will receive 9} per cent. and 
the manufacturer 15} per cent. 

Although copper is on the dntiable list, none is imported into this 


country for the purpose of making blue vitriol; in fact. during 1889. we 
exported from this country— 
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| 38,062 tons of copper ores, valued at : $7,513,258 
14,334,043 pounds of copper in bars, valued at 2.155, 576 
| re copper, manufactured or in sheets, valued at 209,439 
I eatcentes . 5 83,273 
| We imported into this country copper contained in ores « ent 
kinds, and dutiable as such, to the amou $401,167, and manufact- 
ured, $81,410. Therefore there is no necessity for the high rate of duty 
| found in the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the } it 
| of the Senator from New Jersey, which w e re 
Che CHikF CLERK. On page 2, line 1, strike out ‘* two t 
‘‘one and one-half;’’ so as to read: 
Blue vitriol, or sulphate of copper, 1} cents per | 
‘The amendment was rejected. 
| The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows 
13. Bone-char, suitable for use in decolorizing sugars, 25 per cent. ad 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Astothis paragraph, the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin |Mr. SPOONER] stated to me as he left the Chamber a few mo 
ments ago that he should like to be present when it is considered. 1 


will therefore ask that it be passed over temporarily to be taken up on 
his return. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from New Jersey that the paragraph be tempora- 
rily passed over? The Chair hears no objec 
The next paragraph will be read. 


The'Chief Clerk read paragraph 15, on page 3 follows 


tion, and it is so ordered, 


. Borax, crude, or borate of soda or bo 


| fined borax, 5cents per pound. 
' 


ate of lime, 3 cer ts per 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I moved yesterday to reduce the duty on boraci: 
acid, and for a like reason [ move to-day an amendment in line 6, be 


**cents,’’ to strike out the word ‘‘three’’ and insert 


fore the word 
““two.?’ 
Yesterday I undertook to show the Senate the outrageous character 
of the proposed legislation with respect to boracic acid, and the same 
argument I then made applies to borax in equal degree. There is 
| none imported into this country, as is shown by the committee's bill. 
| It is largely exported. 
Crude or raw borax, known also as borate of soda and borate of lime, 
| is evaporated in Nevada direct from the lakes, according to statement 
made upon the floor of the House, at 16 cents per 100 
page 4786, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, May 14, 1890 
state is taxed 3 cents per pound or $5 per 100 pounds; yet to evapo- 
rate the same the whole cost is only 16 cents per 100 pounds. 
| Borax refined is produced in Nevada and California at $1.25 per 100 


pounds. Refined borax in crystals absorbs 46 per cent. of water and con- 
tains about 37 per cent. of boracic acid; the rest is soda, ete. \ duty o1 
$5 is exacted on refined borax, equal to 300 per cent. ad valorem Only 
| 5,642 pounds of Venetian borax of a fancy brand were imported into 


this country in 1889, but large quantities of Nevada borax, I am told, 


were exported in 1889. Labor, according to authentic returns, receives 
10.90 per cent. (See CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of May 13, 1890. pages 


me a fos a 
4676, 4677, and 4678. lly 


he protection is virtt 


‘ 00 per ent.. of 
which labor receives only, not quite, 1] per ce 





Pacific coast are proverbially high. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The an 


I 
I 

The CHIEF CLERK On page 3, line 6, it proposed to strike ont 

‘three’’ and insert ‘*‘two;’’ so as to read 

Borax, crude, or borate of soda, or borate of ] 2, 2 nts per y i 


Mr. VEST. It was stated in the debate in the House of Represen 
atives, which I have before me, that about one-half of the an 
borax used in the United States was consumed by one 
in the city of St. Louis. The president of that establishmen 
ber of the House of Representatives from one of the St 


LOUIS 
tricts, and was elected on the protection issne, he being a very ardent 


Republican. When this question came up in the House 


it simply as testimony—this gentleman moved to strike out 5 cents 
the duty on refined borax, and insert 3 cents a pound. As he i 
largest consumer in the [ nited states his testimony comes dou the 
from an informed witness, because throuch self-interest, if from no 
other motive, he certainly must know all about this arti I 


his testimony in the House of Representativ: 
It was shown 


Said Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS 


by the gentleman from California | M I y yes lay's discussion that 
to boil down and crystallize borax out of the mate rt are it ished 
costs 16 cents a hundred pounds I asked f such were the case, ifl, or you, 
| or anybody else cou!d make borax out of t terials furnished at 16 cents per 
| bundred pounds, how much it would e people in California and in N« 
vada, who have the materiais furnis! y kind Providence free of charge 
but that question has not yet been answered. He also informed the House 


that my company were purchasing borax iy 

Now, I am confident that “flesh and blood revealed that to thee if 
sure that the representative of the combination or syndicate of eight n 

companies is close at hand; that, if the gentleman had desired, he cc | have 

| stated what it cost to boil down borax and conceutrate and crystal! 
Pacifie coast. I contended, yesterday, Mr. Chairman, upon authent stuthority 
that it cost them 2 cents a pound, but I have since learned that it costs them 
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only a dollar and a quartera hundred. So much forthat. They bave also 
stated, what I hardly believe, that borax costs to produce in Europe 4 cents a 
pound. Now, with our new tariff provision in this bill, and considering that 
they can no | this foreign borax without a profit and the cost of freight, it 


i r yt! price up to&8&cents, Therefore these companies are protected up 
to the price of & cents per pound on an article costing 2 cents, as has not been 
denied, This leaves the syndicate in the enjoyment ofa profit of 1,000 per cent.; 
f ask the [louse whether that is not enough. 


One thousand per cent.! When Mr. Morrow, who undertook to 
delend, in the interests of the California and Nevada people, this enor- 


mous profit, came to answer Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS, he said: 

Mr. Chairman, the objection of the gentleman from Missouri to the amount 
of this duty comes from him, I understand, as a consumer—— 

Mr. NiEDRINGHAT I beg the gentieman's pardon 

Mr. Morrow As president of the St. Louis Stamping Company. 

Mr. Niepetnauaus. We do not buy one-half per cent. of the output. 

Mr. Morrow That may be very true, for it isa fact that our people sell to 
the pottery establishments of New Jersey; and it is in point te say that in the 
Fiftieth Congress the representatives of that New Jersey industry told us they 
desired the borax industry should be protected in order that they might bave 
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a considerable amount of expense to haul it to a railroad and get it to 
market. That is the only possible excuse that they make. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS says here in the Kecorp that he buys the 
American article over in London cheaper than he can buy it in the 
United States. He states on the floor of the other House that he can 
go to London and buy the California and Nevada borax, the very sam, 


| article—and says he knows it well—cheaper in the foreign market than 


| he can buy it here at home. 


the benefits of the competition of the local producers of borax on the Pacific | 


coast with the foreign product coming from Tuscany and other places in Europe 
in keeping down the price 

Mr, beeckinet por, of Kentucky. 
duction of bornx last year? 

Mr. Morrow. About 10,000,000 pounds 

Mr, BeeckinermpGe, of Kentucky. What was the amount of imported borax? 

Mr. Morrow, Last year about 5,000 pounds of refined borax. 


What was the amount of the home pro- 


Jutely prohibitory 


Mr. Morrow. Not atall, because there is brought in here from Europe, under | 


the designation of commercial boracic acid, an article from which under the 
present tariff rate of 4 cents a pound the refined borax of commerce can be man- 
ufactured at a profit 


Mr, bereckinaipGe, of Kentucky. What is the amount of the importation of | 


boracic acid? 

Mr. Morrow. Of commercial boracic acid, about 625,000 pounds, out of which 
can be manufactured 1,000,000 pounds of retined or commercial borax. 

Mr, Breckinarper, of Kentucky. And that article this bill puts up to5 cents? 

Mr. Morrow. No, sir; the tariff is the same as that which has prevailed since 
1883. We propose that it remain as it is under the cxisting law. 

Mr. Brecxinnrpoer, of Kentucky. Is any borax produced except by the single 
corporation which produces it in California? 

Mr. Moxnow. There are sixteen corporations producing borax. 

Mr. Breeckinei pee, of Kentucky. Of course it is not a *‘ syndicate?” 

Mr. Monxrow, I desire to say there is no trust-—— 

Mr. Beeckinnipar, of Kentucky. It can not be possible that itis a syndicate. 

Mr. Morrow, It is said that there are a number of these persons or firms en- 
gagedin this production who have joined themselves together in an agreement 
that they will produce only what the market requires, Whether that is true 
or not, [do not know. 

ir. Breckineipar, of Kentucky. What was the very fine phrase which my 

friend just used? He said, 1 believe, that certain persons had * joined them- 
selves under an agreement not to produce more than the market required.” 


Whether that is true or not, I do not know. 

Now, it is charged openly in the press, and has never been denied 
except in this indirect way, that there is a syndicate. 
known a trust as there is in this country. They combine and con- 
federate, just as all other trusts do, that they will sell but so much of 
the article in order to keep up the price to the consumer; and what is 
that but the worst sort of a trust? They put it in the hands of a sin- 
gle company or agent. It is ju<t exactly on the principle of the oil 
trust. “hat was invented by a distinguished lawyer, and the princi- 
ple of it was that there should be trusts in all the States of the Union 
or wherever the business of the company or their interest required it. 
All their output was under the control of an agent, and that agent said 
how much should be sold and when it should be sold, and thereby, 
just exactly like the engineer who holds the throttle in his hand, con- 
trolled the entiresaletothecountry. There can be no trust more odious 
than that. 

Yet here is an admission by a gentleman representing California, of 
high character, who knew what he was saying, that that very syndi- 
cate controls this article now in the United States; and we are asked 
to put upthisduty. The Mills bill put borax on the free-list. I voted 
for that, and was very glad to do il, and I should be very glad to put 
it on the free-list again. 

There is no sort of excuse for this kind of legislation. They have 
here paraded in these reports a long statement by General Rosecrans. 
I have great respect for him as a soldier and a gentleman, but I donot 
propose to be governed by General Rosecrans as to borax. If he is an 
expert on borax I never heard of it. He uses all sorts of technical 
terms here, chemical words tn regard to what it is and how it is com- 
posed. I thought J was familiar with his history. I never knew be- 
fore that he had ever been engaged in bringing borax in the crude state 
to the markets or in reducing it properly alter it was brought there. 

Now, here is the highest authority. Here is the man who uses one- 
half of it in the United States, who says this syndicate is making a 
thousand per cent. profit. It is true he is interested in putting down 
this duty, and the quotations that I make are all inside of the protec- 
tion party. Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS was elected to Congress upon that 
issue, and he repeats it in every speech he makes that he comes to 
Congress and everywhere else as a high protectionist, representing 
the labor interest of the people he employs in the city of St. Louis. 

Now, who is to be believed about this matter? If you take his testi- 
mony this syndicate is making a thousand per cent., and the only 
possible excuse that they make for this taxation is that crade borax is 
found out on the alkalilands, remote from habitation, and that it takes 


It is as well | 


| of lime. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentuck r words, the of 5 co s abso- | a 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In other words, the duty of 5 conts is abso | surface of natural deposits or dug out, and all the additional expense 





Why? Because this syndicate puts up 
the price and controls the market, as is done in al! other cases of trusts 
under the protection of thetariffduty. Here isaconspicuousillustration 
based on Republican testimony, showing the truth of what we hav 
charged over and over again, that if you take away the tariff duty you 
destroy the trust, but so long as you preserve it, inside of that duty, 
of that wall which protects them from foreign competition, they charge 
the consumer just what they please. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendmen 
offered by the Senator from New Jersey. [Putting the question. 
The ‘‘ noes’’ appear to have it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. [I call for the yeas and nays on the question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, the subject under discussion now 
is not refined boracic acid or refined borax, but crude borax and borate 
It is the crudest of crude materials. It is gathered from the 


is putting it in bags or sacks and transporting it. 

Under the act of 1861 these articles were subject to a duty of 10 per 
cent. ad valorem, but under the act of July 14, 1862, which was passed 
during the war, a duty of 6 cents per pound was imposed, and that re- 


| mained until June 6, 1872, when they were made absolutely free and 


remained free of duty until the passage of the act of March 3, 1883. 

According to my information the price of borate of lime abroad is 
about 2.15 cents per pound, so that a duty of 3 cents a pound, which 
it is now proposed to impose upon this raw material, will be equivalent 
to about 149 per cent. ad valorem. If the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey shall be adopted and a rate of 1 cent per 
pound placed upon it, the duty will be about 50 per cent. ad valorem, 
which, it seems to me, is amply sufficient for the protection of the 
owners of this natura) deposit. 

What was said in the House of Representatives was said in relation 
to refined borax; but, as I understand the situation, so long as the 
owners of these natural deposits can keep out foreign borate of lime, 
the crude material, they can control the manufacture here of céurse, 
and it is for the benefit of the consumers of these articles, which are 
used in the industrial arts and in medicine, that I think the duty upon 


| the crude material should be reduced in order that there may be com- 


petition in the manufacture of the finished product in this country. 

It is not necessary for me to state to the Senate what the uses of bo- 
racic acid and refined borax are. They enter into, I was about tosay, 
hundreds of the ordinary occupations of the people; among other things, 
they are used as an antiseptic in surgery. Refined borax is used in all 
the blacksmith-shops of the country in welding iron. It is used in 
washing sheep, in washing clothes, in preserving butter, meat, fish, and 
vegetables, and it enters into many of the domestic uses of the people. 
It is not right that the owners of the deposite in California and Nevada 
should control absolutely the supply of the raw material and also the 
manufacture of the finished products. 

I have thought it proper to say this much before the vote was taken 
in order that the Senate might understand, if I understand, exactly 
what this proposition is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey to reduce the duty to 2 cents a pound. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I thought the Senator’s amendment proposed to 
reduce the duty to 1 cent a pound. I move to amend the amendment 
by making it 1 cent a pound. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will accept that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That, asI have said, will leave the duty about 50 
per cent. ad valorem. My information is that borate of lime abroad 
sells for 10 shillings per hundredweight, which is just about 2.15 cents 
per pound; and it is now proposed to put a duty of 3 cents per pound 
upon that article. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky at what particular point does it sell at that price. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Abroad. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I thought you were fixing the price and stating the 
price in this country. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Oh, no; I say in the general markets abroad this 
crude article sells at 2.15 cents per pound, and that a duty of 3 cents 
per pound, as the bill proposes to impose, is equivalent to about 149 
per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the Senagr take the Liverpool market, or 
what place does he fix where it can be purchased at that price? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I fix it in the markets of the countries from which 
it comes here, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh! the markets of the countries from which it 
comes, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Abroad. The price of the article abroad, I say. 
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Mr. HISCOCK. That is, take Asia Minor, for instance, where it is | 


prodaced. 

Mr. CARLISLE. 
Mr. HISCOCK. 
Minor or Alrica? ; 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am not; but it has to be shipped along distance 
from Asia Minor before it begins its voyage to this country. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But that is not the material pointhere. The Sen- 
ator says it is worth so much abroad. Now, I want to know whether 
it is worth that at the place of production in Asia Minor; or t think 
some of it is produced in Africa. I want to know whether it is at 
those places that it sells at this Jow rate he fixes, or at Liverpool), at 
the place of exchange of merchandise. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It sells at those low rates abroad in Europe. I 
have no specific information on the subject; but reasonabl y—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. As the Senator will appreciate, you may be able to 
gather this up at some point where it is produced, where it exists as it 
does in California, and there purchase it at that price, I think very 
likely; I do not know but that at some place in California, the place 


It is not shipped here directly from Asia Minor. 
But is the Senator giving the market price in Asia 


where it is gathered on the ground, before it is transported or anything | 


done with it, it might be bought there at that price. 
value upon which you should assess aduty, you should take the points 
at which there are commercial exchanges. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is what I am doiug. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You should take the leading markets of the world. 

Mr.CARLISLE. That is what I have done, according to my un- 
derstanding. 

tated by me was the price in Asia Minor or the price in Liverpool and 

other markets in Europe. My answer was that I did not know the 
price in Asia Minor or at the place of its production, but that my un- 
derstanding was that this is the price in the markets in Europe. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, this article of borax appears to be 
a useful illustration, as will be perceived, of the principle of the tariff. 


The price of crude borax before the duty was put upon it, when it was | 


admitted free, was 20 cents a pound. Now it is from 2) to3 cents a 
pound. That shows the advantage of a tariff. 

I will say to my friend from Missouri [Mr. Vest], with regard to 
crude borax, that practically there can be no monopoly of it, because 
the desert region of Calitornia, Nevada, Arizona, and New Mexico, I 
believe, certainly Utah and Colorado, produce it in abundance, and it 
is only a question of iabor to get itout. It is generally distant trom 
transportation, and all that is required is the labor to getitout. There 
can be no monopoly of it in this country, because the quantity is un- 
limited. There is in any one of the States or Territories I have men- 
tioned ample to supply the world. It only takes the industry and the 
labor to get it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator irom Nevada if 
in the region of country where borax is found, by reason of finding 
the land in the particular State or Territory is appreciated in value on 
account of its existence. 

Mr.STEWART. Not at all. 

Mr. PADDOCK, The value, then, given to it, is all in labor? 

Mr. STEWART. The land might be appreciated a little if you got 
a road made to it and got the meansof transportation; but the genera! 
territory would not appreciate in value except in its locality. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is, a quarter-section of land would not be 
worth any more for the reason that borax was found upon it? 

Mr. STEWART. You can buy thousands and thousands of acres of 
this land at the price of mineral lands, $2.50 an acre, as far as that is 
concerned. If there was a place where it was convenient to get out, 
where transportation was easy, the land would be worth a little more 
atter they had started their works. In that immediate vicinity it would 
naturally be worth more than elsewhere, but there is no monopoly ot 
this article. 

While lam up, I wish to say that I do not see why there should b 
any ‘eeling about the question of the tariff. It divides itself into two 
parts, The question is a simple one, and it is illustrated in almost 
every article the same as it isin borax. Itis a question whether we 
shall do our own work at home or have it done abroad. 

There is a great deal said about the price of labor to the laboring 
man. lIundertake to say that the laboring man in this country is not 
entitled to cheaper products than he can produce with free labor. 
Where there is ample competition, if the material is here, he is entitled 
to it as cheap as he can produce it and no cheaper. If we havea tariff 
for revenue only so that our manufactured articles are produced abroad, 
the labor will be abroad and not here. We havea vast number of peo- 
ple who want employment, and it is evident that if the work is not 
here to be performed, but is to be performed elsewhere, our people will 
not have it. 

, Senators talk about the price of labor. The price of labor depends 
like everything else upon the law of supply and demand. If there is no 
deniand for labor it will either go down, or if it is kept up by organiza- 
tions there will be a large number of people who will have to starve. 
Your tariff for revenue that lets in everything takes away the employ- 
ment of the labor necessary to produce the articles that are so admitted. 

Senators talk about trusts. It is inevitably connected with every 


The Senator asked me the question, whether the price | 
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enterprise that there should be com itions. There arec L¢ 
| in Europe on almost everything. ‘| natura le civil 
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com is Com a $ i 
t . Theon esti is wl ie dd re 
There will be trusts, combina ‘ 1 can 
not stop them: they are the ir nt ation, and t s l 
| is whether we shal! have th it roa i 7) 
\\ © Sec h »w they are situated ab Ouu and W i { have bad to ) 
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ere is no difficulty in doing it ‘ ‘I ( st og away 
their surplus manufactures and destroy a manutacture 
made anywhere else. That has been tested over and over again 
Should unprotected manufactories be rted ina part of the world 
where Great britain wants trade, she will crush t if compelled to 
do so ataloss. Her manufacturers can live without any foreign tra 
they have such a vast number of consumers 1 they supply 
1 took the trouble to examine the tariff of the British colonies. She 
has over sixty colonies, and every colony has a higher tariff than th 
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United States except India. In ] because that 


41a 16 18S unnecessary, 
country is governed by an English council, and trade arrangements ars 


made so that nobody can trade with India to any 
England desires. 

Germany found after the empire was established that 
have to manufacture. They found that England, with wages bighe 
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han Germany, if thers 


greater extent than 
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: was apy difference, was able to destroy thei 
manufactures and crush them in their infancy by s¢ 
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plus products there and prevent them from starti 
What did Germany do? She was: rh px yu m atari which 
is higher than ours on almost everything that you can compas vith 
What did that do for Germany? It gave the German manutac 
the German market. What was the result? Then Germar i 
menced to reach out for foreign markets and became a rival ot Grea 
Britain. he had a hume market and she could sustain her manufact- 
uring establishments, She had more people at home than Great Brit 
ain had, but she had no colonies comparatively at the time: but when 
she yt a home market and secured a hich tariff some fifteen year 
izo s!i ! t lj her I ctul es } ow (re lan 
reife g establ f nd E i I stablish- 
I ire ente g ts to supply 1 ( ) rid 
0 _ if l > do her 
work at | If you v f the } ) ‘ es these 
ts t t f ( I than 
iny other bed ‘ { iu } d Wer l- 
sume more, and iab ‘ t, an é more roon 
for competit ( rh tr T in 
ther piace one rth. be 1u VW ia ii rnmen and V vi itch 
them and make war on t ° 3 tha e is room ne. 1- 
terprises in this great country. We can deal with trusts here as they 
can not deal } ther cour Che trustsin Great Brit&in 
go On ior gene aiter ge lie {18 a country of monopolies, 
If the United States has its own market. here isa great field f manu- 
facturing. Here isa field worthy of the attention of the world. Itis 
already attracting the attention of the world. The establishments of 
Great Britain find that they can come here, and they do come her l 
buy up our establishments and give employment to our people. Then 
the work is done here instead of being done in Great B 1 «8=6We ir 
men complain about their coming here with their capital. I do not 
complain. Itaddstothe wealth and powerofthiscountry. Let them 
come. Let the capital come, and let the people come and develop this 
country. Let the labor be done her If we do that, and secure the 
grand market we have to our own people, com tir sh on 
the general average as low prices as free labor can produ ‘ les 
for; and then our Surplu? manufactures w go ¢ ( ecause 
if we want to secure a market can play th ie game that Great 
Britain does; we can prevent new enterprises g g up in other 
countries; we can supply them cheaply. 


As te the complaint that we supply other countries cheaper than our 


own, it is to get the market That is the way they do in Great Britain. 
If we give our market away and attempt then to compete against those 
great national trusts of Europe we will be heipless; we will be simply 
contributing to them; the immigration will go the other way. Take 


our tariff off and nobody would wanttocome here. We have a sur 
of labor here now, and if the tariff was gone and there was no manu- 
facturing to any considerable extent in this country no person in the 
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United States could attempt to manufacture in competition with Eng- 
land, situated as she is with her vast army of customers behind her. 
If they should attempt to manufacture in this country any particular 
article under such circumstances they would be destroyed, just as the 
Vestern Union would destroy an opposition telegraph company by los- 
ing money in the partignlar locality until the opposition was destroyed. 

I should like to have any Senator who is the advocate of free trade 
tell] me where our trade could be extended if it were free trade. We 
would not have manufactured articles to export because the combi- 
nations of Europe would manufacturesocheaply that they would break 
up our establishments one after another. That we understand per- 
fectly well. We would have nothing but raw material to export, and 
what kind of acountry would we have? It would be a mere farming 
community, crowding the vast number of people into farming. We 
would be hewers of wood and drawers of water for the balance of the 
world, 

The only way that we can maintain our independence as a nation 
commercially is to have a protective tariff upon every article that can 
be manufactured here, and where there is an ample opportunity for 
competition here I would have the tariff so high that very little, it 
any, of the foreign articles would come in. We have to buy enough 
from abroad that we can not produce. Tea and coffee and many other 
things we can not produce. That gives us a large foreign trade. 

Besides that, we produce many articles that the world must have, 
and we are able to produce them cheaper than they are produced in 
any other part of the world. We were able with our improved ma- 
chinery to produce wheat cheaper than in any part of the world until 
silver was demonetized, and then silver went down and the price of 
wheat went down with it. Wheat has followed the price of silver for 
the last thirty years. Now, silver is going up and wheat is going up. 
lhe simple reason for it is that our competitors in the foreign markets 
are silver-standard countries and countries that are in suspension, 
using cheap money which at home has the same purchasing power it 
ever did, so that they can produce it and send it out as they always 
did, and they do not realize the discount, because money goes back 
and has the same power. We came in contact with them. We were 
forced to sell in the same market. We were producing on a gold basis 
and we had to discount for some 30 percent. The recent silver legisla- 
tion has belped us out some in that direction. We shall havesome help 
in that direction. Patsilver back where it was, and when silver gets 
at a par we will regain our foreign market in wheat. It has thesame 
effect to a certain extent upon our cotton and all foreign exports, 

If the United States will have a sound financial policy as to money 
it must not allow England to dictate that policy. Let us extend the 
principle of money so that the demand and supply shall always bal- 
ance, and there will be no inflation. The value of money, like every- 
thing else, is determined by the law of supply and demand. We do 
not want inflation, but we want a constant, adequate supply. The 
United States will get te that point. The silver bill will be an object 
lesson in that regard. 

Butif we can have a tariff law that will give us our home market 
ind enable us to do our work at home we will continue to see not only 
laborers coming from Europe, but we will see the capital continue to 
come here, because this is the greatest field there is in the world for 
capital, But if we give up these markets to trusts formed in Europe 
and send our breadstuiffs there and buy from them, and send our money 
away and throw our laborers out of employment, we shall have hard 
times and depression. 

I did not intend to discuss this question. I did not intend to talk 
as long as I have, but it seems to me the question is a very simple one. 
ie proposition is whether we shall do our work at home and give 
our people employment or whether we shall bave it done by foreign 
trusts and leave our people out of employment sending our money 
away to buy foreign goods that we ought to produce here and grow 
poorer, or whether we shall follow to some extent the example of other 
nations that are taking care of themselves. 

Germany is taking care of herself and protects her own home market. 
France has put up her duties in making her home market. England 
has hers protected by the most cunning devices, She has 300,000,000 
people that she can supply anyhow, and upon anything that we produce 
that she could get elsewhere as well, she puts on an enormous tax. 
Take tobacco. She puts 700 per cent. on tobacco. On spirits and to- 
bacco and a few other articles, mostly from this country, she raises over 
$100,000,000 annually. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. In reference to England having 300,000,000 people 
to supply, I ask the Senator if it is not the fact that quite a number 
of the English colonies have tariff laws of their own, and that impor- 
tations trom England have to pay duties under those tariff laws just 
the same as from other countries? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, there are two of them, Australia and Canada. 
But watch them. They are our fierceantagonists. When we took off 
the duty on tea and established a line to China to import tea, Canada 
put on a special duty against us of 10 cents, I think it was. I do not 
remember the exactamount, but they puta duty which was prohibitory, 


so that we could not furnish them the tea. There was no such duty 
against England. There are many instances of the kind. It is their 
policy to exclude us. They are taking care of themselves, 

There are about sixty colonies that England fixes the laws for, and 
they have duties that average higher than ours, so that we can not 
reach those colonies. We can not trade with Great Britain except in 
those things that she must have. She wants cheap breadstufis and 
she is taking every means to get cheap breadstuffs, but she is pretty 
confident that we can not send any manufactured articles there to com- 
pete with her great concerns. 

She will be disappointed in that, if we protect our home market, for 
the time I do not think is far distant when our manufacturers wil! 
make superior goods and send them to Englandandsellthem. There 
are several articles we make now, scythes and axes and certain other 
things, in which we can compete with England. Ido not know the 
list of them, but there are several articles we can make now and com- 
pete there. Suppose we do sell there somewhat cheaper, it will build 
up our country. 

So it seems to me that every sentiment of patriotism would make a 
man desire to-build up his own country, and that is what the Consti- 
tution was formed for. If you will study carefully the petitions and 
the memorials that were sent in of the various States after the Revolu- 
tion and before the formation of the Constitution, you will find that 
every petition and every demand was for astronger Government, a more 
perfect Union, for the purpose of protecting our manufactures and our 
shipping. Washington’s first message referred to that, and the first 
law that was passed related to those two subjects. 

It is the duty of a nation to act for its own prosperity, and it is the 
duty of the Legislature of a nation to pass such laws as will produce 
prosperity. Nothing can produce prosperity likehome industry. Your 
foreign markets are a myth; they are not 5 per cent. of your home 
market. It is the great home market here that we must protect if 
we are to have national growth. Nothing else can give it to us. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to prolong this debate. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I can not resist the temptation of saying 
that whenever I hear an argument like the one made by the Senator 
from Nevada, I am more and more impressed with the inconsistency 
of the Republican party as to this matter of the tariff. If I believed 
as he says he does, as he unquestionably does, I would vote for an ex- 
clusive duty on every article that is manufactured in this country. If 
he is correct in stating that the home market is the only market to be 
obtained by the American manufacturer, and that the highest degree 
of national prosperity comes from excluding all foreign competition, 
why does not his party do it? Why do they not put up the duty from 
100 to 500 and 1,000 per cent. and shut out all foreign manufactures, 
and then rely upon the internal-revenue tax and an income tax in orde: 
to pay pensions and the expense of running the Government? Why do 
they not fight with the courage of their convictions to the point to 
which all their argumentsgo? But instead of that we are continually 
confronted with this sort of argument, and then the illogical result that 
they do not put up the duties to exclude imports, but they put them 
up to suit the interests of certain manufacturers in this country and 
let the rest take care of themselves. 

The Senator from Nevada admits that here is an article controlled by 
a trust, a syndicate. 

Mr. STEWART. No. 

Mr. VEST. This article of borax ? 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no; I do not want to be placed in that posi- 
tion. It can not be controlled byatrust. I have heard the statement 
made here for the first time. I was not aware of any trust in the mat- 
ter. There are only a few people engaged in it, but they have done 
this country a great service, and other men can goinit. It is open to 
the world; there is no trust about it. 

Mr. VEST. The colleague of the Senator in the House of Represent- 
atives, and I have the REcorD before me here now, stated that there 
were sixteen corporations which had made an agreement to control the 
price of this article to the public. If that is not a trust Ido not know 
how to define one. Sixteen corporations enter into an agreement to [ix 
the price to the consumer! That is the very essence, the life, blood, 
heart, lungs, and Jiver of a trust. That is what trusts are made for. 
That is the statement of the Senator's colleague in the other House, and 
I assert it here from evidence which is only short of actual persona! 
knowledge. 

It has been charged again and again in the public press, and I have 
seen it in the San Francisco papers and the New York papers; it was 
charged upon the floor of the House of Representatives, and admitted 
by Mr. Morrow in the Recorp which I have before me, that they 
control not only the crude product, but they also control the finished 
product, not only the borax that comes out of the alkali ground, but 
the refined borax of commerce, the whole of it; it is not one end, but it 
is both. 

Now, the Senator from Nevada talks about trusts in Great Britain. 
I had oceasion to say the other day that I did not believe that any 
such trusts exist there, and I have been unable to find any evidence o! 
it except just such a statement as the Senator from Nevada has made, 
and the statement made by Mr. Blaine, when he returned to enter the 
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last campaign and made the celebrated speech in which he said that 
trusts existed in England; that they were matters of private concern 
in this country and there, too. 

Mr. WiLLIAM L. WILsoN, of the House of Representatives, as I read 
the other day from the Recor, stated that on a recent visit to Great 
Britain he made it a subject of personal inquiry to find if these trusts 
existed there as they do in this country, and he went to Mr. Thoreau 
Rogers, a member of Parliament and professor of political economy in 
Oxford University, whose life has been devoted to politi ul economy 
and economic questions, and asked him if any such trusts existed there, 
and he said he knew of not one. Mr. WILSON cited the notorious fact 
that the paper-mills recently went into a trust in Great Britain and 
the consumers notified them that if they undertook to put up the price 
of paper they would buy abroad, and the trust went to pieces at once 

I do not speak from any personal knowledge, for I have never been 
m Great Britain, but I believe I can understand as an intelligent man 
that no such trust could exist there with free trade. Any trust to b 
successful in Great Britain would have to be supplied with enough 
capital to corner the product of the whole world. How is it p ssible 
they could exist unless they could control the sale of an article which 
was furnished if it was furnished in every other country ? 

Mr. STEWART. Doe: the Senator wish to be understood that a 
trust can not exist without a tariff? How does the Standard Oil trust 
exist which I hear so much referred to? 

Mr. VEST. I undertook to say the other day what I thought about 
those trusts, and I believe the facts are simply these: Wherever an 
article can be found in one country only and a trust is attempted in 
that country it can be successful with or without law, because it can 
control the entire output in the country where the trust is created 
But wherever the article exists in more than one country aud in many 
countries, and especially when it is created in all civilized countries, 
it is impossible to make a trust in the nature of the case unless that 
trust is protected by a tariff. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN I only want to say in relation to the Standard Oil 
trust that it is aided by combinations with the railroads to make tha 
trust, just as other interests are aided by the protective tariff. 

Mr. VEST. I have not any doubt about that. It is very well 


known that the Standard Oil Company trust is simply an aggregation 
of a large number of inferior or subsidiary corporations who put all 


t 

their output in the hands of one corporation that controls the market, 
and the sale, and the production, and the storage of the oil, and hy 
their enormous capital and their combination with railroads—because 
it would be impossible without a combination with transportation 
they-are enabled te control the market of this country. How would 
it be in Great Britain as to an article produced in all conntries and 
found in all countries? How could they control or make a trust un- 
less they had capital enough to control the whole world 
was tried in France with copper. 

What was the end of it? The second largest bank in France put 
itself at the command of the copper syndicate, and they undertook to 
control the output of copper throughout the world. What was the end 
of it? It broke the bank and ruined every man connected with it, 
and that is inevitable. It isa mathematical result. But when you 
have a country where the tariff shuts cut foreign competition, you have 
exactly produced the same things by artificial means that I spoke of a 
few seconds ago as being created by natural causes; thatis tosay, you 
use the tariff law to confine the operations of the trust and its suc 
cess to one article. If you find coal, for instance, only in the United 
States, it would not require any tariff to make a trust on it except 
enough capital to control the whole amount mined in this country. 
But if you had coal in Germany, France, Great Britain, Spain, Italy, 
what would bethe result? Youwould have to have enough capita! to 
control the output of coal in all those countries together. 

There is where the tariff is the active and most efficient ally of th 
trust in the United States. That is the reason why the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] declared on this floor that if he ever found that 
there was a trust in this country upon dutiable articles he would be 
in favor of taking off the duty to kill the trust. That is the whole of 
it. 

The Senator from Nevada speaks about England with 300,000,000 
people subsidiary to her market. Why, Mr. President, Canada to-da 
is putting the same duty as the Senator from North Carolina [M 
VANCE] suggested upon British importations as upon those from the 
UnitedStates. I was alittle surprised to hear the Senator from N 
speaking about commerce with Canada. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILv], only an hour ago, read us 
from statistics here the enormous trade with Canada right upon our 


border. I have not the report before me, but I will make the state- 


ment, not being exactly accurate as to hundreds of dollars, or even 
thousands, that in 1888 we exported to Canada $41,000,000 worth of 


That thing 


t 


goods and imported $39,000,000 worth, making the balance of trade as 
between us and Canada some $2,300,000. 
cident to commerce all over the whole world, the table was slightly 


reversed and in the last year we sent to Canada less than we imported | 
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and the balance of trade was about two and s or two and 
three quarter millions in favor of Canada, the aggregate in both cases 
being over $20,000,000 worth of woods ex inged ween this British 
province and the United States \ t the Se from Nevada 
telis us that Eng!and controls all h 

Here is this enormous comme! tweenan Eng colony and the 
United States to answer the allegat f Senato n t that 
England controls the commercial rel 13 of her colonies with oth 
countries It is one of the marvels of ¢g ronmental and commercial 
autonomy that Great Britain to-day : her colonies to do as they 
please. It is a monarchy in nat and yet they do not pretend to in 
erfere with the commercial intere of t ] es 1 speak now 
as to their two large colonies, Australia and Canada 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me for su sting that that 

probably the result of the lesson we taught her one hundred years 
*e ; 

; VEST. That may be true, and they might apprehend another 
rey they might apprehend another war of independence or revolu 
tion trom Great Britain because she undertook to make them subsidiary 
to her comme » as our fathers threw overboard a cargo of tea on the 
taxation question. I have alwaysthought that if it had been rum they 
would not have thrown it over, but that is neither here nor there. 





y threw over the tea, and that brought about or that was one of 


i 


the incidents anyhow of the war 





The Senator trom Nevada spoke of the relations between England 
and the United States as to supply I want to call attention to one 
fact with which I happen to b uliarly conversant on account of re 
cent labors as a Senator We exported to ( it | ain last year $25. - 
000,000 worth of cattle. Yes, think of that, Mr. President, $25,000,- 
000 worth of cattle, and the Senator asks where w i be our market 


if we were to bring about free-trade in this count r which nobody 


contends Che Democrati party stan issolely and only upon the basi 
of a tariff for revenue; but if we should bring about free-trade, the 
Senator asks where would be our markets, Our market for agricult- 
ural products would be Gre t Britain. She takes to-day three-fourths 
of our agricultural products 

Mr. STEWART. Three-fourths of all our agricultural products? 


Mr. VEST. Three-fourths of the agricultural exports that we send 
from this country. Our beef, our wheat, our corn, and our bacon do 


not go to Suuth America; they do not go to Germany) 


Mr. STEWART. If England takes three-fourths of ouragricu! tural 
exports, what proportion of our agricultural products are exported ? 
Mr. VEST Ido not understand the Senator I said that three- 


i 

fourths of our agricultural exports go to Great Britain. 

Mr. STEWART. What proportion do we export of the whole crop ? 

Mr. VEST. [do not know the proportion, but we exported last 
year—lI have not the reports before me 
' Mr. HISCOCK. Seven per cent 

Mr. VEST. Whatis there in that; whether it is 1 per cent., 2 per 
cent., or 100 per cent.,1 isall. Wes ipply t 
we send abroad so n 
} } ? 


iends be lo 


he home market and then 
and where doesit go? That isthe question. 

Where do the ex; 2 Chey are con- 
ronted now with a desperate fight in their own ranks on this very 


question, 





Let my ff 





vi 


oris »? 


[ do not propose to express any gratification over it asa 


partisan, though I am as much opposed to the Republican party as 
any manliving. But they are confronted n 


w with a desperate fight 
imongst their own leaders upon this very « 


tion as to where these 
3 
exports should go. 


Mr. Blaine says they ought to go to So 1 America The Senator 


from Vermont {Mr. Morrini tated here to-day and argued that 


they could not go to Sonth America, and the National Economist in 





the paper which I got last night has a two-column article 

Mr. Blaine’s reciprocity idea. That is the organ of the 

party in the United States. I take it my friend m Rhode I 1 
[ Mr. ALDRICH | does not agree with Mr. Blain I do not know I 


should like to hear him on that question. Weare now getting throu 
the warm months and the cool days are coming, and I would like 


hear him I want to know how he stands on reciprocity with South 


\merica, 

fhe Senator from Vermont told us this morning that t! 

om the Rio de la Plata in the Argentine Republic beef catt 
were coming into competition with ours in the European n 
said that six months ago, from my investigations on the mea 
tee, that the result would be that the beef and t 
tine Republic would come in « petition ( t Brita the 
exports of the United States. 

But Mr. Blaine says that the relief for t ! t depre n of the 
agricultural interests of t | 1 Stat » find a market for the 
agricultural exports in South i 1 Senator from Verm 
tells us that is not pr ble, be they are exporting ym So 
America to-d ifter sum; tl own home market and the Et 
pean market. 

Whois rig! t ostt ep Dp 3in Israel ? Whoist »>beb f I 
and how will the epub! irty settle it? Is Mr. Bl to be 
read out, as | ¥ ina leading New York journal terda t ou 
of the party because he is a heretic on the subject of protection? 
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And are we then to have an exclusive Chinese wall commercially, with 
no market for the American farmer but the home market? 

Where are you to find this market for your agricultural exports ? 
The Senator from Nevada says in one breath Great Britain wants our 
breadstuffs and then he says im the next breath exclude all British im- 
ports from the United States. What are we to do? 

If we go upon this new idea—not so new, but urged now with so 





much pertinacity—of reciprocity, which simply means give and take | 


commercially, we must give and take with Great Britain, or else the 
Senator from Vermont, who is the head and front of the protection 
party, the father of it in the United States, is grossly mistaken, and 
so is Mr. Curtis, from whose brain came this work which was furnished 


the raw material will prevent the manufacturers of refined borax and 
boracic acid from sending their products from California to the Eastern 
markets. I am unable to see how it affects them at all except benefi- 
cially. In other words, the reduction of the duty upon the raw mate- 
rial certainly will not increase in any way the expense of transporting 
the finished product from California to New York. We are not now 
discussing the duty upon the finished product. I can see, according to 
the Senator’s theory,that it might be necessary to impose a duty upon 


| the finished product in order to keep the foreign product out of the 


from the State Department, and fathered also by Mr. Blaine, in which | 


he makes the same statement, 

No, there is one interest above all others. I do not care about going 
into abstractions, but whenever I have any doubt upon a public ques- 
tion I solve it by asking myself, where is the interest of the largest 
portion of the American people? Where is the interest of the con- 
sumer? ‘Take this very case here of borax, which is as good an illus- 
tration as we can find in the whole of this schedule. Here is a natural 
product in the hands of a syndicate; the refined borax, the commercial 
product, is in the hands of the same people. 

Here, as the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] has stated, 
you tind this article entering into all the different domestic uses of life, 
and it is safe to say that there are 64,900,000 people who are not inter- 


ested in this matterexcept as consumers. Now, what is the interestof | 


these consumers? Is it not to put down this tax and make the article 
cheaper ? 

I will not go into the question of whether a reduction of tax does 
make the article cheaper, because the Senator from Rhode Island has 
conceded that. He says that afterwards the competition between do- 
mestic manufacturers reduces the market price, but the first result is to 
cheapen it if you put the duty down, while you increase it to the con- 
sumer if you put the duty up. 

I do not care to risk this subsequent competition in this case, which 
may never come. I see before me a chance to reduce this article of 


general use to the 64,900,000 people in the United States who are in- | 


terested enly in consumption. Therefore I support the proposition to 
lower the tax upon it rather than increase the tax in the interest of the 
men who own these borax lands in Nevadaand California and whoare 
looking alone to their interests in the matter. 

Mr, HISCOCK., Mr. President, since the discovery of the borax in 
California and Nevada I imagine that I hazard nothing in saying that 
the price of crnde borax wherever sold is practically the cost of gather- 
ing it and transporting it to the place of delivery; and that is the case 
now. So far as American borax is concerned, so far as the borax de- 
posits are concerned in the United States, it is absolutely impossible 
that crude borax should be controlled by a syndicate. It is as plenty 
as air, water, or sunlight, covering thousands of square miles of coun- 
try; it is absclutely impossible that it can be controlled by a syndi- 
cate. It is very likely true that no more people go into the refinement 
of it or invest more capital in the refinement of it than enough to sup- 
ply the market with refined borax. That is very likely true. Pre- 


tion of the borax that we have in the United States it was imported 
from abroad or manufactured artificially and ruled at a much higher 
price than it is at the present time. 

The great market for borax in this country is New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, and the Eastern States, and the consumers of borax in that part 
of the United States as a question of finance prefer a duty which shall 
protect the California and Nevada producers of borax and enable them 
to market it, rather than depend upon the foreign supply which can 
be easily and readily controlled by a syndicate. Why does California 
need this large duty? Itrequires it to control the Eastern market. I 
grant that the Eastern market should be given to them—I will notsay to 
control it, but to get it into the Eastern market, and the Eastern con- 
sumers are willing that they should have this protection for the pur- 
pose of making the competition which it creates with the foreign pro- 
duction. 

Now, why is it necessary that Nevada and California should have 
this large protection? Because of the cost of transporting it from Cal- 
ifornia to New York. California to-day can more readily compete with 
foreign borax in the markets of England than it can with foreign borax 
in the markets of New York City. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Will the Senator allow me to ask a question ? 

Mr. HiSCOCK, Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I desire to ask the Senator how in his opinion the 
redaction of the duty upon raw material will prevent or obstruct the 
manufacturers of borax in this country from reaching the Eastern mar- 
ket with the finished product. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The difficulty about it, as I said, is transportation. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But they do not transport the raw material to the 
Eastern market. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not care whether it is the raw material or 
whether it is in the refined form. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My question is how the reduction of duty upon 








| 
| 


Eastern market and make room for the American product in that market; 
but we are not now discussing the finished product. We are talking 
about theraw material. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Asa matter of course, when you let in the crude 
article free the result is that you let it into the market to compete with 
the refined. It seems to me very clear indeed, for the refined is made 


|fromit. There is no question aboutit. It gives them the market. To 


make them competitors your duty must be imposed upon the crude as 
well as upon the refined article. Now, borax can be transported from 
the United States to England, doubtless, and more completely compete 
with foreign borax there than it can in the city of New York. Itonly 
costs one-quarter for transportation to England what it costs for trans- 
portation to the city of New York; and yet, so far as the Eastern con- 
sumers are concerned, they have made up their minds to accept this in 
the interest of insuring competition in this article. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I believe the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his named was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. StocKBRIDGE]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], who is absent. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. In hisabsence, I withhold my vote. 
I should vote ‘‘ yea’’ if he were present. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. PowER], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. MOODY (when Mr. PETTIGREW’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. PETTIGREW] is paired with the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. CALL]. He is absent from the Chamber necessarily. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I announce the pair of 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] with the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. JonEs], and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] generally. I do not see 


|him in the Chamber, and I therefore withhold my vote. I should 
vious to the discovery of borax in the United States and the utiliza- | 


ee — 


vote ‘‘nay’’ if I were not paired. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WiLson]. I do not see him in 
the Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote; otherwise I should vote 
“* nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. GEORGE. I inquire if the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
BLAIR] has voted ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. GEORGE, Iam paired with him, otherwise I should vote ‘‘yea."’ 
i Mr. ehcp Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 

USTIS]. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—17. 


Bate, Cockrell, Morgan, Vest, 
Berry, Coke, Pugh, Voorhees. 
Blackburn, Hampton, n, 
Butler, Harris, Turpie, 
Carlisle, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
NAYS—27. 

Aldrich, Dolph, Hiscock, Piumb, 
Allen, Edmunds, Hoar, Sanders, 
Allison, Evarts, MeMillan, Sawyer, eo 
Cameron, Frye, Manderson, Sherman, 
Casey, Hale, Moody, Stewart, 
Davis, Hawley, Morrill, Teller. 
Dixon, Higgins, Piatt, 

ABSENT—40. 
Barbour, Coiquitt, Faulkner, Ingalls, 
Blair, Cullom, George, Jones of Nevada, 
Blodgett, Daniel, Gibson, Kenna, 
Brown, Dawes, Gorman, McPherson, 
Call, Eustis, Gray, Mitchell, 
Chandler, Farwell, Hi Paddock, 
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Pasco, Power, Squire, Washburn, 
Payne, Quay, Stanford, Wilson of Iowa, 
Pettigrew, Ransom, Stockbridge, Wilson of Md. 
Pierce, Spooner, Walthall, Wolcott. 


So the amend ment was rejected. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Rhode Island what amount of revenue per capita he expects this bill 
will produce—about how much per capita. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should say about $3. 

Mr. STEWART. 
of a free-trade country than we are, I desire to call attention to the 
amount per capita charged by Great Britain and all her colonies, except 
India, where she has military rule and nobody can get in practically. 
I made this computation two years ago. 


Customs duties collected by Great Britain and her colonics in 1886-’87. 


Duties Per 


Great Britain and colonies. eatlected. capita. 


Populati yn 


Great Britain and Ireland ........ 












Malta........ laine - ebienieials saiahiaiatil 159, 231 714, 340 4. 5 
Ascension Islands. ...........0...+.«-+ 5 33, 400 6 35 
AIOE nnncvccnese aneseoutones 222, 135 2 ss) 













| 


Now, to show that Great Britain is not any more | 


tirely, upon articles not produced in that country, and the result is 


that the tax does not enhance the price of any domestic product to the 
consumer. The policy of this country, on the contrary, is—and it is 
still further carried out by this bi » place upon the free-list those 

rticles which are not produced in this country, and impose taxes upon 
articles similar to those we produce e at home Che effect, if not 
the object, of this policy is to increase 1 irily, at least, even ac- 
cording to the admission of Senator other side, the prices of 


the domestic articles. In other w 
in the form of enhanced 


prices for the d lestic art s they consume, 
a large amount of taxation which does not appear in our statistics at 
all. 

It may be true that when you take the rever ed in Great 
britain from a comparatively few a es subject import duties the 
per cap ta tax upon ear h subject m Ly be almost as irge aS 10 18 here; 
but it is a tax for public purposes only, and every | d and shilling 

nd penny goes into the public Treasury for the use of the Government. 


It there were any means by which we could ascertain accurately the 


amount of tax imposed upon the people of the United States by the 


37,091,564 | $191,564, 430 eo -2 | tariff laws as they now exist, including as well that which results 
34,091, 06 Jl, 004, 40) oO 1 ° : ' 
bs »| from the enhanced price of the domestic product as that which goes 


| into the Treasury, | 


enture to say that it would ss than $10 


| per capita. 


Bermudas...............- | U5 
Falkland Islands.......... | 9.74 | 
British Guiana 3 85 | 
British Honduras 5.09 | 
Newfoundland.... .. 4.85 | 
Jamaica .......... | 2. 60 } 
Trinidad... 7.40 | 
Barbadoes. ........0+.ese0+ e. 3.04 
A ar > j 4.35 
Cape of Good Hope......... j 4.13 
Mauritius........00....ccccscoceeeees 3. 22 
Natal 1. 92 
Fiji... 126, 010 1.16 } 
New South Wales.... pina ne 1, 001, 996 9.48 
New Zealand........ constable 589, 386 10, 90 
Queensland........... 342,614 | 14.15} 
South Australia... | ‘ 8 | 45,01 
Tasmania...... ' 137, 211 i 16.49 
 . 3 1, 003, 043 10, 661, 805 | 10. 66 
Western Australia 39, 584 797, 605 20. 00 





So that Great Britain, which is taken as a free-trade country, is about 
as much of a protection country asour own. Itis true they have taken 
the duty off breadstufis the same as we take it off tea and coffee, be- 
cause they can not produce enough for their own consumption. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
[Mr. ALDRICH] said a while ago. 
ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated that the bill under consideration would 
produce revenues equal to about $3 per capita upon the people of the 
United States. 

Mr. BUTLER. 


I will ask him to repeat his state- 


I have been trying to ascertain since this discussion 


began as to the amount of revenue this bill would raise, and there seems | 


to have been some difficulty about getting at the amount. Now, I 
should like to know how theSenator from Rhode Island gets that amount 
of $3 per capita. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Based upon the importations of 1889, the revenue 
by this bill would be $201,000,000, 
effect of the bill would be to reduce that amount somewhat; that is, 
that the importations would be somewhat less in some of the articles 
named in the bill than in 1889. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the statement is made upon the revenues for 
the year 1889, and not upon this bill ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
1889 as the basis. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have been informed by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CARLISLE], who seems to have inquired into the matter, 
that it would be$3.40 per capita under this bill, instead of $3. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from South Carolina misunderstood 
me. My statement was—and it was made from memory only, because 
I have not looked at the statistics very recently—that the amount of 
tax collected by the Government of the United States under the cus- 
toms lawsduring the fiscal year 1889 was about $3.40 per capita. While 
I am upon the floor I will say a single word in response to what has 
just been’said by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. SrEWART] upon this 
subject. The Senator insists that England is not a free-trade country 
because the amount per capita collected under her customs laws is as 
great as the amount per capita collected in this country under ours. 

Mr. STEWART. A little less, 

Mr.CARLISLE. The Senator omits entirely to state the fact that 
all the taxes imposed by the laws of Great Britain upon imported 
goods are paid into the public treasury, whereas in this country, ac- 
cording to the opinion which many of us entertain, three or four times 
as much goes into the pockets of private individuals as goes into the 
public treasury, and therefore does not appear atall in your per capita 
statement of the amount of taxes imposed upon the citizen. 

The policy of Great Britain is to impose taxes mainly, if not en- 


leould notcatch what the Senator from Rhode Island | 


The effect of this bill, taking the importations of | 








| Senator from Kentucky this question: One year wi 
I take it for granted that the | 


If it were proper at this time I could show that to a large extent, at 
le ist, every Imposition of a tax upon an im orted article increases the 
price of the domestic article in this country of a similar kind, certainly 
unless that tax is so high as to be absolutely prohibitory upon importa 
tions-and domestic competition here at home is free and brings down 
the price. I venture to state this proposition, which I think no Sena- 
tor will deny, that whenever we find that an article of a certain kind 
and quality is actually being imported into this country and sold in 
our markets duty paid in competition with a domestic article of the 
same kind and quality, the amount of the duty upon the imported 
article has been added to the price of the domestic article. 

Every man who has suflicient capacity to understand the simplest 
business proposition must concede this, because otherwise the busi- 
ness of importation could not goon. In other words, unless the do- 


| mestic producer of an article adds to it the whole, or substantially the 


whole, of the duty upon the imported article of like kind, the imported 
article could not pay the duty and be sold here in competition with it. 

You may test the rule by applying it to merchants doing business ina 
village. If two ot them are selling the same kind of goods in the same 
community, they must sell substantially at the same prices, or one or 
the other must go outof business. Hence I repeat, whenever you find, 
as we find in the case of woolen goods, and in many forms of iron and 
steel and cotton goods, and other articles of domestic manufacture, 
where similar articles are brought here from abroad 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to ask the Senator one question there. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Allow me to finish my sentence. Wheresimilar 
articles from abroad are actually being brought here, and the duty upon 
them paid, and they are then sold in the market in competition with 
the domestic articles, it follows inevitably that the domestic article has 
added to it the amount of the duty upon the foreign article. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, right in that connection I desire to ask the 
imported 12,000,000 
bushels of potatoes with a duty of 15 cents Does the Senator 
tell me that 15 cents a bushel was added to the price of the American 
crop in what it sold for in the mark If the Senator’s statement is 
correct every bushel of potatoes that was marketed in the United States 
cost the consumer 15 cents a bushel more because of that duty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, sir. I say that if 12,000 bushels of potatoes 
were brought from the Dominion of Canada into the United States and 
sold in a particular market on the American border, American potatoes 
being sold there at the same time, the American potatoes brought 15 
cents a bushel more than they would have brought if the duty | 
] 


a bushel. 


1 


been placed upon the Canadian article, but it does not help the price of 
American potatoes at any other place. It is only in that particular 
market where these things are being sold, and whers is I have con- 
ceded frequently in discussions upon this subject—the imposition upon 
agricultural products may assist the farmers to a certainextent, for a 
certain period of time, in particular localities, yet the general effect upon 
the whole American market on those produ 
whatever. 

The price, in other words, of potatoes along the borde1 New York 
near the Canadian line, which may be raised temporarily during a 
period of scarcity by the imposition of 15 cents a bushel upon Canadian 
potatoes and by the importation of those potatoes and their sale in that 
market, does not affect the price of potatoes in lowa or Michigan or 
Kentucky, but only in that market wher 
a temporary scarcity exists. 

But I wish to say further upon this subject of potatoes that they are 
scarcely ever imported except during a period of great scarcity, when 
the domestic product has been exhausted and the American producer 
has no more to sell. 

Mr. ALDRICH 


ts amounts to nothing 


they are being sold and where 


We imported last year nearly 300,000 pounds of 
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bacon and hams, which paid a duty of 2 cents a pound. Now,was the 
entire American product increased in value 2 ceuts a pound by that im- 
ortation ? 

Mr.CARLISLE. Not at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why not? 

Mr.CARLISLE. They were bacon and hams which do not come 
into competition with ours at all, because they were of an entirely dif- 
ferent character—Westphalia hams and other species of bacon, which 
our people desire to procure and which they can not procure at home, 
just as we import Bohemian, Bavarian, and other beer from abroad, 
notwithstanding the whole country is flooded almost with beer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The next item in theagricultural schedule is beef, 
wutton, and pork. We impo:ted a large amount of beef, mutton, and 
pork which paid a duty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. A vast amount? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I said alarge amount—300,000 pounds. Did that 
raise the price of beef, mutton; and pork, or was there no competition ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I make the same answer to that that I made be- 
fore, that if the beef, mutton, and pork were brought into this country 
to supply an actual demand, and were of the same kind as that which 
we produce ourselves, and were sold in competition with them, then in 
that market they had the same effect upon the price, but not upon the 
general markets of the country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why does not that rule apply to all the other ar- 
ticles in the tariff schedules ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Itdoes. But your imported woolen goods, your 
imported cotton goods, your imported linen goods, your imported iron 
and steel, and a hundred other articles I might mention, enter into all 
the other markets of this country, and all over the country they are 
being sold in competition with the American product. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Kentucky mean seriously 
to say that beef might be imported into the city of New York and put up 
the price a cent a pound there and not affect the price anywhere else ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. If imported in sufficient quantities it would af- 
fect the price, but the insignificant amount of 300,000 pounds of beef, 
mutton, and pork, covering an entire period of twelve months, does 
not affect the price of those articles to any extent whatever, in my 
judgment 

Now, I should like to ask the Senator a question. He contends tiat 
the inevitable effect of the imposition of a high rate of duty upon im- 
ported goods is to bring down the price of the goods. Does he think 
he can convince the wool-growers of the country that a duty of 50 per 
cent, upon wool will increase the price of that product, while a duty 
yt 10@ per cent. upon his clothing will reduce the price of that arti- 
cle? 

Does he think that he can convince the farmers of the country that 
1 duty of 25 cents a bushel upon imported wheat, which amounts sab- 
stantially to nothing, will increase the price of that article, while a 
duty of 40 or 50 per cent. upon his cotton and linen clothing will re- 
duce the price of that? This rule must work either one way or the 
other. Ifthe effect of the imposition of a duty upon imported goods 
s to reduce the price either immediately or in a series of years in one 
case, it must have the same effect in the other. 

If by imposing a duty of 44 cents a pound, as this bill proposes, upon 
certain grades of woolen goods, and 50 or 60 per cent. ad valorem be- 
sides, you expect to reduce the price of the clothing of the people, how 
is it possible that you can impose a duty of 11 and 12 cents a pound 
upon the raw wool and not reduce the price of that article too? So I 
might go through the whole list of your schedules in this bill. But as 
[ understand the tendency of the questions propounded by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, his opinion is that the imposition of a duty upon 
pototoes and beef, and mutton and pork, does not increase the price. 
No J understand the Senator to contend for that? 

Mr. ALDRICH, The Senator from Kentucky did not understand 
me to make any suggestion in that direction. The Senatorfrom Ken- 
tucky had laid down a rule, which he stated very clearly, that where 
imported articles were brought here and competed with similar arti- 
cles of American production, the price of the whole mass was in- 
creased to the extent of the duty, and I was trying to make an ap- 
plication of that principle down to two or three articles which he says 
are exceptions to the general rule, as I now understand. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I did not say they were exceptions. I said the 
importations in those cases were so insignificant, and the market in 
which they were sold in this country was so limited, that they did not 
affect the price generally throughout the country. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Right there I desire to ask the Senator from Ken- 
tucky another question. Iask whether in his judgment the price here, 
so far as it is affected by the tariff—that is, upon goods which are pro- 
tected and which need protection—is affected at all by the volume 
ol production here? That is to say, take an article which is protected 
bere, we will say like sugar, of which an inconsequential amount is 
produced in this country, and I ask whether the tariff has a different 
effect upon that than it has upon an article of merchandise, cotton if 
you please, or wool if you please, in which nine-tenths—I am not stat- 
ing pine-tenths as the actual amount, but to illustrate it—in which 
nine-tenths of the value consumed is the production of the United States; 
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I ask if there is any difference there in the effect of the tariff upon the 
price? All writers on political economy say there is, and the case of the 
potatoes illustrates the difference. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I have no doubt that the price of all articles is 
aflected to a greater or less extent by the amount of production of those 
articles, not only in this country, but throughout the world 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not want to carry it to the whole world. | 
want to confine it to the United States, where the great mass of the con 
sumption is of the American product. Suppose consumption is 50 )x 
cent., is there a difference between that case, if it is 50 per cent., and 
a case where it is 90 per cent.? Is there a difference if itis 10 pe: 
cent.? Orisitaniron rule? I undertake to say that the domesti 
price here of goods on the like of which a heavy duty is imposed, if the 
larger consumption is of the American goods, is not materially affected 
by theduty. It may be carried to such an extent that the tariff, pra 
tically, has no effect upon the domestic price. 

Mr. CARLISLE. To gratify the Senator from New York, I wil 
omit the rest of the world and confine my answer to this country alone. 
I repeat, then, that I have no doubt that the prices of articles are affected 
to a greater or less extent by the amount of production in this country ; 
that is to say, as the production increases the price will decrease if com- 
petition is free and if there is no combination to prevent or obstruct it 
and in the case supposed by the Senator from New York of sugar and 
woolen goods, which I believe he mentioned -—— 

Mr. HiSCOCK. I mentioned woolen goods, but I do not undertake 
to state, of course, the proportion of the consumption of woolen good 
which are produced here—that is, the amount of the American produc- 
tion which is here consumed—but simply taking it that 90 per cent. is 
produced here that is consumed, I asked whether it would have a dif- 
terent effect upon the price than it would if only 10 per cent. of the 
woolen goods consumed in America were produced in America. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iagree with the Senator from New York that 
there is no iron rule upon this subject, and there can be none. What 
I was about to say was that while the tendency is inevitably to a 
diminution of prices, with the increase of production with free com- 
petition, yet until you have reached the point where the domestic pro- 
duction is sufficient to supply the whole or substantially the whole of 
the home demand, the price is not affected. In the case of sugar, we 
produce only about one-ninth or one-tenth of the domestic consump- 
tion, and the remainder of it is imported, part of it free from the 
Hawaiian Islands and the rest subject to duty. In the case of woolen 
goods, we produce a larger part of the domestic consumptionand import 
the smaller part. Now, whenever we reach the point where the do- 
mestic production of sugar, woolen goods, or cotton goods is sufficient 
to supply the domestic demand, and there are no combinations, sothat 
prices come down, importations must diminish or cease. 

So, then, we come back to the original proposition, that so long us 
these importations continue and the duties are paid upon them, and 
the foreign articles continue to be sold in the American market in com- 
petition with the American production, the conclusion is inevitable 
that the whole or substantially the whole amount of the duty has been 
added to the price of the American article. It may not always be 
added, and it does not always follow that because there is an importa- 
tion of woolen or any other kind of goods therefore the duty has been 
added to the price of the domestic article, because it may happen that 
the importation does not actually compete with the domestic product— 
on account of some actual or fancied difference in the value, on account 
ot the taste of the people for a foreign article of a certain kind in pret- 
erence to the American article of the same kind, although the Ameri 
ean article may be in fact the best. 

But whenever the conditions are equal and the articles are of the 
same kind or substantially of the same kind, and the duties are being 
paid and the articles sold here in competition at a price which will pay 
for the cost abroad and refund the duties and charges, the American 
article must be selling at the same or substantially the same price. 

That is the rule which I stated, andif the Senator from Rhode Island 
or the Senator from New York can show that it is not correct I shal! 
be very glad to hear them. I think no business man in this country 
will contend for an instant that he can go into a market and sell his 
products for $1 a pound, for instance, or $1 a bushel unless simila: 
products of other people offered for sale in the same market are bring- 
ing the same price. You might as well attemptto convince the Ame1 
ican farmer that he can take his wheat to Europe and sell it for $1.50 
a bushel while Russian and other wheat of as good a quality is selling 
for $1 a bushel in the same market as to attempt to convince him that 
we can import $52,000,000 worth of woolen goods and sell them here 
for $90,600,000 unless the same quantity and quality of domestic goods 
are selling at the same price. 

I had not the slightest idea of saying anything in response to the 
Senator from Nevada until after I rose, but the statement made by him 
that Great Britain taxes her people under her customs laws about the 
same amount per capita that we tax our people seemed to me to require 
some answer. If the taxes imposed by this bill when it shall become 
a law could all go into the public Treasury and be utilized for publi 
purposes, then I could see the propriety and justice of making such 2 
comparison as the Senator has attempted. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I do not intend to prolong this discussion, but I of certain testimony given before the committee by experts, I do not 
want to say just a word in answer to the last suggestion of the Senator | offer the amendment. 


from Kentucky. 
goods into this country, but a large proportion of those woolen goods 
do not come within the rule laid down by the Senator from Kentucky. 
In other words, they do not compete with any domestic products, A 


class and are not made in this country, and therefore there is no com- 
petition. . a 
There is another large amount of woolen goods produced in this 


country upon which there is no competition from abroad and upon 


which the price is fixed by domestic competition and not by foreign 
competition. : Be 
Mr. CARLISLE. I have admitted both the Senator's propositions 
I have admitted that whenever the domestic product was suilicient to 
supply the domestic demand and competition was free the price would 
go down; but I stated that then importations would cease, and I ad- 
mitted that, although woolen goods might be imported to a certain 
extent, yet it might happen that the whole or a part would not com- 


ste with our woolen goods, and therefore would not affect our prices. | 


Mr. DAWES. 
which he has in part answered at this moment. 


I was about to put an interrogatory to the Senator | 
I should like to in- | 


quire of him if this rule does not underlie the whole question—supply | 


and demand. Whenever the supply in the market shall be greater 


than the demand the importer will be obliged to pay the duty, and | 


whenever the demand is greater than the supply the consumer will | 


be obliged to pay the duty. So it comes back to this question, Can we 


supply our own market, or are we depending upon producers abroad 


to supply our market ? 

If we can supply our own market, then whoever brings any product 
into that market in competition with us must pay whatever it costs to 
get it there. 
comes in here with the article needed, then heis at liberty to put upon 
his goods what it cost him to get them here. 

Mr. CARLISLE. We shall never reach that fortunate condition of 
affairs when we can compel the foreigner to pay our taxes and support 
our Government, and that is what the Senator from Massachusetts 
supposes. I admit that whenever your domestic production is equal to 
your domestic supply, as the Senator has said, ifthere is no combina- 
tion to prevent competition, prices will fall, and if the importer then 
brings his articles here he must pay the duty; but he will not bring 
them; he can not afford to bring them. He can not afford to pay the 
duty out of his own pocket and not add it to the price of the article he 
is to sell. The business of importation would cease at once if that 
were the condition of affairs. 

Mr. DAWES. 
produce the article? Ifitdoes not cost him to produce it in his own 
place of production any more than with the duty added what it cost 
to produce it here, then he can afford to pay the duty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the Senator forgets that if the duty was not 
imposed the people of this country would get that article at the foreign 
price, augmented only by the charges needed to bring it here. 

Mr. DAWES. As I said, it comes back to this: 
supply our own market or not. If we can supply our own market, 
we can command the price in our own market. 

Mr. CARLISLE, 


as low, or substantially as low, as it can be supplied from other parts | 


Does not that depend upon how much it cost him to | pet ween sulphuric acid suitable for agricultural purposes and that suit- 


Whenever wecan supply our own market at prices | 


If we can not supply our own market and an importer | 


It is true that we import $52,000,000 worth of woolen | 


| itory. I move an amendment to strike out the word 


portion of these woolen goods which are imported are of a different | in line 4, and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to make the duty 20 per cent. ad 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I propose to offer an amendment. 
no importations have taken place ot this article; 
imported during the past year. 


I see 
it least none of it was 
The duty seems to be entirely prohib- 
‘twenty-five,”’ 


valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The only people interested in this amendment are 
the sugar trust and the sugar refiners in the United States, and I am 
very glad to see this early exhibition of zeal i 
favor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question isonthe amendmeat of the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON 

Mr. INGALLS, 


al on the other side in their 


Let it be again reported. 


The Cuter CLERK. On page 3, line 4, it is proposed to strike out 
*‘ twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to read 
Bone-char, suitable for use in decolorizing sugars, .0 per cent. ad valore: 


Mr. SPOONER. IfI may ask the Senator from Rhode Island a ques- 
tin, as I remember it, this item, so far as it is to be 
ing, is put upon the tree-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is upon the free-list. 

Mr. SPOONER. And this paragraph 13, imposing a duty, is in 
tended to apply to bone-char used in decolorizing sugars only ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In sugar refining only. 

Mr. MCPHERSON., I listened to thecolloquy between the two Sen- 
ators on the other side, and I should like to kno 
whether it is to be used for agricultural purposes or for refining sugar. 
Let me ask the Senator from Rhode Island how it is to be determined 
whether the bone-char is to be used in decolorizing sugars or to be used 
for agricultural purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The appraising officers will determine that as they 
determine other customs questions. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then upon that question we take the testimony 
of the importer as to the fact whether he intends to use it for decolor- 
izing sugar or to use it for agricultural purposes, while you refuse to 
take the testimony of the importer as to the value of the goods. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Anexpert examiner or appraiser can tell by an ex- 
amination whether it is suitable for use in decolorizing sugar. It has 
either been exhansted by use or it has not been exhausted. If it has 
been exhausted it does not need anything except a physical examina- 
tion todisclose that fact. 
tion of the goods. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator gave us like information respect 
ing sulphuric acid, saying that it was very easy to tell the difference 


used for fertiliz 


w who is to determine 


The quality is apparent upon an examina- 


| able for other purposes, whereas practical chemists and manufacturers 


| 


Whether we can | 


' 


of the world, then there will be no importations into this country; and | 


that is all there is in the question. 
Mr. GEORGE. 
the bill and ask that they may be printed separately. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be received and 
printed, in the absence of objection. 
The reading of the bill was resumed at line 6, on page 3, as fol- 
ows: 


Refined borax, 5 cents per pound. 
Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to offer an amendment, if we have 


reached that point in the bill, in line 6, to strike out “‘five’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘three;’’ so as to read: 


Refined borax, 3 cents per pound. 


I offer two amendments as additional sections to | 


have informed us that it is impossible to find any difference whatever 
between the two articles. I ask for a vote upon my amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to the end of 
line 8, on page 3, as follows: 

15. Camphor, refined, 4 cents per pound, 

Mr. McPHERSON. I move to strikeout the word 
15, before the word ‘‘ cents,’’ and insert ‘‘two.’’ 

Crade camphor comes, I think, mostly from China and Japan. 
Camphor, refined, pays now 5cents per pound duty, has been reduced 
by House and Senate to 4 cents perpound. Itis proposed to protect it 28 
per cent., yet labor, according to the census of 1880, received only 9 per 
cent. The present duty is prohibitory and only 72 pounds of it were 
imported in 1889. Crude camphor is on the free-list, of which 1,961,- 


‘four,’’ in line 


| 018 pounds were imported in 1589. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the | 


Senator from New Jersey. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. 


I now ask that we return to paragraph 13, | 


which at my request was passed over to accommodate the Senator from | 


Wisconsin (Mr. Spooner}, who is now in the Senate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


13. Bone-char, suitable for use in decolorizing sugars, 25 percent. ad valorem. 


7 Mr. MCPHERSON. I understood the Senator from Wisconsin de- 
sired to offer an amendment to that paragragh. 
Mr. SPOONER. I intended to offer an amendment to cure what 
seemed to me to be an administrative defect in it, but on consultation 
with the Senator having charge of the bill and an exhibition by him 


In reality, it ought to be put on the free-list as well asthe crude cam- 
phor, but I move to reduce the duty to 2 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Under the act of June 30, 1864, the rates of which 
the Senator from New Jersey was so anxious to appl 
duty on refined camphor was 40 cents a pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to the end of 
line 12, on page 3, as follows 


y to this bill, the 


The question is on the amendment of 


16. Chalk, prepared, precipitated, French, and red, 1 t per pound ; all other 
chalk preparations not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent, ad va- 
| lorem. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I move, in line 10, to strike out 
pound ”’ and insert ‘‘ 20 per cent. ad valorem.’ 

Chalk, French and red: French chalk is sold in New York at 1 to 
1} cents per pound, as to quantity. The duty therefore of 1 cent per 
pound is 100 per cent. ad valorem. It is mined in this country in 
quantities. It now pays only 20 per cent. ad valorem. It is not im- 
ported. I think the duty ought to be put back to 20 per cent. ad va- 
lorem; and I move to strike out ‘‘1 cent per pound ”’ and insert ‘‘ 20 
per cent. ad valorem.”’ 


‘*1 cent per 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CuiEr ¢ On page 3, line 10, it is proposed to strike out 
‘1 cent per pound ’’ and insert ‘20 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to 
rea 

6. Chalk, prepared, precipitated, French, and red, 20 per cent, ad valorem. 

The amendment was rejected 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to the end of | 

ne on page 4, as it lows 

roform, 40 cents per pound, 

Mr. ALDRICH. From the Committee on Finance I move to strike 
out ** forts ind insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ so as to read 

‘ TT ecnts per pound 

Mr. McPHERSON. Chloroform is sold at from 40 to 45 cents per 


per pound is 100 per cent. ad valorem and 
tated in the comparative table, page 3. Messrs. 


ot Philadelpbia, the largest manufacturing 


pound; the duty of 40 cent 
not ot per ceni., as 


Weightman, 


Powers & 


chemists in the United States, in their latest prices-current, quote 
purified chloroform by the single pound, put up in pound bottles, 
at 70 cents per pound; hence 40 cents per pound duty is 57 per cept. 
ad valorem on the purified and 100 per cent. ad valorem on the cofh- 
mercial article, and not 38.62 per cent., as stated. 

Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Khode Island [Mr. ALpricH]. 

lhe amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 3, to strike out line 14, as follows: 


19. Chloride of calcium, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committeeon Finance was, on page 3, 
under the head of ‘‘Coal-tar preparations,’’ to strike out the clause 
from line 16 to line 20, inclusive, as follows: 

20. Alleolors or dye-stuffs derived whol!y orin part from coal-tar, whether pos- 
ing the nature of acids, salts, bases, or chemical compounds, and not other- 
wise specially provided for in this act, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, 


sessir 


to strike out the clause from 


line 21 to line 26, inclusive, as follows: 

All derivatives or preparations wholly orin part of coal-tar, not colors or 
dyes, and not expressly used as remedies for diseases, not otherwise specially 
provided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem; pitch of coal-tar, 10 per cent, 
ad valorem 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, beginning in line 1, to insert: 

18. All coal-tar colors or dyes, by what ever name known, and not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act, 35 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. With the large importation that took place in 
the year 1889 under this paragraph, and as the avowed purpose of the 
committee has been to protect domestic industries, I ask the commit- 
tee ‘or information why it is they have not raised the tariff upon this 
particular article in order that American industry may manufacture 
the product referred to here in this country ? 

[ tind they have doubled the duty on tin-plate, an industry which is 
not yet born in this country, and I suppose it is safe to say never will 
be, notwithstanding the increased protection afforded it. Why is it, 
with this large amount in value of importations under paragraph 18, 
that the duty is maintained exactly as it is under the present law? 
Why is it not increased ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask the Senator whether any of these items along 
here have been increased? He has been contending for a continual de- 
crease. Does the Senator desire to have this rate of duty increased ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator certainly does not pretend to say 
that there has not been an increase of duties in this schedule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say thatin nine out of ten of the cases where the 
Senator has proposed an amendinent it has been to decrease the duties 
below the present rates, and I say there is not one case out of ten where 
this bill increases the present rate under existing law. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In the computation made at the end of the 
schedule we find that it is an increase of about 1 per cent. In the 
transfers or changes Which have been made from ad valorem to specific 
rates of duties we find in a great many cases there have been changes 
which tend to increase the duties. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have been wasting our time, then, even more 
than [ supposed if the difference between the duties proposed and the 
duties under the existing law is only 1 per cent., and I think we had 
better go on to some of the other schedules where great and important 
questions are necessarily involved. This whole schedule is simply a 

, transposition of the law of 1883, the law framed by the Tariff Commis- 
sion, as it was called, and the duties are scarcely changed in any of 
the items the Senator has been contending about. The old rates are 
reported and continued. The Senator wants to decrease them now. If 
he wishes to increase the rate of duty on coal-tar colors or dyes, I wish 
he would make his motion, and perhaps I shall vote for it, for I think 
it is an important industry and I think I would be disposed to vote for 
a little increase. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. As we reach the metal schedule, the woolen, 
cotton, and other schedules, we shall find that there have been in- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JULY 30, 


creases, as the committee say in the annotations they make below the 
tables, or rather in the report they make in answer to the resolution 


| of the honorable Senator from Kansas {Mr. PLums], that it is done 


for the purpose of protecting home industry or something equivalent 
to that. 
Now, here is an industry that seems to be languishing, and there is 


| but little production in this country and large importations; and yet 


| 


| 


| tion? 





| and no attempt made to protect this industry. 


there has been no increase in the rate of duty made by the committee, 
It would seem to me 
that in this country, where coal-tar is as cheap as it is—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Did the Senator from New Jersey ask me a ques- 
I did not understand him. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is hardly worth while to repeat it now. 

Where coal-tar is as cheap as it is in this country we ought to be able 
to make some coal-tar colors or dyes at a protection of 35 per cent. ad 
valorem. If it can not be done, however, I want to move to put down 
the rate of duty proposed here from 35 to 25 per cent. I wish to 


cheapen the production to the American consumer, if the American 





producer can not be protected. 
five’’ and insert ‘twenty-five. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 4, line 3, in the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Finance, after the word ‘‘act,’’ it is proposed to strike 
out ‘‘thirty-five’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ so as to read: 


18. All coal-tar colors or dyes, by whatever name known, and not specially 
enumerated or provided tor in this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. PLATT. Who offered that amendment? 

The ee The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
PHERSON ]}. 

Mr. PLATT. I thought he wanted to increase the duty. 

Mr. DOLPH. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. I an- 
derstood but a moment ago, in what we heard from the Senator from 
Kentucky, that he evidently desired to adopt the plan of raising revenue 
upon those articles which do not come in competition with any Ameri- 
can products, and now we have the Senator from New Jersey, acting 
evidently upon the presumption that we are not able to manufacture 
these products of coal-tar in this country, proposing to reduce the duty 
for that reason. 

Mr. MCPHERSON,. The Senator from New Jersey, if the Senator 
will permit me, and those associated with him politically, had no hand 
in making this bill. The principle upon which the bill is founded, as 
stated by that side of the Chamber, is simply to protect all the indus- 
tries of this country which can be protected. We find here a tariff of 
35 per cent. upon these coal-tar colors, and we find large importations; 
but obviously no intention upon the part of the committee and no at- 
tempt to increase the duty and protect the domestic manufactures; and 
therefore I assume that the domestic manutacturer can not be pro- 
tected by any increase of the tariff; therefore, in order that the product 
may be cheapened, I move to reduce the rate of duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is true that the Senator from New Jersey and 
his associates had nothing to do with the preparation of this bill or the 
fixing of this rate of duty, but they had everything to do with the 
bill which passed the Houseof Representatives two years ago, famil- 
iarly known as the Mills bill, and in that bill they deliberately and 
definitely fixed the duty on this article at the same rate which the 
Senate committee now proposes, and I am surprised to find the Senator 
from New Jersey so often departing from the Democratic faith and 
ignoring the Democratic platform of 1888, 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from Rhode Island has two or 
three times made the statement upon the floor since the discussion on 
this bill began as to what the Mills bill proposed to do. The Senator 
knows very well and the Senate knows well that the Mills bill did not 
propose to make a general revision of the tariff. It pzoposed to change 
the rates of duty upon certain things in certain paragraphs and certain 
schedules of the tariff. It was not a full revision of the tariff. Here 
the existing tariff law is thrown away and you have built up a new bill 
from the foundation. The Mills bill did not propose to change this duty, 
because it did not propose to change the existing tariff in very many 
respects and in very many paragraphs and schedules. It was a sort 
of compromise bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 4, after line 4, to insert: 


19. All preparations of coal-tar, not colors or dyes, not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I move to reduce that to 15 per cent., for the 
same reasons. 

The CuteF CLERK. In line 7, page 4, it is proposed to strike out 
‘*twenty’’ and insert “‘fifteen;’’ so as to make the item read: 


All pyettion of coal-tar, not colors or dyes, not specially enumerated or 
provi for in this act, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 


Therefore, I move to strike out ‘‘thirty- 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLaAtr in the chair), The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to the end of 
line 8, on page 4, as follows: 

2#”. Cobalt, oxide of, 30 cents per pound 

Mr. McPHERSON. This is an increase from 20 per cent. ad valo- 
rem to 30 cents a pound. 

The proposed specific rate 

As stated in the committee’s explanation— 
is intended to be equivalent to the present ad valorem. 


As I understand it, there is very little produced in this country. | 


Oxide of cobait is made of cobalt, and that is found principally in the 
mines of Hungary. 

It is used to a large extent in the manfacture of glassware. The pro- 
posed duty is 30 cents per pound and the present duty is 20 per cent., 
which is made by the unit of value, I see here, to be the exact equiva- 
lent; but, from my information touching the cost of the article abroad, 
there is a good deal of difference between the two statements. There- 
fore, I move to strike out ‘‘30 cents per pound”’ and insert ‘‘20 per 
cent. ad valorem.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CH1tEF CLERK. In line 8, on page 4, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘30 cents per pound’’ and insert ‘‘20 per cent. ad valorem; ’’ 
so as to read: 

Cobalt, oxide of, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 9, on page 4, and con- 
tinued to the end of line 13, as follows: 

21. Collodion and all compounds of pyroxyline, by whatever name known, 
50 cents per pound; rolled or in sheets, but not made up into articles, 60 cents 
per pound; if in finished or partly finished articles, 60 cents per pound and 25 
per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. Paragraph 21, collodion: Of this article only 6 
pounds were imported into this country in 1889; it ismadein very large 
quantities and very profitable here. ‘The duty of 50 cents per pound is 
too high and the percentage given as 7.31 seems to be erroneous. Messrs. 
Powers & Weightman quote 82 cents per pound by the single pound. 
At this rate 50 cents duty per pound is 60 per cent. and not 7.31 per 
cent., as stated on page 4 of the tariff compilation. Cantharidal collo- 
dion is taxed 60 cents per pound and 25 per cent. ad valorem. Messrs. 
Powers & Weightman quote it at $2.20 per pound. Atthis quotation 
it is 52 per cent. ad valorem. Therefore, I move to strike out on the 
tenth line ‘‘50 cents per pound’’ ani insert ‘50 per cent. ad vu- 
lorem.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The CuHieFr CLERK. On line 10, page 4, it is proposed to strike out 
**50 cents per pound ’’ and insert ‘‘50 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to 
read: 

21. Collodion and all compounds of pyroxyline, by whatever name known, 
50 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In line 11, I move to strike out ‘‘60 cents per 
pound ”’ and insert ‘‘50 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

The CHiEF CLERK. In line 11, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ 60 cents 
per pound’’ and insert ‘‘50 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to make the 
item read: 


Collodion, etc., rolled or in sheets, but not made up into articles, 50 per cent. ad 
valorem. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In line 12, on page 4, I move to strike out ‘‘ 60 
cents per pound and 25 per cent. ad valorem’’ and insert ‘‘ 60 per cent. 
ad valorem.’’ This article, collodion, is used very largely and almost 
entirely for medicinal purposes, and it is almost impossible to import 
it by reason of its dangerousand inflammable nature. It is made largely 
in this country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amerdment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. On page4, lines 12 and 13, strike out ‘'60 cents 
per pound and 25 per cent. ad valorem,’’ and insert ‘‘ 60 per cent. ad 
valorem.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning on page 4, line 14, 
as follows: 

22. Coloring for brandy, wine, beer, or other liquors, 50 per cent.ad valorem. 

23. Copperas or sulphate of iron, three-tenths of | cent per pound. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In paragraph 23, I move to strike out “‘three- 
tenths’ and insert “‘two-tenths;’’ so as to read: ‘‘two-tenths of 1 
cent a pound.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
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The question recurs on the amend- | 


The Cutrr CLERK. On page 4, line 16, stri 


and insert ‘‘ two-tenths;’’ so as to read 

Copperas or sulphate of iron, two-t | 

Mr. McCPHERSON. The price for copperas o1 ite of iron is 
given at from 70 to 75 cents per hundred pounds. The duty proposed 
is three-tenths of a cent a pound on a seven-tenth per pe ind 
article, or 43 per cent. ad valorem, and 1 18.34 per 4s stated in 
the tariff compilation on page 4. Copperas is made from refuse iron, 
scraps of all kinds, and the base of it is sulphuric acid. It is used 
mostly for disinfecting purposes. ‘The labo rding to the census 
of 1880, receives only 9 per cent. The commercial copperas used in 
| this country and made here amounts to from ten to fifteen million 
pounds annually, and it is worth now 70 cents per hundred pounds, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 








of the Senator from New Jersey. 
The amendment was rejected. 
The reading of the bill was continued, a 


24. Drugs, such as barks, beans, lsams 


roots, and exeresecences, such as nut-galls, fruits, flowers 


s follows 





buds, bu 


berries, ba 
] dried 








gums, and gum resins, herbs, leaves chens, mosses, nuts, roo 
spices, vegetables, seeds aromatic, not garden seeds), ar d 
growth, weeds. woods used expressly for dyeing, and dried 
foregoing which are not edible, but w h have been advance 
dition by refining or ¢g ling, or by othe proce s of manufacture 
cially provided for in this act, 10 per cent. ad valorem 
25. Ethers sulphur 40 cents per pound; and spirits of nitrous ether, 25 cents 
per pound; butyric ether and all fruit ethers, oils, or essences, $2.50 per pound 
ethers of all kinds not specially provided for in this act, $1 per pound 


Mr. ALDRICH. In line 4, paragraph 25, I move 
‘butyric ether and all;’’ so as to read 


Fruit ethers, oils, or essences, 


to strike out 


50 per pound 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to offer an amendment, line 3, to re- 
duce the duty on ‘‘ethers sulphuric’’ from 40 cents per pound to 25 
cents per pound. Only 2 poundswereimported. Owing to its danger- 
ous, inflammable character, steam-ship companies refuse it for trans- 
portation. The duty of 40 cents per pound, which is quoted by Pow- 
ers & Weightman by the single pound at 64 cents, is equivalent to 62} 
per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 
The Cuter CLERK. On page 5, line 3, it is proposed to strike out 
‘forty ’’ and insert twenty-five;’’ so as to read 
Ether Scents per pound 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. McPHERSON. I move amend line 
‘twenty-five ’’ and inserting “*‘ fifteen.”’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. On page 5, line 4, strike out “* twenty-five ”’ 
and insert ‘‘fifteen;’’ so as to read: 

Spirits of nitrous ether, 15 cents per pound 

Mr. MCPHERSON. There are no importations of that. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. On page 5, line 5, I move to strike ont “* two 
dollars’’ and insert *‘ one dollar;’’ so as to read: 

Fruit ethers, oils, or essences, $1.50 per pound. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows 

26. Extracts and decoctions of logwood and other dye-woods, extract of 
sumac, and extracts of hemlock and other barks, such as are commonly used 
for dyeing or tanning, not specially provided for in this act, 1 cent per pound, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Committee 
on Finance to the paragraph will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 11, after the word ‘‘act,’’ the committee 
report to insert ‘‘ three-fourths of;’’ so as to read 

Three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows 


7 


s sulphuric, 


to t by striking out 


Gelatine, glue, and isinglass or fish-glue, valued at not above 7 cents per 
pound, 1} cents per pound; valued at above 7 cents and not above 30 cents per 
pound, 25 per cent.ad valorem; valued at above 30 cents per pound, 30 per cent. 
ad valorem; printers’ ro!lers, or composition for th e 
25 per cent. ad valorem. 


manufacture of the sam 


The amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line 18, after 
the words *‘ ad valorem,’’ to strike out the words 
Printers’ rollers, or composition for the manufacture of the same, 2 per cent 


ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In line 141 sce there is an increase in the rate 
of duty of 25 per cent. upon gelatine, glue, and isinglass or fish glue 
valued at not above 7 cents per pound. I see no reason why there 
should be an increase of duty. The laborer receives 10 per cent. I 
move to strike out ‘‘1} cents per pound’’ and insert the present law, 
** 20 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICI The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 14, strike out the words ‘‘ 1} cents per 
pound”’ and insert ‘* 20 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to read: 


Gelatine, glue, and isinglass or fish glue, valued at not above 7 
pound, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


"T 
2 
sit. 


cents per 
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Mr. VANCE. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Rhode Island 
why it was necessary to change these items partly to a specific duty 
and leave the remainder standing at an ad valorem duty: 

(ielatine. glue, and isinglassor fish glue, valued at not above7 cents per pound, 
cents per pound 


That was changed to a specific from an ad valorem duty of 20 per 
nt., bat this is a specific duty 
\ dat 7 cents nd, and not above 39 cents per pound, 25 per cent. ad 


Lid en . . 

Why was it necessaiy to ‘‘ change the foot’’ so often in this schedule ? 
If it is necessary to have specific duties in order to protect our manu- 
facturers against fraudulent valuations, why was not the specific duty 
continued all the way through? There is a mystery about it, and I 
should like to have that mystery explained. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are so many qualities and kinds of articles 
covered by this paragraph, valued above 30 cents a pound or between 7 
centsa pound and 30 cents, that it wasimpossible to fix specific duties for 
them all. This paragraph covers articles varying from common glue to 

tra fine gelatine for use in the sick-room or as an article of food. 

Mr. VANCE. Still the question remains why an ad valorem duty 
would not have done for all of them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Valued at above 30 cents per pound, the rate 
here is 30 per cent. ad valorem. In the seventeenth line, I move to 
strike out the word ‘‘ thirty ’’ and insert *‘ twenty-five.’’ 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be stated. 

rhe SeckeETARY. In line 17, after the word ‘‘ pound,’’ strike out 

thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ so as to read: 

Valued at 30 cents per pound, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER. 
rmendment, 

Che amendment was rejected. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 


The question is on agreeing to the 


4 Glycerine, crude, not purified 
rund 


cents per pound; refined, 4) cents per 
rhe amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line 20, after 
the word ‘* purtfied,’’ to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘ one and one- 
half;’’ so as to read 
CGlyeerine, crude, not purified, 1} cents per pound, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McCPHERSON, In line 2 
insert *‘three.”’ 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. In line 21, after the word ‘‘refined,’’ strike out 
the word ‘‘four’’ and insert ‘‘ three;’’ so as to read: 
Refined, 3j cents per pound, 


1, I move to strike out ‘‘four’’ and 


Che amendment was rejected. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

), Indigo, extracts, or pastes of, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound; carmined, 

cents per pound, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Indigo is not an article I think that -is raised 
very much in this country, and it bears a rate of duty of three-fourths 
of 1 cent per pound. It seems to me as though it ought to be re- 
dinced to make it correspond to the carmined indigo at 10 cents per 
pound. It ought to be reduced to a lower rate. I move to strike out 
‘three-fourths ’’ and insert ‘‘ one-half.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 22 strike out ‘‘ three-fourths ’’ and insert 
‘one-half; ’’ so as to read: 

Indigo, extracts, or pastes of, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows 

0. Ink and ink powders, printers’ ink, and all other ink, not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, 30 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr, McPHERSON, I desire to ask the committee why they imposea 
duty on “‘ink and ink powders,’’ an article of such necessary and every- 
day use—‘‘ printers’ ink, and all other ink, not specially provided 
for in this act,’’ of 30 per cent. ad valorem. As near as I can ascertain 
the imports were not very heavy. Labor has received 9 percent. in the 
manufacture of the article. I think that 30 per cent. is altogether too 
high. I move to reduce the rate to 20 per cent., by striking out the 
word ‘‘thirty’’ in line 1, on page 6, and inserting ‘* twenty.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLpH in the chair). The amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. Inline 1, page 6, strikeout ‘‘thirty’’ and insert 
**twenty;’’ so as to read: 

Ink and ink powders, printers’ ink, and all other ink, not specially provided 
for in this act, 20 per cent, ad valorem, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

31, Iodine, resublimed, 30 cents per pound, 


Mr. McPHERSON. There is really no iodine coming in, I do not 


er  ——— a 2 —_ 


know whether it is an article very much manufactured in this country or 
not. If there is not, upon the principle that side of the Chamber is pur- 
suing, it would seem to me as though the duty ought to be reduced in 
order to let in some importations, or it ought to be increased in order 
to protect the domestic industry. I offer no amendment to that para- 
graph. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

32. Iodoform, $1.50 per pound. 


Mr. VEST. This is a medicine, and a very valuable one. Large 
quantities of it are used in the country. I see from the imports put 
down here a very inconsiderable amount of it is imported into this 
country, I believe 29 pounds. The Senate bill of 1888 put the duty 
on this article at a dollar and twenty cents, and I should like to know 
why this increase is put here now in the present bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Simply for the reason that alcohol is used in the 
preparation of iodoforro, and in the Senate bill of 1888 alcohol used 
in the arts was free of tax, while in this bill we retain the tax. Alco- 
hol is the principal element of cost in its manufacture. 

Mr. VEST. I must say generally as to all these increased taxes 
upon medicines, I do not care what is the reason, they do not commend 
themselves to my judgment or to my feclingof humanity. These med- 
icines ought to be made as cheap as possible. The idea of increasing 
the duty upon this article which is used by poor persons, persons greatly 
afilicted, seems to me without any sufficient apology or excuse. Only 
29 pounds of it came into the country last year, and as a matter of fact 
this increase is in the interest of some manufacturing establishment. 
I am going to call for the yeas and nays on the proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There has been no anyndment sub- 
mitted yet. 

Mr. VEST. I was going to ask for the yeas and nays simply on this 
enactment. I will move to reduce the duty to $1. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. In line 4, page 6, after the word ‘‘dollar,’’ strike 
out ‘‘and fifty cents;’’ so as to read: 


Iodoform, $1 per pound. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. On that I ask the yeas and nays. 
question of putting a high duty upon medicine. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when Mr. CALL’s named was called), The Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. CALL] is paired with the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). I should like to in- 
quire of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] if he is 
paired. I want to make a transfer of my pair. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I am paired with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MitcHELL] and I had forgotten the fact that I was paired. | 
am paired generally with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HiGaGins}, 
who is present this afternoon, and the Senator from Oregon asked me 
to pair with him for the afternoon. Iam glad the Senator from New 
York called my attention to it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
JoNES], and I suggest that we transfer the pairs so that the Senator 
from New Jersey may vote and I may vote. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I vote ‘'nay.”’ 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I understand that 
my pair has been arranged so that I can vote. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The pair is arranged so that the Senator and I can 
both vote. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] will stand paired 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. In hisabsence I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). The Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. BARBOUR] stands paired with the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Jones]. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. REAGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERs]. 
vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. My colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] is absent neces- 
sarily and is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. 

Mr. BATE. I am paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar]. I also desire to state that the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is necessarily absent and is paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 


I want to test the 


I am paired with 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I should 





1890. 
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Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). 
ator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILI,] recorded ? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
he is not recorded. 
Mr. HARRIS. 
draw my vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
Eustis]. ; 

Mr. COLQUITT. I am paired with the Senator from Michigan [ Mr. 
STOCKBRIDGE]. I make this announcement now, and desire to have 
it apply to any other votes that may be taken to-day. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 26; as follows: 


Is the Sen- 


I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 


YEAS—18., 
Berry, George, Payne, Vaiice 
Blackburn, Gorman, Plumb, Vesti, 
Butler, Hampton, Pugh, Voorhees 
Cockrell, McPherson, Ransom, 
Coke, Morgan, Turpie, 

NAYS—26. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hiscock, Power 
Allison, Edmunds, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Blair, Evarts, McMillan, Sherman, 
Cameron, Frye, Manderson Stewart, 
Casey, Hale, Moody, Teller. 
Dawes, Hawley, Pierce, 
Dixon, Higgins, Platt, 

ABSENT—40, 

Allen, Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, 
Barbour, Davis, Jones of Nevada Spooner, 
Bate, Eustis, Kenna, Squire, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Brown, Faulkner, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Call, Gibson, Paddock, Walthall, 
Carlisle, Gray, Pasco, Washburn, 
Chandler, Harris, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa 
Colquitt, Hearst, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Hoar, Reagan, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MUPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 


committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on | 


certain amendments to the bill (H. RK. 3711) making appropriations to 
provide for the expenses of the government of the District of Colum- 
bia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, 


COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 
Mr. HOAR. 
and Elections may have leave to sit during the sessions of the Senate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The leave will be granted, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senators in charge of the tariff bill to yield 
until I present a conference report on the District of Columbia appro- 
priation bill. I will ask that the message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

IN THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, July 30, 1890. 

Resolved, That the House agree to the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 3711) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 


government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891 
and for other purposes. 


Mr. PLUMB. The conference report has all been read on a former 
occasion, except as to the lastamendment. Unless its reading is called 
for, I ask that the reading be dispensed with, except the last amend- 
ment, which is in regard to the railroad proposition. 
be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLpH in the chair). 
ment referred to will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Amendment numbered 165: That the House recede from its disagreemént to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 165, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 


“Sec, 3. Thatany street railroad company in the District of Columbia author- 


The amend- 


ized to run cars drawn by horses, which has changed or may change its motive | 


power on any of its lines now constructed to cable or electricity, or change its 
rails in accordance with the provisions of law, shall have the right to issue and 
sell, at the market price thereof, stock of said company to an amount necessary 
to cover the cost of making said changes, the cost of said changes and the 
amount of said stock sold, together with the price per share, to be fully set forth, 
under the oath of the president of said company, and filed with the commis- 
sioners of the District. And any company availing itself of the privilege herein 
granted shall, within two years, wholly dispense with horses as motive power 
on all portions of its line and substitute therefor the power provided for in the 
act making appropriations for the expenses of the government of the District 
of Columbia. approved March 2, 1889, or pneumatic or other modern motive 
= which shail be approved by the commissioners of the District of Colum- 

ia, but nothing in this act contained shall in any wise authorize the use of over- 
head appliances: Provided, That if any such company operating alineor lines 
of street railroad from Georgetown or West Washington to and beyond the 


The Secretary informs the Chair that | 


I am paired with that Senator, and therefore with- 


Mr. President, I ask that the Committee on Privileges | 


I ask that that | 


| Capitol groundsshall fail to substitute for h 
vided for on all of its lines within two years 
company shall forfeit its corporate franc! 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary made such murder of the 
amendment that for one I am unable to guin the s as to 
what is contained in the provision. It is a very long provision; the 
Senator from Kansas knows the use of language : as anybody in 
the Senate, and I am bound to believe that the text of the amendment 
is to him intelligible and that it must convey some meaning. But I 
can not tell from the reading, as it has been read at the desk, whether 
all street railroads in the District have a right to change their motive 
power and adopt electric or any modern power, or whether that right 
is limited to the Georgetown and Washington Railroact! Company, or 
whether no road has that right. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think I can make it clear to the 
trust to my exposition of the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. We are obliged to trust to the Senator entirely 
was read it was certainly unintelligible. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will recall that under the last appropri- 
ation act for the expenses of the District of Columbia the street rail- 
roads in this city were required to change their rails under the penalty 
of being obliged to submit to the substitution of other rails through 
the instrumentality of the commissioners of the District, and they 
were authorized to change their motive power to electricity. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator mean that all the roads were author- 
ized to make the change ? 

Mr. PLUMB. No; all roads were required to change their rails 
within acertain time, and they were authorized to ch 
power——— 


Mr. HALE, 


rse pow's e power herein pro 
f 4+} 


1 the date « this act, such 


ise. 


periods in this 


rhtest idea 


is well 


nator, if he will 


As it 


inge their motive 


What does the Senator mean by changing their rails? 


Mr.PLUMB. They were to be grooved rails 
| Mr. HALE. They were to be changed so as to be easier to pass 
| over? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. That was a requirement of the law of 1889 


Now theamendmentadds to that legislation this: It saysthat when they 
| shall make the change of rails they may, for the purpose of making the 
change and to the extent necessary, issue new stock, to be sold at the 
| market price, and for the amount necessary to make the change; and 
it says that any company availing itself of this privilege, that is tosay, 
the privilege of issuing new stock for the purpose of complying with 
the law, shall within two years substitute for horse power upon all its 
| lines either the power named in the act of 1889, of which I have spoken, 
or other modern motive power, subject to the approval of the commis- 
sioners of the District, but not to include the use of overhead electric 
wires 
| Mr. VEST. 
point? 





Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him at that 
As I understand the legislation in regard to the rails on these 
street railroads, we required them in the last District appropriation 
act--—— 
| Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I think all of us will 
agree to the suggestion that the amendment be printed, so that we may 
examine it, and that it lie over until to-morrow. 
Mr. VEST. Of course that would be better. 
that. 
Mr. HALE. The Senator himself in charge of the 
will have no objection to it. 
Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to that course 
Mr. HALE. Then I ask that that be done. 
| Mr. VEST. Very well. I will finish, however, what I was going 
to say, so that the Senator from Kansas may see what I mean ; 
My recoliection is, in fact I am very certain, that we required these 
roads in twelve months from the time that act took effect to put down 
| their rails level with the surface of the street, and to use improved 
| rails, and if they did not do so then the District commissioners could 
| go on and do the work and make them pay for it 
| Mr. PLUMB. The time was longer than that stated by the Senator. 
Mr. HARRIS. It was a year and a half or two years. 
| Mr. HALE. Was there connected with that a perm 
| their motive power? 
Mr. DAWES. The commissioners were authorized, not required. 
Mr. VEST. Iam speaking now about the provision as to the sur- 
; face rails, that is, to make the rails even with the surface of the street 
i 
| 
' 
| 


I was going to suggest 


bill, I presume, 





sion to change 


Here is the point I want to ask the Senator from Kansas about 
this provision now give them the power to sell sto 
quirement ? 
Mr. PLUMB. 
Mr. VEST. That was not in the other pro 
Mr. PLUMB. It was not in the 
thorized the issue of stock 
| bea mortgage upon the road. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine include 
| the printing of the entire report, or only the amendment read ? 
| 


Does 
< to meet that re- 


Precisely. 
is1lOn : 
other provisic 
to take the 


yn, but it simply au- 
what otherwise would 


peace ot 


Mr. PLUMB. The remainder of the report has been printed hereto- 
fore. 
Mr. GORMAN. 


Let it all be printed together. 
Mr. HALF. 


I am not particularabout it. The Senator on my left 
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[Mr. INGALLS] suggests that it all might be printed just as easily as 
not. 
The PRE 
objection. 
Mr. GORMAN, 
Kans: 


IDING OFFICER, It will be so ordered, unless there is 


So as to get it into the Recorp. As the Senator from 
us has the act to which he refers, I ask him to read it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have the act of 1889 before me. 

Mr. HALE. What page? 

Mr. PLUMB 797. Itis as follows: 


Page 7! 

That any company ar thorized by law to run cars propelled by horses within 
the District of Columbia is hereby authorized to substitute for horses electric 
power by storage or independent electrical batteries or underground wire, or 
underground cables moved by steam power, on the whole or any portion of its 
road way, with authority to purchase and use any terminal grounds and facili- 
ties necessary for the purpose; and any such street-railway company electing 
to substitute such power on any part of its tracks or road-beds on the streets of 
the District of Columbia shall, before doing so, cause such part of its road-beds 
to be laid with a flat .rooved rail and made level with the surface of the streets 
upon each side of said tracks or road-beds, so that no obstruction shall be pre- 
sented to vehicles passing over said tracks; Provided, That in the event said com- 
panies or either of them shal! fail for the period of two years from the passage 
of this act to exercise the powers and privileges hereinbefore given, such com- 
panies are hereby required to cause said rails and road-beds to be relaid with 
the flat grooved rails hereinbefore mentioned, so as to be level with the sur- 


fave of the streets upon each side of said tracks or road-beds, and the cost of mak- | 


ing the changes hereinbefore required shall be paid by the corporations or per- 
sons Owning or operating said street railroads, and if, after being notified by the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia in writing to comply with the terms 
of this act, the said corporations, or either of them, shall not within ninety days 
thereafter begin the work required and complete the same within a reasonable 


time, not more than twelve months from the expiration of said period of ninety | 


days, it shall be the duty of the commissioners to causethe necessary changes in 
said rails and road-beds to be made as soon as practicable ; and shall issue certifi- 
cates of indebtedness against the property, real or personal, of such railway com- 


pany, which certificates shall bear interest at the rate of 10 percent. per annum | 


until paid, and which, until they are paid, shall remain and be a lien upon the 
property on or against which they are issued, together with the franchise of said 
company; and if the said certificates are not paid within one year the said 
commissioners of this District of Columbia may proceed to sell the property 
against which they are issued, or soc much thereof as may be necessary to pay 
the amount due, such sale to be first duly advertised daily for one week in some 
newspaper published in the city of Washington, and to be sold at public auction 
to the highest bidder. 

Mr. HALE. There is not anything in that which authorizes these 
compauies to put up overhead wires anywhere. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all. 

Mr. HALE. And there is not in this, either ? 

Mr. PLUMB. They are especially forbidden to put up overhead 
wires by this amendment. 

Mr. VEST. What is the date of that act? 

Mr. PLUMB. It became a law on the 2d of March, 1889. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Kansas, for 
information, if, ander the provisions of the act which he has just read, 
the road running up Seventh street did not change its rails and its mo- 
tive power ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It did. 

Mr. GORMAN. And it issued bonds to cover the cost of that im- 
provement, which were convertible into the stock of the company. 
Now, that is a completed transaction. As I caught the reading of the 
amendment a moment since, it says that any railroad company within 
the District that has changed its rails or its motive power shall have a 
right to issue additional stock or bonds for the cost of the change. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not bonds; stock. 

Mr. GORMAN. Well, stock; whatever it is. There was no stock 
issued in this case, but there were bonds issued which they afterward 
converted into stock, two or three for one, as I understand. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, they have not converted them, I understand. 
They had no authority to issue stock. As I understand, they agreed 
that the holder might exchange the bonds forstock. As the company 
have no stock to issue it would be totally ineffective unless Congress 
should hereafter at some time give authority to the company to do that 
which they contracted with the holders of the bonds to do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is so much confusion in the 
Chamber that the Reporter can not possibly hear the debate. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understood the Senator to state in the discussion 
had here in the Senate that the transactions were complete, and that the 
‘bonds, or whatever the form of the certificate of indebtedness was, had 
been issued, and with the right to exchange them for stock, the stock 
being worth, asI understood, three toone. The matter that wasthought 
of at that time by the Senator, and I suppose by the Senate, was that 
in these cases where a great franchise had been given without taxation 
you now confer upon the holders additional privileges without impos- 
ing upon them a tax in proportion to the tax that you levy upon all 
the new lines. 

I ask the Senator whether there is anything in this provision that 
will do the two things, first, to prevent that sort of a financial transac- 
tion without offering the stock or bonds to the public, and the second 
is whether he has made provision to tax these roads anything like in 
proportion to the new roads that are now being chartered, which, as I 
think the Senator from Tennessee will bear me out, is 4 per cent. on 
the gross receipts. 

Mr. HARRIS. On all modern charters, so far as I remember, the 
provision has been a tax of 4 per cent. upon gross receipts; but I will 
say upon that subject that perhaps some two months ago I introduced 
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a resolution directing the Committee on the District of Columbia to 
investigate that matter and adopt some general rule applicable to all 
the railroads in the District of Columbia in that respect. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask my friend from Tennessee if 
it is not a fact that the old roads, the main roads, on which these privi- 
leges are now to be conferred, pay only the ordinary tax under the 
charter upon the property, and not the tax of 4 per cent. on the gross 
receipts. 

Mr. HARRIS. Such is my impression; that they pay simply upon 
their real estate and upon their personal property as other citizens pay 
upon real estate and personal property. 

Mr. GORMAN. Exactly; and yet they have a franchise that is 
worth a hundred times more per mile of road than the roads we are 
now chartering and putting the tax of 4 per cent. on the gross receipts 
upon. As I understand the amendment, and I put it in the form of 
an inquiry of the Senator from Kansas, and ask whether under this 
compromise of the conference committee you are not conferring upon 
these corporations additional privileges, a right to use an entirely dif- 
ferent motor from cable, any motor that may be invented, the right 
to make these changes and to issue additional stock, and yet you give 
them the advantages over all the other roads by simply permitting 
them to pay taxes upon their property and not upon their gross re- 
ceipts. 

‘That is an immense difference and an immense advantage; and it 
surprises me, if the Senator will permit me to say it to him, that in 
this provision, if it is to be made at all, the higher rate of tax should 
not be imposed that would be exactly just upon these lines that are in 
the center of the city and have the great privileges which are conferred 
on them. Ishould like to ask the Senator if any provision covering 
them has been made. 

Mr. HALE, Right in that line, let me ask what became of the pro- 
vision which was inserted that these companies should sell to the pub- 
lic eight tickets, I think it was, for 25 cents? 

Mr. HARRIS, A requirement of six tickets for 25 cents is the only 
provision I have ever known. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will answer the Senatorfrom Maryland. The pro- 
vision which has been quoted, and which has been adopted by the con- 
ferees and since adopted by the House of Representatives, does not im- 
pose any burdens of taxation upon the companies which they do not 
now bear; that is, it does not deal with the question of taxation at all. 
That matter was talked about, and it was deemed to be a matter which 
was within the jurisdiction more particularly of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, The Committee on Appropriationsdid not have 
the information necessary to enable them to determine what ought to 
be done. 

I stated at some length, when this report was before the Senate on a 
former occasion, just how we came to be connected with this piece of 
legislation. After some debate the Senate voted down the report upon 
the ground, as alleged, that the burden which we put upon the com- 
panies requiring them to sell eight tickets for 25 cents was too great. 
The conferees on the part of the Senate were bound to accept that as 
an instruction, and did 30, and consented to eliminate that, in connec- 
tion however with a requirement, which was added to the preceding 
provision, that these companies should within two years, under the 
penalty of forfeiting their charters, substitute for horse-power a modern 
motive-power. 

Mr. HALE. Not overhead wires? 

Mr. PLUMB. Not overhead wires; that is tosay, the motive power 
prescribed in the act of 1887 which has been quoted, or other modern 
motive power to the satisfaction of the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, and not to inelude everhead wires. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose with the idea that there would be on this 
main road that is so much used the cable system. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think on the Washington and Georgetown road, if 
that is the name of the road which oeeupies Pennsylvania avenne—— 

Mr. HALE. That is the one. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ithink that companyis intending to substitute cable 
for horse power on all its lines. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest to the Senater that some of them might con- 
strue that it would be a substitution of *‘ modern motive power ’’ to 
buy, younger horses. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not when the require:nent is to substitute modern 
motive power for horse-power. 

Mr. BLAIR. It means, then, some other power than horse-power ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It says distinctly that t hey shall substitute for horse- 
power some other power. 

Mr. BLAIR. It must he some other, and modern. 

Mr. PLUMB. It must be modern motive-power. In the first place, 
of course, this is a requirement to do a very large amount of work, and 
very expensive work, within a short peried of time. A Jarge amount 
of money has got to be raised. I have no doubt in the long run, and 
in a very brief period of time, the value of the property will be en- 
hanced far in excess of the additional expenditure; but money has 
got to be raised at all events, and as we require that to be done within 
a short period of time, that, aecorfling to the view of some gentlemen 
who leoked into this matter, constituted to some extent a burden, 
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but whether it be a burden or a benefit, if these roads are receiving | 


from the District more than they ought to have, and if they are not 
bearing their fair share of the public burdensin the shape of taxation, | 
that matter, I have no doubt, will be taken care of by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, which has had this subject before it, as 
stated by the Senator from Tennessee, and the benefits which are to be 
conferred by this legislation, as soon as they are manifested in the in- | 
creased receipts, if they are, as I have no doubt they will be, will be 
taken into account by that committee in its consideration of this very | 
important subject. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Kansas a question, | 
so that he may look to it when this matter comes up to-morrow. [| 
understand that the company owning the Seventh street line have 1s- 
sued bonds to cover the cost of the change of rail and the adoption of 
the cable system. Now, under the provisions of this report, would 
that company have a right to issue stock ? 

Mr. PLUMB. To take up those bonds? 

Mr. HARRIS. Well, to take up those bonds, or without taking up 
the bonds. I should like to know what its potver would be under this | 
report. 

Mr. PLUMB. They would have the right to issue stock to pay 
whatever expense was actually incurred in the substitution of that | 
power without any reference to the bonds. 

Mr. HARRIS. The right to issue stock ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes; to issue stock to meet the expense incurred by 
the substitution of cable for horse power. 

Mr. HARRIS. But they could not issue the stock under the pro- 
visions of this report unless it were for the redemption of bonds al- | 
ready issued. 

Mr. PLUMB. This would have no reference to the issue of bonds | 
at all. “As I understand, the company issued bonds, which it was pre- | 
scribed might be convertible into stock at par. Thesharesof stock of | 
$50 each are worth now from $300 to $325 per share. Of course if the | 
bonds were redeemable in stock at par they would be worth three for 
one. 

But this amendment does not deal with that transaction atall. The 
company must sel] the stock at its market price for the purpose of 
raising the money necessary to meet the expenses to be incurred by 
reason of this change of rail and motive power. All it could do, as I 
construe it, under this act with reference to those bonds, would be 
to take enough of the money which is realized from the sale of stock 
to pay the bonds oft according to their terms, that is to say, in stock. | 

Mr. HARRIS. The point in my mind which should be guarded | 
against is this: This company have issued the bonds, have made the 
change, have raised the money, and done the work. Now, if with 
these bonds outstanding they have the authority to issue stock to the | 
extent of that expenditure, it would be a pretty large watering proc- 
ess of the stock of the company. 

Mr. PLUMB. They could not do it unless they took that money 


| 
and paid off the bonds, leaving thereby only that class of obligation | 
outstanding, to wit, stock. | 
| 


Mr. PADDOCK. I understood that the report was ordered to be 
printed, and to go over until to-morrow. If that is the case, unless 
Senators will assure us that we shall not have the same debate over 
again to-morrow, I suggest that we go on with something else. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator trom Kansas yield to a motion 
for a brief executive session ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I was only answering some questions propounded to 
me. The agreement was that the report should be printed and go over 
until to-morrow. Iam not on the floor by any right at all, but sim- | 
ply in deference to Senators who wisbed me to answer questions. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I appeal to the Senator from Rhode Island, and 
I think he will agree that we have done a pretty full day’s work. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I promised the Senator from Indiana to yield for 
an executive session; and I therefore move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 32 minutes p. 


m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, July 31, 1890, 
at 10 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 30th day of July, 1890. 


GENERAL APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
Thaddeus 8. Sharretts, of Maryland, to be general appraiser of mer- 
chandise, under the provisions of the act approved June 10, 1890. 
COINER OF THE MINT, NEW ORLEANS. 


Louis Desmarais, of Louisiana, to be coiner of the mint of the United 
States at New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, in place of Allen 
Thomas, to be removed. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Edmund W. Roberts, of Grass Valley, Cal., to be register of the land 
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oflice at Sacramento, Cal., vice Selden Hetzel, whose term of of l 
expire August 4, 1890. 

Samuel Gordon, of Miles City, Mont., to be register of the land o 
it Miles City, Mont., vice Abernethy ¢ whose term of office will 
expire August 1, 1890 

RECEIVERS OF PI IONEY 

Richard J. Monroe, of Lewiston, Idaho. to be receiver o pablic ys 
at Lewiston, Idaho, vice Charles M. Foree, to be removed 

Alexander C, Coble, of Riverside, Wyo., to be receiver of publi 
moneys at Buffalo, Wyo., e John J. Orr, to be 1 ved 

INDIAN AG I 

Daniel F. Royer, of Alpena, S. Dak., to be agent for the Indians of 

the Pine Ridge agency in South Dakota, Hugh D. Gallagl 


be removed. 


George Steell, of Great Falls, Mont., to be agent for the Indian 


the Blackfeet agency in Montana, vice John B. Catlin, resigned. 
OSTMASTERS. 

Chester Johnson, to be postmaster at Thompsonville, in the coun 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut, whose commission expired Mari 
29. 1890 

Henry Clay Bulis, to be postmaster at Decorah, in the county of Win 

| neshiek and State of Iowa, in the place of John Finn, whose « mis- 


sion expired July 26, 1890. 
Stephen M. Eaton, to be postmaster at New Orle 


i i 


| of Orleans and State of Louisiana, in the place of George W. Nott, 1 
moved. 
George L. Bartlett, to be postmaster at Natick, in the county of Mid- 


dlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of George L. Sleeper, 
whose commission expired July 3, 1890. 

Charles H. Schoregge, to be postmaster at Sleepy Eye, in the county 
of Brown and State of Minnesota, in the place of Dennis G. (|! 


ary, 

whose commission expired July 26, 1890. 
Albert D. Lawrence, to be postmaster at Tecumseh, in the county ot 
Lenawee and State of Michigan, in the place of L. Loana Stacy, who 


was appointed by the President, November 20, 1888, but 


not having 
been confirmed by the Senate, her term has expired by limitation of 
the law. 

John Berger, to be postmaster at Hicksville, in the county of Defi- 
ance and State of Ohio, in the place of Jacob Wisner, whose commis 
sion expired July 3, 1890, and the nomination of Mrs. Minnie B. ‘l'aylor, 
which was sent to the Senate June 26, 1890, having been withdrawn at 
her own request. 

John P. Teagarden, to be postmaster of Waynesburgh, in the county 
of Greene and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James &. 
nings, whose commission expires August 3, 1890. 

Henry H. Fay, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of New- 
port and State of Rhode Island, inthe place of Lewis Brown, resigned. 

Thomas H. Smith, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county of 
Chesterfield and State of Virginia, in the place of Henry A. Jordan, 
removed. 

Charles E. Anderson, to be postmaster at Weston, in the county of 
Lewis and State of West Virginia, in the place of Alexander H. Brown, 
removed. 


William P. Bentley, to be postmaster at Bluffton, in the county of 


len 


| Allen and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 


office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after July 
1, 1890, 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn by the Preside nt July 30, 1890. 


Mrs. Minnie B. Taylor, to be postmaster at Hicksville, in the State 
of Ohio; at her own request. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 30, 1890. 
ENVOYS -EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
John D. Washburn, of Massachusetts, now minister resident and 

consul-general of the United States at Berne, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Switzerland. 

John L. Stevens, of Maine, now minister resident of the United 
States at Honolulu, to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 
tentiary to the Hawatian Islands. 

Clark E, Carr, of Illinois, now minister resident and consul-general 
of the United States at Copenhagen, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to Denmark. 

Thomas H. Anderson, of Ohio, now minister resident and consul- 
general of the United States at La Paz, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to Bolivia. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Seventh Regiment of Cavalry, 
First Lieut. Charles A. Varnum, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. James D. Mann, to be first lieutenant, 
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Twentieth Regiment of Infantry. 


eut. Joseph F. Huston, to be captain. 
Lieut. Rowland G. Hill, to be first lieutenant. 


he 


Twenty-first. Regiment of Infantry. 
ieut. Willis Wittich, regimental adjutant, to be captain. 
Twenty-Third Regiment of Infantry. 
lirst Lient. Orlando L. Wieting, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Williem H. Allaire, to be first lieutenant. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


Emory F. Strong, of Connecticut. to be marshal of the United States 
ior the district of Connecticut 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Charles O. Churchill, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Plymouth, in the State of Massachusetts. 


GENERAL APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE, 


Thaddeus 8. Sharretts, of Maryland, to be general appraiser of mer- 


handise, 
POSTMASTER 
lienry H. Fay, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of New- 
port, Rhode Island 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, July 30, 1890. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J, H. CUTHBERT, 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
\ message from the Senate, by. Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment a joint reso- 
tion (H. Res, 203) to continue the provisions of a joint resolution 
appreved June 30, 1890, entitled ‘‘A joint resolution to provide tempo- 
varily for the expenditures of the Government.”’ 
Lol 


ISIANA LOTTERY. 


fhe SPEAKER iaid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads: 
Tk 


the Senate and House of Representatives 
The recent attempt to secure a charter from the State of North Dakota fora 
lottery company, the pending effort to obtain from the State of Louisiana a re- 
newal of the charter of the Louisiana State Lottery, and the establishment of 
one or more lottery companies at Mexican towns near our border have served 
the good purpose of calling public attention to an evil of vast proportions. If 
the baneful effects of the lotteries were confined to the States that give the com- 
panies corporate powers and a license to conduct the business, the citizens of 
other States, being powerless to apply legal remedies, might clear themselves 
of responsibility by the use of such moral agencies as were within their reach. 
ut the case is not so. The people of all the States are debauched and de- 
frauded. The vast sums of money offered to the States for charters are drawn 
from the people of the United States, and the General Government, through its 
mail system, i4 made the effective and profitable medium of intercourse be- 
tween the lottery company and its victims. The use of the mails is quite as es- 
scntial to the companies as the State license, It would be practically impossible 
for these companies to exist if the public mails were once effectively closed 
against their advertisements and remittances. The use of the mails by these 
companies isa prostitution of an agency only intended to serve the purpose 
of a legitimate trade and a decent social intercourse. It is not necessary, I am 
re, for me to attempt to portray the robbery of the poor and the widespread 
corruption of public and private morals which are the necessary incidents of 
these lottery schemes 

Phe national Capital has become a subheadquarters of the Louisiana Lottery 
Company, and its numerous agents and attorneys are conducting here a busi- 
ness involving probably a larger use of the mails than that of any legitimate 
business enterprise in the Districtof Columbia. There seems to be good reason 
to believe that the corrupting touch of these agents has been felt by the clerks 
in the postal service and by some of the police officers of the District. 

Severe and effective legislation should be promptly enacted to enable the 
Post-Office Department to purge the mails of all letters, newspapers, and cir- 
culars relating to the business. 

Che letter of the lostmaster-General, which I transmit herewith, points out 
the inadequacy of the existing statutes and suggests legislation that would be 
effective. It may also be necessary to so regulate the carrying of letters by the 
express companies as to prevent the use of those agencies to maintain com- 
munication oeweedin the lettery companies and their agents or customers in 
other States. It does not scem possible that there can be any division of sen- 
timent as to the propriety of closing the mails against these companies, and I 
therefore venture to express the hope that such proper powers as are necessary 
to that end will be at once given to the Post-Office Department 
BENJ, HARRISON, 


EXecvrive MANSION, July 29, 1890. 
LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


Mr. MCKENNA, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House papers in the case of Charles Murphy. 


ul 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


The SPEAKER submitted the following requests for leave of ab- 
sence: 


To Mr. BULLOCK, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
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| will be laid aside for the present. 
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To Mr. 
business. 
To Mr. 
lo Mr. 
To Mr 
ness. 
To Mr. 
To Mr. 
To Mr. 
illness. 
To Mr. 
To Mr. 
To Mr. 
To Mr. 
ness. 
To Mr. 


BoOATNER, until the 20th of August, on account of important 


LENLBACH, for ten days, on account of important business. 
McCorMIck, for fourdays, on account of important business. 
Biss, until the 5th of August, on account of important busi- 


DIBBLE, for one week, on account of important business. 
BUNN, until Thursday, on account of important business. 
TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, for a few days, on account of 


SHIVELY, for one week. 

DUNPHY, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

YARDLEY, until August 1, on account of important business, 
WASHINGTON, for ten days, on account of important busi- 


KNAPP, for this week, on account of important business. 
To Mr, HENDERSON, of North Carolina, an extension of leave for one 
week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Burrows, for ten days, on account of important business. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, these various requests will be 
granted. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, if these requests for leave of absence 
be granted, will a quorum be left for the transaction of business? It 
not, I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to answer that question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I think that had better be de- 
termined before the requests are granted. 

The SPEAKER. Then, without objection, these various requests 
The Chair hears no objection. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, the report of the committee of con- 
ference on House bill 3711, the District of Columbia appropriation bill, 
was under consideration heretofore for a part of two legislative days, 
and on the 3d of July the previous question was moved by me, pend 
ing which the point of no quorum was made and the House adjourned. 
My colleagues on the committee now say that they desire some furthe: 
debate; and before pressing a proposition to renew the consideration o! 
the conference report I shall be glad to hear from them as to how much 
time they desire. 

Mr. CANNON, If the gentleman will yield for a moment—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yield to the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. I should have moved this morning that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the furtherconsideration 
of the Senate amendments to the sundry civil bill, but the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McComMAs] comes to me and says that owing to 
sickness in his family, which requires him to be absent, he desires to 
have this conference report on the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill disposed of to-day. Therefore I refrain from making the motion | 
would otherwise have made in regard to the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In order to get our business out of the way of the 
sundry civil bill, which the House is desirous to consider, I would be 
glad if my colleagues on the committee would consent to as short a 
time as possible for the debate. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. There are some important questions arising in 
connection with this conference report. Weshall contend, and I think 
shall be able to show beyond a doubt, that the appropriations made 
by the bill as reported by the conferees exceed the revenues of the 
District government by several hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the gentleman confine his remarks in the first 
place to the question of time ? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I was about to say that in consequence of the 
importance of the questions involved, I think we ought to have an hour 
on each side. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I suggest to my colleague whether half an hour on 
each side will not be sufficient, in view of the fact that the temper o! 
the House is in favor of going on with the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I think the time the gentleman suggests would 
not be sufficient, There are several gentlemen who desire to speak, 
and an hour on each side is a very short time. 

Mr. McCOMAS. What does my colleague say ? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I think we must insist on having an hour on 
each side. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Gentlemen on both sides seem to be anxious to go 
on with the discussion of the irrigation question to-day, and we ought 
not to occupy more time with this matter than is necessary. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. This subject is as important as the subject of 
irrigation, and I think more so. An hour on each side is a very short 
time for the discussion of so important a question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I suggest that gentlemen might get 
along with an hour aud a half, the time to be equally divided. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Let us make it an hour and a half. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I think we must have on our side at least an 
hour. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Well, let it be understood then that if our side 
does not consume its hour the vote shall be taken so much earlier. 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let one hour be controlled by each 
side, to be occapied or not, as the gentleman controlling the hour may 
determine. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iask unanimous consent then that the previous 
question on agreeing to the report of the committee of conference be 
considered as ordered at the end of two hours, or such portion of that 
time as may be consumed in the discussion, one hour to be controlled 
on each side. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the proposition to be that 
the previous question be considered as ordered at the end of two hours 
it any rate, or earlier if a less time be occupied in the discussion; that 
one hour be under the control of each side. __[s there objection to thi 
proposition? The Chair hears none. 

The House resumed the consideration of the report of the committe: 
of conference on the bill (H. R. 3711) making appropriations to pro 
for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1291, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been discussed pro and 
con by members of the Committee on Appropriations and of the Hons 
and until my colleague on the committee [Mr. MuTCHLER], who evi 
dently has a deliverance to make on this subject, shall have made ap- 
parent what there is further to be discussed I reserve the hour on our 
side that he may be recognized now iu his own time. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Speaker, if the bill which has been re- 
ported by the conference committee becomes a law there will be, a¢ 
cording to the statement of the District commissioners and of th 
auditor of the District, Mr. Petty, a deficiency in the revenues of this 
District below the amount appropriated of somewhere between $275, 
000 and $400,000. I submit that this ought not to be; that Congress 
ought not to appropriate more money for the District of Columbia 
than the revenues amount to. This is the only question now before 
the House. 

The bill, as reported by the conference committee, carries appro- 
priations amounting, according to the figures of the auditor, M1 
Petty, which I hold in my hand, to $5,673,036.97. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Let me correct my colleague, as I know he wants 
to be right. The correct amount is $5,535,036,97. 


Mr. MUTCHLER. Well, I have here the figures given by the au 


ditor. 
Mr. McCOMAS. The total which the gentleman gives is made by 


adding the appropriation of $92,000 for the Zoological Park and $45, 
000 in the deficiency bill. The gentleman was undertaking to state 
the amount of appropriations in this particular bill 

Mr. MUTCHLER. The estimated amount of revenues, as I have 
them and as furnished by the commissioners, | believe, is $2,600, 600.22 
This, taken from the amount [ have just given as the total of th 
propriations, leaves an apparent deficiency of $471,836.53. 

The amount to be received from new buildings—this I understand 
to refer to buildings which have been erected on lots which were vacant 
a year ago—is estimated, I believe, by the commissioners at $97,500. 
I understand that these figures have been modified and corrected, and 
the true amount is about $60,000. 

If we deduct the $27,000, which we must deduct twice, because it 
goes into the appropriations by the District and also the appropriations 
by the Government, there is left a deficiency of the amount I have al- 
ready stated, $471,000; but the apparent deficiency, even taking into 
account the $97,500 of revenue estimated to be derived from new build 
ings, is $276,836.53. 

In addition to this, Mr. Speaker, we have the statement of the com- 
missioners themselves. [I believe my friend from Maryland has the 
original letter; I have only a newspaper copy of it. The commissioners, 
having discovered the fact that the appropriations fur exceeded the rev- 
enues of the District, addressed a letter to the committee asking that 
a correction be made. In this letter they say: 

The last estimate stibmitted by the commissioners while the District bill was 
under consideration before the Committee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives, a copy of which was also furnished to the Senate Committee 
on Appropriations, placed the revenues to be derived from taxat 
cellaneous sources at £2,600,600,22. 

This amount, this paper states, being doubled by adding the amount 
contributed by the United States, we have the total amount of the 
revenues, being $5,201,200.44. The District bill as agreed to in con- 
ference appropriates out of the general fund, exclusive of the wate 
fund, the sum of $5,536,036.96. Now, the bill for maintaining the 
Zoological Park appropriates $92,000. The supplemental deficiencies 
amount to $45,000 more, showing a deficiency in the revenues on a 
count of appropriations for this year of $471,836.53. 

This letter then proceeds: 


In the estimates submitted by the commissioners October 1, 1389, the sum of 


$97,500 for new buildings was included, but the subcommittee of the Hous« 
Committee on Appropriations objected to this item and at their request revised 
estimates excluding it were furnished and will be found on page Sof Mr. Mc- 
CoMASs’s report on the District bill, Report No. 3, House bill 3711, Fiftw-first ¢ on- 
gress, first session. ’ 
Assuming the correctness of this estimate we have 

Revenues from new buildings...... 
Proportion payable by United States 


Total 


ap- 


on and mis 


997.500 





. 19.009 
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Deduct this an t from t 

x in add to the f 2 at 

pending appropriations out of the . . 
. i < In view ‘ \ 
suge tt ppropria . 

s of reas able ticipa ia roy 
ment for the year ending Ju 5 | amt 
I ! \ he les t t 
A of pass g thes i 
payment of the appropriations f i s 
men fthe Zoological Park intwe 3 
the nues of the District 1 \ 
tions for 1891 

Now, it is verv evident, from the tig 1] lit f 
the District of Colambia, and th t ‘ 
elves, that this bill carries an appropriation 
and above the revenues of the District for t he 

u for us to determine is simply this: Shall ¢ ‘ pproy 3 
um of money, which far exceeds the revenues La t 
com! sioners to use their judgment in iling down tl 1 
tions; that is, to allow the District commissioners to « t 

idgment as to what appropriations they will use and what they will 
not use, or shall we reduce the appropriations to meet the revenues? 

The matter can be very easily corrected fhe appropriations can 
be brought within the revenues of the District by deteating the confer- 
ence report, letting it go back to the conference committee, and letting 
the reduction be made there so asto meet the deficit and bring the total 
within the amount of the revenues If that is done, the ' ioners 


will have no discretion in the matter at all, but must ap 
nues in accordance with the appropriation bill. 

That, Mr. Speaker, is all I desire to submit at the present time, and 
I reserve the remainder of the ti il 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman dos not de 
more time, I shall ask—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like tocall the attention of th: 
from Maryland in charge of the bill briefly to a proposi 
in this conference report. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will suggest to my friend that he can probably 
get time from the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. MUTCHLEI 











g I ER}. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. How much t does the gentleman from Texas 
want 

Mr. SAYERS. A very few moment: 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I yield fi ! ite 1 from 
Texas. 

Mr, SAYERS If I ecan get the attention of the gentleman from 
Maryland for a few moments, I will ask him as to the character of the 
amendment which the conference committee have put on that clause 
of the bill authorizing the city railroad companies, when changing the 


character of their roads, to add to the amount of their capital stock so 











as to meet the expenditure incurred for that purpose ill the ger 
tleman inform the House what amendment the conference con ttee 
put on the amendment of the Senate in that respect 

Mr. McCOMAS. The amendment to which my colleague reft s tl 
amendment numbered 165 in the conlerence report It is not very long 
and I will read it, if my colleague desire 

Mr. SAYERS. I will be very glad. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It provides 

sre Phat any stree 1ilroad co \ ithe District of Co a wuth« 
zed to run ears drawn bv horses, whi has changed or may ang 4 tive 
power on any of its lines now constructed to cable or electricity, or change it 
rails in accordance with the provisions of law, sha!l have the right to issue and 
sell,at the market price thereof, stock of said « pany to an amount necessary 
to cover the cost of making said char s, the cost said chan 3 and t 
amount of said stock sold, together with the price per share, to be fully s 
forth, under the oath of the president of said company, and filed with the con 
missioners of the District 

ry’ I J 7 +e 9 Iie ‘ 

hat, with some changes, is a Senate amendment 

Mr. SAYERS. Did not the conference committee so change tha 
amendment as to make its provisions retroactive; that is, to apply to 


those street railway companies which had already changed the chara 


ter of their service, as well as those which might do so hereafter ” 

Mr. McCOMAS. was about to say that that was subst intially 
the Senate amendment as it came to the House, except that it applied 
to all roads which have changed or may hereafter change 


Tr. SAYERS. 
Mr. McCOMAS 


That feature was ingraited by the conferen 


Yes, and this further provision 





And any company ava £ { p e herein ed s 
eighteen months, wholly dis; orses a eT ve t ns 
of its line and substitute there power ! t ga 
propriations for the expenses of the gover ent Dist ( 1, ap- 
proved March 2, 1889, or other mode a 4 ved 
by the commissioners ot the District ~ over- 
} 


ead Wires; 
With the further provision added that i h company, operat- 


ing a line or lines of street railroads from Georgetown, West Wash 


ington, to or beyond the Capit i to substitute for 
horse-power the power herein s] lor p ided for within eighteen 
months, it shall subject itself to a forfeiture of its charte1 yr the 
conference committee thought that there should be a provision to « 

pel the giving of rapid transportation on the main thoroughfares on 


both sides of the Capitol 
Mr. SAYERS 


The object of my inquiry w to , that } 





al ee a 


; 
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bly under the Senate amendment as amended by the conference com- 
mittee, there might be an opportunity for a very great and profitable 
speculation by the company which has lately substituted a cable road 
on Seventh street for the old horse-cars., 

Mr. MCCOMAS. My colleague has not considered that the only 
stock that can be issued is to the extent of the actual expenditure of 
moneys in putting down the rapid-transit equipment; and that must 
be examined as we have provided for, and investigated and sworn to, 
so as to limit it to the actual expenditure. In the opinion of the House 
conferees, on both sides of the House, it was thought that the Senate 
amendment did allow too much latitude, and we put in those further 
provisions, to get that advantage for the public, and also to prevent 
the speculation which my colleague has spoken of. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman express an opinion as to whether 
the provisions in the clause as amended are of such a character as will 
prevent an undue issuance of stock on account of the increased value 
of bonds and the decreased value of stock, as quoted at the time of the 
issuance? 

For instance, say that the cable road cost $750,000 and bonds were is- 
sued.to cover that amount, due and payable at the option of the com- 
pany in stock, whenever Congress should confer upon the company the 
power to authorize the issuance of that stock, and supposing the mem- 
bers of the company to be in possession of those bonds, it might be 
to the interest of the company, the holders of those bonds, that the 
value of those bonds should be increased and at the same time the 
value of thie stock be decreased. If this should be so it would insure 
a profit in the final outcome, not only upon the bonds, but also upon 
the stock. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The things which my colleague is now considering 
are the very things which the conferees thought very weighty and worth 
consideration, and in the best fashion they could they made these pro- 
visions. My colleague will observe that the great danger which he 
speaks of will be avoided by the provision that this stock shall issue 
and sell at the market price thereof. The condition as understood by 
the conferees was that here were companies having valuable franchises 
and property, having stock issued, and having put down or intending to 
put down electric equipments or cable, at great additional expense, and 
for which they issue their bonds. The stocks of these companies are 
already very high, some of them 4 to 1 or 3} to1, and therefore we pro- 
vided that in issuing this stock they should not be able to issue stock 
which could be'sold on the market here along with that high-priced 
stock in the market now, but when they did issue it itshould be upon 
open sale atthe market price, as an inducement tothem not to endeavor 
to issue stock above the needs of the actual amount expended in build- 
ing. Then we further provided that they should make returns of the 
cost and sales, and there should be an inspection and inquiry into what 
was the cost, all under oath, and their returns should be made and 
filed with the commissioners. Now, my colleague will find it pretty 
hard, I think, to suggest additional cautionary provisions. We tried 
to add all that we could. It did not seem right to prevent these stock- 
holders from giving rapid transit, and if they did give us rapid transit 
it did seem right that they should issue, for the amount actually ex- 
pended, stock to pay therefor; but we guarded against the very thing 
that my colleague is also trying to avoid, by providing that that stock 
should be sold at the market price and so accounted for that there 
would be no advantage or at least little inducement to water their 
stock. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I understand it to be the opinion of the gen- 
tleman that the interests of the public and of the Government are sufii- 
ciently protected by the Senate amendment as enlarged upon by the 
amendment put upon it by the conferees. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Well, I will say to my colleague that the conferees 
have tried to guard it in the best way they knew how and to prevent 
the very evil my colleague would desire to avoid. It may be good; it 
may be partly good. I hope it will be suflicient. It was the best that 
the wisdom of the conferees of the House and Senate could devise. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to ask the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. 
McComas] a question. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have not the floor. My colleague on the com- 
mittee [Mr. MuTCHLER] has the floor. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
HEARD] five minutes. 

Mr. HEARD, I will take but a moment. I desire to call the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] in charge of 
this bill to a feature in the amendment which he has read, and to di- 
rect his attention to that part which provides for granting permission 
to those companies now using horse-power to convert their present 
system into a better one. In the first mention of such better system 
it is limited by the language of the provision here before us to two 
kinds only, that is, electric and cable. Later on a provision is made 
for ‘‘ other modern power to be approved by the commissioners.’’ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I insist that the language, ‘‘other modern power 
to be approved by the commissioners,’’ should be put in that first pro- 
vision, in order to relieve it of all uncertainty as to whether or not some 
other power besides the two kinds, electric and cable, might not be 
used; for the reason that, while those two are already demonstrated to 
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be good, it is also claimed by those who favor what is called pneu- 
matic power that it is equally good. 

It would make it perfectly plain were it mentioned in the first place 
also. I want the attention of my friends for a moment to another 
matter, There is a company, as I am informed, now engaged in mak- 
ing a road in this city or in the District, the cars on which are to be 
propelled by compressed air, or pneumatic power. It is claimed by 
the advocates of that principle to be a success, and I think it ought to 
be made so clear that if any of these people should desire to change 
from the use of horse-power they may be able to adopt that plan, if 
proved to be good, and in order to relieve it of any uncertainty I sug- 
gest that the language which I have mentioned be put into the pro- 
vision where the power is first mentioned, as well as in the second 
place. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I admit that the gentleman is right; that it would 
be more perspicuous and still more definite if the words ‘‘pneumatic 
or other modern power ’’ were repeated in both places. 

Mr. HEARD. I would suggest that if it be inserted in the first 
place it would not be necessary to so insert in thesecond; but by omit- 
ting it in the first place I am not sure that the sense is clear that any 
but the two kinds of power specifically mentioned in the first place 
could be used. 

Mr. McCOMAS, There I differ with the gentleman, because the 
language is: 

Any company availing itself of the privilege herein granted shall have the 
right to change its power. 

Mr. HEARD. To what power? 

Mr. McCOMAS. And substitute therefor the power provided for, 
to wit, under the act making appropriations for the expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia, approved March 2, 1889, they 
were permitted to adopt electric or pneumatic or other modern power. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please suspend for a moment 
while the Chair lays before the House the following report of the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the follow- 
ing joint resolution; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 203) to continue the provisions of a joint 
resolution approved June 30, 1890, entitled ‘‘ Joint resolution to pro- 
vide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government.”’ 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HEARD. I will say to my colleague that I am not familiar with 
the language of the act of 1889, but if the act of 1889 is broad enough 
to cover the adoption of modern power within the prescribed limits, 
then the amendment which I suggest need not be insisted upon. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The committeé understood what the gentleman 
suggested, and they want all that the gentleman suggested. 

Mr. HEAKD. I was not sure of that, and wanted to be certain. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ithink my friend may leave that to the conference 
committee. I said I admitted that it might be more perspicuous if it 
be used in one as well as in the other; butit is now August, and if any- 
thing of the kind should be deemed necessary when Congress assembles 
again in December for the best administration in the matter, then some 
amendment can be made that will cover the point the gentleman sug- 
gests; but I am confident it is accomplished. 

Mr. HEARD. I want toask the gentleman about one other feature 
of the bill. He states, and I understand the provisions so to be, that 
the two roads described are the roads which run from Georgetown to 
East Washington, or the Metropolitan road and the Washington and 
Georgetown road. 

Mr. McCOMAS. On the main thoroughfares. 

Mr. HEARD. Now, the time is limited to eighteen months for the 
conversion on all their lines. I suggest to my friend that the language 
should be so modified as to require them to make the change at least 
on their main lines in eighteen months. It occurs to me that they 
clearly should be compelled to make such a change, and they should 
be required to do it within the eighteen months on their through lines. 
But they have also several branch lines; and therefore I suggest to my 
friend that it might be well to amend the proposition so as to make 
them complete the main lines in eighteen months, and leave them two 
years, if necessary, in which to complete the branch lines. Now, I ask 
my friend whether or not he has investigated the matter and ascertained 
whether eighteen months will be sufficient time for these roads to make 
the change contemplated. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In answer to the gentleman I can inform him that 
members of the committee and my colleagues on the conference have 
made inquiry, and there is no manner of doubt that everything can be 
done in one year; but for safety those who wish to take advantage of 
this act can have the inducements of it within eighteen months. Eight- 
een months would be plenty. I want to tell my friend that it says 
that those who within eighteen months accept the provisions of this act 
shall be allowed to issue stock under the conditions that are prescribed, 
and that those who shall not substitute motive-power for horse-power 
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within two years shall suffer the forfeiture; so that two years is the 
extreme wherein any company may be compelled to change the power. 

Mr. HEARD. I did not catch the latter part of it. It was that 
point I was directing the attention of my friend to. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That answers my colleague. 

Mr. HEARD. The penalty imposed, of course, is a very severe one, 
the forfeiture of their charter; and, while they ought to be compelled 
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to make such change, we also in justice to all parties should make | 


that change under reasonable conditions as to time. 
Mr. CANNON. I will vote for the conference report embodying 


that provision, but my own idea is that, instead of granting them two | 


years, one year would be amply suflicient, and if I had my way I would 
forfeit their charter if they did not make the change in one year. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I agree with the gentleman that one year is ample 
for the purpose; but the conferees thought otherwise. 

Mr. HEARD. I donot believe the gentleman is correct about that. 
My idea is that eighteen months is a short enough time. 


a condition that the companies can not meet. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Speaker, we have now occupied half an 
hour on this side, and I think we are entitled to hear from the other side. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mycolleague on the committee (Mr. MuTcHLER] 
is right. There ought to be some answer made to the very remarkable 
statement of a deficiency submitted by him, and submitted, I know, in 
entirely good faith byhim. My colleague, coming Jater than myself and 
others to this service in connection with District appropriations and 
District revenues, gave the statement according to the extent of his 
knowledge of the subject. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I obtained my knowledge from the commis- 
sioners themselves and from the auditor of the District. 
' Mr. McCOMAS. This letter of the commissioners, somehow given 
to the newspapers before it came to my notice and as soon as it came to 
the committee of which I have the honor to be a member, is a very re- 
markable statement. 


[I want the | 
work done at asearly a day as practicable, but I do not want to impose | 


| seems to indicate as his view, 


I am confident that it would have puzzled my | 


able and experienced colleague on the committee, the gentleman from | 


Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], if he had been present and had seen or heard 


it, or my colleague from lowa[Mr. HENDERSON ], with his large expe- | 


rience of these District appropriations, and therefore I am not very 
much surprised that my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. Murcu- 
LER | took that statement as meaning a great deal. It is in the con- 
clusion, as I will demonstrate in a very few minutes, that most of the 
meaning is found. Since that letter was written I have taken the 
trouble to have a revised statement made by the auditor of the District, 
the very same official who made the statement named in that letter, 
andif gentlemen will give me their attention I will now explain briefly 
how widely ‘in error is that letter of July 7 which was addressed to 
the subcommittee and read by my colleague [Mr. MutcHLER] here. 

But let me say, first, that if the estimates made by the commissioners 
when we met in December last were correct, as they were required to 
be by law, then this bill is within the revenues of the District. If the 
estimate of expenditures made by the commissioners and submitted to 
this House and the supplemental estimate of expenditures sent later 
to the Senate, embracing new subjects, were within the revenues ot 
the District (and it was the duty of the commissioners not to estimate 
beyond their revenues), then this bill is clearly within the revenues 
of the District. 

But the commissioners have persuaded the Senate to add an amend- 
ment allowing them to expend $360,000, taking it out of the money 
already appropriated, and nearly all paid out, for developing the water- 
pipe service provided for in the last District bill, and the additional 
money provided by Congress to be paid by the District for the Zoolog- 
ical Park, allowing them to take all that money practically as a loan 
from the Government and to give to the United States in its place notes 
payable in installments, one each year for twenty-five years, the idea 
being that they might recoup themselves out of the money for the 
water-works and borrow outside, upon obligations of the District, 
$360,000 for large and unnecessary expenditures. And in the letter 
which my colleague [Mr. MUrcHLER] has read they show their pur- 
pose in publishing that letter in the newspapers where they say, at the 
end of the remarkable tabulation of figures made by their auditor: 

Without desiring to be importunate, we would again suggest the advisability 
of passing the Senate amendment to the District bill providing for the payment 
of the appropriations for the new water-main and for the establishment of the 
Zoological Park, in twenty-five annual installments. 

That explains the whole business. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman state what they propose to do 
with that money ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. They propose that it shall be expended in various 
matters of estimate and increased expenditure which I can not now 
detail. They make no special appropriation of that money; they 
simply make their estimates to this House, and then they make new 
supplemental estimates in the Senate. 

Mr. HEARD. What I want to ascertain is whether or not the money 
which they propose to borrow will be necessary to meet the District 
part of the expenditures provided for in the appropriation bill. 
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Mr. McCOMAS. Most emphatically not, as I will show presently 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman answer 
&@ question for information ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes, sir. 





Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the Distr of Columbia 

| were exempted from one-half of the payment of the expense of that 
hole in the ground which I believe is called an ‘‘aqueduct,’’ or a 
* viaduct,’’ or a *‘ tunnel,’’ and which was an absolute failure by reason 
of the neglect of the officers of the Government, and not by the fault of 
the District, and if it were exempted from the payment of half the ex- 
penditure for the Zoological Park, would there be a deficiency undet 


the estimates submitted by the commissioner 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will show presently that there is no deticien 
now; but, of course, upon the basis stated in the gentlem 
there would not only be no deficiency, but there would be 
plus fund 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would be glad if my friend 
would put into the REcoRD the exact facts as to that statement 

Mr. McCOMAS. I agree with what my colleague on the committee 
that the District ougnt to be reimbursed 
its half of the money expended upon the tunnel, which was expended 
ostensibly for the benefit of the District of Columbia, but which did 
not yield any benefit and which was not expended at the suggestion 
of the District. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will not the gentleman, in connection with 
that, give us some information as to whether or not that tunnel was 
made at the request of the District authorities ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will say from an examination which I made 
several years ago that, so far as I now recall, Major Twining, who was 
one of the District commissioners and the representative of the Gov- 
ernment, was the first to suggest a tunnel. He and Captain Hoxie, 
the assistant under Major Lydecker, the Government engineer, were, 
so far as I know, the main promoters of that enterprise. 

But I supposed my colleague on the committee [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 
of Kentucky ],when he spoke of the water-works, referred to the sur- 
face works, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, sir 
in my mind, for the reason that I wanted 
as distinct a form as possible. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My colleague on the committee [Mr. 
McComas] will allow me to correct nim in one respect. Captain Hoxie 
was one of the originators of a plun; but the plan suggested by him 
was not followed out 

Mr.HEARD. That is correct 

Mr.McCOMAS. Yes; Captain Hoxie was in favor of what may be 
called a surface tunnel, a tunnel only so far below the suriace as to 
obviate the climatic and atmospheric effects, such as frosts. The deep 
tunnel originated, as I have stated, in the suggestion of the gentleman 
at that time the engineer commissioner of the District: and, so far as 
I know, was urged in that way, and not in response to any demand of 
the people of the District. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose to show th 
whatever under the appropriationsin this bill. 


in’s question 


a large sur 





I kept them separate 
to have the information in 


+ there 


will be no deficiency 
I have here the state- 
> the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, that the revenues of the District would amount to $2,600,000, 
a like amonnt, of course, being contributed by the United States Gov- 
ernment, making doubie that sum. Now, the bill as agreed upon by 
the committee does appropriate, as my colleague on the committee 


| has stated, $5,536,036.97; and adding the appropriations for main- 


tenance of the Zoological Park for the 
mental deficiencies, the total would be 
036.97. 

Then the total revenue, if the statement contained in the letter re- 
ferred to by him embraced everything, would be $5,201,200. 44, sothat 
there would be a deficiency of $471,836.53, which would be reduced, as 
he has said, by revenues from new buildings, as they are called, a very 
inapt term, meaning that when buildings are erected throughout the 
District and assessed as real property at $1.50 per $100 there is so much 
added to the revente; that is to say, ifthere were new buildings erected 
to the assessed value of $6,000,000 the revenue from that source, at $1.50 
per $100, would be $90,000. The reduction from this source, it is sup- 
posed, would amount to $195,000, leaving, according to my colleague, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, a deficiency of $276,836.53. 

But my colleague on the committee, having recently entered upon 
hisservice asa member of that Committee, filling, as he does, the vacancy 
caused by the death of Mr. Randall, of Pennsylvania, whom we all so 
much lament and who was for so many years the distinguished chair 
man of our committee—my colleague |Mr. MuTCHLER] is to be par- 
doned tor overlooking the fact that the sum really to be taken into con- 
sideration as an apparent deficiency is only half of the sum I have just 
named, one-half of the revenues of the District being contributed by the 
Government and the other half by the District; so that the auditor of 
the District who prepared this letter ought to have named the amount 
as $138,418.26. That is the amount that we havetodeal with. That 
is the deficiency contended for by my colleague. 


current year and for supple- 
thesum stated by him, $5,673,- 
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ow, I have examined very carefully to ascertain whether there will 
be a deficiency of this amount. 

Mr. MUTCHLER ltight here the gentlemen will allow me to ask, 

true that the additional revenues trom new buildings will amount 
to S97, 5007 

Mr. MCCOMAS, I will answer that question in a moment. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Is not the correct amount only $60,000 ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. According to the total of this year the amount 
would be, strictly speaking, $66,999. 

Mr.MUTCHLER. Andthat difference is to be added tothe $138, 0007 

Mr. MCCOMAS, I will dothat. Now, will there be a deficiency of 
$138,000? How are we to ascertain this? By reference to the esti- 
mates, Now taketheestimate. The auditor of the District, who pre- 
pared the letter to which my colleague on the committee has referred, 
wrote an answer to that ietter. I want to say in advance that what 
he has here said—I state this upon my own responsibility as a Repre- 
sentative, from my experience of six years on this committee and in 
connection with this bill—isan understatement. Though his previous 
letter shows that there will be no deficiency, even his last letter is an 
understatement; and here at this hour—1 o’clock on the next to the 
last day of Jaly—I am able to say that if I live until next winter I 
shall be able to show, though perhaps my colleague on the committee 
[Mr. BkeCKINRIDGE, of Kentucky] doubts this—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, I was experiencing a 
feeling of sadness at the possibility you might not live. My feeling 
was not one of doubt in regard to your statement, but melancholy 
the possibility to which you alluded. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will show my colleague and the House when 
need be that the revenues of the District for the current year will ex- 
ceed this sum, the total of appropriations, the park and deficiencies 
which Iam about to read. Let me read the letter of the auditor in 
answer to his previous letter. This officer, having made his estimates 
in the first place, cut them down upon our revisal and examination as 
a committee. I myself brought him to book on this subject and in- 
vestigated the actual receipts. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will my colleague allow a brief in 
terruption at this point? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In some of the remarks that have 
been made it might be assumed without explanation that there was 
possibly some intention of reflecting a little upon the commissioners 
of the District for the recommendation which would urge the postpone- 
ment of the debt or a portion of the debt of the District for twenty-five 
years. lask my colleague to bear in mind the fact that the auditor 
aid in our hearing that he himself was the one who instigated the 
first letter, and it was at his request that the letter was written. He 
ulvocated the extension himself and urged it upon the commission- 
ers. I have no evidence myself, nor do I know of any before the com- 
mittee that the commissioners themselves advocated the extension, 
except the single fact of their signatures being appended to the letter; 
hut there is evidence of the fact that the auditor himself asked them 
to write the letter. 

Mr. McCOMAS., I believe my colleague is correct in that, and, as 
the auditor prepared the letter or caused it to be prepared, it may be 
his action more than the commissioners’. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. And Iam satisfied that the auditor 
s entirely conscientious in his opinion. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Ihave not the slightest doubt of it, nor do intend 
in anything that I have said to make reflection upon the commissioners 
in regard to the matter, except that we have the power of appropria- 
tions—this is our duty—and, if the revenues of the District are not sufii- 
cient to meet the expenditures, the members of the committee—and I 
may say the Republicans and Democrats of the subcommittee are 
united on it, for there was no dissent on the part of the Democrats so 
far as I know—were prepared to make the appropriations within the 
revenues, and no member of the committee wanted to make provision 
for deferred payments covering a period ot twenty-five years or any 
other period or to fund floating debt in this manner. 

Mr. VAUX. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. VAUX. In regard to the appropriation for the District of Co- 
lum bia, are these itemized appropriations, fixing specifically the amount 
for each object appropriated for and do the commissioners in making 
their requests or estimates of appropriations present itemized accounts ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. The requests or estimates are itemized in the 
vill. 

Mr. VAUN. And the amount of each particular item appropriated 
for is set forth positively in the bill ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is measurably true, but not altogether so, 
Of course some of the appropriations are more general in their charac- 
ter, while others are specific and itemized. 

Mr. VAUX. I wanted to know for the reason that I understood a 
short time ago from the remarks of the gentleman, although I could 
not hear distinctly what he said, that such was not the case, or rather 
I understood him to say that some of the appropriations were used for 
other purposes than those provided in the appropriation. 


os 
rr 


( ONGRESSION AL REC ORD—HOUBE. JULY 





30, 


Mr. McCOMAS. No, sir; I did not say that. The appropriations 
are properly expended. Hut my objection is that when the money j 
properly expended on water-works they now desire to borrow fro 
the United States the money necessary to pay it, in twenty-five annua 
payments, and add it to the public expenditures of the District, whe: 
it was not needed. 

Mr. VAUX. So that that expenditure at least was a violation 
the appropriation. 

Mr. McCOMAS. We think it rather a violation of policy; and t 
Democrats and the Republicans on the committee were alike united 
respect to that. 

Mr. VAUX. I have had some experience in municipal matters, «: 

I regard the itemizing of the appropriations and their expenditu: 
for the specific purpose named as vitally important. 3 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Iam glad the gentleman concurs with the view 
of the committee in that respect. We think so too. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this letter which I hold in my hand is as | 
lows 


’ 
i 


Of Frice or Tur Avuprror Drstaict or Cotumata, 
Washington, D. C., July 26, 189 a 

Dear Sik: Pursuant to your request I have caused examination to be mac 
and find that the actual collection of revenue during the fiscal year 1890 amounts 
to $2,602,090.25, being in excess of the estimated revenues from similar sour: 
for the fiscal year 1891, as submitted to Congress, to the amount of $128 628.52 

That is the amount referred to by my colleague from Pennsylva: 
when he stated double that sum as the deficiency, but he was misled 
by the terms used by the auditor. 

In the letter of the commissioners of July 7, instant, an apparent defici 
stated of $276,836.53. This result was reached by placing estimated reven 
from new buildings at $97,500. Since that letier was written, however, th 
actual assessment for new buildings has been placed upon the books and show- 
the probable revenue from this source to be $69,000, which would make the a 
parent deficit $351,836.53. 

If the estimate of revenue for 1891, as reported to Congress by the commis 
sioners, be amended upon the basis of receipts for 1890, we have the following 
result: 

Total estimated receipts, page 8 of your report..... sccence Sty 475, 461 
Revenues from new buildings, estimated upon actual assessinents 69, 000, 0 


I will say in passing that the actual amount of this is over $66,000 
He puts it at $60,000 for safety. 


Excess of receipts from revenue in 1890 over estimated rec eae in 





SIE senrehsinemicanasndieiiebaaneiid $128, ¢ 
Adding the surp! us revenue as ‘shown i in i figures giv en to you by 
the Treasury Department this day ................cccceceeseeees uiihinniinens 151,219 
Total cc cco | 2, Ola, OM 
Adding a like amount to be contributed by the United States. csovces $2,088, 2909.7 
Total District revenues.............. . ome . 5,626.6 
Total amount of appropriations as equeeds upon in oindeoe nee, in- 
cluding the Zoological Park and supplemental deficiencies........ 5, 673,( 
Deduet total District revenues as above j Wecdatiedipehses se ceimbcbesuter . 5,626.61 
Apparent deficit.......... : acnvenneneeses -gnens enmgueseonecan gers ssinines 16,417 
Very respectfully, 
1. T. PETTY, 


Audi'or District of Colu 

I beg to state in this connection that the estimate for 1891, submitted by t 
commissioners, is a conservative one, and that in view of the amount received 
in 1890 it will not be unreasonable to assume that the increase of receipts 
1891 above the estimates for that year may be suflicient to cover the appare 
deficit shown above. ye 

lion, L. E, McComas, oa 

Chairman Subcommittee House of Representatives 
In Charge of District Appropriation Bill. 

Mr. Speaker, it will cover it and more than cover it, and we have | 
compelling, so far as reasoning and persistent argument could acco: 
plish anything—and so far as this side of the House could proceed 1: 
have attempted to influence the judgment of the Senators and thei 
wisdom in the conference in regard to this matter. We believe we hav: 
acted wisely in compelling by this report the commissioners to kee; 
within the revenues without additional taxation and without the powe: 
to borrow money. 

I would be glad tv reimburse this city for certain things taken from F 
them wrongfully; for instance, the Zoological Park, in my opinion, an( 
also in the opinion of my colleague opposite me [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE 
and this tunnel, and other matters which have involved them in ver) 
large expenditures; but when this report is adopted they have dol! 
for dollar and cent for cent for every dollar of money appropriated, 1 
only in the present appropriation bill, not only for the deficiency bi! 
but for the Zoological-Park appropriation as well, and they will ha. 
more revenue than the sum total of the bills which I hold in my han 
when the 1st day of July of the next year comes around, and they wi 
have it from three or four different sources. 

They will have it, in the first place, from the increase on building 
which is so large, inthis city. They will have it from the increase in t! 
collection of personal taxes, which have been badly collected in th 
city in the past, and about which the commissioners are now doin 
better and trying to do better; and we have given them more mone: 
this year, as my colleague will tell you, that they might do bette 
They will have it also from larger court fees. They will have it 
various smaller items here and there, and from the larger collection: 
of back taxes on real estate for the last three or four years, under s) 
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cial efforts now made in that direction. And with the increased as- 
sessment the actual revenue July 1, 1891, will exceed the total of these 
appropriations, the total given here, when you add to the District rev- 
enue a like sum from the United States. And upon that I stake with 
confidence the judgment and experience of six years spent in a service 
which has not been devoid of industry with respect to this District 


and which has not been an exceedingly pleasant orcongenial service to 


me. 

Mr. Speaker, I want further to say that this bill, when it went 
through the House, went to the Senate and came back here with very 
little change of its frame-work. My able colleague from Georgia [ Mr. 
CLEMENTS], now absent, with years of experience, and other gentle 
men on that committee, with experience and great industry, were able 
to prepare a bill, out of their knowledge anil experience, upon this sub 
ject, with rapidity and correctness, and with such propriety that the 
Senate accepted the whole frame-work of the bill as it went to them 
on the 6th day of January, and added an increase of salaries here and 


there along the line, added an increase in the police item, which it is | 


just to say we concurred in to a large extent, but which under our 
rules, because it was in defiance of existing law, we could not put on 
the bill, and they added a very few other features. To a degree un- 
usual the Senate accepted in its frame-work the House bill. They 
made fewer amendments to this bill than they made to that of one 
year ago, and, accepting this frame-work, we succeeded at last in 


persuading them to reduce nearly one-half, or over $300,000, of their | 


addition to this bill. And now the conference report comes signed by 
gentlemen on both sides of this Chamber, concurred in by Democrats 
and Republicans, a just and fair and reasonable and proper bill, and 
I shall ask at the end of the time for the adoption of the conference re 
port. I now yield to my colleague [Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa] such 
time as he desires. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does this estimate that you 
have made include the judgments that have been rendered against the 
District and which are included in the deficiency bill? 

Mr. McCOMAS. All the deficiencies as given to us by the auditor. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Does it include Bennings Bridge, $60,000? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Has that bill passed both Houses? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I think it has. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think not; I thinkitisin the Senate. 


Mr. McCOMAS. It does not iaclude prospective appropriations. Of | 


course it can not do that. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I have very little to add 
to what my friend from Maryland [Mr. McComas] has said. I think 
that the District of Columbia is pretty well treated in this system, 
whereby the General Government pays half of all her expenses, one- 
half of lier strect sweeping, one-half of her police courts, one-half of 


all the expenses of the schools, one-half of everything. I think we | 


are treating them pretty liberally, and when the Senate put on the 
amendment known as 163, proposing to increase the indebtedness, ex- 
tending it over a period of twenty-five years, the members of the con- 
ference committee from this House were a unit in opposition to that 
proposition. 

I will be perfectly frank with the House. There are a great many 
people in the District of Columbia who would like to put this off to 


the next generation. I have talked with many prominent citizens | 


who would be glad to see this debt funded and put off, but it did not 
seem to us good policy or economic legislation. We were united in 


our opposition, and finally succeeded in bringing the Senate to agree | 


with us on that issue. It remains to be seen whether the House will 
sustain us in the position that we took. The gentleman from Georgia 
[ Mr. CLEMENTS], formerly chairman of the subcommittee in charge of 


this, was as vigorous in his opposition in respect toit as the gentleman | 


from Maryland [Mr. McCoMAs] or myself. I do not believe in ex- 
tending it. 

Now, it is a very liberal bill for the District of Columbia. As it 
passed the House of Kepresentatives it was one of the most liberal that 
we had ever passed. In spite of that fact, when the bill came back to 
us with its amendments, we find that there was a net increase of $752, - 
810 put on to our bill, which put it beyond apparent District reve- 
nues, and in fact beyond the District revenues for the next year. With 
it was coupled amendment 163, which was a proposition to extend 
$360,000 of the debt. That was the amount that they proposed to 
fund. We said, ‘‘Gentlemen, we are against that. You have got to 
cut down these amendments and bring them within the District reve- 
nues, Either that or we will increase the rate of taxation in the Dis- 
tiie’ of Columbia ; one or the other.’’ So by presenting a solid and 
nuited front we finally cut down, as the gentleman from Maryland 
{Mr. McCoMAs] said, some $350,000 of their amendments 

We have, as | believe, kept within the District revenues. It is on 


comfortably close, but if they do not have the money they wil! not | 


spend :& I think it is undonbtedly within the revenues, asthe gentle 
nan from Maryland has said 

Mr. McCOMAS, And as the anditor states 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And based upon the aaditor’s state- 
ment, whom I myself cross-examined on the subject. But I fer one 
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th these appropriations, and | ha 1 cit i e Dis- 

trict of Columbia that there is a growing sentiment in Congre nd I 

partake of the sentiment, in favor ot w r this plan of paying 

lf of all their expenses, and of havi t iberal provisions fo 

the District of Columbia, which is drawing the retired merchants and 

millionaires from all over thiscountry tothe D totColumbia tomake 

it their permanent home, where one-half of the expenses is paid by the 
General Government. 

] say if we are going to be forced to ich extreme appr p tions, 
backed up with the demand to fund tl lebt, I am ready to change 
the policy and make these gentlemen pay more of the taxes than they 
are now paying. [Applause.] Forone I ask of this House tostand by 
the conferees of the House in the position shat they have taken. It has 
been the result of a long fight and of repeated conierences. and now 


that they have won a victory I hope the House of Representatives will 
sustainthem. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the usual rate of taxation that the citi- 
zens of the District have to pay to meet one-half of the expenditures, 
| the other half being paid by the Government? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I understand it is $1.50 on the $100 
| in the city and $1 in the country. 

Mr. McMILLIN. One dollar and fifty cents. Is it nota fact that 
by reason of the magnanimity of Congress putting half the costs of this 
| District upon the people of the United States this District pays a less 
rate of taxation than any great city known to my friend ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ido not know of any places in the 
nation that are so liberally provided for as the city of Washington and 
the District of Columbia—not one. 
| Mr McMILLIN. Nor any city where the taxes are so low. 
| Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. While I am in favor of being liberal 
to the District of Columbia—and we have done the best thing we could 
for their schools, for their streets, and their police—still I say the time 
| is coming when we should serve notice on the District of Columbia 
| that the point has come beyond which they shall not come and make 
| new demands. 
| Mr. McMILLIN. Does not my friend think it would be justice to 
| give to the people of the District first the right to vote and control 
their own affairs, and let them have a voice in the control of the Dis- 
' 
i 
i 


| trict? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, that has been tried. I have 
never investigated it sufficiently to give an opinion, but, for one, my 
feeling is in favor of representation of all the people. Whether we can 
be successful in giving it to the District, I do not know. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And it is an anomaly in the District of Columbia, 
the Capital of the greatest Republic upon the earth, that no man has 
voted for nearly twenty years; and, furthermore, it is a fact and in 
these times it is not inappropriate to be stated and known, that the 
right of suffrage was taken away from this District in order to get rid 
i of the color d voter. 
|} Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I can not sayastothat. TI 
| before us now 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Was it not urged at that time 
| Mr. BOUTELLE. And is it out of regard to the rights of the col 
ored voter that the gentleman desires the restoration of suffrage in the 
| District ? 
| Mr. McMILLIN. I want the people of this District to have some 
| voice in the legislation for the District. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded the 
floor. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in orde1 
| Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have never investigated the past 
| history of the District. I have never hadanything todo with it. We 
| have had enough todotodeal with the present. Butso faras I understand 
| it the eloquent gentleman, the Senator trom Kentucky | Mr. BLAct! 
| 





BURN ], was the author of the present system of paying half and half. 
I am not prepared to go back on that, but if pushed too far I will begin 
to feel asa great many other members feel, that it is time to change tront. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Was it not also a fact that the Democrats 
were unanimous in taking the suffrage away from the District 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not want to draw politics into 
this purely economic bill. It is purely a business matter. 

Now, I want to say a word about this railroad amendment. I do 
not know but it has been sufficiently explained, but I want to say that 
| the amendment had no business in this bill. 

Mr. HEARD. You are exactly right. 

| Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is a matter that ought to have been 
‘onaidered in the District of Columbia Committee proper, and due 
| leg:slation had thereon. But we found it there, and your conferees 
made the fight and reduced the rate of compensation to these roads. 
| We cut it down to the 3-cent rate, and we succeeded in that, although 
| in the other body the conlerees in the Senate were not able to carry 
| that proposition through, and it came back to a conference. 
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It had to be first considered in the Senate at that time, and we 
failed. Then these provisions were put on. For my own partI would 
have been glad to see the whole thing taken out and let the District 
Committee take it and grapple with the question, but I think we have 
done the best we could under the circumstances, and we have put in 
there the shortest limitation we could. The conferees on the part of 
both Slouses were a unit in this proposition: we want to get rid of the 
panting, spavined, broken-down horses in the cars on Pennsylvania 
avenue, and in the streets of the Capital of this nation travel with 
modern power, and ‘f these roads are going to take advantage of that 
proposition they have got to come to that mark. These points are 
very carefully guarded, I think, Mr. Speaker. 

That is all I desire to say, and I yield back the remainder of the 
time fo the gentleman from Maryland, the chairman of the subcommit- 
tee. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. How time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-eight minutes left. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, all that I de- 
sired to have done, when some weeks ago I said frankly to the chair- 
man of the subcommittee that I would resist the adoption ot the con- 
ference report, has been done. I knew of no special item in this bill 
to which I had any particular objection, and I cordially agreed with 
the subcommittee in the course they took about the amendment put 
on by the Senate as to the funding of the debt. I believe that the Dis- 
trict onght to pay as it goes or that we ought to increase the rate of 
taxation. I desired, however, that in a matter so important as a formal 
communication by the commissioners of the District stating that there 
would be a deficiency as large as this, there should be a careful exam- 
ination of the grounds of opposition to their request and a statement 
of those grounds put upon record, so that we might know exactly what 
we were doing. 

I desired this, also, largely because of my own ignorance of the af- 
fairs of the District of Columbia and because I supposed that Congress 
in large measure shared that ignorance. I had attempted to go over 
the District of Columbia bill with a good deal of care, which I sup- 
posed most of the members of the House had not done, and I found 
there were in it matters which I did not entirely understand, so I 
presumed that other gentlemen were in the same condition, and I 
thought it was due to the House and to the individual members of the 
ilouse that the subcommittee should re-examine the question as to 
whether there would probably be a deficit in the next year’s revenues, 
so that we might know exactly what we were doing. Iam very glad 
that the result is what has been explained to us by the chairman of 
the committee, but I contess that it is rather a close shave. If I had 
my own way, if I were a member of the majority instead of the mi- 
nority of the Committee on Appropriations, I would prefer to see the 
conference report rejected and the committee go over the bill again 
and see it somewhere in it the appropriations could not be reduced, so 
as not to make the margin so exceedingly close as it appears to be, and 
yrobably on the wrong side. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. I will say to the gentleman that no 
conterence committee ever went over a bill with greater care than we 
went over this bill in our attempt to cut it down. The whole bill 
was caretully considered and gone over with that object in view. 

Mr. BRECKINKIDGE, of Kentucky. Very well. Of course if 
there isa deficiency in the revenue next year, the majority take the 
respousibility, and they having examined the question in this way and 
having accepted that responsibility, 1, asa member of the minority, 
have nothing further to say, but will merely put my vote on record 
against a bill carrying a sum so near the margin, which is too danger- 
ously close. I had another purpose, Mr. Speaker, and that was to 
illustrate again, in the presence of Congress and of the people of the 
District, and, as far as their attention can bedrawn to it, of the people 
of the entire country, the utterly anomalous and un-American form of 
government that this District has. Iam not prepared to say that as 
long as we govern the District of Columbia the apportionment of taxa- 
tion provided in the present law, that is, one-half the expenses to be 
met by the District and one-half by the Government, is an unjust ap- 
portionment. 

When we remember that so large a part of the population of the Dis- 
trict is composed of persons who are employés of the Government, liv- 
ing, for the most part, on comparatively small salaries; when we re- 
call the very large amount of real estate owned by the Government, 
which pays no taxes; when we recall the large control that the Gov- 
ernment has, the entire silence imposed upon the citizens of the Dis- 
trict, and the disposition to listen, not to the tax-payers, but to gen- 
tlemen with whom we are acquainted and who represent syndicates 
for the improvement of certain properties by the expenditure of appro- 
priations upon or near those properties, it is perhaps not too much to 
say tiiat the tax-payers, who are unheard, should not be mulcted in a 
larger sum than one-half of the annual expenditure. 

If we could separate the property of the United States from that of 
the city the case might be different, and it seems to me that there is 
there a domain of useful employment for some member of Congress, to 


draught a bill that would separate the Government property and its ex- 
penditures from those of the city, erect a municipal government here, 
take from the President the power to appoint the commissioners, a 
power that is necessarily exercised in part tor political reasons, because 
while one commissioner belongs to one party and one to another, there 
is always a change of commissioners upon achange of Administration: 
take from the President the power of appointing an army engineer 
with civil authority, and give to that army officer solely the contro] 
of the scientific and industrial matters of the District, and make some 
regulation by which the tax-payers shall have some voice in both the 
raising of the revenue and in the expenditure thereof. 

It seems to me that in that way we could free our committees from 
those influences which, however pleasant and pure, are not always wise. 
We would then hear gentlemen who are now not beard. We would 
have a view of the other side of matters which are now presented to us 
upon one side only, and we would have a more economical administra- 
tion of the affairs of the District, or, if not, we would not be responsible 
for it. I am not now speaking of the political aspect of this matier at 
all. Iam not particular by whom this particular form of government 
shall be adopted nor in the interest of what party nor at what time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, If the gentleman will permit a brief 
interruption, Iwanttomakeacorrection. Itissuggested that in speak- 
ing awhile ago of the origin of the existing government of this Dis- 
trict I attributed its authorship to the Senator trom Indiana [Mr. 
VoorHEES]. I knew perfectly well that the real author of it was the 
distinguished gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], and I in- 
tended to say so. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no doubt that, if the 
work was done by Senator BLACKBURN, it was the very best piece of 
work of which, at that time, the matter was susceptible. As to how 
bad the condition of affairs had gotten at the time when he iuterposed 
to put them on a tolerable and endurable basis I am not, of course, in- 
formed. But, Mr. Speaker, as I have said, I am not criticising the 
politics of any one or making any animadversions upon the motives of 
the person or persons who framed the present system or upon the wis- 
dom of adopting that system at the time when it was adopted. But 
changes have taken place. It has been about sixteen years since the 
right of suffrage was taken from the people ot this District. It has been 
about twelve years since the present organic act was passed. 

This city has, as I understand, by the recent census, a population 
of more than 230,000. In wealth also it has grown very largely. New 
buildings are being constantly erected; new suburbs are being added. 
There are outlying villages in the State of Maryland that are really 
connected with the city of Washington. Thus we have an entirely 
new condition of affairs. Now, is it not possible that we can have a 
new organic aet which will take out of our list of appropriations the 
District of Columbia bill altogether, which will relieve us from this 
constant necessity of assigning two days in every month for the trans- 
action of District business, which is generally done with a very smal! 
House, so that at any time any member hostile to a measure may in- 
terpose dilatory motions and thus prevent legislation which may be 
proper. At the same time inconsiderate and hasty legislation is sought 
to be gotten through by persons who have doubtful interests and adopt 
devious ways to accomplish them. Now, why should we not turn 
over to the city the control of its municipal affairs, reserving in the 
hands of Congress the management of our own property and affairs ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Does the gentleman think that can be done 
without a change of the Constitution, which now confers upon Con- 
gress exclusive jurisdiction in this District? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think it can be done with- 
out any change of the Constitution, because, while we have exclusive 
iurisdiction, it means exclusive in contradistinction to the power of 
the State, exclusive as to Maryland and Virginia. But of course it 
is in our power to delegate this control of municipal matters precisely 
as the State of New York delegates to the city of New York, or the 
State of Pennsylvania to the city of Philadelphia, control over mu- 
nicipal matters. We have the power to create a municipality 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I yield the gentleman as much more of the time 
as he may want. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not ask more than two 
minutes. 

It is in view of such considerations as I have just stated that I sub- 
mit to the gentleman who has with great labor prepared this bill (and 
I have no criticism at all upon the bill) whether, with his knowledge 
of District of Columbia affairs, he can not introduce here a bill, free 
irom partisan color or tone (for both parties are equally interested in 
having here a proper municipal government), which will accomplish 
the object I have indicated ? 

I repeat that I have no other criticism to make upon this bill than 
that the aggregate sum is too near the estimated revenues. There have 
been no political lines of division drawn in itspreparation. There has 
been no disposition to criticise the bill froma political standpoint 
We thought the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] was a lit- 
tle hasty in introducing the bill and putting it through this House 
last January,with something of brass band and trumpet accompani- 
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ment; but as this is now the last of July we forgive him for the speed 
with which he introduced it, by reason of the delay which he has had 
in bringing it to its present stage. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. McCOMAS. My friend trom Kentucky on the 3d of July made 
the point of ‘no quorum,” which prevented our acting on this report 
at that time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes, I made the point of ‘* no 
quorum ”’ on the 3d of July, very much to the present satisfaction and 
delight of my friend from Maryland, tor it has given him this oppor- 
tunity, which otherwise he would not have had, to show the careful 
and skillful industry with which he can meet such an attack as has 
been made upon this bill. He ought therefore to be much obliged to 
me for the opportunity I have thus given him. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I now yield to my colleague [Mr. Vaux]. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Speaker, from the remarks which have been mad: 
here to-day in regard to the question now under consideration, and es- 
pecially trom what has been read here and stated to be authoritative 
from the department having in charge the administration of the affairs 
of this District, it seems to me the great difficulty in this matter arises 
from the unfortunate system by which the money appropriated by the 
Federal Government for District purposes and the money raised by local 
taxation are commingled, so that the commissioners of the District 
are enabled to disburse the sums received from both sources. I think 
this is unfortunate, because, as I understand the argument thus far 
submitted, deficiencies will exist so long as the appropriations are not 
made with a clear and definite understanding of the amounts needed 
and how those amounts will be expended by the District commissioners. 

One fact has been developed here which I think needs special! atten- 
tion. The distinguished chairman of this committee and his colleagues 
have shown a determination to do all that they can to see this fund 
faithiully administered, for which they deserve the thanks of Congress; 
and I have been somewhat astonished at the clearness with which my 
distinguished friend from Maryland [Mr. McCoMAs] has made his state- 
ments on this subject. 

But I think that all men who understand the processes by which 
funds are obtained for disbursement by municipal or quasi-municipal 
governments will recognize that it is as essential to prevent deficiencies 
as it is essential to prevent indiscreet or unnecessary use of the public 
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bodied in the bill for paving streets during the year. 
the conference report provides that the Senate amendment to the nort! 
west section street schedule, w t « f the Senate ap 





t p ) 
priated $333,000, has now been red lto $259 ), and therefore that 
a rednetion in the various sche ) x and paving of 
streets is made to that extent ! d also fi reading the 
provisions of the bill that the commis sof t t of Colum- 
bia have a certain discretion which they are allowed to ex: »as to 
where the money shall be expended 

Ot course they have no discretion ont eof t streets named in the 
bill: but they have a discretion, at least, as | d vod it in com- 
mittee, and | speak, of course, for myself alor it it was mv under 


standiug and intention that they should havea dis 
streets named in the bill, which of them should be paved first; and it 
was understood and believed, as I think, that the commissioners could 
use this money in their discretion to pave those streets fir 


in greatest need of it. I wanted to inquire, therefore, of the gentle- 


man from Maryland in charge of this report whether that was bis un- 
derstanding also,as far as this street provision of the bill is cone rned. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I understand that all of the conferees accepted as 
true and believed that, by inserting the words ‘‘ streets and avenues 
hereafter named,’’ whatever the appropriation for that purpose—and 


n was given to 
nues named in their 
without any preference ol law of one 


Iam glad my colleague has asked the question—discret 
the commissioners to take from the streets and av 
schedule and named in the bill, 


over the other, those, on either their schedule or in the bill, which 
| they believed presented the most pressing need for improvement, and 
| that-they should be permitted, in their judgment, to apply the money 


money. This proper system of expenditure can not be attained unless | 


the appropriations define distinctly for what the money is to be ex- 
pended and torbid its use eacept for those purposes. If you have ap 
propriations and expenditures balanced by the line of the law giving 
the money and at the same time defining the expenditure, you will 
have that system of economy which will prevent deficiencies at the end 
of every fiscal year. 

The vice, as [ understand it, of the existing system, judging, as I 
am compelled to do, from the information obtained in the course of 
this discussion, arises from the tact that the Government of the United 
States appropriates a certain amount, while a certain other amount is 
raised by local taxation, and that the commissioners have authority to 
expend the money in whatever way they deem best for the interests 
of the District. Now, Ido not think this a very wise way of ap- 
propriating and expending money. Above all, I believe that there is 
no greater injury to the public interests, whether of the District of 
Columbia or any other locality, than a system under which at the end 
of the fiscal year deficiencies exist in the appropriations made for the 
maintenance of the several departments of government during that 
year. 

Deficiencies may arise—possibly I am mistaken myself; most likely 
I am—but I think the deficiencies have probably arisen in the past 
from the fact that we have here a dual kind of government, adual mode 
of receiving money, one halt of it from the Federal Government and 
the other half from taxation of the property of the District. This sys- 
tem goes very far towards loosening the economic idea of exact expendi- 
tures which ought to be always insisted upon. If it were not for that 
system there would probably be a more rigorous investigation and ex- 
amiration into the accounts, and deficiencies would be prevented. 

There is no more dangerous principle, Mr. Speaker, to be admitted 
into this sort of government than the possibility of deficiencies being 
created by what may be called an honest and economical administra- 
tion of the tunds appropriated as well as by a wasteful or improper 
expenditure of the funds appropriated; and it is because these deficien- 
cies are allowed to occur—and it is a class of evils which grow fat on 
what they feed on—that they will grow from year to year; and the 
time may come when Congress will be seriously embarrassed to deter - 
mine what shall be done to prevent them. The remarks which have 
been made here to-day as to increasing the taxation of the District by 


requiring Congress to pay less and those who hold property here to pay | 


more, will find their realization in fact, and this changed condition 
will be forced upon us and upon them in a manner far more objection- 
able to them than it is now. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PETERS], my colleague on the committee. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I wanted to make some inquiry of the 
chairman of the subcommittee in regard to the appropriations em- 


} 


to their repairs or construction first. 
It was, I think, the judgment of the conference that there was 


A re no 
priority given to any of the streets, by reason of their being named in 
the bill, over those named in the schedul of the « :missioners in their 
estimates, nor 1 versa was there any priority in the commissioners’ 


schedules over those streets named in the bill, but all of them were 











placed on an exact level; and we hoped that the commissioners would 
select and improve the streets according to the public need of such im- 
provements. ‘That far as I understand it, was the belief and appre- 
hension of all the members of the « ice, both of the House and 
Senate. 

Mr. PETERS. That is exactly the point I was calling attention to; 
because I do not wish the commission of the District of Colambia 
to labor under the impression that they were confined in the street im- 
prove nts to the schedule or the 1 and that, lly, they must 
take the first street named and provide for that id then the second, 
ind so op 

Mr. McCOMAS. It was the distinct purpose of t conf e to 

void just that construction 

Mr. PETERS. That was my understanding in the committee: and 
so s I know it was the s ot : ie m ‘ t 
co! ttee I im gl to | in ( t nin charge 
of the b for I wanted to i to t ‘ s, so that 
the l w ¢ ! t d by 
Con es ; 

I ire, of course, « t treets that 
ire not yet paved, but which yr . 
There are other streets whe t ré ¢ é nd 
which are in the same condit 

ow, it ¥ sw inte a a tention of Con- 
ess, thatthe com: ner i 1 1000, which 
may not be sufficient to pay l t tre é i the sched- 
ules, will give preferen to th eets that } the , itest 1 i- 
ber of residences on them d have the g te need for this wor 
and if there was not en 1 appropriated to carry out tl tir i- 
ule provided by the bill that then the streets that needed it least should 
be left for the last, and if any should be left without approry 
rc the ones that s ll D t a ike t I 
ve said, to the commissioners that I d to ma these re- 
marks and ask the attention of the cha lan ie com tee, 

Mr. McCOMA I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYN 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I comme the « of the Co 
on Appropriations in keeping the actual appropriations wit t 
revenues of the District I look, however, with consid ile fea | 

| trembling on the suggestion of my friend from lowa | Mr. H 
SON ] that it is possible Congress may, unde ne i ence or other, 
perhaps the aspiration for publi rrovements here, saddle on the 
District of Columbia the entire indebted ind expenditure that is 
incurred from year to year for t! r he taxable property here 
pays at the rate of 15 mills per ium, which is not very much more 
than the taxation in ma ot the cities of the country, but if the « 

| penses of this District shou be saddled upon the property owned 

| private individual tv 1 run the taxation, upen the present 


basis of calculation ls a year, or 5 cents, which is greater 
than that paid in a r city in the 

No city in the country pays over 3 per cent. of taxation, a that 
would simply dr 





country 


ive investment from this Capital of our country instead 
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of building up this city and making it ene of the most beautiful and 


one of the grandest in che country. It would make it a poor city and 
one which would not attract population. When the arrangement was 
madein 1-78 that the Government should pay one-half of the expenses 


of the city and the city itself the other half I believe it was ascertained 


at that time that the Government owned about one-half in value of the | 


property in thi ty and private individuals owned about the other 
half, so that the division of this liability for taxation in the District, 
one-half upon the Government and the other half upon the city, would 
ecem to be entirely fair and equitable. 

However much my triend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] may de- 
i-yovernment here and that the people of this District may vote 
and select their own local government, it seems to me that Congress 
is absolutely without power to delegate that authority to any munic- 
ipal government. I think what was known as the Shepherd govern- 
ment here, which exercised legislative power, was an utterly anconsti- 


sit e 


tutional government The language of the Constitution upon that | 


point is that 


(Congress shali have power to exercise exclusive legislation in all cases what 


ever ove such Dis ct, 


Now, I think it has been decided by the courts of the States and of 
the United States that where exclusive power is conferred the power 
to delegate does not exist. So that, if that clause in the Constitution 


should receive the construction which every similar clause has received | 


by courts which have adjudicated the question, by every court in chris- 
tendom, as faras my observation goes, and I have some knowledge upon 
that subject, the power does not reside in Congress to delegate author- 
ity to anybody to legislate for this District. Congress must continue 
to exercise the legislative authority here, and the law of Congress must 
be exercised through the judiciary which it creates and through the 
executive officers which it authorizes to perform the functions of Gov- 
ernment here. 

I want to say, however, Mr. Speaker, that I believe this present city 
“vovernment, as it is now managed, is the best managed city govern- 
ment in the United States. I think it is managed well and carefully 
and economically, that politics is eliminated as much as possible from 
the administration of affairs, and that the best possible results are ob- 
tained by this method of management; and it comes, in my judgment, 

rgely from the fact that in consequence of the great pressure here 
for the consideration of bills in Congress this, District of Columbia 
joes not seem to have too much legislation, and probably not quite 
enough. 

| tlere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I yield five minutes to my colleague from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCADoo], 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Speaker, in my opinion the present government 
of the District of Columbia is a farce. Financially the District is like 
# spendthrift son with a rich father. It contracts an enormous num- 
ber of bills without any thought of who is to pay for them, because of 
the fact that they can in the long ran fall back upon the long purse of 
our Uncle Samuel. What the District wants, in my opinion, is local 
self-government. Now, without discussing the constitutional features 
to which my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] has adverted, the 
only argument for taking away from the citizen of Washington the 
management of his local government is that which prevails among a 
certain class of oar people whose enthusiasm for popular government 
has become dulled. It isa well known fact that, more especially in our 
large cities, there is growing upevery year a class of wealthy people of 
social distinction who are mistrustfal of popular government. They 
lind some excuse in the management of our municipalities for argu- 
ments restrictive of the suffrage. 

‘These people sometimes pass under the name of Mugwumps, some- 
times under the name of ‘‘the higher classes,’’ and sometimes they 
come out boldly and avow their honest purpose, which is to prevent 
the ordinary citizen from voting without some property or other quali- 
lication. Now, I say that when you come down to it the only possible 
argumewt is that if you allow popular suffrage to prevail in the Dis- 
trict the people will not be capable undera free and uutrammeled ex- 
ercise of the suffrage of giving you as good and as honest a govern- 
ment as you can get, at second hand, by those who are appointed by 
those who are elected by the people. 

Now, I think for myself that the people of this District are intelligent 
enough, and that they certainly have the most interest at stake, and 
that. if they were given the franchise and were allowed to govern them- 
selves, to conduct the affairs of the District, they would do so with 
honesty and efficiency. I have said that the present government of the 
District by Congress is a farce, and I say it advisedly. We legislate 
here for the people of this District, coming as we do from all parts of 
this great country. We honestly endeavor to find out when there is a 
measure under consideration affecting the District what the public 
opinion of the majority of the people of the Districtis. And I will say 
from my Own experience as a member of this House that there is noth- 
ing so difficult as to ascertain the honest opinion of the people of this 
city. If you go to its press you find in one newspaper a statement of 
what it says is for the public benefit absolutely and radically denied 
by another newspaper. You find asmall fraction who are interested in 


the great increase of the value of real estate in the District who come 
| to Congress and say ‘*‘ Why, this is asplendid measure,’’ or ** This isan 

injurious one.’’? You go to the people who conduct the trade of the 
| city, and you find them in absolute opposition to the views of those who 
| deal in real estate. 

-So I say that a member of Congress, however honest his intentions 
may be and however zealously he may endeavor to cast his vote for 
the interests of the people of the District, finds it, under all circum- 
stances, a most difficult matter to ascertain just what the majority of the 
peoplewant. A popularelection would settleall such questions. Now, 
| we have had a great contention here as to the distribution of the taxes. 
My distinguished and eloquent friend from lowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
has time and again, if I remember aright, insisted that a large propor- 
tion of the public revenues is expended in the northwestern or wealthy 
section of the city, to the detriment of the northeastern, southeastern, 
| and southern portions of the city. In other words, he repeated what 
he himself has somewhat outlined to-day, that the retired and wealthy 
class, who are every year coming from all portions of the United States, 
to make up what may be called the ‘‘seasonable portion ’’ of the popu- 
lation of Washington, have more influence by their wealth and their 
association and position upon the legislation of Congress than the great 
mass of the smaller property-holders in other portions of the city. 
[lfere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MUTCHLER. 1 extend another minute to the gentleman from 
| New Jersey [Mr. McAnoo]. 

Mr. McADOO, Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I think the proper solu- 
tion, and one which is certainly the logical one in democratic bodies— 
and I speak of it in its universal application—in a Republic founded on 
universal suffrage, is that the people of this District ought to have 
what every other city bas, the right to manage its own affairs. Some 
gentlemen are making an argument against popular government every- 
where. I heard my friend [Mr. BAYNE] quote some time ago from 
Mr. Carlyle, the great Scotch philosopher. 

‘*Pind,’’ said Carlyle, ‘* the one wise man and Jet him rule.’’ 

You think you have found him, and lethimrule. [Laughter.] That 
is against popular government. Popular government believes in the 
wisdom of the people, in their intelligence, and in their enlightenment 
in the matter at least of self-interest. Noman can deny to the citizens 
of the District of Columbia that which he contends for his own con- 
stituency unless he denies the right of popular government, which is 
founded on popular sufirage. Therefore, I say give to the people of 
the District of Columbia control over theirown affairs. Let them con- 
tract their own bills and pay them out of their own treasury, collecting 

a fair share from the United States Government on its actual property. 
| Mr. MUTCHLER. How much time havelI remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Six minutes. 
| Mr. MUTCHLER. I yield that to the gentleman from Tennessee 
{[Mr. McMILuin]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish, Mr. Speaker, to stir up the pure mind 
of my friend from Maryland [Mr. McComas] by way of remembrance, 
at the close of this debate. It will be remembered that in December 
he came forward with a great boast of the rapidity with which the 
committee under a Republican administration of this House had put 
forward the appropriation work, and contrasted it with that of the 
Democratic administration. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Can the gentleman put his finger ona ‘‘boast’’ 
in the REcoRD? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I donot know thatI can. The gentleman may 
haye put his on it before it went to the Public Printer; but I know he 
said it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It was nota ‘‘boast;’’ it was a statement. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iremember very well the gentleman’s utterances. 
This House will remember them; and the gentleman will not himself 
deny them. What went into the Recorp I donot know. I know he 
did not manipulate the Recokp improperly; but he may have con- 
cluded that the strictures he placed on the Democratic party were really 
too severe. The boast he made for his own party can not be verified. 
My friend from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] hands me this utterance by 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas], which isin the Recorp, 
on page 378, where the gentleman said: 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to be very brief. A me is made in theab- 
sence of the rules to consider this appropriation bill under the rules of the last 
Jlouse, under rules which have prevailed for four years, and get out of the way 
and let the Senate have this bill to consider and forward with other bills that 
you may shorten the session, that you may thus have the business dispatched 
rapidly. 

He was going to shorten the session. Has he doneit? It will be 
remembered that in one of his lucubrations on this subject he spoke of 
the performances of Democratic Appropriation Committees in preceding 
Congresses, holding them less vigilant than their successor. Now, | 
think the gentleman has fallen under his own criticism. He then goes 
on, Mr. Speaker, and gives expression to a series of flamboyant utter- 
ances which would have been a little more appropriate if he had had 
less experience as a legislator. 

It was the first time, however, he had had charge of an appropriation 
bill, and I suppose we will forgive these utterances; but the gentle- 
man boasted of the rapidity with which the work had been done. I+ 
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was then only the Ist of January, and it turns out that, after having 
passed resolutions to extend the appropriation for this fiscal year on 
the old basis, he is nearer the next Christmas than he is to the last 
before this bill becomes law. Now, I think that the gentleman a 
least ought to relieve the party on this side from the c calpal nlity that 
he heretofore charged. It shows the impropriety of all human bcast- 
ing. 

Mr. PETERS 
obstruction. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You did not count on 
yousay. I think that you boasted also that under your new rules there 
could not be obstruction. You put a clause in the rules that the 
Speaker should entertain no motion that he considered to be a dilatory 
motion. 

Mr. PETERS. But we could not prevent you from the abuse of your 
constitutional privilege of calling for the yeas and nays, and by t 
abuse of that constitutional privilege you have delayed the business for 
thirty days. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think, sir, the Recorp will show that the yeas 
and nays in the last month have been called more frequently on th 
demand of that side of the House than of this. 

Mr. PETERS. But only after it was demonstrated that it would 
save time to do so. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
to save time, instead of us calling for them to consume time. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes; we wanted to cut you off from calling for 
division, then for tellers, and passing through the tellers, 
calling for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the gentleman turns round and abuses us 
about calling for the yeas and nays when we 


Especially when you do not count on Democrati 


Democratic obstruction 


and finally 


vote. 
The SPEAKER. Some gentleman's time has expired. [Laugh 
ter. | 


Mr. McCOMAS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from I)linois, 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. CANNON ]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, yesterday we passed in this House a 
resolution extending the appropriations for fifteen days. A resolution 
was passed just before the lst of July extending them for thirty days. 
In another place, which I will not mention, that resolution was talked 
about and the statement was made that it was a most unheard-of thing 
to extend the appropriations after the commencement of the fiscal year 
for a longer period than ten days. In that same place, which I will 
not specify, it was held that the responsibility for not having passed 


these appropriations before the beginning of the fiscal year, if any re- | 


sponsibility existed, was upon the House. In that same place, which 
I will not mention, it was also made a matter of self-congratulation 
that there was some place under the shining sun where there was a 
deliberative body, and so on and so forth. Now,I merely want to say, 
to justify the record, without reference to answering anybody, that the 
facts about this matter are these: 

During the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, two years ago, a 
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Then you yourselves called for the yeas and nays | 


1 | people generally 


OUSE., 


Mr. McCOMAS. I yield entlema 

Mr. Josepn D. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. M c i yet that the 

i two substantial reasons why } t i trict of Columl 
] e not the right o Yrag ~ One ( t I 
United States was no iade int ‘ t 0 
that, because we did n i t VK ( t 
tution It may be a sour of reg 1 { i \ 
wise provided for. but it was 1 

Another reason is that a large por { the Dist 
of Columbia prefer to hold their reside 3 int tat from which 
they come, to which they return, and where they a illy vote \ 
are generally much more anxious to be regarded ‘ f their 
tates than to be regarded as citizens of the District of Columbia And 
though I have been here for several years, I have heard ve ttl 
ny, complaint in respe ct to this matter of Ssullrage, 

I think the people of Washington generally are perfectly satistied 
with the present arrangement. If I were going to su iny char 
it all I would suggest that the commissioners of t District i 
creased to five and that they all be civilians. They should be men 
whose recommendations would be acceptable to Congress, men who 
would take in the whole city and all its interests, who would be 
partial, and whose recommendation would command attention and re- 
spect. Somechange ofthat kind might be made, but I think thatthe 


| present goverr on sntof the District of Columbia is satist 
] I think also that the present divis 


fair I think it is only right that the General Government i sho ild pay 
one-halfof the expenses, because it owns one-half the property, and that 
| the citizens should pay the other half. Much has been said here ibout 


did not call for a record | 


joint resolution was passed continuing the appropriations embraced in | 


nine of the twelve regular appropriation bills for a period of thirty days. 
The provisions of that joint resolution were continued on July 31 
until August 31. That was another thirty-days continuance. Again, 
on September 1 they were continued until September 15. That was 
fifteen days more. Again, on September 15 they were continued until 
September 25, and again, on September 26 they were continued until 
October 10. It was claimed in this other place to which I have re- 
ferred, but which = have not mentioned, that until this session appro- 
priations had never been continued after the close of the fiscal year for 
a period of longer than ten days. Thesundry civil bill was passed by 
this House and sent to the Senate on June 17 this year; two years ago 
it did not pass until June 22, ; 

At this session the District of Columbia bill passed on January 8. 
Two years ago it did not pass until! May 21. It was agreed upon in 
conference and reported to this House on July 2 this year, and but for 
dilatory proceedings would have been sent to the President certainly 
by July 3. Two years ago it became a law July18. The continuance 
at this session applies to only seven of the twelve appropriation bills, 
while two years agoit applied to nine of the twelve bills. 

of Representatives be it said to its credit and to the credit, I believe, 

of the members on both sides of the House, when we speak of the leg- 
islative history of appropriation bills, we speak in conformity with the 
record; but still, this House is not a deliberative body. It deliberates 
enough, however, to be correct touching at least matters of this kind 
I sometimes am thankful that it is not ‘‘a deliberative body.’’ Ordi- 
narily when we talk here it may not be very interesting but to those who 
are present—and our friends upon the other side gener ally see that there 
is @ quorum present—we are at least inside of the Hall: we deliberate 
to that extent. I am not speaking now of anybody in an unparlia- 
mentary sense. I am not criticising anybody. That is not my pur- 
pose. I simply wanted to state the facts about the extension of the ap- 
propriations heretofore as the record shows it. 

Mr. McCOMAS, How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes left. 


In the House | 


complaints on the part of the people of this District, but 

none of them. 
Another thing 

this Dis 


I have heard 
This capital was established not for the people of 
trict alone, but for the people of the wholecountry. The ques- 
tion with us is not simply what these people here want; we are not here 
simply to represent thei nt the inter- 
Chis was created as a national Cap- 
ital, to promote the welfare of Ge whole country, and our aim should 
be to develop a city here that ill be a credit to the whole ee 
one of which this nation shal ibe proud. Wearedoing that, and at the 
} T + 
' 
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r interests: we are here to ré pres¢ 
ests of the people of the country. 


strict sat 


same time we are giving the people of the slaction; we are 
in ref- 


getting along quite harmoni make 
erence to this question of suffrage 
Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, in the few moments remain 
I do not intend to disturb the harmony of the situation. The diset 
sion has been very good-natured. We have been talking about a busi 
ness matter, and gentlemen on both sides have made suggestions with 
respect to the government of this District which are worthy of con 
sideration, not only bevause of the source from whichthey come, but 
also on account of the ‘wislems they embody. 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] has, hows 
verted to the fact that this bill passed on the Sth of 
Mr. McMILLIN. I intended to say that 
January. I did not remember the date. 
Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman is correct, and he might 
added it passed on the 8th day of January Now, the work wa 
well done, there was - harm that it was done quickly, and from the 
th of January until July the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN ], with all his power and ingenuity, has not been al I 
out one improper item in the bill, so | suppose I must take his silence 
on that point after these six months’ scrutiny as an admission that t] 
work was well done although it was also quickly done. [Laughter 
At the other end of the Capitol the bill lay three months and a ha 
untouched. It is not for me here to criticise what was done there 
could not possi bly control it and the rules of the House could not con 
trolit. Thegentleman, re-enforced by my colleague, was about to read 
some vote, I will say that I recognized from the run of the debate 
that the matter as read implied no vote, but an aspiration 


1 
no concer whatever 


ing to me 


ver, ad- 
inuary— 
it was up in the House in 


have 








eto point 


an earnest 





aspiration for good and successful work. This work as d in the 
| House was well done and successful; and Iam satisfied that good Demo 
crats on this floor must approve the principle adopted that the exp 
of this District should not be enlarged by advancing payments on a 
count of the water-works, to be expended over agai i thingt 
thought about at one time and which caused son lela 
This bill went rapidly through this House, and, as Ih i \ 
come back increased in amount, but t changed in th 
It would be ungracious to pursue this matter further as itlemen on 
the other side have shown a di position to il with the question 
fairly and considerately. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Will you allow me to ask right here how i 
did the Senate add that you propose to ir in? 
Mr. McCOMAS. It senate ided round numbers $70 
we cut down the amount 3300,00 ly hal 
i Mr. MeMILLIN If the Senate made those larg ud ; l 


you propose to concur in over $300,009, then your work was not well 
| done. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Our work was well done entleman had 








ee 
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read the bill in connection with the rules or had listened to what has 
already been said, he would have found, for instance, that one consid- 
erable item added by the Senate was for the increase of the police force, 
which could not be made on the bill in this House, because it would 
be a change of existing law. So there were other provisions which the 
Senate has added which we could not have added for the same reason. 
The gentleman or some of his colleagues made points of order on some 
provisions of the bill in the House because they changed existing law. 
When we tried to gray ple with the telephone and telegraph companies 
here the point of order was made. 

Lut betore my time expires I desire to say a few words in regard 
to the sugyestions which have been made touching the form of govern- 
meut in this District. When so eloquent a gentleman and so strong 
a friend of the District as the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Breck- 
INRIDGE] e.presses doubt as to the propriety of the existing form of 
government here, and when my distinguished and eloquent friend from 
Iowa, an equally warm friend of the District—— 

| Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I would like to have two minutes more. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope the gentleman will be allowed to proceed. 
ir, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask that the gentleman 
have five minutes more, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Let me say this one thing, that when gentlemen 
such as I have named, who are good friends of the District, hesitate in 
regard to maintaining the existing relations of this Government to the 
District, the people of the District should beware of extravagance, 
should beware of overreaching their power and their rights and of de- 
stroying confidence in the public expenditures. Municipal govern- 
ment elsewhere hasin many instances failed; but in this District, at least 
for years past, the local government seems to have escaped general 
complaint. This city is growing to be a great capital. Theexclusive 
jurisd ction over the District is given to the General Government. 
] want to see this city increase in greatness; therefore I am in favor 
of the present system under which the General Government pays the 
expenses, in conjunction with the people of the District, dollar for dol- 
lar. It is a matter of public interest to the people of this great nation 
that this Capital should continue to grow, should become what the na- 
tional Capital ought to be. Of course, while the existing system lasts, 
while the Government of the United States isa joint contributor to the 
expense of maintaining the local government,it can not allow the suf- 
frage to go into the hands of the people here that they may spend the 
Government money as they please. 

| have not time toenlarge on this question. Until we have made this 
city the great capital city which it ought to be, I hope this Government, 
continuing to pay with the citizens, dollar for dollar, toward the ex- 
penses of the municipality, will see that its affairs are carefully and 
cleanly administered. People come here with notice in the Constitu- 
tinn as to the power and the duty of Congress, with its exclusive control 
of this District; and while we continue the present system of contribu- 
tions by the United States for the governmental expenses of this city 
we can not allow the people of the District to exercise, in the way ofsuf- 
frage, control over the money which we thus contribute. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask a vote on the adoption of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on adopting the report ofthe com- 
mittee of conference. 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for by Mr. 
MUTCHLER)—ayes 57, noes 26. 

Mr. MUTCHLER, I ask the yeas and nays on this motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 94, nays 66, not vot- 
ing 168; as follows: 





‘ 


YEAS—M. 

Allen, Mich. Connell, Lawler, Russell, 
Anderson, Kans, Cooper, Ohio Laws, Sawyer, 
Arnold, Craig, Lehlbach, Scull, 
Atkinson, Pa. Culbertson, Pa, Mason, Smith, W. Va, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Cutcheon, McComas, Snider, 

ker, Darlington, McKenna, Spooner, 
Banks, Dolliver, Moftitt, Stephenson, 
Bartine, Dorsey, Moore, N. H, Stivers, 
Bayne, Dunnell, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Belknap, Farquhar, Morse, Sweney, 
Berzen, Featherston, Mudd, Taylor, J.D. 
Bingham, Finley, O' Neill, Pa. Thomas, 
Brewer, Frank, Osborne, Townsend, Colo. 
Brosius, Gear, Owen, Ind. Turner, Kans, 
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, Payne, Vandever, 
Burton, Haugen, Payson, Van Schaick, 
Candler, Mass, Henderson,Iowa Perkins, Waddill, 
Cannon, Hermann, Pickler, Walker, 
Carter, Hill, Post, Wallace, Mass, 
Cheadle, Hopkins, Pugsley, Wilson, Wash, 
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Ellis, Lester, Va. Paynter, Tracey, 
Enloe, Martin, Ind, Peel, Tucker, 
Forman, Martin, Tex. Penington, Vaux, 
Forney, McClammy, Price, Venable, 
Geissenhainer, McClellan, Quinn, Wheeler, Ala. 
Goodnight, McCreary, Richardson, Whitthorne, 
Hayes, MeMillin, Rugers, Wike, 
Heard, McRae, Sayers, Willeox, 
Hemphill, Morgan, Springer, Williams, DL 
Holman, Mutchler, Stewart, Ga. Yoder. 
Lane, O’ Ferrall, Stewart, Tex. 
Lanham, Outhwaite, Tillman, 
NOT VOTING—168, 

Adams, Dalzell, Laidlaw, Robertson, 
Alderson, Dargan, Lansing, Rowland, 
Allen, Miss. Davidson, Lee, Rusk, 
Anderson, Miss. De Haven, Lester, Ga. Sanford, 
Andrew, De Lano, Lewis, Scranton, 
Bankhead, Dibble, Lind, Seney, 
Barnes, Dickerson, Lodge, Sherman, 
Beckwith, Dingley, Magner, Shively, 
Belden, Dunphy, Maish, Simonds, 
Biggs. Evans, Mansur, Skinner, 
Blanchard, Ewart, McAdoo, Smith, UL 
Bland, Fitch, McCarthy, Smyser, 
Bliss, Fithian, McCord, Spinola, 
Blount, Flick, McCormick, Stahinecker, 
Boatner, Flood, McDufiie, Stewart, Vt. 
Boothman, Flower, McKinley, Stockdale, 

soutelle, Fowler, Miles, Stone, Ky. 
Bowden, Funston, Milliken, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gest, Mills, Struble, 
Brower, Gibson, Montgomery, Stump, 
Browne, T. M. Gifford, Moore, Tex. Tarsney, 
Buchanan, N. J. Greenhalge, Morey, Taylor, E. B. 
Buckalew, Grimes, Morrow, Taylor, LL 
Bullock, Grout, Niedringhaus, Taylor, Tenn, 
Bunn, Hall, Norton, Thompson, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Nute, Townsend, Pa. 
Butterworth, Hare, Oates, Turner, Ga. 
Caldwell, Harmer, O’ Donnell, Turner, N. Y. 
Campbell, Hatch, O’ Neall, Ind. Wade, 
Candler, Ga. Haynes, O’ Neil, Mass, Wallace, N. Y. 
Carlton, Henderson, Il. Owens, Ohio Washington, 
Caswell, Henderson,N.C. Parrett, Watson, 
Cheatham, Herbert, Perry, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clancy, Hitt, Peters, Whiting, 
Clarke, Ala, Hooker, Phelan, Wickham, 
Clark, Wis. Houk, Pierce, Wiley, 
Ciements, Kennedy, Quackenbush, Wilkinson, — 
Clunie, Kerr, Pa. Randall, Williams, Ohio 
Cobb, Ketcham, Ray, Wilson, Ky. 
Cothran, Kilgore, Reed, [owas Wilson, Mo. 
Cowles, Knapp, Reilly, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cummings, La Foilette, Rife, Yardley. 


So the report was adopted. 





The following pairs were announced: 
Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. CASWELL. 


Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Biaas, on all questions except bankruptcy 


and national-bank legislation. 


Mr. WAL! ACE, of New York, with Mr. WILKINSON, for two weeks, 
except on original-package and bankruptcy bills. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. RoBERTSON, for ten days. 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILs, until August 1. : 

Mr. Hare with Mr. HANSBROUGH, on all political questions, also 
on Conger lard bill, Butterworth option bill, and original-package bill, 


from July 3 until August 6. 


Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. MAGNER, for ten days. 
Mr. EvANs with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, for one week, from 


July 28. 


Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania, until August 12. 
Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. Fowler, until August 1. 

Mr. BurRows with Mr. Wrison, of West Virginia, for ten days. 
Mr. TOWNSEND of Pennsylvania, with Mr. SHIVELY, for the rest of 


this week. 


Mr. Buiss with Mr. Wurtrnea, until Monday next. 

Mr. FLick with Mr. HAyNgs, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. Ray with Mr. DARGAN, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. OWENs, of Ohio, for the rest of this day. 
Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. BULLOCK, on this vote. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, with Mr. FrrHIAN, on this vote. 

Mr. BucHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. McCarrTnry, on this vote. 
Mr. FLoop with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, on this vote. 

The following were announced as paired until further notice: 


Mr. CHEATHAM with Mr, CUMMINGS. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. WASHINGTON. 
Mr. Rire with Mr. Wiison, of Missouri. 
Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR with Mr. DICKERSON. 


Mr. MILEs with Mr. Gisson. 


Mr. Brower with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 





JULY 30, 


Cogswell, Kelley, Raines, Wright, 
Coleman, Kerr, lowa Rey burn, The Speaker, 
Comstock, Kinsey, Rock well, 
Conger, Lacey, Rowell, 

NAYS—66, 
Abbott, Brown, J.B. Catchings, Crisp, 
Barwig, Brunner, Chipman, Culberson, Tex, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Buchanan, Va. Cooper, Ini Dockery, 
Brickner, Bynum, Covert, Edmunds, 
Brookshire, Caruth, Crain, Elliott, 


Mr. Knapp with Mr, MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. CLEMENTs. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. Moore, of Texas 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. TayLor, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, 
Mr. LANSING with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 

Mr. FInLey with Mr. TcRNER, of Kansas. 
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Mr. HALL with Mr. STOcKDALE. 

Mr. O’ DONNELL with Mr. Coss. 

Mr. Nure with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. GRIMES, 

Mr. BooTHMAN with Mr. CowLeEs. 

Mr. Linp with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. WADE, of Missouri. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HatcH. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. Stone, of Missouri. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Lilinois, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, 
Mr. BouTeLLe with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. TARSNEY, except on original-package and 
bankruptey bills. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. BLOUNT, 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. PERRY. 

Mr. De LANO with Mr. DuNPuHY. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. FitcH. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, with Mr. BLANCHARD, 

Mr. MILLIK&N with Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. THoMAS M. BRowNe with Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. LopGe with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. GIrrorD with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. Hovuk with Mr. PARRETT. 

Mr. KeEtcHAM with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. CLUNIE, 

Mr. SmMyYseExR with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. Morey with Mr. Bunn. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. Norron. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. Davipson, on this vote. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. FowLER, 
but reserved the right to makea quorum, and have voted in the affirm- 
ative. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I am paired with Mr. CHEATHAM, of North 
Carolina, on political questions only; but as this appears to be a polit- 
ical question I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam paired generally, but voted on this question 
to make a quorum. 

Mr. PERKINS. I voted for the same reason, but am paired. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, by unanimous consent, the reading of the 
names was dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the names of members 
present and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Civyir, Mr. Cummuryes, Mr. Kennepy, Mr. La Fouuetrre, Mr. Perers, 
Mr. Suyser, and Mr. Witson of West Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 94, the noes 66, and 
with those members present and not voting a constitutional quorum 
is present to do business, and the conference report is adopted. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to non- 
concur in the Senate amendments to the Indian appropriation bill, and 
that a conference may be agreed upon. I will say for the information 
of the House that this is the unanimous request of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. We have considered it and the gentleman from Ark- 
ansas [Mr. PEEL] and the members representing the Democratic side 
of the House, as well as the Republican members of the committee, 
join in this request. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object, and raise the point 
of order that these amendments must first be considered in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The matter is only presented for unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to withdraw my objection to 
the granting of leave of absence to sundry members, which I made this 
morning. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will not do that; and for the 
present at least I will renew the objection, and give notice that I will 
continue to object unless in case of sickness. 

Mr. RICHA RDSON. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that a number of the 
requests this morning were in cases of sickness. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
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| eration of the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 10884) making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the 
chair) and resumed the consideration of the amendments ot the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and 
for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the Senate 
amendments to the bill (S. 10884) making appropriations for sundry 

| civil expenses of the Government for the fiseal year ending June 30, 
1891, and for other purposes, and debate is now pending under the 
five-minute rule. As the Chair remembers, there are four hours al- 
lowed for debate. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that inasmuch as it 
is impossible to discuss this question in five minutes, we may have 
recognition for fifteen minutes instead of five minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. I quite agree with that, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that recognitions may be made, pending this debate, for ten min- 
utes each instead of five. 

Mr. SAYERS. Make it fifteen minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, one can tell a great deal of truth in ten min- 
utes. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iam willing that this shall apply to gentle- 
men who have amendments to offer to the bill, but further than that I 
do not think it would be desirable. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Dlinois [Mr. PAYsoN ] asks 
unanimous consent that recognition may be for ten minutes rather than 
five. Is there objection? 

Mr. McRAE. .Mr. Chairman, one moment, before you put the re- 
quest. I want to understand whether it is the pu 





rpose to take up these 
four hours in discussing only the amendments now pending, or whether 
during that time we shall have a vote upon these amendments, and if 
they should or should not be adopted we may have the opportunity to 
discuss some other amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to answer the question. 

Mr. CANNON. I would suggest to the gentleman who makes the 
! inquiry, and to my colleague from Illinois [[Mr. Payson], that genuine 
| consideration for the four hours would be to consider amendments un- 
der the five-minute rule and vote upon such amendments as may be 
| pending at the end of that time. 

Mr. PAYSON. I quite agree with that. 

Mr. CANNON. And I suggest to my friend to ask unanimous con- 
| sent, or I willdo it myself, and let that be the understanding. 

| The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman announce what it is he asks 
unanimous consent for? 

Mr. McRAE. What is the request ? 

Mr. CANNON. ‘That for the four hours before the final vote istaken 
we go along and dispose, under the five-minute rule, of such amend- 
ments as may be offered. 

Mr. PICKLER. That does not preclude the offering of amendments 
within that time? 

Mr. CANNON. Not at all. 

Mr. McRAE. I have an amendment, which I make in good faith, 
and I want to dispose of it. J prefer to discuss it whenI make it. I, 
for one, think we might dispose of these amendments that are pend- 
ing in much less time than four hours and then take up the others. 

Mr. CANNON. And then, when you get through with the discus- 
sion, you want a vote. 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. I think that is a better wzy to proceed. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ithink weshould have unanimous consent that ten 
minutes be allotted toany gentleman who desires to debate any of these 
amendments Five minutes is too short a time to consider a matter 
as it should be considered. 

Mr. SAYERS. Can you not make it fifteen minutes? 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, no; make it ten minutes all around. 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair was not in 
the chair when the limit of four hours was adopted, but he understood 
this to apply to the amendment relative to the i rigation surveys. 

Mr. PAYSON. All other amendments have been disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. And without instructions, of course gentlemen 
will proceed under the five-minute rule. The gentleman from Lllinois 
| [Mr. Payson ] asks unanimous consent that remarks be limited to ten 
| minutes during the four hours allowed for debate. 

Mr. PAYSON, Orrather, in a more parliamentary sense, hatrecog- 
| nitions be for ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. And coupled with that is the understanding that 
¢ 





we shall proceed to debate and dispose of amendments that may be 
offered from time to time. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to that? The Chair hears 
none. 
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Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. Chairman, I favor the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay ‘ because it is in the in- 
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terest of settlers. I also favor it because it takes these arid lands from 
the ulowy aud blighting jurisdiction of the self-styled and almost | 
eli-constituted Director of the United States Geological Survey. An |} 
Arizona friend tells me that the Government has already virtually as- 
ned these arid public lands, and made this Director its assignee, 


And it must be confessed that there seems to be good ground for the 
assertion 

{ know of nothing that really needs a thorough survey more than 
this Geological Survey itself. § pread out on a map it would be a cu- 
riosity its marvelous growth beats that of the bean of Jack the 
(siant-Killer. Like Falstaff, it has grown ont of all compass, and like 
Sir John it seems to be not only a falsifier itself, but a collaborator of 
untraths. So faras I have been able to ascertain it has not a single 
landmark or guide that it is safe to tie to or to follow. 

Falstaff’s thirteen men in buckram grown outof two were fictitious. 
but here is a real growth and a greater wonder. 
Let us analyze this national fungus. 

The United States Geological Survey began under Clarence King in 
1879 on an appropriation of $5,000, Director John W. Powell swirled 
into iti March, 1881, on an appropriation of $25,000a year. In nine 
years the appropriation has reached over $600,000 annually. 

{ find the title *‘ Director’’ attached to Major Powell in the Con- 
gressional Directory. Where he got it I do not know; possibly from 
some appropriation act. The whole institution seems to consist of a 
series of astounding appropriations. No law has ever been passed or- 
ganizing the survey or delining the duties of its officers. It exists by 
implication alone. Its only real root appears to be a tiny line inserted 
in the sundry civil appropriation bill. Up to 1884 this line ran thus 
wise: 


They were conjured. 


lo vontinue the completion of the geological map of the national domain. 


Now, sir, what is the national domain? It is the public lands—the 
land belonging to the General Government. The words ‘‘ national do- 
therefore, did not authorize an invasion of the States. But 
they were invaded. They were brought within the scope of the Geo- 
After 1884 the tiny line was a!tered so as to read thus: 


main,”’ 


logical Survey 
lo continue the completion of the geological map of the United States, 


In that year this active Director brought about the organization of the 
United States Topographical Survey. This was adding another head 
to the curiosity. Its capacity for absorbing revenue was thus greatly 
increased, The average annual appropriation tor the Geological Sur- 
vey proper is now about $180,000 a year. The balance of the $600,000 
goes into the maw of the Topographical Survey, and for offices, labora- 
tory, maps, and other expenses. 

Up to 1886 the printing alone had cost about $600,000. Since then it 
has not been less than $250,000—$850,000 in all. My friend from Ken- 
tucky [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] day before yesterday said that the Director 
had impressed him as possessing ‘‘ very remarkable ability, and very 
unusual administrative capacity.’’ He impresses mein the same way. 
|Laughter.] Having by his wonderful tact got two horses to ride in- 
stead of one, he performs the teat of double equitation—rides both horses 
at once. He removes from the shoulders of the Geological Survey the 
making of the map for which the appropriations are made. These ap- 
propriations are deftly turned from the Geological into the Topograph- 
ical Survey. This survey is also carriedon without a specific law. It 
gets its life, like its ranning mate, from appropriation bills. 

Congress meant to have a geological map made by the Geological 
Survey. ‘he Director is having a topographical map made for the use 
of the Geological Survey. Where does he get the authority for the 
change? Certainly not from Congreess, Under his manipulation the 
multifarious lines of his administration have become so involved that 
it is extremely difficult to trace them. 

Engineers and physicists charge that he is substituting a system 
based upon an uncertain and deductive science for one founded upon 
mathematical science. It may beso, I reckonitis. But it looks to 
me as though the Director, after years of labor, had suddenly discovered 
that he had got the cart before the horse, and is now trying to make a 
shift, {Laughter and applause. | 

And right here comes in this irrigation business—another head and 
another mouth to feed. By his policy of land reservation he secures 
time to correct his mistakes, The thing is now transformed into asort 
of Cerberus. It has three heads, three mouths, six ears, and tongues 
that always find an echo in Congress. It has become truly formidable, 
My silver-haired friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] digni- 
fies it by calling ita bureau. If it is a bureau, never was a bureau so 
curiously gotten together. Noideaof it is suggested in Robert Cham- 
hbers’s Vestiges of Creation. 

rhe globular conformation seems to be entirely wanting, but there 
is no denying that it is getting to be what my friend from Ohio, 
General BuTTERWoRTH, would call an all-round affair. It certainly 
seems to have been formed upon a nebular hypothesis—it made itself. 
It grew by accretions. If it could have been inactive operation when 
this world began, and could have made geology instead of surveying 
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it, there is no doubt that the world would have been a more expensive 
if not a more gorgeous institution. There would undoubtedly have 
been an Olympus for the Jupiter of the survey. [ Applause. ] 

Mv Kentucky friend (Mr. BreckrnripGe}, in his speech on Friday, 
defined the intent of the legislation of two years ago. It was intended 
that the expenditure should be limited to investigations and surveys. 
It was not intended that Congress should be committed to any plan 
or scheme of irrigation. The Director, however, seems to have per- 
verted this legislation into a plan for expending $7,000,000 fora topo- 
graphical survey, $4,000,000 of which are to assist in the completion 
of the geological map of the United States. 

Why,look atit. If the appropriation of $7,000,000 which he is seek- 
ing for his irrigation-topographical work should be sufficient to com- 
plete the geological map that was begun on the modest expenditure of 
$5,000 in 1879, the map will then have cost the country at least $15,- 
000,000. But this sum will not be sufficient. It begins to look as 
though the map will cost $50,000,000 and possibly $150,000,000 before 
it is completed. Nowonder that the Farmers’ Alliance begins toshow 
its teeth—its members eternally taxed to sustain such frivolous mag- 
nificent schemes as this. [Applause. ] 

It is apparent that the Director’s plan of operations and his remark- 
able and distinctive ability to secure legislative appropriations have 
resulted in shifting the work. An appropriation designed for one pur- 
pose has been diverted to what is practically another. By removing 
from the Geological Survey the work of map-making, he has obtained 
from Congress large sums of money for scientific research. This opens 
another Treasury valve. Thesesums could not have been secured ex- 
cept upon some pretense of practical utility. When asking for appro- 
priations he never has fully specified why they were sought; his ends 
apparently justified the means. The appropriations seem to have been 
carefully distributed. They apparently affect all the related professor- 
ships of all the leading colieges in the land. 

The Director has evidently secured control ot the American Academy 
of Science, and of Section Bb of the American Association for the Ad- 
vancementof Science. The patronage of this nondescript bureau seems 
to be immense, and its influence correspondingly great. 

The Director now declares that a topographical survey is necessary 
for the making of a geological map. 

If he had ascertained this at the beginning of his work, instead of 
ata later day, his operations would have been more intelligent and 
far less expensive. Put with that remarkable capacity for which my 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] gives him credit, and 
which I am entirely willing to admit, he appears to have blundered 
upon it by devious and very costly ways. 

Topography is certainly more necessary for a geological map than for 
irrigation, but geological maps have been made without the elaborate 
system of surveys now projected. The Director declares these sur- 
veys absolutely essential for the purposes of irrigation. This is at least 
a mistake. Irrigation has been going on for thousands of years with- 
out the aid of maps. Even a member of Congress knows this. Yet 
this great Director would impress us that heaven would refuse its rain, 
the springs to well up, andthe waters to run, waiting for his wonder- 
ful map. [Applause. ] 

But even admitting the usefulness of surveys for irrigation, Civil 
Engineers Dutton, Nettleton, Bodfish, and others all testi/y that a 
sufficient survey of our arid lands can be made for not over $500,000 
within four years or less time. The Director wants $7,000,000 and 
eight years. Where is the watch-dog from Aurora? There is a spe- 
cial call for him. Why does he lurk in his kennel when the watch- 
dog from Danville is found barking in the wrong keep? [Laughter 
and applause, | 

The Director says that all civilized countries precede irrigation by a 
complete topographical survey. Falstaff never outdid this amazement, 
not even when he made himself appear a doubJe man and claimed to 
have killed Hotspur. Why, the finest irrigation systems in the world 
were in operation before topographical surveys were ever heard of. 
Spain’s ordnance map to-day covers hardly a square league of itsirrigated 
areas, Italy is at work on an ordnance and cadastric survey, but very 
little has been done in Piedmont and Lombardy, in which irrigation 
has been practiced for thousands of years. 

In French Algeria 20,000,000 acres of land have been reclaimed, 
Not 100 square miles of this land has been subjected to a topographical 
survey. 

In British India an ordnance survey was begun early in the century. 
Irrigation had been practiced there thousands of years before this. 
Japan, China, and Persia the same. 

Why, sir, at this very moment at least 600,000,000 of persons sub- 
sist upon products raised through irrigation not founded upon topo- 
graphical surveys. The Hindoos seem to be considerably in advance 
of our ingenious Director, as he is called. 

The Director asserted before the Senate Committee on Appropriations 
that 45,000,000 acres in the arid region had been entered as desert land. 
Can this Falstafiian spirit never be laid? Either that or a well known 
Texas colonel must have been at the Director's elbow when he made 
this statement. Less than 4,000,000 of acres, I am informed, are now 
entered and pending under the desert-land act, and more than one-half 
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of these have been abandoned. In 1888 those pending did not 
5d O0U acres. 


No wonder that my friend from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN] has 


striven for years in vain to get intelligent Information concerning 
the operations of this enigmatic bureau in his own State. Nothing 
but confusion could come of it. Its origin, frame-work, and ope! 
tions might properly be called dearly purchased scientific uncertaint; 
It is a magnificent fabric ef fabrications Applau 


The Director claims to have segregated, by his topographical corps, 


30,000,000 acresof irrigableland. This he declares is partoi the work 
has performed for the $350,000 appropriated in 1888 and 188. lam 
credibly informed that two civil engineers, Follett and Wilson, ha‘ 
done nearly all the actual field segregation—the first in the Rio Gran 
Valley, New Mexico; the second in the Judith Basin, Montana. 
did this work as a part of a civil engineering reconnaissance. Not over 
10,000,000 acres have been so segregated by these two men and 

ants, and the cost of it could not have exceeded $12,00u. The re- 
maining 20,000,000 acres—here again I am informed—are nearly all 
done in the United States Geological Survey Office right here in Wash 
ington. It never would have been attempted but for the criticisms on 
the Director. It has not cost $2,000. What then has been the real 
cost of this alleged segregation, and what has become of the rest o! 
the money ? 

Sir, looking at the importunities of the Director, I am reminded of! 
the story of a wealthy Jerseyman who suddenly failed in business 
and went into bankruptcy. While telling the story of his misfortanes 
to a sympathizing friend,a map peddler approached and wanted him to 
buy a map of California. Turning his back upon him he continued 
his tale of woe. The peddler was persistent. He said that the map 
would cost only $50. Finally the unfortunate bankrupt whirled 
around and said, ‘*Great God, stranger, do I look like a man that 
wants to buy a map of California?’’ 

With a deficiency of $100,000,000, as my friend from Alabama [ Mr. 
FORNEY ] says, staring the Treasury full in the face, and the hundred 
streams of appropriations now flowing from it, it looks to me as if 
we ought to exclaim with the Jersey bankrupt, ‘‘Great God, Mr. 
Director, does the Treasury look as though it could stand a geological- 
topographical-paleontological-irrigation map of the United States cost 
ing only $15,000,000?’’ [Applause. ] 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CUMMINGs’s time meantime was twice extended by unanimous 
consent of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. It has been said that when you hunt for the cuttle- 
fish it has the power to muddy the waters and swim away. I think 
the gentleman from New York on this occasion has shown much of the 
cuttle-fish ability. The Director of the Geological Survey may have 
merit. I think he has. He mav be subject tocriticism. I believe 
he is not. He is the head of a bareau. 
the Interior. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Who organized the burean? 

Mr. CANNON. Congress 

Mr. CUMMINGS. When and where? Show it. 

Mr. CANNON. It organized it when the Geological Bureau was 
organized, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. CANNON. 





iSSist 


When was that bureau organized ? 
Have I got to take B in the alphabet and point it 


ow 


His chief is the Secretary of | 


out to the gentleman and say ‘‘this is B?’’ Oram I toexpect of him, 


as was said by the new school-boy when ‘‘B’’ was pointed out to him; 
he said, ‘‘Oh, Lord, is that B.’? Gentlemen who sit or stand upon 
this floor are presumed to be familiar with the principal acts of Congress. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. B looks like an ox-yoke in this case. Please 
tell me when this act was passed organizing the Geological Bureau. 

Mr. CANNON. Ten years ago and over, and on October 2, 1888, so 
far as irrigation is concerned. Now, then, so much for that part of it. 
Whether one cent is appropriated to continue these surveys or not, I 
do not care. 


| canal sites to homestead settlement, or we ought to le 


We recommended an appropriation when.the bill came before the | 


House. The House passed it. I believe it is wise. If gentlemen who 
live in the arid region and others believe it is not wise to appropriate 


this money to continue these surveys under the law, well and good; I | 


do not care. I do not know whether it was the gentleman’s desire to 
make a funny speech, and to make an attack upon a subordinate officer 
of the Department, and thereby win fame and recognition, or whether, 
lor some other reason, he has seen proper to pursue that course and 
leave the merits of this question undiscussed. 

Now, he might have done it from the love of sensation, or he might 
have pursued this course that he might seek to divert the attention of 
the House to a side issue, and in the mean time legislation would go 
through which would place all the land in the arid region upon which 
the water can be placed at the disposal and under the control of less 
than three thousand men, when if there is wise legislation there will 
be three million owners of homesteads. 

Now, then, having said that much in the way of clearing away the 


underbrush, and in clearing the water that my friend, in his euttle- 


fish manner, has sought to muddy, I will speak of the merits of this 
proposition, 
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Thirty millions of aeres of this land have been surveyed. One hun 
dred reservoir sites, in round numbers, have been marked o Now, 


it isclaimed that under the practice of the Land Oflice while all the land 
ollices are open so that entries can be made under the desert-land act, 
under the homestead act, and under all other acts, that final proof can 
not be made. That in the arid region 


Mr. PAYSON. What is the statement of the gentleman? Will he 
ple ase repeat 1G? 

Mr. CANNON. I say that since the passage of this act and now, all 
the land offices are open for entry unler the land laws 

Mr. PAYSON. What! In this arid region ? 

‘ir, CANNON, = Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘Then the gentleman isabsolutely mistaken. There 


Is not one that Is open. 
Mr. CANNON. Ian 


not absolutely mistaken. I went tothe Com- 
miss:oner of the Genera | 


} 
7 ; 
| Land Office since 


be other day, 
id he gave me that information in so many words 

Mr. CARTER. Did not the Commissioner tell you that 
would not be issue d — E 

Mr. CANNON. Allow me to finish my statement 
all the land offices in all that country are open 
and that entries of every kind—under the desert-land law and under 
the homestead law and al! other laws 
as they ever were. 

Mr. PAYSON. By the recognition of the Department? 

Mr. CANNON. If the 
till I finish my senten 

Mr. PAYSON, i thought the gentleman was through with his 
statement. 

Mr. CANNON I have made the statement twice, and it is true; 
and I have also been informed by the Land Office that the land offices 
are not preventing the entries, and that the only ditficulty is in deter- 
mining whether these lands that ar: 
are lands that can be made susceptible otf irrigation by these reservoirs, 

Therefore, final proof is not permitted under the present regulation 
in the absence of the Laad Office being able to determine whether they 
come within the act or not. That is the whole case that I sought to 
state in conformity with my information received at the Land Office, 
and I think 1t covers the whole ground. 

Now, it is claimed, and it seems to me with justice, by gentlemen 
from that region, that in this condition one of two things ought t 
happen, and happen at once—that either tl 


patents 


I say again that 
running wide open— 


are being made as thoroughly 


entleman will contain his soul in patience 


r 
5 


entered and taken possession of 


a) 
he President of the United 
States ought to throw open all these lands except the reservoir and the 
gislate to the same 
effect. For fear the President of the United States will not issue the 
proclamation, gentlemen say that it would be wise for Congress to so 


legislate as to do that exact thing. Now,it seems to me that that 








claim upon the part of these gentlemen is proper, and Iam not par 
ticular about waiting for the President to make this proclamation. | 
believe we could safely do it, but I am willing to meet a reasonable ex 
| pectation by my vote in favor of legislation that will at once throw 
| open that whole country, except the reservoir and the canal aud ditch 
| sites, to homestead settlen 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizon: Will the gentleman permit a question ? 
Mr. CANNON. Yes. 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I want to know ¥ you are going toset 
tle desert land situated 50 miles trom wat iny homestead entry 
I would like to understand thut, to sta 
Mr. CANNON Iv inswer that question 
The CHAIRMA® ihe tim tne ventie i il n ho iS ex 
pired 
Mr. DOCKERY I ask unanimou ynsent that the time of the gen- 


tleman from Illinois be extended for fifteen minutes, 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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Mr. CANNON. Now, I will discuss this matter and will answer my 
friend’s question, and if I do not answer it immediately, let him call 
my attention to it again before I sit down. 

It is claimed, and truly claimed, that since the passage of the act of 
14H all these reservoir sites, and the lands that can be irrigated from 
them, are reserved. Where entries or filings were made prior to that 
time, of course those cases would stand upon another basis and the 
parties would bave vested rights which they could prosecute success- 
fully. But gentleme x come hereand say, ‘*‘ Yes; the law is that way, 
but our people did not know it.’’ They say that until the 5th day of 
June, 1889, pearly a year after this law was passed, the Interior De- 
partment did not give notice to the people. That is true. 

No notice was given, no circular was issued, until the constitutional 
convention of Idaho, where these surveys were being made, became 
alarmed at the action of that ever vigilant organization, the Mormon 
Church, in following up the surveyors and making locations upon these 
lands. ‘That constitutional convention became alarmed and called at- 
tention to the subject. They said there are to be such proceedings by 
these citizens of Utah as to take up all these lands, and they even pro- 
posed io divert the waters from running towards the Pacific coast and 
lead them down into Utah. The convention of Idaho appealed to the 
Secretary of the Interior, and he answered and said: ‘* They can not 
do it under the law of 1885;’’ and then he issued that general circular 
to the land offices. 

So it would seem that where parties have acquired what are called in- 
choate rights; that is, where settlers in good faith, for the purpose of 
getting their homesteads, had settled upon these lands since 1588, at 
least up to June 1889, when public notice was given through the land 
offices, they ought to be permitted to perfect their homestead entries 
and possibly their desert-land entries. That seems to be reasonable. 
Now some gentlemen say that we ought to go further and let all these 
inchoate titles be periected where the claim had been made prior and 
up to the time of the passage of this act. I think if you do that 
you will in many instances allow people to get titles who ought not to 
have them, because I have information here in my hand that in the Ter- 
ritory of Idaho, at Boisé City,from July, 1889, to March, 1890, there were 
only in round numbers 5,000 acres of land entered under the desert 
act, and that since that time the monthly desert-land entries at that 
office have been upward of 15,0v0 acres. 

It you validate all up to the passage of this act you will validate these 
entries. Possibly that ought to be done, but the House and the Sen- 
ate can determine when they come finally to settle this matter. Now, 
in my opinion, the best course to pursue is not to seek to put a land 
code upon this appropriation bill by way of amendment, but, if legis- 
lation is to be had, to so modify it as to protect inchoate rights that 
have accrued since the passage of the act of 1888 and open every acre 
of land except the reservoir sites and the canal and ditch sites to home- 
stead entry. Some people believe the amountshbould be only 80 acres, 
saying that one acre of this land when irrigated is worth 3 or 4 acres 
of land in Illinois or Missouri. Possibly there may be something in 
that, but probably the best thing would be to fix the amount of a home- 
stead entry at 160 acres. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Now this isa good place to answer my 
question. 

Mr. CANNON. I will answer the gentleman’s question before I get 
through. 

Mr. HiLL. Why not desert-land entries also? 

Mr. CANNON. For the reason that I see no propriety in allowing 
& man to get for nothing 600 acres, or nearly 1,200 acres of the public 
domain (as he can get under the law if this act be repealed or modified 
as some gentlemen desire), when 160 acres is all that the Government 
ought to give him. 

Now, I would goa step further. For the reasons indicated I am not 
in harmony with the amendment offered by my colleague from IIlinois 
[Mr. Payson]. Itiscumbersome. If you examine it you will find 

rovisions that I am sure many gentlemen would refuse to agree to. 
Ve can not afford to put a land code upon this bill, Whatever we put 
upon it should be short and simple, and should go direct to the mark, 
and if the land code is to be enacted it should be done under the lead 
of the proper committees of the House and the Senate. Therefore, I 
believe the wise thing to do is to non-concur in this Senate amendment, 
let it go to a conference, and there, after consulting with the Senate 
conferees and getting their views, let us see what can be agreed upon; 
and let the House conferees report it back for the instruction and con- 
sideration of the House, so that the House will have complete posses- 
sion of it; whether there is an agreement or the want of one, the House 
will retain the power to so modify orinstructas may seew to it proper. 
it seems to me that is a wise thing to do, but in the event that it 
be not deemed wise, I wish to say that I placed in the reeord of yes- 
terday’s proceedings a proposition as a substitute for the amendment 
of my colleague [Mr. Payson], which I believe in whole or in part is 
wiser upon a money bill than this land code. I wish to call theatten- 
tion of the Committee of the Whole to my proposition, which is printed 
in the RecorD of this morning. What does it provide ? 


And so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitled “An act making appropri- 
ations for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
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tng June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,”’ as provides for the reservation of 
lands made susceptible of irrigation, is hereby repealed; and lands may here- 
after be acquired from the Government ouly under the provisions of the United 
States statutes for the acquirement of homesteads. 

Here let me say that if a man can not improve 160 acres of desert 
land for a homestead, much less could he improve 640 or 1,200. Four 
men or six men could improve 640 acres. What we want is ‘‘land for 
the landless’’—lands for the people, not for the capitalist or for the 
speculator; he can take care of himself. I would therefore only open 
this land to homestead settlement, It may be that the amount to be 
taken up by a single individual ought to be as much as 320 acres; if 
the House should so decide, of course I will acquiesce; but in my opin- 
ion the amount should not exceed 160 acres. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 
I do not wish to disturb him—— 

Mr. CANNON. I would prefer that the gentleman allow me to 
finish my explanation of my pioposition. 

Thus by my proposed amendment we would modify the existing law 
to this extent: we would set the homestead law in full motion. The 
amendment goes on and makes the same provision in regard to the laws 


| for the acquirement of mining lands, of coal lands, and of town sites. 





The existing laws on these different subjects would continue in opera- 
tion under my amendment, while the desert-land law, the timber-cult- 
ure law, and the pre-emption law would not. 

Now I come to an important provision in my amendment: 


tut thisshall not be construed to defeat inchoate titles initiated prior to Oc- 
tober 2, 1588, 


I am willing that this should be modified, and perhaps it ought to 
be, so as to bring it down to the date of the passage of the act. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. As to all\bona fide settlers ? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, as to all bona fide settlers. Now comes the 
proviso: 

Provided, That the reservoir sites shall remain segregated and reserved from 
entry or settlement in conformity with the act of October 2, 1888— 

We reserve those reservoir sites by this proposition. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. That is right. 

Mr. CANNON, The amendment continues: 


and all such sites may be used for the storage of water for the benefit of persons 
engaged in agriculture. 


But before I speak of that let me say that under the provisions of 


| the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, under the Senate amend- 


ment, under every amendment which has been moved except this which 
I have submitted, the reservoir sites which have not been selected are 
open to entry and occupation by the speculator or other citizen. And 
whoever owns the water and the site upon which it rests in the arid 
region is monarch of all he surveys; he has by the throat every poor 


; homestead settler who must have the water in order that his land may 


be of any use to him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will allow me to correct him on 
one point. The amendment of his colleague [Mr. PAyson] embodies 
a proposition which I prefer, contemplating the reservation of sites for 
reservoirs and sites for canals. The text of the Senate amendment 
provides for reservoirs already made; my proposition goes further and 
provides for those that may be hereafter made. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman isinerror. I have here the 
amendment of the gentleman from Lilinois, who is one of the best and 
most astute lawyers in the House. Let me read his proposition: 

Provided, That all lands designated and selected by the United States Geo 
logical Survey for sites for reservoirs— 

Now, is that in the future or in the past? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is not exactly the proposition of the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. CANNON. I have read it as printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But there is a difference—— 

Mr. CANNON, If the gentleman means to accomplish what I do, 
all right; I will welcome his assistance, as I trust he will welcome 
mine, and we will work together on that line. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The Senate proposition applies to all reservations 
herevofore made; the amendment applies to all made hereatter. 

Mr. SWENEY. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] whether his amendment does not provide tor confirming the titles 
to claims already made, although they may be on the sites of reser- 
voirs—— 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 

Mr. SWENEY. If they are not already selected ? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh. no; not at ali. My amendment reserves the 
reservoir sites, and also an easement across the lands for the canals and 
ditches, as my friend will uotice. If it does not do that, it was my in- 
tention that it should, and I hope such language will beadded to it as 
will accomplish it, for I want to do just that very thing. But 1 think 
it does, and I have prepared it after consultation with the best posted 
men on this subject in and out of Congress. 

But now, Mr. Chairman, let us go one step further: 

And all such sites may be used for the storage of water— 

What for?— 


for the benefit of persons engaged in agriculture, under such laws as may bo 
enacted by the several States and Territories wherein they are situate. 
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And I think that is well. I think it is well to give the use of these | 


reservoir sites in the several States and Territories for the use, as far as 
practicable, of people engaged in cultivating the soil, so that they can 
work out their own salvation. But we do not grant by this amend- 
ment, if adopted, the fee to these sites to the States aad Territories, 
but only the use of them, because the amendment goes on: 

But said States and Territories shall only have power to grant qualified 


rights for their use by reserving the right to amend or annul! charters, and to | 
qualify privileges granted for the same under the operation of general statutes, | 


In other words, they take the use of these reservoir sites, and by gen- | 


eral law they can authorize the farmers or capitalists to construct the 
reservoirs and dams and distribute the water, but they can not sell this 
right, tor the right is not in the State in fee-simple. It is only a right 
granted to them for a specific purpose. By this grant we tie up the 
State Legislature so far, and so far only, as to place it out of their power 
to ever barter or sell the use of the reservoir sites beyond the control of 
the State to regulate the reasonable price of the water; and I think that 
is right. 

Now, whatelsedowedo? We have the hundred reservoir sites that 
have been surveyed. We have every one that has not yet been sur- 
veyed, all of them withdrawn from entry. But what else do we do? 
We go on with a proviso— 

Provided further, That hereafter patents issued for lands in the arid region, 


where artificial irrigation is used for agricu)ture, shall contain a clause reserv- 
ing the right of way or easement for such irrigating canals and ditches as are 
authorized by section 2339 of the Revised Statutes, 

So you can homestead the lands; vou can get your patents, but the 
Government reserves the right of way or easement over that land if 
necessary, to use it for the purpose of the ditch or canal which is to 
carry the water to surrounding parts of the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON, I would like a word or two farther. 

Mr. PAYSON, I ask that the time be extended without limit. 

Mr. CANNON. Only a minute or two longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I wish you would take time enough to 
explain how you are going to make a homestead on desert lands. 

Mr. CANNON. I will. 


Mr. PAYSON. Will my colleague allow me to call his attention to | 


the fact that my amendment does provide for such reservation as he 
thought it did not? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. It provides— 

That all lands designated and selected by the United States Geologica! Sur- 
vey for sites for reservoirs, and for canals for irrigation purposes, shal! be re- 
served from sale and shall remain lands of the United States; but suci reser- 


vations of lands for sites for reservoirs and canals for irrigation purposes shall 
be subject to the approval of the President of the United States. 


So my colleague will see that it does provide for such reservation. 

Mr. CANNON, But it does not say that they shall all be reserved. 
It applies only to those already selected. My friend can make it ap- 
ply in the future as well as in the past. But it does not do it now. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is what I intended. 

Mr. CANNON. But 1 want my friend to take out that provision, 
‘With the approval of the President of the United States.”’ That 
will not do. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why? 

Mr. CANNON. Because this is the law-making power; and if the 
reservoir sites are to be reserved for the benefit of those who are to 
follow and occupy the lands, they must do it by the law that we make 
and give nobody, whether President or anybody else, the power to 
barter away the rights of the people who are to follow. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is right. 

Mr. MORROW, That is the proper principle. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But you have to confer the power of selection on 
somebody. 

Mr. CANNON. Ceriainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On whom, then? 


Mr. CARTER. Do you want to give it direct to the Geological 
Survey ? 


fix it. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman asks me where this power should 
be lodged. If you want to continue to utilize the present machinery 
for that purpose of course you can do so; or you may let it be done by 


the Commissioner of the General Land Office. But my idea is that we 
should ourselves select the machinery. 


Mr. HOLMAN. We do in either case, and undoubtedly it is pru- | 


dent to do so. 


. Mr.CANNON. I beg pardon; I do not think the bill you propose 
oes, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes. 


Mr.CANNON. I am fortunate, then, Mr. Chairman, if I find that | 


the gentleman’s mind and the minds of other gentlemen run along 
side by side with mine on this question. Al! I want is to get a proper 
determination of this subject. 1 think the proposition I have sug- 
gested contains just what is needed, and if it does not meet in full the 


Mr. MORROW. No; that would neverdo. This is the place to | 


) iacestaeiiiaabaeipnintadapeteamen 


expression that the gentleman wants to put in, why we can easily con- 
| sent to an amendment. 
| Now, in this amendment of mine it will be noticed that provision is 


| made for the easement or right of way which is reserved for these 


canals and ditches. It provides that section 


2339 shall apply. Let 
| me read that section of the law for you. J 


3; law was enacted in 1866, 


| and it is the law now. t is as follows 
Whenever, by priority of possession, rights to the use of water for mining, 
j agricultural, manufacturing, or other purposes have vested and accrued, and 
the same are recognized and acknowledyed by the leea!l customs, laws, and the 
decisions of courts, the possessors and owners of such veated rights shall be 
maintained and protected in the same; and the right of way rt construc. 
| tion of ditches and canals for the purpose herein specified is acknowledged and 
confirmed; but whenever any person i the construction of any ditch or canal, 
injures or damuges the possession of any settler on the public domain, t party 
committing such injury or damaye shall be liable to the party injured f such 
injury or damage. 

Now, all rights under that section of the statute are reserved. And 
these rights of way for irrigating canals and ditches are authorized by 
this section under my amendment. It seems to me that if we are to 
adopt anything in this Committee of the Whole, that we had better 
acopt some general provision of the kind that I have just read to the 
committee rather than undertake to put a land code upon this bill. 
I think it would leave us in a better position in conference. I think 

: 
it would leave the House in a better position when the conferees re- 


port, so that we could get the exact matter at issue after we have tried 
to agree and ascertain the views of the Senate, and that the House by 
instruction or otherwise could register its will at the exact ti 
ited and rendered plain. 

Mr. HERMANN. What do you do as to validating suspended en- 
tries? 


Mr. CANNON, I have discussed that fully. I think they ought to 
be validated where they are made in good faith by the 


ne that 
the point ol difference is elimi 


man who in fact wants the land for settlement. 

Mr. HERMANN We all agree to that. 

Mr. CANNON. NowI will answer my friend from Arizona f[ Mr. 
SMITH]. He wants to know how a homesteader is going to improve 


his homestead in the arid region. 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. How is he ever going to make one ? 
Mr. PAYSON. Under your proposition ? 
Mr. HERMANN. How is he going tosecure any advances of money 
on the land with which he can make any improvements 
Mr. CANNON. My friend from Illinois [Mr. PAyson], in his 
amendment, makes him swear that be will neither sell nor encumber 
in any manner before he makes the entry. 
Mr. HERMANN. That will not do. 
Mr. CANNON. That answers that part of it. But, to go a step 
further, I will try to show my friend how, if my proposition is adopted, 
the new State of Wyoming, by general law, may authorize any num- 
ber of its citizens, or any number of people who are not citizens, to im- 
prove these reservoir sites, but the use of which is to be determined 
and directed by the Legislature of that State. It can be done by cor- 
poration or by an aggregation of individuals, or by one or more indi- 
viduals under general law, so that they can band together with or with- 
out capital, can borrow money and pledge the works, and then they 
can make an improvement and carry out the water upon the homesteads, 
If one could do it for 640 acres, four of them could do it for 160 acres 
apiece, and my proposition goes so far that it will not only permit that, 
but it inhibits the State of Wyoming, or any other State, from so alien- 
ating the use of the reservoir sites or water as to place it beyond the 
| regulation of future Legislatures to prescribe the terms upon which it 
shall be used. 
Mr. PAYSON. Will my colleague from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] al- 
low me to ask him a question ? 
Mr. CANNON. Yes, and then I will sit down. 
Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman has unlimited time and it could not 
| be expended in any better way 


Under the proposition of my col- 
league [Mr. CANNON] is it not clear that nothing could be done with 
reference to the utilizing of any water in the arid regions until Con- 
| gress shall-have first passed some act giving the States and Territories 
j serietiation ? Is not that true? 
Mr. CANNON, No. 

Mr. PAYSON. How can a resident of any State, under existing law, 

or if this act of yours shouid become operative to-day, go to wv 
| anything with the water? 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. With the reservations already made? 
| 


vork todo 


Mr. PAYSON. With the reservations already made, even before 
| Congress acts? I think my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] will 
| agree with me that before any State can act, something has to be done 
by Congress to give them power to act with reference to these matters 

of arid lands and reservoir sites. When is that act going to be passed ? 
At this session or the next? 


i 
Mr. CANNON. This dres it 
Mr. PAYSON. Let me read if 
| Provided, That the reservoir sites shall remain segregated and reserved from 
entry or settlement, in conformity with the att of October 2, 1388, 


So far the reservation is simply continued; that is al). 





And all such sites may be used for the storage of water for the benefit of per- 


! 








acted by the several 


Precisely. 


fiow are they to determine what the sites are? 


CANNQO 


PAYSON, 


shall act by passing laws. 
Ir. CANNON. If we are to have legislation granting this water to 
th ates and to let each State work out its own salvation touching 
this whole question, I do not want anything done until each State by 
vencral law shall make regulations and limitations. 
Ir, CUTCHEON, Will my friend allow me to ask him a question ? 
Mr. CANNON, Yes 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 
Territerial laws already enacted as well as those that may be hereafter 
enacted ? 


Mr. CANNON. It applies to all States and Territories where these | 


lands are situated, 

Mr. PAYSON, The language is ‘‘under such laws as may be en- 
acted.’’ J suggest that it might be changed to cover existing laws, as 
well as those that may be hereafter enacted. 


Mr. CANNON. Iam perfectly willing to modify that, but I thought 
of that when I drew it, and I concluded that was sufficient to cover all 
existing laws. If there is any doubt about it, I will modify it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to make another suggestion to my 
friead. Your proposition is that 
lands may hereafter be acquired from the Government only under the provis- 
ions of the United States statutes for the acquirement of homesteads, of mining 
lands, of coal lands, and of town sites 


Why not say— 

\nd under the desert-land act in amounts not exceeding 169 acres to any entry- 
man 

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection. I think it is not necessary, 
but ifthe gentleman can show this, I have no objection. I donotcare 
n what way they take it, provided they never get more than 160 
acres free, without price, from the Government 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Will my friend allow me? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Under the homestead act they are required to 
take it in a certain way. They are to settle upon the land,improve it, 
and reside on it five years, while under the desert-land law they are to 
reclaim it by putting water on it. But you say it takes 640 acres, 
Now cut it down to 160 acres, and put it under the desert-land act, 
and that it isto be reclaimed by irrigation. 

Mr. CANNON. Putin the provision that a man can only take up 
160 acres. 

Mr, CUTCHEON, Ithink that that will obviate the greatest objec- 
tion to this proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam perfectly willing to modify it. 

Mr. PICKLER. How would that affect lands that are to be irri- 

ted in one State and the water to be brought from a stream in an- 
other ? 

Mr. CANNON, Iwill be perfectly frank to my friend and say to 
him that I know of no way by which that question is to be worked out 
except in the future by Congress, or in the courts, in the absence ot 
agreement between the States. Certainly we could not legislate suc- 
cessfully touching such a question where the stream ran from one State 


to another on a money bill that carries appropriations to carry on the | 


(jovernment, 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I do not care whether it is to be under 


the homestead act, where they are to get 160 acres, or under the desert- | 


land law; but I want to ask my friend if it is not contemplated that 
these entries are to be made by men who have no money. 
are claiming that the poor men are to settle on these lands; and, say that 
there is one or five hundred of them without money on land that is 50 
miles from the water, and it is to be brought to the land to makeit of any 
use to them, how are they, who are without money, to go to that ex- 
pense and yet as compensation for that enormous expense only 160 acres 
of land? 

Mr. CANNON. If I were a member of the Legislature in the State 
of Idaho, or any other Territory or State, I would proceed to study 
the question, and introduce a general bill authorizing persons to in- 
corporate themselves for the purpose of making these improvements, 
and authorizing them to bond the improvements. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. What good is that going to do the poor 
settler ? 

Mr. CANNON. How is the poor settler ever to make it ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. He will never make it in the arid re 
gions. 

Mr. CANNON. I beg your pardon. The poor settler, or one hun- 
dred or five hundred, or any aggregation of them under appropriate 
legislation can make their corporate organization, and I believe can 
place their bonds upon the market, the trustee seeing that the money 
goes into the construction of the dams and the ditches yielding water 
that is to fructify their lands. If they can not, as at present advised, 
I will know more about this question before I consent to giving to 
capitaligts on this money bill, where it does not belong, the power to 
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Clearly nothing can be done with reference to the water until the States 


Do you intend that this shall apply to Stateand | 


Now, you | 
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tory and levy blackmail, so to speak, through all time upon the men 
vo work on the land irrigated. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. One more question. 

Mr. CANNON. All right. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. In answer tothat suggestion. AsI under- 
stand, the gentleman’s purpose is to save this land for the poor people. 
Now, with that we are all in hearty sympathy in the West as muck: a 
here. We watch that as closely as you do it here, and this thing ap- 
| plies to millions of acres. 
| Mr. CANNON. Iam speaking about the water. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Now, as to the water. Does it not follow 
that if you reserve the lands for homes for the poor, and if the Govern- 
ment goes on and points out where the reservoir is to be placed, does 
it not follow as a logical and necessary result that the Government has 
got to build the reservoir and distribute the water ? 

Mr. CANNON. Not atall. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I know it is said that the Government 
| will never do it. But how are they going to get it if the Government 
does not? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam told by men who ought to know that corpora- 
_ tions could be formed under laws passed by a State in which provisions 
| such as have been described are contained, and that they can get the 
money and make these improvements. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman permit me a question ? 

Mr. CANNON, Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. Do you consider it sound policy to bring up such a 
bill providing that the settler may enter a corporate body to make 
his improvements ? 

Mr. CANNON. My friend from Montana says that the poor settle: 
never could make the improvement himself, and asks me to find out 
how he could. I have said, as the poor settlers can not do it, that the 
State Legislature can authorize them to organize so as to do it; and 
then the gentleman, after I have made that statement, holds up his 
hands in holy horror and says, ‘‘ My God! are you trying to put the 
poor settlers into corporations ?’’ and I am here between the devil on 
| one side and the deep sea on the other. 
| Mr. CARTER. Were you to follow such a proposition, do you not 
| know that it forbids private individuals from entering upon these des- 
| ert lands and acquiring homes and improving them, when that would 
! 


! 
place their hands upon the keys—upon the water—of half of our terri- 








be complicating them with corporate existence ? 

Mr. CANNON. I have said how I thought it could be done. 

Mr. CARTER. Does not the gentleman know that in the case of 
the bench lands that remain to be irrigated, the cost of the ditches to 
| bring the water to them necessitates an expenditure of hundreds of 
thousands of dollars, and that the water has to be brought from 15 to 
20 miles, and also that it requires as much to construct a ditch to ir- 
| rigate 40 acres of land as to irrigate a section ? 

Mr. CANNON, I will just state that I have answered the gentle- 
| man’s question. Now, will the gentleman answer me a question? I 
| have said how I believe it could be done. How would you have it 
done? 





Mr. CARTER. Under the existing desert-land law the most benef- 
icent effects have followed throughout that entire region of country, 
and until you can get a better law we would retain the present one. 

Mr. CANNON. Who spends the money? 

Mr. CARTER. The settler spends the money. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, the settler would spend the money under my 
proposition. 

| Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, But he gets something under the other 
| law and he would not get anything under yours. 

Mr. CARTER. Under yours there is no advantage to him unless 
he can enter a corporate combination, which combination will event- 
ually dominate the neighborhood. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, Mr. Chairman, it comes to this, that the gentle- 
man insists that there is no way that that country can be settled until 
the capitalist goes there and makes the dam and constructs the ditches 
and owns the water, and is placed in a position where he can hold the 
man who cultivates the soil by the throat. That may be, but if itis, 
it shall not be by my vote for legislation on this money bill. 

One step further, and then I will take my seat. Ll appreciate the 
condition in the arid region. I discussed it with a gentleman who for 
a lifetime has lived in the arid region, a member of Congress, a man 
who has a great deal of knowledge on the subject. We talked about 
this exact point. I said to him,*‘ My friend, when they get these res- 
ervoir sit’s marked out and the capitalists own them and control the 
water, what are you going todo?’’ ‘‘Oh,’’ said he, ‘‘CANNON, you 
can not hold back this Anglo-Saxon race. In the fullness of time, when 
the capitalists draw the line upon them too tightly, our people will 
demand the enactment of State laws which will condemn these reser- 
voir sites and pay for them.’’ I turned on him and I said: ‘* In God's 
name, now, in the commencement, let us so legislate, if we can find out 
the way to doit, that the people can utilize these sites without ever 
having to condemn them and pay forthem.’’ And that, I think, is the 
sound policy. I believe the best way to get at it, at this exact time and 
in the present parliamentary situation of this bill, is for the House to 
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non-concur and let the consultation take place, through its agents, with | 
the Senate conferees; and let a full, free, and frank report be made upon 
this item, and then await the suggestions of the House upon the exact 
point of difference when it is clearly brought out. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwant toask the gentleman whether the amend- 
ment proposed by his colleague from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] was not 

sidered by a committee of the House and passed by the House in 
the Fiftieth Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Very likely; but that means nothing. It might 
mean a great deal in the making of a land code, but not in this matter. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I only wanted to know what the fact was. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not want to take the time of the House in criti- 
cising my colleague’s amendment. Ido not think it contains provis- 
ious that it ought to contain to secure the rights of the settler, and I 
do think that some of the provisions which it does contain are unwise. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But it is the same bill that was passed in the 
Fiftieth Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. 
now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But it ig a fact, is it not? 

Mr. CANNON. Nevertheless, we are of age in this Congress. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Later, if this amendment is insisted upon by my 
colleague from Illinois [Mr. Payson], I may state my objections in 
detail, or perchance I may raise the points when the gentleman him- 
self is presenting them to the House. We are talking abouta business 
proposition and I may see it differently from other gentlemen, but I 
apprehend that we all want to arrive at the same end, and if we are to 
evolve a safe provision to be put, by way of amendment, upon this 
Senate amendment, we have all got to keep our eyes open and pull 
towards the same point, in order to get it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to submit the suggestions of amend- 
ments which I spoke of awhileago. First, after ‘‘ town sites’’ I would 
insert these words: ‘‘ or in accordance with the desert-land act, but in 
amounts not exceeding 160 acres to each settler.’’ 

Mr. CANNON. Iam content with that, provided the gentleman at 
his leisure will find apt words to make it 160 acres the amount to each 
man; that is, 160 acres under one of the acts but not under the other. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Again, the gentleman’s proposition says: ‘‘ But 
this shall not be construed to defeat inchoate titles,’’ etc. I would 
amend so as to make it read: ‘‘ Inchoate titles acquired in good faith, 
initiated prior to the passage of this act.’’ 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I think that probably the broad equity would 
go even that far. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Again, the gentleman’s proposition says: ‘‘ Un- 
der such laws as may be enacted by the several States and Territories.”’ 
That, I think, might be construed to refer to future legislation only, 
and I would amend it by making it read, ‘‘ Under such laws as have 
been or may be enacted,’’ etc. 

Mr. CANNON, I think it means that already, but I have no objec- 
tion to theamendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I wish to ask the gentleman whether his prop- 
osition does not repeal the timber-culture and pre-emption land laws. 

Mr. CANNON. It suspends them so far as these irrigable lands are 
concerned, but it does not affect them as to any classes of lands except 
those where water is necessary. 

Mr. PICKLER. It reads: 

And lands may hereafter be acquired from the Government only under the 
provisions of the United States statutes for the acquirement of homesteads, 
mining lands, or coal lands, and of town sites, etc. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is correct. It seems to 
that we should give only 160 acres to each individual. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, Mr. Chairman, if there ever was 
anything that would more clearly demonstrate the inadvisahility of 
putting a code of land laws upon an appropriation bill than the very 
terrible effects of the act of 1888 it has been developed by this discussion. 

This discussion shows that this bill is no place and the present occa- 
sion no time to pass a code of laws for the disposition of the arid lands. 
It is difficult to get men to agree about anything; and upon a matter 
that is of vital importance to the whole arid region of the West we find 
men wrangling about small.matters, showing that this question ought 
to be thoroughly and carefully examined by gentlemen who will give it 
iull consideration and thought before any legislation should be adopted 


with reference to these aridlands. And now take the act of 1888, The 
provision was this: 





Well, that is not necessarily conclusive of its merit 


me wise 


_And all the lands which may hereafter be designated or selected by such 
United States surveys for sites of reservuirs, ditches, or canals for irrigation 
purposes, andall the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, 


ditches, ete. 

_ Now, what do we understand by such language in the West? There 
is not a man in this House familiar with the arid region who does not 
know that when yon speak of land susceptible of irrigation by those 
reservoirs, you simply mean a few hundred or a few thousand acres; 
and J have no doubt that when this amendment was assented to by 
my predecessor, Judge Symes, as was referred to by the gentleman 
from Kentucky the other day, he understood the form of expression to 
mean just what every man in the arid region would understand it to 
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nean—that it only segregated a tew hundred ora fi 
below each reservoir. 


But when that act comes to be « ie Attorney-t 3 
Office by a gentleman who knows nothing about t tions existing 
in that part of the country, he takes th regi sid, asshown 
by the gentieman from Michigan | Mr ’ e othe he 
eliminates under this act 850,000,000 acres that there are two 3 
of this continent where you can not get a title at all ander t t 

Mr. PAYSON. Not even under the | ead law 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. Not under the homestead law orin 
any other way. Yet Major Powell does not pretend to claim that more 
than 100,000,000 acres are susceptible ofirriga f Let 


850,000,000 acres have been withdrawn from settleme 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] whohas 
ing says that these lands are not withdrawn. % 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office 


nt. 
just been 
‘ow, Nere 1s the lette 


ot dated July 7 of 


year, a letter written to Senator SrEWART and published in the C 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. After quoting the law, this letter proceeds 

In view of these provisions, this office can not approve or suffer to ge pa 
entany entries of lands that may be found within the general terms of tl 
statute regarding arid regions, and possibly embracin sites tracts 


susceptible of irrigation 


In other words, the whole of this vast tract is included in what the 
Attorney-General terms the aridcountry; and therefore he can not suffer 
to go to patent any entry. The result is that all that portion of coun- 
try is absolutely withdrawn from settlement. As is well known to 
gentlemen of the West, much of that country is fine farming land; 
much of it is already under irrigation by means of ditches connected 
with various streams; yet you can not get title to an acre of land in that 
whole country. Thisshows the importance and necessity of repealing 
the act of 1888 at once. 

The Senate amendment contemplates such repeal. But it reserves 
the reservoir sites already segregated. Now, I Would be in favor of 
reserving all reservoir sites. Wedo not want those sites taken posses- 
sion of by anybody. We want them reserved so as to furnish water 
to those arid lands, so far as it may be possible to supply them with 
water. How can that be done? Only by measures to be matured 
upon careful consideration by men familiar with the subject, familiar 
with that arid country. Let me state what I believe to be the wisest 
and best policy for the Government of the United States to pursue with 
reference to its arid lands. 

Large portions of those lands are to-day absolutely worthless 
purpose; for hundreds of miles the land will not 
more than a coyote or a jack rabbit. Those lands must remain abso- 
lutely worthless until taken possession of and managed by people 
familiar with the conditions in that country, familiar with the con- 
ditions necessary to bring the water upon those lands. I believe the 
wisest and best policy for the Government of the United States to 


iorany 


support anything 


adopt in order to make those lands useful and valuable for agricult 
ural purposes would be to turn them over to the States themselves, 
allowing the people familiar with the question to work out this prob- 
lem. 

We see that when the Attorney-General, sitting here in Washington, 
knowing nothing about that country, attempts to construe and execute 
the law, he does it in a manner utterly at variance with what was un- 
derstood to be the meaning of the act at the time of its passage. Why? 


Simply because he does not understand the conditions which ne« 
sarily existin that country. And it is the same w with this Hor 
When gentlemen come to legi in regard to these matters they 


ay 


ise, 


slat 


are legislating about subjects, many of them, ot which they know 
nothing. This is a subject requiring practicalexperience. bButif you 
take the States and leave the matter to them they will themselv 


work out the problem. 

Now, if the Government is only going to survey the lands, that isa 
small item of expense, for the surveys could readily be done, and afte 
that the question of constructing the ditches and reservoirs co 


és Up. 
The question is, is the Government going to undertake the work ? 
Have gentlemen calculated the cost? It amounts to an expenditure 
of not only hundreds of thousands of dollars but many millions of dol- 
lars to get water carried onto these lands; immense walls must be con- 
structed in the mountain regions to form the reservoir sites and hold 


the water until it is needed upon the agricultural lan 
carried by ditches and canals. 


ls, to which it 
That means a vast expenditure 


Now, with all due respect to my friend from Illinois [ Mr. ¢ N 
the idea of the homestead men on 140-acre tracts doing this work is 
simply preposterous. It would be impossible. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me ask the gentleman a question. I would 
like to inquire whether you are advised as to the length of time which 


ent or 


would be required by the Govern the State authorities in de- 
termining the location and setting aside these reservoirs and ditch 


sites. In other words, how speedily, in your judgment, could it be 
done ? 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. Well, [ should say that the mere 


question of the surveys would not amount to very much time. It 
could be done, I presume, in a few years with an active working corps 
of engineers. 
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Mr. PICKLER. Then, what would you do with these lands in the 
mnt ii time 

‘Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. What would I do with them? 
Why, I would leave them just as they are. There is no danger of 
their getting away. ‘They are not worth a copper cent until they are 
Private means can not do that, and they will be there for 
five hundred years, worthless lands, until water is got on them. 

Mr. PICKLER. But I mean the particular reservoir sites and the 
ditches. How would you reserve them; how designate them? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, Oh, I think the whole question 
ought to be turned over to the States. They are the proper source of 
power over the subject, and this power should be given to them to 
control the whole question. 

Mr. PAYSON. Do you mean to control the land as well as the water? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. of Colorado. Yes, sir; the land as well as the 
water. The land is absolutely worth)ess for homestead purposes or any 
other purpose until water can be got uponit. Now, you can not do that, 
The Government does not pretend that it is going to spend the money 
to build the reservoirs and the ditches. TheStates are not going to do 
it; but leave the whole question to them and let them devise a system 
of legislation under which it can be done. If they have the land they 
will soon devise a system by which it will be made available for the 
purpose that al! desire 

Mr. PAYSON, Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON, What is the trouble with the existing law; I mean 
in reference to the reclamation of the arid lands in that couutry (ex- 
cept, perhaps, the area of it) in the way of securing its reclamation ? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. Well, as far as that is concerned, 
the law as it is now is, in my judgment, better than the proposed 
amendments, 

Mr. PAYSON. But what is the matter with it now ? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. There is nothing the matter with 
it now. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. No, nothing whatever, except that we 
do not get enough of the arid lands. 

Mr. PAYSON. What I wanted was the judgment of the gentleman 
from Colorado, who lives in that region, as to the criticisms which have 
been made on the existing law. Whether, in his judgment, private 
enterprise would not develop these lands in time. 

Mr. PETERS. Do you mean his criticism on the law of 1888 ? 

Mr. PAYSON. No; I mean on the desert-land law. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. My only criticism is that the desert- 
land law doesnot apply to Colorado. We never had it applied there. 
Ii we had, we would be reclaiming vast areas of lands which we are not 
doing and can not do 

Mr. PAYSON, By private enterprise ? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERMANN. Would you be content to take these lands under 
the present law ? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. Yes, sir; under the present desert- 
land law, unless those lands could be turned over to the States, which 
would be the best thing todo. 

Mr. VANDEVERK. Mr. Chairman, a joint resolution passed the two 
Houses of Congress on the 20th day of March, 1888, the title of which 
is, ‘‘A joint resolution directing the Secretary of the Interior, by means 
of the Director of the Geological Survey, to investigate the practica- 
bility of constructing reservoirs for the storage of water in the arid re- 
gion of the United States, and to report to Congress,’’ which is in the 
following language. 

W hereas a large portion of the unoccupied public lands of the United States 
is located within whatis known as the arid region, and now utilized only for 
g? i purposes, but 1 h of which, by means of irrigation, may be rendered 
as fert snd productiveasany land inthe world, capable of supporting a large 
population, thereby adding to the national wealth and prosperity; and 

Whereas all the water flowing during the summer months in many of the 
streams of t! Rocky Mountains, upon which chiefly the husbandman of the 
ey and the mountain valleys chiefly aepends for moisture for his crops, has 

con appropriated an! is used for the irrigation of lands contiguous thereto, 
whereby a comparative!y small area has been reclaimed; and 

WV bereas there are many natural depressions near the sources and along the 
courses of these streams which may be converted into reservoirs forthe storage 
of the surplus water, which during the winter and spring seasons flows through 
the «treams; from which reservoirs the water there stored can be drawn and 
conducted through properly constructed canals, at (he proper season, thus bring- 
ing large areas of land into cultivation, and making desirable much of the pub- 
lic land for which there is now no demand: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior by means of 
the Director of the Geological! Survey be, and he is hereby, directed to make an 
examination of that portion of the arid regions of the United Sates where agri- 
culture is carried on by means of irrigation, as to the natural advantages for the 
storage of water for irrigating purposes with the practicability of constructing 
reservoira, together with the capacity of the streams and the cost of construc- 
ticn and capacity of reservoirs, and such other facts as bear on the question of 
storage ot water for irrigating purposes; and that he be further directed to report 
to Congress as soon as practicable the result of such investigation. 


irrigated, 


The fuct seems to have escaped the attention of gentlemen who have 
enjraged in this discussion that this joint resolution is the foundation 
of the subsequent provision incorporated in the sundry civil bill by 
the Senate—the provision of October 2, 1888. That examination has 
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mitted to Congress discloses certain facts. The facts disclosed by the 
report are, that what is included in the arid region embraces upwaris 
of 1,200,000 square miles, upwards of 800,000,000 acres of arid lands 
on which the water supply is only sufficient to reclaim successful], 
about 100,000,000 acres. Now, what has developed since that time? 

Theexamination of Major Powell before the Senate committee withip 
this month discloses in that connection, as testified to by himself, th 
fact that of the 100,000,000 of acres of land susceptible of irrigation 
and reclamation by the available water supply nearly one-half o 
has already been taken up and absorbed by private companies unde 
the desert-land act. 

Mr. CARTER. Is it not true that the water which has been take: 
up is now being used to irrigate the soil and make it productive? 

Mr. VANDEVER. I do not know that such is the case. 

Mr. CARTER. I asked the question tor information. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I only know what has been stated by Maj 
Powell. 

Mr. CARTER. Do you not knowit as a fact that the water here 
fore appropriated under the laws of the United States must be used { 
the purposes of agriculture in order tq be retained ? 

Mr. VANDEVER. I know this, that in one of the counties of m.: 
district private companies have absorbed sufficient water to irrigate 
2,000,000 acres of land. 

Mr. CARTER. Are they irrigating the land ? 

Mr. VANDEVER. No, sir; they distribute it upon about 300,000 
acres of land and they keep the rest of it from the settlers. 

Mr. HERMANN. What do they do with it? 

Mr. VANDEVER. They keep it for speculation., Now, the ques 
tion is whether the poor settler in whose behalf such sympathy has 
been expressed here to-day shall fall into the hands of the speculator 
the land-grabber, and the water-grabber, or whether he shall remain 
under the protection of the United States. 

Mr. CARTER. Do you pretend to say that any company in Cali 
fornia is spreading enough water to irrigate 3,000,000 acres of land 
over 300,000 acres of land. 

Mr. VANDEVER. No, sir; they are not spreading it; they are with- 
holding it. 

Mr. CARTER. Are they withholding it under the law? The law 
provides that that portion which they do not use is subject to use and 
appropriation. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Iam talking about the facts, not what the law 
is. Probably my friend has read about the man who got into jail. 
His attorney went to see him and told him that they could not put 
him there. ‘* Why,’’ said he, ‘‘but I am here.’’ [Langhter. ] 

Mr. CARTER. Why do not your settlers appply to the courts? 

Mr. VANDEVER. We are applying to the Congress of the United 
States, and we rely upon Congress to protect these settlers. 

Mr. CARTER. What will Congress do for you if you do not your- 
selves take advantage of the existing law which gives you the right to 
enjoin those parties from diverting water from the streams which they 
do not use? 

Mr. VANDEVER. My friend had better go down into that section 
and stick out his shingle as a practicing lawyer and offer his services 
to these men. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CARTER. I would ameliorate their condition if I did, as sure 
as you live. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Go down there and locate. 

Mr. CARTER. I have got a better place to locate. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Is it nota fact that that particular case 
to which you refer is a case where water is carried out upon land that 
is owned by the parties? 

Mr. VANDEVER. No, sir. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Is it all public land, or is it private land 
that they carry the water to? 

Mr. VANDEVER. They have taken it under the provisions of the 
desert-land law, and now hold two or three hundred thousand acres o! 
land in addition to what they own privately, upon which they have 
paid 25 cents anacre. They began this in 1877, immediately atter th: 
passage of the desert-land act, and they have contrived to have turthe 
action suspended; and they hold it to this day, having paid the 25 
cents an acre upon that land, a portion of which they use, but th: 
greater portion of it lies idle, and no settler or homesteader can get 
hold of it. 

Mr. CARTER. Let me ask the gent!eman another question. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Now, the gentleman from Illinois proposes to 
ameliorate the condition of affairs by redueing the right of a man to 
enter under the desert-land act to 320 acres. Howis that going to he!p 
a man in this matter? I live in an irrigation country and ought to 
know something about it by observation; whether I have the same in- 
timate, critical, technical knowledge that the gentleman from I)linois 
or the gentleman from Indiana or the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
may have, I know this, that in that section of the country this desert- 
land act has been the great obstacle to the settlement of the country 
I know further that it is a fact that the irrigation of this land is not 
within the means of any homesteader, and it was never designed that it 


been made by the Director of the Geological Survey, and a report sub- | should be by those in whose interest the desert-land act was framed, 





1890. 








by those who are the chief beneficiaries of it to-day, by land and water 


speculators, who oppose its repeal and who want that the settlers shall 
be turned over to their tender mercies. 


The act itself was tramed in the interest of the land speculator, to give 


him the right to take 640 acres ot land. It is well known that this 
land can not be reclaimed as cheaply as a man can perfect his right to 
a homestead in an ordinary agricultural region. Out there we under- 
s and the value of water. The volume of water that will flow through 
one square inch, under a 4-inch pressure, for the purpose of irrigation, 
is worth $1,000. These men under this arid-land law will seize upon 
these water sources and hold them in their grasp, keeping them from 
the men who desire to cultivate the land, or will exact $1,000 an inch 
for use of the water. 

It is claimed that a miner’s inch of water will irrigate from 5 to 10 
acres of land, say 5 acres of land. It 1s entirely out of the power of 
the homesteader to reclaim this land under the desert-land act. He 
goes there and attempts to reclaim one section of land. He pays 25 
cents an acre, and then abandons it. In the district that I represent 
the Government of the United States has been enriched more than 
$100,000, filched from these poor fellows who have endeavored to re- 
claim land under the desert-iand act and have failed; the Government 
now holds their money and their land both. 

The plea is made that it is better for the settler to fall under the 
tender mercies of the speculator in desert-land entries than to remain 
under the protection of the Government, that proposes by the provision 
in the sundry civil bill of October, 1888, to reserve reservoir and canal 
sites and the water they collect for the use of homesteaders alone. 
The desert-land Jaw, whether in whole or in half sections, is opposed 
to the interest of homesteaders and ought to be repealed without reser- 
vation or delay. 

The Government, in pursuance of the act of October, 1888, has re- 
served these reservoir and canal sites. Is it not better that the home- 
stead should be subject to the control of the General Government in 
getting water from these reservoir sites and from these canal sites than 
to be leit to the power of speculators in desert lands ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. How is he going to get the water? 

Mr. VANDEVER. There will be small show for him if left to the 
tender mercy of those whom you represent. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. The question I asked is, how is he going 
to get the water? 

Mr. VANDEVER. You go and try. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. But they will all leave. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Iam talking about the thing asitis. I donot 
think the salvation of the country depends upon the liberality of those 
gentlemen who are now seeking control of this whole arid region. 
Why, the fact is stated by Major Powell, and nobody disputes it, that 
there are only about 100,000,600 acres in the arid region that can be 
reclaimed at present by the use of surface water, and private parties, 
speculators, have already secured 45,000,000 of that 

Mr. CUTCHEON,. Thirty millions have already been taken, as 
stated by Major Powell. 

Mr. VANDEVER. More than that 
gentieman to what Major Powell does say. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIKMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask that the gentleman may be permitted to pro- 
ceed to give the statement of Major Powell. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I have here the statement that Major Powel 
made before the Senate committee at a later period than that whic 
made before the House committee: 

The CHAIRMAN. 
map? 

Uirector PowrLu. Nearly 800.000,000 acres. The total area is about 
square miles, of which about 100,000,000 acres ean be irrigated. 

The CHatrMAn. | understood you to say there were 800,000,000 acres in that 
area, of which 100,000,000 could be irrigated; that would be about one-eighth 

Director PowELL, You referred only to the coloring, I supposed. 

The Caaiemay, | referred to the colored portion of the map. 

Directo: PoweLu. There are about 800,000,000 acres, of which 100,000,000 can 
be irrigated, and of which 10,000,000 are already irrigated. 

Senator Hate. Ido not comprehend. As we look at that map what is in- 
cluded in what we see colored is the whole of that space ? 

Director PowELu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hate. That contains how many square miles? 

Director Powe... That contains 1,200,000 square miles. 


Senator Hause. The whole of that is embraced in your colored map there ? 

Director Powe. Yes, sir. 

Senator HALE. Then if there were 1,000,000 square miles there would be 640 
000,000 acres. 

Director POWELL. I say it is more than a million, or about 800,000,000 acres, of 
which 100,0 0,000 acres can ultimately be redeemed. That means the utiliza- 
tion of all the water; that all the streams must be stored so that there is no 
waste. In our work we take one district at atime, one hydrographic district, a 
‘Tegion of country drained by some stream, and this covers the catchment area, 
the site for irrigating works, and the lands that can be irrigated thereunder 
within the district. Of the 100,000,000 acresthat can be irrigated, 10,000,000 acres 
are irrigated, and irrigation works are constructed probably for about 2,000,000 
acres more. 

Senator HALE. Constructed by private enterprise? 

Director Powe. By private enterprise. I estimated some weeks ago, in 
speaking to the House Committee on Appropriations, that 30,000,000 acres of 
those irrigable lands had passed from the hands of the General Government. 
But at that time I had not gone over the records of the Land Office. 


I call the attention of the 
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go on with this work in the fle we what ids are under cultivation and 
w lands are in sed, ei but w amine the re ds, as 

ar loing now, we find that th “ r > 1 the lands 
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oO ere being only (),000 acres,t! ux 

that hav t “ 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. That relates to rT ‘ e 
committee. 

Mr. VANDEVER. TI e 1 Senate com 
mittee, and was made only a few i id wie on sul 
quent and more reliable inftormati 

He continues: 

So that at the present time three-fourths, a proba . { and 
that belongs to other parties than the G t 1en a ‘ l al 
not speaking of the whole area three-fourths of those lands are | ad | pe 
fons who are not ulllizing and cultivating them In the main they are held 

r speculative purposes or arise iz e value of the land While int 
West I observed a very great feeling of discontent in regard tothe large quan 
tities of land that were held by individuals. Is posed it was large, but had no 
appreciation until within the last few weeks of the extent of such holdings I 
had « nated that there were about 30 ~ acres of irrigable land out of 
the possess of the Go nent ‘ \ 3 that there are fr 
for! v to fifty m mt dint r r 

Senator HALEe. Held by private parties 

Director PoWELI Held by privat« < 

The CHAIRMAN. Or one ofthe irriga ind 

Director PowWwE! Ver 1e-] ‘ uly h I 
private parties 

Phe CHAIRMAN. And that land owned t st that is, t t 
easily irrigated? 

Director PoweLri, Not ir 3 1¢s se that th t 
land remains, 

Senator Har. W 1 you f 1 this ou id d i tl so lar a 
portion of these lands had pas i it ‘ ernme Line sor p 
vate parties, did you follow atill further and find what p: 5 ll held 
in very large holdings 

Director PoWELL. lam now at work at that, but I can not g the } 
tion yet; it will take three or four months more of examination 

Senator Hate. Do yo ink 1 large p on of the 45,000,000 acre held 
by parties other than the Governmentis held in large bodies 

Director PowrL.. Yes, sir; much the larger port 

Senator Hate. How large have you found any single body 

Director PowELL, Until the passage of t act of October 2, 1 man ld 
take 1,120 acres of land ; that is, he could take 640 under the des« and ac ind 
under other acts (the homestead ; het er-culture act, et he c« itake 
{80 acres. 

Senator Hate. And y i at 1 ! 
the size of the gest 

Director Pow! It does ne 

Senator Hate. What \ f 

Direct POWELI About I 

Senator Haur. Of cont I shold 

Director Po. Yes that is the é I} ¥ of 

The CHAI W hers i 

Director PoWELI Sout he Ca 

This isa pretty | ib t¢ I und, not v Ww { % ' 
want to cov lw oon and e st 1 ca 

CHAIRMAN, I w sk 5 ou ar t t gener ma 

1 ’ we 1 ‘ 4 I roy t n has been d« 

‘ ea 

irec I 4 ‘ the c 

p w. what does it s ) t} é reme ctivit 17 part o these 
large land- ers and wat ers, represented here to d who 
ae e tl isa yf 18 i led [tis not to be pi med, 
howe r. t iny gent on t D t 1a design. 
I le the eral Government h is ontot wat ind rese es thi 
land t ynest settler ler tl estead | 0 Into the 
hands of pee itors nd t I ail the wa nd 
\ | cont the land also. 

The CHAIR A} The time of the ge em ed. 

Mr W HI 1, O Alaba L. M . Ul l lan, t u t has bee i 
pretty fully discussed: but there feature that seems to havel i 
entirely lost to the view of the elo nt gentlemen who have occu } 
the and part pate in the debate this aft 10 TI 7y if 
urged the im portane ol tr v ¢ e! ents at the. yense of the pe pl 
but it does seem to metha 1iey have forgotten whose n they pr 

| pose to spend in these vast enterprises, and they ha utterly lost si 
of the necessity foreconomy. While listening to gentle [h ied 
to think of some speeches made in the ynvent of M husett 
. : . 
about one hundred and three years ago 1] f | 
| graphs. 

Mr. CRISP. How long ago? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. One hundred t 
I refer to these speeches because they show that the 1 } » f i 

} : : . . 
and ratified our Constitution and founded and established ¢ G - 
ment warned us in those long-cone-! lays of t ( ‘ - 
aganc by a Congress of central gove t 

The trouble is, Mr. Chairman, that ery day 
incurring do not come ho to is t members of 

| this House do not appear tor ] t te 0 ti ippropriate 
; comes out of the people's 1 fact mone ned by the 

2 . r : . 
daily toil. [Applause. | 

I for one shal] ex y vote a t all appropriations which are not 
clearly essential to the prosperity and well-being of the people, and I 
shall demand clear proof upon the subject before any appropriations of 
this character can get my approval. 

I will read from the proceedings of the Massachusett mvention 


I had de- | 


rived that impression f 
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which ratified the Constitution of 1787. The speaker was from the 
county of Worcester. He was one of fifty delegates from that county 
and one of the four who were designated as ‘‘the honorable.’’ It was | 
Hon. Amos Singletary, and he was onc of the forty-three members who 
voted against ratification. 

It will be remembered that in the Massachusetts constitutional con- 
vention the cultivated county of Worcester was decidedly against rati- 


fication, the vote of the delegates trom that county being 43 against and 
only 7 for ratification 

Mr. Singletary first shows how dangerous it was to give Congress 
power to ‘‘ lay all taxes, duties, and imposts,’’ and he went on to say 
that ifenough money did not come from imposts 

They will levy it on the land and take all we have got. Then lawyers and 
men of learning and moneyed men that talk so finely and gloss over matters 
£0 emoothly to make us poor illiterate people swallow down the pill expect to 
get into Congress themselves; they expect to be the managers of this Constitu- 
tion; and get all the power and all the money into their own hands, and then 
they will ewallow up all us little folks like the great leviathan, Mr. President; 
yes, just as the whale swallowed up Jonah. This is what I am afraid of; but i 
will not say any more at present, but reserve the rest to another opportunity. 

The apprehension of this gentleman has been fally realized. Men 
who call themselves learned and moneyed men have got into Congress, 
and moneyed men have used their means to send men to Congress in 
their interest, and the poor man has been swallowed up just as this gen- 
tleman predicted. 

When it was discovered, Mr. Speaker, that your party had obtained 
control of the House of Representatives I apprehended a fearful waste 
of the people’s money. But 1 had hope that by intelligent discussion 
we would be able insome measure to restrain the extravagant tenden- 
cies of the Republican party. I was confident that upon this point we 
would have the full and hearty sympathy and support of Hon. THOMAS 
B. REED, who, when Congress met, Was elected Speaker of this body. 

In his published and noted letter of four vears ago on parliamentary 
discussion, he said: 

A full, free, frank discussion is the very life of intelligent action. Nobody 
knows everything; most people know something, If all those who know 
something of the subject assemble their knowledge, a sensible judgment can 
be formed by those who listen. But there have been in this country for the 
past half century so many subjects of bitter feeling, involving bitter words, that 
the tendency to suppress discussion in Congress by those who have the power 
has reached a point where there ought to be a reaction in favor of freer debate. 

Would any one believe that the man who uttered such words as I 
have read would, when clothed with a little authority, exercise his 
powers by preventing all debate whatever upon matters of the greatest 
importance. It will be remembered that on January 29 Mr. REED, 
the Speaker of this House, announced his remarkable, unprecedented, 
and revolutionary rule or doctrine of an occultary quorum. The 
Speaker delivered his speech from the chair i in favor of his own ruling, 
and when Mr. Crisp appealed from his decision and rose to reply to 
the Speaker’s argument, the Speaker sent an order to Mr. PAYSON to 
take Mr. Crisp off the floor by a motion to lay the appeal on the table. 

I say the Speaker sent the order, because a page went from the 
Speaker to Mr. PAYSON, and immediately Mr. PAYSON arose and moved 
that the appeal be laid on the table. It would seem to me thata man 
who regarded debate so important to insure proper legislation would 
not have sought to prevent debate upon a rule announced by himself, 
which members of this House during the reading denounced as un- 
parliamentary, unconstitutional, and revolutionary. 

I will read more from this article written by the Speaker of this 
Ifousein 1886. He said: 

In no other countries in the world is such power of shutting off debates lodged 
in the majority. 

It is in the memory of all that until the last few years the House of Commons 
never had such a thing as the “ previous question,”’ in our sense of the term. 
There was no power in the House to close debate. The Irish members, simply 
by talking, were able to prevent the passage of bills which had the approval of 
a vast majority of the House. 

For five months the Democratic members of this House have not 
only been denied the right to prevent the passage of bills which in- 
volved criminally extravagant expenditure of the people’s money, but 
they have been denied the right even to discuss and expose the in- 
iquities of these measures. Not only has the Speaker availed himself 
of the use of the previous question to cut off debate, but he has grossly 
misused it. 

The usual rule of parliamentary bodies is to discuss measures until 
it is apparent that they are thoroughly understood, and then, and not 
till then, they vote to order the previous question. But under Speaker 
RrED’s plan his Committee on Rules precipitate measures and the 
previous question upon this body at the same moment, and this has 
been done even though the Speaker himself knew that the power to 
limit debate under the old rule was much greater than that of other 
parliamentary bodies. In speaking ofthe English House of Commons, 
he says: 

I-ven since the strong provocation has caused the introduction of the cloture, 
debate can not be closed, except by the presiding officer, under such circum- 
stances and under such re quirementsof support from the House as in that body 
secures a right of debate which is much greater than in our House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

And it is remarkable that Speaker REED by his study of this subject 
learned that even this very mild rule for limiting debate was adopted 
with hesitancy by the British Parliament, as he goes on to say: 

The hesitancy with which 80 slight a measure of suppression was adopted in 
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England strikes with a shade of surprise an American legislator, accustomed 
in Congress to see discussion drowned with as little remorse as if it were a 
sightless kitten. But the English are right, Unreasonable and capricious sup- 
pression of discussion is tyranny. 

It is less than six months, Mr. Speaker, since you announced a code of 
rules directly at variance with the principles so ably expounded by your- 
self four years ago, and by the use of which code you have been en- 
abled truthfully to assert that under your command this Congress has 
ceased to be a deliberative body. Letus see how your plan has squan- 
dered the money of the people. 

The appropriation bills already acted upon are the— 





a a $98, 457, 461. 00 
I I nce cc apn an cla alpcihc is sks end ibe sae Geom 24, 206, 471. 79 
I lll aan ile 1, 710, 815, 00 
EE a me TT mE 
ES RE es eee eee eee 7, 595, 935. 00 
SS ener ne iii 7, , 283, 292. 76 
I a ke a1’ 030, 752. 75 
Military Academy bill...._.--.-- iliens ath dchcal tcetailntaios 435, 296. 11 
Navy bill ...... eds dacs pipidlindeeerneeaiidenaibiensae 23, 136, 035, 53 
PU INNID II tsicickncien de Seana te ss aiapiaaie iced aceniieed 72, 226, 698. 99 
River and harbor bill .....-..-....-- iil aceite aati 23, 662, 695. 00 
IE, ssc wiceddadhis cittadennbeaabemads 33, 628, 792. 28 
Ce ee ee ee 1, 799, 100. 00 
INE ii ads cotanmanhwmenmen minis 400, 000, 00 
NII ii sintiins vee uiib neninaat gioad = 24, 253, 277. 49 
Oh a a cerita 138, 000, 00 
IT IIE etic ence chum ase tneeiamee 5, 140, 440. 03 
ITU a i reise 3, 164, 540. 18 
Pension and census deficiency -.-..----..---------- 6, 783, 898. 35 
Permanent appropriations ---. ...........-.-----.- 101, 628, 453. 00 
Pension bill June 27, at least ............-....-.-- 40, 000, 000. 00 

Ps in disicnne ene ciel ste ig aa ae eae 502, 451, 399. 35 


Now, in addition to all this we have the Calendar full of jobs of every 
variety, the return of direct tax bill, French spoliation bills, Lodge 
election bill, shipping bills, and others, all amounting to enough to 
run the total to fully $600,000,000; but even if none of these last-men- 
tioned bills should become laws the total expenditure authorized by 
this Congress will be ten times the average expenditure under Demo- 
cratic rule during the ten years from 1850 to 1860, and nearly double 
the average expenditure during the last four years with a Democratic 
House and a Democratic President. 

3ut I must return to the debate in the Massachusetts convention. 
The next speaker was Mr. Smith. He said: 


Mr. President, Iam a plain man, and get my living by the plow. Iam not 
used to speak in public, but [ beg your leave to say a few words to my brother 
plow-joggers in this house. I have lived in a part of the country where I have 
known the worth of good government by the want of it. There was a black 
cloud that rose in the east last winter and spread over the west. [Here Mr. 
Widgery interrupted: “Mr. President, I wish to know what the gentleman 
means by the east.’’] I mean, sir, that the cloud rose there and burst upon us 
and produced a dreadful effect. 

It brought on a state of anarchy, and that leads totyranny. I say it brought 
anarchy. People that used to Hve peaceably and were before good neighbors 
got distracted and took up arms inst government. —_ Mr. Kingsley 
called to order and asked what had the history of last winter to do with the 
Constitution, Several gentlemen, and among the rest Hon. Mr. Adams, said 
the gentleman was in order—let him go on in his own way.] 


I wish to call especial attention to the fact that Mr. Adams, Mr. Sam- 
uel Adams, insisted that Mr. Smith was in order and that he should 
be allowed to proceed, and I will read one word from the tongue of this 
very distinguished gentleman, if I have time to doso. Mr. Smith pro- 
ceeds: 

I am going, Mr. President, to show you, my brother farmers, what were the 
effects of anarchy, that you may see the reasons why I wish for good govern- 
ment. People, 1 say, took up arms, and then, if you went to speak to them, 
you had the musket of death presented to your breast. 

They would rob you of your property, threaten to burn your houses, oblige 
you to be on you guard night and day; alarms spread from town to town; 
families were broke ae: the tender mother would cry, “Oh. my son is among 
them! WhatshallI dofor my child?’ Some were taken captive; children taken 
out of schools and carried away. Then we should hear of an action, and the 
poor prisoners were set in the front, to be killed by their own friends. 

Now, this may explain some of the revolutionary proceedings which 
have occurred in this House during this session of Congress. 

The point that I wish to call attention to is that the black cloud 
this gentleman referred to one hundred years ago arose in the State of 
Maine. I read from Harper’s Cyclopedia of United States History: 

In other portions of the Union discontent like this which produced the Stat: 
of Frankland caused revolutionary movements. A convention of the people 
of Maine, sitting at Portland (September, 1786), considered the expediency of 
erecting themselves into an independent State. 

Now, that, I presume, was the cloud that our friend, Mr. Smith, from 
Massachusetts, spoke of in the convention. Mr. Smith saysit rose in 
the east and then spread over the west. He then proceeded: 

It brought on a state of anarchy, and that leads to tyranny. 

Now, we have heard complaint that there has been some tyranny in 
this House that came from or was in some way attributed to a very 
distinguished gentleman from Portland, Me. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. Is that the original anarchy that came from Port- 
Jand ? 


ica 


—— 


Peace, Has hee be 


eee ea 
aS 


ara} 
ta 


Be re eal 


| 


aero 





1890. 





Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 
inferences. Iam simply reading history. My friend from Arkansas, 
Mr. RoGceRrs, and Brother STRUBLE must determine that question. 
{Laughter.] I want to read to you what he says about Congressmen 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that we are discuss- 
ing the question of irrigation. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Will the gentleman possess his soul 
in patience? Iam discussing the question of economy in connection 
with irrigation. I am speaking in the interest of the people and econ- 
omy. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Oh! 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Alabama will proceed. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Smith said: 

My noble old daddy there [pointing to Mr, Singletary] won't think that | ex 
pect to be a Congressman and swallow up the liberties of the people. 

Now, mark, that here is a man from near Portland casting out inti- 
mations that he thought that when a man got to be a Congressman he 
had the right to, or might assume the right to, swallow up the liber- 
ties of the people. 

Mr. PEEL. ‘It seems to have been kept up. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I did not say so. Iam not here to 
make any insinuations. I am only calling attention to historical facts. 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will ask the gentleman if he is making any 
point about the House restaurant. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I will come to that point if I have 
time, but I will say now I do not know anything about that part of 
the House restaurant to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. HAYES. But itis said that there is not any there. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I do not know what there is there 
now, nor did I know what there was there before the Speaker issued 
his very proper order banishing ardent spirits from the Capitol. 

This gentleman, Mr. Smith, said: 
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good, honest, economical views of Mr. Singletary and Mr. Smith. I 
| read from the speech of his in this same convention. Mr. Adams said 
Another of your excellency’s proposit sisca ited to quiet the apprehen 
sions of gentlemen, lest Congress s ild rea control over 
the State Legislatures with regard to t tim ace, a ianner of holding 
elections, which by the fourth section of the st article are to be prescribed in 
each State by the Legislature thereof, subject t e@ « ot Congress. I have 
had my fears lest this control should infringe t f fom of elect which 
ought ever to be beld sacred 
Gentlemen who have objected to this cor ) g power in Congress have ex- 
pressed their wishes that it had been restricted t 1 Statesas may neglect or 
| refuse that power vested in them, andio xercised hem ifthey please 
| Your excellency proposes, in substance, the same restriction, which I should 
think can not but meet with their full ap; ation 


| standing that the instrument would be amended 


Mr. Speaker, I mention these things because I have shown in some 
remarks that I made a few days ago that the great men from that sec- 
tion of the country, the great Representative of the counties of Cum- 
berland and York, advocated the same principles of government and 
the same views regarding freedom and integrity of elections that are 
entertained by all the Democrats on this floor and by all the defenders 
of the dearest rights of the people throughout the Union, and it is sin- 
gular that these two counties, York and Cumberland, comprise the dis- 
trict of the Speaker of the House, and we see by Mr. Adams’s speech 
that this great man entertained the same views and upheld the same 
principles. 

Now, I beg the House to mark that this was Samuel Adams, the 
man who history states was the first man in America to declare for in- 
dependence, a leading spirit in all the sessions of the Continental Con- 
gresses, who did so much to bring about the declaration of independ- 
ence, who feared that too much power in the Federal Government 
would erect a tyranny; the most influential man in the Massachusetts 
convention, and who there said that elections ought to be sacred, and 
that he feared the exercise of the contingent power granted to Con- 
gress by the Constitution would infringe the freedom of elections; the 
man who induced that State to ratify the Constitution with the under- 
to conform to the 


views he expressed. 


I never had any post, nor do I want one, Before I am done you will think | 


that I do not deserve one. 
We are by this Constitution allowed to send ten members to Congress. Have 
we not more than that number fit to go? I dare say if we pick out ten we shall 


have another ten left, and I hope ten times ten; and will not these be a check | 


upon those that go? Will they goto Congress and abuse their power and do 
mischief when they know they must return and look the other ten in the face 
and be called to account for their conduct” 


Has any member of this House considered the speech of this gentle- 
man made one hundred and three years ago as to going back and facing 
his constituents? Have you gentlemen who propose to spend millions of 
the people’s money in experiments of a very doubtful character thought 
of how soon you must face your constituents and give an account of 
your stewardship ? 

Now, I want to read alittle paragraph from Samuel Adams. Samuel 
Adams was a very great man. My authority here is Hon. HENRY 
CaBot LODGE, who, in his excellent book on the life of George Cabot, 
speaking of Samuel Adams, says: 


There stood two men of high position, great influence, and almost unbounded 
popularity, John Hancock and Samuel Adams, 


Now, I have got the life of Samuel Adams here, but I will not read 
it. [Laughter.] I will say, however, that this sketch of Samuel 
Adams speaks of him as the greatest man of that century, who had all 
the courage and indomitable perseverance of his cousin, John Adams, 
without his bluntness of manner. I read that last comparison because 
it has been suggested that there has been some bluntness of manner in 
this House. [Laughter.] I shall not goon and read much further, 
because I want to come to what Samuel Adams said. But, first, to 
show what a patriot he was, let me read this: 


The English Government sent orders to General Gage in America for the arrest 
of two men, and two men only, and they were John Hancock and Samuel 
Adams; and when the British body of troops left Boston to go and destroy the 
supplies stored at Lexington and Concord they also had instructions to arrest 
Samuel Adams and his willing and ready tool, John Hancock— 


This was the language of the order, ‘‘Samuel Adams and his ready 
and willing tool, John Hancock ’’— ? 


and send them over to London to be tried for treason. A London newspaper 
predicted that their heads would soon be exposed on Temple Bar 


I also read from Appleton: 


Samuel Adams was from the first to the last the leading spirit. He had been 
the first of American statesmen to come to the conclusion that independence 
was the only remedy for the troubles of the time. 

Probably no other man did so much as he to bring about the Declaration of 
Independence, After the close of the war he opposed the strengthening of the 
Federal Government, through fear of erecting a tyranny that might swallow 
up the local governments. Inthe Massachusetts convention of 1788, for consid- 
ering the Federal Constitution, he was by far the most influential membe1 

He decided to support the Constitution and urge its ratification, but with a 
general understanding that Massachusetts would submit to the new Congress 
sundry amendments equivalentin effect to a bill of rights. His decision car- 
ried the convention in favor of ratification by the narrow majority of 187 veas 
to 168 nays. p , 


Now, let us see what Samuel Adams said, and at the same time re- | 


member that this is the same Samuel Adams who concurred in the 


XXI——497 


I ask, in the name of conscience, how can a Kepresentative from 
Massachusetts, who reveres the traditions of his people, so ruthlessly 
trample under foot an understanding entered into under circumstances 
which made it a most sacred and solemn compact 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to ask the gentlemar 

The CHAIRMAN. 


la question, 
The time of the gentleman from Alabama has 


| expired. 


| House with Mr. Adams. 


Mr. CARUTH. Iask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama be extended ten minutes 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I hope it will be extended so as to give him 
an opportunity to show the connection between what he has been say- 
ing and the subject of irrigation. { Laughter. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. If the gentleman had given atten- 
tion he would have observed that my remarks up to this point have 
only been the prelude to my speech. 

Mr. KELLEY. Isimply wanted to ask the gentleman if he was 
comparing Samuel Adams with the Speaker of this House. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Oh,no. Iam contrasting him with 
the Speaker of this House, or rather contrasting the Speaker of this 
{ Laughter, | 
Mr. CARUTH. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s time 
be extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. During and preceding the debate on 
the force bill, the extreme Republican press, Mr. LonGe, the Speaker, 
and other advocates of this nefarious measure, endeavored toconvince the 


| public that their efforts were toinsure absolute fairness in elections, buf 


an hour after the bill passed the House the Washington organ of thesa 
people, the National Republican, uncovers and announces the real pur- 
pose sought to be attained. This leading Republican paper of Wash 
ington, on July 3, the morning after the bill was voted on, says 


With the Lodge national election law in full force over the South ar 


Various 













Democratic strongholds up North, we may confidently look for a differentstate 
of political affairs than now exists. New York City will then return several 
more Republican Congressmen than at present, while more ‘ enty negro 
Representatives from the South will renderthe Republican contr f the future 
Congresses absolutely secure and safe. As Mississippi, South Car and Flo 
ida corgain a large majority of negroes, and as there are enough white Repu! 
licans in Alabama, Arkansas, North Carolina, and Louisiana, acting in conce 
with the negroes, to put these States into the Republican |! we can cc 
dently look in the future for seven Sout rn States to be reliably Repu ar 
This means a gain of fourteen Senators and attwenty I ezentatives to 
the Republican party. 

Here the le ading Republ can organ 1 ti nat na ( ipital admits 
that the pretense that the bill was not to operate in the North was a 
deception and fraud, and they unblushingly assert their intention to 


change the political status of ri¢ I 
North,’”’ thus admitting that they intend to avy 
frauds which can be easily perpetrated under the bil!, and which was evi- 
dently framed especially ior that purpose They also admit they were 
attempting to deceive when they so lustily asserted that the bill would 


strongholds up 


hemselves of the 


| not affect State elect for the day after the vote on the bill they 
state: 
As Mississippi,South Ca 1 and Florida contain a large majority of negroes, 
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h white Republicans in Alabama, Arkansas, North Car- 


and there n 
olina A lau siana, acting in concert with the negroes, to put these States into 
the Mepublican line, we ean confidently look in the future for seven Southern 
Stat« o be! biy Republican 
Chis Republiean organ then goes on to show how they intend to con- 
fiseate the property of the white people of the South. It says: 
1 through the operation of the Lodve national election law six or seven 
«shal! discard Democratic rule, we shall look confidently to see 
f justice done the blacks, who have been so long defrauded of 
their righi«. Heavy taxes should be laid upon the property of the whites to 
dev: yand extend the public-school @ystem in those States. 
This must mean a d’ termination to tax the property of the whites | 
to the point of confiscation, as the whites are already educating the 


blacks, and to do so are taxing their own property as heavily as it will | 


beat o Northern Republican has stadied the condition of negro 
schools in the South so closely as senator BLAtn, and he stated in the 
Senute 

That 985,000 bine hildren are attending the publie schools in the South, and 
that t suurden of the expense is mainly defrayed by the white people of the 


lhe National Republican, in its joy and glee, then goes on to develop 


the wicked and treasonable designs of these revolutionists. It says: 
eparate schools for the two races should behbolished, and the plan of bring- 
ing the youth of both colors into close and equal relations in schools and 
churches given a fair trial, as ¢ f the most potent elements to break down 
the detestable Hourbonism of the South. The rights of the black to bear arms 
should be guarantied to him, as well as all the social rights intended to be se- 
cured him by the passage of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the 
Conatitution. The State laws against the intermarriage of the races should be 


repealed, and any discriminations against the black in the matter of learning 
trades or obtaining employment should be made a criminal offense, while the 
colored man’s right to hold office should be sacredly protected and recognized. 
A few years of this policy will solve the race problem satisfactorily. 

It, seems almost incrediblethat God could allow men to live whoare 
actuated by feelings so low, vile, and vicious. Miscegenation is con- 
trary to God’s command. It has been proven over and over again that 
the negro and white man are of different species, and that when mar- 
riage takes place there can be no offspring beyond the third generation; 
and yet these people fly in the face of the ordinance of God in their 
frenzy to destroy the people of one-third of the country. I ask if any 
man endowed with a spark of honor or christian sentiment can aid such 
wicked, diabolie designs. 

before finishing my remarks I desire to say that I am in favor of the 
strictest economy in dealing with these arid lands [laughter], and I am 
opposed to the great expense that is involved in this scheme for their 
irrigation. 

Mr. CARUTH. Task unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, since this courtesy 
has been generously. accorded me I will now proceed and will strictly 
contine my remarks to the question of the arid lands. [Lanughter. } 
I want to say first that this proposition, which I believe is to dam up 
spaces between the mountains and ereate artificial lakes, is one which 
it seems to me ought not to be entertained after our experience in 
Johnstown and our later experiences in Arizona itself, in the very re- 
gion where this scheme is proposed to be tried. 

In those localities embankments of stone and earth have been put up 
in different places for the purpose of holding the waters and utilizing 
them for manufacturing purposes, butit has been found that when the 
rain and the floods come they are broken and beaten down by the ele- 
ments and they drown out the people who live anywhere in the neigh- 
horhood below the great ponds of stored-ap water. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Did not that occur because there was not suffi- 
cient damming? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. It occurred because there was not 
sufficient damming, but I say there is not enough money in the Treas- 


ury, nor will there he enough money collected in the next ten years, | 


to build dams of sufficient strength to hold the great bodies of water 
that would be necessary to attain the object in view. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do you not think that the proportion of water 
would be larger than the habits of gentlemen out there would admit 
the propriety of. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. That question, coming as it does 
from a very distinguished gentleman from the oldest prohibition State, 
must, I presume, have some reference to temperance or intemperance, 
but I think the proportions of water are about the same in Maine that 
they are in States which do not have prohibition laws. _ [ Laughter. ] 
But, seriously, where a body of water is confined by a dam there is a con- 
stant, unceasing pressure of the water against that dam, and engineer- 
ing science has not yet developed any methods of constructing dams 
of these vast dimensions of earth and stone that can be relied upon 
with any degree of certainty to withstand such an unceasing pressure. 

rhe water constantly permeates and weakens the dam, and when 
floods come the chances are that it can notstand. One flood may come 


- and go and the dam will stand the pressure; a second may be with- 


stood, but the time will come when it will succumb. 

I have had an illustration of that near my own home, A neighbor 
of mine constructed a very good mill-dam and a flood carried it off, 
and last fall I found another neighbor constructing a dam of rock. 





When I saw it I said: ‘‘ Here isa good test of this question of the 
dams which it is proposed to construct in the arid regions of country 
to confine the waters, and I will keep my eye upon this dam and see 
if it will hold.’’ The man went on and expended much of his fortune 
on the work. As I would go by there I would see him constantly en- 
gaged upon it, and I had a very great desire that it should prove to be 
a success. But what was the result? Last Christmas I had occasion 
to pass the place, and I saw that that great rock dam, built with more 
strength than any other structure of the kind in the eountry, had been 
| swept away by the floods, 

There are two methods of making dams. One is to throw in rock 
and let it settle for itself, and then line the inside with clay and earth 
so as to fill the crevices, and, as far as possible, stop leakage. To build 
all the dams necesssary to irrigate our Territories by this plan wou 
bankrupt the Government. 

Another plan recommended by engineers is to build walls of first 
class masonry. This is the best and most permanent system, but | 
do all this work in such a manner would bankrupt this country and 
all the treasuries, public and private, in creation. 

Has any member of this House looked at this question from th 
standpoint of an engineer? Take a dam 50 yards high and 1,000 long. 
Water weighs 62} pounds to the square foot. The pressure on each 
| Square foot at the lowest part of the dam would be 9,375 pound 
and the mean or a verage pressure on each square foot of the dam 
| would be 4,687} pounds. The entire pressure upon the dam wou): 
| be 2,109,375,000 pounds or 1,054,6874 tons; and the pressure per 

square foot upon larger dams would increase in proportion to the 
depth of water. 

I have lived in that arid country, Arizona and New Mexico. I know 
something about the floods there. Forsix months at atime there is 
| no rain; yet, taking the year through, there is as much rain as we have 
here. Consequently the rains, when they come, come in tremendous 
floods; and at such times dams of any sort erected at any expense or 
with any engineering skill are bound to be broken down and swept 
away. 

Now, when we have, as we do have, vast regions of territory in North 
Carolina, in Virginia, in Alabama, in Tennessee, in Kentucky, in the 
State of my genial friend from Texas, in all our Southern States that 
| need no work by the Government, that need no engineering skill to 
| fit them for cultivation, which is ready for the husbandman to go upon 
| with his plow and to obtain a prompt return for his labor, why should 
we spend millions in an experiment which eventually, I assure you 

gentlemen, is bound to be a failure? [Applause. ] 
[ Here the hammer fell. ] 
Several MEMBERS. Vote! Vote! 
The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for debate is not exhausted. 
Mr. CANNON. How much time has been occupied ? 
The CHAIRMAN. One hour and forty-nine minutes. 
Mr. SAYERS rose. 
Mr. CANNON. Would my friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] care 
about having somebody go on now? 
| Mr. SAYERS. It is now 5 o'clock. 

Mr, CANNON. Well, as my friend looks so pleasant, I will move 
that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
Senate amendments to the sundry civil appropriation bill, had come 

to no resolution thereon. 


| CHARGES AGAINST COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS, 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following named 
| members as the select committee to investigate, under a resolution of 





| 
| 


| the House, charges against the Commissioner of Pensions: 

Mr. MorRILL, of Kansas; Mr. SAWYER, of New York; Mr. SMyseEr, 
of Ohio; Mr. GoopNiGHT, of Kentucky; and Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It seems that I was understood 
as objecting to the granting of the requests for leave of absence which 
were submitted this morning. I do not wish to be so regarded. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the requests heretofore 
submitted for leave of absence will be granted. 

Mr. CANNON. I must object except where the ground of the re- 
quest is sickness. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, except in cases of sickness. 


CAPT. GEORGE W. DAVIS, UNITED STATES ARMY. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee o! 
the Whole on the Private Calendar be discharged from the farther con- 
sideration of the joint resolution which I send to the desk, and that 
it be now considered by the Honse. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 198) to permit Capt. George W. Davis, United States 
Army, to accept a position in the Nicaragua Canal Construction Company. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 

in Congress assembled, That Capt. George W. Davis, Fourteenth Regiment United 





§ 


ER 


Yahya 


Se) ie 


‘ow 


Lies a 


Bastard’ 


habe 


idler SR ae ut? 


< 
3 
4 
z 
€ 


BS ete 


Feet 


a ae 





1890. 











try, be, and he hereby is, permitted to enter the service of the a 
Construction Company. The permission hereby given sha 

held to ter ite in one year from the date when leave of absence may be 
granted to the said Captain Davis le h ever, That the said Davis shall 
= ' 
not r sive from the | ted States ¥Y pay o illowances as a irmy office 
during the period of s absence from the military service under the provis 
of th’s resoiution, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration ol 
this oint resolution? 

Mr. ROGERS. Iunderstand that the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. 
BYNUM who is pot now preset had some serious objection to this 
resolution when the request for its consideration was before submitted 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understood that he had no o}jection to it what- 


ever. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Ido not think there can be any ob- 
jection to this proposition. The gentleman from Indiana assured me 
that he had no objection to it. 

Mr. ROGERS. On that statement I withdraw the objection. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the cousideration 
of the joint resolution. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, At the suggestion of the Secretary of War, I de- 
sire to offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As the House granted unanimous consent to thé 
consideration of the resolution as read, there ought not now to be any 
amendment if it is to strike out the last clause. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This amendment simply provides that the per- | 
mission granted shall be revocable at the will of the Secretary of War, | 
instead of being for the definite period of one year. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 
After the word “ terminate n line 6,strike out the words“ in one year from | 
the date when leave of absence may be granted to the said Captain Davis,"’ and |} 


insert “at such date as the Secretary of War may determine. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 
And then, on motion of Mr. RoGers (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes | 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

WITNESSES BEFORE THE TOWN-SITE TRUSTEES OF OKLAHOMA. 

Communication from the Secretary of the Interior asking that the 
power of issuing subpcenas to compe! the attendance of witnesses before 
the board of town-site trustees of Oklahoma may be conferred upon said 
board, and transmitting also the opinion of the Assistant Attorney- 
General upon the subject—to the Committee on the Territories. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. VAUX: 
Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to report to the House of 
Representatives copies of the agreements or contracts made for carrying the | 


mails of the United States to foreign countries, the conditions on which the 
awards are made, and the mode of payments for such service; 


to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. BROSIUS, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 11568) defining ‘‘lard,’’ also imposing 
a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and ex- 
portation of compound lard, accompanied by a report (No. 2857)—to | 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BROWER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 11491) for the relief of the estate of | 
Charles F. Bowers, accompanied by a report (No. 2354)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which were referred the following bills of the House: 

The bill (H. R. 11322) for the relief of A. V. Haight; and 

The bill (H. R, 11493) for the relief of the estate of Thomas J. Brown, 
reported in lieu thereof the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the claims represented by H,. R. bills Nos. 11322 for the relief 


Jew 10 
of A. V. Haight, and 11493 for the relief of Thomas J. Brown, with accom pany- 
ing papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred tothe Court of Claims to be 
considered under the provisions of the act entitled “An act to afford assist- 
ance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in the investiga- 
tion of claims and demands against the Government,” approved March 3, 
1883, and the act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against 


the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887; | 


which, accompanied by a report (No. 2859), was referred to the Com- | Carolina, in favor of passage of House bill 1102 


mittee of the Whole House. 
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ILI AND JO RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 Rule XXII, a bill and joint 1 lutions of the fol 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol 
aac 
By Mr. FEATHERSTON: A bill (H. R. 11618) providing that the 
Government of the United States may loan money tothe States, to be 
loaned by the States to their citizens upon lands and other satisfactory 
security—to the Committee on Ways and Means 
By Mr. BAKER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 204) providing for the 


distribution and sale of United States Statutes by the Secretary of the 
Interior—to the Committee on Printing 


By Mr. SANFORD: A joint resolution (H. Res, 205) declaring the 


| sense of Congress in favor of postponing le gislation as to duties upon 


sugar and molasses until next session of Congress, and requesting the 
President, in the interest of American industry and agriculture, to ne- 
gotiate with Spain and South and Central America and furnish results 
of investigation at next session—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule Ande private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below 
By Mr. CLUNIE: A bill (H. R. 11609) for the relief of George Frai 
ser—to the Committee on War Claims, 
By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 11610) granting a pension to 





Julia Bodley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 11611) for the relief of the estate 
of Minerva H. Battle, of Benton County, Mississippi—to the Commit- 
| tee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11612) tor the relief of the estate of Alice Harda- 
| way, deceased, of Benton County, Mississippi—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11613) for the relief of the estate of John K. Wil- 


burn, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. QUACKENBUSH: A bill (H. R. 11614) granting a pension 
to Sarah M. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 
By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 11615) for the re f of Mart! 
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
’ 


By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11616) for the 1 


of James L. Northent—to th imittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11617) for t re 
of Lewis C. Dils—to the Committee on Military Affair 

PETITIONS ir 

Under clause lof Rule XXII, t ollowing pet nd : 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follow 

By Mr. BOATNER: Petition of Fannie Solari, heir Em 1el M. 
Solari, of East Carroll Parish, Louisiana, for 1 I f claim to 

| Court of Claims under provisions of the Tucker l : i to 


the Committee on War Claims 
By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Protest of Central Grange, No. 1223, Digby, 


Ohio, relating to Morril! bill—to the Committee on Agr lture. 
By Mr. DARLINGTO Petit ns of Pennsylvania, for the 
perpetuation of the national-! tem—to the Committ 


Banking and Currency. 
By Mr. HAUGEN: M 


} 


zens of Eau Claire, Wis., pro 
testing against legislation by Cong: ympelling railroads to trans- 
port petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: Resolation of Chester County Alliance, South 
27—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 
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Also, petition of J. H. Hardin, president, and 27 others, of Smith 7 
Alliance, in same county, forsame measure—to the Committee on Ag- | 
riculture 

{lso, petition of M. M. Tate and 13 others, citizens of York County, 

uth Carolina, for improvement of Galveston Harbor—to the Com- | 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Memorial from the Chamber of ! 
Commerce of Duluth, Minn., urging the improvement of Sault Ste. 
Marie Lock and Canal and Hay Lake Channel—to the Committee on 
ave rs and Harbors 

3y Mr. TUR NER, of Kansas: Petition of Mrs. Anna C. Wait and 103 
‘ the rs, of Lincoln, Kan s., urging the prompt passage of bill to prevent | 
importation of liquors into States where sale of same is prohibited—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

} 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, July 31, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a, n 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will come to order. The 
Journal of the proceedings of yesterday will be read. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, owing to the very early hour at 
which we are meeting, as it is evident there are only a very few Sena- 
tors here, and to enable us to get a quorum, I suggest the want of a 
quorum. 

Phe PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Maryland suggest- 
ing the absence of a quorum, the roll will be called by the Secretary. 

the Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allen, Cockrell Hale, Paddock, 
Allison, Cullom Harris, Pasco, 
Bate Dixon, Hawley Plumb, 
Berry, Kdmunds, Hiscock. Sawyer, 
Hilair, Eevarts, Ingalls, Teller, 
Cameron Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
(arliste rye Mitchell, Vance, 
Casey Gorman, Morrill, Vest. 


The PRESI I JENT pi 0 tei spore. 
to the roll-call. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to re- 
quest the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of ab- 
sent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. If in order, I will state that my colleague [Mr. | 
FARWELL] is unavoidably detained from the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will state that my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] is 
unavoidably detained from the Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. KENNA] 

is temporarily absent by reason of sickness. 
Mr. PADDOCK. Iam able to make the same excuse for my col- | 
ague [Mr. MANDERSON]. He will be here soon, however. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. DoLru] 
is unavoidably detained, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will furnish the Ser- 
yeant-at-Arms a list of the absentees, and he will execute the order of 
the Senate 

Aftersome little delay, Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. MCPHER- 
son, Mr. Moopy, Mr. MorGan, Mr. QuAy, Mr. REAGAN, and Mr. 
STEWART entered the Chamber and answered to their names. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. Is it in order to make a parliamentary inquiry ? | 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore, -The Chair will hear the Senator | 
from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to inquire whether the Journal shows on 
these occasions the names of those who first answer to their namesand | 
then those who do not answer on the call and who afterwards come in. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the Journal 
does not show the proceedings in different stages of the call. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then it is not a complete Journal. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the absentees be called. I believe | 
that is to be done under the rule. 

| 


Thirty-two Senators have responded 

















Mr. EDMUNDS. We are executing the order now. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
execution. 

After some further delay Mr. SANDERS, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr, WIL- 
son, of Towa, entered the Chamber and answered to their names. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 10 o’clock and 18 minutes a. m. ). 
The Sergeant-at-Arms reports that absentees have been notified so far | 
as they can be reached, and the Chair announces that a quorum is now 

present. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest that it is the duty of the Sergeant-at- | 
Arms to make a report to the Chair in writing, that it may go in the 


Journal, so that we shall know just where we stand all the time about 
this business, 


The order is now in the process of 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If that be the pleasure of the Sen- 


| ate—— 


Mr. ALDRICH. Inthe mean time I move that further proceedings 
under the call be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will first take the sense 
of the Senate on the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. PASCO. What was the suggestion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That a report in writing be made 
by the Sergeant-at-Arms upon the call to the Chair, and be entered in 
the Journal, 

Mr. HARRIS. That is certainly the proper practice, but I would 
suggest that the Sergeant-at-Arms be given a few minutes in order to 
prepare his report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course; he can make it just as well while we 
go on. 

Mr. COCKRELL, It is not ready now ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It can be made afterwards just as well. 

Mr. HARRIS. And I suggest further that the Chair entertain the 
motion of the Senator from Rhode Island that further proceedings un- 
der the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall not need to dispense with them, but can 
proceed with the business of the day, the request for attendance to go 
on. Weshali ina very few minutes need more Senators here probably. 

Mr. PASC. I suggest that if the precedent is followed the names 
of Senators who were absent when the roll was called and subsequently 
appeared will be entered; and I call the attention of the Presiding 
Officer to the fact 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The names of absentees are not en- 
tered on the Journal, but they appear in the Recorp. 

Mr. PASCO, The names of absentees whocome in after the roll-call 
are entered in the Recorn, according to the request of the Senator. 
I understood the Chair to say a few minutes ago that that had not been 
the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The Senator from Vermont inquired 
whether they had been entered on the Journal. The Journal and the 
RECORD are different. 

Mr. PASCO, I thought the reference was to the REcoRD, and I was 
about to call attention to the Recorp of the 26th, containing the pro- 
ceedings of the 25th instant, where thirty-eight Senators were present, 
and a number of Senators afterwards came in and their names were 
entered separately in the Recorp. I did not know that the question 
was with reference to the Journal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The object of the Journal is to show 
that there is a constitutional quorum present for the transaction of 





| business. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I submit that it is the business of the Journal to 
keep an accurate and full record of everything that takes place, and 
therefore when the question of a quorum is raised, and the Chair, in 
obedience to the rule, has the roll of the Senate called, the Journal 


should show the names of the Senators who answer at that roll-call, 


and the names of those who fail to answer, and then the subsequent 
proceedings. That is a part of the transaction of the business of the 
Senate, and the Journal ought to show it. 

Mr. PASCO. In order to present exactly what is shown by the 
RECORD in the proceedings on the 25th, and which it seems to me 
ought to appear also in the Journal, I will call attention to the fact that 
on the morning of the 25th of July the roll was called, and thirty- 
eight Senators responded to their names. Thenthe Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. HoAR} rose to a parliamentary inquiry: 


Has the Sergeant-at-Arms made any report of his proceedings under the order 
of the Senate night before last, etc.” 


The Vice-President replied: 
The Chair has not received any report. 
Then the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] moved that the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of absent Senators. 


That motion was agreed to, and the RecorD goes on to state: 
Mr. ALprIcH, Mr. PLATT, Mr. RANsom, Mr. SureMAn, and Mr, Vest entered 


| the Chamber and answered to their names. 


That made up the necessary forty-three, and then, a quorum being 


| found present, the Senate proceeded to business. It seems to me that 


that same record ought to appear in the Journal as well as in the 
Recorp. Then the Journal itself would show that a majority of Sena- 
tors had come in, and, a quorum being present, the regular business of 
the session was in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the Jour- 

nal hitherto has not contained the separate steps by which a quorum 
| has been reached when a call has been ordered. To change the Jour- 
; nal would be an innovation. ‘The Chair has no other desire except to 
execute the will of the Sénate, and will hear any suggestions that may 
be made as to a change in the ordinary method of making up the 
Journal upon such occasions. 

Mr. HALE. What is the fault that is found with the manner in 
| which this business has been condacted heretofore so far as the Journa! 
is concerned ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont suggests 
that the Journal, in simply stating that a quorum appeared after cer- 
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tain proceedings, without announcing the Senators who were present | the Geological Survey and a 




















gical Survey and a1 _— nar of the ¢ 
2 at the original roll-call and those who were absent, together with those | Land Office, relative to the select reservoirs on t 
‘y who subsequently came in, is defective. lands, which will be read. 

P Mr. EDMUNDS. And I state the truth. Che Chief Clerk proceeded t 

? Mr. HALE. Of course it is not a complete and full Journal of eve ( logical Survey 
4 detail without that. However, I do not myself see anything that is Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that a 
g worth the while which wil! be attained by entering on the Journal the | pensed with and that » i 
: names of Senators who happen to be here and also the Senators who | ing 
i are absent. I doubt whether that would tend in any way to bring | The PRESIDENT ; t 2 
: Senators here any earlier. there be no objection. 

+ Mr. EDMUNDS. It would tend to tell the truth Mr. GORMAN, [ask that 

: Mr. HALE. It would tend, as the Senator says, to tell the trath The PRESIDENT pro } ’ : 
but is it desirable to enter upon the Journal every morning the name The Chief Clerk resumed the re 9 t 
of every >enator who is absent? I expect to be here mys Ifevery 1 rn- | read ior some tl , 

¥ ing, as I was this morning, but I do not care to see entered upon th Mr. BLAIR. I would suggest 1 : { 

3 Journal in any discriminating way the names of Senators who did not | reading of this document, that it be printed 

* happen to be here. It isa pretty difficult thing for Senators, with | further reading 

7 other duties besides those which occupy us here, to be present in this The PRESIDENT ; ) | ‘ 

: Chamber every morning at the early hour of 10. The order simply l obiected to 

a directs that all other business be dropped. There can be no visitation Mr. STEWART. TheS ‘ t : 

; to the Departments, and in fact nothing else can be done. I do not Mr. SPOONER. t 
4 think that the rule we are operating under now for 10 o’clock ought to | and I hope the Senator from Ni . ) \ 
“¢ be made any more obnoxious than it is. It seems to me itis well | the reading 
? enough as it is now. Mr. BLAIR. Iw yt interfer th the rea It t ! 
> Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that if | structive 
= the Journal and the RecorpD were to show the exact state of facts, then The PRESIDENT pro be reading ed 
: there should be a showing as to those who were here promptly at 10— rhe Chief Clerk resumed the reading, and afte forat 

very few in number generally—and those who appeared say five min Mr. SHERMAN. Isthat a communi 
utes after 10, and let the exact minute that every Senator enters the | partment? 
Chamber be noted. If the exact truth is to be shown that should be The PRESIDENT ; t f 
done. Survey. 

Mr. HALE. If anything is to be done in the direction of amplify- Mr. SHERMAN. It is not usual t d l tio 
ing the Journal, exactly what the Senator from Nebraska suggests | I move to dispense with the further ling « Com 
ought to be done. It ought to be done in detail, and reports made | cations from he of Departments are i ud, | the I 

‘ every ten minutes. Ifa Senator comes in at five minutes after 10 and | are not read 
the Presiding Officer directs the Secretary to call his name, as he stands Mr. ALDRICH. This is the first time kno re \ l 
up in a hesitating and perhaps shame-faced way and takes his seat as | a communication has been read. 

3 a late Senator, that ought to be put down if the exact truth is to he Mr. SHERMAN. If that pract yuld be adopted and pre | 
shown. I do not conceive that much is to be gained, if anything, by | there would be no end to it. The communication transmitted from 
such a course. the head of a Department is usually very brief; but if all the acco 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, what is the pending question? panying papers are to be read it would perhaps take the whole da 

: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is an inquiry Mr. GORMAN. I objected to the document being printed in the 
% in the nature of a question of privilege concerning the Journal of the | Recorp without reading, and asked for its reading for the simple rea 
d Senate, son that some of us who were looking into that matter wanted to get 
i Mr. PADDOCK. While this subject is up, I desire to call attention | the information to-day, as the subject to which it relates is being con 
4 to another matter which is a greater journalistic inaccuracy, and that | sidered now. But, at the same time, if the Senator from Ohio and t 
5 is the custom in making up the Journal of entering those who have | Senator from Rhode Island think it is not necessary to read the com 
: pairs and fail to vote as absent from the Senate. That is grossly mis- | munication and that we should wait until to-morrow morning to see 

leading to the constituencies of Senators who happen on account of! it, I shall comply with their request. 
a natural courtesy to their colleagues to have made general pairs and Mr. SHERMAN. Let the commun n be 1 red to the com- 
$ particularly to those who have pairs with Senators who are absent a | mittee of which the Senator isa member—there is no objection to that 

3 good deal of the time. It seems to me that if any correction is to be | <ind let it be printed as a document. 
made in respect to the business of journalizing the exact transactions Mr. REAGAN, Printed as a document, and in the Recorp 
respecting the personality of Senators, this correction should also be Mr. EDMUNDS It ought not tobeputinthe Recorp. It ha ) 

i made. business there. 

3 Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that this is a discussion as to what Mr. ALDRICH. As lor a lerable portion of the « a1 
i the Journal of to-morrow morning will contain. I suggest that we | cation has been read and will, Is , appear in the I I sug 
7 allow the matter to go over until to-morrow morning and see what is | vest that the rest of it be printed in the REcorD. 

5 recorded then in the Journal, and if it needs amendment it probably The PRESIDENT pro tempo It may be printed in tl ( 

can be amended then. by unanimous consent. Is there objection 
4 Mr. EDMUNDS. All right. Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that it be elim ed from the R 
1 Mr. HARRIS. I quite concur in the suggestionof the Senator from | and printed as a document and referred 
i Iowa, but I desire to say that if showing in the Journal the absentees Mr. EDMUNDS. That is fight 
’ and those present at the hour fixed for the meeting of the Senate will rhe PRESIDENT ; f . Ist ‘ n 
3 tend to bring a quorum of the Senate here at that hour, I shall favor Mr. GORMAN I trust there will be no objection to tl printing 

; the Journal showing it, or any other measure that will tend to secure | of this document in the R . IPfit is ordered ye print 
4 a quorum at the hour fixed for meeting. If the hour of 10 o’clock is | document we shall not get it for a day or two. Isuegest that th 

= found so inconvenient or impossible to Senators that we can not hope | lates to one of the most important ns which have been be 
§ to have a quorum here at that hour, it is the duty of the Senate to fix | this Congres 

4 an hour that Senators can be here. Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator can get it back in p1 uw 

% It is a gross injustice to a minority of the Senate to be compelled to | I wil! give him that guaranty, not being mber « 1e ¢ tt 

a come here at an inconvenient hour and stay and waste the time from | on Printing. 

: that hour fixed for meeting until it suits the convenience of others to The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If t 

C3 appear and make a quorum toattend and discharge the business of the | not be back until to-morrow morning. 

- body. I shall favor any measure that will tend to bring a quorum, at Mr. GORMAN. I suggest that it be y t RD we 
least, of the Senate here at the hour fixed for meeting, whatever hour | shall have it to-morrow morning 
that may be. Che PRESIDENT pro tem on th Senator 

i The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to dispensing | to-morrow morning it printed ment 
with further proceedings under the call, aquorum being present? The Mr. GORMAN. The Senator ft Obio regards this as a consump 
Chair hears none. The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday will | tion of time. I think if we had had a quorum here this morning un 

; be read by the Secretary. der his resolution, and if the Senator from Ohio had been wit 

; The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. time, and if we had not lost a half-hour in getting a quorum 

SITES FOR RESERVOIRS ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. | should have had ample time to have this document read and th 
lic business facilitated. It is not necessary for me to that the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a | matter to which it relates is now being considered elsewhere, and must 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- | come back to this body, and it would facilitate the | yusiness in 
sponse to a resolution of the 10th instant, a report of the Director of the view of a great many gentlemen who wish to look at it carefully 
- 








and may tl ¥ light enough on the sul 


ol id to t overnment of the United States. 


ing the impor l o! the tariff and of 1 matters that come behind 


it, | do say t friend from Ohio and to the Senator from Rhode 

| | that t te, this attempt to rash matter throngh here with | 
l sp othat we can not have consideration ot important sub- 
he my, O ivht not to be urged, and I trust it will not be 


10 o’ clock this 
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»ject to save millions of acres | to which the Senator from Maryland referred, and I am advised by the 
\nd notwithstand- | Public Printer that it is necessary to have certain maps prepared which 
| take time, and that has caused the delay. 


I am sorry myself that 


| those documents have not been printed; but that is the reason given, 
| that certain maps essential, as I understand, to the text, are in procesg 
| of being engraved. 


I do not know what the process is, but I know it 
takes some time. 

Mr. GORMAN. It does not make any difference about the reason 
for the fact so far as this particular case is concerned; I am stating that 
this matter relates to a subject which has been considered for nearly a 
week, for three or four days at least, in committee,and which is being 


| determined to-day elsewhere, and as a Senator I desire the information 


morning in compliance with the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Ohio. That Senator and a great 
many of th vho insisted on the passage of the resolution changing | 
the hour of m ng were not here ; and I will not submit, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to have any Senator intimate that because I want a public docu- 
ment read, so that lL may have the information it contains on the day 


and at the time when the matte under public discussion, I am seek- 
In view of the temper, in view of the 
being brought to bear on us every morning, I de- 

my right that this document, which is short, be read through. 
r, SHERMAN. The Senator has emphasized very strongly the 
fact that I was here fifteen minutes after the time fixed for the meet- 
ing of the Senate. I was engaged during those fifteen minutes in pub- 
lic business which I thought was more important than to listen tothe 
reading of the Journal. I am here probably four days where the Sen- 
ator isone, I leave that to the generous judgment of the Senate with- 
out saying anything more about it. 

[ say the Senator has no right to have this matter printed in the Rec- 
ORD and have it read. By the universal custom of the Senate mes- 
sages from the President of the United States and communications from 
the heads of Departments are usually read, merely as a matter of cour- 
tesy, but even that is pot a matter of right, and a Senator can object 
to such a paper being read. t is not only unusual, but-it is in viola- 
tion of the custom to read the reports which are transmitted by the 
heads of Departments, because if we attempted to do that, not only 
would the RecorD be overioaded, but our whole time would be occu- 
pied. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me say one word more and [shall be through. 
I object to the printing of this paper in the Recorp. If the Senator 
desires it printed as a document, it can be sent to the Printing Office, 
and it will be here by 4 or 5 o'clock, while it could not possibly ap- 
pear in the Recokp until to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. The question I wanted to ask the Senator from Ohio 
was this: If a communication from the President or from the head of 
an Executive Department shall be laid before the Senate by the Pre- 
siding Officer, how will the Senate determine to what committee it 
should go unless it is read? The Senate must be informed as to the 
contents of the document before it can know to what committee the 
document ought to be sent. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The communication of transmittal from the head 
of a Department always states the subject-matter, and the attempt to 
have all the accompanying documents read would probably some times 
in a single case occupy the whole day. Many of these communications 
come to us that, if read in full, would occupy the whole day; and it is 
not the right of a Senator to call for the reading, and I appeal to the ex- 
perience of the honorable Senator from Tennessee to sustain me in this 
view. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule of the Senate requires that 
when the reading of a paper is called for and objected to, the question 
of its being read shall be submitted to the Senate and determined 
without debate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to the reading, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate proceeds by unanimous con- 
sent. Shall the document be read? 

The question being put, it was decided in the negative. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thecommunication, with the accom- 
panying document, will be printed as an executive document. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to know if the Senator from Maryland de- 
sires to have that doeument printed to-day, immediately? 

Mr. GORMAN, A majority of the Senate have determined that they 
do not want at the moment this information, and now, as they have 
taken that position alter the statements which have been made, I say 
to my friend trom Connecticut that the majority must regulate the 
printing. . 

Mr. HAWLEY. My friend from Maryland being upon the Printing 
Committee and we two making a majority of that committee, I think 
I can guaranty to him that that document will be back here before 
night. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will only state to my friend from Connecticut— 
and he knows it perfectly well—that the majority has it in its power 
todo asit pleases in regard to this matter. Usually where an order 
for printing is made it is several days before the document is returned 
tous. There are quite a number of documents in regard to this inter- 
esting controversy which were ordered to be printed a week or ten 
days ago which have not yet reached the desks of Senators; but as 
there is a disposition to suppress for the time—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ought to state, if the Senator will allow me, that 


ing to delay the public business 
injustice which i 


mand a 


Ay 
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contained in this document before it can possibly be sent back from 
the Printer. The majority of the Senate, those who have come in late 
for the purpose of expediting the public business, have determined that 
I shall not have that information by listening to the Secretary. I will 
therefore ask the Secretary, if I may be permitted to have that privi- 
lege, that I may read the manuscript before it goes to the Printer. 
There are other gentlemen who would like to hear it. 

1 wish to say a word to my friend from Ohio who has taken, as I 
think, an extraordinary position about this affair this morning. So far 
as his and my record are concerned about attendance in the Senate, 
he claims that he has been here four days to my one. Let me say to 
him that I have never lost a day in the Senate during the entire ses- 
sion except when I was too ill to reach the body, and that was only 
during the winter, and I think the record of the roll-calls in the morn- 
ing has never shown my absence. At all events I have never been, 
and never do I expect to be, the author of a resolution compelling the 
Senate to meet at an extraordinary hour and then fail to put in my ap- 
pearance promptly at the proper time. But what I resented was, 
and what I do now resent is that after this action—the intimation more 
by the manner than by the speech—I should be charged with delaying 
the business of the Senate. I desired the information contained in this 
document, and for that purpose I wished to have it read. It is a com- 
paratively short document, and I wanted it read, because the matter 
is to be considered to-day. But because I have made that request I 
am charged with delaying the business of the Senate! There is no 
foundation for the suggestion, and I resent it. 

Mr. REAGAN, Is there objection to the printing of the document 
in the Recorn? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection was made. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter of transmission from the 
Secretary of the Interior, and the communication, with the accompany- 
ing document, will be printed as an executive document for the use of 
the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope there will be some steps taken to get the 
document back here during the day. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will guaranty that without any further debate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the George A. 
Taylor Command, Union Veterans’ Union, of Lima, Ohio, praying that 
S. 8. YopDER be appointed as a member of the Board of Managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of C. E. Walker and 32 other citi- 
zeus of Belknap County, New Hampshire; the petition of C. A. Yarbex 
and 20 other citizens of Cheshire County, New Hampshire; the peti- 
tion of George Pattee and 19 other citizens of Hillsborough, N. H.; and 
the petition of David H. Tufts and 22 other citizens of Stafford County, 
New Hampshire, praying for the passage of what is known as the pure- 
lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of David H. Tufts and 20 other citi- 
zens of Stafford County, New Hampshire; the petition of C. H. Burn- 
ham and 16 other citizens of Coos County, New Hampshire; the peti- 
tion of C. E. Walker and 32 other citizens of Belknap County, New 
Hampshire; and the petition of C. A. Yarbex and 19 other citizens of 
Cheshire County, New Hampshire, praying for the passage of what is 
known as the pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present a memorial of citizens representing, as 
they say, a meeting of Republicans at Birmingham, Ala., remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the House bill regulating elections of mem- 
bers of Congress. I move that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a memorial of the Portland (Oregon) 
Ballot Reform and Single-Tax Club, 8. B. Riggen, vice-president, and 
Wallace Yates, secretary, remonstrating against the passage of what is 
known as the McKinley tariff bill; whieh was ordered to lie on the table. 

. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2599) to submit to the Court of Claims for 
adjudication the title of William McGarrahan tothe mineral and other 
interests of the Rancho Panoche Grande tract of land, in the State 
of California, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments, 


I have called attention several times to the printing of the documents | and submitted a report thereon. 
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q Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom the subject vdditi il year it } 
; was referred, reported a bill (S. 4294) for the erection of a bridge across the ] Che law 
Z the Missouri River between the city of St. Charles, Mo., and the county | 1 power. WI it says t 
& of St. Louis, Missouri; which was read twice by its title. | tl iall d at th LI 1, and 
Mr. COCKRELL. Some time ago I was directed by the Committe iently they can do 
{ on Military Affairs to report back the bill (S. 1561) to remove the | requires 1 to change 
‘ charge of desertion against Patrick L. Dunnadversely. I now present | their charters, within tw 
, the report at the request of the Senator trom Connecticut [Mr. P! rj I ; te w S 
and ask that the adverse report and bill may be placed on the Calendar. | the all 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- | at the sa time 1 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. | as strikes or ina y g 
BILLS INTRODUCED. extra SIX MontAs, WHICA Make 
, ' . Mr. HALI Does th 
Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (8S. 4295) to amend the Mr. PLUMB Phe forfeit 
act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to provide a permanent form of gov-| 7) 7 gta 7 , 
i ernment for the District of Columbia,’’ approved June 11, 1572; wh ee ee ee eee oe a ti } : 
c was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred ee ee 
3 to the Committee on the District of Columbia, , Ate 1 ern on eee : 
He also (by request) introduced a bill (8. 4296) to compel the at- ae . : 
tendance of witnesses on police trials in the District of Columbia, and | ¢. 0 octown or West \ = ae 1 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the substitute for horse " ; 
: accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Co- | Within two years from the da 
2 lumbia. 
; Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 4297) to authorize the Seneca Mr. PLUMB. Th yplies to ! co Metro- 
Nation of New York Indians to lease lands within the Cattaraugus and | politan Railroad Company and yne on vnia ym 
: Allegany reservations, and to confirm existing leases; which was read | Georgetown 
4 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Afiairs. Mr. VEST. It applies only tot e that to the Ca C ? 
: Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (8S. 4298) granting a pension to Mr. PLUMB, Yes, and beyond the Capit I 
Joseph Blanchard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think it would apply to 
the Committee on Pensions. panies? 
Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 118) to permit Mr. PLUMB. Undoubted 
Lieut, Col. Henry C. Corbin, United States Army, to accept a position Mr. HALE, Not only to the pal comp that runs th 1 
in the World’s Columbian Commission; which was read twice by its | Pennsylvania avenue, but the company that runs along through F 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Afiairs. street from Georgetown. 
a Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 119 Mr. PLUMB. That applies to both, without doubt rhey 
| relating to coal leases in the Indian Territory; which was read twice | could not be more plainly designated unless the names were given. 
3 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian A ffairs. Mr. HALE As to both these roa s the Senator have in mind 
: THE REVENUE BILL, that they shall both make this change of motive power and issue new 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? | ~\,- ‘PLUME I aaa Res aaa 
If there be none, that order is closed. ; a I wea aie Seas ce ae Pop 7 eae year t 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- ae aan ante "ean a ee ae See 1 sr: r ae 
tion of House bill 9416. tric motor ind expe. te a re oat it on the . ; oa ; aa . : 
= The motion was agreed to. Mr. STEWART. A storage battet 
H RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. Mr. PLUMB. Yes: a storage bat 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I wish to give a notice. The Commit- Mr. REAGAN. TIshould like to inquire if amendment numbered 
tee on Commerce, not desiring to antagonize the tariff bill or seem to | 5 has been acted on. 


a RET 





antagonize it, instructed their chairman to confer with the Committee Mr. PLUMB. The whole report is before the Senate for action 
; on Finance as to a day when tiie river and harbor bill might be con- Mr. REAGAN, I desire to call attention to some words in the fifth 
$ sidered. ‘The chairman has conferred with that committee and ithas amendment. ‘The fifth amendment 
been agreed, entirely to the satisfaction of both of the committees, that In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said a nent the 
5 that bill shall be taken up a week from to-morrow, immediately after the | ‘o!!o“ for contingent expenses of s s of th Department, 
% morning business, and in accordance with that agreement I give notice | 5...) Dee ae ees were aoe sylvan totiy a Bie — nae 
3 that on Friday morning a week from to-morrow, immediately after the | oi!, brushes S, 8p s -s halters, jacks 
4 morning business, I shall move that the Senate proceed to the con- er saat eat i ee tae 
si sideration of the river and harbor bill. eet ee ee 
3 DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILI-. $6,000, eae ee ae , eT 
5 Mr. PLUMB. Iask for the consideration of the conference report I want to inquire what is meant by the supp 0 , er boots 
on the District of Columbia appropriation bill, which was under con- | and coats, medicines, and other necessary art s and expens 
y sideration yesterday evening, the unfinished business to be informally Mr. PLUMB. This is the engineer’s department and embrac« 
laid aside for that purpose. within its jurisdiction all the operations of the District which relate to 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unani- | streets and sewers and everything of that kind. It be es ssary 
mous consent that the pending business be informally laid aside for the | to have horses and vel ' the proper t ct isin 1 
2 consideration of the conference report on the bill (H. R. 3711) making | in order that they may hav: ‘ t ' ‘ 1 and 
appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of the | they are kept in stables that a by the D . Of course 
3 District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for | these other things are the attendant ex es; that is, expenses attend 
other purposes. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the | ant upon the use of ho 
conference report is before the Senate, and the question recurs upon is to the rubber bo me emplo re 1 l to go 
‘¥ agreeing to the report. into these sewers and various other places where t eis wat and a 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if I understand this conference report— | great degree of moisture, which the or iry foot covering does not 
and I am not sure whether I correctly understand it or not—it extends | protect against; and in order to cover some nice discriminations of the 
the time for the street railway companies to change their motive power | Treasury Department in regard to expenditures of this kind is 
and to put their rails down on the surface of the street, so as to offer no | deemed advisable to insert them by nam They have h fore been 
} obstructions to vehicles passing over them, for one year. Iask the | provided for out of the general fund We simply it e them, and 
‘ Senator from Kansas whether I am right about this ? it is done at the request of the engineer officers in charge, who have 
Mr. PLUMB. I did not hear the inquiry of the Senator. heen annoyed very much by iability to have th ecounts passed. 
4 Mr. VEST. I say if I understand the report of the committee—and Mr. REAGAN. Then, as tot ision for m¢ 
; I refer to the last amendment—it extends the time during which these Mr. PLUMB. That is medi ho 
FE railroad companies can change their motive power and put their rails Mr. REAGAN. ‘‘ And other necessary articles and expens 
} down on a level with the surface of the street, onc year; that is to say, Mr. SPOON] I do not desire to discuss any proposition that arises 
two years from the passage of this bill. strictly out of this conference report, but I wish to mak« observa- 
Mr. PLUMB. It does as to certain roads that avail themselves of | tion in the hope that it may find its way to the co is ’ this 
the privileges of the bill by increasing their capital stock to meet the | District, which is practically based upon exper e that in 
expenses of the change. the management or operation of the prese nt cable li i this city 
Mr. HALE. It gives them an additional year ? proper and adequate means for the protection of life are, in my judg- 
Mr. PLUMB. It gives them an additional year. But, Mr, Presi- | ment, not taken. : : 


dent, the Senate will observe this, however, that while it gives them I do not remember the 


powers that are vested 
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the com sioners as to requiring the company to station flagmen at 


certain ets, but I have seen twice on lennsylvania avenue what 
| to-me gross carelessness and total neglect of adequate warning 

to people in vehicles, and once an elderly person on foot almost crushed 
hy tl ible cars; and several blocks from Pennsylvania avenue there 
1 eet —I do not now remember the name of it—where coming 
rom t W House towards the Capitol it is absolutely impossible 
until youare upon the tracks, unless the bell is rang or some warning 
yiven, for you to knew whether a train is approaching or not. 1am 
pretty caretul myself, but I came into uncomfortable proximity to 
it danger there within a couple of weeks and it is the grossest 


nepiipen not to station a flagman at least at that crossing, 
call attention to it, while not strictly germane to this conference 


report, in order that the subject may be brought to the not%e of the 
commissioners and with the hope that if they have any power in the 
premises they will exercise it, and if they have not the power—and I 


um investigating that matter now—I shall myself take early oppor- 


tunity to ask Conypre to confer it upon them. 
Mr. FAULKNER I ask the Senator from Wisconsin whether or 
not they have not the absolute power under the police authority. 
Mr. SPOONER 1 will say to the Senator that I have not examined 


have it thev are grossly negligent in not exercising it. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Is there any question about it? It seems to 


they have the right to regulate the rate of speed at the crossings 
o! street 
Mr. HAWLEY I haveseen in a morning paper upon this subject 
and it is extremely vexatious—that an officer of the road says that he 
snot think 1t necessary; thata great many people are careless any- 
how, and he does not know that a policeman—I am stating the sub 
tance of it—could keep people from getting run over, etc., where it 
crosses something. The idea seems to be that while a watchman or 
layman there—this is about tlie spirit of it—might save eight or ten 
broken legs and two or three lives, it is not on the whole worth the 
trouble. That is a fair presentation of the spirit of that communica- 
lion, 
(ny man engaged in steam-boats, railroais, and concerns where life 
is likely to be injured, knows periectly well that the only way is to 


proceed upon the assumption that three-fourths of the people in the 
world are fools and to take care of the fools. Smart, bright young 
men will net get hurt, but many people are nervous and many people 
are fat, as the Senate well knows, and they are the people who are 
likely to get hurt 

he only way to run such a business is to have such watchmen as 
will absolutely prevent people from hurting themselves. I passed yes- 
terday the intersection of Pennsylvania avenue and Seventh street, and 
the cable cars from north and south were just meeting at the same mo- 
ment as the cars from east and west on Pennsylvania avenue were meet- 
ing. There were four cars coming there in opposite directions, and it 
was enough to confuseanybody. That is happening every hour or half 
hour of the day. I came here one dayin an Avenue car. It was Bar- 
num’s day; and I saw a good woman with four or five little children 
get on a car to come east to her home, after probably doing a little 
shopping. This was about 30 feet west of the intersection there. The 
driver started and put his horses to a pretty good speed, and a cable 
ear was coming down the hill. Ido not know but that the conductor 
did his best to check up, but the short and long of it was that the cable 
car ran violently into our car and strack it on the left side and crushed 
it, and both cars were thrown off the track. I put out my hands for 
the children, but, thank God! nobody was hurt. The old woman tried 
to get off in a hurry, but she was a little clumsy. There should bea 
flagman at each of these prominent crossings, and paid for by these 
companies 

Mr. PADDOCK. First of all, there should be an alarm given by 
ringing the signal bell more thoroughly than they do now, 

Mr. HAWLEY That is all well enough 

Mr. PADDOCK, ‘The truth is that before reaching Pennsy]vania 
avenue there is no proper ringing of the signal bell. The bell should 


commence to ring before the cars approach the street next north of 


Pennsylvania avenue, on Seventh street, and ring continuously until 
they cross that street, so as to give suflicient notice to the people of the 
approach of the cars. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The more continuously the bell rings the less use 
it is because it being always ringing people do not know what it means 

Mr. CULLOM, ‘There is more noise now than is necessary all along 
the line of that cable road. 1 simply desire to say that I do not know 
whether all cable cars or lines make as much noise as this one, but I 
do know that there is so much noise along the line of that street rail- 
way that when a man approaches it he hears the noise so distinctly that 
he imagines that the ear is righton him at once, but when he comes to 
look there is probably notany insight. Ido not know whether that isa 
necessity for a ¢cable-car line or not; butit it is not, whenever a cable line 
is built in this city again, I hope that some attention will be given to 
that feature of the case. 

I agree entirely with the Senator from Connecticut that there ought 
to be persons statioued at these prominent crossings so that the people 
will be protected. 
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Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I question whether any discussion or 


| debate in the Senate, or in either branch of Congress, which tends to 


bring out the almoat, if not quite, brutal disregard of the comfort and 
salety of the people by the corporations which run the street railways 
in Washington will do any good. Time and again experiences such as 
have been related by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY 
have been stated here in the Senate, and in any other capital or in 
any other country such a discussion would be a monition to these cor 
porations that would result in reforming their methods. 

But the managers of these railway companies in Washington go on 
in the same careless and wanton and wicked manner. If any Senato1 
any day will take the pains to stop at any of these crossings he will se: 
things happening, not perhaps as near to a tragedy as that which has 
been narrated by the Senator from Connecticut, but near enough to 
show that something ought to be done. I have, once in particula: 
when approaching a crossing where the cable-car was coming up been 
obliged to leave the car because I anticipated a collision. There was 
no flagman, and the car barely escaped. Other Senators, I have no 
doubt, have had the same experience. Where the fault is I do not 


| know entirely; whether the Committee on the District of Columbia fo] 
| lows this matter up closely enough and reports to us so as to secure 
but if they have not the power they ought to have it, and if they 


the enactment of penal provisions, or whether the fault is in the Dis- 
trict commissioners, or where it is, I can not tell; but certainly there is 
no city or tewn in the country large enough to have the advantage ot 


| street-railway cars where so little care is taken by the companies of the 


rights of the people. I think the Senators composing the Committee 
on the District of Columbia must admit that that is so, and it is un 
doubtedly difficult to restrain these companies unless a public senti- 
ment is brought to bear. 

I want to say further before sitting down that one object I had in 
calling attention to this report last night and this morning was to b: 
certain that nothing in it would permit these companies in a stealthy 
way to occupy the streets of Washington with the overhead-wire cars, 
and the Senator in charge assures me that all that bas been thoroughly 
looked atter and that no privilege granted here will allow that right to 
creep in. We had some experience where nobody knew what was go 
ing on; but afterwards we find great thoroughfares into the country 
ruined by the encroachments of these companies under statutes that 
nobody knew anything about at the time they were passed. That 
great avenue called the Tennallytown road, which is used by hundreds 
and thousands of citizens desiring either to walk or to drive into the 
country, a place where it has been possible heretofore of a Sunday 
ora holiday, or any day, for any man, however humble, to take his 
family for a quiet, peaceful, and cheap drive inte the country, and to go 
with safety, is to-day utterly spoiled, 

A company has laid its line of railway on that road so that it is as 
near the traveled track as I am now to the central aisle of the Senate, 
and no man to-day can start with any security of life and limb to take 
that read, which is a great thoroughfare into all the bright, green, cool 
surrounding country. I notify any Senator here now that if he at- 
tempts that trip, or if at any time any member of his family or any 
friend attempts that trip, itis at the danger of life or limb. The last 
time I drove over that road I narrowly escaped being turned out, tipped 
over, with whatever result might follow. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Of what road is the Senator speaking ? 

Mr. HALE. Of the ‘Tennallytown road from Georgetown out over 
the hills. An overhead-wire car came along and my horse became 
frightened, plunged, reared, and backedintoaditch. Luckily for my- 
self, Lescaped. It wasamatter of no account tothecompany. I have 
heard of other such instances, and it has practically destroyed that road. 

I give notice here and now—it is too late in this session to raise the 
question—that no other session of Congress shall pass without the 
question being thoroughly fought out and decided whether that road 
shall be compelled to take up the nuisance which its tracks have 
made, under the reservation which is in the original act reserving to 
Congress the right to withdraw, amend, or in any way control the act. 
I notify the gentlemen, whoever they may be, who own that com 
pany that that is an issue which is going to be settled in the Senate, 
hecause we have no right to take these thoroughfares that lead to the 
country and spoil them by delivering up their occupation to railways. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, Iam heartily in favor of the 
general purpose which seems to be contemplated in this amendment 
I venture the assertion that there is not a city of 200,000 population 
on this continent that has as poor, as unsatisfactory, as inexcusably 
mean a system of street-railway service as we have in Washington. | 
therefore favor any proposition, provided it be properly guarded, that 
looks toward the substitution of the electric or the cable road for the 
horse-power road that we are afflicted with here. I am altogether in 
sympathy with the complaint which the Senator from Maine [Mr 
I{ALE] makes about the danger to which that Tennallytown company 
has subjected patties in private conveyances. 

We know it to bea fact, by the experience of every other city of equal 
size with this, that the horses of private teams or of public conveyances 
are, as an original proposition, affrighted at cars that they meet when 
they are in close proximity to them which are without any apparent 
motive power attached. 

We have the Seventh street cable railroad in operation, and we have 
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a like road in operation upon New York avenue, and the little time | which is being laid around the margin of the city for the purposes 

and the ‘ew weeks or months that have gone by have accustomed the | the new water supply, amounting to about $400,000. That, the com 

horses to these cable and electric cars until there is no danger appre- | mittee thought, was a permanent expenditure, the payment of which 

hended and no accidents resulting. might be made in installments. It is usual in other cities to pay for 

I do not believe that there is a city of 200,009 population to be | improvements of that character by th ince of bonds 

found in all this land or a city of twenty years’ existence, except this A similar disposition was made of t ippropriation of $200,000 fox 

one, which is not provided with an electric or cable car system of rail- | the Zoological Park. If the bill had not been reduced in conference in 

ways. _ | amount, some portion ol those funds woul 1 have been necessary to meet 
: This amendment looks towards the substitution of these two motive | the expenses; but in the course of the adjustment which occurred in 
j powers in lieu of the old-fashioned, antiquated method, of which we | conference the appropriations were r¢ luced toana int which weall 
i surely should have grown tired. believed would come within the revenues without the use of these 
a Mr. HALE. Not overhead wires ther funds. 
‘i Mr. BLACKBURN. No; Iam as much opposed to those overhead After the bill had been made upon that theory, in fact after it had 
r wires as the Senator from Maineand the Senator from Missouri, and I | gone through the hands of the conference and been presented to the 
hy insist that we ought to require them to be dispensed with in all future | House of Representatives, the District commissioners thought they had 
os constructions, and we ought to go further and require the wires to be | discovered that there would bea deficiency of about the amount stated 
3 put under ground where they are now overhead. I will go as far as | by the Senator from West Virginia, and they addr sed a letter to the 
¥ the farthest iu that direction. But to this extent | do favor every | committee on that subject 
i proposition that looks towards the substitution of an electric or cabl \fter a further investigation and a restatement of the entire ques- 
‘ car system for the horse power that we have had ali these years. tion of the revenues of the District by the auditor, it has been shown 

It is an open secret, sir, that there is not a corporation in this city | that in any event there could not be a deficiency of over about $40,000, 
or in this land that declares bigger dividends and earns more money | which would be nearly met, probably, by odds and ends of appropria- 
upon watered stock than the Metropolitan Railroad system between | tions which are constantly lapsing into the Treasury by reason of their 


Washington and Georgetown. Men whoput a pittance of money into | not being expended; as, for instance, where an amount is appropriated 
that corporation ten years ago have grown rich and are rich to-day, and | for a street it very often happens, the outside sum being appropriated, 


yet they impose upon the country asystem of street-railway traffic that | that something less than the amount is really expended. From anum 


ple ebb Hare “a 


i 
requires a majority of this Senate Chamber, every man who lives in the | ber of odds and ends of that kind money comes back into the Treasury 
western end of the city, to take from half to three-quarters of an hour | to an amount sometimes exceeding forty or fifty thousand dollars of 
to get irom his home to this, the scene of his duty An hour and a | the appropriations for the fiscal year, I am told 
5 half of the best working part of every day is employed, if not wasted, Lut in addition to that there are sources of revenue which we be- 


4 
in tribute to this corporation that is earning dividends too large to be | lieve, and the auditor himself believes, have not been properly esti- 
stated, because they would scarcely be believed, with horses toiling up | mated. The increase on account of the new buildings that have been 
this hill every day and every hour in the day. put up has been undoubtedly understated; and I see no reason to doubt 
I believe that we ought to go further and forfeit the corporate fran- | that if this bill should be passed the revenues of the District will meet 
t 


A/idtil 
chises of these corporations unless they do, within a reasonable time, | the expenditures which it requires, 


dispense with horse-power on all the principal thoroughtares of this Mr. FAULKNER. Before the Senator sits down I will ask him if 
city and substitute eithera cable orelectric system for it. Ifthat can | in case there is a deficiency it would not devolve upon the commis- 
be agreed upon, I will join hands withthe Senator from Maine and the | sioners of the District to reduce the expenditures upon any one of these 
Senator from Missouri and insist that the wires shall be put under- | appropriations where the appropriation isin the aggregate, for example, 


ground, not only in the new systems to be introduced, but thatitshall | for suburban streets, and lessen the amount, so that 





the expenditure 


% be applied to those already in existence, for I think that is a precau- | should be brought within the receipts of the District of Columbia. 
ie: tionary measure which ought be observed and attended to. Che streets, I think, are not all named in the appropriation bill. but 
ie sut I do trust that we have lived long enough and suffered enough | an aggregate amount is appropriated. 

Pie under this old-fashioned system of horse-railroads to induce Congress at Mr. PLUMB. ‘They would undoubtedly have the power to reduce, 

E this late date to favor anything that looks like a substitution of a more | and it would be their duty to reduce, so that the amount to be ex 

‘ modern method. | pended would not in any event be more than the amount appropri- 
e Mr. REAGAN. I wish to add my testimony to the statement made | ated; but I believe the expenses can be carried out, unless there be 
%’ by the Senator from Maine as to the effect of placing a double-track | soniething which the committee have not had notice of. Of course it 
3 railway upon the Tennallytown road, which, I understand, it is con- | Congress should make other appropriations, if there should be large 
3 templated shall be repeated on another of the great thoroughfares lead- | deficiencies, or if there should be appropriations made for other bridges, 
4 ing from Fourteenth street out into that same country. It has been | or for the purchase of a new park, or something of that kind, that 


one of the most pleasant drives around the city. In passing on that | would create acontingency which the committee did not feel itself called 
road very recently, having my family with me, I came near havipg my | upon to take into account. 
vehicle turned over on account of the cars. About half of that road, Mr. FAULKNER. There is one other question I desire to suggest 
which was formeriy a very beautiful road, is now occupied by two tracks | to the Senator. I wish to ask him for an explanation of the necessity 
of a railroad, and the remainder of it is in such a condition that it is | of the provision in reference to a superintendent of charities. This 
absolutely dangerous for any one to attempt to drive a private convey- | being a new law, of course it has come before Senators for the first 
ance over it. 1 do not know what the remedy is, but that company | time. I see that the conference committee have provided for the ap- 
ought to be made to take up those tracks or else it ought to be made to | pointment of asuperintendentof cl 
widen the roadway so that there may be some reasonable chance of life | thing for Congress to do in refere 
along with safety to life and limb. the District, as the Government contributes so largely to them, and I 
Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I should iike to call the atten- | feel confident that in its practical workings it will prove beneficial; but 
tion of the Senator from Kansas to what I have understood from other | there is a provision in the conference report that 


sources than official, that perhaps there would be a deficiency in the 


} 


arities, which I think is a very proper 
.ce to the charitable institutions in 





‘ 


] j 
av il ike me need 


some explanation, and that is a lir 





nitation upon the power of the 

revenues of the District. Ihave heard it intimated from persons who | President in making the appointment of the s 1per nt a t of chari- 

ought to know that the amount of deficiency would reach as high as | ties, requiring him to appoint some one other than a resident of the 

the sum of $276,000, I believe it is conceded by all persons who have | District of Columbia. 

familiarity with the affairs of the District and who control them that It strikes me that there are a number of gentlemen that are int 

there will be at any rate a deficiency of not less than $46,000. I think | ested in these great subjects residing in this city who would accept thi 

this is an important matter for us to consider. I am satisfied that the | appointment and be satisfactory to the public generally as well as to 
‘ Senator in charge of the bill will be able to give such information to | Conyress, and if this is to be a permanent office, one that is to be con- 
F the Senate as perhaps will relieve the difliculty; but I do not think it | tinued year after year, I certainly would not be willing to vote for a 

is wise policy, if what I understand is true, that we should proceed to | conference report that limited the appointment t tizen other than 
; pass a bill making appropriations so largely in excess of the revenues | one who resides in the District of Columbia If ippointment be 
: of the District of Columbia. I should like to hear from the Senator | temporary in its character, for purpost ringing to the attention 
; in charge as to whether these statements are true. of ( ongress the entire working of the il institutions and the ne 
Mr. PLUMB. The conference committee believe that the revenues | cessity for the assistance given to those institutions, then I should not 

of the government of the District of Columbia will substantially meet | make any opposition to the conference report on that ground. 

the expenses created by this bill. The commissioners of the District did Mr. PLUMB. The purpose of the amendment is just what the Sen 


not seem to have any very definite idea of what the revenues would be; | ator from West Virginia has expressed 
they backed and filled on it a good deal, and left the committee in a 

delightful state of uncertainty as to the amount of funds available. | be settled by a future Congress. This provision in its terms, in its 
While that controversy was in progress the bill was reported from the | present condition, was in the bill as it passed the Senate. The idea 
standing committee and the Senate passed it witha paragraph provid- 
ing for the payment of certain expenses of the District of a permanent 
character by installments, such, for instance, as the water-works pipe 


, LO initiate a better organization 
and leave the question as to whether the office should be continued to 


which the committee had in mind was to have some one outside famil- 
liar with the operation of the various charities, private and public, in 
some city corresponding as nearly as possible to the conditions prevailing 
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here, to bring to this District the benefit of the experience and knowl- 
edge acquired in the inanagement or observation of the charities in this 
other place which the party might be from, and to thereby remove the 
nni! on or the inspection of this system from any possible sugges- 
tion of self-interest 

I do not doubt any more than the Senator from West Virginia does 
that there could be found some person in the city of Washington who 
would perform that duty, perhaps just as well as some one from out- 
side, although it will probably happen that we may get some one out- 
side better experienc. 4, because the various municipalities of the 
country employ some one for that purpose and this municipality does 
not; so that we might find in Hartford, Boston, Providence, Philadel- 
phia, Cincinnati, Louisville, or some of the large cities, one who had 
just the experience necessary, which we might not be able to obtain 
here. It was suggested to the committee that the moment this prop- 
osition was made certain persons had started to circulate a petition to 
be «ppointed, and it looked as though the President might be besieged 
in such a way that he would not get any person of the character named 
by the Senator from West Virginia—and which I have in my mind 
also—here as readily as he would get one from the outside. 

We find that there is a good deal of power back of these charitable 
organizations. They areall useful, nodoubt, but there isa feeling that 
they are to some extent traveling each others’ roads; that there are some 
two or more of them performing the same fanctions; and that while the 





money that is used for these purposes probably will never be any less | 


than now, at all events it might be used a great deal better than it is 
now being used. Whether that be true or not, it seems as though to 
settle this question, with which we are constantly confronted, and to 
be able to say that the money we are appropriating for charities is ap- 
propriated and spent in the wisest possible way, we should bring to the 
aid of the municipality here the character of experience of which I have 
spoken. When thatis done itis not contemplated that this office shall 
remain to be permanently filled by some one outside of the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there never was a better illustration of 
the old proverb about making haste slowly than is seen in the history 
of this appropriation bill, and it illustrates better than any bill I have 
seen brought here the manner in which the two Houses of Congress 
have treated each other as to these bills. 

This District appropriation bill, as the RecorpD shows, passed the 
Honse of Representatives January 9. It came to the Senate in such a 
condition that it was not in ashape to be presented to the Senate until 
April 22. It was passed by the Senate April 24, and has been in the 
other House and in conference ever since; and now questions are aris- 
ing here which lead to debate and to a very great difference of opinion. 

iiut, Mr. President, what I want to say particularly is that yet, after 
a careful examination, I am unable to see exactly what would be the 
legal effect of the amendment which we have been discussing in re- 
gar: to these roads. It is well to understand distinctly what is the 
status of the matter now. In the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill which was passed in March, 1889, we gave the privilege to all the 
strect railroads in this city to adopt other motive power than that of 
horses. ‘There was nothing coercive in that provision; it was simply 
a permissive piece of legislation. Atthesame time that we gave them 
that privilege, without any coercion, we provided that if they adopted 
that privilege and if they concluded to take other motive power than 
horses they should be compelled to put down their tracks even with 
the surface of the streets, so as to make no impediment to vehicles 
passing over them—grooved rails. That was coercive if they changed 
their motive power, and I want the Senate to distinctly understand 
that I drew that amendment. 

Then we went still further, ‘‘to make assurance double sure”’ as 
to these tracks, and said that whether they changed their motive power 
or not they should be compelled after two years to put their rails down 
even with the surface of the streets, so as to offer no impediment to 
vehicles passing over them. That was absolutely coercive, and that 
took effect from March 2, 1889. One year has expired, and on March 
2, 1891, unless the railroads, whether they have changed their motive 
power or not, have put these rails down so as to offer no impediment 
to vehicles, the District commissioners are authorized to make the 
changes in the road-bed, to put down the rails in accordance with that 
law, and the amount of expense becomes a mortgage upon the roads, 
for which they can be sold with all their franchises and rolling-stock. 

That is the exact condition of the law to-day. Now comes this 
amendment in the conference report, and it provides: 


That any street-railroad company in the District of Columbia authorized to 
run cars drawn by horses, which has changed or may change its motive power 
on any of its lines now constructed to cable or electricity, or change its rails— 


Now, there are the two things, either its motive power or its rails, 
as I have stated— 
in accordance withthe provisions of law, shall have the right to issue and sell, 
atthe market price thereof, stock of said company to an amount necessary to 
cover the cost of making said changes, the cost of said changes and the amount 
of said stock sold, together with the price per share, to be fully set forth under 
the oath of the president of said company. 

If I understand the force and effect of this provision, it does not con- 
trol that portion of the act of 1889 which forces these roads to change 
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their rails anyhow; and the only doubt that I have is in the subse- 
quent portion of the amendment, which goes on to provide: 

And any— 

Strike out the ‘‘and,”’ 
same way: 


and I suppose you get the meaning in the 


Any company availing itself ofthe privilege herein granted shall, within two 
years, wholly dispense with horses as motive power on all portions of its line 
ana substitute therefor the power provided for in the act making appropria 
tions for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia, approved 
March 2, 1589. 

My construction of this law, upon the brief examination I have been 
able to give it, is that if these companies do not after March 2, 1891 
put their rails down even with the surface of the streets so as to offe 
no impediment to vehicles, the District commissioners can cause tha 
work to be done and then collect the expense by the sale of the road 
if necessary. Ido not consider that the mortgage created by the ac‘ 
of 1889 in the event that they do not comply with this provision i 
done away with by this amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. No: the act of 1889 remains in just the same form 
as it did before the matter was considered in this bill, I think, in every 
way. 

Mr. VEST. Then the effect of this would be, if the Senator is right 
about it, that these companies have two years from the passage of this 
act in which to change their motive power, 

Mr. PLUMB. Thatisall. The Senator will observe that under the 
act of 1889 there was no penalty provided for not changing their mo- 
tive power. 

Mr. VEST. No; but they were required to change the rails. 

Mr. PLUMB. That was all. 

Mr. HARRIS. There was no requirement to change the motive 
power in that act, but it was simply an authority to do so. 

Mr. VEST. That was all simply as to a change of the motive power, 
but it was a coercive provision as to changing the rails 

Mr. HARRIS. Precisely; that the rails must be changed in two 
years, 

: Mr. VEST. The only point I was anxious about was whether this 
amendment affected the provision in the act of 1489 compelling these 
companies after two years from March 2, 1889, to change their rails so 
as to offer no impediment to vehicles, and whether the power of the 
District commissioners, if they did not comply with that act, to sell 
the property of the companies in order to pay the expenses of the 
change is abrogated by this amendment. I do not think myself that 
it is, but we shall find out. I undertake to say that the matter will be 
litigated. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not think there will be any possible question 
about the effect being just as anticipated by the Senator from Missouri. 
It was only intended to make mandatory the change in power the same 
as is now required in regard to the rails. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have two objections to this con- 
ference report. The first is that by the amendment of section 3, as it 
comes from the conferees, any street railroad company in the city of 
Washington is authorized to change its motive power and to change its 
rails, and when it does change its rails it is then authorized to issue its 
stock and sell it to the extent necessary to meet the cost of that change. 
I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that that provision simply means 
the watering of the stock of these companies; and there is not a cor- 
poration which is well managed in this city or outside of it that has 
ever heretofore been permitted to issue increased stock or additional 
steck for the mere change of the rails of the company, a part of the 
road, a portion of its construction. 

Every well managed company in the United States makes provision 
out of its regular receipts for the renewal of its track and of its rolling- 
stock. Therefore, in my opinion, this provision, an extraordinary one 
as I regard it, simply enables them to water their stock and make 
larger dividends, for one year at least, to divide the surplus or the 
amount that is set apart for the maintenance of the road. 

Mr. PLUMB. There will be this difference. In the ordinary case 
of a daily change going on in the rails of a street railway company, 
it would be a different thing; but the Senator will bear in mind that 
they have got to replace it entirely with a wholly different kind of rail 
over the entire length of the road with n now about twelve months. 
It consequently makes a large expendi:ure, as great as it would be 
originally in laying the rails, and it is, in effect, a reproduction of the 
entire plant of the road except the rolling-stock, and the rolling-stock 
is provided for also by other provisions of the section. 

But inaddition to that, what is here required, as I understand, isa very 
much heavier and more expensive rail; | have been told that the rails 
which it is necessary to put down in order to meet the requirements of 
the law of 1889 will be more than twice as expensive, perhaps three 
times as expensive, as the ordinary flat street-car rail. So one of two 
things undoubtedly wil! happen, either that the companies will issue 
bonds, if they are authorized to do so by law, and about that I do not 
know, or they will issue some kind of obligation, a debenture or other- 
wise, against the company, which would amount practically to the 
same thing. 

I regret as much as any one can that we ever got into this subject at 
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all. The Senator knows all about that, however, and | 

about. Ih ype, too, that he is reasonably mindtul, at least, of the car 
with which the committce have considered this question all the 
through. It seemed as though this was the better way, and ink 
that was the judgment of every member of the Committee on the Dis- 

t of Columbia Che matter was talked over I know with some 
them. It was thought this was better than to allow it to goin t 
other way that had been spoken of, either by issuing bonds or by issu- 
ing notes; and inasmuch as we put upon them the obligation todo this 
within so shorta perl il of time, 1 
seemed as though we ougbt to carry with it a method and plan whereby 
they could raise the money and mak it they could 
do it and not leave the work undone, and have them come to us foran 
extension a year or two from now, saying that we had required of them 
an impossibility. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from 
Maryland wi!l allow me to make a suggestion in addition to what tl 
Senator from Kansas has said about the additional expense of the new 
rails required, the change from horse to cable power involves a cost of 
not less than from sixty to eighty thousand dollarsa mile. It is very 
far from the ordinary case of repairing a railroad, which ought to be 
done as the Senator from Maryland suggested and from the fund sug- 
gested by the Senator; but take the Seventh street line. It has con- 
verted itself from a horse toa cable road at an expense of not less than 
sixty to eighty thousand dollars a mile. Hence, | think the provision, 
in a case like that, to authorize the issue of stock for such amount, 
sold at its market value, which, I understand, in this case is two or 
three for one, to raise an amount suflicient to make that change and an 
amount sufficient to pay the additional expense of the new rail re- 
quired, is perfectly fair and proper. 

Mr. GORMAN, Iam quite certain that I did not make myself un- 
derstood to the Senator from Tennessee, and probably not to the Sena- 
tor from Kansas, The case that the Senator trom Tennessee suggests, 
where there is an entire change of the motive power, where there is an 
additional cost of eighty or ninety thousand dollars a mile, is practi- 
cally the construction of a newroad. That, Lagree, heis entirely right 
about, and to that I have no objection. I was not commenting upon 
that featureofthisamendment. Iconfined my remarks alone to where 
there was only a change of rails required. 

I will ask the Senator from Tennessee a question. 


itr 
iture, | 


covering so large an expen 


e it perfectly sure t 


I know he is very 


i 
| 


| 
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familiar with this matter, as is the Senator from Kansas; and I desire 


to say to him (and he knows perfectly well without my saying it) that | 
appreciate fully the difficulty he has had in thisbill, I know that it is 
almost impossible on an appropriation bill at least, indeed onany bill, to 


adjust a matter like this sothat it isentirely right and fair. I know how | 


he has labored, and how the Committee on the District of Columbia 
has labored as well. We have been discussing the question and consid- 
ering it session after session, at all events ever since I have had the honor 
of a seat on this floor, and it is almost impossible to adjust it. It is 
almost impossible to put in the proper conditions on these railroads, 
looking either to the safety of the public,‘or to the amount of charges, 
or the amount of tax they are to pay for the privileges they have. But 
less than two years ago, in 1889, in the act referred to by the Senator 
from Missouri we required these roads to change their rails within a 
certain time. 

Now, take the case of the road running from Georgetown to Wash- 
ington, known as the Pennsylvania avenue road. Under the provis- 


ions of that act and in pursuance of the orders of the commissioners | 


they were compelled to relay nearly their entire track—no change of 
motive power, but to relay their track and to improve the pavement 
between the tracks and for 2 feet on each side. That work has been 
completed. It was the ordinary renewal of a progressive road that 
would have been made not only in Washington, but in any city in the 
Union. 
out of an amount of money which the public had paid in the shape of 
a 5-cent fare, and which had accumulated and was in their treasury 

It was not an extraordinary cost. 

Now comes this amendment of the conference committee which pro- 
vides that any railroad company that has changed its railsin pursuance 
of the act of 1489 or for any other reason shall have a right to issue 
stock for the amount of that change. I say with all duedeference to my 
friend from. Kansas and my friend from Tennessee that that is simply 
enabling the company to water its stock, against the general rule that 
ought to apply to all railroad companies. 

Mr.PLUMB. No; theSenator misconstruesthisamendment. The 
provision in reference to the rails is entirely prospective, so that for 
what they have already done they can not get paid by new stock. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, let us see what section 3 provides. It pro- 
vides— 

That any street railroad company in the District of Columbia authorized to 
run cars drawn by horses, which haschanged or may change its motive power 


on any of its lines now constructed to cable or electricity, or change its rails 
in accordance with the provisions of law, shall have the right to issue and sell, 


ete. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
has reference to the change of rails hereafter to take place. It would 
not relate practically to that which has been done, so far as the change 
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language will bear the const tion that a 
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HARRIS. i do ‘ t 
the third “t by t Sena ig 
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goes in Opposition to any st < tot 
boa i expenses a 1 l ld 
cluded in this third section as it n tands 
i inswe » thee 10} m rt ~ { ) M ry kha I ] to 
say that just so far as ordinary pa yf t ra ids erned 
} they ought to be paid lor out of t earnings ¢ t I road hout 
any issue of additional stock it that is not the case, as I under- 
stand, in respect of any one of the l lsof the District of Columbia 
under the act of 1889. They ‘ juired i given 
time to wholly change their rails, to adopt an entir ind d 
ent rail, and a very much more expensive than heretofore 
in use in the District, and in some instances that m tention was 
called to at the time—lI can not now say in pect tow road, | 
in some instances—considerable secti ero fs Me more 
companies here had very recently been laid with new rails; and t 
} enactment required the taking up of these new rails, to be disposed iS 
old iron or in whatever way the company could dispose of them, and 
to purchase and lay down an entirely new and very 1 better 
and more expensive rail. My own udgt nt of absolute fairnéss would 
be that just to the extent that under the coercive power of that act the 
companies were compelled to expend money in the laying down of this 
new rail, it would be fair and proper to allow them to issue such an 
amount of stock as would reimburse that amount of money, and I 
should not consider that as watering in the slightest degree, but sim- 
ply the issue of stock upon money absolutely paid in for the purpo 
of making these improvements. 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have no desire, of course the 


They had paid for that rail and the cost of putting it down | 


Senator from Tennessee knows, to put any conditions that would be 

















| onerous on any of these corporations I want to see tl have ever 
facility and to have perfectly fair treatment; but at the same time in 
the case that I stated, of one of these 1 n roads, i eS seem to me 
they ought not to have that g 

Mr. CALL. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland, if he 
will al me, if he has any information as to the proportion which 
the present value of tl franchises of these corporations bears to the 
money actually paidin. I refer to the original cost of the stock and 
the value of the stock now asco Ly l th tl t companies 
originally had, 

Mr. GORMAN, In answer to the Senator I will say that it varies 
with each road. There are some very much more val e than oth- 
ers. As to the older roads, I understand, the one on Pen sylvania 
avenue and th one on IF stree Lhe lu to-da would be three or 
four to one, probably five to one; | ould not attempt to g the « 
act figures, but they are very prosperous companies. 

Mr. CALL. Very largely im excess, then, of the original cost? 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, yes; I think perhaps five to: it 1} . 

| that this bill was under a pressure with a view to show what could 

| done in the way of legislation to expedite affair that it was taken up 
and considered and rushed throug nother plac 1 t r to 
| the ~enate on the th day of. anuary, tne ioste I nary ieat 

| legis t Las WAS supp dthat ev had oceurred hist it 

| Government It came here to the Senate and wa ) t d 

pas ed by the Senate on the 22d day of Ay ril, aft I rough 

| sideration of it by the Senate, and the number of & m0 nt 

| to it was simply immense and unusual. Since then it has been in « 
ference. I know how the Senator from Ka ved 
everybody who has local interests | evi that i 
connected with it, and how fa l and w Me l I there- 
fore have no disposition to delay for one moment the adoption of this 
| report and the final passage of the bill (I take it for granted it must be 
adopted ) but I wanted to call attention » that pre nand to or 

| other which I shall not attempt to antagonize now, because I know the 
fiscal year has passed and there are great interests involved in this bill. 
j As to the second provision of t third section a comes ! t 
eanfavenan comamittes. I merely want to vive notice, as does the Sena- 


The issuance of stock provided for any change of rails | 


tor from Maine [ Mr. HALE], that if there is any way in the world to 
reach it hereafter I shall attempt to do it, and I believe tl rovision 


ought to have been included upon this bill. 
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Mr. MORGAN. What provision is that? 

Mr. GORMAN. On page 10 of the conference report which is now 
before the Senate there is a provision which authorizes the two main 
rowls, the Pennsylvania avenue road and the Metropolitan road, both 
of which pass from Georgetown to the east of the Capitol, to change 
their motive power to electricity or cable or what not, within a certain 
time, under the penalty that they will forfeit their charters if they do 


not, 


iw, these two roads when they were chartered were given great 
franchises without any tax beingimposed upon them for the use of the 
treets; without any tax whatever except that upon their property. 
It is the most valuable franchise to-day in the District of Columbia. 
\s time has passed on, Congress has, and I think very wisely, in 
chartering roads which are not half so valuable, and can not be for 
the next ten or twenty years, imposed, in addition to the ordinary tax, 


i per cent. upon the gross receipts of these new railroads; but these two 
vyreat roads go on with only the ordinary tax. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, The one on Seventh street? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Pennsylvania avenue road, which runs from 
Georgetown to the navy-yard, has a branch up Seventh street ; and 
then the Metropolitan road, which runs from Georgetown out East 
Caj tol street. 

Mr. MORGAN, With a branch on Fourteenth street? 

Mr. GORMAN, Witha branch on Fourteenth street and branches 
on guite anumber ofother streets. Theauthority to change their road 
and to change their motive power is an additional grant of a power that 
the roads themselves are very anxious to have. Now, it does seem to 
me that in the event that additional right is given, we ought in com- 
mon justice to the tax-payers of the District of Columbia and in com- 
mon justice to the other roads on whom we have imposed 4 per cent. 
tax upon the gross receipts, to require them to pay a proportionate 
amount, which in my judgment would be more than double. 

Mr. MORGAN. Why can we not do it now? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Alabama asks why we can not 
do itnow. Isay that it ought to have been incorporated in this re- 
port, in my judgment, but I know how the Senator from Kansas and 
the other members of the committee on the part of the Senate have 
labored to get this provision fair and in the interest of the public. 
Chey have failed to do it because another body and other conferees ab- 

slutely refused to do what I believed to be, and what I think the Sen- 
itor from Kansas thinks to be, an act of justice to the tax-payers of the 
District and to the public, and an act of justice to the other street rail- 
roads that are running in competition with them. 

‘The Senator from Kansas has labored, as I say, from the 22d day of 
April, when this bill passed the Senate, until now, and in the press of 
business, with the Senator from Rhode Island and others anxious to 
take up the tariff measure, and with no disposition on my part todelay 
it, | am prepared, after reflection this morning, not to further antag- 
onize this report, and let the public business go on, with the hope with 
the Senator from Maine that after his declaration to-day, as well as 
other Senators who have given this matter attention, we may all join 
at the next session and impose the proper conditions on these roads. 
[ suppose we shall have the power to doit. That is a question that 
the lawyers of the body will determine. I hope we have not passed 
the point where we can do it if we pass this act. 

Mr. HALE. I take it that under the original charters (I have not 
examined them lately) Congress has the right at any time tointervene 
in modifying the terms of the charters and in affixing to them provis- 
ons that shall operate upon the roads in the way of taxation such as 
may be wise and just in the judgment of Congress, 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘That provision is in every charter, the Senator will 
find upon examination. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; I think it was intended to be put in every one. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have the power to tax, 

Mr. HALE. The power to tax, as the Senator from Ohio suggests, 
lies with us, at any rate. I agree with the Senator from Maryland that 
in this emergency, with this report presented assit is, as the best that 
can now be done, it is not worth while to antagonize it here; but that 
there shall be a day of reckoning hereafter. 

Mr. GORMAN, There is one other thing that I desire to say. I 
am delighted that the Senator from Maine has called the attention of 
the Senate again to the great outrage which has been perpetrated by 
permitting the electric road on the Tennallytown road to be placed in 
the center of that street or road, so as to absolutely obstruct the pas- 
sage of vehicles and endanger life and limb. That road was one of 
the great roads constructed by the State of Maryland, when there were 
uo roads leading to this Capital, as a part of its system. 

It is the road that leads through the rich and delightful and beauti- 
ful valley and over the hills of the counties of Montgomery, Frederick, 
and Washington west of us, and connected with the great national road. 
It was a chartered company that constructed it, the State of Maryland 
holding a large interest in it. Thatis as fertile a section of coun- 
try as there is within 150 miles of the Capital. The farmers of Mont- 
gomery and Frederick came over that road daily with their market 
wagons to supply us with fresh eggs, butter, and all the other articles 
that are necessary for comfort and health and good living. 
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It has absolutely destroyed the possibility of their coming in with 
their market wagons over the road which they originally built, and 
which was given practically to the Government, so far as the part of 
it within the District of Columbia is concerned, within the last three 
or four years. All of that great portion of our State feels that Con- 
gress or the District commissioners, or whoever is in fault, committed 
a great outrage upon our people. They are now compelled to go miles 
around, either to follow the Woodley Lane road, which is intended as 
a drive for carriages, or make their way over to Seventh street, 7 or § 
miles. For a large section of the country it is a great inconvenience 
outside of the mere driving for pleasure by gentlemen who reside in 
Washington. 

I thank the Senator from Maine for calling attention to the fact 
and I trust that next session we may take up this entire matter and 
devote enough time to it to pass a bill and see whether Congress has 
the power, in face of the opposition which we shall meet from all o! 
these companies, to see that justice is done to this people. 

Mr. McPI#ERSON. Mr. President, I hope the next time this sub 
ject is taken up Congress will be relieved of two or three weeks of dis- 
cussion upon these railroad bills at every session of Congress. Itseems 
to me as though the Committee on the District of Columbia ought to 
proceed in the direction to establish a general railway system for the 
District of Columbia, designating certain streets upon which the rail- 
road tracks should be laid, in order that the public might understand 
exactly what they were to encounter in the future. Generally, along 
the line of streets having railroad tracks on which horse-cars are pro- 
vided, those streets are built up for business purposes, and the adjoin- 
ing streets, where no horse-cars are permitted, are usually devoted to 
residence purposes. Therefore, as I say, there should be some genera 
system of improvement marked out by the committee under some com 
petent engineer officer which will designate the particularstreets in the 
city of Washington where horse-railroad tracks and cable-tracks and 
electric-railroad tracks may be laid. 

Then, in addition to that, for these franchises they should be com 
pelled to pay something like their value. A few yearsago in the city 
of New York a railroad franchise there, in addition to paying the city 
a very large revenue, I believe, was bought up for a million or a mill- 
ion and a half dollars, which was paid to certain parties who seemed 
at that time to be invested with the power of granting the franchise. 

Now, the city of Washington has no excuse whatever, Congress has 
no excuse whatever, for permitting this condition of things to go on 
in this way a single moment longer. The franchises are valuable be- 
yond compute. Take, if you please, the Pennsylvania avenue rail- 
road. The franchise is granted to them free. They proceed to con- 
struct their railroad. The grade is made for them. All they have to 
do is to lay their ties and their rails, and I do not know whether they 
are even compelled to pave between the car-track lines by law. 

Mr. PLUMB. They are. 

Mr. McPHERSON, ‘The Senator from Kansas says they are. How- 
ever, that is but very little additionalexpense. Certainly it does not 
cost $10,000.a mile to lay down these light rails upon an already graded 
road. The rolling-stock or the equipments upon the road cost very 
little. . 

Now, we are told with respect to some of these roads that have ob- 
tained these valuable franchises from the city free of cost that their 
stock has doubled up and quadrupled, and stock, I understand, the 
par value of which is either fifty or one hundred dollars (I do not 
know the par value of this line on Pennsylvania avenue, but some say 
it is $50 and some $100), is selling at $300 a share. 

Now, that being the case, Congress should impose new restrictions 
upon that company. If their profits areas large as they are said'to be, 
they should either reduce the cost of transportation to the public o: 
should pay into the city treasury a sum of money which would assist 
in paying the city taxes. Ten per cent. of their gross receipts would 
be a reasonable tax upon that line of railroad for the privilege of con 
tinu4pg to use their franchise. I believe when the bills granting their 
charters were passed we reserved the right to alter, repeal, or amen 
the acts. 

In addition to designating the streets upon which railroads shouid h: 
laid, there should be another provision made. Of course we are need 
ing new lines of railroad running out into the suburban districts. Th: 
existing lines of road that now run through the thickly settled parts. 
the city should be required to give the suburban roads trackage ove: 
their lines at some compensation that the District commissioners might 
fix as being adequate and suitable. You will find in the city of Ne 
York a double track leading through a street over which the cars 0! 
no less than four or five lines run for a short distance, and as they reach 
another point in the city they branch out upon their respective streets 
You will find in the city of New York for three or four blocks wher 
the tracks are covered by a continuous train of cars, not belonging to 
the same line, but to different lines. 

Congress here is besieged every year with petitions for some new en 
terprise in the shape of a railroad. No longer ago than last year we 
had an application fora railroad track on Thirteenth street. Certain!) 
there was an application to lay a track on Fifteenth street. Now, what 
is the necessity of tearing up these beautiful streets in the city of Wash- 
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ington upon contiguous blocks for the purpose of satisfying or gratify- 
ing some ambitious railroad projector who wants to build a railroad? 

Therefore, you cannot get along without a regular system; and I 
hope that the Committee on the District of Columbia, at the next ses- 
sion of Congress, will devise a system for mapping out this great city, 
or rather designating the streets upon which railroad tracks may be 
laid; and requiring also that when their franchise is given to them 
shall give all the convenience needed for the suburban roads to run 
their cars over their lines; and further than that, that a general rule 
of taxation requiring that so much of the gross receipts of the earnings 
of each one of these roads shall be paid into the public Treasury as a 
compensation for these valuable franchises. Until that is done, cer- 
tainly you can have no amelioration of the condition of things here in 
Washington in respect to railroads. 

Now, asingle word with respect to the conference committee’s report. 
I have listened to the argument made on section 3 of the bill with re 
spect to the provision permitting them to increase the capital stock. 
I want to ask the Senator from Kansas, if he will give me his atten- | 
tion for a moment, if there is any restriction upon these roads in the | 
present law as to the increase of stock. 

Mr. PLUMB. They can not issue any more. I understand that all 
of them have issued the stock which they were authorized to issue. 
Ifowever, I may be mistaken. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The maximum which they are allowed has 
been issued ? 

Mr. PLUMB. My impressionis that they have issued up to the limit 
allowed by law now. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I was only going to make a single suggestion, 
one rather in the line that the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. HARRIS] 
has marked out. It is simply this: The cost of one of these horse-car | 
lines, as I have said, is very little compared with the benefits and the 
profits that they receive. The cost of a line of railroad, as this bill 
proposes, either with a subway for the electric current to supply the 
motive power or some kind of a subway that will enable them to use 
cable cars is certainly a more expensive structure than the one first 
built. I think the Senator from Tennessee or some Senator has said 
that it will cost four or five times what the additional first cost of the 
road was, 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifthe Senator will allow me, in the light of some | 
investigation which the District Committee has given the subject, I 
think it will be safe to say that a conduit for electric power would add 
to the cost of a railroad $30,000 a mile, and for the use of cable cars it 
is safe to say not less than $60,000 to $80,000 a mile. That is the 
information I have derived from some investigation made by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly, then, you could not expect a com- 
pany to build a new line of railroad, because that is virtually what it 
amounts to, without increasing its stock. The only thing that would 
be left for them would be the original track and the original right to 
use a certain portion of the street which was granted to them when 
their original charter was obtained. Therefore it is the construction 
of a new line of railroad upon a new idea with the application of new 
principles, and a much more expensive one. SoTI cansee nothing in 
the argument in opposition to the idea of permitting them to issue 
additional stock, increasing their bonded debt, or anything of that 
kind, that may be necessary to enable them to do it; but I hope that 
this patch-work with respect to this railroad system in the city of 
Washington will for all time be ended and that we shall have some 
well-digested, reasonable, and correct system, and at the same time that 
we shall compel these railroad companies to pay something for their | 
franchises. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I desire to put myself on record as 
voting against this conference report. Watered stock is stock that is 
issued beyond the actual and reasonable cost of an enterprise or pub- 
lic work. It appertains to the grant of a franchise, or in substance the 
grant of a right to tax the people in reference to transportation or some 
other business of profit. It is immaterial in what form a tax is im- 
posed, whether by the direct action of the legislative power or by farm- 
ing out the right of taxation toindividuals. The abuse of the corporate 
power by the issue of watered stock is the great evil of this country. 
It is more powerful in impoverishing the masses of the people, it is 
more destructive of the agricultural interests than any othercanse. Its 
power for evil is greater than an improper and an excessive system of 
tariff taxation. 

It is estimated that two billions of dollars and upwards of watered 
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people who shall ride on this road to pay the interest on it. When 
you consider the original charter and t st of the construction of 
the road and the protits over and above a reasonable interest upon the 
actual cost which has been derived, it is manilest that the maximum 
amount of this stock was issued, havi 10 relation to the original cost 
of the road, and that it is now worth six t ice amount or par 
value, that its original stock was largely in excess of the actual cost, 
and that this authority to issue new stock can have no reference to 
| the actual cost of the road. 
Now, what reason can be given when that is the fact, and when this 


y but aright of taxa- 


valuable by the increase in the city of Washington and the improve 


> 


| ments made here; what excuse is there when that franchise has yielded 


to the people who received it ten or twelve times, perhaps more, than 
the actual money paid in, without reference to the interest which they 
have derived when they have received this enormous amount of profit 
which is represented to-day in a stock valuation of six times its origi- 
nal or par value; what excuse can there be given for saying that this 
corporation shall now be allowed to issue an additional amount to take 
the cost of the new work and interest on it for all time from the people 
of this country? It is nothing but taking from them under the forms 
of law their labor without giving any consideration for it. It is giving 
by law to the owners of this franchise the power to impose additional 
hours of labor on every man, and to deprive his family of some of 
their comforts. 

Mr. President, this question of corporate power and corporate right 
is one that has to be met, and the Congress of the United States in my 
judgment have no right to give an example to the States of an exercise 
of power granting to individuals corporate rights in excess of that which 
is reasonable and just and fair to the people. This provision is not of 
that character. If this company does not wish to build this line of 
road with electric power or cable power they can not be compelled to 
doit. Let the right be given to those who will. Let an opportunity 
be given to those persons who have not derived under the protection of 
law these enormous profits. Let them have an opportunity to come 
lvantaygeous that can be 
offered and can be obtained for the people of the country. 

l‘or these reasons I shall vote against concurring in the report of the 
We can never do justice to the people, they 


| can never berelieved from their present impoverished condition, but must 
| grow poorer every day if you allow individuals or corporations to tax 


them, to take from the farmer and the workingman the fruits of their 
labor to pay interest on money never used, never expended—interest 


on 32,000,000,000, to be paid by the farmer or workingman out of his 


labor for nothing but an abuse or misuse of corporate power by indi- 
viduals using it for their personal gain. It should not be allowed to 
go any further. The people cannot stand it; the business of the coun- 
try can not stand it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish toask theSenator from Kansas a question about 
this report. As I understand it, there are some five orsix or more street- 
car companies in the city with franchises, and perhaps more than half 
a dozen. Some of them are almost worthless and have had great strug- 
gles to exist, and hardly do exist. They areall stretching outin every 
direction. While some are weak, others are very strong 

This report, if it becomes a law, leaves the companies at liberty to 
issue without restriction new stock to any extent, and to sell it at what- 
ever happens to be the market price when they place it upon the mar- 
ket; and the companies that exist have got to do something about it 
within the two years or everything that they possess is lost. 

Of course, then, they have to act, and in order to act the weaker ones 
must pledge or in some way make their franchise security for the per- 
formance of the conditions of this act. Necessarily the weaker roads 
must get help. They must get help even if they go out of existence 
themselves; and with this unrestricted right of issuing stock and to 
sell at just whatever they happen to be able to get for it, I should 
like to ask the Senator if he does not think that it is an almost abso 
lute certainty that within the course of the two years all the v 


| irious 
franchises will fallinto the hands of the strongest, or one or two of 
the stronger companies, and that we shall have practically a 
solidation of the street transportation of the city now and f 


il 


total con- 
r all time 
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|} tocome? Is not that likely to be the result? 


Mr. PLUMB. I see no‘reason whatever to suppuse that it will oc- 
stock and bonds have been issued by railroad companies and that anan- | cur. It is the first time the suggestion was ever made. There may 
nual tax of between two and four hundred million’ of dollars for the | be something in it, but I do not think there is. While some of these 
interest upon that great amount of money is imposed upon the people | railroad companies as companies are stronger than others, as far as I 
of the United States, which rests chiefly on the farmers, not one cent | have information about the matter, they are all of them in the hands 
of which has ever been expended, and which represents nothing but | of strong persons; that is, wealthy people, etc. I know some of the 
the paper upon which it is written and the power of the State govern- | leading citizens of this city are prominent stockholders and in the 
ments which have authorized the levy to be made. No country can | management of compani¢ 3 whose stock is worth less than par, and 
exist with a power of arbitrary taxation, without any consideration in | have no doubt that they will be able to take care of their companies 
the public needs for it, conferred upon individuals. © 


This clause of the conference report is admittedly, is unquestiona- 
bly of this character. It is a grant of a power toa few individuals } 


just as well as the other companies which are stronger, but which as 
companies have no stronger backing in the shape of stockhold 
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of long distances are entirely profitless, or very nearly so, and have 
been for years, hardly doing more than simply paying interest on the 
investment at the present time; and the patronage of those roads must 
continue very much the same as it is now for a considerable period to | 
come, because the earnings of the roads must depend on the develop- | 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Do I understand that the Massachusetts labor com- 
missioner’s report fixes the labor-cost on the manufacture of licorice 
paste ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I may be mistaken in the reading of my copy, 
I find that one labor report is marked ‘‘C’’ forcensus report. Another 
is marked ‘‘W’”’ for the Massachusetts report. I am not sure that t} 


| Massacl:asetts report is correctly given or even given at all. 


ment of the city in these various localiti They own the unprolita- | 
ble ends and extremities, and they are, by the provisions of this bill, 
called upon to make an expenditure of three or four or five times the 

int of theoriginal investment on which they can not now pay a profit. | 
These concerns are ‘yevitably going into the possession of those who 
are able to manage the entire business and who can issue stock to an 
unlimited extent and so make the entire system passably profitable for 
the present | look forward to the extortions (if the word is not too 
strong a ove) of the future for their compensation over the immense 
investment which this bill compels to be made wherever there isa 
single inch of horse-railroad existing to-day. 

do not see myself how there can be any other result but the ruin 


of these strngzling horse-power companies that are paying but very 
little, when they are called upon to sell stock to make an investment 
of four times, at least, it must be, of that which now exists. I can see 
no pussibiiity of anything but their ruin unless they make haste to get 
in out of the trouble that is to come by transferring in some form or 
other their franchises to those who are able to take in hand the whole 
concern 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of | conference. 

The report was conenrred in. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to redace the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDEN r pro te mpore. 
sumed at paragraph 33. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Licorice, extracts of, in paste, rolls, or other forms, 6 cents per pound. 

The amendment of the Committee on Finance was, before the word 
‘*cents’’ to strike out ‘‘six’’ and insert “‘five;’’ so as to read: 

Five cents per pound 


Mr. McPHERSON., I wish to offer an amendment to that para- 
graph. Before the word ‘‘cents’’ I move to strike out “‘five’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ four.’’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Jersey moves 
to amend the amendment proposed by the committee by striking out 
“five ’’ and inserting *‘ four.”’ 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do this for the reasons which I shall state 
It will be noticed that the unit of value given here is 12.4 cents pe 
pound. That is upon the refined licorice which comes in licorice sticks 
and is found in the drug stores and grocery stores, and is used by the 
trade generally. That is entirely a different thing from licorice paste, 
which is used principally in the manufacture of tobaceo. Licorice ex- 
tractor paste is selling in New York at 6 cents per pound at wholesale. 
The duty therefore is 82.5 per cent. ad valorem, and not 40 per cent 
as stated in the committee’s table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
value of it? 

Mr. McPHERSON, 


The reading of the bill will be re- 


What does the Senator say is the commercial 
The valne, as I understand it, is 6 cents per 


Mr. SHERMAN, 
cents. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. That may be, but it is an entirely different 
kind of licorice. The Senator knows very well that if you take this 
refined licorice which comes in and is sold with a manufacturer’s brand 
upon it it is a very refined article; it is sold in licorice sticks and drops 
and in preparations of that kind. Certainly you would not com- 
pare the cost of such an article, the major part of which this importa- 
tion, I presume, consists of, with licorice paste, for certainly there is 
nobody in the world who can compete with an American manufacturer 
of licorice paste when the licorice root comes into the country free as 
it does. 

As I say the ad valorem rate of duty, tatenll of being, as stated by 
the committee, 40 per cent., is at the New York quotations 82.5 per 
cent. ad valorem. Cast into sticks and branded with the names of the 
manufacturers, 40 per cent. ad valorem is about the range. Licorice 
root, from which it is made, is imported in very large quantities into 
this country free of duty. Hence 4 cents a pound instead of 5 cents 
would still be about 50 per cent. ad valorem, and that seems to be a 
high enough price. All there is of the manufacture, I understand, is 
simply to take the free licorice root and manufacture it into paste, 
which requires but very little labor. The census report in 1880 gives 
the labor account in the manufacture at from 10 to 12 per cent. That 
is ull the laborer gets out of the manufacturer of paste, used largely 
in the manufacture of tobacco, plug and other kinds of tobacco. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield ? 


The importer’s value of it in Liverpool is 12.4 


Mr. PLATT. I asked the question because I did not suppose it w 
made in Massachusetts. It is made in Connecticut, and is made in th 
Senator’s own State and elsewhere, where I have a great deal mor 
confidence in the report than in Massachusetts. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well; I care nothing about it, whether j 
is in my State or out of my State; but I wish to say to the Senator | 
do not wish nor do I intend to attack the industries of my own Stat 
and compel them to take a less rate of duty than is given in the x 
eral bill in proportion to other industries; nor do I intend to vote { 

prohibitory duties tor the benefit of any State. 

If there is to be a big steal, as this bill is from the beginning to th 

end, for the manufacturers, I prefer that the people of my own Stat: 
should have their share as a matter of course, but at the same time 
want to say that in going through those schedules and paragraph 
from the beginning to the end of this bill, I shall move to reduce the 
duties upon the industries of my own State just as much as I shal! 
upon the industries of any other State. 

Mr. VANCE, Will the Senator from New Jersey state—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose the Senator from North Carolina would 
do the same in respect to the industries in his State? 

Mr.VANCE. Mr. President, I do not know that I have constituted 
the Senator from New York my guardian or mentor for the purpose o! 
getting up and stating what I am going to say. God forbid, sir, that 
I should ever intend to say what he thinks I would say in relation to 
this tariff. [Laughter. } 

I rose, sir, to ask the Senator from New Jersey if he had any in- 
formation which would enable us to judge the amount of this licorice 
paste that is manufactured in the United States. The importation: 
are given at 1,172,515 pounds. It is extensively used in the manufact- 
ure of common tobacco which the people consume, asa flavor. I have 
no means of knowing how much is manufactured in the United States, 
and how many people would be injured by reducing the duty so as to 
reduce, if possible, the price of the article which the people consume. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I have no information, I will say to the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina, as to theamount manufactured in this country, 
but he can form something of an estimate by the amount of the im- 
portation; and when I stated, as I repeat again, that this importation 
is of the finer grades, the finer qualities, the price indicates that this 
licorice which is used in the trade generally is not used for the specific 
purpose for which the paste is used. 

The idea of trying to make the people of this country believe that a 
thing in such universal use as licorice paste, used in the manufacture 
of tobacco, made from material imported into this country in large 
quantities, requires a duty of over 60 per cent., when labor only gets 
from 10 to 15 per cent. out of it, is not to be tolerated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say in answer to the question of the Senator 
from North Carolina that there are about 20,000,000 pounds manufact- 
ured in the United States. 

Mr. VANCE. Is that which we make here of the same quality as 
that imported ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of the same quality. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island if he will inform the Senate upon his own knowledge or infor- 


licorice paste in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The 12.4 cents a pound which I suppose the Sen- 
ator trom New Jersey refers to is the unit of value of the importation. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. It represents the cost of importation of refined 
licorice abroad. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of course to that must be added the duty of 7 

cents per pound, making the price here, according to the Senator’s own 
theory, 21 or 22 cents a pound. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I read in the Prices Current that the wholesale 
price in New York is 6 cents a pound of this licorice paste. I pro 
pose a duty of 4 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What Prices Current does the Senator read from ? 
Mr. MCPHERSON. The New York Prices Current. 

Mr. ALDRICH, That isso indefinite that I do not understand what 
the Senator means> 

Mr. McPHERSON. I suppose there are many such publications 
I have not room on my desk to bring all the papers in the country here 
to prove every statement I make with regard to thesearticles, but what 
I have here is a copy of the Prices Current. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould like some authority for the statement the 
Senator makes. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will surely give the authority, but I can not 
bring all the papers published in the United States of America on this 
question, and bury myself up in them here. 


mation that this 12.4 cents a pound represents the average price of 


; 
6 
é 


ie ae 


a eae 


~ eee 


i ha 





Re eae head 


neers 


7 


+e 


Jet a 


easy RR 


eelreas 


SA pte 


eRe “seed 


BS Men) 


ee ee 


— 





1890. 





Mr. VANCE. I would state to the Senator from Rhode Island that 
I have in my hand a document prepared in aid of the Ways and Means 
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Committee of the House of Representatives in the preparation of the | 


bills of former years, the Mills bill, the Randall bill, ete. I do not 
know who prepared it, but it seems to be an official document used in 
the preparation of those bills in 1888; and in that the statement of th 

That is 
it has been all 
he time under a considerable duty, and as the tendency of high duty 
is to decrease the price, we must suppose that t 


1887-23, 


; ¥ ‘ } re “ ? 
reign price o kcOTICe pasvle 


is from 6 to 7 cents a pound. 


based upon the importations of the year 1887, and as 
‘ 


he price is lower now 
and therefore, if so, this duty of 4 cent 
hood of 100 per cent. 

If I could be surprised at any amendment proposed 
by the Senator from New Jersey I should be surp l 
ment. I thought that the Committee on Financ 
duced the duty on this article below what the House bill left it, ¢ 
cents per pound; and if the amendment had not been proposed I 
about to ask the Committee on Finance, not desiring 

whether it 


} h} 
he nelgonvol 


Mr. PLATT. 





to antagonize 


would not consent to have their amendment disagreed to, 


s+ 


believing that the duty fixed in the House bill was as much of a re- | 


duction as the American manufacturers ought to be asked to submit to 


Prior to 1883 the duty upon this paste was 10 centsperpound. There | 


were importations of it under that duty. In 18835 there was a reduc- 
tion of 25 per cent., or from 10 cents to 7} cents, which the manufact- 
urers acquiesced in, and the importations under that duty have some- 
what increased over what they were before the reduction of duty. 
Now comes a further reduction in the House from 7} cents to 6 cents 
a pound, which is a 20 per cent. reduction, although the article is still 
imported and although the 7} cents duty is not a prohibitory duty. 
The history of this matter perhaps might be instructive. In the bill 
submitted to the House by the Ways and Means Committee during the 
session of 1888 the duty was put at 4 cents, but the Ways and Means 
Committee in the preparation of the Mills bill discovered that 4 cents 


|} 


was too low a rate and raised it themselves to 5 cents, which is the fig- | 


ure which the Senate committee has adopted. 

Now, the Senator from New Jersey seems to be utterly impartial in 
the amendments which he suggests. If the duty has been increased, 
he wants to reduce it 25 or 30 per cent. If it stands as it is in the ex- 
isting law, he still wants to reduce it about that amount. 
been reduced 20 or 30 per cent. from the existing law, he still wants 
to reduce it 20 or 30 per cent. more, 

I believe, Mr. President, this duty ought to be 6 cents per pound. 
I do not believe that 5 cents a pound is a protective duty in any sense, 
but I do think these manufacturers ought to have a little protection. 
They are not, I can say, of my own political faith. So far as these 
manufacturers in Conuecticut are concerned, they are of the political 
faith of the Senator from New Jersey; but I still think that a Demo- 
cratic manufacturer ought to have fair protection, and I think this rate 
ought to stand where the House of Representatives left it, and Ishould 
hope that the Senate Finance Committee or the committee of conference, 
if the bill goes into conference, on a further consideration of it, would 
agree to the House rate. It seems to me that a 20 percent. reduction, 
when the present duty is not prohibitory and is only fairly protective, 
is all that ought to be insisted upon. 

With regard to the use of this article in the manufacture of tobacco, 
very many tobacco manufacturers during the preparation of the bill in 
1888 protested against the reduction to 4 cents. 
that the manufacture of this paste abroad is in the hands of two o1 
three concerns who are more or less connected in interest, and who, if 


| saw was what we c 
If it has | 


| copy of the document brought her 


| gentleman in Connecticut who does 


I may say further | 


the industry in this country should be crippled, would undoubtedly | 
combine to put up the price and make it cost more to the manufacturer | 


of tobacco in this country. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, if to manufacture paste of lico- 
rice, licorice being upon the free-list, on which a duty is proposed here 
under my amendment of 60 per cent. and more, out of which labor 
only gets 12 per cent., isnot sufficient protection to the factory, then it 
is useless to go any further in the discussion of this bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, Mr. President, the statement of the Senator from 


New Jersey as to labor-cost in this industry, and in many of the in- | 


dustries of which he has spoken heretofore in the discussion of this bill, 
is in my judgment utterly unreliable. I do not believe an article is 
manufactured in this country in which the labor-cost is only 10 per 
cent. , 

_ Mr. McPHERSON. We have paid ont of the public Treasury mill- 
ions and millions of dollars to the commissioners of the census and to 
the commissioners of labor, not only in the Federal Government, but 
by the State governments, to get accurate statements of the labor-cost 
in these industries. When I now quote from the census reports of 1850, 
ata time when labor employed in these industries received even a 
larger percentage of the cost of the product than it does now, then I 
am told that they are not reliable. ‘Then what is the use in continuing 


to spend money for the purpose of piling up reports here which are un- | 


reliable, and which can be taken and accepted as no guide for us in 
the discussion of this great question ? 

We have been recently put in possession of a report by the present 
Commissioner of Labor, Carroll D. Wright, with respect to some of the 











very impo 1t industries « \ Lt k tha 
be illy asto ig to some it ~ the ( 
‘ h we rea Cc tain sched < t I esume 
wi é argt wain that these re r v ‘ 

t is hlé W - 7 ‘ ’ 

gment of the ber ries s great 
country who were privileged ( 
on Finan and tot the . 
paid out of the public 1 firy to t 
lah« Ost 1 these i ist 5 

For myself, at least, I shall l i 
ment has provided me. The repo! 1s 
not supplemented bv reports of a lat \ ly lly relia 
ble, will continue to be my guide; but v the ple ted 
by late ports as to the dustries in } 

ved 1; I sioners and census com ‘ t 
I ill probably eir tables 
PLATT May I ask the Senator to ( e tl 1umber of t 

document which contains Mr. Car 1D. Wright ( 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I am not quoting Cart LD) ht on this 
e< lule. I spoke of the t 

Mr. PLATT. Iunderstood the Senator to say that t present Com- 
missioner, who I supposed w Mr. Wright, had en t u re 
report on the labor-cost in different industries. lw trving to find 
where the document was. 

Mr. MCPHERSON.. I can not recall it I do not know the 


ber of the report. I know I saw a published copy of a 


ave been made by Carroll D. Wright, the present Commissioner « 
Labor, which I think has been printed within the past four or five 
days, certainly within the past ten days. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam not aware that one has been printed 

Mr. MCPHERSON. With respect to certain industries in this coun 
try, in which he gives the labor-cost as compared with tl lue of th 
product. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question ? 


Mr. MCPHERSON. 


Certainly 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 


May } r the document he 
a public document, or some print purporting to 
state what a public document was ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understood from 1 
it that it was a public document 

Mr. EDMUNDS. l] 
ment-room. 

Mr. MCPHERSON., I will send to my committee 

' 


I ask the Senator whethe 
1 
i 


Very wel 


room and have a 


senators, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That will do 
Mr. BLAIR. There is such ; 

either in print or very soon to be i: 

pursued with considerable care. 
Mr. PLATT. The reason why I 


yreliminary report, 
: 
! 


estigation has been 


was this: A 
in protection, and does 

in the theory of the Senator from New Jersey about the labor- 
cost, wrote to me asking for such a document, which h 


liava 
relleve 


aid had been 


furnished by Mr. Wright for the information of Congress and had 
been printed. I went to the document-room within the last four or 
five days and asked the superintendent of the document-room, and 
was informed that none had been printed and he did not know any- 
thing about it. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I have Mr. Wright’s report. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. May Iask my friend from > 
Mr. MCPHERSON Y 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not wish to ask it until I get leave, for I 
think that it is Lru 
“8 


a good rule of the Senate not to interrupt a Senator 
without 


stion ? 


1s consent. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ¢ e chai Do 
Senator from New Jersey vield ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask whether the reports 1 papers he 
refers to concerning the percentage of labor which enters into a particu- 
lar production, whether this 10 per cent.that he refers to applies to the 
whole course of the article from the time it comes out of the ground 








or comes out of the tree, or from the back of the sheep, or whether 
only applies to the particular monopolies that that particular proce 
of manufacture has brought it to. To illustrate, take vheel for 
instance. The manufacturer of car-wheels gets his pig-iron or what- 
ever itis, and gets his wrought-ir ( teel or tever makes the 
axle, and he proceeds to turn that cast shaft at its end in the proper 
way, and torim outa hole in the wheel and put them togethe 
and trim them down, etc 

Now, I can very well understand in that particular process of mai 
ufacture that only 10 per cent the price of the thing when it is done 
would be the mere labor, t that is what the Senator means I can 


readily understand it; but if he means that only 10 per cent. has gor 
into that final process through these stages from the mine and from the 
tools that work the mine and from the food that fed the workmen 


kmen, and 
so on, I should be very much surprised. 
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Mr. McPHERSON. I have spoken of no 10 per cent. with respect 
to mines of iron, or anything of the kind. I have applied the reports 
of the Census Commissioner of 18#0 to the labor-cost in this particular 
industry. Whatis the industry? Licorice root is brought into this 


country free of duty. The paste is manufactured from that licorice 
root. The proposition here is to impose aduty of 5 cents a pound upon 
licorice paste. The Census Commissioner says that labor has received 


from 10 to 12 or 15 per cent., whatever the amount may be, say 12 per 
cent, out of it. I propose a rate of duty which will be equal to 60 per 
per cent., and I an, resisted in that by the Senator from Connecticut, 
who says that it is not a sufficient rate of duty to protect the industry 
which only pays to labor for doing all this work 12 per cent., while the 
manulactnrer gets 60. 

Now, then, I will answer the Senator’s question further as to the report 
of the Commissioner of Labor [Carroll D. Wright]; and I will illus- 
trate it in a way that I think will make it very plain to the Senator. 
He asks the question if the different stages, as I understand, of the 
manufacture of these goods is taken into consideration in making these 
reports. We will take, if you please, the manufacture of iron or the 
manufacture of steel rails, where the labor-cost of manufacturing a ton 
ot steel rails is so much, and trom what are they manufactured? It 
requires so much iron to manufacture them. What is the cost of the 
iron? ‘The cost of the iron is what it costs to produce it in this coun- 
try. It is American iron at American cost which is the material in 
the rails. It is made with American coke at protection prices. 

Take first thecostof iron. Here is a duty of $6.72 on the manutact- 
ure of pig-iron. That is included in the cost, and that becomes a part 
of the cost of the material which enters into steel rails. Then when 
you have reached that particular stage of manufacture so that nothing 
more is left to do but to manufacture that product into rails, then Mr. 
Wright treats of the labor-cost in that particular industry, which is the 
only correct and proper ond plain way of dealing with the question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I do not quite understand which 
way my friend from New Jersey has answered my question, but I will 
not mind his repeating it. ! understand he has answered it according 
to the view I suggested, that in some way or other in order to get at 
the fair percentage that labor has in the final product, you must go 
back to all of its beginnings, and all its incidents and collaterals, If 
that be so, I agree with him entirely. 

Now, I want to go back to the licorice question for a minute, for we 
are all fond of that at this time of the day. Supposing that $10 worth 
of licorice is made, the market-price at the licorice factory, and there 
is only 10 per cent. of labor in that process of putting it from the root 
into paste; the workman, therefore, the labor part of it, has got $1 and 
the man who made the investment, who imported the root, has got $9. 

That is on the theory that if we were on the stump we should cry 
out to the workingmen ‘‘ you do not get your share.’’ I suppose if 
we were orators on the stump we should say that; but supposing that 
that workman, who got his dollar for making $10 worth of licorice, 
got that dollar in two hours, and if he worked eight hours through his 
licorice machine and the modern contrivance of invention for doing 
this sort of thing, he was able to make five or six or eight dollars a 
day, the question is whether the workman is very much interested in 
the price got jor the licorice if he gets an ample and more than ample 
remuneration for the service he puts in it in running the machine and 
the operation that does it. I should say not, and the workman would 
be just as much opposed to diminishing the operations of the licorice 
maker as the man himself who employed the workman, because if the 
workman is getting fat pay and the licorice-maker is getting fat on the 
profits they feel that they want to keep up the existing state of things. 
But I want to deny, though I did not intend to get into this debate at 
all, that in that case it is the consumer of licorice paste that puts the 
duty on the root. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. A single word in reply to the Senator from 
Vermont. That is the cry we hear from that side of the Chamber 
every time that the question of labor is touched upon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; we tell you the truth every time. 

Mr. McPHERSON. ‘The proclamation is made by the Republican 
party, not only upon this floor, but upon every rostrum in the country 
in every political campaign, that this tariff is raised for the protection 
of labor. Now, I want to make this declaration, all of which I ex- 
pect and intend to prove betore this discussion is ended upon this bill, 
that labor in this country, taking the whole list of articles found in 
the pending tariff bill, does not receive 20 per cent. of the amount of 
tariff there imposed. 

I speak now of the entire labor-cost on the average, and as American 
labor is said to receive double what European labor receives, certainly 
you would not expect a protection for anything more than the differ- 
ence in the wages of labor here and abroad, provided that it be labor 
and nobody else you seek to protect. Therefore one-half of 20 per cent. 
would represent the entire difference between the cost of labor here and 
abroad. ‘Then why do you say a tariff of 50, 60, or 100 per cent. is im- 
posed upon these products to protect American labor? When the 
census reports of 1880 declare that in the manufacture of licorice paste, 
irom the material which is imported free of tax, bearing a duty of 60 
per cent., that duty does not protect American labor, when the Census 
Commissioner tells us that labor gets only 12 per cent., the claim that 
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| 
| this duty is to protect labor is to my mind so perfectly absurd that | 
get out of patience every time I hear it repeated. 

Mr, President, I now hold in my hand the document to which I have 
referred. It is called a preliminary report on the cost of production, 

Mr. STEWART. What is the number of the document? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is Miscellaneous Document No. 222, Fifty 
| first Congress, first session, It is a report on— } 

Pig-iron, steel ingots, steel rails, coal, coke, iron ore,and limestone. By t 
Commissioner of Labor. July 1, 1890.—Referred to the Committee on Labor 

I will turn to the particular schedule and give Senators some in 
formation on the subject. 

Mr. PLATT. Not on this particular industry which is now und 
consideration ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Not on this particular industry; but to satisfy 
| the Senator from Vermont I shall be perfectly willing to go to anothe 
industry, because I think between the Commissioner of Labor and my- 
self we could satisfy him with reference to the steel-rail industry even 
| now before we reached that schedule, but as I do not wish to delay 
| action upon the pending schedule I will not dwell upon it. ; 
Mr. PLATT. Mr. President 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator is trying to find what he is seeking 
in that document—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair recognized the Senator fron 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I beg pardon. 

Mr. PLATT. I want to confine my remarks to the pending amend 
ment. The Senator from New Jersey has undertaken to give the labo: 
cost in this particular industry from the census reports. So faras I am 
able to discover from the Compendium of the Census and the industries 
of Connecticut this particular industty has no significance with regard 
to it except as it is to be found in the statistics relating to the manu- 
facture of chemicals which embrace the whole schedule, and even in 
that the wages paid, compared with the value of the production, would 
very much exceed what the Senator from New Jersey gives as the labor- 

| cost of this product, and the wages paid, as compared with the value 
| of the product, may or may not represent the labor-cost in any partic- 
ular article. 
| Manifestly the chances are that it would put some articles at a low 
labor-cost where there was a very high labor-cost. It is undoubtedly 
| true that in‘some manufactures the labor-cost does not exceed 20 per 
} cent. It is also undeniably true and demonstrated from statistics that 
in other branches of manufacture the labor-cost, computed according 
| 
| 








to the theory of computation which the Senator from New Jersey 
adopts, will run up to 50, or 60, or 70, and in some cases as high as 80 
per cent. of the total cost, and an average applicable not to a particu 
lar article, but to a whole classification which we find in the schedule 
of chemicals, really has no bearing and furnishes no light on what the 
labor-cost of the production of a single article is, unless there are statis- 
tics in regard to that article, and then the value of any supposed labor- 
cost depends altogether upon knowing how the party who assumes that 
labor-cost makes it up. 

I am quite sure from a somewhat limited general knowledge of this 
business that the labor-cost is a great deal more than the Senator from 
New Jersey says, and I am also sure from a slight general and limited 
knowledge of this business that the wholesale cost of the articles in New 
York City is twice what he states it to be, 6 cents; it is three or four 
times as much. I do not know where the Senator got his prices-cur- 
revt. I do not speak from the prices-current, but I speak from a gen- 
eral and as I say a limited knowledge of the business derived asa Sen- 
ator derives his knowledge of all business, in saying that I think the 
average price of this article in New York is several times greater than 
what the Senator quotes from his prices-current. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to putin right herea single state- 
ment made by the Commissioner ot Labor with respect to the manu- 
facture of steel rails, and perhaps that will tend to quiet the other side 
of the Chamber and prevent their repeating the assertion that we hear 
made on that side every day, that labor in the United States needs a 
great amount of duty in order that it may be protected. 

There is a duty of $11 per ton proposed in this bill upon steel rails. 
Now, we will see what Mr. Wright says about it. He takes her 
eleven establishments in the United States and in Europe. He give 
the cost of the material, the value of the scrap and the cinder—that is, 
the refuse left—the net value, the cost of the labor, officials and clerks, 
fuel, supplies and repairs, taxes, and the total cost to manufacture 
the steel rails. He does not give any names because of the fact that | 
suppose he did not want to designate the particular factories by name, 
but he designates them by numbers. Here are two establishments in 
the northern district of the United States. 

Mr. COKE. From what page does the Senator read? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I read from page 34 of this report. 

| There are nine factories on the continent of Europe, including tw 

| in Great Britain. Now, turning to page 35, we find the elements o! 

| cost in a single ton of iron ore in establishment No. 1. That is in the 
northern district of the United States, and the gross cost of the material 
was $22.218 per ton; the value of the scrap and the cinder is given 
the net cost is given; the labor-cost is $1.54 a ton, and the total cost 
$24.79 a ton. 
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Take No. 2—— 

Mr. PLATT. May I interrupt right there, because the Senator is 
through with the single district? They make charcoal iron, and the 
cost of producing a ton of iron commences from the time that you dig 
into the great hills where the ore is found until you get out the ore 
and get it to the mill and roast it. Now the cost—— 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator will pardon me, because I think 
I can make it entirely unnecessary for him to make his statement. I 
am calling attention to the lahor-cost. 

Mr. PLATT. You are calling attention to the labor-cost after the 
ore gets to the mill and the charcoal comes to the mill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam calling attention to the labor-cost. I am 
saying nothing about the cost of the material. Take the labor-cost on 
a ton of steel rails. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MCPHERSON, The Senator will please not interrupt me until 
] get through with my statement. 


‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey declines | 


to be interrupted. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Forthe northern district of New York the labor- 
cost for producing a ton of steel rails was $1.38, 
continent of Europe. 
labor-cost in Europe is $2.51; the labor-cost in Europe in No. 5 is $4.64; 
the labor-cost in No. 6 is $2.58; the Jabor-cost in No. 7, $2.68; the labor- 
cost in No. 8, $2.97; the labor-cost in No. 9, $2.01. 

Now we come to Great Britain. WhatI have been just reading was 
labor-cost upon the continent. The labor on No. i0 in Great Britain 
was $2.54; the labor-cost in No. 11, $1.36. 

So therefore, Mr. President, the labor-cost in manufacturing a ton 
of steel rails upon which protection to American labor is asked at the 
rate of $11 a ton, is here stated by the Commissioner of Labor to be less 
in this country than in any part of the world. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is that because we have better machinery ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. If it is, why do you wanta duty of $11 a ton 
to protect American labor which labor never gets? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from New Jersey allow me to say 
a word right here ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
to steel rails to go over until we reach that part of the bill. 
save, certainly, the time of the Senate, and to go into it would only 
involve a repetition of what may happen then. 

Mr. McPHERSON, My object in referring to it now was to satisfy 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs], who seemed to be some- 
what disturbed over the fact that I had proposed to ask fora reduction 
on licorice paste from 5 to 4 cents per pound, when I showed that labor 
only got 12 percent. of itand the factory got 60 per cent., and I wanted 
to satisty him that there were other industries besides the licorice in- 
dustry that do not seem to be pressing in their demauds for protection 
to labor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I would like to make an inquiry 
of the Senator from Rhode Isiand having charge of this bill. I see 
that under the existing law licorice, as described in line 5, paragraph 
33, is 74 cents. I would like to know from the Senator what was the 
proposed rate in the Mills bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, there is rather a curious bit of po 
litical history connected with this item which, perhaps, it may be well 
to give at this point. 

The bill, as it was originally presented to the House of Representa- 
tives by the distinguished member from Texas [Mr. MIL1s], fixed 1 
rate upon licorice paste of 4 cents a pound, and it was reported to the 
House from the Committee on Ways and Means at that rate. While 
the bill was under discussion in the House the Committee on Ways and 
Means moved to increase the duty from 4 to 5 cents a pound, and the 
bill as it passed the House and came to the Senate fixed the rate of 5 
cents a pound, which is the same rate as that proposed in this item by 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Does not the Senator then think that the fact 
stated by the Senator from Connecticut a little while since, that the 
principal manufacturers of this article are Democrats and that they 
reside in the State of Connecticut, had something to do with the rate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido. The only manufacturers of it in the coun 
try, so far as I know, are Democrats. 

There is one other thing I want to say right here. 
up the time of the Senate in answering the repeated statements made 
by the Senator from New Jersey in regard to the cost of labor, because 
they seem to me—I say it with the utmost deference to the Senator from 
New Jersey—so manifestly absurd that I did not think it necessary to 
give the matter attention. I understand the Senator to make this 
statement: that the labor-cost of this article is only 10 per cent. of its 
entire cost and that it sells in New York City for 6 cents a pound. 
Ten per cent. of 6 cent is .6 of a cent a pound, which is the entire labor- 
cost of the article, as he says. Now he proposes himself to fix a duty 


XXI——498 


Now, we come to the | 
In No, 3 the labor-cost is $1.01; in No. 4 the | 


I beg the Senator to allow this discussion in regard | 
It will | 


I have not taken | 
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of 4 centsa pound uponit. If he believes that the statement he makes 
is true or approximately true, he is deliberately voting, upon his theory 
of the effects of tariff rate, to pay 3.4 cents a pound into the pockets 
of the manufacturers of this country if the Treasury of the United 
States, taken from the people in the way of taxes. I think that thatis 
sufficient answer of itself to the claims and statements which the Sen- 
ator has made in regard to labor-cost in this country. 

One other word. ‘TheSenatorsaysthat, notwithstanding the fact that 
the unit of value on importations for 1839 was in the neighborhood of 
12 cents, licorice paste is worth 6 cents a pound I have 
here the quotations of the 19th day of Ju 


in New York. 


ily, which show that it was 

| quoted at trom 17 to 28 cents a pound, and I shall be very much obliged 
| to the Senator if he will bring before the Senate any quotations from 
prices-current showing that pure licorice paste is quoted at 6 cents a 


pound or anywhere near 6 cents. This very price-current, from which 
I have quoted, quotes licorice root, which is free of duty, at trom 10 to 
| 12 cents a pound if put up in 5-pound packages for use. The Senator 
must be as far off in his statistics with regard to that price as he is in 
regard to the cost of labor. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I shall be very much obliged to the Senator 
from Rhode Island if, every time he rises upon the floor of the Senate 
to answer anything I have said or that any other Senators may have said, 
| he would not repeat and recapitulate what had happened a few years 
ago with regard to the Mills bill. I have stated two or three times 
since this discussion began that, so far as the Mills bill was concerned, 
it did not attempt to do more than tosimply deal with certain schedules 
upon the tariff list; that it was not a general revision of the tariff. | 
would much prefer to have the Senator from Rhode Island justify the 
action of the Committee on Finance by meeting the objections that are 
made in the Senate rather than to have him repeat these statements as 
an answer to every hard question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, sir. 
| Mr. ALLISON, While the criticism of the Senator may probably 
be true as a rule, yet it seems, as respects this particular item, that the 
committee took great care to examine it thoroughly, and after they had 
made a full investigation they found that they had made a mistake. 
So instead of having the bill passed as it was reported, at 4 cents a 
pound, after a full investigation in the most deliberate way, they sug- 
gested an increase of duty. I think the Senator from New Jersey, after 
| this careful deliberation on this subject, ought to give us some reasons 
for a reduction, rather than to simply say that he does not agree with 
what has been done in the past. It seems to me that after so much 
deliberation and investigation he ought to have some reason for a re 
duction. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. 
been given 
I can obtain, as compared with the unit of value on importations, 
which is only for the refined article. 

It seems that I have reached the same conclusion that the commit- 
tee reached at one time. The Senator from Rhode Island is not con- 
| tent, however, witha sufficient duty to compensate for the difference 

in cost of labor: he wants to give three or four times more to the manu- 
| facturer than to the laborer. 
| ator’s position and mine. 

Mr. ALLISON. It turns out that the Senator from New Jersey was 
wholly wrong about the quotations he has given us frum prices-cur- 
rent showing the cost of the article. The Senator undoubtedly is the 
victim of a misprint or a misquotation of figures somewhere. 
ably the transcriber made it 16 cents instead of 26 cents. He has got 
a figure wrong or something of that sort. I think after the correction 
of the Senator from Rhode Island the Senator from New Jersey ought 
| to be willing to withdraw his amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is 
imendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not understand what the Senator 
| trom Rhode Island says about a political history connected with this 
matter. I have in my hands the evidence taken before the Senate Fi 
nance Committee in 1888, containing a history of this matter by Mr. 
Leeds. It appears that Mr. Leeds is a Democrat. I do not know him 
and I know nothing whatever about his political affinities. If heisa 

Democrat, he did not succeed in getting what he wanted in the Mills bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He did not succeed in getting the rates as high as 
| he would like to have had them, but as high as we 
them in the paragraph now before the Senate 

Mr. VEST. Ido not understand why the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and uses the words “political history.’’ Here are Democrats to-day 
asking a reduction of this duty. He . ill the manufacturers 
engaged in this industry are Democrats. So if there are any politics 
in it, they ought to be defended on this side of the Chamber. The 
Senators on the other side are asking to keep the duty where it is in 
; the bill, or to put it back where it was in the House bill, as the Sena- 
| tor from Connecticut {[Mr. PLATT] seems to want. 
| Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator from Missouri has heen misled 
| by the remarks of the Senator from KhodelIsland. His statement was 
that the Mills bill originally reported this item at 4 cents a pound—— 

Mr. VEST. Yes, it did. 


| 





Well, Mr. President, my reasons have already 
in the first place, the low cost, from the best information 


That is the difference between the Sen- 


Prob- 


on agreeing to the 


now propose to fix 
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Mr. ALLISON. Coming from a Democratic committee; but that State of Connecticut, which in part I represent, I make no distinction 


when they discovered that the manufacturers were all Democrats and 
chiefly in Connecticnt in 1888, they recommended an increase up to 5 
cents a pound. That is my understanding. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Now let us see what was found in the tes- 
timony taken by the Senator's own committee in 1888. Here is the 
evidence that was taken. Mr, Leeds, whoever he is, and Mr. Skiddy, 
were the only gentlemen who appeared in the interest of these manu- 
facturers betore the Committee on Finance. Mr. Leeds said: 


I will state briefly that away back, twenty-five years ago, the duty was 10 
cents a pound on the Heorice paste. It was a necessity at that time that it 
should be Ibcents. Theduty ran on at that rate (10 cents), until the revision of 
18K3. At that timethe Tariff Commission recommended 6 cents. I went before 
the Ways and Means Committee and Mr. Morrison and Mr. CARLISLE, and told 
them: ‘Gentlemen, 6 cents a pound now takes away all protection, and we can 


nol stand it. Give us 7) There is some protection in that, and we will do our 
best Phat was in 1883. They made it 7}, CarLis_.e2 and Morrison and all join- 
ing in. I said: “Gentlemen, we will take off our coats and work as hard as 


ever, but do not annihilate us, and 6 cents will do it.” 

So CARLISLE and Morrison must have known of these gentlemen, 
and their political affinities, as far back as that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And they took care of them. 

Mr. VEST. Let us see how good care they took of them afterwards. 
But that is pettifogging, with all due respect to the gentlemen on the 
other side. 

In the present bill licorice paste was sct aside, and they were allatsea. They 
put it on the free-list. 

) ‘That was merely an act of political friendship! They put it on the 
frec-list, knowing that these men were Democrats ! 


Mr. Skiddy and I went to the committee and we said: “Gentlemen, we are 
now ina condition—I have been myself into the Orient since 1887, steadily look- 
ing up our sources of supply—we have invested further large sums of money 
iv plants and everything to secure us the root; we bave been pioneers, and 
we are now in position where we can be reduced to 7j cents.” They said: 
“Now, what can you stand?" I said: “Gentlemen, if you will give us 5 
cents, it is just an even thing. Iam under oath,” I said, ‘and if I duo not tell 
the truth I am subject to the pains and perils of perjury. I mean whatl say. 
Five cents is just an even balance Now, if you want to give us any protection, 
you can go as much further as you have a mind to, and we will take it... That 
was not a verbal statement, but we put it on paper over our signature, Not- 
withstanding that, they reported 4 cents. 


What does my friend from Iowa say now? 

Mr. ALLISON. I say exactly what I said before, that when they dis- 
covered alterwards the situation in Connecticut they increased theduty. 

Mr. VEST. How does the Senator know that they discovered it 
afterwards? Although the committee refused to give these gentlemen 


what they wanted when they said they could not live with a duty less | 


than 5 cents, yet the Democrats of the House committee put it down 
to 1 cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri explain what in- 
fluence it was that caused an increase of rate? 

Mr. VEST. I have no hesitation in saying that they came to the 
conclusion that the rate was not high enough, and that was the reason 
it was increased. But the Senator seeks to ascribe the increase to 
political motives. Gentlemen on the other side say there is a political 
history attached to it. They say that without any proof. I wish the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] were in his seat; he is one of 
the parties mentioned in this matter. 








More than that, the Senator from Connecticut says the duty ought | 


to be 6 cents; he wants to give these men more than they ask. 

Mr. PLATT. No, I do not. 

Mr. VEST. Here is what Mr. Skiddy says: 

Extract of licorice root, in paste, rolls, or other forms, the product of licorice 
root 5 cents per pound, 

That is all he asks. 

Again, he says, in answer to the Senator from Rhode Island: 

Thisi gy which we propose: “ Licorice, extracts of licorice root, 
in paste, rolls, or other forms, the produet of licorice root, 5 cents per pound,” 


t} 


he p aseo! 





Senator ALDrIcH. We should have some embarrassment in making a rate 
greater than you are willing to accept. 

Mr, Sxrppy. We will stand by the 5 cents. 

And yet the Senator from Connecticut says, ‘‘Give them 6,’’ higher 
than they asked before the committee. That isa good illustration, Mr. 
President, of the way this whole bill is manufactured. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not wish to say any more about 
the rate except to read what the Senator from Missouri did not read, 
what he stopped from quoting, as to what Mr. Skiddy said: 

This rate of 5centa can hardly be called a protective one, as it covers only 
the actual difference between the cost of manufacture in Turkey and in this 
country. But should you feel disposed to carry out the recommendations of 
the Tariff Commission appointed in 1882 and make the rate 6 cents instead of 5, 
we should get a protection of 1 cent per pound in duty. That is the plain En- 
giish of it. 

Mr. Leeds said: 


They have put us back to 5 cents, and in virtue of what we have said we will 
stand by it, and we will work hard and do our best. I know we can not live 
long under 5 cents, for there is no protection in it. 

Mr. President, I regret that anything should have been said about 
the political character of these manufacturers. Perhaps I said it myself. 
I regret it in this case. Ido not want te apply one rule to Repub- 
lican manufacturers and another rule te Democratic manufacturers. I 
do not want to apply one rule to Republican workingmen and another 
rule to Democratic workingmen. I want theruletoreach all. In the 





in my efforts to secure protection to business men, to laborers, to agri- 


| culturists, to all persons engaged in any industry whatever, on account 
| of their political views and opinions. A large portion—I will not say 


half, but a very large proportion of Connecticut manufacturers and 
Connecticut workingmen, who want, who need, and who ought to have 
a tair protection afforded to them, are to be found in the ranks of the 
Democratic party. That makes no difference with me. It makes no 
difference to me, when industry and labor need protection, how the 


| people who conduct those industries or how the people who labor in 
| those industries may be found upon a certain political question. And 


I regret that any allusion should have been made to the political views 
of the gentlemen. , 

In this connection I want to read a statement which was furnished 
by Mr. Leeds (representing the manufacturers of licorice paste and 
rolls) to the Finance Committee of the Senate during the present ses 
sion of Congress. It is as follows: 

Wasurneton, D. C., June 14, 1890. 


Dear Sir: Representing the manufacturers of licorice paste and rolls, I beg 
leave to submit that a duty of 6 cents per pound on licorice paste and rolls is as 
low arate as we can successfully compete against with foreign manufacturers. 
We had hoped at the time of the draught of the original Senate bill to be able 
to meet said foreign competition on a basis of 5cents per pound duty, as we had 
made very large expenditures in the Orient for the production of the crude ma- 
terial, licorice root, with American capital and management, but we regret to 
say that the result forces us to ask for at least 6 cents per pound duty to meet 
the difference in the cost of production. To have as full a measure of protec- 
tion as most of our American manufacturers enjoy we should have the duty of 
7} cents,as the present law gives; but I again repeat that 6 cents per pound duty, 
as in the present McKinley bill, is a necessity, as proved by experience. We 
therefore respectfully ask that the duty may be allowed to remain in your pro- 
posed new legislation at least as 6 cents per pound on licorice paste and rolls, 
as it is in the McKinley bill. 

We have been induced to make this representation of our necessities in the 
case by the fact that it is reported that the Committee on Finance proposed to 
reduce the rate to 5cents per pound, but which we hope may prove a false 
rumor, 

Respectfully, yours, 
JOHN H. LEEDS, 
Representing the Manufacturérs of Licorice Paste and Rolls. 


Hon. N. W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate. 

There is an honest, square statement of an honest and intelligent 
man. And now, if the Senator from New Jersey, aiter hearing that 
read, desires to move to cut down the rate to 4 cents a pound, I trusi 
that the Senate will not follow him. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The history of this duty will be extremely inter- 
esting. It isa very good, a very excellent illustration of the working 
of the doctrine of protection. 

Mr. Leeds and other gentlemen, manufacturers of licorice paste, have 
been working in the interest of tobacco-manuiacturers as directly as in 
their own interest. They begin with a duty of 10 cents a pound 
They yielded afterwards and said they could get along with less. I 
think they have told the exact truth. They may possibly live on such 
a rate as they have submitted to. When the reduction from 10 cents 
came Mr. Leeds found out that the production of the original root was 
in the hands of a monopoly—I do not say of what nationality or what 
they were. The fact was_ that enterprising men had managed to get 
entire control of the production of the root. So Mr. Leeds, like a full- 
blooded Yankee, went to the root of the matter, so to speak, and went 
to the Mediterranean and to those regions where the root is produced, 
and got hold of some ot the plantations or whatever they are called, 
and owns them himself, so that he is now able to cut under these 
European monopolies, and they submit that they can live under a duty 
of 6 cents now instead of a duty of 10 cents; and the tobacco-manu- 
facturers who use this paste constantly, it being a harmless adultera 
tion, would have been paying much higher prices to-day for their lico- 
rice paste if it had not been for the industry and pluck of the Yankee 
manufacturers, and they joined him in resisting a reduction of duty on 
licorice paste. 

This is a fair sample of the working of American energy and enter- 
prise under reasonable protection. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I think itis a fairsample of the work 
ing of protection. We are always told, sir, that the necessity for pro- 
tection arises on account of the difference between the prices of labor 
in this country and in theold country. In this case the raw material, 
the licorice root, is admitted free of duty, so that there is no compen- 
sating duty required toenable the manufacturer tostart free. His raw 
material is furnished to him, so that there is nothing in the world which 
prevents him from competing with toreign manutacturers except the 
difference in labor. 

Now, when it has been shown that the price of this article in Europe 
does not exceed 6 cents a pound, the duty of 4 centsa pound which 
we propose is 66 per cent.; and I will venture to say that that com- 
pensates for the difference between American labor and European 
labor, and more than pays the whole labor-cost of the article. If we 
give tothe manufacturers of this country a duty which will more than 
pay for the whole labor-cost of the article, and then they can not com- 
pete, that manufacture ought to die and the people ought not to be 
taxed any longer to support it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to thé 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 
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Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, in order that I may set at rest wo—4 
. eo . . . 4 ‘ « > . Pal , oe 
this whole question about the cost and value of licorice paste, and as u r * S 
I believe the Senator from Rhode Island has challenged me to produce oe} eee : 
the testimony upon which I base my statement, I now read from the Blodg Harris, ize 
Oil, Paint, and Drug Reporter, published, I believe, in the city of New ms wi t . 
York, from the issue of June 5, 1890. In one column isgiven the whole | (0), ajer, 7 ‘ a 
sale price and in the corresponding adjoining column there is given | Colquitt, Inga \ 
° . * ea: . . > . 9 NY 
the retail price. I now give the price of licorice paste, domestic, 6 cents anic., : N in 
. . ~ ustis, Kenna SA 
a pound, that being the wholesale price, and 15 cents a pound, there- | pod MePhe 
tail -—T - , : - So the amendment to the amend I Ww ejected, 
Mr. VANCE. Those are New York prices? The PRESIDING OFFICER estion recurs on 1 mend- 
Mr. McPHERSON. Yes, I think these are New York prices. So| | os othe Committee on Finance 
. . } ment t j I nh riba ce. 
. , ~a Ro ‘ 2 - va y le- 5 ; : ‘ 
I say the cost was 6 « _ a pound to produce in this country at whole Me BEAT? Baler the vote is: tuken on 1 eae - aaa 
sale for the cheaper grades. + it is : i ment I want to call attention to the price-list which was used by the 
We propose a duty of 4 cents a pound, and it is resisted, and so the | . 4. fom New Jersey in the stat ment which he last made. [ 


factory must go into liquidation. This is the New York price for tne 
domestic licorice paste. The refined article is imported into this coun 
try at 21 cents a pound. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, 6 cents a pound being the domestic 
price, of course the foreign price would be that, less the duty, and | 
have no doubt in the world that the 4 cents a pound would be a 
duty of at least 100 per cent. When we furnish these manafacturers 
the raw material, the article being given to them free of duty, if that 
is not satistactory, as I said a moment ago, they ought to die, and die 
suddenly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. On that question, Mr. President, I call tor the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. I do not see him in his seat; 
therefore I do not vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator trom Louisiana [ Mr. Evsris]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. RANSOM ( when his name wascalled). 
ator from Maine[Mr. HALE]. I should vote “‘ yea’’ if he were present. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. Ido not see him 
in the Chamber. I therefore withhold my vote. If he were present, 
I would vote *‘ nay.’ 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. SqurirRE’s name was called). I wish to an- 
nounce the pair of my colleague [Mr. SqurrRE] with the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). There has been a pair ex- 
isting between myselfand Mr. Jones, of Nevada, but that having been 
transferred to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], and some 
other Senator by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], it has 
been agreed that he andI should vote. Is that right? 

Mr. PLATT. That is right. 

Mr. WASHBURN (when Mr. WALTHALL’S name was called). I de- 
sire to announce that the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL ] 
is absent from the city. 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. PUGH. Since voting, it has been arranged that I should pair 
with the Senator trom Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN], and I therefore withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. BATE. Iam paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Hoar]. Ishould vote ‘‘yea’’ if at liberty to do so. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN]. Idonotsee himinhisseat. I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] is detained from the Chamber by reason of a death in his family. 

Mr. SANDERS. I am paired with the junior Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I would like to inquire if the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. H1GG1Ns] is recorded as having voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not so recorded. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I wish to withdraw my vote, as I am 
paired with him. . 

The result was announced—yeas.16, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—16. 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the Sen- 


Berry, Coke, 


r Hampton, Turpie 

Butler, George, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 

Carlisle, Gorman, Ransom, Vest, 

Cockrell, Gray, Reagun, Wilson of Md, 
NAYS—27. 

Aldrich, Davis, Hawley, Plumb, 

Alien, Dawes, Hiscock, Power, 

Allison, Dixon, MeMillan, Sawyer, 

Blair, Dolph, Mitchell, Stewart, 

Cameron, Edmunds, Moody, Teller, 

Casey, Frye, Pierce, Wilson of Iowa. 

Cullom, Hale. Platt, 


| pound; ‘‘ for broken lots higher prices are asked. 


I am paired with the Sen- | 


_ ee 


think he has made a mistake, and that the prices which he 
this paper are entirely misleading. ‘This purports to be a page from 
the Paint, Oil, and Drug Reporter. The Senator said there were two 


quoted irom 


columns, one showing the whol sale prices and the.other the retail 
prices, and he gave from those columns the wholesale price at 6 cents 
a pound and the retail price at 15 cents a pound. Now, the heading 
on this sheet is ‘‘ wholesale prices-current, nd then with an index 
pointing to ** our quotations are th of importers and manufacturers, 
for original packages and large lots. For broken lots, higher prices are 
asked.’’ Then the quotation is ‘licorice paste, domestic, from 6 to 15 


cents; foreign, 24 to 29 cents.’’ Now, my information about it is that 
while there is hardly any grade of it that is sold as low as 6 cents, there 
are grades which are sold as high as 20 cent 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, Mr. President, in explanation Iam in- 
formed that this statement represents, as it states at the head of the 
pag~, “‘Our quotations are those of importers and manufact 
original packages and large lots;’’ 


s at wholesale 


irers tor 
that would represent the 6 cents a 
As Iam informed 





by the gentleman who hands me this—and he is entirely conversant 
with it—one column represents the wholesale price and the other the 
retail 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it trouble the Senator from New Jersey to 
give us the name ot his infor : 

Mr. MCPHERSON, at 1s ¢ rely unnecessary. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know as to that 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Entirely unnecessary I will say owever, 
that heis a very honorable itleman. It is sufficient to say t 

Now take, if you p e, the v ge ot |} assuming that 
your constructpon is the true one, which | do notadmit at a then we 
will see that 10} cents + pound is t verage pl | that it will 
range between 6 and 15 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. Shall I disturb the Senator by calling h ttention 
to the fact that on his interpretation there is a difference of 9 cents a 
pe nd 1 this article betweeen w ylesale and reta prices ? I submit 
that that is a very respectable profit per pound. 

Mr. McPHERSON Bat the 1 | stion h the duty at 6 
cents a pound what is the p t to the manufacture! As the lower- 
priced goods constitute about 90 ] ent. of ed (which 
isu ed in the ma w’ture i toba ) tH per wit then of 

elng upon t i I } izher rate of 

i ~ l t se om lowa 

FFICER Phe lestion on agreeing to the 
tee 

The amendment LOT ad to 

The next paragraph the i ws 

1. Magnesia at 4 r 
pound su phate I 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Crude yonate of magnesia costs only 7 its 
per pound, and upon it 4 cents per pound duty is « I ou pro- 
portion. The utter inequality of taxati exe “1 in this 
article. The crude pays 52.71 | é ; 1, 
which has to be calcined in ed glass 137 p tf e 
as much ‘labor I am told b t h 30 this 
country Ther wn utter jual it 

In line 7 I 0 to stril t l i \ 1 
‘*three.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TI lest is on » al iment 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator m » rece 1 his in ation 
regarding that from the same ge! 1 wl af ed him on the last 
item. Crude magnesia is on t 

Mr. McPHERSON. I did t l the st t ule by 
the Senator from Rhode Is! 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say that 1esia is on thef list in this 
bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That I ! t W I an sking of car 
bonate of magnesia. Then, M1 resident, there is no n it ra 
duty of 4 cents a pound, and I move to make it 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the 1ent 


offered by the Senator from New Jersey 
The amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. McPHERSON. In line 8 I move to strike out the word “‘ eight’’ 
and insert ‘‘six.’’ 

She PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be stated. 

Che Secrerary. In line 8 strike out the word ‘‘ eight’’ and insert 

» that it will read: 

( d,6 cents per pound, 

Mr. ALLISON, I would like to call the attention of the Senator 
from New Jersey to the fact that these are all reductions in this bill 


from the provisions of existing law. I think the reductions here ought 
to be satisfactory to the Senator. 
rhe amendment was rejected. 


Mr. McPHERSON In line 9 I move to strike out “‘ three-tenths 


of 1 cent a pound’’—equal to 37 per cent.—and insert in lieu thereof 
the word ‘“‘two;’’ so that it will read ‘‘two-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound, 


Only 14,247 pounds were imported in the year 1889. Millions of 
pounds are made in this country. The basis from which it is made is 
an earth which contains magnesia and is imported free of duty. The 
proposed duty ig 32.42 per cent.; labor receives about 9 per cent., ac- 
cording to the Commissioner of Labor. I move to strike out the word 
‘‘three’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘two;’’ so that it will 
read ‘* two-tenths of 1 cent ver poand.”’ 

‘Yhe PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

‘The amendment was rejected, 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

Morphia, or morphine, and all salts thereof, 50 cents per ounce. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I want to call attention to that item 35, mor- 
phine. Opium from which morphine is made has been put by House 
and Senate on the free-list; it now pays$1 per pound duty. Morphine 
ought, therefore, to be reduced to 25 cents per ounce, which at present 
ruling prices would still be 19 per cent. ad valorem. 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Jersey of- 
tvr any amendment ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. The cost is certainly very inconsiderable, and 
opium is on the tree-list. Yes, sir; I offeranamendment, Instead of 
leaving it at 50 cents, I move to make it 25 cents an ounce. 

The amendment was rejected. 

lhe next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in lines 14, 
15, and 16, on page 7, to strike out the words ‘‘or by whatever name 
known, whether made of castor-oil or other material ’’ and insert in 
lieu thereof the words ‘‘containing more than 50 per cent. of castor 


oil so as to make the clause read : 
\lizarine assistant, or soluble oil, or oleate of soda, or turkey red oil, contain- 
ing more than 5° per cent, of castor-oil, 40 cents per gallon. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I would like to have some mem- 
ber of the Committee on Finance inform me what alizarine is, what 
purpose it serves in manufacturing, and if it is manufactured largely 
in this country. I ask for information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps the gentleman who has been informing 
the Senator from New Jersey in regard to these other matters may be 
able to farnish him the information he desires. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, The Senator from Khode Island declines to fur- 
nish the information ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; I do not decline. Alizarine assistant is 
used as a mordant in printing colors, red usually. It is made from 
castor-oil or other oils treated with sulphuric acid or caustic soda; it 
is manufactured in New York and a lew other places in this country, 

id is manufactured, I think, by five or six different people in the 
United State 

Mr. McPHERSON, 36, alizarine assistant, a bogus compound, 
prepared for the purpose of smuggling castor-oil. None imported in 
1889, The present duty of 80 cents per gallon was over 200 per cent. 
id valorem; the proposed reduction to 40 cents per gallon still leaves 
it over 100 per cent. ad valorem 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary. The next amendment is in line 18, on page 7, to 
add the words *‘all others, 15 cents per gallon.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

7. Castor-oil, 50 cents per gallon, 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Now, Mr. President, this is somewhat of an 
important item, and will perhaps tend to show very accurately the 
policy of the Finance Committee in the construction of this entire bill. 

Wherever a trust or combination has been formed, it seems to be the 
policy upon the part of the committee to assist the trust, instead of re- 
ducing the duty. While trusts and combinations have been formed to 
contre! and increase the price of an article, they have proceeded to 
help the trust. : 

The castor-oil trust, as I understand, is a very large one in this 
country. 

Castor oil, now protecting the ‘‘ castor-oil trust,’’ 200 per cent. ad 
valorem, has been reduced to 50 cents per gallon duty, which still pro- 
tects that ‘‘ trust ’’ 125 percent. ad valorem. Labor, according to cen- 


‘ 


sus of 1880, received 7 per cent., and the trust 200 per cent. About 
five crushers of castor-oil form the trust, and it is for their benefit 
that 125 per cent. is now proposed by the House and Senate. These 
five crushers have been able, year after year, for the past fifteen years, 
to dictate to the farmers the price they are willing to pay for the castor 
beans raised in this country. No matter how unprofitable to the farmer, 
this trust buys only at their own price. 

There are now no other crushers of castor-oil in this country, except 
these five; all the others have been driven out of market by the com 
bination. The farmers are entirely at their mercy. Castor-oil of the 
best quality can be purchased in Europe at 40 cents per gallon and in 
India at 25 cents per gallon; hence on the India castor-oil the duty 
still remains 200 per cent. ad valorem. The cost of producing castor- 
oil in this country is about 50 cents per gallon to the ‘‘trust.’’ It is 
held up by the trust at from 75 to 88 cents per gallon and not allowed 
to fall below that price, and is sold to the people at $1.04 per gallon 
wholesale, in New York. The so-called protection to the farmers who 
raise the beans in Missouri is not founded on facts. Several States, 
Iowa especially, prohibit by severe penalties the raising or planting 
of castor beans, the same being very poisonous to the cattle who eat th: 
leaves of the plant. 

Mr. ALLISON. Especially as the bean does not mature sufficient!) 
early in Iowa to be manufactured into oil. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, For the benefit of the farmers and the poore 
classes who have to use the oil it ought to be put on the free-list. 11 
is used as a lubricant and for medicinal purposes, 

Now, it is proposed to make castor-oil pay a duty of 50 cents a ga! 
lon, which is 125 per cent. on the importations of 1889. The unit of 
value here is 39.9 per cent. I move to strike out ‘'50’’ and insert 
**25,’’ and I call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecRetTary. In line 19, strike out the word “fifty ’’ and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Castor oil, 25 cents per gallon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DAWES (when Mr. HoAr’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Hoar] is obliged to be absent from the city and is paired with 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hicacins]. If he were present, | 
should vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I announced a little 
while ago my pair, which isa general one, with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. Heisnothere. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘nay’’ and I think he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ Iam informed by his col- 
league that he will probably not be here again during the day, being 


necessayily absent for the day, and I will therefore not announce again 
my pair with him. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY], who is unavoidably detained 


SS 


TL 


from the Senate. He would vote ‘‘ yea’’ and I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 
My colleague [Mr. WoLcort] is paired with the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] is paired 
with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNEs]. 

Mr. GIBSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
withdraw my vote. I am paired with the Senator from Minnesot« 
[Mr. WASHBURN ]. 

Mr. BATE. Iam paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr 
Hoar]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN], and I withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 14, pays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—14. 


Ransom, Vest, 
Wilson of Md. 


Butler, Gorman, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Reagan, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
George, Payne, Vance, 
NAYS—29. 
Aldrich, Dawes, MeMillan, 
Allen, Dixon, Mitchell, 
Allison, Dolph, Moody, 
Blair, Edmunds, Pierce, 
Cameron, Frye, Platt, 
Casey, Hale, Piumb, 
Cullom, Hawley, Power, 
Davis, Hiscock, Quay, 


ABSENT—41. 
Chandler, Evarts, 


Sanders, 
Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
Stewart, 
Wiison of Iowa. 


Barbour, Blodgett, 
Bate, Brown, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 


Colquitt, Farwell, 
Daniel, Faulkner, 


Call, 
Carlisle, Eustis, Gibson, 
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So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move to increase the duty on castor-oil from 50 cents 


to 80 cents per gallon, the present tariff. 
I was very much surprised, when this bill was passed by the House 





of Representatives and reported to the Senate, to find that, while t 
duties on nearly all manufactured articles which were touched at all 
were increased, the duty on this article, without any complaint ha 


ing been made on the subject that I know of, had been cut down to 
the extent that appears in the bill. Iam entirely willing thatit sha 
stay down, provided the same rate of reduction is applied to all the 
articles in the tariff schedule. I am willing that the people who raise 
castor-beans in Kansas (I think abouta third of the entire crop of thi 
United States is raised in that State) shall accept whatever may come 
from this reduction of duty, provided they are given the chance to buy 
the manufactured articles in which they are interested at a correspond- 
ing rate; but if they are not to be given that privilege, then I insist 
this duty ought to go back where it is now. 

I have letters here from a number of persons who are engaged in the 
making of the oil and in the production of the bean, all of them stat- 
ing that if this reduction becomes the law the result will be not only 
a large diminution in price, but a diminution to a point where it will 
not be profitable any longer to raise the bean in this country. There 
are somewhere between five and ten thousand farms in my State where 
castor-beans are produced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas will be stated. 

The Cu1eF CLERK. In line 19, on page 7, before the word ‘* cents, 
strike out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘eighty;’’ so as to read 


37. Castor oil, 80 cents per gallon 


Mr. McCPHERSON. If I understand the Senator aright, he proposes 
to restore the old duty of 80 cents per gallon, which is 200.49 per cent. 
ad valorem under existing law. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have not the complacency about this bill that the 
Senator from New Jersey has, and for one very obvious reason. This 
Congress has passed Since it has been in session to this time what is 
known as the administrative customs bill. I did not observe that the 
Senator quarreled with that bill, I think hevoted forit; at all events 
I did not hear his voice lifted up against it. That bill raises the duty 
on articles that the Senator has heretofore been most interested in 
from 10 to 20 per cent., and therefore his people engaged in those kinds 
of manufacture are entirely safe. They are a good deal safer than they 
will be if this bill passes, because I believe this bill reduces the duty 
upon crockery 5 per cent., while if the bill shall fail of passage by rea- 
son of legislation which has become a law at this sesgion the duty will 
be increased about 20 per cent. on crockery and about 10 to 12 per 
cent. on certain classes of glassware. 

Iam going to be, as far as I can, consistent all the way through in 
regard to this matter, although I am not going to say that I will not 
take what I can get out of it for my own people. But at the sametime 
I want to have the Senator’s position entirely understood in this mat- 
ter. He is as easy as an old shoe, because the things he is interested 
in have already been taken care of beyond the power of recall. 

Mr. MCPHERSON., I do not know that I can state with any more 
emphasis than I have already stated that when we reach those schedules 
in which the people of my State are interested, where I know the cus- 
toms-administrative bill has raised the duty from 10 to 15 per cent. by 
reason of the operation of that law, I intend to ask for a reduction in 
the duty. I do not know of any industry in New Jersey to-day that 
is protected to the extent of 200 per cent. as is the case with this product, 
and the customs-administrative bill would also have something to do 
with increasing the duty upon this article as well, because the barrels 
in which it is brought in would be taxed and made dutiable under the 
administrative bill. Jt therefore will occupy the same position with re- 
spect to that bill that the industries of my State would of which the 
Senator has spoken. 

I am informed, as I have already stated, that the whole industry of 
manufacturing this oil is in the control ot a trust, a combination to 
maintain prices. The farmer receives exactly what the trust or the 
combine is pleased to give him for his beans, and if there is a trust 
located anywhere in this broad world that will divide any part of the 
profits of their trast with the farmer when not compelled to do it by 
law, or with the labor they employ, then I should like to have it men- 
tioned. If this castor-oil trust is one of them I do not know but I 
shall be a good deal in sympathy with the Senator’s motion to amend, 
although I have just made one to reduce the duty, which was lost by 
the vote of the Senate. f : 

My statistics show that in this industry labor, according to the cen- 


sus reports of 1480, receives out of this 200.49 per cent. just 7} per | 


cent. For squeezing the oil out of the beans I thought 25 per cent. 
was sufficient protection, but we are told it is not, 
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the United States. Che market tor the in ithere. Whether 
I has been a trust or not, the farmers of Ka ; who ha tried 
this production, as a good many of them ha iit profitable. 
It s adapted to the climate of that count! ] ] i toa light 
soil. It will flourish on soil which will t produ « good crop of 
wheat or of corn, and it has been grown st y 1 certain localities 
with very considerable profit Che people are sat Ll wi the price 
they have been getting and have not suggested to me that there was 
any trust from the effects of which they need to be ieved 
Mr. VANCE wish, with the Senator’s pet sion, to ask him 
he knows what the duty is upon the bean. W re now considerin 
the duty on the oil. 
Mr. PLUMB. I understand the tariff on th an has been reduced 
in this bill. I have forgotten just what it is. 
Mr. VANCE. It is 10 per cent. if it comes under paragraph 24 
Drugs, su as barks, beans, berries, balsams, « 
Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no 
Mr. VANCE. Whereabouts shall I find it, if the Senator will be 
kind enough to tell me * 
Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 269, on the fifty-ninth page 
Mr. PLUMB. Itis found on page 59. The duty imposed by this 
bill on castor beans 1s 32 cents a bushel, which is a reduction from 50 
cents 
Mr. VANCE. My object in making the inquiry was to say to the 
' 


Senator from Kansas that that duty upon the bean is one that his con- 
stituents are most interested in 

Mr. PLUMB. That is true; but as they can not export this articl 
they must find a market at home or not at all. If it can not be man- 
ufactured at home, then of course they can find no market at home 

Mr. VANCE. Why can not the beans be exported ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Simply because our people can not afford to raise this 
article 1 the Mississippi Valley and send it to the seaboard and com- 
pete with the people who produce it 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The yuestion is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. L will Say Ior the majority o the Committee on 


elsewhere, 


Finance that we shall not resist the amendment oftered by the Senator 
from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows: 


38. Cod-liver oil, 15 cents per gallo: 


Mr. MCPHERSON. This is an increase in the rate of duty from 25 
per cent. ad valorem to 52.79 per cent. ad valorem. Itisa by-product 
I do not suppose it will be claimed that anybody hunts codfish for the 
liver. They hunt the fish forthe fish; the liveris purely a by-product, 
and the oil is extracted, I suppose, when the liver is taken trom the 
fish. The labor, I see here in my statement, receives 3 per cent. in 
the manufacture and the duty proposed is 52.79 per cent. ad valorem 
! move to restore it to the old rate of 25 per cent. ad valorem 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CH1eF CLERK. In line 20, strike out ‘‘15 cents per galllon 
and insert ‘‘ 25 per cent. ad valorem ;’’ so as to read 


8, Cod-liver oi), 25 per cent. ad valorer 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 


Mr. VANCE, I call for the yeas and nay this article is a very 
valuable and useful one. 
rhe yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called 
Senator from Michigan [| Mr. Si U 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired witl 


fam paired with the 


Vv il f 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WasHupurn]. I will not make the a 
| nouncement again to-day. 
| Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called l am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana {Mr. Eustis] 
Mr. QUAY (when his name was called lam paired with the junior 


Senator from West Virginia | Mr. FAULKNER]. I voted by inadvertence 
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on the last call of the yeas and nays, not noticing that the Senator from 
West Virginia was not in the Chamber. 
Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. STOCKBRIDGE’S name was called). My 
colleague | Mr K BRIDGE] is necessarily absent and is paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitrr] 

The roll-call was concluded. : 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Dlinois [Mr. FAr- 
WELL|, and in his absence withhold my vote. 

Mr. BATE (aiter having voted in the affirmative). 1 inadvertently | 
voted, and withdraw my vote. I am paired with the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I will state that the Senator from West 


af 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is necessarily absent and is paired with 


the Senator from Pennsylvania { Mr. Quay J. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky | 
[Mr. BLACKBURN ] 

Mr. GEORGE, My colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] is paired with the 


Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. They are both absent, and | 
J make this announcement for the day. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired with theSenator from Indiana [Mr. Tur- 
Tk]. 


lhe result was announced—yeas 14, nays 24; as follows 


YEAS—il, 
Gra Payne, Vest 
Cockrell Hamptor Pugh - Wilson of Md. 
Coke Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
‘, ' McPherson Vance, 
NAYS—24 

Nidrich Dawes Hiscock, Sanders, 
Allison Dolph Me Millan, Sawyer, 
l ’ Edmunds Mitebell, Sherman, 
Camero rye Moody Stewart, 
Case Hiawles Platt Teller 
Cullom, lHliggins, Power, Wilson of Iowa. 

ABSENT—46. 
\lien, Davis, Ingalls, Reagan, 
Barbour, Dixon, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Liat Eustis Kenna, Squire, 
Hert Eevarts Manderson, Stanford, 
Blackburn Farwell Morgan, Stockbridge, 
! iyett Faulkner, Morrill, Turpie, 
brown Gibson, Paddock, Voorhees, 
Butler Gorman, Pasco, Walthall, 
Ca Hale Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Chandler Harris, Pierce, Woolcott. 
Colquitt, Hearat, Jumb, 
Daniel Hoar, Quay, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote discloses the want of a 
quorum. The Chief Clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Cullom, Higgins, Quay, 

Allen, Davis, - Hiscock, Ransom, 
Allison, Dawes, MeMillan, Reagan, 

ate, Dixon, McPherson, Saw yer, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, 
Blodwett, Edmunds, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Butler Kvarts, Moody, Teller, 
Cameron, Frye, Paddoek, Turpie, 
Carlisle, George, Pasco, Vance, 

Cases Gorman, Pierce, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke, Harris, Power, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt Hawley, Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll-call shows fifty-one Sena- 
tors present. A quorum is present. 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. HALE£] is absent on business for the 
Senate. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will be again called on the 
question of agreeing to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON ]. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. StocKBRIDGE]. 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the | 
Sentor from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN ], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator trom Vermont [Mr. MorRILL], whom I do not see in his seat, 
and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was ealled). I am paired with the | 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

| 


Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I suggest to the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] that we exchange pairs as we did the | 
other day, so that we may both vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It will be very agreeable to me. If the Senator 
will vote, I will do so 

Mr. PASCO. I wiil transfer my pair with the Senator from Illinois 
| Mr. FARWELL] to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evusris], and 
vote **yea.”’ 
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Eustis] and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] paired. I vote 
**nay.’ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I announce the pair of 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BAkBouR] with the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. JoNEs], and I vote *‘nay.”’ 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired withthe junior 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. I shall not vote unless my vote 
is necessary to make a quorum. 


Mr. VEST (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the junio: 


| Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. I would vote ‘‘ yea’’ if he were 
| 
present. 


rhe roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. CALL] is 
necessarily absent from the Chamber and is paired with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PerricgRew]. 

Mr. BLODGETT (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted 
without due consideration. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and I wish to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest that the Senator from New Jersey trans- 
fer his pair to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry], and I will 
transfer mine to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], 
£0 that we can both vote, if that is agreeable to him. 

Mr. BLODGETT. That will be agreeable. 

Mr. TELLER. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BLODGETT. I vote “ yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 


Blackburn, George, McPherson, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Pasco, Vance, 
Butler, Gray, : Payne, Wilson of Md, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Harris, Ransom, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
NAYS—3l. 

Aldrich, Dawes, MeMillan, Power, 
Allen, Dixon, Manderson, Sanders, 
Allison, Dolph, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Blair, Edmunds, Moody, Sherman, 
Cameron, Frye, Morrill, Stewart, 
Casey, Hawley, Paddock, Teller, 
Cullom, Higgins, Pierce, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Hiscock, Piatt, 

ABSENT—32. 
Barbour, Eustis, Ingalls, Squire, 
Bate, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Berry, Farwell, Kenna, Stockbridge, 
Brown, Faulkner, Morgan, Vest, 
Call, Gibson, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hale, Plumb, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Quay, Washburn, 
Daniel, Hoar, Spooner, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

39, Cotton-seed oil, 10 cents per gallon of 7} pounds weight. 

40. Croton-vil. 20 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that paragraph 41; relating to flaxseed or 
linseed and poppy-seed oil be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

42. Fusel-oil, or amylic, butylic, or propylic alcohol, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance proposed to amend the clause by striking 
out, after the word ‘‘amylic,’’ the words ‘‘ butylic or propylic;’’ so as 
to make the item read: 

42. Fusel-oil, or amylic alcohol, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

43. Hemp-seed oil and rape-seed oil, 10 cents per gallon. 

44. Olive-oil, fit for salad purposes, 35 cents per gallon. 

45. Peppermint-oil, $1 per pound. 

The Committee on Finance proposed to strike out paragraph 45, as 
follows: 

Peppermint-oil, $1 per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The duty is now 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To what paragraph does the Senator 
refer ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. To paragraph 44. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has been passed over. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I wish toreturn toitforamoment. The 
Clerk reads faster than I can follow on both sides of my book. I see 
there is an increase of the duty from 35 per cent. ad valorem under ex- 
isting law to 45 per cent. ad valorem under the proposed bill; and as 
we have already passed over the flaxseed and linseed-oil paragraph | 
ask that this paragraph be passed over also, until we can first decide 


| upon the question of flaxseed and linseed-oil. 
Mr. PADDOCK. That will leave the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. | 


Mr. ALDRICH. I should be glad if the Senator from New Jersey 
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would enlighten the Senate as to what relation there is between lin- | 


seed-oil and olive-oil ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am glad of the Senator’s correction. I was 
thinking of another oil while reading about this kind. But I want to 
know why this increase in olive-oil is raised to 35 cents per gallon, ex- 
cept it be to help the ¢ tton-seed oil trust, who send their oil abré ud 
and bring it back here as olive-oil and sell it at high prices. This is 
another of the potent illustrations that wherever a trust, a combination 
has been formed and can be made, something is done to assist it 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is against the combination, to increase the 
duty. ; 

Mr. McCPHERSON. In order to simplify the matter, I move to strike 
out ‘35 cents per gallon’’ and to insert ‘* 25 per cent. ad valorem,”’ 
without any further argument about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 7 and 8, paragraph 44, strike out ‘'35 
cents per gallon ’’ and insert ‘25 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to read 

Olive oil, fit for salad purposes, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thenext line with the black mark, 
which the committee proposes to strike out, was agreed to as reported 
from the committee. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read the next paragraph, as follows 

45. Seal, herring, whale, and other fish oil not spe 
act, 8 cents per gallon. 

Mr. McPHERSON. “Seal, herring, whale, and other fish oil not 
specially provided for in this act, 8 cents per gallon.’’ That is an in- 
crease of duty to 37.70 per cent. ad valorem, an advance of 30 per cent. 
on the present rate. Labor gets out of that about 10 percent. The 
duty has been raised to 8 cents per gallon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator offer any amend- 
ment? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Yes, sir; I move to strike out ‘‘8 cents per 
gallon,’’ and that it be put back to 25 per cent. ad valorem, where it 
was before. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


ially provided for in this 


The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. In lines 11 and 12, strike out ‘8 cents per gal- 
Ton ’’ and insert ‘* 25 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will state my reason for moving the amend- 
ment. This includes,of course,all kindsof fish oil. It would include 
the menhaden oil. Large establishments for the catching of men- 


shore. Vessels are equipped to take these fishes, and consequently 
they injure the fish industry along the shore, depriving the food-fishes 
of the means of sustenance. Efforts have been made in Congress for 
sometime to limit the destruction of menhaden and other fish which 
are consumed by the food-fishes. 
menhaden fish oil is from 16 to 18 cents per gallon. At 8 cents per 
gallon for a by-product, as the fish are caught more particularly for 
the fertilizing qualities and properties of the fish than for the oil, it 
seems to me the duty is excessive. In fact it is excessive upon any 
kind of fish oil. The present rate of duty seems to be high enough, and 
I move to make it 25 percent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from New Jersey be kind enough 
to inform the Senate, if he has the statistics before him, what propor- 
tion of the cost of these oils is labor ? 

Mr. McPHERSON, Yes, sir; I have that. It is an increase of 3( 
per cent. upon theexisting rate of duty, and the labor, as I have it stated 


i 


The PRESIDING OFFICER Does the Senat er a 
| ment to the paragraph ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It seen 3 tl h that rate ought 

o be reduced. I will move, inas im has been put upon 

ee-list and this is maintained } sent 1 duty to re- 

du t to 25 per cent. ad n 1 Ww i it 
| is made has heen put on the é ¢ * 5 
and insert **twenty-five.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICE! 1 

The CHIEF CLER! In line 1 t y rt 


twenty-five;’’ so as to read 





i6. Opium, aqueousextractof, f . i : im, 
ind all other liquid preparations « 4 
act, 25 per cent, ad valorem 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows 

17. OF n pre I I I p 1 r re i r 
s undo l i lw all 

remove l not 
e nded 

The Comm 1, at the be ng of the para- 
crap! iulter the to s t ling Y per cent. 
or less of morphia, a 1, and in ther t lin bh e the word 

ollars,’’ to strike out ten ’ nd insert ‘* twe e so as to make 
the paragraph read 

i7. Opium containing 9 per « t. or less of morphia and o7 I 
smoking, $12 per pound; but o; m prepared f at | 
tions of opium deposited in bonded warehouse sha 

| without payment of duties, and such duties sha ot be refur 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that that amendment should 
fied so as to read 

Containing less than 9 per cen 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 

| will be stated 

Che CHIEF CLERK. Inline 17, before the word “nine, 8g 
than,’’ and before the word ‘‘ morphia’’ strike out ‘‘ or S so as 
to read 

Opium containing ss than 9] ent. of morvhia, et 


I 
The PRESIDING OFFI l question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment of the Committee 


| on Finance. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to make ar 
I am at a loss to understand how the com propose to reconcile 


the two propositions here presented. Opium containing less than 9 per 


about this matter. 





| cent. of morphia and opium prepared for smoking come in at a duty of 
haden fish and for the making the oil are scattered all along the sea- 


tl 


$12 per pound. All opium above that is tree. All opium prepared 


| for smoking comes in at $12 per pound while all other opium that is 


The value, as I understand, of the | 


here, for the extracting of the oils is about 10 per cent., it being a by- | 


product. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the other 90 percent. ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Oh, we!l, if you do not take into account the 
fish itself, which is caught for the purpose of making an extensive 
fertilizer and is the base of almost all the fertilizing products that are 
manufactured in this country—if their very great value for that pur- 
pose is to be thrown out of the calculation altogether, then I suppose 
it is fair to say that the cost of labor in catching the fish and extract- 
ing the oil is much more than 10 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment preposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Chief Clerk read the next paragraph, as follows: 


46. Opium, aqueous extract of, for medicinal uses, and tincture of, as lauda- 
num, and all other liquid preparations of opium, uot specially provided for in 


this act, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

_Mr. McPHERSON. Opium has been put upon the free-list in this 
bill. It now bears a duty of a dollar a pound; and here is the aqueous 
extract of opium, which is simply opium dissolved in water for medic- 
inal purposes, placed at 40 per cent. ad valorem. [ ask in the name 
of common sense, when opium itself is put upon the free-list and the 
application of a little water to dissolve it to make the aqueous extract 


of opium is all that is necessary, whya duty of 40 percent. ad valorem 
is imposed upon it. 


The question is on agreeing to the | 


| 
| 
| 


above the limit is to pay nothing. Now, I want to know how you are 
to prevent the manufacturers of prepared opium suitable for smoking 
from importing the pure article, bringing it here, adalterating it in the 
manner they propose to do and can do, and selling it upon the market? 
It will pay no revenue whatever Even the opium which is prepared 
here for smoking, if the pure article, will pay no duty, while if prepared 
for smoking in a foreign country it pays a duty of $12 a pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from New Jersey that he 
had better read the bill before he makes any criticism of that kind. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I have read the bill. 


Opium containing 9 per cent. or less of morphia and opium prepared for 


smoking, $12 per pound 


I will read it again 


The rest of the paragraph re‘ers not at all to the duty upon opium 
other than it is here described; but there is no duty in this bill upon 
opium. As I understand, the present duty of $1 per pound is stricken 
out, and opium is put upon the free-list that does not correspond to 
this particular description found in paragraph 47. Now, I ask the 
question again —— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Wilt the Senator look on page 168? Probably the 
sections there have escaped his attention. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What paragraph ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Page 168, sections 25 to 27. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Just state what it is. 
the moment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It puts an internal-revenue tax of $10 a pound on 
preparations of opium for smoking in this country. 

Mr. McPHERSON 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


I can not turn to it at 


It puts on an internal revenue tax? 
Cert tinly. 





Mr. McPHERSON. That is one of the hidden features of the bill 
that I had not yet discovered. There are more things in this bill than 
are dreamed ofin my philosophy Laughter.| I suggest to the Sen- 
itor that there ought to be some connection between these matters in 
some way. so that the Senate co 1 better understand them, for cer 





tainly this paragraph here is liable to the criticism I make on it 

Mr. ALDRICH. We pected the members of the Finance Com- 
mittee certainly to read the bill all the way through before t 
cised any portion of it 

Mr. McPHERSON. You expect too much 

Mr. SPOONER. If I may break in upon this entertainment between 
the members of the committee I should be glad if the Senator who has 
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charge of t vould inform the Senate, recurring to paragraph 46, 
a) 1ecous extract of, for medicinal uses,’’ ete., how the rate | 
in | compares with the rate imposed by the Mills | 
bh 
ALDRICH. It is the same. 
Mr. SPOONER. How is it as to paragraph 47? 
‘than 9 per cent. of morphia and opium prepared for | 
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these colors is prussiate of potash, which is made from hoofs, horns, ref- 
use of hides, and entrails of cattle. The present ruling duty of 20 and 
25 per cent. ad valorem ought to remain or be changed to its equivalent, 
3 cents per pound, and thus made specific. 

I move to put the duty back to where it is in the existing law, 
per cent. 

Mr. VANCE. 


“U0 


I should like to ask the Senators having this bill in 


| charge what would be the difference between the existing rate and the 


Mr. ALDRICH. The.e is an increase in the rate from $10 to $12. 


Mr. SPOONER. It was $10 in the Mills bill and the committee pro- 
pose increase it to 5127 

Mr. ALDKICH Y es, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is one question to be stated about this duty. 
It is practically prohibitive, and most of the opium is brought in by 
smugylers, and mostly on the Pacific coast. Some Senators here from 


the Pacific coast think that the increase of this duty from $10 to $12a 
pound will only encourage more and more the practice of smuggling, 
which, as we know by common newspaper accounts, is very common. 
J have thought that perhaps we were going too far in attempting to 
put so high a tax upon opium prepared for smoking as $10 or $12 a 
pound, and whether in that way we do not rather encourage smuggling. 
ilowever, 1 do not make a division upon the subject; but I doubt very 
much whether, if you would reduce the duty upon opium prepared for 
smoking, it would not probably bring in more revenue. As a matter 
o! course, this isa most base and vicious habit, and every one of us would 
like very much to prevent the disgusting habit of smoking opium, which 
is very much on the increase. 

Mr. MITCHELL. A reduction of the duty would yield more rey- 
, and there would be less smuggling. 

SHERMAN, Itstrikes meso. It seems to me there is a good 
deal of force in the suggestion. 

Vir. ALDRICH. I suggest to both the Senator from Ohio and the 
Senator from Oregon that at the present time there is no internal- 
revenue tax upon opium prepared in this country for smoking, and the 
restrictions put upon the use of opium prepared for smoking and for 
the collection of the tax have a direct tendency to obviate that diffi- 
culty 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suppose the object in raising the duty to $12 
is to prohibit the importation? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment of the committee. 

‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

lhe PRESIDING OFFICER, The question now recurs on the 
amendment reported by the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The nextamendmept of the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 
47, on page 7, line 18, after the word ‘‘smoking, ’’ to strike out ‘* ten”’ 
and insert ‘‘ twelve ;’’ so as to read: 

Opium, ete., prepared for smoking, $12 per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at page 7, line 23, The next 
amendment of the,Committee on Finance was, on page 8, line 1, after 
the word *‘ manufactured,’’ to strike out ‘‘$2’’ and insert ‘‘$1;’’ so as 
to read: 


cnue 


AT 
‘il 


Paints, colors, and varnishes 

ik. Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, including barytes earth, unmanufactured, 
bl per ton, 

Mr. MCPHERSON, IT only wish to call attention to that item. I 
can not do much more, for there seems to be no disposition at all to 
change any of these schedules. 

Baryta: The duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem now existing has been 
advanced by the Senate to $1 per ton, an equivalent of 33.68 per cent. 
_ad valorem. A foot-note on page 7 of tariff compilation by the Sen- 
ate Finance Committee states the following: ‘‘ This is a change from 
ad valorem to specific rates, with a slight increase believed to be nec- 
From 10 per cent, to 33.68 per cent. is not a “‘ slight in- 
crease,’’ but an increase of 23.6 per cent, on the present ruling duty of 
10 per ce nt 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the committee in line 1 on page 8, tostrike out ‘$2’ and 
insert **S! oe 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same paragraph, on page 8, line 2, 
after the word *‘ manufactured,’’ to strike out ‘‘ $7 per ton ’’ and insert 


essary. 


‘*one-fourth of 1 cent per pound;’’ so as to read: 
Manufactured, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page &, 
line 6, before the word ‘‘ oil,’’ to strike out ‘* water or;’’ so as to read: 
i9, Blues, such as Berlin, Prussian, Chinese, and all others, containing ferro- 
eyanide of iron, dry or ground in oil, 6 cents per pound, 
. MCPHERSON,. Blues, such as Berlin, ete., pay now about 3 
cents per pound upon an average. The advance proposed by Senate and 


ur. 
iT 


change to the specific rate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On pure colors there would be a slight reduction. 

Mr. VANCE. I did not heartheSenator. Would it be an increase 
or a decrease ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On pure colors it would be a reduction. 

Mr. VANCE. Can the Senator say how much? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The average of the colors which are enumerated 
in this reduction would cost for pure about 35 cents per pound, and the 
existing rate of duty, 25 per cent., would be 8} cents per pound, as pro- 
posed here, 

Mr. VANCE. 


This is a change from ad valorem to an equivalent specific rate. 


I see the explanation of the committee is that— 


The Senator now acknowledges that it will exceed the existing ad 
valorem rate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator misunderstood me. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It reduces the ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. Imisunderstood the Senator from Rhode Island, then. 

Mr. McPHERSON. There is no unit of value given in the report in 
relation to the articles in this paragraph, and from the best information 
! can obtain the cost of the articles is very much overstated by the Sen- 
ator from Khode Island in his reply to the Senator from North Caro- 
lina, and the percentage of duty would be very much higher. 

One more suspicious circumstance is this: While the committee pro- 
fesses that the specific rate is the equivalent of the present ad valorem 
I see they have carried out no percentage in their computation. It 
would have been very easy to state that fact, as easy to state it there 
as to state it in their note of ‘‘ explanation of changes.’’ I move to make 
the rate of duty 25 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SpooNER in the chair), The 
question is on the committee amendment to strike out the words 
‘* water or,’’ in line 6. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] will now be stated. 

The CureF CLERK. On page 8, line 6, it is proposed to strike out 
‘*6 cents per pound’’ and insert ‘‘25 per cent. ad valorem.,’’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The following paragraphs were read: 

50. Blanc-fixe, or satin white, or artificial sulphate of barytes, three-fourths 
of 1 cent per pound. 

51. Black, made from bone, ivory, or vegetable, under whatever name known, 
including bone-black and lamp-black, dry or ground in oil or water, 25 per cent. 
ad valorem, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line 16, 
on page 8, before the word ‘‘oil,’’ to strike out ‘‘ water or;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

52. Chrome yellow, chrome green, and all otherchromium colors in which lead 


and bichromate of potash or soda are component parts, dry or ground in oil, 
4} cents per pound, 


Mr. VANCE. I wish to make the same inquiry of the committee 
in relation to paragraph 52, ‘‘chrome yellow,’’ etc. This is a change 
of froma 25 per cent. to 44 cents per pound, and under the head of *‘ quan- 
tities’? the words are inserted ‘‘no data,’’ and yet they say it is in- 
tended to be a specific rate of duty equivalent to the ad valorem. I 
should like to ask what the present equivalent ad valorem of the 
change to the specific rate would be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The colors provided for in this paragraph if pure 
would cost about 28 cents a pound abroad; upon the kinds that are usu- 
ally imported the average cost is about 22, so that the rate fixed here 
would be a slight reduction from existing law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is very strange how much the Senator from 
Rhode Island differs from the real fact in the valfation put upon 
all these chemical products. My information is that this article is 
made in Baltimore, or near Baltimore, by one concern, and they have 
really a monopoly of the business, The present rate of duty, 25 per 
cent., has been advanced to 4} cents per pound, which I am informed 
is equal to 45 per cent. ad valorem, an increase of 80 per cent. on ex- 
isting rates. There was none imported in 1889 or 1888, but on the 
contrary it is exported; and yet, notwithstanding that. there is an in- 
crease in the rate. Labor, according to the census of 1880, received 
only 10 per cent. In order to test the sense of the Senate upon the 
question, if this really be a reduction in rate, I move to put it back 
again to 25 per cent., for I much prefer the increase, if that be an in- 
crease, to this specific rate of duty, which I know is a very great in- 


House is about 100 per cent. on present existing rates. The base of | crease. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The questivn is first on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. NowImovetostrike out ‘'4} cents per pound’’ 
and insert ‘' 25 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

The CHIEF CLERK On page 8, line 16, it is proposed to strike out 
‘*4} cents per pound”’ and insert “‘ 25 per cent. ad valorem; ’’ so as to 
read: 

Chrome yellow, chrome green, and all other chromium colors i 
and bichromate of potash or soda are component parts, dry or grou d 
25 per cent. ad valorem 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question, and declared the noes 


appeared to prevail. 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask for a division 
Mr. ALDRICH. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Let the amendment be stated again. 
The amendment was read. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. BATE (when his name was called). 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York [Mr. EvARTs]. 


I am paired with the Sena- 


I am paired with the 


Mr. QUAY (when his name wascalled). I am paired with thejun- 
ior Senator from West Virginia [| Mr. FAULKNER]. 
Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. BERRY]. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). 
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I am paired | 


with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WiLson], who has been called | 


from the Chamber, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. Under the arrangement announced some time ago by 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] and the transfer of pairs 
having been made, I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBovuR] is pairec 
with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Under the arrangement between the Senator from 
Florida and myself, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] being 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Eustis], I vote. 
“nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 27; as follows: 


] 


A 


YEAS—20, 


Blackburn, George, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 
Butler, Gorma, McPherson, Reagan, 
Carlisle, Gray, Paddock, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pasco, Vance, 
Coke, Harris, Payne, Vest. 
NAYS—27. 

Aldrich, Davis, Higgins, Pierce, 
Allen, Dawes, Hiscock, Platt, 
Allison, Dixon, MeMillan, Power, 
Blair, Dolph, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Edmunds, Mitchel!, Sherman, 
Casey, Frye, Moods, Stewart. 
Cullom, Hawley, Morrill, 

ABSENT —37. 
Barbour, Evarts, Morgan, Teller, 
Bate, Farwell, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Berry, Faulkner, Plumb, Walthall, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Quay, Washburn, 
Brown, Hale, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa, 
Call, Hearst, Sanders, Wilson of Md. 
Chandler, Hoar, Spooner, Wolcott. 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Squire, 
Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Eustis, Kenna, Stock bridge, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The following paragraphs on page 8 were read: 

53. Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, umber and 
earths, not specially provided for in this act, dry, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound 


ground in oil, ij cents per pound, 
54. Ultramarine blue, 4} cents per pound. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I can not understand why the duty on ultra- 
marine blue is maintained as high as it is. 
tion, as I understand, is cobalt, and as cobalt is upon the free-list I 


can not see why the duty is maintained at 56 per cent. upon an article 


of this kind in such universal use. 

Labor, according to the census of 1880, receives only 10 per cent. 
On the lower grades of imported ultramarine the proposed duty, which 
is specific, is still 65 per cent. ad valorem. The manufacture of ultra- 
marine is virtually in the hands of amonopoly. Several years ago there 
existed several small manufacturers, but by the tactics of two firms 
they were driven out of uhe business. The high rates of duty prevent 
the importation of ultramarine from Nuremberg, Germany, where it is 
produced in large quantities. 

I suppose it is hardly worth while for me to offer any amendment. 
I will do so, however, and I move to strike out ‘ 44 cents per pound’”’ 
and insert ‘‘ 3 cents per pound.”’ 


| equal to 75 per cent. ad valorem on some of 


I vote | 


umber | 


The basis of this prepara- | 





Tl RESIDING OFFICE Iment will be stat 
4 \ In Ost! 
l 1 S ‘ 
i I na t LS re cted 
t} rraph was read, as 
t l 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not » high 
upon varnis Varnishes p 
Labor, according to cens =- t 
t the extra fine varnishes are now imported into this tr 
t resent ruling and proposed rates i ( 

( l-size or Japan varnish, which is on the free-list W pl ( 
to bi xed 35 per « t. ad valorem Something should be take 
that schedule 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be pro 
ceeded with, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page %, line 3, before word ‘‘ col 
ors,’’ to strike out ‘‘or’’ and to insert ‘‘and so as to read 

56. Vermilion red, and colors i i 
water, 12 cents per pound 

The amendment was agreed t: 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move to strike out ‘'12 cen per pound 
in lines 4 and 5, and insert ‘‘25 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will stated 
The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4, on page 9, atter the word ‘‘ water, 
it is proposed to strike out ‘* 12 cents per pound”? and insert 25 per 

cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to read 
Vermilion red, and colors containing q ksilver, dry or gro | ‘ r 
Ww r, 25 per cent. ad valorem 
Mr. McPHERSON., I offer the amendment for this reason: The 


specific duty of 12 cents per pound on vermilion red now proposed is 
lower grades. On the 
higher grades, which are imported mostly from Austria, the proposed 
duty will range from 25 to 
7 


ue 


30 per cent. ad valorem. It is the lower 


grade of American vermilion, so called, that gives the manufacturers 
| inthis country an undue advantage to charge an advance on their prod- 
| uct; and in this way they are benefited by changing the duty from 
an ad valorem to a specilic rate because it triples the duties on the 
| lower grade. Therefore I have moved to strike out ‘‘12 cents per 


pound’’ and put it back to 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does t 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. McPHERSON,. Ido. 

Mr. VANCE. It was for his benefit I sought the floor. I think he 
ought to be satisfied with the explanation of the committee, which is 
very full and satisfactory. The explanation of the committee of this 
change is this 

rh 


he Senator from New Jerss 


y 


t ar if 
specii 


s isa change from ad valorem to an equivale: rat 


Certainly, I think that ought to satisfy the Senator: 
sey. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. MCPHERSON. A single word as to the statement of the com- 
mittee. In all of the gentlemen upon it I have a great deal of confi- 
dence and I would trust them in almost any matter in the world except 
in the making up of a tariff bill under the distressing circumstances 
under which they are now placed, with so many pledges and so many 
people that must be disappointed to placate. Yet lam obliged to 
place confidence in the testimony of gentlemen engaged in this branch 
of business and who have favored me with price reports of these articles, 
or very many of them. 

Now, I do insist that vermilion is an in very common use. 
Everybody knows what vermilion paint is and for what purposes it 
| is used, and for what cheap purposes it is used, and a duty of 25 per 
| cent., which is the existing rate, is almost a prohibitory duty, and 
| scarcely anything has come in under that rate of duty; and yet 
posed to increase it on the lower grade {rom 25 per cent. to 75 per cent. 
and Iam not satisfied with the statement made by the ¢ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will make a single statement for the ber 
the Senator, that the duty upon quicksilver by this bill is practically 


from New Jer- 


article 


it 1s pro 


ommiuttee 


11 cents a pound, and the difference between the duty on quicksilver 
| and paint is only 1 cent a pound. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER, The m is on tl mendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 
The amendment was rejected. 
The following paragraph was read 
57. Wash blue containing ultramarine its per pound 
Mr. MCPHERSON. This is another of the same class and character, 
The rate under the present law is 20 per cent., and that is absolute ly 
prohibitory, and they do not report a single ounce of it as having 1e 


| to the country in the past year. 





etn te tom. 
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Wash blue contains but very little ultramarine. The proposed duty | 


of 3 cents per pound is an equivalent of 60 percent. ad valorem. The 
present rate of duty is 20 per cent. The proposed advance, therefore, | 
is 200 per cent, on present rates. This, too, is to favor only the few 
manufacturers of ultramarine who havesucceeded in ruining the smaller | 
manufacturers and who not only monopolize the production of ultra- | 
marine in this country, but are now trying to force the manufacturers | 


of wash blue containing ultramarine out of the business likewise. 

Mr. MORGAN. Whatis it used for? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. J* is used for washing purposes and for colors 
and paints and dyes, I move to strike out ‘3 cents per pound’’ and 
insert ‘‘20 per cent, ad valorem,’’ a pronibitory duty as it stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLerk. In line 6, on page 9, it is proposed to strike out 
3 cents per pound ’’ and insert ‘‘20 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to 
read 


Wash blue containing ultramarine, 20 pe t. ad valorem. 


Mr. MORGAN. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode | 
Island what is the reason that the committee suggest for raising this 
duty in the manner mentioned by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thereis no advance according to the statement of 
the-Senator from Rhode Island. The Senator from New Jersey says | 
that this article is not imported now. There does not seem to be much | 
coming in 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from New Jersey, I understand, as- 
serts that there is a marked advance ip the tariff upon it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I say 3 cents a pound according to the state- 
ment made to me is equivalent to 60 per cent. ad valorem instead of 
20 per cent. ad valorem, as it is in the existing law, and the proposed 
bill is 3 cents a pound, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Che question being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to 
prevail 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask for a division. 

Mr. ALL.DRICH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to | 
call the roll. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EvArts]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). The Senator from Virginia 
| Mr. BARBOUR] is paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. 
I vote ‘* nay.’’ 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WIiLson]. 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. iam paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 





HoAR It he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 
Mr.COLQUITT. Iam paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. | 
STOCK BRIDGE] 


Mr. PAYNE (after having voted in the affirmative). I ask if my 
colleague [Mr. SHERMAN] has voted 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then I withdraw my vote. I am paired with him. 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—10, 
Butler, Hampton, Reagan, Vest. 
Coke Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
George McPherson Vance, 

NAYS—25. 
Aldrich, Davis, Higgins, Power, 
Ailen Dawes, Hiscock, Sanders, 
Allison, Dixon, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Blaix Dolph, Mitchell, Stewart. 
Cameron, Edmunds, Moody. 
Casey, Frye, Pierce, 
Cullom Hawley, Platt, 


ABSENT—49. 





Barbour, Evarts, Manderson, Squire, 

Bate Farwell, Morgan, Stanford, 
Berry Faulkner, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Blackburn Gibson, Paddock, Teller, 

BR) rett, Gorman, Pasco, Voorhees, 

Brow Gray, Payne, Walthall, 

Cs Hale, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Carlisle Harris, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
{ iler Hearst, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Co ell, Hoar Quay, Wolcott. 
Colquitt Ingalls, Ransom, 

Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 

Eustis, Kenna, Spooner, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the roll 


will be called, 
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The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Dawes, MeMillan, Reagan, 

Allison, Dixon, McPherson, Sawyer, 

Bate, Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, 

Blair Frye, Moody, Spooner, 
Cameron George, Morgan, Stewart, 

Casey, Hampton, Paddock, Teller, 

Coke, Hawley, Payne, Turpie, 
Colquitt, Higgins, Platt, Vance, 

Cullom, Hiscock, Plumb, Vest, 

Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Power Wilson of Iowa. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-nine Senators have answered 
to their names—not a quorum present. What is the pleasure of th 
Senate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of 
absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order will be executed by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I was in the Chamber, but was engaged 
in conversation when my name was called and did not hearit. I ask 
unanimous consent to answer to my name now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The name of the Senator from Penn- 


| sylvania will be recorded as present. 


Mr. BLAIR. I inguire if there should be measures taken to make 
it apparent which Senators are absent upon this occasion, as was pro- 
posed this morning? Ought not the Chair, in view of the suggestions 
made this morning, to take measures so that it will be apparent upon 


| the record who is present and who is absent at the time of this roll- 


call, at the moment when the order is made for the sending for the ab- 
sent Senators? 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The present occupant of the chair was 
not present during the discussion this morning, and therefore can take 
no action in view of the discussion this morning. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest, inasmuch as the roll has been called and 
several Senators have answered to their names and others have not, 
that if those present and answering appear on the record the others 
will not appear. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will remember we took an hour this 
morning waiting for absentees to come in, aad then they were as good 
as anybody. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no question pending before 


| the Senate. 


Mr. BLAIR. They, one after another, were added to the list of 
those who were present and answered to the roll-call. It seems to be 
thought by eminent members of the Senate necessary that the Recorp 
should disclose an exact photograph of the condition of the Chamber 
when a roll-call commences and closes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire is 
proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not observe that any one was objecting to unan- 
imous consent to my making these observations. 

Mr. PIERCE. 1 desire to be recorded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The nameof the Senator from North 
Dakota will be recorded as present. 

Mr. CARLISLE entered the Chamber and responded ‘‘ present.’’ 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The name of the Senator from North 
Carolina will be called. 

Mr. VANCE. I have been present all the time and have responded 
to myname. I thought the Senatorfrom New Jersey had taken a very 
proper view—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The name of the Senator from New 
Hampshire will be called. - 

Mr. BLAIR. I have been present all the time and talking part of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s name is recorded as 
present. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is my name recorded ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s name is not recorded. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have been present all the time. I ask that my 
name be recorded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s name will be re- 
corded. Forty-five Senators have now responded to their names. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to be called also. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The name of the Senator from Ver- 
mont will be called. 

Mr. EDMUNDs’s name was called and he responded ‘‘ present.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The name of the Senator from Mon- 
tana will be called. 

The name of Mr. SANDERS was called, and he responded ‘‘ present.’’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Forty-seven Senators have answered 
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to their names. Shall further proceedings under the call bedispensed | Mr. BLODGETT (when his name was called), I am paired wi 
with ? | the Sena from New Hampsbire { Mr. CHANDLER 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move that they be dispensed with. Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called I am paired with 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears noobjection. Th« the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Sroci [ transfer the pat 
question recurs upon agreeing to the amendment proposed by thes to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. \ W release 
ator from New Jersey. Is the Senate ready for the question ? the Senator from Wiseonsin | Mr. S! id mysel that we can 
Secretary will call the roll. ote. I vote ** yea.’’ 
The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. Mr. HARRIS (when his nat Was wn ' with t 
Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with | Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mot ‘ ily absen 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN If he were present, | transfer to the Senator from Arkansas | M 2 iy pair with tl 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ Senator from Vermont, which will « ie Se © from Cok 
Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Mr. TELLER] and myself to vote. I vot vea. 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was « 
Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the | the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. BLA‘ 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. I understand he would vote Mr. MORGAN. I desire to state tl ny collea I 4 
‘‘vea.’’ if here, and I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ I therefore vote. been in rather poor health for several days, and I have no d 
“Mr. QUAY (when his name wascalled), I am paired with the Sen- | tained from the Senate to-day on that account. 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] Mr. PADDOCK (when his ne was I : 
Mr, SANDERS (when his name was called I am paired with the | Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eus b I é I do 
Senator from Indiana [ Mr. VoorHEEs]. upon this quest I vote ‘*‘ yea 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired Mr. BATE (w » Mr. PAS . ow , 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILson } I ida [Mr. PAs is temporarily abs the ( be 
The roll-call was concluded. paired with Senator from | wis [ Mr. |] 
Mr. BATE. Iam paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Mr. QUAY (when his name was called [ am paired with th in- 
Hoar]. If he were here, I should vote *‘ yea.’ ior Senator from Virginia [ Mr. | 
Mr. TELLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas | M Mr. SANDERS (when his name w slled I am paired with the 
BERRY]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ senator from Indiana [ Mr. RH 
Mr. HARRIS. Has the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morr! Mr. TELLER (when his name was called I paired wit 
voted ? Senator from Arkansas | Mr. BERR\ but that pair wa rred to 
The PRESIDEN r pro te npore. He is not recorded. the Senator from Vermon { Mr. MorRILuL], who has yr n, and the 
Mr. HARRIS. Isugg st tothe Senator from Colorado that we trans- | pair now will be transferred to the Senator from Mai: Mr. H 
fer our pairs. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont {Mr. Mor- | and I will vote. I vote ** nay.’ 
RILL], and he is paired with the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. BERRY | Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am pairé 
I suggest that we transfer pairs, so that he and I can vote, with the Senator from Maryland [ \ WILsos Che Senator from 
Mr. TELLER. That will be agreeable to me. I vote “‘ nay.” Tennessee [Mr. BATE] states that he is paired with the Senator from 
Mr. HARRIS. I vote "yea "9 Massa isetts | M é t é tl pa id both vote 
The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 28; as follows: I vot nay.”’ 
YEAS—14. M ATI | 3s agreeable I ill vot I vot ea 
Butler, Hampton, Paddock, Van he roll-call was concluded 
Carlisle, Harris Payne, Ves Mr. MORRILL I un tand 1y pair has been transferred to 
Coke, Jones of Arkans as, Reagan, the ¢ tor fro Arkansas I l ind t} I vote I vote 
George, McPherson rurpie, an ? 
NAYS—238. Mr. HARRIS. I announced that I would transfer the pair of t 
Aldrich, Davis, Higgins, *latt, Senator from Vermont | Mr. Morr to the Senator from Arkansas 
Allen, Dawes, Hiscock, Piumb, as = . : 1 . 
Allison, Dixon, Ingalls, Power, Mr. BERRY |, 80 that the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 7 i } and 
Blair, Dolph, ~+ Millan, Sawyer, myself could both vote, and I voted ‘ yea ’ upon that un lerstandi: 
‘5 or < junds Mitebe ther \T ToT °D a : : : . 

—— — nds, ——" eG \Ir. T ane An ther change has be en made, and the Se 0 at 
pre dl Hawiey, Pierce, Teller. sro } = ot is | Mr. BeRRy | is now paired with the Senat« rom Main 
ABSENT—42. Pe ee ee a , ; 

ees Custis ie Giintine Mr HARRIS. I did not understand that: so my ote v stand. 
Bate, ‘ Evarts, Manderson, Stanford, Ashe resuit was announced—yea Lys 32 is follow 
Berry, Farwell, Morgan, Stockbridge, YEAS 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Morrill, Voorhees, Dae 7 
Blodgett, Gibson, Pasco, Walthall, = c« aitt ‘ ’ \rkansas, Rat 
Brown, Gorman, Pettigrew, Washburn, ; Butler Creorge McPherson, Reag 
Cali, Gray, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, | Co ‘ Ham} M I Pury 
Chandler, Hale, Quay, Wilson of Md | Coke Harris Paddock Var 
Cockrell, Hearst, Ransom, Wolcott. NAYS 
Colquitt, Hoar, _ Sanders, a eile : 
Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, ie = i oe a scock maa 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is not agreed to, | Allison, Dolph, McMillan Saw) 
Mr. VANCE. Less thana quorum? Is that a quorum? : ae : en = _ l She un 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-two Senators have answered | Casey Frye, Morrill, Stewart 
to their names. | Cullom Hawley Pierce Pelle 
Mr. HARRIS. It takes forty-three Senators to make a quorum ee Higgins Fiat Wils w 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is correct. The roll of ABSENT 
the Senate will be called. | Barbour E istis, Ji nes Nevada 
The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and the following Sena- | SD ae Pete ae nll Stock bri 
tors answered to their names: | Blodgett, ' Gibson Pas Sa 
Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, | Brown, Gorman Pay ¥ es 
Allen, Dixon, MeMillan, Ransom, } Call, Gray Pettigre Walt 
Allison, Dolph, McPherson, Reagan, Carlisle Hale Pugi Washbu 
Bate, Edmunds, Manderson, Sanders Chandler, Hears Qua Wilson of Md 
Blair, Evarts, Mitchell, Sawyer, | Danie! Hoar Sander Wolco 
Blodgett, Frye, Moody, Sherman, So the amendment was rejected 
Batier, George, Morgan, Spooner, | nas 
Cameron, Haw pton, Paddock, Stewart, ! MESSAGE FROM THE H E 
Casey, Harris, Payne, Teller, | ; Z 
Coke, Hawley, Pierce, Turpie, | A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. M . 
Salen, Hissock, Plumb, Ven. | its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. 
Davis, Ingalls, Power, Wilson of Iowa. Res. 198) to permit Capt. George W. Davis, United Stat Army, t 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Fifty-two Senators having answered aes : > eee oo ct 28 ee Aas a b Vomngns , 
to their names, the roll-call will proceed upon agreeing to the amend- which it requested é 
ment. ENROLLED 1! 3 SIGNED. 
The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll on the amendment of Mr. | The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had ed 
McPHERSON. | the following enrolled |! and they wer thereupon ed 
Mr. BATE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- | President pro te 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were present, I should 4 bill (H. R. 6071) granting a pension to O. Herr ( und 
vote ** yea.”’ A bill (H. R. 8822) increasing pension of Samuel D che 
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CAPT, GEORGE W, DAVIS 


ESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 


lution from the House of Representatives which will be read 


jOan 
til 


Phe joint resolution (H. Res. 198) to permit Capt. George W. Davis, 
ed States Army, to accept a position in the Nicaraguan Canal 
Construction Company was read twice by its title. 

HAWLEY. The Military Committee reports in favor of that 
joint resolution. Iti>@ mere matter of form, and the company wish 
to begin the work immediately. I hope the Senate will concur with 
the House and pass it at this time. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally 
laid aside and the joint resolution now considered. Is there objection ? 

Mr. EDMUNDs. I should like that to go over until to-morrow in 
order that I may inquire into it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont objects 
to the present consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know that there is any use of appealing. 
J wish I could. Captain Davis is well known to be one of the ablest 
executive officers of the whole Army. He is an officer who has just 
finished important work, and the Nicaragua Company, to which we all 
feel in a general way very friendly, wants to borrow the captain for a 
time and perhaps they will keep him. The Secretary of War is quite 
willing that he shall go foratime. I can not imagine how there can 
be any objection to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We had some experience of this kind in respect 
of another military officer about some works in Philadelphia and in 
some other instances, and I do not think it has worked to the advan- 
tage of the public service to allow a military officer on the active-list 
pt private employment. I know Captain Davis and know how 
worthy he is. That is not the point at all. The point isin respect of 
its effect upon the corps and upon the public service, and I should like 
to think upon it until to-morrow morning if it does not make any dif- 
ference. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I give notice that I will call up the joint resolu- 
tion to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
considered, objection being made. 
PRINTING OF A REPORT. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the time of the Senate was occu- 
pied this morning for quite a period in the discussion of the printing 
in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of a certain report from the Interior 
Department, so that we might to-morrow morning have it earlier than 
if printed as a separate document. For the information of Senators, 
who find themselves sometimes in a great hurry, I wish to say that 
this printed paper has been in the Chamber fifteen minutes, and is now 
on every Senator s desk, It was away from here only a little over an 
hour. That can be done any day when wanted. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed on page 9, beginning in line 8, 


as follows 


‘nit 


to ace 


The joint resolution can not now be 


Whiting and paris white, dry, one-half of 1 cent per pound; ground in oil or 
putty, L cent per pound, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Thisis one of the most indefensible paragraphs 
which can be found in theentire bill. I move to amend it by striking 
out, ia line 8, the words ‘‘ one-half of 1 cent per pound ’’ and inserting 
‘20 percent. ad valorem,’’ My reason for itis this: Whiting and paris 
white, dry, isnow protected 128.16 per cent. ad valorem; the imported 
article costs only two-fifths of a cent per pound in Europe, and is of a 
very fine quality. On this half a cent is charged duty, equivalent to 
over 128 per cent. ad valorem. The American paris white or whiting 
is made in this country for considerably less, and upon it the duty of 
half a cent per pound is at least i50 per cent. ad valorem. Labor, ac- 
cording to the census of 1880, received only 9 per cent. The quantity 
imported is insignificant to the millions of pounds made in this country. 
It is used for whitewashiog purposes, and used almost entirely by the 
poorer classes. It ought to be on the free-list. 

It is used by the colored people North and South, more orless. This 
is 150 per cent. duty upon whitewash, on the cost of the American 
article. The English article is a fine article. Inthe unit of value fur- 
nished by the committee it costs two-fifths of a cent a pound, upon 
which a duty isimposed of half acent a pound, Therefore, I move to 
strike out the words to which I have referred and make it 20 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 9, line 8, it is proposed to strike out 
‘‘ one-half of 1 cent per pound ’’ and insert ‘* 20 per cent. ad valorem;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Whiting aud paris white, dry, 20 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it is impossible, without trespass- 

ing on the patience of the Senate, for me to follow the inaccuracies of 
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statement of the Senator from New Jersey, and I want now to enter a 
general protest as to all his remarks as made upon the ten or twelv: 
paragraphs we have last passed over; but his statement that paris 
white is used by the colored people of the South for whitewashing is 
a little too broad and a little too inaccurate to allow it to pass un- 
noticed. Ido not suppose there is a pound of it used for any such 
purpose, and if the Senator supposes that common whitewash is mad: 
from paris white or whiting he certainly is very much benighted. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. There is nothing but whitewashing that can 
be done with it. The same may be done withlime. This whiting o: 
paris white is used in every case almost where whitewashing is done 
especially in all of the better class of work. It only costs four-tenths 
of a cent a pound, and there is scarcely any importation of it, and ha 
a cent a pound duty is proposed while millions and tens of millions 
pounds are made in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator suppose this article covers white 
wash made from lime ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have not said it does. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then, why does he make that statement ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I did not say so. I say it is used forall white- 
washing purposes, for mixing purposes for the better class of whit 
washing. Ido not say that it is used for whitewashing fences, bu 
wherever whitewashing is done in an artistic way, calcimining, fo 
instance, it is used. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not used for ordinary whitewashing at al! 
It is used for calcimining. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not understand the Senator from Rhode Islan 
to controvert the statement made by the Senator from New Jersey a 
to the cost of this article in the foreign market and at home, nor do | 
understand him as controverting the enormous duty of 128 per cen! 
upon the basis of cost on the one article and 150 per cent. upon th: 
other. Now, although the Senator from New Jersey may be mistake 
if he is, as to the use of the article, 1 would rather hear the Senat 
from Rhode Island in justification of so enormous a duty as is impose: 
upon it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This paragraph covers both whiting and pari: 
white. They are so nearly alike physically, that is in general appear 
ance, that it is almost impos<ible for the appraising officer, the cus- 
toms officer, to tell the difference between the two. The duty levied 
by this paragraph is a high duty, it is true. on whiting, but it is a low 
duty on paris white. Paris white costs a cent and a halt to two cent: 
a pound, and this duty attached to this paragraph is a low duty upo: 
that article. It is a high duty apparently; that is, it is a high ad va 
lorem upon the lowest grade of whiting which is ground from chalk in 
this country, and the cost of which is all labor, chalk being admitted 
into this country free of duty. 

The cost of whiting is all labor, and the rate in the existing law is 
believed by the manufacturers to be essential to the preservation of the 
industry in this country. The Mills bill proposed exactly the sam 
rate of duty as is proposed in this paragraph. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the question that I was about to put to th: 
Senator in charge of this bill, what was the rate of duty imposed by 
the Mills bill upon this item as compared with the rate in this bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itisthesame. Even at the present rate of duty 
630,795 pounds were imported last year. 

Mr. McPHERSON, If the duty,as confessed by the Senator from 
Rhode Island, is extravagantly high upon whiting and not too high 
upon paris white, will he not consent to make twoschedules, in which 
he will give whiting and paris white each its appropriate amount o! 
protection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not open the door for fraud. As I said, i: 
is impossible to tell the difference between the articles by the looks 0! 
them. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. ThenI move to put the entire rate down to 20 
per cent., which is a sufficient rate of duty. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island in- 
forms us very solemnly that the Senator from New Jersey is not to be 
trusted in his calculations and statements about the cost of articles and 
the subjects to which they are made applicable in commerce and manu 
factures, etc. That will, of course, devolve upon us the necessity o 
asking a good many questions of the Senator from Rhode Island, be 
cause we have got to get information somewhere. We laymen in the 
Senate who are not experts upon the subject of tariff taxation and the 
mechanic arts and the like want information; but upon the particu 
lar topic under discussion, however, I believe I know as much as the 
Senator from Rhode Island 

Mr. ALDRICH. Probably more. 

Mr. MORGAN. Particularly that part of it which concerns the us: 
in my country, and I assure him that for walls which need repairing or 
whitewashing or calcimining and for all whitewashing purposes whiting 
is used very largely. It is used as a sort of set to the wash to make 
it firm, so that it will not rub off. In that way it is an article of very 
general consumption, and it is consumed by that class of people who 
work by day’s work for their bread and meat. They are the artists 
who apply whiting and lime in combination to walls and fences, inne! 
wails and outer walls, and soon. But the Senator from Rhode Island 
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and his committee seem to have organized themselves into collectors 
of asort of ‘* Peter’s pence’’ out of the bluing which the negro women, 
and the white women, too, use to clear their clothes in washing, and 
out of the whitewash which the negroes and other poor people use in 
decorating and purifying their houses and making them more comtort- 
able and more agreeable. 

Now, this is perhaps too small a matter for Senators of the United 
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States to concern themselves about, especially that class of Senators | 


who have in charge all the great, luxurious, and rich people of this 
country and the important manufacturers; but those of us who have 
still somewhat of the feeling of triendship for the common, struggling, 
laboring masses of the country feel more offended when an unveces- 


sary tax and a very high one is put upon an article of universal use | 


like this: and asthe tax is being collected as a sort of Peter’s pence 
out of the colored people we feel more offended than we do if a tax of 
a similar rate is put upon articles of greater value and in use amongst 
men of greater consideration and of better circumstances. 

I shall address myself, whenever I shall find occasion on this bill, 
even though it may give offense to the Senator from Rhode Island, and 
even though he may think it is unnecessary delay, to those questions 
and propositions contained in this bill which do affect the common poor 
people of this country; for if there are any people towards whom we have 
a trust resting upon our consciences which we are obliged to discharge 
in good faith and in sincerity and after due consideration, it is that 
class of people who have not got the social or political power to help 
themselves. 

It struck me as being a very unnecessary—to say nothing of the wis- 
dom of it—a very unnecessary tax to take the bluing that goes into 


the washerwoman’s tub toclear the clothing of the people of this coun- | 


try, to put a heavier tax upon that, or any tax at all. Those people 
ought not to be compelled to pay taxes for the privilege of washing our 
clothes, and there are millionsand millionsof them in the United States. 

The tax does not amount to a great deal of money in the aggregate, 
but when these people come to pay a small amount of money out of 
the little stipend upon which they arecompelled to live,and which they 
earn by the day’s work, it amounts to a great deal to them, and I think 
the Senator from Rhode Island would profit in a benevolent way if in 
no other way by trying to give some consideration in this bill to those 
people who deserve the protection of the Senate of the United States. 

It has often been remarked, and it can not be denied, that the frame- 
work of this bill bears down with great, peculiar,and unjust hardship 
upon the poorer classes of this country in respect of every taxed article 
that is on the schedules, and it requires a great deal of search to find 


any one single article on the free-list, as presented in this bill, that a | 


common poor man or poor woman uses, and a tariff law with such a 
hideous mark as that upon its forehead does not commend itself either 
to my consideration or my patience, and I shall assail it whenever I 
get an opportunity to do so, here and elsewhere. 

But first of all I wish to bring to the attention of the Senate these 
points that the Senator from New Jersey is elaborating with great care, 
and I thank him very much for it, because it is his duty to do it, and 
after that if the peopie of this country are to bave no consideration at 
all, those who labor and toil, and are poor, we shall have to appeal to 
them and ask them to try to exert some influence by their ballots 
upon the destinies of the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I presume that Senators want to leg- 
islate intelligently and that they want to legislate fairly. Now, a reso- 
lution was passed by this body requiring the Finance Committee to 
give a reason for all increases or reductions of the present rates of duty. 
That was for the purpose of furnishing the Senate with information 
and giving the country the reasons for our action. 

Chalk, which is the raw material from which this whiting is pre- 
pared, is admitted free of duty. The foreign article comes in without 
any charge whatsoever. Now, if many branches of manufactures can 
exist and flourish and make money at a rate of duty of 30, 40, 50, or 
60 per cent., why can not those who make this whiting from chalk live 
upon less than 128 per cent.? Why should we keep such an enormous 
duty upon this article unless for some special reason given by the com- 
mittee showing why this great branch of American industry can not 
exist unless it has this extraordinary protection ? 


It seems to me, sir, that it is trifling with a great subject. The 


| astonishing to me. 


people have to pay this tax, and it is no answer to say that itis a | 


small matter. It is the number of small matters that make the great 
matters, and hunting up the 
ing, and huntingup the sick man’s medicine, his cod-liver oil and his 
castor-oil, and a thousand little things of that sort, enable manufact- 
urers to makeimmense fortunes. Now, sir, I insist that it is due to 


yasherwoman’s tub and taxing her bin- | 


the people whose money we are taking from them by these tax bills | 
to show some reason why the simple coloring matter that goes‘into the | 


rough wall of the plaster and gives it a finished appearance, or what- | 
ever use it is applied to, should be taxed such an enormous rate as 128 | 


per cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, this is a very small matter, it is 
true, but Senators are making a good deal out of it. It is to be said 
of these two articles that are named in this paragraph that one is the 
ordinary plaster of paris and the other is the ordinary whiting to be 
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found in every part of the United S 
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it 
imported into this country last year, probably n 
Near the Canadian frontier there may 

models in plaster. 
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t nere 


es, an were 315 pounds 


ear the Canada border 
me choice whiting for 


They use plaster of paris tor models and it may be 


S¢ 


imported into one or two States of the continent, but I doubt very 
much whether a single pound of this ever reached North Carolina or 
any one of the Southern or Western States or outside of the line along 
the seashore or along the Canadian bord: 

We have in every State of the Union plaster-beds of the finest qual 
ity and kind. We have them in North Carolina, in Virginia, in New 
York, and almost everywhere, and this article is used to the amount 
ot millions of tons almost. It is used entirely for domestic supply. 
Now, whether or not there ought to be a duty on this insignificant arti- 


cle might be made a question, but as some of it is brought 
pecially the fine moldings that are used in Paris for moldin 
art, used especially by artists and brought here, certainly a 
duty ought to be paid upon it. Probably that which is br 
is better adapted for the work of artists. That is all the 

Whether this duty shall t 


any great d 


here, es- 
g works of 
reasonable 
vught here 
re is about it. 
kept on or not probably does not make 
ifference, but there is this reason in its favor, that probably 
this small duty by preventing any larger importation enables people 
in the United States, in every part of the country, to develop this in- 
dustry, and therefore mines are being opened and constantly worked. 

Some of it is calcined, and that makes plaster of paris. 
ground, and that makes manure of various kinds, 
purpose, especially in the Southern States. 
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Some of it is 
1 is used for that 
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made about this duty by an intelligent gentleman of New York. H 
says: 

My views in regard to the taking off of the tariff on paris white and w ng 
simply amount toa reduction of labor in the United States to the peo] 
ployed in the manufacture of these goods 

It can only be brought in competition up along that shore, along the 

- 5 ‘ 
shore of Lake Ontario. 

From what I have been able to learn, the whiting and paris white works in 
the United States are of a much better quality better equipped and in 
beiter shape every way than those on the other side, and save been led tobe- 
ieve that the wages paid are almost double what they are in foreign countries, 
I'o take the duties from these goods will necessitate a reduction of the cost of 


labor or a shutting down of the works,in my opinion 


That would probably only apply to a narrow region alo 
of Canada and probably to Boston, N 
where they bring in this article for 


or he border 
New York, an ier towns 


special purposes, as for making 

busts and statues. 
Although this seems small, and Senators are trying to be the poo 
man’s friend, I will say that no poor man in the United States eve 
probably uses a pound of this for his necessities, nor does the foreign a1 


ticle come into competition, except that which is sold for 
poses along the border or in cities by artists and to artists. 

Mr. GEORGE, Mr. President, I want to make an observation or 
two in reply to my friend from North Carolina who sits behind 
It seems that he has not kept up with the literature of the tariff q 
tion. He seems to think that when a tax is imposed upon an article 
it raises the price, and that this 128 per cent. tax that this bill proposes 
to put upon paris whiting is an increase of 128 per cent, on the cost 
which the poor white and black people of this country have to pay 
for it. 

Itis very lerstood. We have heard it in tl 
for months. We heard it years ago, that the 
cheaper it gets. 


special pur 


me, 


1es- 
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well un is Chamber now 


more you tax a thing the 
And it is also well understood that the manufacturers 
who have so persistently appeared bet te committee and 
House committee asking these duties to be imposed upon various 
cles which they manufacture did it with the simple view of having 
cost of the article which they manufacture decrease, so that they might 
be able by virtue of this tax to furnish the American people with all 
these articles at a cheaper rate than they otherwise could. The Nena- 
tor from North Carolina, coming like I do from the South, where the 
people are old-fashioned and do not keep up with th 
am sorry to say, has exhibited a dullness about this q 
inability to keep up with the literature of the tariff quest 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio say 
tax of 100 per cent. more upon this paris whiting is a very smal! mat- 
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ter. If we merely look to the amount of the article that is imported, 
it is asmaljl matter. There appears to be but about $56 in value im- 
ported, paying $5duty. But I wishto observe that this is used in all 
classes of painting where it is desired to dry it sooner than it would 


dry in ordinary oils, and it goes extensively every 


re. Millions of 


dollars’ worth of it is used in the country every year in the plastering 
and painting of buildings forrich and poor. Everybody that is able to 


have a plasterered or painted building it. There is almost none 
imported, and, therefore, in that sense it is a small matter, but 
use of it it is a very large matter. Now, what protection does it give to 
American labor and to American capital to say that we shall exclude 
$56 worth of this article? 

There must be some motive for putting this extraordinary rate of 
duty upon an article so small a portion of which has | 


uses 


in the 


er 


n imported. 
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What is that? If we undertook to hunt up a motive, what would it 
be? Simply to enable some trust in this country to augment the 


price of this article in common use 100 per cent. or more. Certainly | 


that is the effect of forming trusts. I do not know that a trust exists 
upon this article, but there is the temptation made to form a trust, if 
one does pot exist, in order to double the cost of this article, which 
zoes into almost every building that is plastered or painted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The Senator from Mississippi, and I think one of 
the other Senators who addressed the Senate upon this question, stated 
what a great burden the duty imposed by this paragraph placed upon 
the common people o! the country. 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The duty proposed by this paragraph upon whit- 
ing is half a cent a pound,.and I suppose the Senator {rom Mississippi 


aud the Senator trom Texas intended to have it understood that it adds | 


half a cent a pound to the cost of whiting in this country. The price 
of whiting in this country is about four-tenths of a cent a pound, vary- 
ing {rom thirty-five hundredths of a cent to forty-five hundredths of 
a cent, the average being, I think, below four-tenths of a cent a 
pound, 

Now, ifthe duty is invariably added, not only to the price of an im- 
ported article, but to the price of the corresponding domestic article, 
the price being less than the duty creates a paradox which I do not 


quite understand how the Senator from Alabama and the Senator from | 


Mississippi will solve. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the Senator why it is that this high 
tari{f is put upon this article if it does not increase the price? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I tried to explain that it was necessary in order to 
assess a duty upon paris white, which is a very much more expensive 


article, and that the physical qualities of the two are such that it is im- | 


possible by an examination to tell the difference between them. 

Mr. MORGAN, What is the necessity for putting such a heavy tax 
on paris white? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We are obliged to do that to enable our people to 


compete in the grinding and preparation of paris white. The duty is | 


not to exceed 25 per cent. on paris white. 

Mr. MORGAN. So that you have to associate the two together in 
order to keep down fraud ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. To prevent fraud. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘To prevent fraud. Does the Senator know where 
this article of whiting is chiefly manufactured ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. All over the country. 

Mr. MORGAN. Notalloverit. I never heard of any factory mak- 
ing itin the South. I never heard of any factory in the West. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I mean in the Northern part of the country. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is not the whole country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ina manufacturing sense it is, pretty nearly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now we have got it down to.the North. In what 
part of the North is it manufactured ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Plenty of it is manufactured in Sandusky, Ohio, 
and it is manufactured in Virginia, I happen to know itis, at Roanoke, 
in that State. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is it manufactured by American laborers exclu- 
sively, or by English, German, and Irish laborers? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Itis a very simple process. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was not asking about the process. I was asking 
whether it was manufactured by American or foreign laborers. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I guess in that region it is manufactured pretty 
much by darkies. 

Mr. MORGAN. In Sandusky? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is made largely in Iowa. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it can be found very largely in every State 
in the Union. I think it is in Alabama, from the formation of the 
country. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is mistaken about that. There is none 
in Alabama. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It is found where there is limestone. 

Mr. MORGAN. We shall probably get to making it after a while, 
but we are not making it yet. Ido not understand this problem, why 
it is necessary to put a very high tax on whiting in order to protect 
our people in the manufacture of it when none of it is imported of any 
consequence, when nothing is brought in trom abroad. If the duty 
does pot add to the price, I can not see the necessity for putting this 
absurd tax upon the books. There ought to be some good reason for 
every tax that is put upon the books in the way of a tariff law, some- 
thing to account for its being there, and I have not found anything yet 
in all this investigation. 

I suppose this is not one of the articles that have passed within the 
reach of monopolies or trusts. Ido not know. I will inquire of the 
Senator from Rhode Island if that is so and whether he is aware of aay 
trust upon whiting or paris white. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not. 

Mr. MOWGAN, None atall? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iknow of none. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator knows how to make lime? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes. 
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Mr. SHERMAN, Well, this is aspecies of lime, and that which is 
| Simp!y ground into powder by grinding in rough machinery is sold for 
manure. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not think the Senator understands it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That which is made into lime is part calcined, as 
| they call it. 

| Mr. MORGAN, The way you get lime is by slaking it with water. 
| There is no necessity tor grinding it to get it into a powder. 

| Mr. SHERMAN. Youcan not make lime until you burn it first. 

Mr. MORGAN, The Senator is quite mistaken about it being lime 
| atall. It is chalk, I understand. 

Mr. SHERMAN, it is called sulphate of lime, but the rock is a 
| little different material, a species of lime. Sulphate of lime, I sup- 
pose, would be the chemical name. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the proper name, but the ordinary lime is 
carbonate of lime. 

| Mr. MORGAN, I understand that. I do not know whether this 
| article is the subject of a trust or not. There must be something out. 
| There is somebody to be paid by this, I suppose, and that is what I am 
| trying to find out, whether it is an English syndicate or an American 
syndicate, and whether it is for the benefit of American laborers or o! 
| foreign laborers. 

| Mr. SHERMAN. . I do not think there are any more trusts about it 
| than about saw-mills and grist-mills. It would require very great 
capital. 

Mr. MORGAN, There are a good many timber syndicates in this 
country about saw-mills. They have got hold in my State, I know, 
and they have been all over the United States, and most of the reproaches 
that have been brought upon the administration of the land system have 
been in consequence of syndicates about saw-mills. So I am on thie 
lookout for them. They invade usin every direction. Inasmuch as 
the Senator from Rhode Island had shat off the Senator from New 
Jersey from giving any furthertestimony before the Senate by impeach- 
ing him on that, I thought I would inquire from the other side of the 
Chamber so as to get the facts before the body. 
| Mr.REAGAN. I desire tocorrecta statement which I made. Look- 
| ing along the line across the paper I made an error as to the value of 
| the imports of this whiting. I now find that the value of the imports 
was $2,460 and the amount of duties collected $3,154, leaving off the 
cents. So that my error, while it was an error in fact, in putting the 
value of the importations at $56 and the amountof the duties collected 
at $5 does not affect the question which I presented, that an enormous 
amount of this product is used, and the further fact that the very cheap- 
ness and character of it prevent its importation, which shows, as sug- 
gested by the Senator trom Alabama [Mr. MokGAN], that there must 
be some reason for this increase that is not apparent upon the surface. 

Why should there be 128 per cent. duty upon an article in com- 
mon use by everybody who plasters and paints houses, and miliions 
of dollars’ worth of which is used? There must be some reason for it. 
It is not to protect labor. It may be toe enable trusts to be formed to 
plunder the people out of millions of dollars a year. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I should also make a correction, as I was 
misled for the moment by the statement made by the Senator from 
Ohio as to plaster of paris. Plaster of paris is very largely made in 
my State, as I suppose itis in Ohio. I have no doubt it is used for 
the same object and the same purpose that paris whiting is used, 
though I am not clear about it. As I understand, paris white is made 
from chalk. The crude material is brought over, I take it, from Eng- 
land. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Paris whiting is made from chalk. 

Mr. ALLISON. I say I was misled by the statement that paris 
white was included intbis. Thisis ‘‘ whitingand paris white.’’ Now 
I see that the amount manufactured in the United States is about 
60,000 tons, which would be about 120,000,000 pounds. I do not 
know precisely what the cost of transportation may be, but I should 
think the cost of transportation on the manufactured article would be 
a little higher than upon the crude material or chalk. 

I suppose the object of this low duty—itis nota high duty, although 
it may be a high one ad valorem—is to enable this chalk to be ground 
in our own country rather than abroad. I suppose that is the object, 
and inasmuch as it sells for about the same price in the United States 
as it does in England, I can not see why it does not come within the 
definition stated by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] yes- 
terday, that while the competition in our own country produces enoug! 
to supply the consumption, that competition reduces the price here to 
the foreign cost. I understood that to be hisstatement yesterday. ‘So 
I do not think this duty is one to be departed from, and it is certainly 
not a very high duty. 

Mr.WANCE. I want to ask the Senator, before he takes his seat, 
whatis the use of keeping the duty standing here if it is not operative 
in any way for the benefit of the mannfacturer. Certainly, in behalf 
of the consumers, I want it removed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know, but I suppose the object is to en- 
able our own people to put this labor upon the raw material, chalk, in 
order that labor may not be put upon it in England or elsewhere where 
the chalk is found. I suppose that to be the object, otherwise the 
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duty would not be necessary, and we could import the whiting as we 
import the chalk. cg 

I nave here a statement made up two years ago respecting this arti- 
cle and many others in this chemical schedule, and | find the prices 
were here about the same as they were abroad for this article. 

I also find, however, in another column, the difference in wages ol 
the people envaged in this work in this country as compared with the 
wages of people who are manufacturing paris white abroad. I tind 
that the wages paid abroad ran from $3 to $6, and from $3 to 91 2 here 
per v eek, 

I think this is not a very great matter. We certainly produce all 
the white and paris white in the United States that we can consume, 
so that it comes within the definition of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. VANCE. If the duty does not enter into the cost of the product 
at all, nor any part of it, and it can not protect American labor, it seems 
to me that our American labor here is as cheap as the pauper labor ol 
Europe. Then why not throw the door open and let us have a fair 
chance and see who will get the benefit? To keep this enormous duty 
standing there staring us in the face, notwithstanding the denial of 
Senators, it seems to me must be for the purpose of beneliting the manu- 
facturers of the country in some way, and the proof of that is that they 
are opposing the removal of the duty. I do not see any reason why 
they are keeping it there, unless it is for the formation of trusts. They 
may be willing to have a trust and have the prices reduced aiter awhile. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] 
made a very pertinent inquiry. Ithad some particular object in view 
beyond, which may not have been exactly observable. Perhaps if he 
will turn to page 14 he will find that it is intended to put lime itself 
on the dutiable list at 6 cents per 100 pounds. It is also proposed to put 
limestone on the dutiable list, and with this amount of duty upon lime 
as against all foreign competition, if that is protective atall, it would 
make whiting even cheaper abroad than lime would be here. I do not 
know why the duty of 6 cents per 100 pounds is imposed on lime 
There is no duty on it now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. How much? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ten per cent. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Oh, yes; 10 per cent.ad valorem. Thenit is 
a difference between this 35 per cent. ad valorem, an advance of 256 
per cent. on lime, and I see that limestone has been pnt on the dutia- 
ble list to protect it, I suppose, against the imported limestone. | 
believe it is put on the same list with granite. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been always on the dutiable list. 

Mr. McPHERSON. There never has been a duty of 25 per cent. 
The duty that you are putting upon lime here is exactly the same num 
ber of cents. that I pay for it delivered on my farm ia New Jersey ready 
to be used on my land. You impose the same duty upon it that I pay 
for it delivered ready for use. 

Now let us go back to the old question. There is one thing very evi- 
dent, that the 630,795 pounds of whiting, or of paris white, which came 
into this country last year cost abroad four-tenths of a cent a pound, ac- 
cording to the invoices, and that it did pay 128 percent. duty. There- 
fore it is that even the amount that came in, and, if the duty be re- 
tained, all that will come in, must pay 128 per cent. duty, which is 
equivalent to absolutely prohibiting the product from coming into the 
country; apd, according to the statement made by the Senator from 
Towa and the Senator irom Khode Island, it was even selling lower 
here than abroad. 

It does enable the American producers to avoid the competition of 
the foreign producers. It does enable them to form a trust and com- 
bination in this country to put up the price to any figure they please. 
So far as competition can interfere, a tariff alone does not protect, be- 
cause of the simple fact that, as labor in this country is to-day cheaper 
than labor in any other part of the earth, home competition may come 
in and destroy any protection which the tariff gives. 

But when you come to take the tariff and the trust together, then 
you have got absolute protection. A tariff to keep out the foreign ar- 
ticle, a trust, a combine, to protect, to limit the sale, to fix the wages 
of labor employed in the manufacture of the domestic article, can deiy 
the world. Maintain this duty of 128 per cent., and then you are 
exactly in the position that the Republican party of this country are 
steering, with high rates of duty to assist the combinations and trusts, 
in order that the manufacturers and the producers in this country may 
be able to secure from the consumer any price they see fit to name. 
That is the Republican idea, the Republican policy, and in that respect 
it differs from the American idea and the Democratic policy, which 
is protection to American labor by giving to American labor all the 
protection it needs to compete successtully with foreign labor. 

Mr. DAWES. That is a “tariff for revenue only,’’ is it not? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. No, it is nota “ tariff for revenue only.’’ but it 
is a tariff sufficient for the purpose of revenue, and it is a tariff so ad- 
justed that it may protect the wages of American labor. 

The idea that the Democratic party is a free-trade party is an idea 
long ago exploded. The idea that there can be such a thing as iree 
trade in a country like this is absolute nonsense. 
that there ean beany free-trade party here, when we know very well that 


The idea is absurd | 
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of it is to resort to direct taxat when you resort to direct taxa 
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Mr. HAWLEY. I unders it Lv a le cou 
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Mr. McPHERSON Not at al 

Mr. HAWLEY Well, the Senat said so 
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Mr. HAWLEY : iz to Kc eS I ( it Britain is 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. Great Britain, of course, is what they call a free- 
trade country in this respect: Great Britain collects her revenue from 
spirits, from tobacce, and from things of that kind. She does not collect 
her revenues upon those articles which enter into the every-day con 

} 


sumption of the people. Tl 
people of Great britain is 


Mr. HAWLEY The S 


which duties are collected in 


every-day « 





their cotiee, and so or 





Mr. MCPHERSON. They do not come into competition with any 
article of English production whatever. Every particle of the tax goes 
into the treasury 

Mr. HAWLEY. I want to ask the Senator one more question. He 
was understood by the gentlemen about me to say that labor was 
c iper in the United States than anywhere else. He was so under- 
stood by several around me, and I was somewhat surprised (though I 
have no reason to be surpr l at anything the Senator may say about 
it) to hear him say that r much cheaper in the United State 
than anywhere else. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I say that labor in this country, when meas- 
ured by the product of labor, i than it is elsew [ shall 
Dav OcCaS10N SO e aay very so perhaps, to quote the b ible I l 
distinguished Senator trom New York | Mr. EvARtTs] in a report which 
he sent to Congress wil S etar Oo state; and rt q yt what 
was said by the present retary of State, Mr. Blaine, in a report 
which he sent Congress « vevying such information as our consuls 
abroad we , yg t St > Department respecting tue cost ol 
labor a vad and | 

I read to-day trom the rep th ibor Co ission f the Uni- 
ted States wi 3] ttoa vie Perhaps the enat vas 
not present D bad tha ider consideration Speaking 
of the s I ( r ¢ > pr se a ity 0 511 a ton, 
is you say t t neric ‘ iployed in ‘ acturing steel 
rail | no rtIs ved that the la ( wnufacturing 
i to s I t S l 1 less t! l ita p e 
up the con ro 1 Great brita 

I n show 1 vO ) tot oot is ustr 3 
State of Massachusetts, fror tot test ny, a eofs ‘ 
consisting of one dre ( ‘ ul An can labor with 
American machinery, int State M wchusett t much | ) 
make them than they cost in any other country upon the earth as to 
the labor-cost. I can show you, further 

Mr. DAWES. Do you not think that isa good argument for prot 
tion ? 

Mr. M [ERSON. I< show you rther, that t t 
t l ture irpet 3 ess to-« Philad ) nm Nn 
orale i qnalities o : D rt upon ost all, t t 
1S 1n the Carpet Manu tore i toe Ww I itsiK oi t United Sta 

I can show you that the class of goods that I have now upon my ba 
can be made in Philadelphia, and are made there, at a labor-cost scarce 
above what they would cost abroad 

l ma take up this great list of t d read fr t t 
which ought to convince anybody if he w 1 take the trouble to dis- 
sect the tables,that labor in this country does not receive that measure 
of protection and bounty and profit which the Republican party say 
they give to it. 

Mr. PLATY. According to Ser temept it does not re- 
quire any protection, then? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I say t! - 

Mr. PLATT. If the labor cost in this country is less than it 
abroad, then the Senator would be in favor of no duty f pury 
of protecting labor 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator’s question is a very ingenious one 


| but there is something that 





senator must know that the articles from 


mption ol 


t Great Britain levies upon the 


+ 


tax that nobody is compelled to pay. It 
is a voluntary and not an involur 





tax. 


) } , hint ' 
England are the articles which enter into 


everybody, their spirits, their tea, and 











ought to precede that, if the Senator pro- 








— mea meen 
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ceeds, as he does, to tax every article of raw material that goes into a 
factory, so that the factory itself can not sell its goods in any market 
outside of the American market, certainly labor can not be employed, 
because the factory can not live; but if you will take the tax off the | 
material that goes into the factories of America, and then put, if you 
please, everything down to a 30 per cent., or even a 25 per cent., 
duty, you would then protect American labor to all the extent that 
American labor needs protection, and you would then give it almost 
double the wages you do now, i: you gave to labor the fall measure 
you afford the factory. 

That is the argument; and before we get through with this discus- 
sion you will see it in the same light I do, unless you are determined 
that you will not believe the statementsof the Commissioners of Labor 
and the people whom you have employed and paid out of the public 
‘Treasury at public cost to give you this informatien. I will read from 
this report a single statement. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘The Senator will allow me a word before he reads the 
extract. Iam not questioning his power to convince me on the sub- 
ject, but I think the Senator will have very hard work to convince the 
men in New Jersey, who are getting two, three, or four times as much 
a day for their labor under a protective tariff as they otherwise would, 
that it would be better for them to have protection taken off. 

Mr. McPHERSON. That would be a very strong argument if it 
were true. Now, then, I turn again to this report, which I brought 
here for the purpose of reading out of it a short extract for the benefit 
of my distinguished friend from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] with re- 
spect to the labor-cost in a ton of steel rails, and which I read for his 
edification and entertainment to-day, and after reading it discovered 
he was absent. I read from Carroll D. Wright’s report—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What page? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I read from page 35, about which I heard the 
remark it was all guess-work. Now, let me read the context that fol- 
lows the explanation, like the explanations which the Committee on 
Finance make to their tariff bill. He says: 


The cost for labor is drawn from pay-roll and is exact, but the costs for all 
other purposes are estimated. 


He gives the cost of material, etc., which includes, of course, all the 
cost of production, labor included. 

Mr. PLATT, If I may be permitted one other inquiry, does the dis- 
tinguished authority whom the Senator quotes state where he com- 
mences in the process to apply his rule by which he finds the labor-cost ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In every case, if the Senator will take the cost 
of the material, and the cost of the material here represents it at that, 
particalar stage at which that particular manufacture begins. 

To illustrate: A ton of iron ore has aduty of 75 per cent. protection. 
Whatever that may increase the cost of a ton of iron ore it enters into, 
of course, the protection then found upon a ton of manufactured iron, 
which is $6.72 per ton. Now, then, you have got all the protection 
which your tariff can enforce upon the different stages of manufacture | 
until you reach the iron itself from which you proceed to make the steel 
rail. Mr. Carroll D. Wright says at that point I now begin to tell 
you the cost of manufacturing from a ton of iron one ton of steel rails. 
So you see there is no question and no doubt about it. The material 
of which he makes it includes all the protection and all the cost in 
every stage of the manufacture prior to the time you reach the point 
when you begin to make the rail. 

So, therefore, Mr. President, this duty of 128 per cent. upon white- 
wash, under the Republican policy should remain in this bill, and I 
shall feel very much surprised if any gentleman on that side of the 
Chamber moves to strike it out. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I confess to some bewilderment at 
the stage at which this discussion has arrived. The Senator from 
Rhode Island informed me that I was mistaken in supposing that the 
object of this tax was to cheapen the foreign product, for he said that 
the tax as proposed in the bill exceeded the price of the foreign prod- 
uct and that the domestic product had also become cheaper than the 
foreign product. So the great object of the protectionists, as I under- 
stand them, in levying these taxes being to reduce the cost of the Amer- 
ican product to the American consumer, has already been attained; 
that wished-for haven has been reached; and so I am now bewildered 
to ascertain for what purpose this tax, which exceeds the cost of the 
American product, is levied. 

I have been for the last few minutes indulging in a little conjecture 
upon that subject, and calling to mind what transpired in this Chamber 
in 1883 I have possibly found an explanation of this tax. When the 
tariff bill of 1883 was before this body, as a Senator from Mississippi 
and from the South, where we havea large number of persons, females, 
grown and children, who, owing to the hard climate in the summer 
which we have there, are unfit for field labor—recognizing this fact I 
thought I would ask the American Senate to encourage American labor 
in Mississippi, and in Alabama, and in the other Southern States—I asked 
the American Senate to take off the tariff tax upon machinery for the 
manufacture of cotton and jute and woolen goods in the hope that the 
cost would be reduced. 

I then labored under the delusion that the tax added to the cost. I 


suppose it is a delusion if I am to believe the statements made by the 
Senators upon the other side. I then labored under the belief or the 
delusion, whatever it may be, that if the tax was taken off machinery 
for the manufacture of these goods, this machinery would come in and 
be bought by the Southern people for a very much less price than it 
was then sold for, and in that way, in our impoverished condition, 
when we had not recuperated from the losses of the war, we might be 
enabled to establish some cotton and woolen manufactures in our 
midst. 

I made an argument of about that sort to the Senate then, and 
pointed out the fact of the large number of persons there, females, 
women, and children, who were unfitted to work in the fields in the 
hot suns of June and July, and who might, if we could establish fac- 
tories there, be enabled to get suitable employment not exposed to the 
sun. The Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. HoAR], whois not now present opposed the reduction, and 
opposed it upon this singular ground, the ground of philanthropy and 
love for the deluded and ignorant people of the South and for their de- 
luded and ignorant Senator who was asking for the admission of for- 
eign machinery. They informed us that the foreign machinery was of 
no account; that it was not suitable for work; that the American ma- 
chinery was far better, and if we were allowed to purchase this for- 
eign machinery we would purchase that which would be to our own 
injury. 

Mr. President, that philanthropic argument, like some of the argu- 
ments which have been made since, rather bewildered me. I could 
not question the sincerity of the Senator from Rhode Island and the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and for a half hour after my amendment 
was voted down I was under the impression that that vote of the Sen- 
ate was cast solely upon the ground that if my amendment was passed 
we should go into the foolish business of buying foreign machinery, 
build our factories, and when we got the machinery there it would be 
all worthless, or at least so far inferior to the American machinery that 
it would all turn out to be a loss. 

But, Mr. President, about the time I convinced myself of the phi- 
lanthropic motives of the Senator from Rhode Island we reached an- 
other clause of the bill, in which it was proposed to admit foreign 
machinery of a certain character for manufacturing free of duty, and 
upon this ground—very singular to me at that time—upon the ground 
that whilst the foreigners made the machinery which Mississippi and 
Alabama and Georgia wanted so inferior that if we were allowed to 
import it we would be ruined, those same foreigners were making ma- 
chinery which our friends in Rhode Island and New England wanted 
of such a superior class that it was absolutely necessary, in order to 
foster manufactures in that section of our country, that the machinery 
should come in free, 

So now, Mr. President, having refreshed the recollection of the Sen- 
ate by this historical incident which transpired in our presence, and 
having all the objections which I entertain in reference to this tax 
about cheapening the product knocked from under me by the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island, I conclude that theonly reason 
for the imposition of this 128 per cent. tax upon an article which costs 
less than the amount of the tax, and which is made cheaper in Amer- 
ica than in England, is solely for the purpose of preventing the igno- 
rant and deluded people of America from buying the inferior foreign ar- 
ticle instead of the superior American article. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator from New Jersey, who has alluded to the cost of steel rails and 
referred to the document which his a'ready been spoken of, to pages 
34 and 35, and I will take the very first item. It gives eleven estab- 
lishments altogether, but I will begin with No. 1 and stop at No. 1, 
because it illustrates the whole. He will seein that table that the 
gross cost of the material that made the 4,382 tons of steel rails was 
97,360. Theysay that out of that, to reduce the gross cost from scrap, 
cinder, etc., $4,860, made the net cost of the material—which of 
course involves immense labor behind it, but I leave that out now— 
$92,500. 

Then running through, labor, $6,748; officials and clerks not given; 
fuel $4,820, and that cost labor, I take it; supplies and repairs, $4,382, 
which I take it cost labor; taxes, $219; we get a total outcome from 
that net start of $92,500 of $108,669, leaving off the odds under $10, 
which would make a gain of $16,000 on that particular run of 4,382 
steel rails—$16,000 gained by the process. How much does labor get ? 
Six thousand seven hundred and forty-eight dollars, almost half of the 
whole thing on labor alone, and when you add to it the labor of the of- 
ficials and clerks, the labor in the fuel and labor in supplies and repairs, 
instead of having 10 percent. of labor, you have more than 80 per cent. 
of labor. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Why will the Senator confuse the statement 
by taking that mixed-up affair which he has referred to? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mixed-up affair! It is the affair the Senator 
stands on. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Why will not the Senator come down to the 
next table, and find the element of cost in a single ton, where we know 
what the value of a ton of iron ore is? We know very little iron ore 
in this country is worth $22a ton. Now, as you will find, the gross 
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amount of iron ore besides the material is given at $22.218. Now, | 


then, the value of the scrap and cinder is $1.09. The value net, then, 
of the material is $21.109. Now, you proceed to take up the item of 
labor. What does labor cost in making that ton of steel rails? 

In No. 1 of these industries—he numbers them, he does not name 
them—it was $!.540; in No. 2 it was $1.382. Those are both estab- 


lishments in the northern district of the United States. Now we | 


come to No. 3. No. 3 was $1.043; No. 4 was $2.519. This is upon 
the continent of Europe, remember. No. 5 was $4.611; No. 6 was 
$2,583: No. 7 was $2.689; No. 8 was $2.974. Weare still on the con- 
tinent of Europe. No. 9 was $2.01. Now we go to Great Britain, our 


great competitor. Here we have two of her establishments—No. 10 | 
was $2.548 per ton; No. 11 was $1.368. We have fonnd one in Great 


Britian which comes very near corresponding with one in the United 
States. , = 
So, therefore, when you take the elements of cost in a single ton ol 


manufacture you find that labor costs less here than inany other conn- | 


try that Carroll D. Wright could find; less than on the continent of 
Europe, where they have the pauper labor; less than in Great Britain; 
and when I come to compare with this the further statement of the 
cost of the manufacture of iron in other parts of the United States, I 
find that it is very much lower still. 

Now, the Senator will not pretend to #ay that this material cost in 
the schedule to which I have called attention, which is the one lowest 
down on page 35, does not represent or intend to represent the cost of 
the material which enters into a ton of steel rails. If he does not deny 
that, the argument is ended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not affirm or deny anything until my friend 
has finished, and then I will state what I have to say. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam through. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I read the very table that the Sen- 


35; and I took No. 1 out of ten, being the northern district of the 


Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoORHEES 
Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with t 


| Senator from Arkansas | Mr. Ber! 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his n » was called I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland | Mr. Witson lhe Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] is paired with the Senator from Tennessee 


{[Mr. BATE]. Wehave transferred those pairs; so that I vote ‘‘ nay 
and the Senator from Tennessee can also \ 


i 


rhe roll-call was concluded 


Mr. BATE. Iam paired with the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr 
HoAR], but under the arrangement stated I vote ‘* yea 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Illinois | Mr. Fal 
WELL]. In his absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the Senator from Vermont | Mr. Mo 
voted ? 


fhe PRESIDENT pro tem; Ife is not recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am paired with that Senator and withhold my 
vote. I should vote ‘‘yea’’ if I were not paired. 

Mr. HISCOCK,. I suggest that the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. 
HAkRIS| and the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] exchange 
pairs. 

Mr. HARKIS. I will consent to that arrangement. I vote ‘‘ yea 

Mr. SANDERS. I vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to announce that my colleague [ Mr. 
KENNA] is detained from the Senate by illness, and is paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.Lcorr}. 

Mr, PLATT. I wish to announce that the Senator from Virginia 


| [Mr. BARBOUR] is paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. 


Mr. SQUIRE (after having voted in the negative). Has the Senator 


| from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] voted 
ator from New Jersey referred to as the cost of the production of steel | 
rails in various establishments in various States, at the top of page | 


United States, and I read the figures correctly I believe. If the Senator | 


will read them he will see, I think, that I stated the case correctly, 
starting with the ingots in that particular case, amounting when turned 
into rails to 4,382 tons of rails; that out of a gain of $16,000, in round 
numbers, labor directly in that very work was $6,748, and the fuel, 
which involves labor, was so much; supplies and repairs, which in- 
volve labor, so much; clerks and officials,so much more. So the Sen- 
ator will see, if the tables that he stands by are correct, that the ele- 
ment which enters into the production of a steel rail is almost entirely 
labor, and when he goes down to the elements of the cost in one ton, if 
he will look at ita little more carefully, he will see it harmonizes with 
what it is before. I will not take the time to go over it. 

Mr. PLATT. In that matter of one ton the net cost of material is 
given as $21.10, leaving off the fraction. The process increases that 
cost to $24.79. The process, tien, increases the cost from the material 
to the finished product $3.69. Of that $1.54, or nearly 50 per cent., 
is direct labor, not including what is included in supplies and fuel. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Officials and clerks, fuel, supplies, and taxes. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What I intended to show from this table was 
exactly what labor received out of the product. There is the product 
here amounting to $24.97. Ivrepresents a ton of steel rails out of which 
labor has only got in the manufacture of the rails $1.54. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me ask the Senatora question. I should like to 
know what argument he makes from this table. 

Mr. McPHERSON. My argument is, simply, that in the manu- 
facture of a ton of steel rails labor only receives $1.54 as the entire la- 
bor-cost of manufacture. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is entirely incorrect. 

Mr. BLAIR. Would the Senator consider that as an argument 
really when everything that the ton of steel rails is made of is labor? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That entered into the cost of the rail. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not see any pertinency to it as an argument bear- 
ing on the question of protection, since it is all labor that is in the ton. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
reported. 


The SECRETARY. In line 8, paragraph 58, strike out ‘‘ one-half of 


1 cent per pound”’ and insert 20 percent. ad valorem;’’ so as to read: 
Whiting and paris white, dry, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. McPHERSON, [I call for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the 
amendment. . 


The yeas and nays were ordered: and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 


ator from South Dakota (Mr. Perricrew]. If he were here, I should | 


vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called), 
Senator from Michigan [ Mr. StocKBRipGE]. 

Mr. POWER (when his name was called) 
Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. COKE (when Mr. REAGAN’s name was called). My colleague 
{Mr. REAGAN] is paired with the Senator from Montana [ Mr. PoweER]. 
If my colleague were here he would vote ‘‘yea,”’ 


XXI——499 


Lam paired with the 


I am paired with the 


The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I withdraw my vote, but I should be pleased to 
exchange pairs with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], if the 
Senator from Florida will make the exchange. 

Mr. PASCO. ‘That will be entirely satisfactory 


The PRESIDEN'T pro tempore. The Senator from Washington will 
then vote. 
Mr. SQUIRE. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 


Mr. PASCO. Under the arrangement announced, I will vote *‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] is 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FryE]. We have made a 
transfer so that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] is paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], and the Senator from Maryland 
and I will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. GORMAN. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis]. 


The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 31: as follows 


YEAS—22. 
Bate, Faulkner Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Blackburn, George, McPherson rurpie, 
Butler Gorman Morgan, Vance 
Carlisle, Gray, Pasco, Vest 
Cockrell, Hampton, Plumb 
Coke, Harris, Pugh 
NAYS—31. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Ingalls, Sanders, 
Allen, Dolph, MeMillan, Sawyer 
Allison Edmunds Manderson Spooner 
Blair, Evarts, Mitchell, Squire, 
Cameron, Hale, Moody, Stewart, 
Casey, Hawley, Pierce, Teller, 
Cullom, Higgins Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Hiscock, Quay, 
ABSENT—31. 
Barbour Davis, Kenna, Stanford 
Berry, Eustis, Morrill, Stockbridge 
Blodgett, Farwell, Paddock, Voorhees, 
Brown, Frye, Payne, Walthall 
Call, Gibson Pettigrew Washburn 
Chandler, Hearst, Power, Wilson of Md 
Colquitt, Hoar, teagan, Wolcott 
Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Sherman 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The remaining clause of paragraph 58 was read, as follows 

Ground in oil, or putty, 1 cent per pound, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think that ought to be changed to 25 per cent, 
ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator propose an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I movethatamendment. I move tostrike out 
‘1 cent per pound’ and insert ‘'25 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to 
read: : 

Ground in oil, or putty, 25 per cent, ad valorem, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Chief Clerk read the next paragraph, as follows 

59. Zine, oxide of, dry, 1} cents per pound; ground inoil, 1? cents per pound, 
Paragraph 60 was read. 


Ske Ot Ree 
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{ f lhe amendment of the Committee on Finance was, after the words 
; ef | valorem,’’ in line 19, to strike out the remainder of the paragraph 
is in the lollowing words 
i colors,mixed or ground with water or solutions other than oil, 
sliy known as artists water color paints 50 per cent, ad valorem 
» as to make the paragraph read: 
er palnts and colors, whether dry or mixed, or ground with oil, in- 
ms, smalts.and frostings, not specially provided for in this 





ors of all kinds, in tubes or otherwise, 25 per cent. ad 


| The question is on agreeing to the 
(iment proposed | 7 the committee. 
’vLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
the articles which are stricken out in this amendment of the 
enat ippear rain in the bill. 
Mr. ALDRICH, Chey will be dutiable at 
rst part of the paragraph 
Mr. PLUM Will that general description cover it? 
I ALDRICH Yes. The language should be changed in the fif- 
lime ‘*With’’ should be stricken out and the words ‘in water 
serte ‘*eround in water or oil,’’ ete. 
‘RESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
agreed to, if there be no objection. It 

The Senator from Rhode Island suggests an amendment, 


will be tated. 


ESIDENT pro tempo 


25 per cent. ad valorem 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| so as to read: 


CO ittee will be considered : 


wreed to 


lhe Secerrary. After the word ‘‘ ground,’’ in line 15, strike out 
with ind insert ‘‘ in water or;’’ so as to read: 
ther paints and colors, whether dry or mixed, or ground in water or 
ol) iding lakes, crayons, smalts, and frostings, etc 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 

Poragraph 6T was read. 

Che amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 9, line 
24, alter the word ‘‘ white,’’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert “* five 
and one-half;’’? and on page 10, line 1, after the word ‘‘ brown,’’ to 





: strike ont “‘two’’ and insert ‘‘ three and one-half;’’ s0 as to make the 

; paragraph read: 

} \cetate of lead, white, 5} cents per pound; brown, 3} cents per pound. 

: Mir. MCPHERSON, The present rate of duty upon acetate of lead 

: |G cents per pound; one has the equivalent ad valorem of 183 per 

A ent., the other an equivalent ad valorem of 117.17 per cent. in the 

; ting law The House of Representatives struck out the 4 cents 
per pound and inserted 2 cents per pound. They struck out the 6 


cents per pound and inserted 3cents per pound. In other words, they 
educed the duty just one-half. The Senate committee, however, have 
increased it above that to 5) cents per pound and 3} cents per pound. 
In one case the rate of duty is 90.85 and in the other 107.36 per cent. 
{should like te be informed, if possible, why it is that after the House 
of Representatives made this very proper reduction the Senate com- 
nittee propose to raise the rate of duty. What reason can be given 


Mr. ALDRICH. To make the schedule in relation to lead products 
+t ‘ metrical and consistent. The duty upon white lead is 3 cents per 
nd by this bill as it came from the House of Representatives, 3 cents 
. pound under the existing law. The duty on acetate of lead, which 
is an advanced and costly produet of white lead, is 6 cents a pound at 
the present time. The committee propose to reduce it to 5) cents. I 
can not understand the principle by which the other House made the 
reduction to 3 cents. I know that it would be inconsistent and errone- 
ous todo that from the fact that we fix the same rate of duty upon white 
acetate of lead that they did upon white lead, and white acetate is an 
advanced and, as I say, a costly product of white lead. 
Mir. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, this is another most potent il- 
lustration of the charge I have been making against this committee 
: ever since this debate began—that the whole structure of this bill was 
; upon the idea of protecting trusts and combinations. As everybody 
knows, we have a most formidable lead trust in this country, and ace- 
tate of lead is one of the produets which is made from lead. Follow- 
ing this paragraph of the bill you will find along list—litharge, nitrate 
of lead, orange mineral, red lead, white lead, and so on—all of them 
ij raised in order to protect the lead trust, and the lead trust in turn ab- 
solutely controls the manufacture of each and every one of these ar- 
ticles. That isthe reason why the duties are raised. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, on thesubject of the trust in lead and 
oil, referred to by the Senator from New Jersey, I beg leave to read a 
statement made by a distinguished and leading firm, as I am informed, 
in the city ef New York, published in the Journal of Commerce. ‘The 
statement is made by the firm of F. W. Devoe & Co., 101 Fulton street, 
New York, and was published originally in the Journal of Commerce, 
concerning the trust upon lead andeil. Iwill read it; it is very short. 
This firm state: 


We used 
trusts have « 


give an idea of the 


ike a discount for export higher than for the home trade, but the 
mpletely destroyed the export trade in paints and varnishes. To 
jury trasts have done us, you will readily see. Linseed- 
oil to-day is selling in England at 34 cents per gallon; we are paying 62 cents 
per gallon tothe trust. This isa difference of 80 per cent. in favor of the Eng- 
lish manufacturer. White lead is selling in England at 4 cents per pound; we 
are paying 6; net, making a difference of 60 per cent. against us. We ean not 
buy our oil in England, as there is a tariff of 25 cents per gallon on oil; thus, 
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with freight, insurance, and other charges, it brings the price of oil the slightest 
fraction over the price charged by the trust. They are now talking of raising 
the tariff on linseed-oil. This w.'| enable the trust to again raise their price 
onit. Asan illustration of the injury this trade is receiving, we can assure you 
that if the MeKinley bill were to pass, and could be guarantied to us for ten 
years, we could make thousands of dollars each year by removing our plant to 
England, manufacturing there, and importing the goods; indeed at the present 
time there are many articles that we can buy, paying all charges of importation 
and put into our show-rooms, at less money than we can manufacture. This is 
particularly true in the case of chrome yellow and other preparations in which 
white lead and linseed-oil are ingredients. Before the formation of the lead 
and linseed-oi) trusts we were exporting these goods. 

It seems that the Committee on Finance has made a compromise and 
has given them nearly everything they asked on linseed-oil, and this in- 
crease of duty upon the lead product seems to be in pursuance of that ar- 
rangement, to accommodate the trusts and enable them to put up th 
prices upon the people. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I believe I have moved noamend- 
ment respecting this paragraph, but I will do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to th 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. MCPHERSON., I wish to strike out ‘‘5)}’’ and insert ‘*3.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. That question is presented in the committee amend- 
ment. The House bill is 3 cents and the committee amendment is 5! 
cents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tenfpore. If the committee amendment is dis- 
agreed to the rate of duty will be 3 cents. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to change it exactly to correspond with 
the House provision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let it be understood, if you please, that the 
vote will include both amendments of the committee in the paragraph. 
I wish to amend both so as to leave the paragraph exactly as the bill 
came from the other House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then, if there be no objection, the 
two amendments will be treated as one question, and the yeas and nays 
having been ordered, will be taken upon both amendments. The Sec- 
retary will call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask, for information simply, whether we are 
voting now upon the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey or 
the amendment of the committee ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey pro- 
posed no amendment. The question is on the committee amendments. 
The roll will be called. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLODGETT (when his nume was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [ Mr. SrocKBRIDGE]. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. If he were present, I should vote 
*‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morritx]. It he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs]. I suggest to the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], as he is paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Fry], that we transfer our pairs so that the Senator from Maine 
and the Senator from Arkansas will stand paired and we can both vote. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will make that arrangement with pleasure. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [ Mr. Evarts]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evsris]. 

Mr, PLATT (when his name was called). The Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. BArBouR] is paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
JonES], and I vote ** yea.’’ 

Mr. POWER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. COKE (when Mr. REAGAN’sS name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. REAGAN] is pairedavith the Senator from Montana [ Mr. PowEr]. 
If my colleague were here, he would vote “‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voorness]. If it is agreeable to gentle- 
men upon the other side, I shall transfer that pair to the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MorriL], whois paired with the Senator from Tennes- 
see [Mr. HARRIS], and the Senator from Tennessee and myself will be 
permitted to vote. 

Mz. HARRIS. I have no objection. to that arrangement. 

Mr. SANDERS. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wizson]. The Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. BATE] is paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
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[Mr. Hoar]. We transfer our pairs so that the Senator from Tennes- 
see and myself can vote. I vote ‘ yea.”’ 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. My pair having been transferred to the Senator fron 
Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES], I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. GORMAN. I vote “‘ nay. ”’ 

Mr. BATE. Iam paired with the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
HoAk}. I understand an arrangement to transfer my pair has been 
made, which is satisfactory, and I vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Vr. SQUIRE. I have arranged with the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGAN] to transfer his pair with the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Evarts] to the Senator trom Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], with 
whom I am paired, so that the Seiator from Alabama aud myself can 


vote. I vote ** yea. 

Mr. MORGAN. I vote “‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the affirmative). I notice that 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] is not recorded. As 


I have a general pair with him, 1 withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT prot Che Senator from Rhode Island with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
shire [Mr. BLAIR] if he 
[Mr. Groras}. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly, if he is absent. He has been 
afternoon. I did not notice his absence on this roll-call. 
the affirmative. I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
withdraws his vote. 


pore. 


I wish to inquire of the Senator from New 
AT; 
i 


is not paired with the Senator from Mississipp! 


here all the 
I voted in 


The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 16; as follows: 


Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Allison, 
Cameron, 
Cullom, 
Dawes, 
Dolph, 


Bate, 
Butler, 
Carlisle, 
Cockrell, 


Barbour, 
Berry. 


Blackburn, 


Blair, 
Blodgett, 
Brown, 
Call, 
Casey, 
Chandler, 
Colquitt, 
Daniel, 


Edmunds, 


Hale. 
Hawley, 
Higgina, 
Hiscox k, 
Ingalls, 


Me Millan, 


Coke, 
Faulkner 
Gorman, 
Gray, 


Davis, 
Dixon, 
Eustis, 
Evarts, 
Farwell, 
Frye 
George, 
Gribson, 


Hampton, 


Hearst, 


Hoar, 


YEAS—27. 
Manderson, 
Mitchell, 
Moody, 
Pier« e, 
Platt, 
Quay, 
Sanders, 

NAYS—16. 
Harris, 
McPherson, 
Morgan, 


Pugh, 


ABSENT—4I1. 


Sawyer, 
Spooner, 
Squire, 

Stewart, 

Teller, 

Wilson of Iowa. 


Ransom, 
Turpie, 
Vance, 
Vest. 


Jonesof Arkansas, Sherman, 


Jones of Nevada, 
Kenna, 

Morrill, 
Paddock, 

Pasco, 

Payne, 
Pettigrew, 
Plumb, 

Power, 

Reagan, 


Stanford, 
Stock bridge, 
Voorhees, 
Walthall, 
Washburn, 
Wilson of Md, 
Wolcott. 





So the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the motion is put I want to make an observa- 
tion. I have been calculating the progress we are making and I find 
that if we continue to work at the rate we have, continuously, from 
10 to 6, until the 20th day of next December, without any intermission 
whatever, we shall just conclude this bill in season for the Christmas 
adjournment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Friday, August 1, 1890, at 10 o’ciock a. m. 


The Senator from Rhode Island 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July 31, 1890, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
D. D., of Washington, D. C. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE, ETC. 

The following changes of reference were made under the rule: 

The bill (H. R. 5951) previding for the purchase of historical manu- 
scripts relating to the District of Columbia—from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to the Committee on the Library. 

The bill (H. RK. 11315) to amend the law relating to shipping com- 
missioners—ifrom the Committee on Commerce to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

The bill (H. R. 11227) directing the transfer of certain amounts from 
the invalid-pension fund—from the Committee on Naval Affairs to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the bill (H. R. 99) an- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to give certificates to certain 
persons who owned buildings on Hot Springs reservation for the value 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. Ct 
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piece of financial legislation enacted at this session, and hence I pre- 
ne it refers to that. But whether it refers to that or not any charge 
that this louse has passed a measure through bribery and corruption 
ought to be inquired into, and hence I ask the adoption of the resolu- 
tio 

I reserve the remainder of my time for the present. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr, Speaker, this resolution if introduced at all 
hould, in my opinion, be introduced through the box, as the rule pro- 
ides for the introduction of bills and resolutions in the House; and in 
that manner should go to the appropriate committee of the House for 
ts consideration. 


r 


Mr. HOLMAN. But if it embraces a matter of privilege affecting 
the integrity of the proceedings of the House, of course it ought not to 
vo in that way. 

Mr. CANNON 
it should goto the appropriate committee. It is not a question of priv- 
ilege under the rules, and hence I make the point of order. It is nota 
proper subject for consideration in the House in this manner. I think 
the House ought to refer it to the appropriate committee. If it be the 
sense of the House that it wants to dispose of it now, well and good. 

Mr. CARTER. It doesnot present a matter of personal privilege. 

Mr. CANNON 
make that point, and I only want to say this about it: I have run my 
eye over the resolution hastily; I heard it read the other morning, and 
it is general in its charges. It charges a fact to exist which does not 
exist, and every man in the House knows it does not exist, and every 


intelligent man in the country whois acquainted with these questions | 
is thoroughly aware of it. Then, having created a man of straw, that | 


has no existence in fact, it proceeds in a general manner, after the ex- 
ample of some people throughout the length and breadth of the country 
for the last quarter of a century, to make general charges. Why, sir, if 


this is a matter of personal privilege, and if it be a matter that is | 


proper for the House to take up by the appointment of a committee, the 
employment of a stenographer, the summoning of witnesses, the ad- 


ministering of oaths, and an investigation, then one million investiga- | 


ions should be ordered. And, if you undertook to clean up the whole 

hatch, you could go back for twenty-five yeas to make the investiga- 
tion. 

! do not know the writer of this editorial, do not know who he is. 

o far as the article speaks at all it speaks for itself, and I may say 

here and now if a member of Congress, either of the House or Senate, 


has not a constituency that is intelligent enough, and if he has not | 


character enough to pass by an accusation of this kind and be sus- 
tained, then he has no business to be here. And for one, until some- 
body makes a reasonably specific charge and shows at least a homeo- 


pathic degree of ability, having made his charge, to procure evidence | 


that would tend some time in time or eternity to establish the charge, 
it seems to me that the House owes it to its dignity and to the busi- 
ness of the country to pay no attention to it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that if the House 
is to take any cognizance of this charge it ought to be sent to a com- 
mittee and some such action as has heretofore been taken by com- 
mittees ought to be taken in regard to it. There is no charge here. 
4 skillful lawyer, if this had been alleged against a single individual, 
might possibly by matter of inducement and innuendo frame a charge 
of libel, but it would have to be remitted to the consideration of the 
jury afterward to see whether the language of the publication sup- 
ported the innuendo and the matters of inducement, and was thereby 
iibel. 

Now, a complete answer to this, if the writer of this editorial was 
called upon, could be made ina very few words. This is the allega- 
tion: 

The bond-owners are now happy. They have won the fight, and the bonds 
that they now hold are payable, principal, interest, and premium, in gold only. 


It would be interesting to know just how many millions it took to force this 
bill through Congress 


Now, up to that point there is no distinct allegation that anything 
was paid, but there is a reason now assigned by the writer of this para- 
graph why in his judgment there must have been money paid, and he 
raises the standard of.comparison which a great many others have 
raised in this world. 

- Men in these days of corruption and trickery do not change their avowed be- 
liefs and betray their constituencies without a consideration. 

Now, that is his judgmentof mankind. Whether he has learned that 
by personal experience or by personal observation does not appear, but 
it would be a sufficient answer to the whole charge if the writer of that 
paragraph should come and say, “‘I was honestly of the opinion that 


men did not change their opinions without being paid for it. [ have | 


no other foundation to stand upon.’’ 
Now, is the House of Representatives going to spend its time in in- 


vestigating a thing which has for its foundation only the judgment or 


aman framed upon a criterion of his own creation? He has a judg- 


ment. He hasa standard of some sort by which he judges human nat- | 


ure. I do not know what that standard is. I give him the benefit ot 
the doubt. He has probably gotten it by the common report in the 
newspapers that public men are corrupt. But it is a standard of his 


Well, I think it is proper on the point of order that | 


I think it is not a matter of personal privilege, and | 


} 

own, and a complete answer would be made by simply saying, ‘‘ Why, 

| my understandjng is that men never do change their opinions without 

| being paid for it. That is what I thought. I do not know that any- 
body has been paid. I do not allege that anybody has been paid. | 
only thought that that was the way they did, and I would like to know 

| the amount that it cost, and that is all.’’ 

A committee of the House of Representatives could send for the 
writer of this paragraph and call upon him to make definite and cer- 
tain hisallegations. If he failed to do itand left the paragraph in the 
condition that it is now in, why, the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
| OATES] would not claim that it would be proper to spend the time of 

the House in noticing it. But if he comes forward and makes the alle- 

gation in such a way as would be tangible, then, certainly, nobod 
| would object to the investigation. Now, suppose a committee wa 
formally appointed and the distinguished and able gentleman was pu' 
| at the head of it, what would he proceed todo? Would he call every 
| member of this House and ask them all if they had been bribed? Cer 
| tainly not. That would be ridiculous and absurd. He would cer 
tainly call for this gentleman to come forward and make some specific 
allegation, and the House has a right to have those allegations before 
entering upon an investigation of the magnitude involved in this reso- 
lution. 

I hope the resolution will go to a committee. I do not care to what 
committee it goes, whether the Committee on the Judiciary, the Com 
mittee on Rules, or any other committee that it would be proper it 
should go to. They ought to take this resolution and send for this 
gentleman and ask him upon what basis he makes, not a charge, not 
an allegation, but an insinuation, that by careful study might be ap- 
| propriated by this House. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I think it would do no particular harm 
| to appoint a committee to go into this investigation, if it will please 
any gentleman in this House, but I think it would cause a very seriou 
harm toadmit it as a privileged matter. I have been a member of this 
House forseveral years. I have taken part in debates on the silver ques- 
tion and on the tariff question. I never have listened to a debate oi 
| that kind on either of those two subjects in which something has not 
been said by a member of the House in the way of an insinuation o! 
this character. I never have listened toa tariff debate in which there 
| was not an insinuation that the manufacturers were here in the lobby. 
| I have never listened to a financial debate but what I have heard from 
| members of this House that the bondholders were here. If you admit 
this as a privileged motion the Lord only knows where we shall stop. 

i think there is nothing unreasonable in calling upon members of 
| the press when they make any allegations to make them with some 
| thing of a specific character. I do not know to whom the gentleman 
alludes, and it has no explanation unless it is admitted that this House 
| has part in it. But ‘*‘Congress’’ is the word used. I do not care to 
take up the time of the House. I say that in the interest of busines< 
hereatter it will not do to admit that this is a privileged matter unless 
there is something more definite in the allegation. If the House chooses 
to consider it by unanimous consent, for one I shall not object. 

Mr. OATES. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. RoGErs]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I happened not to have been present 
at the Republican caucus when the silver bill was formulated [ laugh- 
ter], and I did not vote for it upon its final passage. I have no sort 
of interest in this investigation beyond that of a general nature. It 
seems to me, however, when so distinguished a gentleman as the editor 
of the organ of the Farmers’ Alliance makes this grave charge against 
the House of Representatives, he would hardly have done so without 
some sort of evidence upon which to base it. 

Mr. PETERS. You do not know the man. 

Mr. ROGERS. TI have no acquaintance with the gentleman, but | 
would assume that an organization so large and so extensive, so wide- 
spread and so powerfal, would not select a man for this responsible 
| place who would be willing to publish a thing of this kind without 
| some kind of evidence, either direct, indirect, or otherwise, as to its 

truth. 

| Now, Mr. Speaker, there is an idea abroad that the Speaker of the 
| House passes pretty much all the bills that are passed here, and that 
| only such bills can pass as he desires, even where the majority are per- 
| mitted to engage in the perfunctory performance of recording their 
| votes in support of them. Therefore, I suggest to you, amicus curiz, 
| that if I were in your place I would relieve your distinguished office: 
from the possibility of such an inference against his character as this 
article implies. I believe that is all I have to say, and I dwell, that 
you may have an opportunity to reflect upon it. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to favor the passage of this 
| resolution. I hope that it will be passed, and that a committee wil! 
| be appointed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to hear the gentleman on 
the question of privilege. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. What I was going to say did not bear directly 
| on the question of privilege. I simply want to say, Mr. Speaker, that 

I do not think we can afford to deal with this exclusively as a ques- 
| tion of privilege. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to know whether he thinks | 
it is a question of privilege ? ore 

Mr. MUTCHLER. It would bea question of privilege if it were 
touching a private member that a statement of this kind was made in 
the public press. It involves, Mr. Speaker, the integrity and honesty 
and faithfulness of the Representatives of the people of this House. 
Whatever involves their integrity, and whenever a charge is made 
against the honesty of the Representatives of the people of this House, 
I take it that it is a question of privilege, just as much so as that in- 
volving the integrity of a single member. 

Now, if it was an attack upon asingle member of this House, charg- 
ing him with corruption and bribery, that individual member would | 
have the right to rise in his place as a question of privilege and ask 
that that charge be investigated. It is not a charge against one mem- 
ber, but against the entire body. 

The SPEAKER. A charge against Congress, is it not? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. It isa charge against Congress, and Congress is 
composed of the individual-members of Congress. 

Now, can we afford to ignore that charge? Here is a journal pub- 
lished within the shadow of the Capitol, which has acquired, as is 
stated, an enormous circulation, amounting to perhaps a hundred 
thousand. Itis a journal, too, which perhaps at this time has as great 
influence upon the politics of the country as any journal published in 
the United States. Now, the simple question is, can we afford to sit 
still and have this charge made by a journal published within the 
shadow of the Capitol charging corruption upon the entire Congress ? 
I think we ought not. It isaserious charge. It is one that should 
be investigated, and I hope therefore that this resolution will pass and 
a committee be appointed. 

Mr. OATES. I yield now to the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
PETERS]. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I want tosay a word about this being 
a question of privilege. It is a charge that is made against Congress 
that Congress was influenced by unlawful and corrupt considerations 
in the passage of legislation. That would seem to intimate that cer- 
tain members of Congress or certain individuals who compose Congress 
have been guilty of corruption in giving their votes for or against the | 
passage of legislation. Now, there is the whole sum and substance of 
this charge. It is the gravamen of the charge and all there is to it. 

Only by inference or implication can it be made applicable to any 
individual memberof this House. Ifthe charge had been made against 
a certain committee or against acertain chairman without naming him, 
then possibly it would have raised a question of privilege. But if such 
an indefinite charge as this raises a question of privilege, so that any 
man can call for an investigation, then there is no limit to the power 
of any individual te procure investigations in this House; there is no 
limit to the power of individual members of this House as well as citi- 
zens in the United States to obtain investigations. I have not a par- 
ticle of sympathy with any man who is so ignorant as to make acharge 
such as contained in this article; I do not care whether he breathes 
under the shadow of this Capitol or not. The very fact that he does 
move and live and have his being under the shadow of this Capitol is 
an indication either of the corruptness of the man or the density of his 
ignorance. 

There is not one of the three hundred and thirty members of this 
House, not one, but knows that the charge intimated in that article is 
absolutely false. There is not a man in this House but knows that if 
the writer of that article had exercised ordinary care, ordinary intelli- 
gence, and the ordinary means of observation at his command he could 
have satisfied himself that the charge was false. But the trouble is, 
Mr. Speaker, that, while this paper claims to be the organ of an asso- 
ciation, it is the organ of that association in name and in claim only. 
This penman of these few lines imagines that he is the Farmers’ Alli- 
ance of the United States. Do you suppose that he consulted any of 
the members of that organization in the various States of this Union 
before he penned that article? Do you suppose that after he penned 
it he submitted it for scrutiny to any of the members of the Farmers’ 
Alliance throughout the United States? No, sir. The probabilities 
are that no one but the writer, the compositor, and the proof-reader 
ever saw the article until it was published in the paper. 

But what is the object of this kind of utterance at thistime? There 
are certain men connected with the Farmers’ Alliance who are notori- 
ous demagogues and who are trying, North and South, to lead it into 
the political arena, to lead it outside of its legitimate sphere and out- 
side of the design of those who organized it. And those men are feed- 
ing upon just such utterances as this one. They are trying to create 
the impression throughout the land that Congress is a corrupt body, 
that the great mass of our legislators are corrupt, that our depart- 
mental officers are corrupt; in other words, that every man on both 
sides in Congress is corrupt, and therefore that he shoald be replaced 
by some man from the great mass of the people outsids who is not cor- 
rupt. It is the whole capital and campaign fodder of these dema- 
gogues to create the impression that the men now in public life are 
corrupt, that these demagogues on the outside are the only virtuous 
men that are to be found in the Union, and therefore that they should | 
step in and take the place of those who are now in public life. 
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Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman permit a qu 


stion 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE. Does not the gentl: 1 think that tl est poss 
answer that could be made to such charges \ ) pass this reso 
Intion and give the man an opportu! t | W s in his 
charges ? 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, that what he want at is 
one object he had in writing that arti ‘ } yu written 
article, written for the very purpos { r about an investiga 
tion, in order to give notoriety to ca gn | 1, if pe é 
to aid and further the designs of the di ovues ties 

Mr. ENLOE. But would it help e sl fail to lis 
the truth of his charges? 

Mr. PETERS. He does not care whether he fails to esta i the 
truth of his charges or not. Thatisno »bject for w i he penned 

| that article. He published that article for the purpose of obtain 
temporary notoriety He does not care whether that notoriety shal 
last even until the Istof January or not All he wants is thatit all la 
during the time of the holding of the conventions this fall and until 
after the fall elections. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. What do you propose to do with the resolution 

Mr. PETERS. I propose to lay it on the table and treat with de 
served contempt the author of the article referred to in the res tion 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Now,I might be wi ww to admit all that you 
say about this man being a demagogue and ale ers’ A 
ance being demagogues—— 

Mr. PETERS. I do not say the Farmers’ Alliance are demagogu 
I say that there are certain men in the Farmers’ Alliance who are 
demagogues, and who are trying to lead that organization into politics 


pr 
gate these charges? Do you suppose that a man occupying i 
tion that he does, as chairman of the legislative committee of the Farm 
ers’ Alliance, would make astatement without any foundation in fact 

Mr. PETERS. Ido not know who the author of the article is, but, 
judging from the article itself, I will say he would make any state- 
ment. 

Mr. McCLAMMY Well, that may be your opinion; but at any 
rate would it not be courteous to him to submit the matter to investi- 
gation ? 

Mr. PETERS. I submit the question to the gentleman from North 
Carolina himself, if this man has the intelligence whi 


and composition of this article indicate, and if he li 


Mr. McCLAMMY. Well, is not the proper thing to do to inv 





h the language 


lives beneath the 
shadow of this Capitol, as it is said he does, where he is in the imme- 






| diate possession of the very information which shows that the intima 


tions in the article are false; if a man with those advantages can write 
and publish such an article as this, what would he not do? 

Mr. McCLAMMY. He may be a demagogue, but he holds a high 
position. Now, an ordinary newspaper article might declare that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] was not good-looking, or that 
the other gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAson] had lost his bay win- 
dow, and I would not have the House notice such statements [laugh- 
ter]; but this man is ina high official position, and he makes these 
serious charges, and I think they ought to be investigated. 

Mr. PETERS. The writer of the article has no more official posi- 
tion than the editor of any paper belonging to either party. You 
might as well say that the editor of a Republican paper in Kansas, 
who is in an official position, speaks for the Republican party of the 
United States. 

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman from Kansas will permit a sugges- 
tion, he is laboring under a mistake on that point. This paper is con- 
ducted by a legislative executive committee appointed by the farmers 
organization at their convention at St. Louis. That is my informa- 
tion, and that is the statement published in the paper. The paper 


| therefore, is the official organ of the organization 


Mr. PETERS. It is the official organ of that organization just a 
any Republican county paper is the official organ of the Repub! 
party; but the Farmers’ Alliance is not responsible for some wild state 
ments made by some editor who may happen to be a member of that 
organization. 

Mr. OATES. No. That is only the enterprise of one man, and this 
is the representative of an organization 

Mr. PETERS. This is only the enterprise of a few men in the « 
of Washington. I am aware that this paper depends for its patronag 
upon the Farmers’ Alliance men throughout the United States, but J 
am sure the Farmers’ Alliance, as an organization, does not own or con- 
tribute any money for the support of this paper. If it does, I should 
like to know it. I should like to have an organization of that kind 
call upon the farmers of Kansas to contribute money for the purpose of 
buying and sustaininga political Farmers’ Alliance organ at the capital 
ofthe UnitedStates. The farmersof Kans 
at home. 

Mr. LEWIS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes. 

Mr. LEWIS. I understand you to assert—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair would like to hear gentlemen upon the 
question of privilege. 


4s prefer to keep their money 








Mr. LEWIS I asked the gentleman from Kansas whether he would 
all me to a him a question, and he said he would. Does the 
Speaker say I am out of order in asking that question ? 

fhe SVEAKEK. The gentleman will see at once that any discus- 
sion ougbt to be on the question of privilege 

. VETERS. LI have been trying to debate the question of privi- 
bit 


ol course by these questions I have been led somewhat away 
rom the direct line of my remarks. 


r, LEWIS It the Chair had conlined the gentleman from Kansas 
within the same limitations that he proposes to confine me, I do not 
think the gentleman would have had the opportunity to say what he 
has said on this subject. 

lhe SPEAKER. TheChair desires to confine both of the gentlemen 
to the question of privilege 
Mr. LEWIS (to Mr. PETER I want to ask you this question: 


You have seen proper on this occasion to attempt to create the impres- 
sion that the Farmers’ Alliance contains an unlimited namber of dema- 


. Mr. PETERS No, not an unlimited number; a limited number. 
Mr. LEWIS. Well, I want to ask you whether you intend to assert 

on this floor as a fact that there are more demagogues in the ranks of 

the Farmers’ Allianee in proportion to its numbers than in the ranks 


of the professional politicians who have crowded this Hall for the last 
fifty years ? 

Phe SPEAKER. 
tion of privilege 

Mr. PETERS 

The SPEAKER, 
question of privilege 

Mr. PETERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have stated my views in regard 
to the question of privilege. 
of this kind presents a question of privilege. ido not believe that it 
should be taken notice of by the House. If we do take notice of a 
charge of this kind, it is creating a precedent that will involve us in 
an endless amount of expense as well as in an almost endless consump- 
tion of time, 

Mr. RrcHARDSON and others addressed the Chair. 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to hear some gentleman in 
defense of this proposition as a question of privilege. 

Mr. RICIELAKDSON, Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me that this does di- 
rectly raise a question of privilege. The gentleman who has just ad- 
dressed the House [Mr. PerTers | conceded that it would be a question 
ol privilege if the charge made in this editorial were made against any 
individual member of this House by name. The gentleman goes fur- 
ther and says that if the charge in this editorial were leveled at any 
coiomittee of this House it would raise a question of privilege. This 
much the gentleman, as I understand, concedes in the course of his ar- 
gument. Now, Mr. Speaker, this editorial goes further than that, be- 


The answer to that inquiry might raise a ‘‘ ques- 
in the Alliance. [ Laughter, ] 
1 would like to answer—— 

The gentleman will please confine himself to the 


. Cause it charges corruption upon a majority of this House; those who 


passed a certain measure. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; it charges that a measure was passed by 
corrupt means, Now, the writer does not say that each member o1 
the majority who voted for this measure was corrupt; but he says the 
measure was passed by corrupt means. Now, when that charge is 
made it involves the reputation and standing, it seems to me, of each 
member of that majority who supported the measure; and if the gen- 
tleman is correct in saying that were the charge leveled at the com- 
mittee who reported the measure it would be a question of privilege, 
it is much morea question of privilege, it seems to me, when the charge 
is leveled at a majority of the members of this House. 

The writer charges in so many words that a measure has been passed 
here by corrupt means; and I submit that every gentleman who sup- 
ported the measure (and it seems to be conceded that it is the silver 
bill which is referred to) ought to concede that this is a question of 
privilege, and ought to demand this investigation. 

Mr. ENLOE. Especially those members who changed their position 
upon the question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, particularly those who changed their 
minds upon the question of silver, who did not vote for the measure 
in the first instance. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend allow me a moment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. In order to make this a question of privilege under 
the rules it should be something touching a member in his represent- 
ative capacity or touching his right to a seat in this House. Now, it 
the rule were broad enough to make it a question of privilege because 
it touches the right of some member to a seat in the next Congress, I 
can see how the position of the gentleman from Tennessee might be 
sustained. : : 

Mr. RICILARDSON. The gentleman throws in that suggestion in 
a facetious way; but that does not meet the question. The charge is 
that this measure has been passed by corrupt means and that certain 
gentlemen on this floor, while the question was pending, changed their 
minds under the influence of bondholders. That is the charge, plain 
and direct. 


I do not believe that an indefinite charge | 


| 
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Mr. ENLOE. It will, perhaps, affect the seats of a good many mem- 
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bers in the next Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, It may doso; though I do not care to discuss 
that matter. But, Mr. Speaker, this is a serious question, one involy- 
ing directly the members who changed their opinion while this meas- 
ure was pendingon the floor. And the charge comes from a gentleman 
at the head of an organ representing the Farmers’ Alliance officially 
(there is no question about that), and the chairman of a legislative 
committee appointed in their national convention in the city of St. 
Louis last fall. And when my iriend from Kansas says that this gen- 
tleman is either ignorant or corrupt I think he is mistaken. I know 
the gentleman personally; I undertake to say he is not ignorant, and, 
in my opinion, he is not a corrupt man. My acquaintance with him 
is slight, but I believe he is honest. 

Mr. PETERS. How, then, could he be led to believe that the silve: 
bill was passed through this House by corrupt means? Thegentleman 
from Tennessee himself would not undertake to intimate anything oi 
that kind. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Iwould not; but when the gentleman asks me 
how this writer was led to make this charge he asks mea question 
which I can not undertake to answer; I do not know what may have 
operated upon his mind, or what evidence he had, if any. But he 
comes here and says the charge is true, and are you afraid to have an 
investigation to see whether it is true or not? 

Mr. PETERS. No, sir; but when I think he seeks this investiga- 
tion for the sake of notoriety and not in the interest of good legisla- 
tion 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Kansas would not under- 
take to meet an indictment against a man for stealing on the ground 
that the man bringing the charge wanted to gain notoriety. [Laugh- 
ter and applause.] Youcan notdothat. Youwould endeavor toshow 
he was innocent. Here isa man who comes and charges members of 
this House with corruption; in other words, with stealing something; 
and you say, ‘‘I will not investigate that charge because I question 
the motive of the man who brings the allegation.’’ 

Mr. PETERS. But if a witness comes before a dozen men in my 
neighborhood, men who know me and know that I never stole anything 
in my life, and says that I did steal something, do you suppose that they 
would believe what was said ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But do you not know that when a man is 
caught stealing it is sometimes the first time he ever stole any- 
thing ? 

Now, here is a man, the editor of an organ, a newspaper which has 
a wide circulation, a man of ability, a man of integrity, as I believe— 
I know him personally and know him to be a man of ability, and I be- 
lieve him to be a man of integrity—who makes a direct charge that the 
members on the floor of this House who voted for a certain measure, or 
voted in a certain way on a particular measure, voted under the influ- 
ence of the bondholders’ gold. Now, I say give the man a chance to 
prove the insinuation or the direct charge. If he can not prove it let 
him endure the odium of having made a false charge. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Let him go down. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask my friend from Tennessee a question. 
Is he a member of this organization ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am, sir; but I do not see that question has 
any pertinence here. 

Mr. CANNON. Howdid my friend get to bea member? Didmy 
friend renounce his profession ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir; I will tell the gentleman—— 

Mr. CANNON. How does my friend explain his being a member 
of the organization when lawyers are not admitted ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have not practiced law for six years. That 
is the answer I make to the gentleman, and he is entirely welcome to 
the answer. That is all and the only reply that it is necessary to make 
to the gentleman. I have not practiced my profession since I was first 
nominated for Congress, on the 14th day of August, 1884; I have not 
taken a case since then; I do not practice law, and the gentleman can 
make the most of his question and my answer. 

Mr. SWENEY. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SWENEY. I wish to ask if you make yourself responsible iz 
any way for the charge which is made in that article? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Of course Ido not. I know nothing what- 
ever about it. 

Mr. SWENEY. But that being a secret organization, a secret so- 
ciety, and thegentleman being a member of the organization, it would 
seem that he might have means of knowing which outside parties would 
not enjoy. 

Mr. ENLOE. 
find out. 

Mr. SWENEY. Does the gentleman not know, asa member of the 
organization, what takes place in the organization? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not know anything whatever about this 
matter. I have said that before. Nor was I in the Republican caucus 
when you changed youropinion. [Laughterand applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side. ] 





Put him on the investigating committee and let him 
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Mr.SWENEY. No, you would not have been admitted there. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There was, as we all know, a remarkable change 
of sentiment for some reason or other; and while I know nothing what- 
ever of the truth or falsity of the charge embodied in that paper, still, 
when a journal of good reputation makes the charge, it is the duty of 
the House to investigate it; and I think this charge raises a question of 
privilege. 

Mr. PETERS. Does the gentleman himself believe the charge? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I know nothing whatever about it. 

Mr. PETERS. Do not you know that it is not true? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir, 1 do not. Neither do you know that 
it is pot true 

Mr. PETERS. Ido know that it is not true, as every member of 
this House knows it, or ought to know it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, that is just the difference between us. 
I do not know it, nor can any member on the floor of the House say 
that he does know it. When the gentleman from Kansas gets up and 
says he knows that it is not true, he simply says something which he 
can not know. 

Mr. PETERS. I know that it is not true just as I know that the 
sun shines, or that the moon will rise to-night, or that George Washing- 
ton was an American. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I only know that when a question was pend- 
ing in the House, for some reason or other, gentlemen changed their 
minds and voted differently from the way they spoke. 

Mr. PETERS. What has that got to do with it? 

Mr.RICHARDSON, 
that way, and allow a measure to go through Congress which meets 
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When gentlemen suddenly change their minds | 
| that in the early part of the present session, w! . charge had 


the criticism of the public press, as this has met it, and which they | 


at first opposed, is it not proper that the direct charge which is made 
should be investigated ? 

Mr. PETERS. AsI have said, I would not give dignity to such an 
absurd charge. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But when a charge is made that for some cor- 
rupt motive, such as bondholders’ gold, gentlemen changed their minds 
and voted differently, what then? 

Mr. PETERS. As the matter appears, I do not see that there is 
anything to justify such a charge. Iask the gentleman if there isa 


| 


| tion had. 


| disregard this charge, as my friend from Kansas seems to be, and i 


| nore it, supposing that the country wili take no notice of it whatever ? 


single bill that passes the House where there is not some member who | 


sees proper to change his mind in regard to it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no doubtof it; but if somebody charges 
that the member changed his mind for corrupt motives, I am perfectly 
willing to haveit investigated. 

Mr. PETERS. 
I know that thecharge is false. I am not willing to givedignity tosuch 
charge nor to have the money taken out of the Treasury to pay un- 
limited expenses of investigating any such absurd allegations. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, thatissimply arguinginacirele. You 
get right around to the same point again. 


But I want te set myself right before the House and say that I do | 


And lam not willing to have it investigated when | 


not assert that there was any corruption in connection with the matter, | 


I do not allege that there was anything wrong about it; but here is a 
respectable gentleman charging it, and I am perfectly willing to give 
him au opportunity to prove what he charges. 

Mr. BREWER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
if he knows who wrote the article? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not, but the editor of the National Econ- 
omist is Dr. C. W. McCune. 

Mr. BREWER. Who is the responsible editor of the paper? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Dr. McCune, as I understand it. 

Mr. Brewer, Mr. Kerr of Iowa, and Mr. OATES addressed the 
Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] is 
recognized on a question of privilege. 


Speaker, is unmistakable. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] to yield to me to answer fully the question of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Brewer), which I did not understand. I un- 
derstand he asked me the name of the editor of that paper. Is that 
the gentleman’s question ? 

Mr. BREWER. Yes, I asked that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. His name is Dr. C. W. McCune; that I an- 
swered. 

Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I know nothing about that. 
that he is the chief editor. 

Mr. MORSE. McCune wants to advertise his paper. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think there will be no difficulty in finding 
out through him who the author of the article is. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, no gentleman questions the meaning of 
this editorial. Questions are made as to the form of expression, that 
it is not direct. I admit that it is not positive and direct asa plead- 
ing in court is required to be, and I contend, sir, that that is unnec- 
essary to make it a question of privilege. The rule declares that that 
which assails the integrity of the proceedings of the House is a ques- 
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tion of privilege. Does a 


upon the integrity of the p t } : It 

be gathered from it that it is 1 ins W 
to secure the passage of a | } 
nois | Mr. ADAMS] endeavors to ie C 
is named it does not refer to tl 


part of Congress, and the charg: l ite. 
And when the history i the t i | 
think the charge m 
bers of it, 

If the name of any gen 
bill itself had been named, wou é g 
acharge upon him that he 
passage of that measure? WI 
that in case it was false and ma u 
sustained by any individual to whom it refe 
contend that it is not an assault upon t 
certainly is an assault upon the dignit t 
of the members who voted to pass 1 measure reft 1 to 

Mr. ROGERS If the gen man will allow met ikea 
tion, I will suggest to him that anytl 
periect. Anything 
definite. A committee can ve easily asc t 
alludes to, and what members were bribed, if ar ! 
editorial could furnish that information 
and if he has none then the « 

Mr. OATES. 





clear and definite t + 


There is no question a t that. I well remer 
made, not against the House, but against ! ntlemen i 
nection with an alleged attempt at election frauds in the State of Ohio, 
that it was entertained here as a question of eve, and a « 
mittee appointed for the purpose of investigating it, and an invest 
Yet it is claimed that this presents no question rivile 
Are gentlemen willing who are directly charged by this editoria 
having passed the measure by corrupt means—forit clearly refers to 
every man who voted for that measure—are they wil r to e} 





This publication is not in the category stated by the gentleman from 
Kansas of being a private newspaper enterpr bel 
political party or the other ry per i cted as the offici 
organ of a great body, a great as C1ation, and read bya large numbe r 
of people throughout the country. And, Mr. uker, [am not aim 
ing to develop in this parliamentary discu t iestion of the truth 
or the falsity of these charges, but to 
this charge an opportunity of \ o l y g tl 
man, whoever he may be, who makes this charge, and asking him to 
substantiate it. Are you afraid of it? 

It is not a matter that can take a wide range {s to the method 
investigation suggested by the gentleman from Ohio[ Mr. GrosvENoR], 
I have no choice as to that I ca not whether a spe il committee be 


appointed or whether it s! ill 1 referred to me stand ng committee 





| of this House; but a decent respect for public opinion requires of this 


Are there others who are connected with the paper ? | 
I simply know | 


House, in my humble judgment, an investigation. Idothink thatthe 
gentlemen who voted for that silver bill should demand this investiga- 
tion. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me a word ? 

Mr. OATES. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If we do not give this gentle 
to show that these charges are true, if he canshow it, will he not state 
that we do not dare to have an investigation? Will he not go to the 
country with that statement, and will he not make it with some sh 
of truth, so that many and many a man will believe that this ( 


| did not investigate this because they did not dare to? 
Mr. OATES. The clear meaning of the charge made here, Mr. | 


Mr. OATES. 
one. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. There is no question about that. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I am not personally involved in this 
matter, because it is a matter of rd that I voted against the silver 


I think that the inference would be a very natural 


bill; but I do have respect for the character of the House of which I : 
a member, and if there be one who has been intlv influenced to 
vote for the passage of any bill I would like to see him ex d and 
expelled from this body. If there be no such 1 »bers her yuld 
like to have the man who slanders the members of this | exposed 
to the public. This is but just to him, to the m ers of this House 
who are implicated, and to th yantry at larg 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman all toask him a question? 
As pertinent to the question privilege, is it not a fact that the au- 
thor of this editorial, upon wl ithe gentleman bases his resolution 
of inquiry, has Leen ip a semi ial relation with members of Con- 
| gress; in that he has been the intermediary through whom petitions 


from farmers, and our constituents generally, for the free coinage of 
silver have been sent to us and submitted by us to Congress? And 
does not this fact impart additional significance to the charges contained 
in the editorial, in whatever connection they may ha‘ 

on the silver bill? 


swith the vote 
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Mr. OATES. I will state in answer to that question that I do not 
know whether he is or not. I have had nothing to do with such pe- 
titions, but I have seen gentlemen here sitting in my neighborhood 
who have received petitions purporting to come from Dr. McCune, 
chairman of the executive committee of the Farmers’ Alliance, for 


proper reference through the petition-box. 
Mr. LANHAM. And a great many of them on the silver question. 
Mr. OATE- I do not know what they were; but I understood that 
such was their purport. I know that the Farmers’ Alliance and my- 
elf were in accord in favor of the free coinage of silver, as were nine- 


tenths of the Democrats in this House, including my friend from Texas. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to consume further time. [am 
fully convinced that this presents a question of privilege. Although 
the language is somewhat indirect, it is a direct attack upon the in- 
tegrity of the proceedings of this House. I am not choice as to the 
method of investigation, but I do believe that it should be investigated 
in some way so as to let out the truth, whatever that may be. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is ready to pass upon the question. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a few remarks 
in regard to the question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman, 

Mr. KERR, of lowa, In the first place, there is no charge in this 
paper. There is a statement that has not a single element of truth in 
it, a statement that, on its face, is false, and that every man of this 
Honse knows to be false. Everybody knows that no bill has passed 
this House at this session of Congress which in any way affects the 
manner in which bonds are to be paid. Everybody knows that, and 
the whole charge is based upon that falsehood. Now, that being the 
case, it does not seem to me that there is any ground for an investiga- 
tion, for no such act has been passed as is alleged as the basis of the 
charge, and that is a matter of public notoriety. 

Now, in regard to the remarks that have been made as to this being 
a question of privilege. I am about tired of this statement which has 
been constantly made that certain measures have been passed in this 
House at the dictation of the Speaker. That is made constantly in re- 
gard to every measure, when gentlemen on that side who know any- 
thing about the political history of the country know that no measure 
has passed this House of a political nature that had not been demanded 
and had not been promised by the Republican party of this nation. 
We know that no measure has passed this House but such measures 
asevery Republican of this louse was pledged to by the platform of 1883. 

Mr. ENLOE, I would like to know whether the gentleman is rais- 
ing another question of privilege now ? 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. Iam simply answering the statement made 
on that side of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman should confine 
himself to the question of privilege. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is another thing. The gentlemen on 
that side of the House seem to be very solicitous about this matter. 
The man who makes this charge that is laid against this side of the 
Hlouse is a member of the Democratic party. 

Mr. MORGAN. How do you know that? 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. I have been so informed; and if the gentle- 
man questions it I will give my authority. I am informed by gentle- 
men here that he isa Democrat. My colleague [Mr. GEAR] told me. 

Mr. GEAR, Hetofd me himself that he was a Democrat. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa say that the author 
of that article is a Democrat? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Gentlemen know that no specific charge has 
been made against this House or any member of this House, and I am 
opposed to spending the time and money of the people in investigating 
frivolous innuendoes by irresponsible parties that are evidently made 
simply for the purpose of giving a little notoriety to somebody. 

Mr. ITE NDERSON, oflowa. Will my colleague allow mea moment? 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My colleague says that the party who 
made this charge isa Democrat. This isa very serious charge to make, 
and that ought to be investigated and should be promptly met on the 
floor of this House. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. I did not say that I knew he was a Democrat. 
I did not mean any reflection on the gentleman by that; bat I am soin- 
formed, if it should be thought a reflection. 

Mr. MORGAN. Do you know certainly that he isa Democrat? I 
ask for information, because I have scen him attacked in the papers as 
being a Republican. [Cries of ‘‘ Let us have this settled ! ’’] 

Mr. GEAR. I will settle it. 

Mr. McCCLAMMY. Let us have it settled. 

Mr. GEAR. I was going to say 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. GEAR. Will my colleague permit me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. GEAR, I had understood that the gentleman under discussion, 
who was supposed to be the author of this supposed charge, was Mr. 
Wedderburn. 1 supposed that it was he who wrote it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Wedderburn did not write it. Mr. Dunning 
wrote that article, and he canvassed Mr. Whiting’s district against 
him as a Republican, 
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Mr. McCLAMMY. I want this point settled. 

Mr. GEAR. It is evident that the gentlemen on that side of the 
House are not willing to concede that he is a Democrat. 

Mr. CANNON, Will my friend allow me? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. As the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Rrcuarp- 
SON ] has stated here that he is a member of this organization, I ask 
him whether this man isa Democrat? I ask him for a specific answer, 
and I will yield him the time to answer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What does the gentleman say ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like the question of privilege 
settled. Has the gentleman from Iowa ceased ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please continue. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
BREWER] who desires to ask me a question. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I would like to speak on this matter 
before it is setttled. 

Mr. BREWER. The question being made as to the character of the 
man who wrote this article and as to his polities, I would like tosettle 
it right here if Ican have the consent of the House. I have known 
him fot many years—— [Cries of ‘‘ Do you know who wrote it?’’ ] 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I was going to say when I yielded the floor 
to the gentleman when this question arose, it isa matter of very poor 
taste on the part of the gentleman from Alabama. Suppose some 
one had intimated that the failure of the last House to take any steps 
to increase the use of silver as money was the result of corrupt influ- 
ence who would have thought it worth while to pay any attention to 
the charge unless it had been made specific? And considering the ex- 
traordinary course of the last Administtation it would have seemed 
more reasonable. 

It seems to me that the gentleman ought not to be so solicitous about 
members on this side ot the House in regard to matters for which they 
have cast a unanimous vote. If anybody on this side had supposed 
that this article, no matter who may be its author, contained any serious 
reflection upon the House, or upon any member of it, or was in any 
way calculated to impair the good name and reputation of members on 
this side of the House, we would have made it a matter of inquiry and 
a question of personal privilege; but no man so understood it; no man 
thought it was worthy of notice, though perhaps we all read it, because 
we all were favored with copies of it. But, Mr. Speaker, I imagine the 
gentleman from Alabama is not influenced very greatly by his solici- 
tude about the good standing of members on this side of the House—— 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to state his opinion on this sub- 
ject. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I would like to say a few words on 
this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to have an opportunity to 
state his view of the question. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard 
upon this question. I desire particularly to be heard and to emphat- 
ically deny the statements made by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PETERS] as to the members of the Farmers’ Alliance in my district. 
You, Mr. Speaker, were once in favor of full and free discussion. In 
your able article in The Chautauquan you said: 


A full, free, frank discussion is the very life of intelligent action. 


Can I be heard? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe Chair can have the attention of the House 
for a moment he will pass upon the question. 

Whether this is or is not a question of privilege does not in the 
slightest degree prevent its being brought before the House at the 
proper time; for, even if it is not a question of privilege, any member 
has a right to present a resolution and have it referred to the proper 
committee for examination. But the question whether this is a matter 
of privilege or not is one which concerns the transaction of business in 
the House. 

It is not always easy to determine the line of demarkation between 
matters which are questions of privilege and matters which are not. 
Still, there are questions which are very plainly on the one side of the 
line,and the Chair thinks thisisoneofthem. Here isa newspaper para- 
graph of the very vaguest character,which makes no assertion except 
by implication, which makes no statement uponwhich anybody can be 
expected to predicatea beliefora conviction. Thatparagraph is brought 
before the House and it is proposed to stop the business of the House 
until a committee of investigation is ordered. No gentleman on the 
floor, notwithstanding the number that have spoken, has in any way 
made himself responsible for the paragraph by expressing the slightest 
confidence or belief in its statements, or by giving any indication that 
there can be any testimony produced which would have a tendency to 
prove either the truth or the falsity of the insinuations there made. 
Now, it is within the knowledge of every member of this House that 
there must be floating about at this time, as there probably have been 
at any time within the last ten or twenty years, paragraphs of the 
same kind and character almost without number; but the House will 
at once see the inconvenience that would result to the transaction of 
its business if any member had the right, at any time, upon the pro- 


SORE CRN TS ENRT AT Mo es ee 


5 il oA? aa 


WPI aT 


a) 


—— 





1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 7977 














. cede teeta tie Sasiniemceineeumiieadt 
- duction of a newspaper paragraph like this, to demand that we should So the decision of the Speaker \ stained as the judgment of the 
k proceed to investigate it to the exclusion of other business. It seems | House. 

z very clear to the Chair that this is not a question of privilege; and Mr. MASON (during the roll-call), I desire to change my vote. I 
ra _o . e . o - 
F therefore, if the House thinks as the Chair does, the gentleman from | voted under a misapprehension of th LM n. lam in favor of this 
rf Alabama [Mr. OATES] will be remitted to his right to present a reso- investigation at any time; but I do not sider the proposition 2 ques- 
lution on this subject and have it referred toa committee in the proper | tion of privilege, to interrupt other I desire to vote ‘‘ay,” 
i form. to sustain the ruling of the Chair. 
Bs Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I feel constrained to appeal from the de- | The following-named members ws das paired until further 
4 cision of the Chair. _ | notice 
The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with M 
stand as the judgment of the House? | Mr. SANFORD with Mr, STAULNECK 
: The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the “‘ayes”’ | Mr. Morey with Mr. BuNN 
seemed to have it. |} Mr. SMYSER with Mr, SENE\ 
Mr. OATES. I ask fora division. Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CAMP! 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 56. | Mr. Houk with Mr. PARRETT. 
Mr. OATES. I call for the yeas and nays. } Mr. Girrorp with Mr. SKINNER 
The yeas and nays were ordered. | Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. Remn 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 95, nays 71, not vot-}; Mr. LopGe with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 
: ing 161; as follows: | Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGcor1 
F YEAS—95 | Mr. THoMAsS M. BrowNe with Mr. Les of Georgia 
fi Allen, Mich. Craig, Mason Skinner Mr. RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA, 
i Andrew, Culbertson, Pa. McCord Smith, Il! | Mr, MILLIKEN with Mr. H 
+ Atkinson, Pa. Cummings, McDuffie Smith, W. Va My : ‘ Se ee ae ol 
j Atkinson, W.Va. Darlington, McKenna, Snider sacl ta ta lees ne Mace Ma ERAGON, WICH Ie coi eae 
f Banks, Dolliver, Moffitt. Spooner, Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANS 
; Bartine, Dorsey, Moore, N. H Stephenson Mr. Grout with Mr. Firen 

f Bayne, Dunnell, Morrill, Stivers Mr. Bowr i oe sccm ’ 

R Beck with, Farquhar, Morrow, Stock bridge, Mr. BOWDEN w th Ir. Moore, of Texas 
a Belknap, Finley, Morse, Struble, Mr. De LANo with Mr. Dunpty. 

g aorese. ee, aoa : eee Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. 
ingham, rear, O' Neill, Pa. Paylor, Il. I » Ry 1 oh ww IT; wT 
Brewer, Gest. Osborne. Taylor, J. D. | Mr. BoOUTELLE with Mr. HERBI RT. oat 
: Brosius, Gifford, Payne, Thomas, | Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, 
aM Buchanan, N. J. Grosvenor Perkins Phompson \ Mr. W -ELER, of 4 ivar | STONE. of j 
‘ ; ; Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. SToNE, of Missouri. 
k Burton, Henderson,Iowa Pickler Townsend, Colo Mr. Nu fae AT. f of Missouri 
Candler, Mass. Hermann, Post, Turner, Kans = we DRINGHAUS with Mr HATCH, 
Cannon, Hill, Pugsley, Vandever, | Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. WADE. 
Carter, Hopkins, Raines, Van Schaick, j Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE 
Cogswell, Kennedy, Ray Waddill, ' Mr. BoorHMAN with Mr. ¢ "7 
Comstock, Kerr, lowa Rey burn, Wallace, Mass. ~~ npemcaaperalite: ap cage eabadeacn 
4 Conger, Kinsey, Rowell. Watson. ' fr. WICKHAM with Mr. GRIMEs. 
eee oer. - Renee, Eee ns. Ohio Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. SPRINGER. 
Covert. - lau. saan Sieende a i Mr. Nure with Mr. BARNEs. 
; ; } Mr. HALL with Mr. SrockDAL! 
; NAYS—71 , ane oy 
; : | ir. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 
Abbott, Javidson, Lewis, Price, \ LANSING with Mr. Ti ER. of . T 
oe EE, ne amy Maton’ ja. _ LANSI G with Mr. TURNE R, of Georgia. 
Barwig, Edmunds, Martin, Ind. Richardson, | ir. TAYLOR, of lennesss e, with Mr. O’N&ALL, of Indiana, 
: Breckinridge, Ark, Elliott, Martin, Tex. Rogers, |} Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEy. 
ki ide iv ci ’ Puck | ; 

a Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, McAdoo, Rusk, | Mr, DALZELL with Mr. CLEMENTs. 

5 Brickner, Enloe, McClammy, Sayers, Mr. BR vaiot Mr RE ow } . 
Brookshire, Fithian, McClellan, Stewart, Ga. | [r, BROWER with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, 

% Brunner, . Forman, MeMillin, Stewart, Tex. | Mr. MILES with Mr. Grpson. 

; Bucbanan, Va. Forney, McRae, Stone, Ky. i Mr. Eze B. TAY It wi Mr. D "ERSON 

4 Bynum, Goodnight, Montgomery, Tillman, oa. ae = ae ray a ith Mr. Di ae 
Ms Caruth, Haugen, Moran, Youn. Mr. Rive with Mr. WILSsoN, of Missouri. 

‘i oe Hayes, Mutchler, Wheeler, Ala. Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. WASHINGTON, 

. Cheadle, Haynes, Oates Whiting Mr. CHEATI rj . z 

c ynes, ’ ’ Mr. ATHAM with Mr. CUMMINGS 
‘ Chipman, Hemphill, O’ Ferrall, Wike, a O’D ai eos - : a é, <a 
$ Clunie, Holman, O' Neil, Mass. Willeox, Mr. a ONNEI - with Mr. Cos. 

J Cooper, Ind. ae Owens, Ohio Williams, Il, { Mr. WALKER with Mr. BLount. 

. Crisp, Anhbam, Pee}, Yoder. Mr. KNAppP with Mr. ALDERSO? 
Culberson, Tex. Lester, Va. Peni Me P i ae 7 ret 
) aS | encagiom, Mr. BAKER with Mr. McCREARY., 
NOT VOTING—I61. | Mr. HARMER with Mr. LEE. 

: Aas, ae canine, Rowland, | Mr. ADAMS with Mr. LAWLER. 

7 Alderson, utcheon, ansing, Sanford, > tee > Taparep 
3 Allen, Miss. Dalzell, Lawler, Sawyer, i Mr. E BANK with Mr. TARSNEY 
a Anderson, Miss. Dargan, Lee, Scranton, \ Mr. BLAND with Mr. DINGLEY. 

3 aoe, - neem, Lahibach, Seney, t Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 
aker, e Lano, aster, Ga, Sherman, My he FTA N wi Peas 
3 Bankhead, Dibble, Lind, Shively, ir, De Haver with Mr. Bisce. 

Barnes, Dickerson, Lodge, Smyser, Mr. HARE with Mr. HANSBROUGH. 
Belden, Dingley, Magner, Spinola, | Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLs, until August 1. 

; Biggs, Dunphy, Mansur, Springer, Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. KRER f Pennsvl : ntil net 19 
Blanchard, Evans, McCarthy, Stahlnecker i ron vith Sir. ARER, of Pennsylvania, until August 12, 
Bland, Ewart, McComas, Stewart, Vt.’ Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. FowLer until August 1 
Bliss, Featherston, McCormick Stockdale | Mr. BuRRoWS with Mr. WILson, of West V i y 

re : : ; Mr. BuRROW ith Mr, ILSON, of West Virginia, for ten days 
Blount, Fitch, McCreary, Stor 5, ‘Sileseuare . . © : F er 
+ ee me Flick. MeK inley — Mr. GREENIALGE with Mr. MAGNER, for ten days. 
Boothman, Flood, Miles, Tarsney Mr. LAipLAW with Mr. RoBpertson, for ten days 
Boutelle, Fowler, Milliken, Taylor, E. B | Mr. Evans with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, f s week fro} 
Bowden, Flower, Mills, Taylor’ Tenn i T me oa - , Of Missi a oe ee 
Brower, Frank, Moore, Tex Townsend. Pa. oe ay " wibhee —— " , ac . 
Brown, J.B. Geissenhainer, Morey, Tracey, | Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. SHIveELy, for the rest 
povene, = M. Sheen, , Niedringhaus, Tucker, | of this week. 
rowne, Va. ireenhalge, Nerton, Turner, Ga. i r ‘Op MICK witl . VN > nnti "nh lay 
Buckalew, Grimes, — Nute. Turner NY. M ; Mi CoRMICK with Mr. PAY NTER, intil Tuesday next. 
Bullock, Grout, O'Donnell, Venable, | Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. WILKINSON, for two weeks. 
pane, mn . O’ Neall, Ind, Wade, i For this day 
urrows, ansbrough, Outhwaite Walker, | - Sawyer with 
Butterworth, Hare, Owen, Ind. Wallace N.Y | Mr. SAWY! S with Mr LANE, 
Caldwell, Harmer, Parrett, Washington, | Mr. BLiss with Mr. FowLer. 
in ae oe sureter, Wheeler, Mich. Mr. McComas with Mr. TUCKER. 
, ra. ayson, Thi > . > ee P *+} t Pp . 
Carlton, Henderson, Ill. Perry, Wickbem** Mr. REED, of Iowa, with Mr. Jason B. BROWN 
Caswell, Henderson,N.C. Peters, Wiley, i Mr. WiLson, of Kentucky, with Mr. TILLMAN. 
— — Eneten, Wilkinson, | Mr. Wricur with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, on this vote. 

ey. itt, ierce, Wi iy | ‘PTCeE “Ip f : 

Clark Wis. etiam. Ctnatoenbunle. ay = Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I have refrained from voting on account 
Clarke, Ala. Houk, Randail, Wilson. W. Va. of my pair with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT]; 
Sasente, Reliew, naan Sows Wright, otherwise I should bave voted ‘‘ no.”’ 

' . Pa. eilly, ’ > ; Pr : : “ . ™ f 
i, heme, Rife. Yardley. Mr. PERKINS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
Cothran, Kilgore, Robertson, KILGORE}, but have voted in order to make a quorum. 

Cowles, Knapp, Rockwell, The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
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he considered arid lands, susceptible of irrigation under a scheme of 
reservoirs and canals, which were by such designation withdrawn from 
entry. A gentleman on the floorof the House. who I see is now pres- 
ent, General CoGSWELL, challenged the accuracy of the lines laid 
down on the map in question. 

Since that time I have taken the pains to bring that map before the 


| Commussioner of the General Land Office, and have compared it with 


the map there on file, and found it to be identical with the map which 
now controls the policy of the General Land Office; but it is not the 
same map which was originally filed by the Director ot the Survey. 
It was found apparently that there were certain belligerent members 
of the Kansas delegation who would bitterly oppose the reservation of 
any portion of the great State of Kansas from settlement, and finding 
that this belligerent delegation might defeat the appropriation for the 


| Geological Survey, the gentleman immediately periormed the miracu- 


lous feat of extending the rain belt 100 miles farther west, so as to leave 
the State of Kansas out entirely. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the + 

Mr. CARTER. I should like to b 
minutes longer. 

Mr. PAYSON, Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman be per- 
mitted to proceed for ten minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARTER. Now, Mr. Chairman. let us consider this proposi- 
tion from a practical point of view. The present law paralyzes the 
energy of three millions of American citizens who have become famil- 
iar by residence and by practical experience with this irrigation prob- 
lem. The law provides that they shall proceed no further in the solu- 


ntleman has expired. 
nitted to proceed for a few 


| tion of this great economic question until the Geological Survey shall 


| have run lines and marked out the reservoir sites, 


ND CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CANNON I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the further consideration of the Senate amend- 
mo to t idry civil appropriation bill. 

lhe motlon was agreed to, 

| House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state the Union (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair) and 
( at consideration of the amendments of the Senate to the bill 

I Is La uppropriations for sundry civil expenses of the | 
Cio nment wv the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other 
parpo 

Phe CHAI AN, her t remain two hours and eleven minutes 
1« ‘ ! } p ata : > it iF nt 

Mr. CARTI } ( rman, in view of the number of amend 
ments t have d the variety of propositions which con 
pequentiy present the f yr consideration, it 1s of moment at this 
time to to mind t eal question sue and the objective point | 
we ek to: | 

The nate amendment tothe House bill seeks to repeal that por- | 
t f the act of 1888 which reserves from settlement and sale all the 
lands on the public domain of the United States designated as arid | 
lands or capable of irrigation by a system to be devised by the Director 
of the Geological: Survey. The gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Pay- 
ON | prop to ¢ ul that Senate amendment with an amend 
ment which will limit the operations of the existing desert-land law. 
The gentleman from Illinois | Mr CANNON proposes an amendment 
which will, if adopted, make a new departure in the land policy of the 
country by the repeal of laws which were alter due deliberation placed 
upon the statute-books and to which the business of the Western coun 
try has become adjusted. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRA£] proposes an amend- 


ment which seeks to repeal what is known as the pre-emption law, but 
makes divers and sundry exceptions, reserving distinct sections of the 
law from the proposed by his amendment. I donotdeem 
it very protitable or, indeed, practicable at this time to enter into any 
lengihy discussion in regard to any proposed amendment which em- 
bodies a wholesale departure from existing law. These landed inter- 
ests of the United States are of great importance, and the necessity for 


repealing act l 


a proper policy in regard to them is pressing; but I do not believe that 
any system of public policy relating to the landed domain of the United 
States can properly ynsidered or pursued on a rider to an appropri- 


_ ation bill, 
| would favor the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
PAYSON } only because of the fact that the amendments proposed by 
him have been fully considered in the Committee on the Public Lands, 


ing ‘he first session of the Fiftieth Congress. It follows from these vari- 
ous proceedings with reference to that amendment that itis thoroughly 
well digested and entirely fitted to accomplish the purpose in view. 
This can not be said of the amendment hastily drawn by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], which has never been considered 
by any committee, has never passed the House in any form whatever, 
and I am not advised that the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Arkansas, to which I have referred, has ever passed the House 
or been considered in the committee. 

Mr. McRAE. It has been passed by every Congress since I have 
been here, and passed in this Congress, 

Mr. CARTER. Repealing the pre-emption law ? 

Mr. McRAE, That section passed the committee only. But the 
other section, repealing the timber-culture law and the other provisions, 
passed the House, 

Mr. CARTER. Most assuredly the repeal of the timber-culture 
law. But I refer to the amendment proposed by the gentleman, which 
goes far beyond that. His amendment repeals chapter 4 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, but excepts from the repealing clause section 2276, 
which provides for the selection of certain indemnity lands for school 
lands; section 2283, which relates to the Osage Indian lands, and pro- 
vides that they may still be sold for cash. It excepts further section 
2286 of the Revised Statutes, which gives the right of pre-emption to 
counties and parishes of 160 acres upon which to erect county build- 
ings It also excepts section 2288, which gives the right to convey 
any part of a pre-emption for school, church, or cemetery purposes, 


| 


and in truth it touches a variety of questions upon which the future | 


policy of this Government in regard to its public domain should be 
thoroughly considered and matured. 

I am not prepared to say that I would oppose the amendment of the 
gentleman frem Arkansas if it were here for consideration under other 
circumstances, and upon a bill which could be properly considered and 
amended, But I am opposed to it now for the reason that it presents 
such numerous and varied propositions that the due consideration to 
which :t is entitled can not be given to it at this time. 
reason I am opposed to the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon ]}. 

Now, with reference to the subject-matter to be considered. It was 
stated on the floor of the House the other day that the Director of 
the Geological Survey had designated by a map certain lands which 


} 
} 


For the same 


What then, I pray, 
is to be done? 

On all hands it is conceded that the Congress of the United States 
will never enter upon the interminable work of building reservoirs and 
canals through that country. Then the only purpose of the survey is 
to point out to the people of the country what they already know, to 
wit, the places where reservoirs may he constructed and ditches run. 
We are thoroughly familiar with these facts now. We can not be any 
more thoroughly posted after this lengthy survey shall have progressed 
to its tull extent. Further still, I assert here, that when the survey 


| shall have been entirely completed in the manner in which it has 


| citizen of that entire country. 


heretofore progressed, it will not be worth one solitary farthing to any 
And why? For thesimple reason that 


| the running of ditches to convey the water to irrigable lands requires 


| veyed the Judith Basin in the State of Montana. 
| this Judith Basin is. 


| I say that not a stake has been driven in that valley. 





the most accurate engineering of any line of levels to be run in any 


| case either for private or public works. 
were reported favorably by that committee, and passed the House dur- 


This Geological Survey is conducted upon a plan of glittering gener- 
alities. One single individual in the year 1889 reports that he sur- 
Let me tell you what 
It is a broad, beautiful valley, surrounded by 
mountains whose topsare in everlasting snow. Thousands of little riv- 
ulets in gulches run down into the main stream. That valley is at 
least 100 miles in length and it averages 75 miles in width. And yet 
we are told that a complete geological survey for the purposes of irri- 
gation, to show where canals may run and where reservoirs may be 
built, was made by one individual in a single summer between the 
times that he spent in trout-fishing along the streams. [Laughter. ] 
I assert that the 
money paid by the General Government to keep that individual there 
is as completely lost to the American people as though it had been 
buried in the depths of the sea. 

But the policy of the law of 1888 would completely prohibit each 
and every settler of that Judith Basin from entering a piece of land 
until this line of glittering generalitics may be concluded. If you 
could point to any practical results, if you could indicate that our 
people or any of the people of this countiy would be benefited by this, 
we would cheerfully acquiesce in the continuance of the survey; but 
candor bids me say that the surveys tat have been prosecuted are 
worthless from a practical point of view. These surveys may indi- 
cate to a gentleman in his counting-house in the city of Boston, or toa 
gentleman in London, the general conto r of that country, but noth- 


| ing more, and that is already known to the people there who are un- 


dertaking to solve this irrigation problem. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? First, under the act of 1888 is it not in the power of the Presi- 
dent at any time to open any or all of that basin or any of that coun- 
try to homestead settlement? Second, if there be doubt about it as 
to whether he will issue that proclamation, does the gentleman know 
of any objection by anybody to legislation apt and proper opening it 
to settlement now ? 

Mr. CARTER. First, I will say in reply to the question whether 
we can apply for an Executive proclamation opening that country that 


| the American people believe in the administration of the law, believe 


in the controlling power of the law, and no considerable body of Amer- 
ican citizens desire to be under the necessity of seeking their rights 
from day to day through the gift of an Executive proclamation. We 
have a right to know definitely what the law is and what we can de- 
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y 
pend upon in our efforts to settle that desert country. Second, we 
are endeavoring to secure legislation hereand row. Gentlemen speak 
of this irrigation proposition very loosely, from the lack of practical 
know!edge of the conditions existing in the arid region. | 

Reservoir sites have been spoken of here as though there existed 
some charmed spot in that vast Judith Valley, for instance, within 
which all the water could be stored, and if not stored there could aot 
be stored anywhere. Let me explain for a moment. In the warm 
seasons these waters are constantly being liberated from the snows on 
the mountain-tops. There run down hundreds of little streams into | 
the main stream of the valley below. Reservoir sites are up next to | 
what we call ‘‘ timber line,’’ on the mountain sides. No homesteader | 
can go there and support himsel! on a reservoir site long enough to get 
title to the reservoir site. There is no law of the United States under | 
which he can get title unless by actual settlement, or by reclaiming 
the land from its desert condition. In order to reclaim the land he 
must dig a ditch to the stream. That will cost ail the way from | 
$1,000 to $50,000, and ditches have been constructed in that Rocky 
Mountain country at the cost of half a million dollars, 


Now, when he shall have secured the reservoir site he is confronted | 
by the fact that within a distance of half a mile of that reservoir site 
which he has captured is ancther equally good reservoir site that any- 
body else can take. Further on, half a mile still, is another reservoir 
site, so that hundreds of those reservoir sites exist, and it is just as 
reasonabl: to talk about getting a monopoly over the fish in the At- 
lantic Ocean as to get a monopoly of the reservoir sites in the arid 
region. No man who has been over that country will for one moment 
pay the slightest attention to the cry that the réservoir sites are going | 
to be monopolized. The reservoir sites are about as nearly countless 
as the stars in the firmanent of heaven at night. 

Mr. COGSWELL, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Would it not be possible to obtain vested rights 
in that water? 

Mr. CARTER. Iam very glad that the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts was kind enough to ask that question as to whether it is not pos- 
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that the plaintiff (or defendant the ease may be) is «€ 
inches of water for use on blank p ; Che court ente 
cree in accordance with the fine t de $ sup} 
this law upon the statute-books o i 

Will any rentieman ex in hia { Ow ther 
IS going to be any I nopoly of w ‘ ; pr : 
TiCAl IMPOSsSIDLLILy tis a myt 
none can ever be secured 
under existing law. With the 

The CHAIRMA rl 

Mr. SMITH \ 4 ‘ 

Mr. HERMANN Ir. Chair1 
( ] tlen f 1 Illinois Mir. ¢ 
tio I ature Id er one which is ( : 
ull the st, and w 1, if adopted, would lead \ 
of injustice; that is, the omission to provide relief tor tho part 

i who have filed or who hold ent 31 le since th 1 dav of ¢ r 
182% His proposition mere Di les as to filings, or ent 

choate rights acquired pr ous to Oct 2, 1888, t teof t 

Sage of the act Ww h 3s ur I < . ¢ it rights 
shall be effective, but no relief ) l tentrymen 
settlers. 

Mr. CANNON f the gentleman bad hor to listen 
to my talk yesterday, or had glanced his eye ove ithe R RD 
he would have seen that I assente i i ( ‘ y t 
gentleman from Michigan | Mr. CurcHroNn | recognizing entries tl 
have been made in good faith ¢ 1d to the passage of 





this act. 
Mr. HERM i 
the honer to listen to his remarks, and I thou: 
le 


out the who 


AN? I will say to the gentleman that I did myself 





I diseovered throu 


course of those remarks a certain doubt on his part as 


to whether such a modification would be advisable ornot. But acting 
now upon the assumption that he will accept the amendment to which 
he refers, I desire particularly to emphasize the necessity for such re- 
lief. I have gone to the trouble of examining the records of the Gen- 


eral Land Office in relation to my own State. 


ble under existing law to acquire vested rights in the waters of that ! : ; ; : 
ae ting law to acqu ested rights in the waters of that ‘De a nent of ties tenlabethen ef tQ00: thace will: be. tavelidated: oo 
ara TD rom . ¢ , : x ,.. | cording tothe decision of the Attorney-General in my State, 4,944 entries 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Montana has | : arate : : ao 
expired of public lands embracing 663,710 acres and involving the little home 
xpired. oan 
; nen ; : : -| of nearly nine thousand tamilies, All the improvements made, the toil 
Mr. CARTER. Iask one minute in order to answer the question of | — ied a i h Seainaenaaiis ae Se ae saan 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. ee ere eee ee er en eee eee 
> is cre ee : : and homeless pioneers of the West unless an immediate remedy is af- 
Mr. BARTINE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from pontiac ties tlm rl} ; are ici Baas , ‘in th 
. . : orae YY LOLS Session. ne very tac imttnela l mie Lioned II ese 
Montana may proceed as long as he wishes—say five minutes. a Si we anil 7 oe aaa 
inceiditiaiiee Aiceniele inate ile figures are settled upon and improved without the aid of artificial ir- 
wh rae pls m . : rigation is the strongest evidence that to this extent the desigation 
Mr.CARTER. I repeat, again, the question to theend that it may be Sceriis Bie ila: iinet i dla oe “pon 1 by tl 
P . one 4 nade V 1e reological Survey 18 a mistake neithe!l ustifies nov the 
thoroughly understood, together withits answer. The gentleman from | . ~, am a Ae cee t 1 ciel ees as 
. ; “2 . lact warrante ) ne Sprit and 1 ent I tl 1aV 
Massachusetts [Mr. CoGsweL.] asks, if you repeal this law of 1888 | “"..) Sie eek kad ee ' 
: rs : . 3 : rhere are four land districts within the portion of Oregon located in 
do you not thereby make it possible for speculators to monopolize all side of the | f , a page ety ‘ye 
. . siae ol @ ilnes ort aria region as segregat ry ie O1ogicai Su4»ry 
the water suppliesof the Rocky Mountain country, and thus absolutely | aay : ; - 
; * ¥ _- | An area exceeding the State of Pennsylvania is all withdrawn f } 
centrol these arid lands. In reply to that I answer no, and I refer | ; “7 ' . : 
settlement and entry These land districts and the entries in then 


to the law which has been upon the statate-books since 1877 in sup- 
port of my answer. What is known as the desert-land law was ap- | 
7 


proved in 1877, and that portion of it relating to the appropriation of 
water for the reclamation of arid lands reads as follows: 





Provided, however, That the right to the use of water by the person so con- 
ducting the same on or to any tract of desert land of 640 acres shall depend 
upon bona fide prior appropriation ; and such right shall not exceed the amount 
of water actually appropriated and necessarily used for the purpose of irriga- 
tion and reclamation; and all surplus water over and above such actual appro- 
priation and use, together with the water of all lakes, rivers, and other sources 
of water supply upon the public lands and not navigable, shall remain and be 
held free for the appropriation and use of the public for irrigation, mining, and 
manufacturing purposes subject to existing rights, 


Now, that is the law controlling it. What does it control? It pro- 
vides that if my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] goes out and takes 
up a desert-land claim of 640 acres, he may go to the nearest stream 
and appropriate water wherewith to reclaim that land. 

Abvut 160 miner's irfches would be an ample supply for that purpose, 
but we will assume that instead of appropriating 166 inches he under- 
takes to appropriate 2,000 inches. Under this law any citizen havinga 
right or desiring to take water from that stream can enjoin Mr. CANNON 
trom taking one drop of water out of the stream except such as he can 
before a jury prove necessary to irrigate the lands he actually owns or 
had undertaken on contract to reclaim. 

The courts of our country (and when I say ‘‘our country ”’ I speak of | 
this vast arid region) have held and decreed time and time again that 
an individual appropriating water of the streams was held strictly to 
the amount actually necessary for the irrigation of the land he irri- | 

} 
| 


gated or the mining or milling use to which he appliedit. The ques- 
tion of the amount necessary is a question of fact submitted to a jury, 
and the courts in passing upon this question of necessity have almost 
invariably sought the intervention of a jury to find whether a party 
to the litigation was appropriating or undertaking to divert from the 
stream more water than he actually needed. The juries return ver- 
dicts to the effect: ‘‘ We, the jury in the above-entitled action, find 


between October 1888, and ine 30, 1390, and which are affected 
? 


by the legislation of 1888, are as follows 


i stricts tries A 

La Grande ; ok ; P 559 22, 556 
The Dalles... vn — 2, 250 146, 227 
Lakeview daatnnie ; 2 SLO 253, 162 
Harney 595 46. 771 

Now, Mr. Chairman, all these entries and filings, according to the 
construction which has been adopted at the Departme e ubsolutel: 
null and void. On this point I desire the attention of my generous 
friend from -lllinois {| Mr. CANNON In all this d te | IAS ex- 


pressed very serious doubt as to whether there is any authority for 
making the statement which I in common with others have made: that 


is to say, he denies that the effect of the decisions will be to in 
validate these entries. His position, as I understand, is that the 
merely remain suspended, as it were, to be revived as to those ent: 
of lands which may in the end not be segregated and set apart as th 
arid region. Is not that the gentleman's position 

Mr. CANNON. In my opinion t land oflices throughout that 
country are very properly open, and these entries are properly be- 
ing made since October 2, 1258; and I say, further, I am satisfied that 


if there is no change of law it would be the duty of the Land Office to 
ascertain as a question of fact whether the act of 158% withdrew these 
lands from settlement. Lut in my remarks yesterday I indicated a 
willingness to accept an amendment which tke gentleman from Mich 
igan has prepared validating entries made in good taith since Octob 
2, 1888, up to the passage of this act; and there are many millions of 
acres that have been thus entered. 
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Mr. HERMANN. Then the gentleman concurs in the opinion I 
have expressed as to the absolute invalidity of those entries ? 

Mr. CANNON. Not at all. If they are absolutely invalid, then 
the Secretary of the Interior should be impeached for wasting the pub- 
lic money in allowing those entries to be made, 

Mr. HERMANN. If the entries are valid, according to the gentle- 
man’s last position, why the necessity for further legislation? Why 
validate them ? 

Mr. CANNON, Merely to ease the minds of you and other gentle- 
men. There is a doubt about the matter. Now that the point is con- 
ceded, my friend seers not to understand; he still is not happy. 

Mr. HERMANN. I do not propose to allow even the doubt to re- 
main With the gentleman. I want it to be a substantial conviction; 
and in order to show that there is no room even for a doubt, I wish to 
call the gentleman's attention particularly to the instructions sent out 
from the Interior Department to all these land offices within the pre- 
scribed limits as marked out on the map of segregation of so-called 
arid Jands. I have here a copy of the formal official instructions sent 
to the various land oflices. I will read only the concluding part, giv- 
ing the construction of the Interior Department—an unreasonable con- 
truction, as I hold ; because I maintain that according to the law it- 
self it was the intention of Congress that only such lands should be 
set apart and segregated as after survey were discovered to be arid 
jands and such lands as can not be brought into cultivation without the 
assistance of artificial irrigation. That I hold to be the fair, the honest, 
the sensible construction of this act according to the language which 
has been so frequently quoted in this discussion: 

Alllands which may hereafter be designated or selected by the Geological 
Survey as sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irrigatioin purposes, and all 
lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, or canals, are, 
since the passage of said act, absolutely reserved, etc 

All lands, bearin mind, Mr. Chairman, which may be designated or 
selected after the passage of that act by a formal, an official, a careful, 
a deliberate survey—not simply by an arbitrary order of some gentle- 
man who sits in the Department in his office in the Geological or any 
other bureau and draws an imaginary line, and, after certain arguments 
are made to him, shifts that line 105 miles farther to the westward. 
‘That was not the intention of this Congress; nor is the construction 
placed upon this act by the Attorney-General sustained by the language 
of the act. No such interpretation as that can be given to it. Only 
such Jands were to be segregated as after survey and careful inspection 
should have been demonstrated to be arid lands. 

But to the point. The Interior Department, through the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, goes on in its instructions and uses 
this language: 

Neither individuals nor corporations have a right to make filings upon any 
lands thus reserved 

By what? 

By this segregation, after a careful and official survey. 

But not after an arbitrary designation, such as bas been made upon 
the topographical map. 

Nor can they be permitted to obtain control of the lakes and streams that are 
susceptible of uses for irrigation purposes. 

Now comes the order: 

You will, therefore, immediately cancel all filings. 


| ask the attention of the gentleman from Illinois to this word ‘‘ can- 
cel,’’ as used by the Interior Department. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman will allow mea moment. Did he 
not read at the commencement of his remarks a statement of filings to 
the extent of hundreds of thousands of acres made since the passage of 
the act and since the issuing of that circular ? 

Mr. HERMANN. I did. 

Mr. CANNON. And is it not true that the land offices are wide 
open there now? 

Mr. HERMANN. But let me say to the gentleman that while it 
was once a matter of very great surprise to me that such a thing should 
have heen allowed in view of the instructions given, I discovered upon 
an interview at the Department that it was merely a courtesy and a 
possible future saving to those people—it was, I may say, largely in 
the line of humanity—that the land offices were permitted to remain 
open and these filings to be accepted, the hope being entertained that 
Congress would come to the relief of these people and remedy the de- 
fect in the law if such exist. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me again? Can he com- 
plain now if either one of two things be done—if the President issues 
his proclamation so that these people can make their final proofs, or if 
this House should (as I think everybody here is willing to do), by leg- 
islation upon this bill, permit final proofs to be made on these entries 
that were made in good faith? 

Mr. HERMANN. I will say in answer to the gentleman from Illinois 
that no final proof can be made on one acre of any of these lands un- 
less there be some final and specific action on the part of Congress to 
warrant it. 

Mr. CANNON, Then, what is the gentleman finding fault with? 
Who is opposing that? 

Mr. HERMANN. You are opposiag it. 
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Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 

Mr. HERMANN. Your amendment opposes it. Your amendment 
is what I am objecting to, because it prevents just that very thing. 
It allowed no relief when it was first presented, but subsequently [ 
agree that you did to some extent agree to modify the amendment so 
as to allow these entries to be validated. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, if that is the solution of the difficulty, and 
the amendment accomplishes it, why should not my friend be happy ? 

Mr. HERMANN. Because all the way through you have cast a 
doubt upon the question whether or not these entries are suspended, 
or repealed, or made in good faith. Now, we want that matter made 
definite and specific. 

Mr. CANNON. The amendment that I have suggested covers thy 
whole point. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What does the gentleman mean by saying “‘ an 
entry made in good faith ?’’ 

Mr. HERMANN. What I mean is that under this decision no entry 
can be made in good faith in any of the limits of the arid region as 
laid down on the map of the Geological Survey, in view of the action 
of the Interior Department and the interpretation of the Attorney- 
General. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HERMANN. I should like to be permitted to proceed for thre 
minutes longer. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will have that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has no possible objection, and would 
be glad to recognize the gentleman, but the time for debate has been 
limited. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have three minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HERMANN, I ask this, Mr. Chairman, simply to present an- 
other statement which I make as an estimate based upon the oflicial 
figures I have obtained in regard to the land districts of my own State, 
which are practically withdrawn under the operation of the order ot 
the Interior Department. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Before the gentleman proceeds, will he permit me 
to ask him this question, whether that circular letter of instructions 
was issued to the land offices of the West? 

Mr. HERMANN. It has been. 

Mr. STRUBLE. What is the date? 

Mr. CANNON. June 5, 1889. 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes, it is dated June 5, 1889, and it extends 
back in effect to October 2,1888, and continues down to the present time. 

This estimate is a comparative showing, and as to lands absolutely 
withdrawn or placed in jeopardy in the other States and Territories 
I desire to present it in connection with the official figures in regard to 
my own State. The entries and filings official and estimated in the 
different States and Territories are as follows: 

California, 18,000 entries and filings, embracing 1,300,000 acres; 
Utah, 15,000 entries and filings, covering 1,000,000 acres; Nevada, 10, - 
000 entries and filings, embracing 700,000 acres; Washington, 18,000 
entries and filings, 1,300,000 acres; Montana, 10,000 entries and filings, 
700,000 acres; Idaho, 5,000 entries, 300,000 acres; New Mexico, 5,000 
entries, 300,000 acres; Arizona, 5,000 entries, 300,000 acres; Colorado, 
10,000 entries, 700,000 acres; North Dakota, 5,000 entries, 300,000 
acres; South Dakata, 5,000 entries, 300,000 acres; Nebraska, 5,000 
entries, 300,000 acres; Kansas, 5,000 entries, 300,000 acres; and Wyo- 
ming, 9,000 entries and filings, covering 700,000 acres, or a total, in- 
cluding Oregon, of 134,000 entries and filings, covering 9,168,716 acres. 

These are absolutely withdrawn and canceled, or subject to cancel- 
lation since October 2, 1888, and they are entirely nullified by these 
instructions of the Department, and by the construction placed on the 
act of 1888 by the Attorney-General of the United States. Wethussee, 
Mr. Chairman, a grave necessity which presents itself for some active 
and practical, as well as immediate, relief. The very fact, gentlemen, 
that 134,000 people could go out on the public domain, settle there, find 
water to liveon, and enough by rains and streams to cultivate the lands 
on which they have settled, is a sufficient answer, in my judgment, to 
the position taken by the Department, that these lands are in the arid 
region proper. I submit them to the committee because it has been 
said that figures can notlie, and these figures will carry with them their 
own conviction, and prove far more than imaginary surveys. With 
draw the arid lands when carefully demonstrated to be such, but do 
not include an immense region of fertile country which is and always 
has been susceptible of cultivation, and thereby impair the rights of 
thousands and thousands of American homeseekers, if not absolutely 
to deprive them of homes obtained in good faith and under invitation 
of the general land laws of the nation. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, from the debate which has thus far 
proceeded there should be no difficulty in agreeing upon a proposition 
which will be satisfactory to all, combining the most important features 
of gentlemen on all sides of this question; and, if we will only reflect 
for a moment on the points of difference, and look at the matter in a 
practical way,I believe we can come to an understanding. If it is the 
judgment of the House that nothing except the homestead law should 
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operate in the arid region, why, then, the proposition of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], with some modifications, expressly re- 


pealing the pre-emption and timber-culture laws, ought to be adopted. 
3ut if the judgment of the House, as heretofore expressed in former 
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Congresses, remains the judgment of this House to-day, that some dif- | 


ferent system other than the homestead law ought to prevail as to the 
arid lands, then the proposition of the gentleman from I!linois [Mr 
PAYSON], which was formulated by the Public Lands Committee ot 
the last House after much deliberation and consideration, should be 
adopted with the same amendment as to the pre-emption and timber- 
culture laws. 

I am opposed to the incorporation of general legislation upon an ap- 


propriation bill; but the law now complained of was put upon the ap- | 


ropriation bill in the last Congress as a rider by the Senate. 
ailed to get what they wanted. 
ment is objectionable, and the same body that forced the legislation 
on the House last year now seeks to have the law repealed in the same 
manver. I think that the act of the last Congress was very unwise and 
the methods used to secure its passage wrong, but I,believe if we can 
get rid of the objectionable land laws it will yet prove a blessing to the 
country—not only that part of the country affected by the provisions 
of the bill directly, but to the whole country, where we Lave public 
lands. 

Now, it has been the judgment of this House for the past six years, 
at least, and the judgment of every Secretary of the Interior and Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office for the last ten years, that the 
timber-culture law and pre-emption law should be repealed as to the 
whole country. Under these laws more frauds have been committed 
than under all the others. Bills after bills have passed this House 
and failed inthe Senate. But I believe that the Senate and the House 
are now ready to repeal these laws, and to amend the desert-land law 
so as to make it applicable to that part of our western country that can 
not be settled and reclaimed under the homestead law. Now, what 
ought we to do? 

Let us for the time being lay aside all of our objections to legislating 
upon appropriation bills. We are not responsible for its presence here. 
We have got to do something. The people who are interested in this 
immense territory and who live upon these lands know something 
about the necessity for relief, and they ask, if nothing more can be 
done, that we shall repeal this law that was passed by the last Con- 
gress. If that is repealed, then the water-shedsor the reservations made 
for the purpose of making these reservoirs and canals will be taken by 
the syndicates, it is said, and the settlers of this country will be placed 
at the mercy of those who own the lands along the streams. ‘That is 
not desirable and should be prevented at all hazards. 

Now, it.seems to me that the practical solution of this whole ques- 
tion is this: To adopt as an independent section the proviso to the sub- 
stitute offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] which 
reserves the lands that have been and may be selected for reservoirs 
and canals, and then adopt the amendment that I offered repealing the 
pre-emption and timber-culture laws, and also the proposition of the 
gentleman from Illinois, modified as to amount, if the House may see 
fit, and make the law applicable to the whole country, and you will 
then have done what has heen demanded by every Administration, Re- 
publican and Democratic, for the last ten years, and what this House 
has insisted upon. It is what ought to be done, and is what I have in- 
sisted upon for years. I havea bill now pending substantially tothe same 
effect (H. R. 84). You will then make it impossible for any syndi- 
cate or person to acquire land in large bodies, and you will make it 
possible to settle the whole country under the homestead law and un- 
der the desert-land law that is now proposed. 

Gentlemen say that we should not do this upon an appropriation. 
But we have got into the unfortunate attitude that we can not do any- 
thing unless we leave the law as it now stands and permit this empire 
of land, 850,000,000 acres, to remain reserved, unless we do legislate 
upon this bill. SoTI say that if we undertake to do anything at all 
let us do that which is proper to be done, that which the House and 
the country has approved in the past, and that which the people are 
ready to accept now. 

The criticisms made by the gentleman from Montana [Mr, Carrer] 
as to my amendment are not well taken. The sections excepted do 
not relate to the operations of the pre-emption law proper, but are sec- 
tions one of which deals with Indian land, and that nobody has any 
desire to repeal, and the other permits alienation for school-honses 
and churches. 

Now, if the suggestions I have made are agreed to we have got all 
that we want, and if the Senate will agree to it then the legislation 
that was passed by the last Congress will have resulted in good to the 
couptry. The lands for reservoirs and canals will be reserved, the whole 
public domain will be protected for the bona fide settlers, and we will 
at the same time get rid of the objectionable law that has been used 
for fraudulently acquiring title to lands. So, then, at the proper time 
I will move the amendment that I suggested on Monday as an amend- 
ment to the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois, as independent 
sections, and I believe that he and other gentlemen who are familiar 
with this question will agree that it ought to be adopted and become 
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a part of his amendment if his is to be adopted. I know that he ha 
always supported the proposition in the committee and in the H« 
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to be accepted instead of that of the gentleman f1 Lllinois [Mr. Pay- 
SON |, then I will propose the same a nt to his substitute 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman rally admitted that there 


was too much haste in the legislatior ct of arid lands in 
eems to methat. wh 


of the region of 


the first session of the last Congress e this 





subject does not excite any great 


| country affected by it, still there is 1 n to indulge the hope that 
gentlemen interested in the subject will deliberately consider what is 
proper now to do. The sentiment seems to be very general that the 
legislation of 1888 was too restrictive and yet too broad and com 


prehensive. It amounted to exactly what the House was informed at 
the time it would amount te; but from the fact that gentlemen were 
managing that question who were not familiar with the land system, 
the measure was not perfect. Now, M1: 
propositions pending, Oneof them, at least, has been thoroughly con- 
sidered by the House. I refer, of course, to the amendment submitted 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson], chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

I hope the House will bear one fact in mind, that the measure he 
submits is in no sense a hasty measure; it is not an unconsidered 
measure. It is subject to none of the objections that can be urged 


against the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], 
from the fact that the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
Payson] has long been considered by your Committee on Public 
Lands and carefully considered. It was pending before the House 
here for at least a week or ten days—two weeks, I believe. It passed 
finally as a portion of the general land bill, I think, without a dissenting 
voice. The result of that measure in the Senate must satisfy the House 
that if there is to be any legislation upon this subject of public lands itis 
to be through just such an instrumentality as this appropriation bill. 

Now, one word as to the two propositions,and I am glad to have the 
ear of a member of the Committee on Appropriations at this moment, 
for I take it for granted that the members of that committee will stand 
by the proposition supported by their chairman. Let me say to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAvers], and I should be glad to say to 
the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. CANNON], that this subject of public 
lands is not one easv to master. It is a subject that is not completely 
mastered by any gentleman representing the States or Territories where 
these lands are, because this vast region stretches away beyond the 
limits of the region of country with which he is familiar. 

Now, the Committee on Appropriations proposes to take up and 
formulate a proposition to be voted upon by the House, and become 
part of the laws, without any pretense of familiarity with the subject. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. In the first place,do you not know that this whole 
question is forced upon the Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. And do you not also know that the Committee on 
Appropriations would willingly divest itself of all connection with this 
matter ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. And very properly. 

Mr. SAYERS. That being the case, let meask my friend why has 
not either the Committee on Public Lands or the Committee on Irri- 
gation brought forward some measure to settle this trouble which has 
been pending for the last two years ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have been trying to « 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is it pending now ” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was explaining that that passed as a part of the 
general land measure in the last Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam asking you about this session 
this session ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. SAYERS. Has the committee reported it to the House? 

Mr. HOLMAN. A measure of that kind has not been reported, and 
that is largely due—— 

Mr. SAYERS Vhvy has a bill of that kind not been reported to 
the House? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will state why there has not been any report to 
the House. After occuping two weeks of the last session of Congress 
in passing the bill with now, in view of what has since transpired, 
the absolute certainty that the Senate would not pass it and that if 
would not be even considered by the Senate, it was hardly deemed 
necessary that the Committee on the Public Lands of the House 
should consider the subject, as we could secure no legislation upon 
either the desert-land question, the pre-emption question, or the com- 
mutation clause of the homestead law; and consequently you could se- 
cure no such legislation except it is enacted on other measures that 
would have to receive attention. 

Mr. PAYSON. If my colleague will permit me, I willstate that the 
question of jurisdiction also had a part to do with *t 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Precisely. That question had also to be consid- 
ered. The Hiouse seemed to order that this matter should go to the 
Committee on Arid Lands—- 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to make a statement in 
this connechion ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Certainly. 


Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Indiana intimates that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have not had sutlicient experience in the land 
legisiation of the country to decide upon this matter 


Mr. HOLMAN { did not say exactly that, but pretty nearly. 
Laughter. | 


ir. SAYERS. That is the inference. New, Congress has been in 
ession ever since the first Mon lay In December, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr.SAYERS. And neither the Committee on Public Lands nor the 





Committee on Irrigation have yet presented to the House any proposi- 
tion-to solve this question, but have permitted—I will not say by their 
a rider to be incorporated upon the 


neglect, but by their failure to act 


appropriation bill by the Senate; and now the gentleman seems to 
make some reflections upon the Committee on Appropriations for the 
presence of this rider and their inability to solve the question. 

) [OLMAN. Why, not atail. You have not anything to do 


with it 
| 


Anybody who knows anything about the matter of public 
y well that not one of the land bills would be 
considered if sent to the Senate, or by its Committee on Public Lands 
either; and, secondly, it was believed that this other committee had 
jurisdiction over that particular subject. 

Mr. SAYERS, Does that excuse either of the committees I have 
mentioned ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to excuse the Committee on Public Lands 
from this particular question, because the Committee on Irrigation 
seems to tuke its place so far as the desert lands were concerned; so 
that the gentleman must see that my answer is a complete one. 

Mr. PAYSON. And the question is here now. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And, as suggested, the question is here. TheSen- 
ate having put this proposition on a bill repealing the act of 1888, why 
of course the committee is deprived of any responsibility for it, and the 
committee baving the bill in charge ought to be satisfied that other 
committees having familiarity with the subject should at least make 
suggestions. We ask that these suggestions should receive respectful 
consideration, especially when you bear in mind the fact that the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands has been studying this subject for years and | 
years, and finally submitted a proposition to the House which the | 
House adopted with unanimity and which the gentleman from Llinois | 
[Mr. PAYSON } hos submitted; so that there can be no question about 
it here. 

Now, one word further in connection with this subjeet. This mat- 
ter is one of great difficulty, and no one gentleman, even one who rep- 
resents the arid lands, understands the whole question unless he has 
made it a subject of very careful study as well as observation, for the 
reason that it is well known that these lands greatly vary in character 
and value. A large body of our arid lands in the southern portion of 
New Mexico are in the limits of the old Texas and Pacific. Nearly 
two years ago permission’ was granted to sell that region at $2.50 per 
acre, and it is a well known fact that under the $2.50 an acre law a 
very considerable portion of the lands within the limits of the Texas 
and Pacitic land grant have been actually taken up ander the pre- 
emption laws at $2.50 an acre; and speaking hastily upon the subject 
one would say, as a matter of course, that that portion of New Mexico 
would he one of the most arid regions that Congress would have to 
deal with 

One other matter in this connection. By the act of the 6th of Jane, 
1880, we provided tor the appointment of a commission to deal with 
this great question of the arid lands—for of course it is now understood 
that the term ‘‘ desert lands’’ embraces substantially all the remain- 
ing public domain. That commission was one of the ablest bodies of 
the kind ever appointed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYSON, I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Indiana be permitted to proceed without limit. 

The CHAIRMAN, There is one hour left for debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishall not occupy more than ten minutes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from I)linois [Mr. Payson ] ? 

There was no objeetion, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That commission was composed, first, of James A. 
Williams, at that time the Commissioner of the Land Office, a very | 
proper persen, of course, for such a position. The next member was 
Clarence King, then of the United States Geological Survey. Every 
gentleman here understands who Col. Clarence King was and is. He 
was the first Director of your Geological Survey, and one of the most 
accomplished of your topographical engineers, and he was and is ex- 
ceedingly iamiliar with the Western country. Another member was 
Maj. John W. Powell, who is now the able and accomplished Director 
of the Survey, and is now more familiar with the subject of the desert 
lands of the United States than auy other living man, and not only 
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that, but a gentleman of admirable judgment, well qualified, not only 
by ability but by training and experience, to deal with a great question 
like this. ‘The other member was Thomas Donaldson, of Philadelphia, 
a very accomplished and scholarly gentleman. 

‘These were the members of the commission. It made a voluminous 
report to Congress, one of the volumes of which I havehere. That re- 
port covers the whole field. The commission found great difficulty in 
dealing with this question, and among other things they recommended 
a policy of large homesteads in the desert-land region. They did not 
wish to abandon the idea of homesteads on the public lands, and they 
wished to avoid speculation in those lands, and recommended home- 


| steads of such magnitude that the subject never really received full 


consideration on the partof Congress. When the act of 1877 was passed 

which was prior to the formation of the commission) asection of land 
was designated as the reasonable amount to be given under the desert- 
land law. 

Now, it is obvious that that law is not a proper one. There hav 
been millions of acres entered under your homestead law that might 
have been taken up under the desert-land law. There are millions ot 
acres yet left that will be taken up under your homestead law that 
would pass under and be controlled by the desert-land law if proper 
application was made for entry. While the homestead law proper can 
he made applicable to a very large portion of your remaining public 
lands, there are other portions to which it would not properly apply. 
I think, therefore, that the proposition submitted by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. PAyson ], which has been so carefully considered by 
vour Committee on Public Lands for years past, and which was care- 
fully considered by the House in the first session of the last Congress 
and approved unanimously, is about a fair medium proposition. | 
admit that I regret, in view of the rapid exhaustion of the public do- 
main, that so large an entry as 320 acres should be permitted, but | 
do not see how it can be avoided. Your present law provides for 6410 
acres, but I think the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois, 320 
acres, is about a fair medium. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand the gentleman to state that in his 
opinion 320 acres of land is as large an area as should be given under 
this law to any one person. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it is as large as should be given. In fact, 
I do not like to give so much, but I do not see how it can be avoided. 
I would like to reduce that, but am willing to accept it as a compro- 
mise. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, can the gentleman reconcile that view with the 
opinion expressed by the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SmirH], that 
small holdings can never be made available in that desert region ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, there may be some parts of Arizona where that 
is true. 

Mr. SAYERS. He applied it to the whole Territory. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I apply it to every inch of the Territory. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, if that view is correct, of course everybody 
will see that the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANn- 
NON | can not be adopted; but I think 320 acres is a fair medium amount. 
It must be borne in mind all the time that even as eloquent a gentle- 
man as my friend from Arizona [ Mr. SMITH], a man as competent and 
as well qualified to deal with this great subject as he is, and as his 
distinguished associates from the new States and Territories are, may 
be mistaken. I took oecasion in this last Congress to say that among 
the most gratifying things in connection with the development of 
our Western country was the steady improvement in the high char- 
acter, attainments, and ability of the gentlemen who were sent here 
to represent those new communities. They are now, I am glad tosay, 
represented by a much abler body of men than ever appeared in Con- 
gress before from that portion of the Union; so that it is hardly acom- 
pliment to the gentlemen sent here to represent the Territories and the 
new States to say that they compare exceedingly well with the repre- 
sentatives of the older communities of this country, but they are al! 
looking after their local affairs and doing it well, but our constituents 
have an equal interest in these matters with theirs. 

Now, while my friend from Arizona [Mr. SmirH] accepts fully the 
proposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson ] he still in- 
sists upon the 640 acres, but I know that he will ultimately consent to 
fixing the amount at 320 acres. The gentleman must understand that 
his people are not as much interested in this question as mine are. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I do not understand that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The people of my section of country are emigrat- 
ing all the time to that region to find homes. Most of those who are 
there now have already availed themselves of the benefit of the land 
laws—— 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Well, we want to give them a better 
chance. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Chairman, I would not feel that I could speak 
with safety upon this subject had I not had not merely the advantage 
of some study of our land laws, but also opportunity, on two different 
occasions in the last eight years, to inspect personally a wide area of 
that country. I have passed through my friend’sTerritory of Arizona 
up to the Gila and away beyond. i have reconnoitered the Gila and 
the San Carlos and all the streams in thatregion of country; so that 1 
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: have some familiarity with this subject independently of the study of | Irrigation to receive any consideration in this fous any time du 
the laws on which our land system is predicated. this | mgress, except under a 5} 
Mr. SAYERS. I have traveled on foot over almost all that country. | Mr. HOLMAN And after w t i the House, what w 1 
Mr. HOLMAN. Iam giad to hear it, because you have then a bet- | it amount to? , 
ter acquaintance with this question. . _Mr. SAYERS. I have the flo Li 
Mr. Chairman, with the facts within our knowledge at this time, 1t | the gentleman in is way: | yn 
does seem to me the Committee on Appropriations should cheerfully Rules will furnish the ost al . 
acquiesce in allowing t » the views of the Committee on the Pubjic Lands l el 
fair weight in the consideration of the subject before the House; that | w! it ‘ 
assent should be given to the adoption of this committee's well consid- | : mple opport nity to ha i 
ered plan as a fair compromise between the extremes. Why should Mr. PAYSON. Upon : . 
not this proposition be pern itted to hecome alaw? You can enact il LeOxas Mane a 3 con en Ss ; 
this way: you can not enact it in any other. If you put it on this ap- | I Comniitt : 
4 propriation bill you will accomplish your purpose; you will havea wise on 
. law under which the great body of the lands west of the one hundredth SAY is. ] 
; meridian will be disposed of; a law which no person can say was hastil retofore re 
passed, because the Committee on Public Lands has always had illy patriotic, eq int i é I 
benelit of the experience of gentlemen familiar with the arid regions of | of nte 
our country, the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN | having been M -AYSON, Z 
a member of that committee during the last Congress, and the gen YERS ua 
man from Wyoming {Mr. CAREY] being a member of the present | | ft th ority i e, a ito 
committee. di erv influential with t ( ++ Id t 
In conclusion, I can only say, that while I pleaded with the House | he wi e any tro 1 ‘ 
not to act hastily in the passage of the act of 1888, to hesitate until we I mn of this matte 
. knew all the facts, | think that now, with the knowledge of all th Mr. HERMANN. What sh ' 
5 facts, we can safely pass this. matured measure submitted by the gen- | lation relieving those 124,000 people 1 ys 
tleman from Illinois {[Mr. Payson]. Permit me to add that the ac- | nullified by the order of the Departm 
tion of Major Powell, as Director of the Geological Survey, in the mat- Mr. SAYERS, Ask the gentleman from 3{ Mr \ 
ter of these lands, is entitled to high commendation. He has sought, | is his duty to attend to that matter. 
as many of us have done, to save these lands from the curse of monop- Mr. HERMANN. In the mean time their homes ut stake. 
oly. Surely gentlemen will not attempt to defeat that purpose. Mr. SAYERS. The duty of the Committee on Appropriations is to 
{Here the hammer fell. pass upon the appropriations necessary for the support of the Govern- 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [| Mr. | me luring the coming fiscal year, and the gentleman knows as well 
HoLMAN | goes quite far when he asks the Committee on Appropriations | as any member of this House that legislation upon ap} ropriation bills 
to surrender its views and its duties in regard to the consideration of ; is altogether improper and unwise; that as a policy it should never be 
this amendment to the viewsof the Committee on Public Lands. The | willingly permitted by ; House. 
amendment is here without the consent of theeCommittee on Appro- | Now, Mr. Chairman, afterhaving given my views astothe policy that 
priations. That committee would gladly get rid of it and leave the | should guide the House at the present moment, permit m«¢ to say that as 
question where it properly belongs, either with the Committee on Pub- | between the gentlemanfrom Indiana [ Mr. HoLM ind the gentleman 
. lic Lands or the Committee on Irrigation. representing the Territory of Arizona | Mr. Smiri]| there is the widest 
Now, it occurs to me that the wise policy for the House to adopt at | difference of opinion. One says to the committee that the small hold- 
; the present moment is to concur in the views of the gentieman trom | ing of lands will not be of the slightest benetit to the people of Ari- 
2 Illinois [Mr. CANNON ], the chairman of the Committee on Appropria zona, and that practically you may as well provide no law at all as to 
i tions, by simply non-concurring in the Senate amendment, and allow- | give them only 32U acres The gentlemat 1 the con- 
' ing the matter to go into conference between the two Houses, with the | trary, thinks that is fully enough. » you see the difference between 
understanding, not implied but expressed, that the conferees on the | them is irreconcilable, and if the Committee on Appropriations were 
4 part of the House, after hearing what the conferees on the part of the | to yield ta the suggestions of the gentleman fr idiana, and sub- 
Senate may propose to do with reference to the amendment, cither by | ordinate not only their own views to the Committee on the Publis 
7 receding irom it or modifying it, shall submit the matter to the House | Lands, but also allow ( ! » in i take the place of 
2 to be considered separately trom all other matters pending between the | the Committee on Appropriations, I do not think that the gentleman 
i two Houses, and to be dealt with as the best judgment of the House | representing the arid lands would be any the bette dl. 
2 may dictate. At the same time it occurs to me that it would be en- Mr. SMITH, of Arizona An ing tter than the presentlaw, 
tirely proper in our opinion. 
Mr. PAYSON. Asa matter of parliamentary procedure, how can| Mr. DOCKERY. Better ed e gentle ; 
what. the gentleman has just indicated be done? Suppose the two Mr. SAYERS Yes; but still I do not think t 
; conference committees should agree, what is there for the House todo? | better contented. 
z Mr. SAYERS. Itis not believed that the conference committees will | Mr. DOCKER hy, Mr. ¢ Q it »f their 
2 agree. The conferees on the part of the House will certainly not | own sing a 0 ‘ 3 azo issat 
agree te the Senate amendment or to any moditication of it before tak “il 
| ing the sense of the House. Mr. SMITH, of Ari r to 
‘ Mr. PAYSON. But, suppose the Senate conferees should recede from | our seeking at all. 
i their views and assent to the idea advanced by the chairman of the Mr. DOCKERY We l i 
3 Committee on Appropriations, and suppose that agreement should be Mr. SMITH, of Arizon ot substa ¢ 
} embodied in the conference repert, nothing is then left for this Hous¢ Mr. DOCKERY. It ) 
; but to take the entire conference report, covering these two hundred and eman from Colorado, Mr. 3 1 i i ted at 
4 odd amendments, this one included. his request and that of other gent 1 repre : uy 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I de not understand that that would The CHAIRMAN. Does the gent 0 
necessarily be the result—— ir. SAYERS. I yield the rem . 
Mr. PAYSON. What else could be the result? tleman from ‘Missouri { Mr. \ 
Mr. SAYERS. I understand that the gentleman from Illinois pro- Mr. DOCKER\ sk to ytitic ( I 
poses not to present his amendment to the committee of conference, | hav: upied seven 
but simply to meet the question upen the line that the Senate should N Mr. Chairma nD Z é 
recede. If the Senate refuses to recede- n t 3 \ ut ( 
Mv. PAYSON. Suppose it does recede ? pI 1 | lo espo ) 
Mr.SAYERS. Well, if itreeedes, then the question would be within appearance 0 3 proposit here; 
the jurisdiction of the Committee of Public Lands; and as we hav: prised at the remarks of the » gent 
4 abundance of time I do not donbt that they would bring forward a {AN]. Under the poli which has pre | ; t iarter of a 
proposition which the House could consider, as an important question | century-—and I do not desiz » tr l Mn groul n t 
| of that kind should be considered, separately and apart from all other | diseussion—but un that | i icent « e of agricult- 
questions, ural lands that was bequeathed to us the fathers of the country has 
Mr. PAYSON. Now, if the gentleman from Texas is sincere in thi disappeared. Railroad companies hav ed near ), 000, - 
Suggestion, as I have no doubt he is 000 acres: aliens own a larg ( rations have acquired an im 
Mr. SAYERS. Certainly I am sincere, or I would not make the 


mense acreage, so that to-day neariy all ol that magnificent empl 
statement, tle exce 1 


| gone, and there remains but little except the arid lands 
” 7; +a ; 7 1 a , , 
Mr. PAYSON. Will he statehow itis possible forany measurecom-| I have no time, Mr. Chairman, to discuss this question a 


ing either from the Committee on Public Lands or the Committee on | nordo I deem such discussion necessary, and for that reason have s 
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gested to the Chair to indicate when I shall have occupied seven min- 
utes. h to state, however, in a few words theissue joined by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] in the amenament he offers as 
a“ substitute for the one offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Payson]. The act of October 2, 1288, provides for the segregation of 
the arid lands, and also for the segregation of reservoir and canal sites. 
It also directs an investigation to determine what portions of the arid 
lands can be reclaimed by irrigation. 

These are the salient points of the existing law. The amendment 
submitted by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], as a substi- 
tute, modifies the e.cisting statute so that the arid lands may be sub- 
ject to entry or settlewent under the homestead laws or under the desert- 
land law, providing always that only 160 acres shall be taken by one 
person. It also authorizes entries under the mineral and town-site 
laws whilst at the same time providing for the continued reservation 
and segregation of reservoir and canal sites. With both of these propo- 
sitions I am in hearty accord. Now, Mr. Chairman, as the once vast 
area of our public domain is well-nigh exhausted I submit in all candor 
that 160 acres should be the limit to be hereafter acquired by any one 
person, and that the water sites should be reserved for the people. 

Having said this much, I only desire to say, after confessing my want 
of familiarity with the land laws, that I am in entire accord with the 
gentleman from Illinois—— 

Mr. MCKENNA. What gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. CANNON, in his substitute. And I hope it 
will be adopted. It is not necessary, I take it, that the members of 
the House should have the familiarity with the land laws possessed by 
the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Ho_MAN] and the no less able gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] in order to vote intelligently on 
this question. We know that the public domain is almost exhausted, 
and recognizing that fact the Committee on Appropriations are unani- 
mous in the conviction that 160 acres of the public domain is sufficient 
to give to any citizen of the Union. 

Mr, SMITH, of Arizona. Undoubtedly it is if you have public do- 
main in the sense of land which is susceptible of cultivation. 

Mr. HOLMAN, If the gentleman from Missouri will permit mea 
moment to illustrate the value of the lands remaining. Let me call 
the attention of the gentleman from Arizona, as well as my friend from 
Missouri, to the fact that the land scrip known as the ‘‘ Valentine 
scrip?’ reached at the Land Office the value of $160 an acre. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But that was capable of be- 
ing located on any unoccupied land anywhere. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ofcourse it was capable of location; but it reached 
that sum, as I am told. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is ascrip which author- 
izes its holder to lay it down on any piece of unoccupied land he can 
find, which possibly might be as valuable as the lake front of Chicago 
or any other very valuable body of land. No doubt somebody found 
a valuable piece where he could apply his scrip, and such exceptions 
can probably be found now and then where scrip to cover such lands 
would bring a very high figure. There may be occasions where they 
would be worth a thousand dollars an acre. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But gentlemen can see from this how rapidly our 
public lands are growing in value. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. That does not follow, because that Valen- 
tine scrip has not been placed upon agricultural or desert land in its 
history or since it got any price at all. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Letus limit the entry of irrigable land, so that 
it can not be acquired by syndicates or corporations. I can remember 
very well when I was a boy, and that not a great while ago, that it 
was a habit to inspire the youth of the country with ‘‘ Uncle Sam’s”’ 
promise of ‘‘ 160 acres of land and a mule.’’ 

Mr. SAYERS, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, and others. 
Forty acres, not 160. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I accept the suggestion, as I believe ‘‘Uncle Sam’s”’ 
promise was restricted to 40 acres instead of 160. It mattersnot, how- 
ever, as to that, for under the policy which has given enormous grants 
to corporations and syndicates the agricultural lands are gone, and 
confronted as we are with a rapidly disappearing surplus, I think it 
will be conceded that the promised ‘‘ mule’ is not likely to mate- 
rialize. [Laughter. } 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, addressed the Chairman and was 
recognized. 

Mr. MCKENNA addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will wait until the gentle- 
man from California has completed his remarks. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Asa general proposition it may be conceded that 
riders on appropriation bills are unwise, but there is a rider on this 
appropriation bill changing existing law. It is not there by our fault, 
and the only question submitted to us is shall we deal with it accord- 
ing to its subject-matter completely and thoroughly or shall we deal 
with it in a slurring way. 

Mr. Chairman, this is an opportunity to deal with it in some way 
and we have time enough to do it, and I think, sir, we ought to deal 
with it completely according to its subject-matter. The amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] does that, and it is no 
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more amenable to the charge of putting a land code on an appropriation 
bill than is the amendment of the other gentleman from L)linois [ |; 
CANNON]. But, sir, whichever of these propositions you conclude to 
adopt, I hope the amendment that I sent to the Clerk’s desk and hai 
read, and propose to offer at the proper time, if it is not already offered. 
may be adopted. It is good as to either of the propositions and ;; 
makes both of them complete. It is to permit the settler to mortgage 
one-half of his claim for the purpose of reclaiming it; in other words 
for the purposes of irrigation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think that the homestead plan is not appli 
cable to the arid region of this country. The homestead plan is only 
applicable to that kind of land upon which a settler can support him- 
self and family from the very beginning. That is not true as to arid 
land or desert land properly so called, and that kind of land can not 
be of amy kind of profit or use to him until he has expended money 
on it. And unless you give him the opportunity to raise the money 
on his prospects in the land he will be unable to irrigate or reclaim it 
atall. The mortgage will be upon his energy and his character, and 
not upon any right of the Government, because the rights of the Goy- 
ernment are absolutely reserved, so that, unless he completes the rec- 
lamation and irrigation and acquires a patent to the land, the mort 
gage will be of no good to the mortgagee. 

Another proposition in my amendment is to this effect, that on every 
section line of the arid region there shall be reserved two rods wide on 
each side of the section line for the purposes of apublicroad. The ex- 
cellence of this amendment everybody can see, and if it had been inco: 
porated in all our land laws froin the beginning we would not to-day 
be troubled by large continuous tracts of land being held by syndi- 
cates or anybody else. With such a provision it is within the powe: 
of local authorities to cut up the tracts so that there will not he 
more than 640 acres ineach. These two amendments, Mr. Chairman, 
ought to be adopted. They were part of a bill that was reported too 
former Congress by the Public Land Committee, which bill passed this 
House after consideration, and, as I said before, they are necessary to 
complete the proposition of the gentleman from IMlinois [Mr. Payson | 
and would be advantageous to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. Now, this is all I have to say on this propo- 
sition. I think it is wise to go forward and complete this matter; it 
is our opportunity; we may not have another opportunity in a long 
time. 

Mr. PICKLER addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, was again recognized by the Chair- 
man. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will wait until the gentle- 
man from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] bas completed what he has to 


say. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think two minutes will be sufficient for me. I 
desire, Mr. Chairman, to simply state the substance of an amendment 
that I desire to offer to the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. CANNON] or some of the other propositions where it may be ap- 
plicable. One of the propositions, I believe, is the repeal of the tim- 
ber-culture act. Early in the session this House by unanimous recom- 
mendation of the Public Land Committee passed a bill repealing the 
timber-culture act, and alsoa provision providing tor the commutation 
after four years’ cultivation in faith under the timber-culture 
act, providing that the holder might commute ata dollar and a quarter 
an acre. 

I say this passed the House early in the session and has gone to the 
Senate and been favorably reported by the Senate committee and is 
awaiting action in that body. Now, these independent bills undertake 
to deal with this land question, but I am fearful thatthey may not be 
reached in the Senate, and for that reason I desire, if this timber-cult- 
ure act is repealed, as it seems likely to be, to offer an amendment to 
the same effect as that added to the other bill, in order that it may be 
carried in connection with this bill, for the benefit of the people who 
are interested in this matter and whose rights I desire to see protected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is there any amendment pending with reference to 
repealing the timber-culture law ? 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. CANNON’s amendment and Mr. McRAr’s 
substitute both repeal the timber-culture law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that the gentleman from 
Kentucky yielded to the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA }. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No; I simply stated that ! 
would wait and follow him. I did not yield my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so understand it, and he 
yielded the time to the gentleman from California, and the time is 


one. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman, I understood that I was proceed- 
ing in my own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BREcKIN- 
RIDGE] will proceed. The gentleman has ten minutes in his own 
right. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, this debate 
seems to have brought us to the practical question, ‘‘ What is it best 
for the House of Representatives todo with this bill?’’ I am inclined 
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to think that the part of wisdom is for us now simply to non-concur 
in the Senate amendments. Let the amendments go to the conference 
committee. There will be a report back agreeing to a certain number 
of amendments on the part of the Senate. They will probably be 
agreed to by the House and gotten out of the way, and then as to mat- 


ters about which the committee of conference can not agree the House | 


can have an opportunity to vote, and that, too, after our committee has 
felt of the conierees of the Senate and seen what concessions they will 
be willing to make. 

I think it isan opinion unanimously concurred in by this House 
that there should be some modification of the act of October 2, 1888, 


opening the lands closed to entry by that act; but exactly what the | 


nature of that change in the act shall be we are evidently not agreed; 
not only not agreed in a general sense that there is a common ground 
for us to stand upon, but not even an agreement among gentlemen 
who seem to have the same general object in view. It seems to me, 
therefore, that the best thing this House could dois to non-concur in 
the Senate amendments and let the conferees of this House take, as ot 
the nature of instructions, these various amendments that bave been 
offered and the discussion which has occurred, which, while it has 
been in a certain sense narrow, has yet been long and broad enough to 
give to the conferees the general view of the House, and then on their 
report we can reopen this discussion. ‘That is personally my own de- 
sire and recommendation. 

I do not agree with the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Dlinois [Mr. PAYsoN] in some of its particulars. When it passed the 
iast Congress I did not criticise it, because it did not come within the 
line of work I was doing, but there were things about it that I would 
have been glad to submit criticisms upon. It seems to me, how- 
ever, very proper that we should not put a complete system of land 
law upon this appropriation bill. The act of October 2, 1888, so far as 
it pertains to these lands, did not originate in this House. 
upon an appropriation bill in the Senate. 


that it was purely a temporary measure. It was not understood by 
any one to be permanent; but that the Director of the Geological Survey 


should make surveys and estimates and submit them to this House, | 


and that in the mean time, temporarily, no land susceptible of irriga- 
tion should be sold. 

Now, that temporary measure, two years having expired, needs mod- 
ification. The modification I would like to see would be simply to 
make mandatory that which was under that act discretionary in the 
President. Butif the gentlemen who represent all those States and 
Territories could agree among themselves as to such modification as 
would give in good faith this land to the private settler, and not to the 
monopolies, I would be very much inclined to concur in such action; 
but until they do that, so long as they disagree among themselves, we 
are called upon to do one of two things: to modify the law to a very 


moderate extent or leave the matter as it is until we can get further | 


light upon it by other surveys. 

I confess that my mind has tended towards a settlement which would 
admit Arizona, New Mexico, and Utah into the Union, and pass an act 
of six lines donating every foot of land to the respective States, and let 
us get rid of the whole question of Territorial government and public 
lands, and all that. We need them for the people. The States want 
them for nobody else. They want them for homes; and they want 
them to aid them in getting populous States; and we can not do better 
than thus recognize the principle of local self-government, which is at 
the foundation of our wholesystem. The local cornmmunity knows better 
what to do with the lands in its territorial jurisdiction than anybody 
else, and, if anybody suffers from their legislation, it is they who suffer. 

The tendency of my mind ever since I have been a member of Con- 
gress has been to turn all these lands over to them. 
lation of the House and Senate is anomalous, and this amendment is 2 
good illustration of it. We have now, with the new States that have 
been admitted into the Union, eighteen Senators from Western States 
that have only ten Representatives in this House. This is a total rev- 
olution and reverses the whole idea of our Government. The notion 
was that this was to be the popular and larger body and that the Sen- 


ate was to be the smaller branch, representing the States as States; | 
and yet by the admission of these States we have eighteen Western | 


Senators representing communities which have an aggregate popula- 
tion only sufficient for ten members of this House. 

These eighteen Senators have the balance of power and can control 
that Chamber. I do not speak of it in any criticising sense. Ona 
great question like this affecting those States, their power in that body 
would be entirely omnipotent. They will dictate the policy of the 
Senate and, by the Senate holding out on this great bill, they will dic- 
tate the policy of this House, because the majority of the House sit- 
ting on the other side can not well afford to withhold the means of 
support of the Government to the Administration and its machinery. 
We are, therefore, confronted with this fact, that the Senate will put 
upon this bill what those Senators will agree to, and therefore it seems 
to me that what we ought to do is to leave this matter now, after this 
full discussion, which I have been 1m favor of, and let it go into the 
bands of the conferees of the House, and let them report on it, so that 
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| will make that arid region bloom like a garden 


It was put | 
This House simply amended | 
it. It was distinctly understood by this House during the discussion 


The present re- | 





| the views of all. 


TOSS 


that matter can be separated from questions of mere appropr 


and the amount going to certain objects, which involve nothing 
| cerning this amendment. Let the committee take it, and hold the 
| discussion with the Senate conferees, and we can see what modification 
can be agreed upon; or we can refuse to permit this appropriation bill 
| to be used as a means of coercing the House to repea! existing legisla 
l tion. We may avoid such a sharp and unpleasant issue. It is best to 
make every proper effort to do this 
On the one hand I want to see that region, whose possibilities in the 
future are as clear to me now as the possibilities that have already been 
consummated in other parts of the country were to my ancestors, saved 
for the common settlers of the country 1 do not want to give into the 


Land distributed, 
On the other hand I 

want to do what we do in a way which will, as rapidly as possible, set 
| tle those lands and remove from Congress those troublesome and not 
altogether pure questions growing out of the public lands and our re 
lations to them and to the railroad corporations which are interested in 
them 

Mr. COGSWELL. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that agreeing on 
the great importance of this question and remembering the fact that 
the final settlement must be comeat by an agreement between the two 
branches of the Government, it is not wise, by any positive act on the 
part of the House at this time, to bind ourselves to any iron-clad amend- 
ment. The discussion has developed this point, if I understand it 
aright, that no one proposes now concurrence in the Senate amendment 
All are agreed that something other than that amendment is needed 
| for a proper and just solution of this question As my colleague on 
the ¢ommittee from Missouri [Mr. DocKERyY] has said, the greater 
|} part of the agricultural lands of this country have been granted away. 
| There is but little of the public domain left other than this arid region. 

I am not quite sure but that under proper regulation and irrigation 
this same arid region may prove to be the richest of all our publi 
lands; and, if that is to be so, how important it is that we should act 
| with all the deliberation possible. The Committeeon Appropriations, 
| while not believing that this is the proper method of legislating on 
this subject, by means of the advantages of an appropriation bill, are 
agreed with nearly every gentleman who has debated the question here 
that some measure of legislative relief should be had and that the 
law of 1888 is not the best or the most just law possible under the cir- 
cumstances. 

So far as the members of the committee could get at the merits of 
| this Senate amendment, their position was that it was their duty to 
stand here before the House and before the country and oppose it and 
try to save, if they could, the sources of water supply for that arid re- 
gion from the hands of monopolists, and to so deal with this question 
of irrigation as to provide that the water supply should be held for the 
| greatest benefit to the greatest number. 


hands of monopolies the water which, properly stor 





Would it not be well now to 
let this question go into conference, with this disposition on the part 
| of the members of the committee, some of whom, in their regular order, 
will be the members of the conference committee, with their views en- 
lightened by the debate which has been had upon this matter, and let 
them report fully on this subject, after having found out to what ex 
tent we can expect concurrence from the other branch, which now goes 
| for the repeal of this entire law ? 

I know that my friend from Montana [ Mr. CARTER] thinks that all 
wisdom on this irrigation question is confined to our promising and 
progressive new States. But, Mr. Chairman, I stand here as a citizen 
of an old Commonwealth within the confines of which not a drop of 
water falls that is not the property of some corporation; and with that 
experience I want to save this Western country from falling into the 
same position. Weare all agreed upon the real question which is at 
the bottom of this fight, so let us all work together upon it. The real 
question in this discussion is whether speculative syndicates, foreign 
or domestic, shall control the water sources of the arid regions of this 
country or the Government shall hold them for the free use of the 
| publie forever. 

Now, we are all agreed that they shall be held for the public. We 
are all agreed that some sort of legislation can be made to come out of 


mn 


| 





| this discussion which shall meet our views and which shall protect those 
sources of water supply and keep them for the benefit of the people 
We are agreed also that some legislation can be had which will remedy 
the difficu'ties which have resulted to the settlers from the operation 
| of the present law. Being so agreed, if we must have this legislation 
| on an appropriation bill, in what better way can you reach it than by 
throwing the proposition with all these amendments into conference 
and letting your committee report? No committee of conference can 
| be appointed on the part of the House but will, in the conference de- 
| liberations, reflect the purpose of the House; which purpose, if I have 
| understood this discussion, is that these waters shall be held for the 
| public and shall not he left to be gobbled up by speculating monopo- 
lists; and, further, that whatever difficulties the settlers may have en- 
| countered under the law of 1888 shall be remedied. 
This House can safely trust any set of conferees to bring out of this 
matter intelligent legislation, or proposed legislation, which shall meet 
Therefore, I hope that all these amendments will be 
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non-concurred in. I am not as yet prepared to indorse either of them, 
while liking partsofall. I am not prepared to indorse the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], because, in the course 
of the discussion, he declared himself against the reservation of these 
, Saying that it was unnecessary and that any attempt 
to make such reservation would prove to be futile. And I am afraid 
his views may be reflected in his amendment. In closing, I can only 


Tem Or Bile 


repeat that after all this discussion the best thing we can do is to let | 


this measure go into conference and let your conference committee re- 
port the best legislation upon the subject they can get, and then if it 
is not satisfactory the House can instruct its conferees what further 
measure to try for. 
_ Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, is the time for debate exhausted? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are five minutes remaining. 

Mr. BARTINE. Mr. Chairman, in the five minutes remaining I 
shall not attempt to throw any new light upon this subject; but, be- 
ing the Representative of a State located within this arid region, it is 
only right that I should briefly state my position. I can see but little 
force in the suggestion that this law segregating these lands was care- 
fully considered when it was passed a year or two ago, and there is no 
point whatever in the further suggestion that some gentlemen who at 
that time favored it are now demanding its repeal. The champions of 
this measure at the time it was placed upon the statute-book may have 
been and perhaps were very great men, but not sufliciently great, I 
apprehend, to make their judgment binding and conclusive upon all 
subsequent Congresses. 

No matter what any person may have thonght when the law was en- 
acted, if the experience of the last year or two has shown the law to be 
unwise, it is not only the privilege but the duty of its former advocates 
to change their position concerning it. 

I have no personal quarrel with Major Powell. I have no adverse 
criticisms to pass upon those who give this law the interpretation of 
which we complain. As I read the English language that act seems 
to me to admit of scarcely any other interpretation than the one it has 
received. But be that as it may, the effect has been virtually to exclude 
from settlement the whole of that vast area which has been defined as 
the arid region of the United States; and our people with almost one 
voice are to-day demanding the repeal of this legislation, and I should 
very much prefer to see a plain, simple concurrence with the Senate 
amendment. 

The amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
BON | seems to be a good one, and I have very great respect for the gentle- 
man’s ability and for his knowledge of this subject, but 1 confess that 
I hesitate about ingratting a land code in this hasty manner as a 
‘‘rider’’ upon an appropriation bill. It took the gentleman himself, 
as he says, several years to master the subject, and I do not claim to 
have been able to master it during the progress of this debate. 

This is a matter of great importance to the people of the States and 
Territories that are directly interested. Those States and Territories 
are now in what has been called a transition stage; they are passing 
from the condition of mining to agricultural communities. Their pop- 
ulation is sparse, and in mauy places business is depressed, but every- 
where they have taken upon themselves the burden of State, county, 
and municipal governments. Naturally they are anxious to lighten 
those burdens as much as possible by inviting immigration and develop- 
ing every resource, but with ali their agricultural lands absolutely tied 
up there is nothing in the way of inducement to be held out to immi- 
grants. 

rhe gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] says that his people are 
as much interested in this matter as those who live in thatregion. If 
that be so, then every possible restriction upon the settlement of that 


- country, everything which stands as an obstacle to the free passage of 


people from the State of Indiana to that region, should be entirely re- 
moved. I think that for the present the very best thing we can do is 
to simply and plainly concur in the Senate amendment. Remove this 
restriction that has been placed upon the law, throw open these lands 
fully and freely to settlement, just as they were before this reserva- 
tion was made, and let us adopt a land code hereafter. 

Every gentleman who is in favor of maintaining the law of 1888 
seems to be possessed of the fear that if we throw down the bars specu- 
lators will rush in and ‘‘ gobble up,’’ as they say, all the best lands, in- 
cluding the water sites. Permit me to suggest that this whole region 
of country was open, freely open to settlement from the time of its 
first acquisition down to the day when the bars were put up; and there 
was no great rash of speculators or syndicates or “‘combines’’ into 
that country. I think that every member, or almost every member, 
from that arid region will bear me out in the statement that to-day 
the great and crying demand of that country is capital. As the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] has said, these lands can only be 
irrigated and reclaimed by aggregations of labor or of capital; and if 
such aggregations, whichever they may be, should be guilty of abuses 
I think we can safely trust the people of those States and Territories 
to deal with them as they arise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is now exhausted. The first question is 
upon the amendment proposed by the gentleman from California f Mr. 
McKENNA] tothe amendment of the gentleman from Illinois EM 
PAy SON]. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have it reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as additional sections to the amendment of Mr. Paysoy the following: 

“Sec, —. That the trausfer ofany portion of the land heretofore or hereafter 
entered as aforesaid by any person for church, cemetery, or school purposes, or 

| for rightof way for railroads,canals or ditehes for irrigation,or other public 
purpose, shall not impair the right to perfect the title to the land so entered: 
Provided, That any actual settler on any tract of desert land entered under the 
| provisions hereof may mortgage not exceeding one-half of his claim to procure 
| the means necessary for the reclamation thereof as aforesaid, but that said mort- 
| gage shall be subject tothe rights of the United States as reserved or defined in 
| this act or by other acts, and shail be dependent in all particulars, as far as the 
| United States are concerned, upon the performance of the acts required to be 
performed by said settlers. 

“Sec. —. That a strip of land of the width of 2 rods on each side of the section 
lines on the said desert lands shall be, and is heretvy. dedicated for public high- 
ways and may be opened or vacated in the manner provided for establishing 
public roads by the State or Territorial Legislatures, and unti] opened, or if 
opened and afterwards vacated, shall be considered a part of said sections, re- 
spectively, and shal! pass to and vest in the owners of said sections, subject only 
to said right of highway as aforesaid.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I believe it is in order to move to 
strike out the proviso in the first paragraph. I make that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the motion is 
not in order now, as the pending proposition of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia is an amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from California will modify 
his proposition by striking out that proviso. The other provisions of 
the amendment are, I think, very good. 

Mr. MCKENNA. What proviso does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The proviso in regard to mortgages. 

Mr. MCKENNA. No; Icannotstrikethatout. It isan important 
part of the proposition. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. 
McKENNA, there were—ayes 43, noes 38. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of no quorum and call for tellers. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that. 

Mr. MCKENNA. The gentleman from Indiana reported this very 
provision from his committee in the Fiftieth Congress. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MCKENNA and Mr. HoLMAN were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 57, 
noes 39. 

So the amendment of Mr. MCKENNA was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amendment 
| offered by the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. CANNON] as a substitute 
| for the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. CANNON. Hasthe amendment of my colleague [Mr. Payson] 
been perfected ? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no other amendment to it now before 
the committee. Of course amendments are now in order. 

Mr. CANNON. If the proposition of my colleague is perfected I am 
ready for a vote on my substitute. I ask that it be read again as it 
has been modified in accordance with the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CuTcHEON]. 

Mr. CARTER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is this amend- 
ment offered as a substitute for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson] ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. CARTER. Asa substitute for that amendment as amended by 
the adoption of the amendment of the gentleman from California [Mr. 
McKenna]? 

The CHAIRMAN, Certainly. The question is now on agreeing to 
the proposed sabstitute, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And so mich of the act of October 2, 1838, entitled ‘‘An act making appropri- 
ations for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,”’ as provides for the reservation of 
lands made susceptible of irrigation, is hereby repealed; and lands may here- 
after be acquired trom the Government only underthe provisions of the United 
States statutes for the acquirement of homesteads, of mining lands, of coal! lands, 
or in accordance with the desert-land acts, but in amounts aggregating not ex- 
ceeding 160 acres to any one entry man under all of said acts, and of town-sites ; 
but this shall not be construed to defeat inchoate titles initiated iu good faith 
prior to the passage of this act: Provided, That the reservoir sites shal] remain 
segregated and reserved from entry or settlement, in conformity with the act 
of October 2, 1888; and all such sites may be used for the storage of water for 
the benefit of persons engaged in agriculture, under such laws as have been or 
may be enacted by the several States and Territories wherein they are situate ; 
but said States and Territories shall only have power to grant qualified rights 
for their use by reserving the rig’t to amend or annul charters and to qualify 
privileges granted for the same under the operations of general statutes: Pro- 
vided further, That hereafter patents issued for lands in the arid region, where 
artificial irrigation is used for agriculture, shall contain a clause reserving the 
right of way or easement for such irrigating canals and ditches as are author- 
ized by section 2339 of the Revised Statutes. 


Mr. MCRAE. I have an amendment to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, which, 1 desire to have voted upon before the 
question is taken on the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has a right to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HERMANN. I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
whether he will not agree to insert in hisamendment ‘‘ timber lands’’ 
after ‘‘coal lands,’’ He will observe that there is an entire omission 
of timber lands. 
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Mr. BAKER. 
allow me to ask a question ’ 

Mr. CANNON. Ii it is in order. 

Mr. BAKER. I desire to inquire how the gentleman’s amendment 
would operate in the case of a person who after October 2, 1888, en- 
tered lands in good faith under the desert-land act, and subsequently 
went on and improved those lands, in ignorance of the law, the fees 
being paid—— 

Mr. CANNON. You want to know whether such a person would 
be protected under this amendment? 

Mr. BAKER, Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly he would. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then the amendment has been changed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE] 
desires to offer an amendment te the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois, which will be submitted first, if there be no objection. Itcan 
be done now by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CANNON. [understand the position to be this: I asked whether 
the amendment of my colleague [Mr. Payson] was perfected and I 
was informed that no farther amendments were pending to it, and then 
I offered my substitute for the amendment. Of course my substitute 
is not in order until the text of the original bill is perfected, but I sup- 


. ° . ‘ . : j 
Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 


posed that that had been done and that the substitute is now the only | 


thing before the committee. 

Mr. BAKER. I want to submit one observation—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BAKER. By wayofinguiry. Tais substitute simply provides 
that these titles shall not be valid. Now, it seems to me that the pro- 
vision ought to validate such claims. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iask, Mr. Chairman, whether an amendment to 
the substitute is in order at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would be. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then I offer to insert the words ‘‘ timber lands’’ 
following ‘‘ coal lands’’ in the substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But is not the original proposition of Judge Pay- 
SON first subject to amendment ? 

Mr. PERKINS. All the amendments offered have been ac‘ed upon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, I think not. I wish to offer an amendment 
myself. I have one pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee, however, is now dividing on the 
adoption of the substitute. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I submit that isan error. The com- 
mittee is not dividing. As soou as the reading of the amendment was 
concluded I called attention to the amendment I desired to offer, which 


I have discussed fully, which other gentlemen have discussed, and which | 


is on the Clerk’sdesk. 1 entered the Hall while the reading was in pro- 
gress, and the Chair is mistaken in saying thata division was proceeding. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
correct in the statement of fact. The committee was not dividing. I 
was watching quite closely the proceedings, and am satisfied the gen- 
tleman is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
question. The committee adopted the amendment of the gentleman 
from California, which was the only amendment that was pending or 
could be at that time. 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thereupon the Chair inquired if other amend- 
ments were to be offered, and received no response. 
the question. There was no other amendment before the committee 
at that time. The Chair so announced, stating at the same time that 
amendments were then in order. No gentleman offered any amend- 
ment whatever, and of course the Chair proceeded with the business 
before the committee, which was the question on the adoption of the 
substitute offered by the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. CANNON]. 
That is the position of the question. The amendwent of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas at this stage, therefore, can not be offered, in the 
judgment of the Chair, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HERMANN, Is not an amendment to the substitute in order ? 

The CHAIRMAN, That would be in order, but not to the original 
amendment. 

Mr. BYNUM. 
amendment pending the substitute, and have a vote on it, which must 
be taken before the vote is taken on the substitute. 

The CHAIKMAN. The Chair thinks not, atter the substitute is 
offered. 

Mr. BYNUM. Of course, the friends of ameasure always have, un- 
der the rules of proceedings in deliberative bodies, the right to perfect 
their measure before a vote is taken upon the substitute. 

Mr. MCRAE. The substitute has been pending for two days. 

Mr. CANNON. I think I can settle this matter by a Single sug- 
gestion. The Chair states truly he asked for further amendments to 
the amendment of the gentleman trom Illinois, my colleague, and no 
response was made, which made the substitute then in order. But, if 
gentlemen did not understand it, it seems to me that there can be unan- 
imous consent that anybody present may offer an amendment. Let 
the substitute be temporarily withdrawn, and then gentlemen can go 
on and periect the original text. 


I think the gentleman from Arkansas is clearly | 


The Chair will state the exact position of the | 


The Chair repeated | 


But, if the Chair will permit me, you can offer an | 
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That is right. 
HAIRMAN The Cha < tated. that thev could be od 


limous consent only. 


Mr. McRAE. 
The C 


bY un 














lhe gentleman from Arkansa > f fo ving amendment, 
which the Clerk will read, and t y t ob- 
jection to its present considera 

here was no objection. 

' ; 

The Clerk read as fo 5 

That s n ; l . , 
2283, 2286, and 2288 of the R sed Stat t is e he e- 
pealed : Provided, however, 7 t this r sll not affect any valid rights 
heretofore acerued or accruing under sua - the t of sin per- 
sons as have entered ntests to make entry th ofs 1 con- 
test, as provided by existing law; but alf Goma fide . » lawfully 
initiated upon surveved or unsurve ye@ aes may be | dt nd com- 
t ince wit! iw, In the same ma er, upon ti sa e ler sa i ait and 
subject to the same iimitations, forfettures, and contest y if this act had not 
been passed 

S j an act entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled en 
courage t growth of timber on the Western prai a e t, 
S78, and laws supplementary ther » or amend y thereof, b © 
sa are | *-by, repealed: Pro i, That this rey i taffecta lid 
rights heretofore accrued or accruing under said laws tall bona fid aims 
Fe ¥y initiated before the passage of this act may be pe ted pon due 
a pliance with law, in the sam ma er, up the sa ms id ceondt- 
tions, and subject to the same limitat 3, fort ires, and itests as if this act 
had not been passed 

Mr. McRAE. That amendmen short, repeals the timber-cult- 


ure and pre-emption laws, and I belie from Illinois 


ve the gentleman 

{Mr. PAYSON] will be willing to accept it. 
Mr. PAYSON. I favor the amendment myself, 
for the committee to adopt. 

The question was taken; and on a dis 
KINS) there were—ayes 97, noes 4. 

So the amendment to the amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inguire whether any further 
amendments are to be offered. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to off 


but of course it is 


“= an 
ision Mr. PER- 


ded by 


-an amendment which I send to the 





de SK. 

ry lark ran » fall 

Che Clerk read as follow 

Add as a new section That any person who has made entry of any public 
lan United States under the timbe ilture laws, and who has for a pe- 
riod of four years in good faitn complied with the provisions of said laws, shall 
be entitled to make final proof thereto and acqu title to the same by pay- 
ment of $1.25 per acre for such tract u rs 1 rules and regulations as shall 
be pres« ed by the Secretary of the Interior.’ 


Mr. PICKLER. Thatamendmentsimply repeals the 


act, and I offer it as one which has bee opted heretoiore providing 
for commuting a four years’ holding 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. Mc- 


ADoo) there were—ayes 80, noes 15. 
So the amendment to the amendment 
41 


Ir, HOLMAN. 


voirs I notice 
t 


+ 
was adopted. 
In regard to reser- 


Mr. Chairman, inthe amendment ‘ 
been omitted. lJask that 


the word *‘ hereafter ’’ has be 


that 
Liat 








he first portion of that provision may be ri 
rhe Clerk read as tollows 
Prov That a intis designated a i by the nited States Geo- 
logical Survey for sites f rese 
Mr. HOLMAN. That is su en Now, t Senate endmeut 
applies to reservations h tofore made I mo. » insert t word 
** hereafter ’’ betor the w a ted.’’ 
The Clerk read as follow 
i Phat al 
ir. CANNON Wi ire you go to do with th i yfore 
a . 
i y hereto designated ar lready provided 
101 1 the Senate pr 
The CHAIRMAN, Is there object to the amendment proposed by 
| the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. HoLMAN [he Chair hears none 
The question is on the substitute offered by the gentleman from [I 
nois | Mr. CANNON | tothe amendment a nded Betore the Chair 
| puts that question the Chair will ask, are there furt endments 
to the amendment ? 
Mr. PAYSON addressed the ¢ 
Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chair na 1dmen 
TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentl yon | Mr. H [A - 
fers a further amendment. 
Mr. HERMANN. I move toamend the substi eof the ge i 
from Illinois [| Mr. CANNON 
Mr. PAYSON. =I offer the following 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman ft Ijin Mr. PAYson ] of- 
fers the following amendment to the amendment, which the Clerk will 
report. 
The Clerk read as follows 
Strike out from the substitute ef Ww g words 
“But this shall not be construe t lefeat inchoate titles initiate 
faith prior to the passa this 
And insert the following 


{ 
“All entries of public lands in goo 


1 faith and valid but for the pro ) 
the act of October 2, 1558, as to desert or arid lands, and the rulings of t 
tary of the Interior upon said act, may be recognized and perfected er ex 
isting laws; except such, if any exist, as conflict with designat s or selections 
by the officers of the United States for reservoirs, ditches, or canals under said 
act, 








tot Serle _ 
POF PRET: ane 
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to the substitute. Mr. LACEY. As I understand, the proposition of the gentleman 
Mr. CANNON. ‘That will still leave the reservoir sites hereafter to | from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is simply upon the substitute for the 


' 

| 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands this to be an amendment The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state it? 
be selected open. I hope you will allow the substitute to stand, if | proposition of the gentleman from Illinois Ptr. PAYSON], and now the 


anything is to be adopted. question arises upon adopting this substitute first. 
Mr. PAYSON. 1 will say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- The CHAIRMAN. The question is simply on concurring in the 
NON - Senate amendment to this bill as amended by the committee. As many 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. , as are in favor will rise and stand until counted. 


Mr. PAYSON. Itisas much in order now for me to dispute the 
statement of my colleague as it is for him to make the statement. If 
the gentleman will read it he will see that it coversall designations. | Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee do now rise and report 

The CHAIRMAN. Debatedaot in order at this time. The ques- | this bill, with the Senate amendments, to the House. 
tion is on the amendment offered. By the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on concurring in the Sen- 
PAYSON ] to the substitute. ate amendment. 


The committee divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 94. 
Accordingly the motion was disagreed to. 





The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the noes Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. The motion was to concur in the Senate 
appeared to have it. amendment as amended by my substitute, and that amounts to non- 

Mr. PAYSON, Division. concurrence. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 76. The CHAIRMAN. That was rejected, and the question recurs on 

Accordingly the amendment was disagreed to. concurring in the Senate amendment, an entirely distinct and inde- 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question now is on the amendment offered | pendent proposition. 
to the substitute by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], which Mr. CANNON. And that amounts to non-concurrence. [Cries of 
the Clerk will report. “Oh, no!’’] 

The Clerk read as follows: The CHAIRMAN. The motion to concur has preference over the 

motion to non-concur. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But nobody has made the motion to concur. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to non-concur; but I think the motion to 
non-concur is not necessary. The failure to concur always amounts to 
non-concurrence, both in the House and in the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman moves to non-concur in the Sen- 
ate amendment. 

Mr. CARTER. Then I offer as a substitute the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, now, I will not make that motion; but I will 
make the point of order that the motion of the gentleman from Illinois, 
my colleague [Mr. PAyson], was to concur in the Senate amendment. 
I offered a sul~titute to his amendment, and that substitute was 
adopted. So the vote which was just taken here was to concur in the 
amendment as amended by my substitute. Now, that was voted down, 
and the failure to concur always operates as a refusal to concur, either 
in the House or in committee, and amounts to a non-concurrence. 
[ Cries of **Oh, no!’’} 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the motion to non-concur makes it direct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on non-concurrence in the Sen- 
ate amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. A parliamentary inquiry, if I can have order so that 


Insert, after the words “ coal lands,” the words “* timber lands,”’ 


Mr. CANNON. I hope that will not be done. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is not in order at all. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HER- 
MAXN | 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. BAKER. Lask to amend by inserting after the word ‘‘act,’’ 
where I have made the pencil-mark, the following words, which I will 
ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Insert, after the word “act,”’ the following: 

* But all entries of public lands in good faith and valid but for the provisions 
of the act of October 2, 1888, as to desert or arid lands, and the rulings of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior upon said act may be recognized and perfected under ex- 
isting laws.” 


Mr. CANNON, That gives away all your reservoirs. 

Mr. BAKER. Notatall. It validates existing titles. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debateis notin order. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentlemen trom New York [Mr. BAKER]. 

‘The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 





Mr. BAKER demanded a 4ivision. I can make myself understood. The question, as I understand the 
The committe divided; and there were—ayes 9, noes 56. motion, is to concur in the Senate amendment. 
Accordingly the amendment was disagreed to. The CHAIRMAN, ‘To non-concur. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the adoption of the 
substitute offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson ]. 


Mr. PAYSON. A motion has been made tonon-concur. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I move to amend the motion to non-concur by adding an 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 





The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that he was The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that that can not 
unable to decide, be done on a motion to non‘concur in the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON demanded a division. Mr. PAYSON. Why not? 

Mr. CANNON. 1 wish that the Chairman would restate the prop- | The CHAIRMAN. It woull not be in order under the rules. An 





osition. anendment may be concurred in with an amendment, but it can not 


The CHAIRMAN, As many as are in favor of adopting the substi- | be non-concurred in—which is negative action—with an amendment. 


tute offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to the Mr. PAYSON. The question on that vote has not been exhausted. 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] will The CHAIRMAN. The question of concurrence, which is affirma- 
say ‘‘ay.’’ tive action, may be made with the amendment. 
‘The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the noes Mr. PAYSON. I withdraw it. 
appeared to have it. Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I rise to make 
Mr. CANNON. Division. the motion to concur. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 57. The CHAIRMAN. That would bein order. The gentleman from 
Mr. PAYSON. Tellers. Colorado [Mr. TOWNSEND] moves to concurin the Senate amendment. 
‘Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CANNON and Mr. HOLMAN were ap-| The question was put; and the Chair announced that the noes seemed 
pointed, to have it. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 62, noes Mr. HOLMAN. [eall for a division on the motion to concur, with 
61. a view of instructing the committee. 
Accordingly the substitute was agreed to. The committee divided; and there were—ayes 13, noes 83. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon concurring in the Senate The CHAIRMAN, The motion to concur is rejected, and the 
amendment as amended by the substitute. amendment is therefore non-concurred in, 
Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. A vote ‘no’? would be a| Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee do now rise and report 
vote to non-concur, under parliamentary law? this bill with the Senate amendments to the House. 
Mr. CANNON. Yes. The CHAIRMAN. There is one amendment still to be disposed of 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ask that asa parliamentary | which the Clerk will read. 
question? The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask it asa parliamentary | Page 59, amendment 104, strike out all from line 1 to line 21, inclusive. 


inguiry, If this motion is voted down, then the proper motion would Mr. HOLMAN. I think the motion to non-concur would be sufii- 
be to non-concur in the Senate amendment? cient, and I make that motion. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question would be on concurrence then, The motion was agreed to. 
As many as favor the motion to concur in the Senate amendment as Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee do now rise and report 


amended by the substitute will say ‘‘ay.”’ this bill to the House with various recommendations as to Senate 
The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the noes | amendments. 


seemed to have it. The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CANNON. Division, _ The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
Mr. LACEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Committee of 
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the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under consid- 
eration Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 10884) making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1391, and for other purposes, had directed him to re- 
port the same back to the House with various re ommendations. 

The SPEAKER. If no division is demanded, the various amend- 
ments can be read in gross, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I want a separate vote on a good many 
of the amendments, and I think we had better have them reported 
separate ly ° 

Che SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the various amendments, 
and without objection the recommendation of the committee will be 
agreed to. 

Amendments numbered 1 to 12, inclusive, were severally reported 
and non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 13 was read, as follows 

Building for Bureau of Engraving and Printing: For the erection of a wing 
at the west end of the building of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, in- 
cluding heating and venti'ation, the work to be performed underthe direction 
of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, 350,000. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire a separate vote upon that. 

Mr. CANNON. I would suggest to the gentleman from Arkansas 
that we pass that and return toit atter we tind how many separate votes 
are required. 

Mr. ROGERS. 
voted on as we go along. 


The question was taken on non-concurrence; and the Speaker an- 


nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 39. 

Mr. ROGERS. Tellers. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘Thirty-one gentlemen have arisen in support of 
the demand for tellers—not a sufficient number, and tellers are refused. 

Mr. ROGERS. Yeas and nays. 

Mr. CANNON. I suggest to the gentleman that he allow us to go 
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Friends around me suggest that it had better be 


on until we know there is a quorum here and then take such steps as 


he wants. 
Mr. ROGERS. I wantarecorded voteon this amendment; that is all. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 106, nays 62, not vot- 
ing 159; as follows: 





YEAS—106. 
Allen, Mich Culberson, Tex. La Follette, Seull, 
Anderson, Kans. Culbertson, Pa, Laws, Skinner, 
Arnold, Dockery, McClammy, Smith, Ill, 
Atkinson, Pa Dolliver, McDuftie, Smith, W. Va. 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dorsey McKenna, Snider, 
Baker, Dunnell, Milliken, Spooner, 
Banks, Featherston, Moffitt, Stephenson, 
Bartine, Finley, * Moore, N. H, Stivers, 
jayne, Forman, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Belknap, Forney, Morrow, Struble, 
Bergen, Gear, Morse, Sweney, 
Bingham, Gest, Mutchler, Taylor, Ill. 
Boutelle, Gifford, Oates, Townsend, Colo, 
Brewer, Grosvenor, O' Neill, Pa. Turner, Kans, 
Brosius, Hall Osborne, Vandever, 


Browne, Va. 


Haugen, Owen, Ind. Van Schaick, 
hurton, 


Henderson, lowa Payne, Vaux, 


Candler, Mass. Hermann, Payson, Waddill, 
Cannon, Hill, Perkins, Walker, 
Carter, Hitt, Peters, Wallace, Mass. 
Cogswell, Holman, Pickler, Whitthorne, 
Coleman, Hopkins, Post, Williams, Ill. 
Comstock, Kelley, Raines, Williams, Ohio 
Conger, Kennedy, Reyburn, Wilson, Ky. 
Connell, Kerr, lowa Rowell, Wilson, Wash, 
Cooper, Ohio Kinsey, Russell, 
Craig, Lacey, Sayers, 

NAYS—62. 
Abbott, Crisp, Lester, Va. Owens, Ohio 
Adams, Cummings, Lewis, Peel, 
Barwig, Edmunds, Maish, Penington, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Elliott, Martin, Ind. Quinn, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, Martin, Tex. Richardson, 
Brickner, Farquhar, McAdoo, Rogers, 
Brookshire, Fithian, McCarthy, Stewart, Ga. 
Branner, Geissenhainer, McClellan, Stewart, Tex. 


Buchanan, N, J. 


Goodnight, 
Buchanan, Va. 


Hayes, 


MeMillin, 


Stone, Ky. 
McRae, 


Tracey, 


Bynum, Haynes, Montgomery, Turner, N. Y. 
Caruth, Heard, Morgan, Wheeler, Ala. 
Catchings, Hemphill, Mudd, Wike, 
Cheadle, Lane, O’ Ferrall, Wright. 
Cooper, Ind. Lanham, O'Neil, Mass. 

Covert, Lawler, Outhwaite, 


NOT VOTING—1L%9. 
Candler, Ga, Crain, 
Carlton, Cutcheon, 
Caswell, Dalzell, 


Alderson, 
Alien, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss, 


Boatner, 
Boothman, 
Bowden, 


Andrew, Brower, Cheatham, Dargan, 
Bankhead, Brown, J.B. Chipman, Darlington, 
Barnes, growne, T. M. Clancy, Davidson, 
Beck with, Buckalew, Clark, Wis. De Haven, 
Belden, Bullock, Clarke, Ala. De Lano, 
Biggs, Bunn, Clements, Dibble, 
Blanchard, Burrows, Clunie, Dickerson, 
Bland, Butterworth, Cobb, Dingley, 
Bliss, Caldwell, Cothran, Dunphy, 
Blount, Campbell, Cowles, Enloe, 


va Lansing, I ce 
wart Let ! I “ 
I La \ I ET 
I I ter, Ga ( rp 
: Lind I [ 
i er I ige A is, 
Magr . I « 
I Mans I ‘ 
I I Mason I 
Gibson, McComas I t 
Cireenhalge McCord I ia 
Grimes Mt Venable 
Cit Me t Wa 
Hans yugl McK : « \ N.Y 
H Mile Su Was ' 
i Mills, Sera Wat 
teh Moore lex Rene \\ Mi 
I lerson, I M w. She \\ 
le i. N. ¢ Nie nghaus s v \\ 
i t, Norton s ‘ “ W ile 
Hi e Nu Sim yse \ 
ii oD ell Spinola Vv x 
Kerr, Pa, O Neall, Ind S| ge W 
Ketcham, Parrett, Stahlnecker Ww » W.Va 
Kilgore Paynter Stewart, \ Yardley 
K.HApp, Perry, Stockdale y 
Laidlaw, Phelan, St e, M 


So the amendment was non-concurred 
The following additional pairs were announced until further notice 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. Rusk 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. CLUNII 

The following for the rest of this day 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. RAY with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I am paired, reserving the right to 
vote to make a quorum, and I have voted on this question 

Mr. HALL. Iam paired, Mr. Speaker, but Lhave voted to makea 
quorum. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Florida, Mr. DAVIDSON, requested me to state that he was absent 
from the House caring for a sick colleague. 
he result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I understand that gentlemen have se- 
lected such amendments as they desire separate votes upon, and, as to 
the remaining amendments, I would be glad to have the recommenda- 
tious of the committee adopted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky 
that is agreeable. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the numbers of the amend- 
ments upon which separate votes are desired. 

The Clerk read the numbersas follows: 14, 22, 25, 26,54, 135, 188, 197. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the action of the Committee of 
the Whole upon the other amendments will be concurred in by the 
House, 

‘I here was no obie ction, an 1 1t Was So ¢ rdered. 

Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the recom- 
mendations of the Committee of the Whole as to the amendments not 
reserved were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
belaid on the table. 

lhe latter motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, the House then (at 50’clock and 22 min- 





So far as we are concerned, 


| utes p. m.) adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule X XIV, the following communications were 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as tollows: 
ESTIMATES FOR TINE UNITED STATES COURT. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy ofa 
communication of the Attorney-General submitting estimates of ap- 
propriations to defray expenses of the United States courts for the fis- 
cal year 1890, and for prior years—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


CLAIM oO} AUGUSTUS BURDITT, 
A copy of the findings of the Courtof Claims in the case of Augus- 
tus P. Burditt against The United States, transmitted by the clerk of 


said court—to the Committee on War Claims, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as tollows 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, 


nm reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. IR. 9552) to authorize the con- 


struction of a bridge over the Rio Grande River between the cities of 


Brownsville, Tex., and Matamoras, in the State of Tamaulipas, in the 
Republic of Mexico, accompanied by a report (No. 2864)—to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. DE LANQO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H.R. 10727) granting a pension to 
Ira Agan, accompanied by a report (No, 2865)—to the Committee of 


the Whole House. 
Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10388) to pro- 
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SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 1, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 


hibit book-making of any kind and pool-selling in the District of Co- 
lumbia for the purpose of gaming, accompanied by a report (No. 2866)— 
to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, bills and joint resolutions of the follow- The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senate will come to order. A 

ing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: | quorum being present, the Journal of the proceedings of yesterday will 
by Mr. CAINE: A bill (H. R. 11619) granting aright of way on the | be read by the Secretary. 

Fort Douglas military reservation, in the Territory of Utah—to the Mr. BUTLER. Is there a quorum present, Mr. President? 

Comm ttee on Militar: Affairs. ? The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll of 
by Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 11620) to allow post masters in first | the Senate and ascertain 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 


and second class post-offices to suspend clerks and employ(¢s therein with- | 


out pay for neglect of duty and for other reasons—to the Committee on to their names: 
the TPost-Office and Post-lRoads. | Aldrich, Davis, MeMillan, Sanders, 
By Mr. COLEMAN \ bill (H. R. 11621) to authorize the construc- | Allen, Dixon, McPherson, Sawyer, 
or ‘ dea arro +} {jssissin: River ¢ lew Orleans— . Allison, Kdmunds, Manderson, Sherman, 
tion of a bridg : he Mississippi River at New Orlean to the | Bate, Evarts, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Committee on Commer | Berry, Faulkner, Moody, Stewart, 
By Mr. PEE! \ nt resolution (H. Pes. 206) relating to coal leases | Blair, Frve, Morrill, Teller, 
‘ Indian Territor to the Committee on Indian A fairs. Blodgett Gorman, Paddock, Turpie, 
7 : . . . : J ~, | Butler, Hale, Pasco, Vance, 
| Mr. O'NELLL, of Pennsylvania: A joint resolution (H. Res. 207) | Cameron. Harris, Platt, Vest, 
c ny the privil of the Library of Congress to the members and | Casey, Hawley, Plumb, W althall, 
vy of the Interstate Con:smerce Commission to the Committce Cockrell, Hi scock, Quay, Wilson of lowa. 
( : Ingalls Reagan. 
{ 4 
EOF REFERENCE. Mr.CULLOM. My colleague [Mr. FARWELL] is detained from the 
’ 1 . Tr 4 — of vefre - Senate bv illness. 
i I AALI i¢ following change of reference as : : 7 . . , yom 
: Mr. TURPIE. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. VooRHEES 
os sa . sab n ace > death a lady who was a member of his 

A bill (H. RR. 10770) granting a pension to Mrs. Mira A. Thompson is absent on account of the death of a lady who was a1 r of | 

widow of John A. Crawford, late of Companies B and C, Twenty-fourth | *™'Y: , . , . . 
" ‘ ad i cetil " Mr. DAVIS. My colleague [Mr. WasHBURN] is necessarily absent 
M ri Volunteers—Commitie n Pensions discharged, and referred . 4 7 
to the { inf n ' from the Senate. 
ree = ‘ Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. KENNA 
is detained from the Senate by reason of sickness. 
PRIVATE BILLS, ET Mr. BLAIR. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] is 

Under « ise lof Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles | detained from the Senate by reason of sickness and is not likely to be 
were presevted and referred as indicated below able to attend for some days. 

! Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11622) for The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-seven Senators have answered 
the x f of James M. Jessee, Company G, Twenty-first Kentucky | to their names. A quorum being present, the Journal of the proceed- 
Voluntec to the Committee on Invalid Pensions ings of yesterday will be read. 

hy Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 11623) granting an increase of pen- THE JOURNAL. 
ion to nry G. Marshall—to the Committee on Pensions. ote - 2 
"' Ang MI 1 UPI e rn ' , A ¥ a1¢ 4" ‘ 7 t} "~~ Ned ¢ John A The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

yy ir, Alé l Pili yl tor 1e 2 > af a A. . — : P ° 
R 1 the C War Claiz a Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend and correct the Journal in the 
bats Oo the Committee on a aims. 


first paragraph, where the absence of a quorum was disclosed, by in- 
serting what the truth is as it appears in the REcorD: 

Che Secretary called the roil, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11625) for the relief of 
Gertrude A. Lettwich, widow of John W. Leitwich—to the Commit 
tee on War Claims, 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 11626) fcr the relief of 


H. C. Linn—to the Committee on Claims. Alien, Cockrell, Hale, Paddock, 

Allison, Cullom, Harris, Pasco, 

‘ieeaied | Bat Dixon, Hawley, Plumb, 

PETITIONS. ETC Berry, Edmunds, Hiscock, Sawyer, 

pit eae es an | Blair, Evarts, Ingalls, Teller, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | Cameron, Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows Caylisie, Frye, Mitchell, Vance, 

| Casey Gorman, Morrill, Vest. 


By Mre CANDLER, of Massachusetts: Memorial of W. H. Baker 
& Co. and others, citizens of Milford, Mass., protesting against leyis- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
lation by Congress compelling railroads to transport petroleum barrels | to amend and correct the Journal by the insertion of the names of 


free—to the Committee on Commerce. those who responded upon the call of the roll of the Senate yesterday 
by Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas: Petition of J. 5. Weber and 67 | morning. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

others, of Bowie County, Texas, asking passage of House bill 7162— | Mr. SHERMAN. I will askif that has been the custom of the Sen- 

to the Committee on Ways and Means. ate heretoiore. 

By Mr. PUNSTON: Petition of Silas W. Wheeler and Benjamin F. | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been the custom. 
Wheeler, asking removal of charge of desertion against Levi Mott—to| Mr. SHERMAN. I doubt very much whether the Senate ought in 
the Committee on Military Affairs. a particular case to make a departure from the rule. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Protest of the Commercial and Industrial As-| Mr. EDMUNDS. I mean to have it general hereafter, all the time, 


sociation of Montgomery, Ala., against the passage by Congress of the | and that is what it ought to be. The rule requires that the Journal 
bill knownas the Lodge election bill—to the Committeeon the Judiciary. | should tell everything that takes place. 

By Mr. MCDUFFIE : Petition of Andrew J. Harper, for property The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
taken by the United States Army during the war of the rebellion—to | tion ? 
the Committee on War Claims. Mr. PLUMB. Will the Chair state the question again ? 

Also, petition of Elizabeth A. Morrow, for same relief—to the Com- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatthe Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
mittee on War Claims. ceedings be corrected and amended in the first paragraph, so as to show 

Also, petition of Joseph Eberly, for same relief—to the Committee | the names of the Senators who responded at the call of the roll to 
on War Claims. ascertain the presence of a quorum. 


By Mr. MORROW: Memorial of 33 citizens of San Francisco, Cal., | Mr. PLUMB. Is not that contained in the Recorp now ? 
protesting against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to trans- | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis in the Recorp, but not in the 
port petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. Journal. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., Mr. PLUMB. Oh! 
in favor of an appropriation for the repair of the military telegraph Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
line between Cape Flattery and Port Townsend,-Wash.—to the Com- | quiry. 
mittee on Appropriations. | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska will 

Also, memorial of same body in favor of the passage of the FryeSen- | state his parliamentary inquiry. 


ate bill 8739 and the Farquhar House bill 4663-—to the Committee on Mr. MANDERSON. If this motion shall prevail, will it affect the 

Merchant Marine and Fisheries. ‘ | future Journals of this body or is it simply meant to provide for this 
By Mr. O°’ DONNELL: Protest of 47 railroad employés residing at | special occasion ? 

Jackson, Mich., against the passage of a bill to provide a method for Mr. EDMUNDS. I think, if I may answer, that it is certainly in- 

settling controversies and differences between railroad corporations en- | tended to affect all, because I believe the Journal to be imperfect, and 

gaged in the interstate and Territorial transportation of property, pas- | not made up in obedience to the standingrule, which declares that ‘‘ the 

sengers, and their employ¢és—to the Committee on Commerce. | proceedings of the Senate shall be briefly and accurately stated in the 
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Journal,’’ and so on. 
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The first proceeding was the call of the roll and spect to a past transaction. If we have 


7991 


i 


a rule in view of which a rec- 


the responses of the Senators who were present, which were noted by | ord is to be made, then every one is under such notice as will affect him 


the clerks in order to found the motiow to send for those who were not 
here. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that paragraph of the Journal be again read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the rule proposed is adopted, I shall insist 
upon the rule being enforced also as to all the calls made during the 
day. There were half a dozen made yesterday. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So shall L 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will encumber our Journal uselessly to give 
all of the calls on different occasions. 

Mr. HALE. How does the Journal—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the Senator from Maine pro- 
ceeds the paragraph of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings will be 
read. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, let us know how it reads as it is now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first part of the Journal of yes- 
terday’s proceedings will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Thursday, Jwy 31, 1890. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore assume d the Chair. 

Mr. GormaN raised a question as to the presence of a quorum. 

Whereupon the President pro tempore directed the roll to be called, 

ee 

iaeee Senators answered to their names. 

A quorum not being present, 

On motion by Mr. Harris, 

Ordered, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of 
absent Senators 


Mr. HARRIS. 
Mr. HALE. 
all practical purposes. It establishes the fact that at the first roll-call 
thirty-two Senators were present, not enough to constitute a quorum, 
upon which the requisite proceedings were taken, which the Journal 

discloses, and a quorum in a short time appeared. 

I was one of these who responded at the first roll-call, and expect to 
continue to respond, but I do not see any benefit to be derived from 
entering in the Journal the names of all Senators who are here, and in 
effect thereby disclosing every Senator who is not here at the time. 

I shall not vote for the motion to amend the Journal. 

Mr. BUTLER. It seemsto me that in order to have a perfect record 
the names of the absentees ought also to appear in the Journal of yester- 
day’s proceedings. My own name would appear among the absentees, 
and I should like to have it along with those who were present. 

If we are going to have the rule very strictly enforced I think we 
had better go back a few roll-calls and see whether some of those Sen- 
ators who are so anxious to appear on the record now as having been 
present were present upon former occasions and have been present at 
various roll-calls, I think we ought to have the record complete if we 
are going into a change of it at all. 

Mr. DAWES. The Recorp discloses that a great deal of importance 
seems to have been attached to the fact that certain Senators did not 
answer to their names on the first roll-call yesterday morning. I was 
one of those Senators, and I desire to say that I was in the Capitol 
at 10 o’clock engaged in a conference committee which was appointed 
before the Senate decided to meet at 10 o’clock. I was engaged on 
official duty, and whatever criticism is justly attached to me for attend- 
ing to that duty I am willing to take. 


That is far enough. 


this motion, but it would be manifestly unjust, I think, to certain Sen- 


on business which necessitates their absence or upon a conference com- 
mittee, as suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts, or on account 
of illness as other Senators are. 

While I am speaking about that, I think there is another matter 
which is quite as important as this, and that is that in the report of the 
daily votes upon the roll-call there ought in some way to be somestate- 
ment of those who are paired in the list other than being reported as 
absent. When a vote goes out to the country in the newspapers, only 
the names are mentioned of those Senaters who vote, and it appears 
that everybody else is absent from the Senate, while every day Sena- 
tors are here and would vote if they were not paired with those who 
are obliged to he absent. 

Mr. BUTLER. And they are reported as absent. 

Mr. PLATT. They are reported as absent. 

Mr. REAGAN. They are here to announce their pairs. 

Mr. PLATT. 
transfer a pair which I had made with a Senator who is absent on ac- 
count of illness, and who has been absent for several days, I should be 
marked, and it would appear in the report that I was absent upon all 
the votes that have been taken in the consideration of the tariff bill. 

It seems to me that to correct that matter so as to let the exact con- 
dition of the vote go to the country is of quite as much importance as 
_ to find out exactly who appeared here at 10 o'clock sharp yester- 

Fe 
Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, there are two objections to this mo- 
tion. One is limited to the occasion on which it is presented, an¢ that 


is, it is unfair to introduce a new rule of record of the Journal in re- } my committee-r 


It seems to me that the Journal is quite enough for | 


| as to the importance of his being e1 1erated 


| 
| 


But the other objection to the proposition is more serious than that. 


The only constitutional interest is to show that a quorum is present. 








| That is the foundation of the cause whx erit is i ced, as a 
necessary part of constitutional | lure her Nov onstitu- 
tion is quite indifferent who mal he quorum, who are here and 
who are away; and the moment you depart from that proposition and 
introduce a measure of indication of who are at tive to their duties 
and who are not, which is no part of the Constitution, then you must 
admit all the qualifying phrases 1 explanations w 1 attend the 
reason why this man is absent and why that ma ‘le to be here, 
and the absent man is as attentive to his duties as the one whois here, 

If it is to be done in the beginning then it should be done equally at 
every roll-call during the session of the Senate. Then there should 
appear in the Journal the constant and frequent explanations of pairs 

| and of absences which w show that per 3 ar ) iated in regard 
to the vote which has led to a call to find out how many were here as 
resulted in finding them 

{nother words, Mr. President,the whole subject is foreign to the Jour- 
nal, and, in my jt ent, it would be a s us departure from the 
constitutional pu poses that a nvolved in the call of the roll 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa. Rule IV, 1 i] ‘ ito by the 
Senator from Vermont, provides 

That the pro x in 
the Journa 

The immemorial practice and usage of the Senate under t rule 
has been to make up the Journal in accordance with the form ployed 
in respect of the proc igs of yesterday. (Therefore t t » now 
offered by the Senat from Vermont isin du t yn fli with that im- 
memorial usage of the Senate, and which is the construction th ody 
has given to that rule, 

rhe entry upon the Journal is in strict conformity with t rule, 

lor the pro eedings under that call are eily and accurate y Stated in 

the Journal If all that the mo l the Senator from Vermont em- 

braces is to be entered pon the Journal, then it will not ve entered 

briefly and accurately.’ It has been suggested that, if this depart- 

| ure from immemorial usage is to be had, then it should cover the en- 

tire ground and give the exact status of each Senator under the call of 
| the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, it seems to me that the Journal as 


For instance, if it had not been that I was able to | 


read states every material fact that it is necessary for it to show. 


Brief as the statements are, the Journal has become extremely volumi- 


nous to the point of being almost unwieldy, and if we take the step 
| } 








[ that has been taken, A, 
ators who are obliged to be absent and who are paired, absent either | 


contemplated by the motion proposed by the Senator from Vermont, 
it seems to me we are bound in justice to go a step further and as we 
show in the RecorpD show in the Journal every pair and every state- 
ment in respect of the absentees. The RECORD 


is kept for the express 
purpose of showing every detail 


in the action of the body, and is al- 
most if not quite as authoritative as the Journal itself. The Recorp 
does show every pair that is announced and every reason that is as- 
signed for the absence of any Senator, so that the public or any indi- 
vidual who desires to know who were present or who were absent, 
who were paired or who unpaired, and the reasons for absence, has an 


| easy method of ascertaining the tacts by reference to the Recorp, 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not wish to multiply words about | 


Now, as tothe Recorp showing, subsequent to announcing the vote 
B, C as absent, the Reporter is not at fault for 
that method, because a number of years ago the Senate ordered the 


Reporter to show in his record every one not voting as ‘‘absent;’’ but 


previous to announcing and recording the vote the announcement of 
| every pair and every excuse or reason for the absence of any S« 


nator 
appears in the RECORD, so that no injustice is done to anyhody. 

If we undertake in all the roll-calls of the Senate to make the Jour- 
nal show every Senator present and every Senator absent by name, 
then, as I think, we must take the additional step of showing the rea- 
son for the absence and showing the pairs that have been announced 


’ 


which would make our Journal almost as voluminous as the REcoRD 
that we keep, which is kept alone for the purpose o! showing these de- 
tails. I do not think it is wise to enter upon that policy. and I shal! 
therefore vote against the motion to amend the Journa) 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I only ask the indulgence of the 





Senate for one minute of time. I did not suppose when | offered this 

| motion, which I take it will go into the Journalas | oller t, that it 
would offend the sensibilities of anybody or tha would sup- 
pose that if my name should be recorded as among the absent, if it 
were put down in t] r or ng t t present, would be any 
reproach to me, unless in point of tact I deserved that reproach for be- 
ine absent without a cood r I ro l am as much absent 
from the Senate on! $+ asa st any other Senator; and I did 
not think I \ to mys in having t ir- 
I il sh iw W ) WwW i) a } 

I do not want to1 r the debate: but I wills that i er 
| were made to bring in, instead of to request the attendance « ibsent 
| Senators by the Sergeant-at-Arms, and if he should « for me in 

ym—I having been here in t when the roll was 


= et ON 





| 
| 
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Sergeant-at-Arms, having been ordered to bring in the 
it me in, or attempted to do so, and I resisted, and 
ion about it, in order to justify him in taking me 
y the collar and taking me up stairs the Journal would have to show 
that he had authority to do that thing, and the Journal would not 

ow it unless it was made up in the way which I have suggested. 
one Senator I am agreeable to whatever the Senate wishes to do. 


called { the 
nt ented brougl 


wecame toa coli 


| thought it my duty to call atlention to this matter. 
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I can live un- | 


der either rule without reproach to myself or reproaching anybody else. 


Mr. DAWE Nohody can be more impressed than I am with the 
ortance of photographing upon the Journal of the Senate the most 

portant proceedings of yesterday morning. It is now half past 10 
and | congratulate the country that those who have been so anxious to 
institute these early proceedings have found a method of useful em- 
ployment for the Senate, while those who were engaged in duties im- 
posed upon them by the 
when I really hoped the business of the Senate would have been taken 
up and proceeded with 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In reply to the parliamentary in- 
quiry of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHeRMAN], the Chair would state 
that the Journal is made up'in accordance with the ancient habit and 
immemorial custom of the body; and in answer to the interrogatories 
of the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr, PADDOCK] about the effect of these 
proceedings, the Chair would state that unless otherwise ordered the 
Journal will so continue to be made up hereafter. 

The question recurs upon agreeing to the motion of the Senator from 
Vermont to amend the Journal. 

The motion was notagreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore 
as read unless there be a further motion to correct or amend the same. 
Che Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. Petitions and memorials 
are now in order 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of 28 citizens of Toledo, Ohio, 


remonstrating against an increase of duty on barley; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 


Senate have been able to come in ata time | 





August 1, 


—_—_. 


Librarian of Congress, to report it favorably without amendment. Task 
for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the annual report of the Librarian of Congress be printed, anc 
that 500 additional copies with covers be printed for the use of the Librarian. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4299) granting a pension to 
Nathan C. Moore; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 4300) granting a right of way 
on Fort Douglas military reservation in the Territory of Utah; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (8. 4301) granting an increase of pen- 


| sion to William McLoud; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 
Mr. GORMAN and Mr. MITCHELL submitted amendments in- 


| tended to be proposed by them respectively to the general deficiency 
| appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appro- 


priations, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. QUAY submitted two amendments intended to be proposed by 


| him to the tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on Fi 


The Journal will stand approved 


nance, and ordered to be printed. 
HENRY EAST. 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate recon 


| sider the vote by which it indefinitely postponed the bill (H. R. 4909 


| Calendar if there be no objection. 


for the relief of Henry East. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the bill was in- 
detinitely postponed will be reconsidered and the bill placed on the 
The Chair hears none, and the bill 


| will be placed on the Calendar with the adverse report. 


Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of 65 citizens of Vancouver, Wash., 
and a petition of 32 citizens of Clarke County, Washington, praying | 


for the exclusion from the United States mails of the Police Gazette 
and other papers of like character; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. ae 

He also presented four petitions of citizens of Clarke County, Wash- 
ington, and two petitions of citizens of Cowlitz County, Washington, 
praying for the passage of what are known as the ‘* pure-lard ’’ and 
** pure-food ’’ bills; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Board of Trade of De- 
troit, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 3731, 
amending the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. STEWART presented the petition of Dr. J. L. Ord, of Fort 


Grant, Ariz., praying to be allowed a pension as a Mexican war vete- | 


ran; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of citizens of Arapahoe and Jef- 
ferson Counties, Colorado, and a petition of miners at and near Range- 
ley, Colo., and in Rio Blanco and Garfield Counties, Colorado, pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill for the restoration of portions of the Un- 
compahgre Ute Indian reservation to the public domain; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 2,000 citizens of Valencia County, 
New Mexico, praying for the repeal of the act of October 2, 1888, con- 
cerning irrigation; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. QUAY presented two petitionsof the American Defense Associa- 


tion of Mount Pleasant and Mount Airy, Pa., in favor of aconstitutional | 


amendment prohibiting the passage of any law by any State respecting | 


an establishment of religion; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3529) to amend section 837 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, reported it with an amendment. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions (through Mr. MAN- | 


DERSON), to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

\ bill (S. 4167) granting an increase of pension to Sarah V. Azpell; 
and 

\ bill (H. R. 8524) to increase the pension of Edward Healy. 

Mr. COLQUITT, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2212) relative to the Rancho Panta de 
la Laguna, reported it with amendment,and submitted a report thereon. 


REPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. lam instructed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Evarts] June 30, 1890, to print the report of the 





| to the Committee on Commerce. 


PRINTING OF BANKRUPTCY BILL. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The printed copies of House bill 3316, te 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States, are exhausted. There are a great many inquiries for it, and I 
ask unanimous consent that an order be made for printing 1,000 ad- 
ditional copies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to writing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bankruptcy bill. 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa will be first read. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, reduced his order to writing; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That 1,000 additional copies of the bill (H. R. 3316) to establish a un’ 


form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States be printed for thi 
use of the Senate. 


The Senator will reduce his order 


The orde1 


Mr. HARRIS subsequently said: Was there not an order to print 
extra copies of some bill ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
extra copies of the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does that not have to go under the law to the Com- 
mittee on Printing ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so required by statute. 

Mr. HARRIS. Sol understand, and I ask that it be referred to thi 
Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be so referred. 


THE PREVIOUS QUESTION. 
I submit a resolution and ask its immediate consid- 


An order was made to print 1,000 


Mr. BLAIR. 
eration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Comm.ttee on Rules be instructed to report a rule within 
four days providing for the incorporation of the previous question or some 
method for limiting and closing debate in the parliamentary procedure of the 
Senate. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the immediate consideration of the resolu- 


| tion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution may be now considered. 

Mr. HARRIS and Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed and go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be laid over and printed 
under the rule. 


PRINTING OF A PETITION, 


Mr. HARRIS. On the 25th of July I presented the memorial o! 


| John Cowdon, in respect of the improvement of the Potomac River and 


Potomac River front in the District of Columbia, and it was referred 
I have not read the memorial; but 
certain citizens, whom I assume to be practical men, think it contains 


% 








ee 
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practical suggestions of some value, and I ask that it be printed as a | if the duty upon white lead is to maint ed at 3 cents a pound. 

miscellaneous document. I make that request. id that in turn,of course, is de t yn pig-lead, 

The PRESIDENT pro tem; If there be no objection, the petition cents per pound, the dut Vera »b nsistent and 
will be printed a3 a miscellaneous document. 8) trical, must be at least j 

Mr. HARRIS. It has been referred already to the Committee on Mr. VANCI I simply rise to son why we 
Commerce. should not reduce the duty on whit nsist that it is neither 

CAPT. GEORGE W. DAVIS. logical not Gas 60 She ple who have these taxes to pay to put an un- 
; : reasonable one in and then allege that Vr 1 for putting up 

Mr. HAWLEY. I now ask unanimous consent for the consideration | everything else. The strength ot ‘ =~ to eal cole ta oe 
of the joint resolution from the House of Representatives concerning weakest point; and I think if there is no 1 ro vutting up the 
Captain Davis. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs], Who | duty on white lead in the first p \ ) ‘ical and - ex 
made the objection which caused the delay yesterday, as he leit the | peacon based upon that action for putt = all seetoeie 
Chamber just now said he did not desire to appear any further in thecase. | of Jead F ' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- Mr. MCPHERSON, I suppose that nobody will ‘ nt to deny 
ness, that order is closed. The Senator from Connecticut asks unani- he fact that we have a creat lead trast in this net Nhs ghdlnge 
mous consent that the joint resolution named by him may be now con- | ang purpose of this legislation seems to be to ke out the foreign 
sidered. Is there objection ? : product in order that the competition which this great trust is intended 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | to defeat will be very much lessened All these products that we now 


> 


proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 198) to permit 


Capt. George W. Davis, United States Army, to accept a position 10 | gree nitrate of lead. orange mineral. red 


the Nicaragua Canal Construction Company. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and j:assed. 
RAILROAD OCCUPATION OF STREETS 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Reso'ved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they | 
are hereby, directed to inform the Senate whether the Baltimore and Ohio Kail- 
road Company are proceeding to occupy certain parts of P, Q, and R streets, in 
the Trinidad subdivision of the District, and, '’ so, under what authority of law 
they are so doing. 


FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS IMPROVEMENT. 
Mr. SAWYER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish 
the Senate a statement of the awards and judgments rendered by the comm 
sioners or courts on file in his office against the United States arising under an 
nct of Congress entitled “ An act to aidin the improvement of the Fox and Wis- 






consin Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin,’ approved March 3, 1875, from which 
awards or judgments no appeal has been taken, and the time for such appeal 


having expired, which have not been heretofore reported to Congress, and if he 
knows of any reason why the same should not be paid. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce 
the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed on page 10, line 3, and the fol- 
lowing paragraphs were read: 

62, Litharge, 3 cents per pound, 

63. Nitrate of lead, 3 cents per pound. 

64. Orange mineral, 3} cents per pound: Provided, That no component of 
orange mineral shall pay a less duty than 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 10, 
in line 6, after the word “‘ poand,”’ to strike ont the following proviso: 


Provided, That no component of orange mineral shall pay a less duty than 25 


per cent. ad valorem ; 
So as to make the clause read: 
64. Orange mineral, 34 cents per pound. 


Mr. VANCE. In paragraph 64, orange mineral, I see that the duty 
is fixed at 3} cents per pound. I observe that that is an increase, and 


I simply wish to inquire what is the necessity for the increase. It | 
seems to he an article of considerable use, and nearly 2,000,000 pounds | 


seem to have been imported in 1889, the value of which was $82,566. 
The duty is increased from 67 per cent. to 79 percent. If no reason can 
be given for the increase, I will move to amend. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Orange mineral is an important lead product, upon 
which the rate of duty is now too low—that is, if the duty is to be 
maintained at 2 cents a pound on pig-lead and 3 cents a pound on white 
lead. This is shown by the large amount of the importation last year. 
This is an advanced lead product. Theduty atthe present time is too 
low, and the importation of nearly 2,000,000 pounds constitutes more 
than half the consumption of this country. ‘The duty of 3) cents a 
pound was thought by the committee, after careful investigation two 
years ago, to be fairly equitable in view of the duties placed upon the 
minor lead products, 

Mr. VANCE. Ican not see, with all deference, that that amounts to 
areason. The Senator says that it is thought that the duty was too 
low, but he does not say who thinks so, and the only reason he gives 
for imagining that it is too low is that there isa large amount imported, 
perhaps more than half of what is used. I move to strike out ‘‘34 
cents’’ and insert ‘*2) cents;’’ so as to read: i 

Orange mineral, 2} cents per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will make one further statement. This article 
is made from white lead, upon which the duty is 3 cents a pound. It 
loses 13 per cent. in the process of manufacture. It is very plain that 


| not to express any surprise as to the reason giv 


ducers, the ‘* representative wool-producers ’ 
the committee—demanded this increase and it was conceded. Then 


th the acetate of lead, lith- 
ind white lead, and all the 

ous preparations of lead, are controlled by the lead trust. Itis a 
trust within a trust, all based upon the very high rates imposed upon 
the raw lead itself. I am in full sympathy with the Senator from 
North Carolina in the motion he makes to strike ¢ 
pound and insert 24 cents per pound 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from North Carolina ought 


have under consideration, commencing 


cents per 





en by the Senator from 


Rhode Island for putting up this duty. If Senators will tarn to the 


reason given by this committee for increasing the duty upon wovlen 


| goods they will find the reason to be that the duty was put up upon 


raw wool and therefore it logically followed that the duty must be in- 
creased upon the woolen goods, That shows the ratiocination which 
goes through this entire tariff scheme. When one article is pnt up, 


| then all the others are to be put up in order to make it symmetrical. 


One article having the duty increased upon it, it follows logically 
under the tariff argument that all the other articles which pertain to 
it or which are connected with it are to be put up also; and it is a 
singular fact that the only reason given for the increase upon woolen 
coods, as now given in regard to this increase upon all these lead prod- 
ucts, is that a demand was made for it, as, for instance, the wool-pro- 
that is the language of 


all the woolen goods that are brought into the country are to have this 
additional import duty put upon them 

Mr. President, the State of Missouri is the largest lead-producing 
State in this Union. If I were influenced by any sort of political or 


| personal consideration I would plead here for retaining this duty upon 


lead. Iam in favor of reducing it in the interest of the consumers of 


| rT ‘ . ’ 
the United States and of my own State. 


The largest lead-mine in Missouri last year, by their published 
statements, which I will produce here, declared a dividend of 29 per 
cent. clear profit, and yet there is no increase of wages to the miners. 
They get a dollar anda halfaday, and will continue to get a dollar and 

| a half a day, but the owners of the mine, one of whom is Mr. Hazard, 
| living, I believe, in Connecticut, of the Hazard Powder Company—— 

Mr. PLATT. Not in Connecticut. 

Mr. VEST. Well, in one of the Eastern States. I thoughtit was 
Connecticut. However, it does not matter where helives. He is the 
| largestowner, probably. They declared a dividend of 29 per cent., and 
| the wages of the employés do not go up a cent, although we are told 
that all these duties are put on in order to protect American labor. It 
does no such thing; it is a fraud and a cheat from the beginning. 

We exclude all foreign lead, and our friends out in the silver-mining 
| districts are spasmodically excited because there is talk about letting 
in fuxing ores in the shape of leads from Mexico. They are making 
great protest about that. More lead they say will come in and ruin 
them, and yet they are declaring these enormous dividends. 

Mr. President, the duty ought to be decreased. It ought to be de- 
creased because there is a trust, and if the Senator from Ohio is con- 
| sistent with the declarations made on this floor he will favor the re- 
duction of this duty because it is a notorious fact that there is an 
immense lead trust in this country. 
| Mr. BUTLER. May I not ask the Senator if it is not just as prac- 
| ticable to preserve the symmetry of this schedule by a reduction as by 

an increase? ‘That seems to be the reason assigned by the Senator from 


Rhode Island, to preserve the symmetry all along the Jine. I do not 


see why the symmetry may not just well be preserved by a reduc 
tion as by an increase. 
Mr. VEST. That all depends upon how you commence with the 


| original product. Of course if that was decreased—but they do not 
ld make it symmetrical: by decreasing all 
along the line and relieving the people trom this enormous tax, but 
they pnt up one product and then they put up the rest in order to 
| make the schedule symmetrical, 

[am not making a stump speech, but I say that the poorest man in 
| this country who undertakes to paint his house pays tribute to this 


propose to do that—we con 
[ 
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Jead trust. ‘There is not one who can escape it. Theréis nota product 
{and it enters into all the domestic and ordinary every-day life of the 
people) that is not put up by this increase of duty. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator is certainly mistaken about that, for two 
or three days ago the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MORRILL] announced 
to us that, owing to the liberal reduction made upon sugar and other 
things, we now merely keep the duties high on articles of luxury and 
fashion; and surely the Senator from Missouri must be mistaken in 
supposing that the duties are continued high and increased on articles 
used by the poor people. I suppose white-lead for painting a cottage 
is a luxury! 

Mr. VEST. That islike the statement under the flax and jute sched- 
nie here. When they come tothe ordinary common laces that servant 
girls wear, made out of flax, the commonest article in the way of orna- 
mentation that the female sex indulges in (and as a matter of course it 
goes without saying that the same love of admiration extends toall the 
members of that sex from the highest to the lowest), the committee 
put up the dutieson ordinary laces made of flax or cotton and used by 
servant girls around their necks and for cuffs, etc., 30 and 40 per cent. 
because they say these are articles of luxury! They increase the duty 
30 ane 40 per cent. upon thesegoods, and then when they come to the 
silk laces, which are used by the rich, they increase the duty only 10 


percent. Thatislogicand thatisthe way in which this tariff bil! is made! 
Mr. ALLISON, I do not quite understand the statement made by 
the Senator from Missouri in respect of this trust. Is this a trust in 


the production of lead or in the production of the manufactures of lead ? 

What is the character and nature of this trust in Missouri? Does it 

extend to the mines, to the mine-owners, and the production of lead 

in the mines; or is ita trust in the production of articles trom pig-lead ? 
Mr. VEST. I understand that it extends partially to the production 

of lead and entirely as to lead manufactures. I have no personal 

knowledge on the subject. I see statements in the public press—— 
Mr. TELLER. That trust has its headquarters in New York. 


Mr. VEST. I believe so. 

Mr. TELLER. It has nothing to do with the production of lead. 

Mr. VEST. I know of no trust in Missouri, but I never heard it 
denied belore, if there is any denial on the part of the Senator from 
lowa—— 


Mr. ALLISON. 
by the Senator. 
production of the raw material, the lead itself. 
if that was true. 

Mr. VEST. I do not undertake to say, since I am not sufficiently 
informed about it, whether all the lead-producers, that is the men who 
take the lead out of the ground, are in the trust or not. I saw it 
stated the other day that there was such a trust partially formed and a 
great many of them were in it. But what I particularly referred to 


I am only asking for information. I was misled 
I understood him to say that there was a trust in the 
I only wanted to know 


“was the trust that controls the manufacture of white lead, which goes 


into the paints that are used in the ordinary life of the American peo- 
ple. Lead enters all those different articles that go into the manulact- 
ure of paints. 

Mr. ALLISON. But here is the point: If we want to reach the 
trust we should know to what the trust extends, whether it includes 
the mines, whether it extends to the smelting furnaces, or whether it 
is confined to these finer and more complex productions such as white 
Jead and the article involved in this paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. ‘There is no doubt about there being a trust upon white 
lead, 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. VEST. And, therefore, if the Senator intends to be consistent, 
when we come to white lead, he will vote to put down the duty. 

Mr. ALLISON, I shail try to be as consistent as I can; but I should 
like to ask the Senator another question. I ask if he thinks it will be 
a wise thing to reduce the duty to 2} cents a pound upon white lead 
when the duty on the raw material of this product is 3 cents ? 

Mr. VEST. I would redace them all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then the Senator would put down white lead to 
about 2 cents a pound. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to put it as low as possible. 

Mr. ALLISON. We ought to begin with the cruder products, be- 
cause orange mineral, as I understand it, is a very refined product of 
white lead, and, as stated by the Senator from Rhode Island, there is a 
considerable less in weight in its production. It seems to me there 
ought to be a little increase of duty for this article over the raw mate- 
rial from which it is made. One would naturally think so. So if 
orange mineral is put down to 2} centsa pound, | think we should then 
put down white lead to about 2 cents a pound. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator one question and dis- 
pose of this whole colloquy. Will he vote to put the duty down on 
any of these articles? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will look into that when I reach the point. I 
may vote to strike it down on all of them if I find I can do so prop- 
erly. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Iowa whether orange | 
mineral enters into the trust to which reference has been made ? 

Mr, ALLISON. Iam rather inclined to think not, as I understand, 
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without knowing all the facts, that most of this article is now imported 
becanse the duty upon it is the same as upon the raw materia! from 
which it is produced, 3 cents a pound. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
whether the increase in the tarift will bring in more revenue to the 
Treasury, or less, upon the articles which are under discussion. 

Mr. ALLISON. On this particular article ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will depend upon the quantity imported, of 
course. 

Mr. MORGAN. That I understand. What is the calculation of 
the committee, that it will increase or decrease the revenue? 

Mr. ALLISON. On this particular article? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. My impression is that for the time being it will in- 
crease it, though I think the committee has not had a consultation 
upon this particular article. I think there would be an increase of 
revenue by making this duty 3} cents per pound. 

Mr. MORGAN. So that the committee have had no consultation? 

Mr. ALLISON. On this particular article, so far as I know. 

Mr. MORGAN. The committee are taxing it for revenue without 
knowing whether it will produce anything or not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think they are taxing it with a view of putting 
it in proper relation with the other products of lead. 

Mr. MORGAN. Andentirely without reference to its producing rev- 
enue or not producing revenue? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should say with direct reference to producing 
revenue. 

Mr. MORGAN. I repeat my question, whether the committee are 
satisfied, or whether the Senator from Jowa is satisfied as a member of 
the committee, that the increased tax upon this article will increase 
or decrease the revenues of the Government ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, Mr. President, that would depend upon so 
many circumstances that I should not like to answer definitely, but 
my impression is that it would increase the revenue. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ifthe Senator will refer to the computation given 
in these schedules he will find that the duties last year (1889) were 
$56,000 in round numbers. The estimated duties under the proposed 
rates by both the House and Senate bill is $65,444.41, which would be 
an increase of about $10,000 a year, if these estimates are correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should think they were approximately correct. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then, if the revenue will be increased by this tax, 
the price of the commodity produced here will necessarily be increased, 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not think so. That depends entirely on the 
production here. I think it very likely that those importing it might 
be obliged to sell it at a less price, so that the increase of revenue might 
come from those who import it or from these who export it from other 
countries. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the importations are as great as they were last 
year—and the committee estimates that they will be—and the tariff is 
raised so that we get more revenue out of this particular article, how 
can it fail that the price is increased ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Because the profit of the importer diminishes and 
the price is the same or less. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know that the profits of the importer or 
his price has anything to do with it. Thead valorem duty is not cal- 
culated on the importer’s profits; it is calculated on the cost of the 
article in the home market or some other market. 

Mr. ALLISON, I see that the Senator is endeavoring to take this 
item as an illustration of the whole bill. 

Mr. MORGAN, It isan illustration of the whole bill. I know that. 
It is like a mirror in which you see the whole bill, of course. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know that this would bea fair illustration 
of some of the schedu‘es in this bill; but when we reach them I may 
have some views to present about them. I think in this particular 
item the effect will probably be to increase the revenue, but I doubt 
whether the effect will be to increase it $10,000, asstated here. I think 
it very likely that some of our manufacturers would engage in the pro- 
duction of orange mineral here who are not now engaged in it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator observed in the course of the debate 
the other day on another article that, unless he was very much mis- 
taken—I think he used the expression as to the poverty of our people— 
there would be an increase of revenue by an increase of tariff taxation 
upon a number of articles in the schedules, of which I take it this is 
one. I confess that I could not understand that remark of the able 
Senator. He seldom drops anything in debate in the Senate that has 
not the impress of his matured reflection and consideration. 

Upon a topic as interesting and as important as this I know his 
opinions must be maturely formed, so that when he says that an increase 
of taxation upon various articles in this schedule will cause an increase 
of revenue he means, of course, that there will be an increase of im- 
portations notwithstanding the increase of the rate of duty; that the 
people of the United States, I infer—I do not know what his inference 
is—will be compelled to pay very much higher prices for the articles 
incladed within his contemplation than they are now required to pay. 
I do not see how there is any possible escape from that category. 
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The Senator, therefore, in presenting us with this bill has very se- 
dately and with great soberness of judgment brought forward @ meas- 
ure which will increase the price of the articles taxed in the bill. Well, 
they are very largely articles of common use amongst the common peo- 
ple and it mast necessarily result, if the Senator is correct in his con- 
jectures about the operation of his own measure, that there is to be 
quite an increase of the tax in this bill upon those articles of common 
consumption amongst common people, and that is a feature of the bill 
that has distressed me a good deal, and I should like to have him ex- 
plain —— 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. MORGAN. 


I am not distressed on that point at all. 
I said that I was. 

Mr. ALLISON. Nor dol think the Senator need be. Take this 
chewical schedule. I have not examined it with the care that he per- 
haps and the Senator from Rhode Island have, but in a vast number 
of these paragraphs the rates have been diminished and in some of 
them exceptional rates of duty have been increased. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is there not an increase on the whole schedule, 
taking it as an aggregate? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a slight increase upon this schedule, and 
I think very likely it will produce a slight increase of revenue for that 
reason, but not enough to make any account of it. Ido not think, 
taking the schedule of chemicals together, that the result will be either 
an increase of the price of articles or a material increase of the reve- 
nue. On many things the rates of duty have been diminished. Take 
this article of orange mineral, for instance. Certainly the Senator 
from Alabama would not say that we should put a duty of 24 cents a 
pound on orange mineral and put a duty of 3 cents a pound upon the 
white lead from which it is made. Certainly no tariff bill I have ever 
heard of had such an incongruity as that in it except by mistake. 
Even the revenue-tariff bills that we have had heretoforé have had 
some relation between the raw material and the final manufacture. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Perhaps the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. 
VANCE] intends to reduce the tax upon white lead. 

Mr. ALLISON. Probably he does. Ido not know. 

Mr. VANCE. I certainly intend to make that motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course the motion to reduce the tax upon white 
lead, and probably the motion to reduce the tax upon pig-lead, 
made. 

But the Senator from Iowa says there is a slight increase upon t! 


will be 


entire schedule, taken as an aggregate—that is, in the rate o! taxation- 
and there will also be a slight increase in the income from it,the amount 
of money that will be put into the Treasury by it. Of course, then, 
there must be some increase of price, or at least there must he some 
increase of the consumption; but whether the consumption is increased 
or not the amount of money that the people will pay for that quantity 
of drugs, medicines, dye stuffs, paints, and the like contained in that 
schedule will be greater than it has been heretofore. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May | ask a question of the Senator ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask my distinguished friend from 
Alabama upon what principle it is that he thinks the effect of an increase 
of the rate of duty on this article, or almost any other that can be men- 
tioned, is to increase the cost of the article to the consumer of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. There are two principles on which I stand, both 
of them, I think, having their foandation in the plainest suggestions 
of common sense. The first is that when you add to the price of any- 
thing or give a man who is to sell it an opportunity, protected by law, 
to increase the price, he is almost certain to do it, and the cost, in 
either case, is increased tothe consumer. There is nodoubt about that. 
The other is that there is no need for wise men to put up taxes upon 
an article above the present standard unless it does add to the price 
and thereby keep other foreign articles out of competition with our 
own productions. I think that is true. I am nota college-bred man 
and I am not well enough educated to understand the intricacies of the 
logic of the Senator from Vermont, particularly of this mathematical sort 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I may call my friend’s attention to a little his- 
tory—I join with him in the want of a college education, and therehy 
we are both plain Alliance men togethe:—lumber enters into very 
common consumption among the people of the United States, and I 
want to ask the Senator what his iniormation is about the effect of 
putting lumber on the free-list in 1954 by the reciprocity treaty with 
Great Britain which had relation to Canada. I ask whether his in- 
formation is not—I think he will find it so if he looks at the facts— 
that that did not diminish the price of lumber to tht consumer sub- 
stantially at all, but the market price of lamber went straight on and 
the producers of lumber got the benefit of a larger profit than they 
would have got if the imported article had paid the 20 per cent. ad 
valorem. : 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not informed about that, but I believe the 
Canadian Government put on an export duty. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it did not: but if it did, it did not help 
the American consumer any. 

Mr. MORGAN. We have had the same experience about coffee. 
_Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me ask the Senator—I am coming to coffee— 
if it does not disturb him, what he thinks the effect was in 186€, when 
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the reciprocity treaty was abolished and lumber was again put upon 

the dutiable list at 20 per cent., what was the effect upon the consumers 

of lumber all over the United States? Did it increase the price any? 
Mr. MORGAN. I 














I have not kept up with that thing because I am 
not living in a region of country where lumber has been carried into the 
prairies to any great extent. I have no doubt the Senator from Ver- 
mont, whose State is largely engaged in the lumbering trade, under- 
stands that subject and its history perhaps a little better than I do; but 
I wish to say that there are changes sometimes wro 
the border which have no effect further in the inte: 
sensibly felt, to say the least of it expect tha 
citations the Senator trom Vermont is making 
loses sight of Vermont. It does not make an 
looking at, he always sees Vermont between him aud the subject under 
observation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should hope I did, but I should hope also that 
I do not lose sight of the general interests of the whole country V er- 
mont is not engaged in one-hundredth of 1 per cent. of the lumber s 
ness of the United States. I have been looking up the lumber markets 
of Chicago and Cleveland and Buffa!l nd Boston. 

Now, let me call my iriend’s attention, if I may, to one subject of that 
recipre v tr ty which h S la i iD A « t sted in | t 
upon a t is of Canadian! l S id i il V e] on 
the free-list by t ty I recall to t Sena é e te 
mony that was taken both from | 10K id Re ‘ 
committee of which he was a member, as to the effect of 
price of fish in the United States tothe consumer, and to the testimony 
which went to show, 1 believe without a li fferer a g¢ the wit- 
hesses, that it did not di h the } eo or salt, to 
the consumer in the United tates; and whet iut was a in pu 
on, in 1866 I think, he will remember that all th tlemen testified, 
having been in tl trade all the time and p ngt | si 11| KNOW 
ed that it i not ase t p ) to the ier at a 

euch case lt wa q ue ot Ty t gi n to the ) yn produ r 
4 1 i rte i 4 i 1u m ol ro { “5 the ise 
might be ind th s 1at I will ca ni ittention 
to later on. 

Mr. MORGAN. When I come to try the proposition I am attempt- 
ing to discuss, by analovies, I shall endeavor to vet the subjects closer 
toit in nature than jishand lumber. I am not to be drawn off from my 


contemplation of the chemical schedule and wander out either into the 
forests or into the sea. 
the subject of orange mineral now 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I 
that point. 

Mr. MORGAN. hrough with this subject if I am 
to be interrupted in this way. I shall be in as bad a condition as the 
man in the ’ who did not know whether he was to be 
more influenced by ‘‘internal suggestions’’ or by ‘‘ the bias of jurispru- 
dence.’’ I find the bias of jurisprudence assailing me on the other 
side and internal suggestions trom this side of the Chamber. 

I prefer to take this schedule that the Senator trom Iowa and I were 
trying to understand. He admits that there is a slight 


? 


I am going to stick to tl round and consider 


lld like to make a suggestion at 


I shall never gett 


** Georgia Scenes, 


increase upon 
chemicals, dye-stuffs, and medicines, and the like. There is an in- 
crease in the rate of taxation, and that will be an ine 
in the income of the Government, the revenue 
enough burden of taxation upon thi 
committee wanted to reduce the ri 


rease, he 


says, 
I thought there was 
re, and that‘if the 
venues of the United States, if that 
was any part of their real purpose, and if they were not devoting 
themselves exclusively to the idea of fostering the private enterprises of 
their friends who are » with the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, they certainly would have given some consideration to the 
schedule of chemicals, drugs, dye stuffs, and the like, for it seems to 
me that a sound mind in a sound body is about the first consideration 
that an American citizen should pay attention to. Health is the 
greatest of God’s blessings, and the preservation of it issomething that 
the Senate of the United States ought not to tax if it can } 
avoided. 

Charity exhibits its most merciful and beautiful work 
tion of the relief of the sick in terms of the 
highest commendation. There is, perhaps, no human virtue whi 
stands higher than that whi 


chedute befe 


in partne rsil 


hiv } 
OSSIDiIVY De 


in the diree 


The Bible speaks of this 


h inspires a human being to devote hit 


self or herself to the relief of the pangs of disease, of the troubles otf 
sickness, and the hardships of poverty and wretche If mal 
d.ugs and medicines more expen to the people than they are now, 
it seems to me that we necessarily inflict upon th ‘ry great ipjar: 
and injustice. 

It was said in respect of a drug that was once taxed at a very hig! 
rate in this country, that if you put the drug upon the free-list it 
would necessarily increase the price, because its production was greatest 
across the water, and d be tuken in hand entirely by (rverm 
Franee, and England, and the older intries on the other side of 
Atlantic Ocean. That was quinine, A Representative fron i 
had the temerity it did look as if it was a rash thing ‘cr him to 
do—to introduce a bill into the House affecting just that arti 
and putting it upon the free-list. Hesucceeded in pu t there. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that quinine? Mr. EDMUNDS. I will state what the produé¢tion was, as I believe 
Mr. MORGAN. Quinine. And now we find that that indispensa- and I read from Rosengarten in 1888, not now. 
ble drug has gone down trom four and a half or five dollars an ounce Mr. MORGAN. The same man, in a different year. 
to a dollar and a half. Mr. EDMUNDS. I give the authority. Let us see if the Senato: 
Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question on quinine? | doubts the truth of a fact that he states. 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes | Mr. MORGAN. I doubt it in advante. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Is not the Senator aware that the price of quinine Mr. EDMUNDS. I daresay. The Senator always doubts in ad- 
was falling more rapidly before the passage of that bill than since? | vance; never afterwards, because he is convinced. The production in 
Mr. MORGAN. I thought that Powers & Weightman in their | India in 1879 was only 2,000,000 pounds of bark; in 1883 it was 8,000, - 
terrible alarm with which they almost shocked the Senate were put- | 000 pounds; in 1887 it was 16,000,000 pounds of bark. Iam aware that 


ting their oppositi.n to that measure upon the ground that we were | the Senator knows, without his being told of it, that for the last thirty 
reducing the price by reducing the tariff and not upon the ground that | years the English and Dutch have been introducing in Brazil gr 
t! plantations of the cinchona tree and long enough to have developed 


he price was reducing itself so fast under the pressure of the tax that 
we should have to take the tariff off to prevent quinine from going too | this enormous production. Iam not arguing at all; I merely stat: 


lov Il think Powers & Weightman never took that view of it. | what I believe the Senator will admit to be a tact. 
They took the ground that Congress, in its folly of course, was taking Mr. MORGAN. Now, it is perfectly obvious that if there was a 
from them and other producers of this drug a very large amount of | great increase in the production of the cinchona bark in India and 


money and exposing them to terrible misfortunes whereby the millions 
which they had already accumulated might be somewhat affected as 
well as their future gains 

Chey did not believe and I do not believe that if the tariff had been 
aliowed to remain upon quinine the price would be run down to a dol- 
lar and a half by thistime. I had always supposed that it was taking 
the tariff off quinine that reduced the price. TheSenator from Vermont 
seems to have some complex idea of arithmetic about it that I am not 
scholar enough to understand, by which the taking off of the tariff 
was the only thing that checked the reduction of the price, but if we 
had allowed the tariff to stay there it would have ran down much 
quicker and further than it did after we took it off! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. TI have not asserted or intimated anything of the 
kind 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Alabama has not followed the his- 
tory of quinine. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not propose to go through the history of it 
now, if the Senator will excuse me 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will allow me to correct him, the price 
went up after the duty was taken off, because the supply became ex- 
hausted, but a new source of supply was discovered in later years so 


Java and in South America, so that the price in the market of that 
bark ran down, the maintenance of the tariff that we had on that arti- 
cle before we repealed that law would have kept the price up here 
notwithstanding the fall in the price of bark in foreign countries. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Ido not want to disturb the Senator, but | 
should like to ask him a question. If there was a fallin price from 
$3.66 an ounce to 30 cents an ounce in London, does the Senator think 
that a duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem would have kept up the price in 
the United States? 

Mr. MORGAN. It would for awhile. It would have done exactly 
as was done in this case. When Powers & Weightman and Rosengar- 
teu manipulated the quinine production in the United States, and 
had it all in their own hands, of course after the repeal of that law 
they held on to their stock, and, like all other monopolists and trusts, 
they put the price just where they pleased, becanse the demand for tha 
article was greater than the supply. They could not get it in immedi- 
ately, but within six months’ time after that act went into effect the 
price commenced dropping, and it would not have dropped in the 
United States, though it would elsewhere in the world, at least not ma- 
terially, if we bad maiatained the tariff upon that article. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him a mo- 


undant as to bring the price down. ment? 
Mr. MORGAN. I know something of the history of that supply. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
Mr. DAWES. Allow me to finish the sentence. The consamer of | yield? 


Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will call my friend’s attention to another paper, 
not eitherof those Philadelphia people, but the Treasury statistics of the 
United States. They may be true; they may be false. Down to the 
30th day of June, 1878, a year before quinia was put on the free-list, 
the price had fallen from three or four doliars an ounce, as it was, as 
we all know, before, so that the average price during the year ending 
June 30, 1878, had got down to $2.90; in the year from June 30, 1878, 


quinine in this country was obliged for years after the duty was taken 
off to pay more for it, That was because the usual source of supply 
had become exhausted. It was only when a new and more abundant 
and inexhaustible source of supply was discovered and came in use 
that the price has gone down. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, can the Senator from Massachusetts tell this 
Senate where that new source of supply is that he speaks of ? 

Mr. DAWES. I can not now, but I can in a little while. 


Mr. MORGAN. I should like to know it. to 1879 it had got down to $2.74. That is a 16-cent fall down to the 
Mr. ALLISON. I can tell the Senator. date of the passage of the act, when it took effect, on the Ist of July, 
Mr. MORGAN, I shall be glad to hear it. 1879, 


~ 


The next year it only fell from $2.74 to $2.66, being a fall of only 8 
cents. It only fell half as much in the first year after the reduction 
of the tariff went into effect, according to the general average the whole 
year and the whole importations according to the Treasury table, as it 
did before, and then it only fell 9 cents the next year; and so on 
down until 1883, when it got down to $1.71, the average of the whole. 
Now, those are Treasury tables. I can not be responsible for them. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have had a little experience about this matter, 
not so much of a personal character as experience derived from general 
observation, that makes me very confident in my opinions about it. 
While the war was going on we had as much need for quinine as we 
ever had at any time, and perhaps more, because there was more ex- 
posure. Not merely the troops in the field, but families in the country 
were not so well clothed and housed, and the like of that, and there 
was very great demand for those medicines which were calculated to 
prevent chills and fevers in malarial regions of the South. We could 
not get quinine. There wasa prohibition against its importation; first 
a military prohibition of the United States against its importation into 
the Southern States, and-then the price went up so enormously that 
we could not afford to pay for it. We had notany gold or silver to pay 
for it and our money was not current abroad. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was there any duty on it there? 

Mr. MORGAN. There was a duty of prohibition, a blockade. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But was there any duty by law of the Confeder- 
acy ? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; weinvited itinin every way we could, but we 
could not get it. We would have paid for it very cheerfully in the 
loss of men, by sending out skirmishing partiesand foraging parties and 
the like of that to capture quinine. I suppose a man could have dis- 
tinguished himself as much by capturing an ambulance loaded with 
quinine as he could by capturing a thousand Federal soldiers during 
the war. It was worth more than its weight in gold. Gold was not 
any equivalent for the value of it. 

Now, in that matter, as it was in the ordnance business, and a great 


Mr. ALLISON. I have a statement here showing that— 


Che reduction in the price of quinine was due to other causes than the re- 
moval of the duty by the Congress of the United States. The reduction was 
universal; it was to be noted the world over; so that, as an example, English 
qulnine that was worth some thirteen years ago 16s. and 6d. per ounce in Lon- 
lon (say $3.96 per ounce) is worth to-day about 2s. and 3d. (or, say, 30 cents per 


onnce) 


Chis fall of about $3.66 per ounce irall Europe was never brought about by 
the removal of a 20 per cent, duty by the American Congress, and no well-in- 
for tie l 


Che Senator will excuse me for reading that— 


No well-informed and fair man will venture the assertion. The removal of 
the duty im the statutes of the United States never brought about a general re- 
duction of prices in England, France, Germany, and Italy. 


I come to the point now: 


The low prions of quinine are due to the low prices of bark, from which qui- 
nine ismade. The low prices of bark are due tothe large supplies. The large 
supplies of bark are due to the cultivation of the cinchona plant, as an agri- 
cultural enterprise, in the East Indies, in Ceylon, Java, ete. The cultivation 
of bark wasan undertaking of the English and the Dutch, and neither the (ien- 
eral Government nor the people of the United States had anything whatever 
to do wy ‘th it 

That is the general understanding. 

Mr. MORGAN. From what-doesthe Senator read? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam reading from the testimony of a gentleman in 
Philadelphia. 

Mr. MORGAN. What is his name? 

Mr. ALLISON. One of the establishment of Powers & Weightman. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; I supposed so, 

Mr. VEST. There are two firms that manufacture medicines, Pow- 
ers & Weightman and Rosengarten & Sons. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, Powers & Weightman and Rosengarten & 
Sons. 

Mr. MORGAN, I should like to get all the evidence in. I see the 
Senator from Vermont is now on the floor with a view to introducing 
some further testimony. 
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many other matters where necessity became really the mother of in- 
vention and bore her progeny with great rapidity, and great perfection 
too, our physicians and druggists set about to find substitutes for qal- 
nine; and we found many, and I think we found some that are quite 
as good as the drug itself, not perhaps as convenient in shape for the 
practitioner, but we found a great many good substitutes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Jasmine? 

Mr. MORGAN. Our physicians restored their sick people to health 
by the use of drugs prepared from native herbs, There was a very 
great amount of material that was used for the prevention of chills 
and fever and allaying intermittent fevers that otherwise would not 
have been discovered. When we came to times of peace, and quinine 
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hours a day in hard, severe toil, in the sultry suns of summer and in 
the cold of winter, to earn a dollar to partition out among a family of 
four or five children, to pay for rent, tor fuel, for clothing, for food, 
and for whatever else they need, deserves the commiseration and the 


kind feeling of the Senate of the United States and both branches of Con- 


gress; and if we were to legislate forthe great body of the people whom 
we represent, if we were to legislate for that power which puts us in 
| our offices here and delegates to usthe high authority of Senators of 
the United States, we would not | ) many strikes and so many 
lockouts. 
These people are not vicious. They are not ill-disposed towards the 
Government. They are patriotic people; and when you sound adrum in 
the street or on the road or in the neighborhood in which they reside, call- 


was $5 a bottle, there was many an artifice resorted to, many an experi- | 


ment was tried, successfully too, to find some substitute for it, and 
the fact is that we did discover and very largely apply substitutes for 
it before that duty was repealed, and the price was reduced in conse- 
quence of that sort of competition. 

I will return now to the original proposition that I was stating, and 
which I was endeavoring to discuss very briefly, for I expected to be 
very short about it, that was in controversy between the Senator from 
Towa and myself. 

Here is the general schedule of drugs, medicines, dye-stufis, and the 
like, upon which there is an increase of duty and an increase of ex- 
pected revenue, and yet the purpose of this tariff, »s we understand 


ing them to enlist to make battle for their country, they are the first 
to get on the field and the last to leave it, and those men who are pam- 


pered up with high taxes and supports from the Government stay at 


| home and run their machines and draw interest upon their money, sup- 


ply food to these fighting people, and supply clothing to them at high 
rates, and enjoy the glory and get the offices afterwards, and return 
home in times of peace and quietude to renew the burden of taxation 


upon the men who fought tosave their lives, their liberty, their honor, 


| and their property. 


it, is to produce a decrease in the revenue of the United States de- | 
rived through this source, which has been piling up in the Treasury a | 


very large surplus of money, and which I consider as about the most 


dangerous of all the visitations that we have had ina long time—the | 
presence of asurplusin the Treasury—which during all of Cleveland’s | 


Administration was referred to as ranging from sixty to ninety million 
dollars a year. But the surplus seems now to give us no further con- 


cern; we seem to have run a tap on it that will draw it all off in | 


some direction or other, and we are about to produce a deficit at the 
end of the fiscal year. But now we will take a tariff law that sets 


out with the purpose of reducing the revenue, and in this schedule in | 


that proposed law we find the revenue increased, the rate of charges 
increased, and again increased upon things that the commonest and 
poorest people, in fact all in whose bosoms the current of life flows, 
must have use for in some period of their lives. 

Mr. VEST. Medicines? 

Mr. MORGAN. Medicines—things that are indispensable to human 
life and comfort and safety. That is the most heartless taxation that 
anybody ever conceived of. Either the average of this entire schedule 
of chemicals, drugs, medicines, paints, and dye-stuffs ought to be re- 
duced very largely or else they ought to be put upon the free-list. 

We could very saiely take this whole schedule, at least all of the 
parts of this schedule that relate to medicines and drugs, and put them 
on the free-list. We could doit without disturbing anybody except 
those politicians who want to use the money of this Government for 
the purpose of getting themselves re-elected to office. We could do it 
without any trouble at all; we would not feel it. 

For the sake of the poor people of this country we ought to do it. 
Medicines ought to be cheap. 
the reach of the people. Put instead of cheapening them we make 
them higher, and we do that while we are confessing upon the very 
face of the bill that there is no necessity for it; that the money when 
it is accumulated in the Treasury will only go to increase a surplus 
that is now an embarrassing temptation to fraud and rascality through- 
out the whole Congress and the United States. 

Now, that is the pointI wanted to present upon this schedule. That 
was the point that led me into the debate with the Senator from Iowa 
upon the particular item that is under consideration; and I can not 
give it up without its being maturely considered, at least by men who 
want to think about it and who have not got themselves pledged to do 
a certain thing, it makes no difference where it will lead the country. 
If there is any freedom of thought here, if there is any man in the 
Senate who does not feel that the chains of party bind him absolutely 


to the recommendations of this committee so that he can not tear himself 


away from it, I respectfully invite that free-thinker and that honest 
man to take this schedule into consideration and see if he can not assist 
in trying to reduce the general rate of charges upon medicines that the 
people of all classes and kinds of the United States are obliged to have. 

You 4o not find anything of this sort on the free-list. You do not 
find one of these articles put there. You find nothing akin to it on 
the free-list. 
ing this debate, the free-list seems to be nothing at all except a place 
for rewarding the men who are engaged in certain manufactures or cer- 
tain wealthy people who wish to indulge themselves in Iuxuries and 
whom it is considered impolite to tax. That is all of it. The poorer, 
commoner people of this country have no relief in the provisions of a 
free-list. It has a thousand, it may be two thousand, different articles 
in it, and yet you can scarcely point out one in which an ordinary labor- 
ing man has theslightest interest. When you make relaxations in this 
bill you make them in favor of the rich, not in favor of the common 
working poor. 

I think, Mr. President, a man who has to spend eight and ten 


They ought not to be dear and out of 


ing in regard to 


t 
i 


the Alliance and my being disposed to court favor with the Alliance, 
Mr. President, I would be no representative at all if 1 should leave 
the Alliance people out of my representation in the Senate of the 
United States, tor 90 per cent. of the white farmers in the State of Ala- 
bamaare Alliance men. ‘They can not run me off because they shut the 
door against me, not happenning to bea farmer now. They can not 
run me off from supporting their true and honest interesta. They 
may not even regard me as a friend, as the negroes in the South cer- 
tainly donot; and yet there is not a man in the Senate who willstand 
here longer and fight harder for Alliance men and for negroes, too, than 
I will, I will still be on picket duty for them, even after they have 
closed the sally-port against me. I believe in doing justice to the 
great people of this country; and if for a moment of time they do not 
feel that the ties of friendship bind me to them—which I will always 
deplore and deprecate—that is no reason why I should desert them and 
expose them to danger, and I do not intend to do it That is no rea- 
son why I should leave them and go over to the plutocrats. It is no 
reason why I should leave the poor who still need my protection and 
co to the support of men who are able to take car 
help to pass laws hereto make them richer, an 
than that. Iam not here to legislate so as to makerich men richer or 
poor men poorer. Iam here to legislate so as to distribute, as far as 
| know how, the burdens of government fairly and equally amongst 
every class of people. 


Now, the Senator from Vermont intimates someth 


- of themselves, and 
for no other purpose 





Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the duty by existing law onacetate 
of lead is for the whit 


‘ 


e 6 cents a pound and for the brown 4 cents a 


pound. The duty recommended by the Senate Finance Committee is 
for the white acetate 5} cents a pound and for the brown 3} cents a 
pound. It would appear that in each case the proposition is to reduce 
the rate of duty one-half of 1 cent The question h came up, and 


As I have had occasion very frequently to observe dur- | 


to which I desire to address myself, is as to whether the revenues 
would be increased by the duty proposed, and whether the cost of this 
article would be increased to the | eople by the rate of duty proposed. 

Now, the value of the imports ol white aceiate of lead es given by the 
report of the Senate committee for | 


derived from it was $1,493. 


as $1,274, and the revenue 
It will be seen, therefore, that the impor- 
tation of this article was very small and that the duties on it were over 
100 per cent., as given by the committee 117.17 percent. The duty 
as now proposed by the Senate committee would be 107.36 per cent 
still retaining a duty of more than 100 per cent. upon this article. 

It is an article, I understand, that goes extensively into commerce 
The principal component of this, lead, is worth now a little over 4 cents 
a pound, I believe; and so the duty is made higher or at least as high 
as that largest component that goes into the formation of acetate of lead. 


ast year w 


’ 


{ 


For some years past the consumption ot lead in this country, which ig 


the principal element going into this article, has very considerably ex- 
ceeded the production of lead in this country, and last year the con- 


sumption of lead in this country was 33,000 tons, as given, greater thar 


i 





the production of lead in this country. That being the case, it will be 
seen that if the duty remains unchanged or if the duty remains as pro- 
posed by the committee the price of this article may be something 
over twice its commercial value, because it stands at 107 per cent. duty. 
Unless the consumption of the article is reduced in the country the im- 
portation of lead, which is the principal component, must be consider- 
able. As I have stated, the amount of consumption of lead last year 


was 33,000 tons greater than the production of lead. 
The Senator from Iowa seems to hesitate as to whether this clau 
would produce an increase of revenue 


$c 
Beyond all doubt, unless the 
consumption of lead is reduced, the increase of revenue mast be in pro 
portion to the importation of the lead out of which this article is made 
and the increase of revenue growing out of it must be very large. 
Then, as to the question of the prices to the consumer; whenever a 
tax is put upon an article of more than 100 per cent. over its commer- 


=. 








7998 


cial value, that means that the people have to pay twice its commer- | prices. 


cia) value for it. I know some gentlemen assume that increasing the 
duty may reduce the cost. I never understood that logic. Ineverun- 
derstood how we could enrich men by taxingthem. There isasubtlety 
U that logic which goes beyond my capacity of realization. 
senough to show that with the very small amount of this article 
1 is imported it is to be made in this country out of lead of this 


country and that which is imported, and the importation, to keep up 
with consumption as it was the last year, must be 33,000tons. Sothe 
effect of it, whether upon this particular article or its component, will 


be to secure large revenues to the Government, and the article itself, 


which the report of the Senate committee shows is manufactured in 


th yuuntry almost wholly, will cost the people, or may cost them, at 
the discretion of the manulacturers of this article, more than 100 per 
cent. over its commercial value. 

Now, Mr. President, ] submit that there is no reason in such a prop- 
ositiou as this. There can be no justice in it. It is unfair, unjust, 


unreasonable, and it ought not to be countenanced by a just and wise 
deliberative body. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the 
debate upon the remaining paragraphs of this schedule, some fifteen or 
twenty in number, I think, and none of them specially important, may 
proceed under the five-minute rule. 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that the debate upon the remaining items in the 
pending schedule may be under the rule of five minutes for each Sena- 
tor and one speech on any question. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey ob- 
jects. The Chiet Clerk will state the pending amendment. 

The Cater CLERK. 
sert ‘‘two;’’ so as to read 

64. Orange mineral, 2) cents per pound 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ameudment. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. Mr. President, this debate has proceeded at 
some length upon orange mineral, which, as I stated before when upon 
the floor, is coutrolled by a trust. The Senator from Rhode Island 
informs us, if | understood him correctly, that orange mineral is made 
from white lead, which isthe principal product. I suppose it requires 


The question is on agreeing to the 


In line 5, page 10, strike out *‘ three ’’ and in- | 
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Remember the lead trust demand of the dealers that prices 
shall be maintained. Well, how shali they be maintained? Thi 
goes on to state: 


Corroders will prepay or allow the actual freight on ali shipments of 5 
pounds and over to all railway stations and steam-boat landings during 
navigation. Lead in transit from factory to destination, and lead sold but ; 
delivered, will be protected against a decline. On June 30and December 3) 1 
corroders wil! pay the following rebates, if the quantities specified have t 
tuken by those dates, and provided that the buyer has maintained their pr 


| in making sales, namely: Tobuyers of 3tons and less than 10 tous, 4 per cent 





nothing but alittlecoloring matter and avery littleothercomponent ma- | 


terial to make orange mineral. He also stated the fact that there was 
a certain percentage of loss, and therefore no reduction should be made 
in orange mineral below the duty which was carried by white lead. 

Mr. President, let me call the Senator’s attention to his own unit of 
value as found in his bill. He will find that the unit of value upon 
white lead is 8.2 cents per pound. He will find that the unit of valae 
upon orange mineral is 4.4 cents per pound. Therelore itis, that if it 
is made from white lead and is only one-half the value of white lead, 
it certainly should not bear the same rate of duty that white lead 
bears, because the white lead which makes the orange mineral makes 
evidently 2 pounds of mineral for 1 pound of lead in value. So there 
is nothing lelt of the Senator's argument in that regard. 

The Senator from Iowa, in a colloquy that he had with the Senator 
from Missouri, asked him the question if the so-called lead trust con- 
trols the product of the mines. I do not know but that his question 
went so far as to ask if they were the miners of lead ore and the 
makers of the lead product. I think I can answer that question, and 
I shall try to do it. 

As everybody knows who reads the newspapers, there is a great com- 
bination, whose beadquarters are in the city of New York, known as 
the lead trust The object and purpose of the combination is to con- 
tro! net only the raw lead product, but all manufactures of lead. Its 
capital, I think, at one time was something like $85,000,060, I un- 
derstand the capital has been in a measure reduced, owing to some 
misfortunes which befell the company. Its stock is quoted every day 
in the stock reports of the city of New York. It is an institution 
formed with an immense capital for controlling not only the lead prod- 
uct itself, but the products into which lead is made, 

Now, does it control the mines? I do not know that this great lead 
trust engage in the mining of lead, but certainly some of its officers, 
if 1 am correctly informed, are large owners in the principal lead in- 


int-rest the great product of lead wherever it may be produced and 
supplied in this country. 

The lead product of this country is under the coutrol of a very few 
individuals, who act as the agents between the lead-miner or the lead- 
producer and the lead trust. Now, what would be the value of lead 


in this country, compared to what-it is, if it were not for the increased 


| 10tons and less than 25 tons, 6 per cent.; 25 tons and less than 50 tons, 8 per ceut 


5) tons and upward, 10 per cent. To make up the required quantity, all pur 
chasers ef regular corroders’ brands of strictiy pure white lead, red lead, and 
litharge may be counted. Dealers may allow out of their own rebate the r 
bates offered above, but only to actual buyers of the quantities, and payable : 
the times specified herein. Corroders reserve the right todiscontinue these r 
bates should they find it expedient to do so, but in such event the rebate wi 
be paid on all lead delivered and entitled to the same. 


The meaning of it all being this: ‘‘ We will so manipulate the lea 
market, that is, the product of lead, through the organization of ou 
trust, that there can be nocompetition in prices. We will determine tle 
prices, and any dealer who does not conform to the requiremeuts an 
demands of the trust can not purchase the lead, or if so will not 
receive the rebate.’’? Therefore, asI say, there can be noseparation of 
interest between the producer of lead and the manipulators of the lead 
product. They are bound together by an interest which binds them 
there as with hooks of steel. 

Now, let me tell you something about this lead trust, a little expe- 
rience of my own, to show exactly the objectand purpose of its forma- 
tion and what it has accomplished. I happened to be sitting in a New 
York banking-house some time within the past year, and a gentleman 
from the West, the owner of a very large lead factory engaged in the 
manufacture of these products of white lead, red lead, acetate of lead, 
iitharge, and all these different lead products which are made trom the 
raw material of lead, in conversation with the president of the bank, 
said he came on to the city of New York at the request of the lead trust, 


| to dispose of his plant, where he was engaged largely in the manufact- 
| ure of the lead product and had refused to go into the lead trust. 


The question was asked him, what was the value of his plant? His 
reply was, ‘‘ I can duplicate my plant for $200,000. Of course the good- 
will of my business is worth something and my trade is worth some- 
thing.’’ ‘What do the lead trust propose to pay you forit?’? ‘Iam 


| offered a million dollars in cash.’’ The president of the bank advised 


his friend in my presence to go and receive his million dollars in cash 
and dispose of his plant, ‘‘ For,’’ said he, ‘‘if you refuse to do it they 


| will treat you exactly as the Standard Oil Company treat anybody who 
| undertakes to compete in their business; not only will you be prevented 


| 


from doing business, but more than that, if you attempt to do it you 
will be bankrupted.”’ 

Now, Mr. President, here is a combination which controls to-day, | 
presume—if not, they will—#0 per cent. of all these great industries 
heretofore owned by individuals in active competition one with the other 
in the sale of this product to consumers, and which owns the entire in- 
dustry. In a single office in the city of New York a single individual 


| can sit down before his desk, pen in hand, and fix the price at which 


all of these products will be sold for to any consumer throughout the 
length and breadth of this broad land. And yet in the Congress of the 
United States we find a great political party, a party claiming to be 
first in intelligence, first in patriotism, first in justice and in right, 


| voting here to put a rate of duty upon these products which is abso- 


| pound. 


| upon lead ores. 


lutely prohibitory, and in this way to enable this great trust or com- 
bine to fix any price it pleases and to rob the people of the country to 
any extent it pleases. 

A duty in the pending bill is fixed upon lead ores of 1} cents per 
One hundred and sixty-three thousand pounds, or some mat- 
ter of that kind, came in in 1889 under a duty of 64 per cent. ad valorem 
A duty is imposed upon lead of 2 cents per pound. 


| Something like two and a half million pounds of that came in in the 


| year 1889, and it paid a duty of 71 per cent. 


How much of it we ex- 
port I do not know, but I presume none, from the simple fact that it 


| is imported into this country even against that rate of duty. 


| investment 


| see fit to put into the trust. 


value which this lead trust has been able to impose upon the lead prod- | 


ucts? 
combination, if not by ownership, certainly by interest, all the pro- 
ducers of lead will be in league with the lead trust, 

Now, let me show you why. Let me read alittle extract taken from 
a New York paper, the Oil, Paint, and Drug Reporter, of May 21, 1890, 


it would be very much less than it is, and therefore if not by | from fifty to one hundred million dollars, to influence in any way the 


Now, here stands the combination, a general combination of inter- 
est, because you can not separate it, between the producer of lead and 
the manufacturer of the lead products, by which they can afford to pay 


| for a single plant, worth $200,000 to make or to duplicate, $1,000,000. 
dustries or lead mines, and if not large owners they control through | 


I forgot to state, Mr. President, which I will do now, that I asked 
this gentleman this question: ‘‘ How caa they expect to purchase your 
plant of $200,000 for $1,000,000 and still make a dividend upon their 
2’? “*Why,’’ said he, ‘‘the purpose is to increase the price 
of the product;’’ and the price has been increased to an extent that 
enables them to pay a dividend upon any amount of capital that they 
But the Senator from Iowa does not see 
how it is possible for the lead trust, with a capital of something like 


| value of the lead either at the mouth of the mines or when it is placed 


upon the cars. 
Mr. President, I do not know that I wish to say anything more 
upon this question at the present time. I want while upon my feet to 


showing how the lead trust protects the dealers against decline in | call attention to two paragraphs that the Senate seems to have run 





; 








1890. 








over when my attention was momentarily called elsewhere, the para- 
graphs imposing duty upon litharge and nitrate of lead, both of w hich 
occupy exactly the same position. On both the duty should be re- 
duced in like manner with the proposition made by the Senator from 
North Carolin I call for the yeas and nays on the pending aend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] will be again stated. 

The Cuier CLerK. On page 10, line 5, it is proposed to strike out 
‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘two;’’ so as to read: 

64. Orange mineral, 2} cents per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. 
Senator from New Jersey asks that the yeas and nays may be entered 
on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary pro 
the roll. 

Mr. BLODGETT (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 
Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). 

Senator from Michigan [ Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 
I am paired with the senior 


eded to call 
Tam paired with the 
Iam paired with the 


Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). 


Senator from Maryland [Mr. GormAN], who has been called out of the | 
If he were present, he would vote “ yea’’ and I should vote | 


Senate. 
** nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky |Mr. BLACKBURN]. The Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] is paired with the Senator from Wiscon- 
consin[Mr. SPOONER]. We have agreed to exchange pairs, so that both 
the Senator from Mississippi and myself are at liberty to vote. I vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called), 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 
and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). The Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] is paired on this vote with the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]; by the arrangement of pairs between the 
Senator trom Florida [Mr. PAsco] and myself, I vote *‘ nay. ”’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Under the arrangement 
just announced, by which the Senator from Illinois |Mr. FARWEL! 
stands paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis}, I will 
vote. I vote ‘‘ yea. ”’ 

Mr. CULLOM, In connection with that announce 


I am paired with the 
I do not see him in his seat, 


ament I desire to 


On agreeing to this amendment the | 
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state that my colleague [Mr. FARWELL] is detained from the Senate | 


on account of illness. He hopes to be present in a few days. 
Mr PAYNE (when his name wascalled). My colleague [ Mr. SHER- 
MAN |] is temporarily absent from the Senate, and I am paired with him. 
Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


Senator from Indiana {Mr. Voor EES], who is detained from the Sen- | 


ate by domestic afflictions. If he were present, Ishould vote ‘‘ nay. ”’ 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 
[Mr. BLopGETT] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr 
CHANDLER]. TheSenator from New Jersey and myself have arranged 
so that we may both vote by exchange of pairs. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. McMILLAN (when the name of Mr. SrocK BRIDGE was called). 
My colleague [Mr. StocKBRIDGE] is detained from the Chamber by 
business, and is paired with the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. CoLquirr}. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I havea general pair 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. Under the arrange- 
ment for the transfer of pairs announced by the Senator from Nebraska 
{Mr. MANDERSON ] I vote “‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WiLson]. The Senator from 
Tennessee [ Mr. BATE] is paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar]. The Senator from Tennessee and myself have arranged 
to transfer our pairs so that we can both vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. Under the arrangement perfected by which my pair 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. HoAR] has been transferred, 
I desire to vote. I vote ‘* yea,’’ 

Mr. BLODGETT. By an arrangement which has been made to 


transfer my pair with the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. CHAND- | 


LER] to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], I will vote. 
a ea.’’ 


Mr.SANDERS. By an arrangement with the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. CoLquitT], who is paired with the Senator from Michigan [{ Mr. 
STOCKBRIDGE], we transfer our pairs, which enables the Senator from 
Georgia and myself tovote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 


Mr. COLQUITT. My pair having been transferred to the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VoornEgs], I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 


ater from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 
he would vote ‘*nay.’’ 
Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] 


has been called to his State by important business, and is paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gissen]. 


If my colleague were present, 


I vote | 


I am paired with the | 
The Senator from New Jersey | 


1999 


The result was ant 1 as 
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So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question re 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on | 
the last three lines of paragraph 64. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pre pore. The Chief ( 
the reading of the bill. 

rhe next paragraph was read, as follows 

6. Red lead, 3 « 

Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


urs On avret 


ing to 


inance, striking out 


rk will proceed with 


ents per pound 


‘three’ and insert 
The amendment will be 


**two , 
stated. 


The Cuter CLERK. In line 9, page 10, strike out “‘three’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘two;’’ so as to read 
65. Red lead, 2 cents per pound 
The amendment was rejected 
The next paragraph was read, as foll 
White lead, dry or i with r pt I 

Mr. VANCE I move- 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have an amendment to m the nmitte 

rhe PRESIDENT pro t Phe Ch he amend 
ment of the committee first. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After the words ‘‘ white lead’’ I move to ir 
‘and white paint containing lead 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thea 1 it will be stated 

The CHIEF CLERK In line 10, after the words te lead i 
sert ‘‘and white paint containing lead;”’ so ) 

White lead,and white paint cont acl 
mixed with oi!,3 cents per po 

Mr. VANCE. I imagine that that would be a cor \ 

| over the duty imposed in the text, as the paint its« ! 
same duty as lead, though it n ely « | ' 
ticles. I ask the Senator that v not ‘ 1 
on painting material? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would not be an increase uy ie 
tions. The fact has been developed recently t é nt 

| ing a large proportion of lead, 95 per cent. or ‘ , at ; 
has been imported and paid a rate of 25 per cent. duty, t evad 
the duty which should be « ed upon it 

Mr. VANCE. I would suggest that in fairness to the « er the 
amendment should be so framed as to designate the unt of lead 
that w uuld make it subject to t d 2 e wi 1 | 1 )- 

| nent material of chief value, or 90 per cent. of lead, or some } 

| so as to make it easily within the duty and not make « y « Lp 
composition that might have some lead in it subject to t ry high 
rate, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pre t é Does the Senat m North ¢ ) 
lina yield to the Senator from New Jersey ? 

Mr. VANCE. I have a motion to make, but I will not ma t until 
the Senate has acted upon the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to« the Senat ittention to 
a fact which I presume he knows even better than m that there 
are now 80 many materials from which white paint made that the 


| 





. 7 : : | in the shape ofa basic material for paints if it 
Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. Wotcort] is paired with the Sen- | 


effect of this would be to prevent anything coming into this country 


contained only a small 


portion of lead. 

For instance, an industry has been started in my own State in which 
they grind up the iron slag that has been thrown out from the iron 
furnaces. They take one of these cyclone pulverizers and grind up the 
iron slag, and it makes one of the best articles of paint to 


be found. 
Now, it costs nothing, and still at the same time it makes a 


good sub- 
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stitute for paint. Under the Senator's amendment, I understand, if it 
should contain even one-tenth of 1 per cent. of lead and the rest of the 
material something else which is a substitute for paint, yet it would 
be dutiable at 3 cents per pound, and would absolutely prevent any 


importations, because the percentage of duty will be something like a 


thousand per cent. upon that particular thing. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 


Che amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. If lam in order, I will move my amendment now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An amendment is now in order. 

Mr. VANCE, In line 11,. paragraph 66, I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘two;’’ so as to read: 


Pwo cents per poun i 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSecretary will report theamend- 
ment 
Che SkecreTaAry. In line 11, page 10, it is proposed to strike out 
‘three ’’ and insert ‘‘ two;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
White lead, and white paint containing lead, dry or in pulp, or ground or 
ixed with oil, 2 cents per pound. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
just read 

Mr. VANCE. From the London Economist, which I hold in my 
hand, of July 19, I find that the quotation for pig-lead is £12 per 
ton—$60 in round numbers, which is less than 3 cents per pound. As 
this lead is the principal component part of white lead, of course the 
duty upon white lead is now under that ruling equivalent to very 
nearly 100 per cent., and that is the basis of ajl these products on 
which the enormous duties of which we complain are based. I know 
of no better remedy now for the high duties and the consequent high 
prices at retail of the articles than to strike at white lead, which is in 
such common and universal use. I move to make the duty on it, as I 
have said, 2 cents per pound, and, being an article of such importance 
in daily use, I call for the yeas and nays on my amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the amendment of the Senator from North 
Carolina? 

Mr. VANCE. To strike ont ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘two;’’ so as to 
read: 

White lead, etc., 2 cents per pound 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this question the Senator from 
North Carolina asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on the 
Journal. 


Che yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to | 


call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts {[Mr. Hoar], or I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Ir. BLODGETT (when his name was cailed). I have arranged to 
transfer my pair with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHan- 
pi.eR] to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and I vote “‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). By reason of the 
transfer that was announced on the last vote I am at liberty to vote, 
being relieved by the transfer of my pair with the Senator from Mich- 
igan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when Mr. FARWELL’s name was called). By the 
arrangement before referred to between the Senator from Florida [ Mr. 
Pasco} and myself, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] is paired 

th the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. I vote ‘*nay.”’ 

\ir. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
itor from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN]. I should vote “‘ nay”’ if he were 
here, 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], and therefore withhold my 
vote, ; 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called), The Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. BARBOUR] stands paired to-day with the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. Jones]. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES]. The pair of the Senator from 
Georgia [ Mr. CoLquittT] with the Senator from Michigan [ Mr. Stock- 
BRIDGE] has been transferred to enable the Senator from Georgia and 
myself to vote. I shall not deem it necessary to repeat this statement 
upon every occasion, and I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when Mr. SPOONER’S name was called). The 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] has been paired by transfer 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. I vote *‘nay.”’ 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). It has been arranged 
that my pair with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] is trans- 
ferred to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and I 
I wish to state in this connection, that it may not be 
necessary to repeat the announcement, that the arrangement is made 
for the day. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] and 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr,. DANIEL] will stand paired for to-day. 

Che roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 


vote ‘nay. 


KENNA ], who is detained from the Senate by illness, is paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wotcorr]. 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 31; as follows: 


. YEAS—22. 

Berry, Faulkner, Pasco, Vance, 
Blodgett, George, Plumb, Vest, 

sutler, Gray, Pugh, Walthall, 
Cockrell, * Hampton, Ransom, Wilson of Md 
Coke, McPherson, Reagan, 
Colquitt, Morgan, Turpie, 

NAYS—3l, 

Aldrich, Dixon, Ingalls, Quay, 

Allen, Dolph, MeMillan, Sanders, 
Allison, Edmunds, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blair, Evarts, Mitchell, Squire, 
Cameron, Hale, Moody, Stewart, 
Casey, Hawley, Paddock, Teller, 
Cullom, Higgins, Piatt, Wilson of lowa 
Dawes, Hiscock, Power, 

ABSENT—31. 
Barbour, Davis, Hoar, Sherman, 
Bate, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Brown, Frye, Kenna, Stockbridge, 
Call, Gibson, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Carlisle, Gorman, Payne, Washburn, 
Chandler, Harris, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Hearst, Pierce, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


67. Phosphorus, 10 cents per pound. 
Potash : 
68. Bichromate and chromate of potash, 3 cents per pound. 


The Committee on Finance proposed to amend paragraph 68 by strik 
ing out ‘‘ potash; ’’ so as to read: 

68. Bichromate and chromate of, 3 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read paragraph 69, as follows: 

69. Caustic or hydrate of, one and one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

The Committee on Finance proposed to amend the paragraph by 
striking out ‘‘one and one-fourth of;’’ so as to read: 


ee 


69. Caustic or hydrate of, 1 cent per pound, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I have an amendment to suggest from the con 
mittee. After the word ‘‘of,’’ in the sixteenth line, I move to insert 
‘* refined, in sticks or rolls.’’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary willreport the amend 
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The Secretary. In line 16, of page 10, paragraph 69, after th« 
word ‘‘of,’’ it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘refined, in sticks o1 
rolls;’’ so as to read: 

69. Caustic or hydrate of, refined, in sticks or rolls, one and one-fourth of 1 
cent per pound, 
| Mr. VEST. That puts a duty instead of, as in the House bill, | 
and one-fourth of 1 cent, of 1 cent per pound ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like toask the Senator from Rhode Island why 
this change is made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The change now suggested ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. So that the duty shall only apply to the refined 
caustic potash; the other, the crude, being upon the free-list. 

Mr. VEST. Why was this increase of duty made? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is not any increase proposed. 

Mr. VEST. Then it isa change from an ad valorem to a specifi: 
duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. It is a reduction instead of an increase. 

Mr. VEST. But there is an increase, if the Senator from Rhode 
Island will pardon me. ‘The specific foots up, according to his own 
showing, 24.47 per cent. against 20 per cent.—an increase of nearly 25 
per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is on the lower grades of caustic, which by 
the provision I have now moved would be admitted free. Upon th: 
chemical, pure, refined, in sticks or rolls, the rate would be very much 
higher than that. Thelcent per pound would be less than 20 pe: 
cent. 
| Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him what the re- 
fined is used for that he has inserted here? The common article, as 
I understand, is used in soap-making, etc. What would the refined 
enter into? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Medicinal. It is used as a medicine. 

Mr. VANCE. By the Senator’s amendment, thea, a common ar- 
ticle used in soap-making, etc., would be placed upon the free-list ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VANCE. And this article is medicinal? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VANCE. How much would the increase be? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I have stated two or three different times that it 
would be a decrease. 

Mr. VANCE. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I did not hear him we Hl. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Committee 
on Finance will be stated. 

The SecreTaRy. After the amendment just inserted in line 16, 
the committee reports to strike ont the words ‘‘one and one-fourth o! 
so as to read: 

69. Caustic or hydrate of, refined, in sticks or rolls, 1 cent per pound 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows 

70. Carbonate of, or fused, 20 per cent. ad valorem 


The Secretary will proceed with 


Mr. ALDRICH. For the committee, I move tostrike out that para- 
graph. 

Mr. VANCE. I simply want to ask if that will have the effect of 
transferring this article to the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; it will. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows 

71. Hydriodate, iodide, and iodate of potash, 50 cents per pound 

The Committee on Finance proposed to amend, in line °0, by strik- 
ing out ‘‘ potash;’’ so as to read: 

71. Hydriodate, iodide, and iodate of, 50 cents per pound, 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What is the necessity of continuing that rate otf 
duty when there has been no importation of the article? Only 30.75 
pounds came in during the past year. The rate of duty is 69.8 per cent. 
ad valorem. What is the 69.8 per cent. duty imposed for? Why con- 
tinue the duty at 50 cents a pound, the duty being prohibitory? 
Would it not cheapen the article somewhat to have the duty reduced ? 
To effect that object, Mr. President, I move to strike out ‘'50 cents 
per pound’’ and insert ‘‘ 40 cents per pound,’’ which would be a slight 
reduction. 

The PRESIDENT pro fenporc. The amendment will be reported. 

Mr. VANCE, I should Jike to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
for some information there. What will be the meaning of the para 
graph if the word ‘‘ potash’? is stricken out? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘‘Potash’’ isfurther up. It falls under the head 
above. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is a general classification made by inserting 
the word ‘* potash ’’ as a subhead in line 15. 

Mr. VANCE. It bas reference then to the general head of potash 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, yes. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course I know it will avail very little, 
but I think it is my duty to express my opinion very strongly and as 
forcibly as I can about these duties upon medicines. 

The other day, yesterday or the day before, I moved to reduce the 
duty upon iodoform, which is a medicine absolutely necessary, used in 
all the hospitals; the poorest invalids in the country are compelled to 
have it; and yet the Senate voted down any proposition to decrease the 
duty. I said then what I want to say now, and there will never be a 
better opportunity than upon this item in the bill, that iodate of potash 
is one of the most necessary mediciues known in the pharmacopria. 
Large quantities of it are used. There is no importation. There can 
be no pretext of protecting here any American product, because our 
manufacturers absolutely control the market. I put the question in 
the interest of humanity if nothing else, to Senators upon the opposite 
side who control this question, whether these medicines are to be put 
upon the same basis with the commercial articles that are protected by 
this tariff? e 

I know that the manuiacturers consider them simply articles of com- 
merce. I have before me the testimony of Powers & Weightman on 
the quinine question. I ask Senators to hear it, and I want to know 
how many Senators here indorse this proposition ? - 

We fee], and have always felt 

Say Messrs. Powers & Weightman, one of the two houses in 
Unite States that manufacture quinine— 

We feel, and have always felt, that we have been very unjustly discriminated 
against, and that the placing of quinine on the free-list in 1879, under suspension 
of the rules, was in direct violation of the pronounced policy of the Govern 
ment and at variance with the course pursued towards other industries. 

The duty was removed to appease clamor, and the clamor resulted from mis- 
apprehension. Therefore we ask that quinine be removed from the free-list, 

Phere is no argument that applies to iron or steel, to rice, to sugar, to coal, to 


pottery, to textiles, etc., but applies as well to quinine. If thes 
be dutiable for protection so should quinine. 


the 


» articles should 


There is the cold, icy, selfish language of commerce and manufact- 
ure. Quinine is exactly with these gentlemen like iron or steel, or 
wood or coal. One of them does not think of the sufferers from fever. 
he does not think of the pallid, quivering wretches on the bayous and 
in the swamps of the country. He is thinking about his profit, just 
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likeiron, just like steel, just like wood. I respectfully pro 
any such doctrine. 

Right here I must be permitt ttent to rv 
which has been made that Messrs 3s& W yy im a con 
ing their business now in the city « hiladelphia without profit l 
do not be ve it, and I would not believe it if they should swear to 
it. I donot believe there is any mann urer in this country con 
ducting his business without protit It they were not ma mone 
they would close their factories to-morrow ind ¢ y ite ent in 
in this country knows it. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator if he d cog th 
fact that rather than see the utter destruction ot plant t may 
run it at a loss for a period of time 

Mr. VEST. The duty was taken off in 199 No i 
years—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I have not said that they were not making an 
during the ten vears. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Missouri states that he does not 
believe that any manufacturer in this country ever runs his factory at 
aloss. Now, it is within the knowledge of all the intelligent manu 


facturers of this country that there have been long periods in their 
history when they have been obliged to run their factories at a loss, out 
of regard to the employ¢s that they have gathered around t 
have no other means of support, bnilding upon the hope t 
would a time come when they could work at a profit 

Mr. VEST. Ican understand how tor one yeara manufacturer may 
lose, or for two or three years, and still hold on to his plant in the hope 
that there may be a profit in the future; but if I had the time, and 
would not subject myself to the constantly recurring suspicion that | 
am talking against time, I could show from the testimony of these gen 
tlemen that they put their loss of profit as from the date of the increase 
of cinchona bark, as they call it. They say the duty was taken off in 


hem who 
| 


iat there 


1879, but after the discovery of new forests of the cinchona trees, in 
1879, in the East Indies, ete., the price decreased. This has been going 


on for ten years, and they must have been running the factories with 
out profit for ten years, for their reasons have been in existence that 
long for that condition of things 
Mr. BLAIR. Are notthoseventlemen engaged, t in the manutfact- 
ure and dealing in a large variety of medicines; and may it not per 
haps be necessary for them to manufacture and deal in this particular 
article at a loss in order to maintain and 
of the general trade? 
Mr. VEST. No, these gentlemen make ispecialty of quinine “here 
are two firms in the United States who have the whole contro! of if 
Mr. BLAIR. They may have of other things also 
Mr. DAWES. The Senator says, when these men state that 
manufacture this article at a loss he does not believe them. an 


I do not know 


1 to the requirements 


- 
1 he 
would not believe them if they made affidavit to it 


these men Verhaps the Senator knows them. TI do not know that 
anybody else in the Senate knows them. But [ submit that fair treat- 
ment at the hands of the Senator r | hat he should put upon the 
record the reason why he charges these men, not only with falsehood, 


but with perjury. 

Mr. VEST. I do not charge them with perjury I stated what 
would be my conclusion upon the facts as known to me. I say that 
manufacturers do not run their establishments a when the same 
causes are in existence from year to year. 

Now they come to the Congress of the United States and they say, 
**Tf you do not put quinine back on the dutiable list 
to lose money.’’ They also state in this very communication here ex 
hibited before the committee of the House, that this duty was taken 


off under a suspension of the rules, showing an overwhelm 


sentiment in favor of it, because that sentiment acted by refl 


D 
upon Congress, and caused this extraordinary legislative action ¢ 
pending the rules in order to remove this duty 

Mr. ALLISON, Does the Senator understand tl Powe ‘ 


Weightman make quinine only ? 








Mr. VEST. Ido not say they make quinine on! mat I say the 
and Rosengarten & Sons, of Philadelphia, control the manufacture of 
quinine in this country, and the Senator knows it. ‘These two great 
houses piled up enormous fortunes, and one of the m rs of the hou 
of Rosengarten & Sons, I think it was,three or four vears ago died and 
his estate was nine or ten million dollars. That iteme! ‘ I 
in the Philadelphia papers and i have it, too. They made enormous 
fortunes, and they come back now to Congress and say that the public 
sentiment was all wrong which put quinine on the fre st; that the 
fall in quinine from $4 or $5 to 30 cents an ounce was caused by the 
discovery of new forests in Brit India, and they say they are run 
ning their factories and have been for the last nine or ten years unde1 
these conditions, without making acent. I repeat I do not believe it 
Men do not do that sort of thing in busine 

Mr. DAWES. I have bes ing to appeal to the Senator’s ss 


of justice and fairness. T I 


pose I should get up here on a statement that the Senator or anybody 
has made with reference to one of his constituents, and I should de- 


clare that I did not believe it and I would not believe it if th 


t we shall continue 


hese men are not my constituents; but sup- 


y swore 


meee 








re mee 


SOU2 


to it, would pot the Senator think I was called upon to produce the 
‘ 


ence of such an assertion ? Now, the Senator says he knows of a 
wan belonging to another firm than this. 
Mr. VEST. No, sir. 


ir, DAWES. ‘This firm is Powers & Weightman. 
VEST. Powers & Weightman and Rosengarten & Sons are tue 


DAWES. It amounts to the same thing. The Senator says 
the men are corrupt enough to swear to a falsehood; that Powers 4 
’ it i or the « er lirm 

| bave charged falsehood or perjury to nobody. I speak 

my nin regard to certain facts which are undisputed. I | 
do not beli« thev are running these concerns without profits. 

DAW 1} a constituent of the Senator who died a few 
va fro worth mii ‘ dollars I know his bu ness in Massachu- 

vas run atalo and suppose that that man should get up here or 
anybody his behalf and say that that business of his was running at 
a | aud I should com ck and charge his constituent with wicked- 
ness equivalent to perjury, the Senator would feel justified in—— 

N VES] I have not done that. They have not sworn to this 
stat nt I have stated what I believed about it, and what I would 
} ve, even if they swore to it I do not believe any manufacturer, 
even if he lived in Missouri, would run his establishment for ten years 

tthouta pront 

LAIR. The farmers have done it. 


ES] The farmers can not help themselves. 
LAIR, They have done it for thirty or forty years. 
Es 


il 
ae 
vir. 


I 
Mr. \ 
land, who can not get away frem it, who has no other place to go to, who 
can sell it for nothing under this blessed tariff system, and conse- 
quently he is compelled to sacrifice the land he lives on or to remain 
there, and he gets nothing that he does not raise on it. Is that a par- 
allel case to that of a rich manufacturer worth nine or ten or fifteen 
million dollars? 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator says he does not believe any of these 
statements made by manufacturers. What reason has he to make such 
a general remark as that in reference! to honorable manufacturers 
more than to any other class of men in this country? The manufact- 
urers of this country are as honorable and high-minded, and as chari- 
table, and as large-hearted, and as benevolent men as any other class of 
men—no more soand polessso. They are entitled to just as fair treat- 
ment upon this floor as any gentlemen at the hands of the Senator 
from Missouri; and when the Senator gets up here to proclaim his ob- 
jections to industries, based upon the fact that he will not believe the 
statements of manufacturers, the Senator ought to understand that that 
is no part of the duty of a broad and fair-minded and candid states- 
rmaan on this floor. 

Mr. VEST. I shall not receive any lecture at the hands of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. I know the Senator gets from inheritance 
such an education that he assumes the right to lecture people in regard 
to their rights and duties. I have certain facts placed before me and I 
have a right to draw my conclusions from them. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr, DAWES. I should like to know what the Senator means when 
he says I get trom inheritance and from my mode of life an assumed 
right to lecture him. Sir, I get from my inheritance and from my 
daily lile, from the day I was born until this hour,nothing but what I 
have acquired by my own right hand, and I never have assumed to 
lecture any man, nor have I ever shrunk from the right to defend any 
honorabie mau on this floor when assaulted without the slightest ground 
produced for such an assault. 

Mr. VEST. Mr, President, I have said nothing about the acquisi- 
tions of the Senator or about his mode of life. I referred to what I 
considered a tendency of his people to assume a morality, an intelli- 
geace, and a higher standing upon subjects generally than anybody 
else in this country. They are never so happy as when they are teach- 
ing the balance of the people of the United States something that they 
have not already acquired, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Missouri 
will not consider me unreasonable if I beg of him and the Senator 
from Massachusetts to allow this discussion in regard to the duties upon 
quinine to be passed over until we reach that article in the schedule. 

Mr. VEST. I have no disposition to continue the disenssion, I was 
talking about the increase of duty upon medicines, and to illustrate 
the way in which these gentlemen looked upon it I brought in their 
testimony upon the subject of quinine, one of the most necessary medi- 
cines used by the American people, and I produced their own language 
here showing that they put it upon the same basis with iron and wood 
and steel and leather, and I say that that is simply outrageous, that a 
medicine is a very different thing from a commercial article, and that 
the man who can not see the difference has no respect from me—none 
whatever, 

That is all I will say about it, 
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l. Oh, yes; for a poor farmer with 160 acres or 80 acres of | 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHerson], to strike out 
** fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘forty,’’ in line 20, on page 10, 

The amendment was rejected. 
| The following paragraph was read: 


72. Nitrate of potash or saltpeter, refined, 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest a verbal amendment, to strike out the 
| word ‘* potash,’’ in line 22, and insert a comma after the words ‘‘ ni- 
| trate of,’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 10, line 22, after the word ‘“‘of,’’ insert 
a comma, and strike out the word ‘' potash;’’ so as to read: 

Nitrate of, or saltpeter, refined, 1 cent per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line 24, 
on page 10, before the word “‘red,’’ to strike out ‘‘potash;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

73. Prussiate of red, 10 cents per pound; yellow, 5 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That isa high rate of duty; that is continuing 
the existing law; but I think we have not been able yet to find hardly 
a single article in this whole list which has been reduced below exist- 
inglaw. I move to strike out, in line 24, the word ** ten,’’ before the 
| word “‘ cents,’’ and insert ‘‘8;’’ so as to make the rate of duty 8 cents 
per pound, 

The amendment was rejected. 

‘The reading of the bill was resumed. The remainder of the para- 
graph was read, as follows: 





Yellow, 5 cents per pound, 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I movetostrike out “‘ five’’ apdinsert ‘‘four.’’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was,on page 11, line 1, after the word ‘‘ refined,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ two-tenths of 1 cent per pound’’ and insert ‘‘ 20 per 
cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

74. Sulphate of, refined, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out the whole paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island to strike out paragraph 74. 

Mr. VANCE. I should like to ask the Senator what that is princi- 
pally used for? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is used for agricultural purposes very largely. 
It is used in the manufacture of fertilizers. 

Mr. VEST. Does the motion of the Senator put it on the free-list ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It puts it on the free-list. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows: 

Preparations: 

75. All medicinal preparations, including medicinal proprietary preparations, 
of which alcohol is a component part, not specially provided for in this act, 50 
cents per pound, 

Mr. McPHERSON. The rate of duty seems to be 402 per cent. upon 
these medicinal preparations, including proprietary preparations, and 
that isa very high rate. I suppose that it will hardly keep out im- 
portations. I see there has been quite a quantity of jeataitel bennates 
in, notwithstanding the fact that the rate of duty has been so very 
high. I presume there are medicinal preparations on the other side 
of the water that people will purchase and will import, whatever may 
be the rate of duty, because they feel that they can not get along with- 
out them. 

I have seen advertisements of patent medicines of certain kinds on 
the other side which are used very largely in this country because the 
people prefer them to any other kind of medicine. Whya duty of 402 
per cent. should be imposed upon people who desire to have a box of 
pills brought from the other side of the water seems to be extraor- 
dinary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey to make any motion? 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Yes, sir; I move to strike out ‘‘ 50 cents per 
pound ’’ and insert ‘‘25 cents per pound.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 11, line 7, after the word “‘ act,’’ it is 
proposed tostrike out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert ‘* twenty-five; ’’ so.as to read: 

75. Allmedicinal preparations, including medicinal proprietary preparations, 


of which alcohol is a component part, not specially provided for in this act, 25 
cents per pound, 


Mr. VEST. Under the Mills bill, as it was termed, this duty was 
put at 30 per cent., and under the Senate bill (I may be mistaken, but 
it seems to me) the duty was increased from existing law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The internal tax on whisky, as the Sena‘or 
from Missouri knows, is 450 per cent. ; 

Mr. VEST. I understand that much. 

Mr, SHERMAN. Alcohol enters largely into these preparations, 
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and alcohol and whisky are about the same thing. I suppose this is 
a corresponding duty. ; 
Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The existing law is 50 cents per pound, and the 
Senate bill made it 40 cents, because that put alcohol on the free-list. 
Mr. SHERMAN. It was 50 cents a pound in the Mills bill. 
af 
i 


M PHERSON. I do not want to put the duty below the value 
of the alcohol that is contained in these articles, because as long as the 
tax is retained on that I should think 25 cents per pound ought to 
cove if. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In this table this tax of 50 cents per pound is 
equivalent to 402 per cent., but the internal tax on whisky, as Senators 


know, amounts to 450 per cent., counting whisky at 20 cents per gallon. 
Mr. VEST. The Mills bill puts this duty as 30 per cent. ad valorem. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is mistaken about that. 
Mr. VEST. Here is the provision ia the Senate bill: 





nedicinal preparatio iry preparations, 
ot w h alcohol is not acomponent part, ana 


act, 25 per ce ad valorem, 


licinal proprie 
not specially provided for in 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is not the article we are considering. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is paragraph 76 of the bill, next to the one 
now under consideration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will see that the duty has been re- 
duced. 

Mr. PADDOCK. DoI understand the Senator to state that the rate 
of duty is reduced there? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is reduced. 

Mr. VANCE. It seems to me—I have only hastily made the calcu- 
lation mentally—that the duty on spirits or alcohol, which is the base 
of these preparations, can uot justify this extraordinary duty of 402 
per cent. ‘The duty on alcohol itself is about one dollar and thirty or 
forty cents a gallon, I do not remember which. 

Mr. ALLISON. Two dollars a gallon, and $4 a gallon on certain 
alcohol in this bill and in the present law. 

Mr. VANCE. Suppose it is $4 a gallon and suppose only the high- 
est proof and the highest taxed article enters into it; a gallon weighs 
10 pounds ordivarily, and at 50 cents a pound that would be $5 a gal- 


lon, which would more than cover all of the internal-revenue tax upon | 


the aleohol. Suppose that every composition was made of the very 
highest priced and highest taxed article, the strongest proof alcohol, 
and the duty would be $5 a yallon at the rate of 50 cents a pound and 
would more than cover all the tax put upon the alcohol. 

So it seems to me that this is an excuse for the purpose of keeping 
up this extraordinary tax in behalf of the manufacturers of the domes- 
tic paint, called patent medicines in this country, and very much of 
the industry perhaps might be encouraged on the ground that it indi- 
rectly. encourages other branches of industry, such as coflin-making and 
the business of undertaking, and so onand soon. I can see no exeuse 
for this high duty, except for the protection of those men who are al- 
ready protected by a patent and who, with 5 cents’ worthof some kind 
of colored paint can make a composition that they will sell at the rate 
of a dollar a pint and practice upon the creduiity of mankind. This 
is all wrong, sir. We ought not tosuffer ourselves to be hnmbugged by 
all the world, and not confine humbugging to one particular branch of 
our own people. 

Mr. VEST. The Mills bill provided: 


All medicinal preparations known as cerates, conserves, decoctions, emul- | 


sions, extracis, solid or fluid, infusions, juices, liniments, lozenges, mixtures, 


mucilages, ointments, oleo-resins, pills, plasters, powders, resins, suppositories, | 


t 


sirups, vinegars, and waters, of any of which alcohol is not a component part, | 


which are not specially enumerated or provided for, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 
On proprietary preparations this was the language of the Mills bill: 
Proprietary preparations, to wit: All cosmetics, pills, powders, troches or 


lozenges, sirups, cordials, bitters, anodynes, tonics, plasters, liniments, salves, 
ointments, pastes, drops, waters, essences, spirits, oils, or preparations or com- 


positions recommended to the public as proprietary articles or prepared accord- | 





ing to some private formula as remedies or specifics for any disease or diseases 
or affections affecting the haman or animal bedy, including all toilet prepara- 


tions whatever used as applications to the hair, mouth, teeth, or skin, not spe- | 


cially enumerated or provided for, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


The Senate bill of 1888, prepared by the gentleman who makes this 


report, provides: 


80. Preparations. All medicinal preparations, known ascssences,ethers (solid 


or fluid extracts), mixtures, spirits, tinctures, and medicated wines, including 
medicinal proprietary preparations, of which alcohol is a component part, not 


specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 40cents per pound. 
Mr. SHERMAN. What was the rate in the Mills bill? 


Mr. VEST. Thirty per cent. ad valorem. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Where spirits is the component part ? 


Mr. VEST. That is included in it. The first provision of the Mills 
bill is that all those preparations of which alcohol is not a component 


part shall pay a duty of 20 per cent. ad volorem. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Where it is a part? 


Mr. VEST. All proprietary preparations not otherwise provided for, 
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bill of 1888 put this duty at 40 cents a pound and here it is d 
to 50 cents a pound. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator on for that Phe < 
ference between 40 and 50 cents per } nd is because we provided tor 
the spirits to be taxed for medi Chat explains the dif 
ere ce bet we nt 2 rw a 1 

Mr. VEST. Now the other | Senate 
bill of 1888, which wa uivalent t i l it 

Pp at ‘ 
is cosm sd it s 
kr st t prepar 
uct, 50 per cent. ad va 
rhe tESIDING OFFIC] 
Y \ T 
‘ yi ‘ -~ey 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not wish to put 
] nt which will not over thy ale pecnuuse i i 
that there could be such a thing as bringing this in under t he 
proprietary medicines and atterwards ¢ inate and recover the al 
from it, and as there is an evident intention to entir prohibit. the 
importation of alcohol I will inge my amendment pe tted to 

| do so, by making it 35 cents a pound, and then I knew! s ! sil 
| below the point where the alcohol is entirely covered. I think it ought 
| to go on the free-list, however. 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be st 

|} TheSercrerary. In line7, on page 11, before the word ‘‘ ceuts,’’ it 
is proposed to strike out 7’? and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;’’ so as to 
| read : 

75.-All medicinal preparations, including medicin »prietary preparat . 
| of which alcohol is a component part, not speciaily provided for in this act, 35 
cents per pound, 
The amendment was rejected. 

The following paragraphs of the bill were read : 

| 76. All medicinal preparations, including proprietary prey s 
| of which aicohol isnot a component part, and no cia ovided 

| act, 25 percent, ad vale rem. 

| 77. Products or preparations known as alkalies, alkaloids, distilled oils, es- 
RE al oils, expressed oils, rendered oils, and all combinations of t fore iD 
and all chemical compounds and salts, not specially provided for in tl ct, 25 
per cent. ad valorem, 

78. Preparations used as applications to the ha mout teeth. or s 1 
as cosmetics, dentifrices, pastes, pomades, powders, and tonics, includ . | 
known as toilet preparations, not s illy provid for in this act, 50 per nt, 


ad valorem. 


Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, that seems to n 
high rate of duty on those articles. I move yon, sir, to strike out 
“fifty? and insert ‘* forty.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 23, on page 11, strike out the word 
‘*fifty’’ and insert the word ‘‘forty;’ 
**40 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The reading will proceed 


The next paragraph was read, as follows 





so that the clause will read, 








79. Santonine, and all salts containing per cent. or er of t 2.50 

per pound, 

Mr. McPHERSON. This santonine, if I understand ht is, 
| practically, vermifuge, which is very largely used in this country Che 
| worm-seed we do not grow. Thatcomesin free. It se t that 
| santonine should hardly have imposed a duty of ¢ ba poun it, 
| which is at the rate 193 pe J 3a se, it rue, from 

the rate provided by th existing law, which 5 er cent the pro- 
| posed reduction is to193. Why should a product of this kind, in such 
| universal use in almost every household in th ints ’ 1 


} toa duty of 193 per cent. 
I see from the census report for 1880 that the ent ul 
| ing the worm seed and manufacturing it, is only 11 per 
fore labor gets 11 per cent. out of it, and some o » gets 193 per 
cent., and the poor worm-eaten child 
money for its vermifuge. [ Laughter. ] 
Mr. ALLISON. I would like to ask the Senator New Jersey 
| what amount of alcohol isin it. He no doubt atisfactory 
statement. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. There is nothing in this paragraph wl 
cates that any alcohol whatever 
Mr. ALLISON. The whole thing is made from 
Mr. McPHERSON. § Yes,: infor 
seed, 
| Mr.ALLISON. Iam informed that alcohol forms the chief ingredi- 
| ent in this article. 
| Mr. VANCE. There is alcohol used in it, Tam told 
Mr. McPHERSON A very s! juantity indeed. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Does not the Senator know that $3 per ton was the 





———— 


in the next section, are put at 30 per cent, ad valorem; that would in- | rate in the Mills bill? 


clude those in which there was alcohol. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Mills bill does not include it, then? 


Mr. VEST. Thosearethe provisions, I thought they weretaken from 
the old law. What I wanted to call attention to was that the Senate 


Mr. VANCE. Alcohol is used simply for the purpose of dissolvihg 
and diluting it so as. to make it in a proper condition to be adminis- 
tered to children. The alcohol init, although it is used asa solvent, is 
very inconsiderable, as I am informed. I do not profess to be an ex- 
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pert in these things. It has been a good while since I used any of that 
kind of medicine 


McVHERSON, 


+ the 


Mu 
i iit 

uuld need t 

itained in it. 

Mr. HISCOCK, 
the rate in the Mills bill 

Mr. VANCE, It is not mentioned in the Mills bill 

Mr. HISCOCI". Then, if it was not mentioned in the Mills bill, it 
was ] as it existed before 


Therefore I do not think it 
t of protection for the small amonnt of alcohol 


liable to use as a beverage. 


at amoun 


Jeit under the law 
interfere with it. 
Mr. VANCE. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
Mr. VANCE. 
it was certainly free. 

favor of manufacturers in America that everything is to be taxed. 
Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The Senator from North Carolina must bear in 


I rather think it was left on the free-list. 
You are entirely mistaken. 


inind that the Mills bill did not propose to affect or repeal certain pro- | 
visions of the law already existing, but that the duties upon certain | Allen 
: | Barbour, 
reduced by the Senate bil! on account of alcohol having been put on | 


Having changed that provision, | 
| Krown, 


articles were left according to the then existing laws. The duty was 
the free-list when used in the arts. 
we have gone back to the rate in this section 

Mr. VANCE. It is certainly an infant industry [laughter], and de- 
serving of encouragement on that side of the Chamber, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any amendment proposed? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, Mr. President; I will offer an amendment 
to make the rate $1 a pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. ‘That would seem to be suflicient. 

rhe Cu1kr CLerk, In line 1, page 12, strike out 
sert ‘‘$1;’’ so as to make the clause read 


The amendment will be reported. 


One dollar per pound, 


Che amendment was rejected 
Che PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 
‘The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows: 
Soap: Castile-soap, 1) cents per pound; fancy, perfumed, and all descrip- 


ons of toilet soap, 15 cents per pound; all 
or in this act, 20 per cent, ad valorem 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, here is an increase of the rate of duty 
upon castile-soap from 20 per cent. ad valorem to 1} cents per pound. 
\nder the Mills bill hard and soft soaps were put on the free-list, 
is an article of universal use in this country. Castile-soap is not only 
in article used for domestic purposes, but it is used for medical pur- 


poses —rgedicinal, my friend from iowa says, and I accept his amend- | 


ment, t is used notalone for medicinal purposes, although it is some- 
‘imes used in that way, but it is principally-used in surgery. There 
ire large quantities used in hospitals for washing wounds, especially 
‘unshot wounds, or those made by sharp instruments. 

Phere can be only one reason for increasing thisduty, and that is the 
imount of importations. The importations for the year 1889 were 
}, 508,641 pounds. That can be the only reason. 


many, and also used in surgery, and if this duty is increased for any 
other reason except on account of the importations, I would like to 
know it. 

Mr. McPHERSON., 
read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Castile-soap, 1} cents per pound. 
per cent. I move to strike out the words ‘* 
per pound ’’ and put it back to 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLekk. In line 3 strike out the words ‘‘one and one- 
fourth cents per pound,’’ and insert ‘‘20 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

Mr. VEST. Let us have the yeas and nays on that question. 

(he yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
eall the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called), I 
paired with the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. Perricgrew]. If he 
were here, I should vote *‘ yea.’’ . 

Mr. PLATT (when his name wascalled). I desire to announce the 
pair of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBourR] with the Senator 
irom Nevada [Mr, Jongs]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 
| will withhold my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 

Mr. REAGAN (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. SrEWART]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. SPooNER’s name was called). 


Mr. President, has the whole schedule been 


It has. 


If his vote is not recorded 


They did not see fit to | 


If it was not mentioned in the list of taxed articles, 
There is no presumption of law arising in | 


**$2.50°’ and in- 


Here is an article | 
used in almost every household in the country, certainly by a great | 


It is now 20 | 
one and one-fourth cents | 


understand that I am | 
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| 


The Senator from Delaware suggests that it | 


I would like to inquire of Senators if they know 


| Batler, 


Allison, 


| cooking purposes. 
other soaps, not specially provided | 


| to one-half of 1 cent a pound. 
| per cent. 


I am paired at present | 
; 


The |} 


Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] is paired on this question with | 


the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
The call of the roll was concluded, 


Aveust 1, 


Mr. BATE. 
Hoar]. 
Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [ M: 
MorGAN]}. As I see he is not in his seat, I withhold my vote 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 29; as follows: 
YEAS—18, 
Jones of Arkansas 
McPherson, 
Payne, 
Ransom, 
Vance, 
NAYS- 
Manderson 
Mitchell, 
Moody, 
Morrill 
Platt, 
Piumb, 
Power, 
Sanders, 


ABSENT—37. 


Kenna, 
Morgan, 
Paddock, 
Pasco, 
Pettigrew, 
Pierce, 
Pugh, 
Quay, 
Keagan, 
“pooner 


I am paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 


Rerry, 
Blodgett 


Vest, 
Walthall, 
Wilson of Md 


Colquitt, 
George, 
Gray, 
Hampton, 
Harris, 


Cockrell 
Coke 


29. 


Aldrich, Dolph, 
Edmunds, 
Frye, 
Hale, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hiscock, 
MeMillan, 


Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
Squire, 

Teller, 

Wilson of Iowa. 


Blair, 
Cameron, 
Casey, 
Cullom, 
Dawes, 
Dixon, 


Eustis, 

Evarts, 

Farwell, 
Faulkner, 
Gibson, 

Gorman 

Hearst, 

Hoar, 

Ingalls, 

Jones of Nevada, 


Stanford, 
Stewart, 
Stockbridge, 
Turpie, 
Voorhees, 
Washburn, 
Wolcott. 


Bate, 
Blackburn, 


Call, 
Carlisle, 
Chandler, 
Daniel, 
Davis, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 
The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows : 


Soda 


Sl. Bicarbonate of soda or supercarbonate of soda or salaratus, 1 cent pe 


| pound, 


Mr. McPHERSON. This seems to be an extraordinary rate of duty 
levied upon this article, which is worth, as I understand, only about 
1.6 cents per pound. The unit of value is not given here. The rat 
of duty is 62.81 per cent. This isan article used in every family for 
Why such a rate of duty is imposed upon it I can 
not understand. The cost of manufacture is very little. Immense 
quantities of it are manufactured. 

I move you, sir, to change the rate from 1 cent to one-half of a cent 


| per pound, 
That | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 10, page 12, strike ont ‘“‘one’’ and in. 
sert ‘‘one-half;’’ so as to read, ‘* one-half cent per pound.”’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was,on page 12 
line 11, to insert the word *‘of.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a mere clerical correction. 

Mr. VANCE. I haveno objection to that, but I object to the para- 
graph. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the next 


| committeee amendment. 


» 


sey 


The Cuter CLERK. 
‘* soda. ’? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. VANCE, Perhaps the Chair did not understand me. 
an amendinent to paragraph 82. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. VANCE. 


In line 12, on page strike out the word 


The amendment will be agreed to 
I move 


The Chair did not so understand. 
I move to amend paragraph 82 by reducing the dut; 
It is now paying a duty of over 60 


The Cure‘ CLERK. In line 11, page 12, strike out ‘‘1 cent’’ and 
insert ‘‘ one-half of 1 cent;’’ so that the clause will read ‘‘ Hydrate of, 
one-half of 1 cent per pound.’’ 

Mr. VANCE. The importations are very large, but the amount 
manufactured at home is greater than the amount imported. I see no 


| reason in the world why an article in such common use should pay a 
| duty of 60 per cent. 
| almost any other chemical preparation. 
| Soap, it is used in textile industry, paper-making, and various othe: 
/ mechanical uses. 

I am paired with the Sen- | 


It is an article more extensively used by us than 
It is used for the making ot 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 


| proposed by the Senator from North Carolina, which has been re- 


ported. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless there be objection, the Sec- 
retary will correct the spelling of the word ‘‘salaratus’’ in the tenth 
line. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. That ought to be debated an hour or two. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the next 


| amendment 





1890. 


The CHIEF CLERK. In line 12 the Committee on Finance propose 
to strike out the word ‘‘soda:’’ so that the item will read: 

Bichromate and chromate of, 3 cents per pound. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, that seems to be a high rate of 
duty. I move to strike out ‘‘3 cents’? and insert *'2 cents ’’ per 
pound. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment in regard to striking 
out the word ‘‘soda’’ will be considered as agreed to unless there be ob- 
jection. Now the Senator from New Jersey moves to amewd, and the 
Secretary will report the amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 12, strike out “‘three’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Bichromate and chromate of,2 cents per pound 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘he next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows: 

84. Sal soda, or soda-crystals, and soda-ash, one-fourth of 1 cent per pou 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I intended to offer an amendment to that item, 
but I do not know that I shall. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


8. Silicate of soda, or other alkaline silicate, one-half of | 


and insert ‘‘ two ;”’ 


The reading will proceed. 


cent per pound 

In the next paragraph, in line 19, the Committee on Finance pro 
posed to strike out the words ‘‘ one-tenth of 1 cent per pound” and iu 
lieu thereof to insert ‘‘20 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

86. Sulphate of soda, or salt-cake or niter-cake, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, this seems to be an article that 
is used very largely for curing meats. I understand thatit is very ex- 
tensively used for that purpose. Very little is imported. 
proposed and passed by the House is an increase of over 100 per cent. 
on theexisting duty. TheSenate amendment is 20 percent. ad valorem. 
It seemsto me that that isa very high rate of duty upon that particular 
article of every-day use. But I will offer no amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the committee, which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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| tenths;”’ 


The duty | 


The Chiet Clerk read the next amendment of the Committee on | 


Finance, which was, in line 21 of page 12, to strike ont the words 
‘*sponges, 20 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

Mr. VANCE. I would like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island what would become of that article if those words were stricken 
out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

The amendment 

Mr. CALL. 
duty, on the theory of this bill, should be imposed with a view of pro- 
tection for the encouragement of any industry, it is this. There is 
quite an extensive business already done, and is growing, on the coast 
of Florida, by a class of people who are most meritorious, and the en- 
couragement of them is of importance to the United States. The class 
of men engaged in the gathering of sponges are sailors and fishermen— 
men who are familiar with the dangers of the sea and who have-nau- 
tical experience. They constitute a nursery for sailors in time of war. 
They are a very needy class of people, and their business is far from 
being a productive one. They live scantily, and all they are able to 
do is to earn a very scant and meager support from this business. They 
have no.other resources. They are accustomed to the sea all their 
lives, gathering their support from it, familiar with nothing else. They 


it would go upon the free-list. 
yas agreed to. 


Mr. President, if there be any article upon which a 


are a class of people who, above all others, if there be upon the theory | 


of this bill any intention to protect an American citizen in a business 
of national importance, ought to be protected. If an opportunity is to 
be given for the development of this American indastry of the gather- 
ing of sponges, then there can be no other object more meritorions. 

I desire to record my vote against this amendment. To impose 
duties of from 1 to 300 per cent. on many articles of manufacture and 
leave the seamen engaged in gathering sponges without a duty is en- 
tirely without reason and indefensible. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the committee, which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

87. Strychnia, or strychnine, and all salts thereof, 40 cents per ounce. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, there were but 37 ounces im- 
ported into this country in the year 1889. It bears a duty of almosi 
57 per cent. The raw material of which it is made, nux vomica, is on 
the free-list. This is simply to make a preparation from that raw ma- 
terial. I move tostrike out ** 40 cents per ounce,’’ and insert ‘‘ 20 cents 
per ounce.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 23, page 12, strike out ‘‘ 40’’ and insert 
**20;”? so as to make the clause read: 

87. Strychnia, or strychnine, and all salts thereof, 20 cents per ounce. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McPHERSON,. Mr. President, I did not hear but one vote in 


S005 


the aflirmative, my 
Rhode Island. 
than mine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICE! very distinctly 
vote in the aflirmative and two in the negative. T 
ceed unless the Senator from New 

Mr. MCPHERSON, No, sit 

rhe next paragraph was read 


ed 


own, and one 


in the negative, the Senator fro 
I would like to | 


ire how much more his vote coun 


heard one 


he reading will pro- 


vote, 


n rolis, 3S pe ers > per ton 


l vided for, $8 per ton, 


all other forms ot nstone or su 


The Committee on Finance prop 


clause by strik- 
ing out the words 


Iphur not other- 


rims of 


‘‘all other f 
llars per ton. 

ayreed to 

the Committee on | 
1 insert in 
} 

1 


wise provided for, eight do 
The amendment was 
fhe next amendment of 
page 13, to strike out ‘one-half’ 
so as to make the clause rea 


an 


“9. Sumac, ground, three-tenths of 1 ce ver px 
The amendment was agreed to 

The next paragraph was read, as follows 
00, Tartar, « 


ream of, and pa t tartar, ¢ ts per } i 


McPHERSON ir. P 
of duty on cream of tartar. 
in baking, and for other pur; hile I th 
the iree-list, 1 move to make it 4 cents a pound 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ame 
The CHIEF CLER In line 6, st rd 
sert the word ‘‘ four;’’ so that it will read ‘* 4 cents per 
The PRESIDING OFFICER rhe que 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey, 
Che amendment was rejected. 
The Chief Clerk continued the readin 
a} 


resident, it seems t 
It is an article 


Mr. a high rate 
used 


it ought to vo on 


me that i 


of prime necessity 


and w 


OSES + neK 


l be reporte 1. 
*six’’ and in 
pound 

on the amendment 


been reported. 


) 
t 


amen 
the w 


wi 
K. rike out 
tion 1s 
hich Das 
7, as follows 
: partly re ed, 4 
and potassa, or Roche 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, Mr. President, here is another industry 
that is too heavily taxed. But 182 poands of Rochelle salts were im- 
ported into this country last year, of the value of $36, and they paid a 
duty of $5.46. Now we propose to impose aduty of 3 cents per pound. 
Rochelle saltsare made, I suppose, in this country in immense quantities. 
I move you, sir, to strike out ‘*3S pound’’ and make it 
7 3e per cent. ad valorem. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In line 10, 
insert ‘‘10 per cent. ad valorem.’ 
Mr. PADDOCK. I should 
Mills bill. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
Mr. PADDOCK. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
lower. 
Mr. PADDOCK. Not higher? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Not higher. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proposed by the Senator from New 
rhe amendment was rejected. 
The next clause of the 


lL lees « ils 


Tartare ar 


v2, Tartrate of 


vsti nts per pound 
soda e sults, 3 cents per pound 


cents per 


Che amendment will be reported. 
strike out }cents per pound ’’ and 


like to ask how this was left in the 


At 3 cents a pound 
How were the other items, as a rule? 
I think, as a rule, the 


rates ol 


the Senate bill are 


The question is on the amendment 


Jer sey. 


bill was read, as follows 


Schedule B.—FEarths, earthenw 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I 
Island, who has charge o 
those paragraphs that h 


ire, and glassware 


want to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
this bill, if it is his intention to return to 
been passed ove I think the provisions 


ive 


| in regard to flax-seed and linseed oil were passed over yesterday. 


| dustries of my own State exactly 


| ages 


Mr. ALDRICH. They were passed over till we fixed a rate on flax- 
seed. We shall call that up iater, after we fix the rate upon flax-seed. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then you have not fixed arat 

Mr. HALE. We have not reached it yet. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has not been reached yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill 

Phe Chief Clerk read as follows 

Brick and tile 

93. Fire-brick, not 
ner, $1.25 per ton 
valorem 

Mr. McPHERSON. Now, Mr. President, this is an 
perhaps is as largely followed in my State as inalm 
States of this Union. I gave notice 


upon tlax-seed. 


will proc eed. 


giazed, ename ornamented, or dec« in y man 
glazec namel ornamented, or dec« d,45 per cent. ad 
industry which 
st any of the other 
to treat the in- 


manner that I would 


ot my 
same 
ated. 


luties imposed upon pack- 


Intention 


in the 
like to see the industries of othe 
I will say, further, that, inas has the d 
which were made tree in the tariff billof 1383) have been restored 
by the customs administrative bill, adding quite largely to the protec 
tion afforded to domestic manuiacturers of the products named in this 
schedule (earthenware, pottery, glassware, etc.), it was my intention 
that there should be, with my consent, no increase of duties in this 
schedule. I believe they have all the protection they need. Nota 
single owner of a factory in New Jersey has written to me asking an 


States tr 
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inerease of duty, either in the pottery schedule or on earthenware or 
glassware. 

Therefore, sir, as nearly as I can figure the amount of protection 
afforded by the agency or operation of the customs administrative bill, 
no change ought to be made in this bill from the rate of duties named 
in the existing Jaw, except to subtract from said rates the increase in 
protsction provided for in the administrative bill. 

I am prompted to say this because I see there is no intention on the 
part of the Senate to decrease duties anywhere. The intention is to 
preceed on an ascending instead of adescendingscale. The party with 
which I am allied and identified is of the opinion, and has so declared 
itself many and many a time, that ii desires a reduction in the tariff 
and not an increase of rates. Therefore, so far as i am individually 
concerned, J am proceeding upon the idea that the people of this country 
deniand a reduction of rates and not an increase of rates. 

But, as there is no intention—plainly outlined as it has been by the 
discuss?on upon the preceding schedules—upon that side of the Cham- 
ber to reduce anything, but rather to increase rates, I do not intend to ask 
for any reduction in the pottery schedule, or the earthenware schedule, 
but to keep the duty where it is, minus the duties imposed by the cus- 
toms administrative bill. If, however, you will make reductions from 
existing rates generally, I shall ask for reductions here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 
The Chair does not understand that any motion is pending. 

Mr. MCPHERSON,. Now, Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the present schedule, 93. 

The present rate of duty is 20 per cent. on fire-brick, not glazed, enam- 
eled, or decorated in any manner. The proposed rate of duty is $1.25 
per ton which, as I undersiand, is an increase of duty from 20 to, say, 23 
per cent. Ide not think that the package clause in this product 
amounts to very much, because of the fact that I donot think fire- bricks, 
ungiazed and unornamented, require a very extensive package toinclose 
them. Therefore, I shall ask a reduction of duty not so great as I shall 
on other things. ; 

I move to restore the duty to 20 per cent. ad valorem—to strike out 
**$1.25 per ton’’ wnd insert in lieu thereof ‘* 20 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cater CLeRK. In line 15, after the word ‘* manner,’’ strike 
out ‘$1.25 per ton’’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ 20 per cent. ad va- 
lorem.’’ 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I should like to inquire why one of 
these articles is taxed specifically and the other ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We thought it more nearly equitable to fix the 
rates in that way. We should be very glad to have them both taxed 
in the same way if we could. 

Mr. VANCE. It would seem to mie to be a perfectly practicable 
thing to impose a duty upon fire-brick, not glazed, at an ad valorem 
rate. I should think it could be done just as easily and quite as simply 
as to apply the ad valorem rate to fire-bricks glazed or ornamented. 
There is some reason for it. There is a ‘‘ nigger in the wood-pile ”’ of 
some kind; thereis no kind of doubt about that; but I can not see what 
it is. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I would like to inquire of the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island what is the probable weight of a thousand of 
these bricks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. About three tons. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then theduty would be $: 

Mr. ALDRICH. About that. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the ordinary selling price of fire-brick, say, 
on the Atlantic coast? These bricks can not in the nature of things 
be transported very far into the interior, on account of their liability 
to break. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
per ton. 

Mr. PLATT. Ordinary brick are worth about $12 a ton. 

Mr. PLUMB. Isthere any manufacture of this kind of brick carried 
on near the Atlantic coast? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Oh, yes. They are manufactured in New Jersey 
and New York. I think New Jersey manufactures fire-brick more 
largely than any other State in the United States. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The manufacture extends in the State of New York 
from the city of New York up as far as Albany. 

Mr. PLUMB. No estimate is made here, I see, of the effect of this 
duty, except what is contained in the foot-note, which says: 


The proposed specific rate is intended to be an equivalent of the present ad 
valorem, but is believed to be much more certaja of enforcement. 


> Yr 


3.75 @ thousand. 


I think the price is about $12 per ton. 
From $12 to $17. 
They sell at interior points at‘about from $16 to $17 


Of course the duty is very easily enforced, and is a very good thing 
in ordinary cases; and I would like to have the Senators from New 
York and Khode Island state (for they know) what the effect will be 
as compared with the present law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We investigated this matter very fully two years 
ago. 


Mr. PLUMB. You have reference to the possibility of undervalua- 
tion of some kind ? 


i 


Mr. HISCOCK. The intention was simply to make the ad valorem 
rate specific. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think it will affect the price of fire-brick 
west of the Alleghany Mountains. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Not at all. 

Mr. PLUMB. Because there the transportation settles the question 
of value. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As I say, it was the intention, upon this and some 
other items of the schedule, to make the ad valorem rate specific, and 
not to increase it. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is, that the ad valorem rate would be under an 
honest valuation ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir; under an honest valuation. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now, the succeeding portion of the clause is: 

Glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 


Under what provision have these brick heretofore been put—as tiles ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. That has been one of the questions, whether they 
would come in as tiles or as brick. That has been avery serious ques- 
tion. 

Mr. PLUMB. Are they used for external ornamentation on build- 
ings ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Internal use, as, for example, in fire-places. 

Mr. PLUMB. Always? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Always. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from Kansas will sge the impor- 
tance of the amendment by reference to the first three lines: 

Fire-brick, not glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated in any manner, 
$1.25 per ton. 

I moved to put it back to 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. PLUMB. I observed that you did. I should prefer a specific 
duty if it will tend to obviate fraud on the part of the appraiser or im- 
rter. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The change is only a slight one. 

Mr. PLUMB. If itis only aslight one, I should prefer to have it 
remain as it is. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Itis not affected by the customs administrative bill. 
Mr. PADDOCK. Ishould like toinquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island if he concedes that if the position of the Senator from New Jer- 
sey is correct it will cause a reduction of duties. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I concede no reduction. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Is it possible that it is an increase? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. It is an increase of the duty, according to my 
figuring, of about 23 or 24 per cent. on the duty under the existing law. 
But, as I stated before, the customs administrative bill in regard to 
packages would hardly apply to these fire-bricks, which I understand 
hardly ever come in in packages. The packages are, of course, ap insig- 
nificant matter. They are unornamented and undecorated in any man- 
ner; simply plain burnt bricks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey, which has been reported. 
The amendment was rejected. 

The next paragraph oi the bill was read, as follows: 


4. ‘Tiles and brick, other than fire-brick, not glazed, ornamented, painted, 
enameled, vitrified, or decorated, 25 per cent. ad valorem; ornamented, glazed, 
painted, enameled, vitrified, or decorated, and all encaustic, 45 per cent. ad 
valorem, 

Mr. McPHERSON. This is a new provision. If I understand 
aright, they are now coming in at 35 percent. Am I right? Or is it 
20 per cent. ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They either come in at 20 or 50, one or the other. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Under the provision ‘‘ not otherwise provided 
for’’ could they have come in during the past year at 50 per cent. ? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think they come in at various rates; sometimes 
at 20 per cent. and sometimes at 50 per cent., not having been classi- 
fied. 

Mr. McPHERSON,. There certainly should have been some ruling 
by the Treasury Department with respect to these decorative tiles; 
they should have come in under either one rate or the other, of course, 
either under the specific provision or under the general provision. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They should be made to pay 50 per cent. ad va- 
lorem, I think. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I move to make that 40 per cent., by striking 
out “‘ forty-five,’’ because now the customs administrative bill has to 
have operation and eflect, and certainly the packing of decorated tiles, 
ornamented and glazed, requires extensive packages. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no. 

Mr. McPHERSON. They must be as extensive as for a package of 
glassware or pottery. They must be protected against abrasion of ary 
kind. So they must have a very elastic covering, in order that no 
breakage may occur. 

There is another thing that I want the Senators upon that side of 
the Chamber, and also upon this side, to observe—that in all the ar- 
ticles to be found in this schedule that we have just entered upon the 
consideration of, by the customs administrative bill the importer is 
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deprived of any possibility of recovering anything by way of a loss tu: | considering relates to fire-brick, and not to tiles. The next item re- 


damageson the goods. If an expensive set of glassware, crockery ware, | 


or china were being imported, and a part of the set was broken or in- 
jured in any way by abrasion or otherwise, and in that way the whole 


set were practically destroyed, or the set injured in such a way that the | 


whole or part of it must be replaced, the importer can make no claim 
for damages. 


manufacturer. 
Another thing which has entered very largely into the importation 


been great undervaluation of goods, such as pottery, china, glassware, 
and earthenware; but under the customs administrative bill, as we in- 
tend and as we think it will be executed, there wiil no longer be any 
possibility for undervaluations, for certainly if this board of appraisers 
that have recently been appointed under that act do their duty, there 
must be uniformity of assessment and ascertainment of a rule tor 
damages which will be uniform all over the country. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I move to put this down to 40 per cent. ad 
valorem, striking out *‘ forty-five.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from New Jersey, which will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 17, page 13, strike out ‘‘ forty-five’’ 
and insert ‘‘ forty.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I would like to inquire of the Senator 
from New Jersey whether the quality of brick of this kind that are 
made in thiscountry are equal to those which areimported. I noticed 
that some time ago, when General Casey, in charge of the new Library 
building, came to makea contract for this sort of ornamental material 
for the Library building—I do not know that it was brick exclusively; 
I think it was both brick and tiles, but I do not know—he made a con- 
tract for foreign material, whereupon he was much abused by those 
interested in the manufacture on this side of the water for having 
discriminated against home manufactures. His reply to that was that 
he could not find in this country bricks manufactured here that were 
suitable for the Library building. 

What I want to get at is this: Whether there is a competition be- 
tween this kind of brick and tiles made in foreign countries and a sim- 
ilar kind of brick and tiles made in this country; or whether this is 
simply a tax imposed for revenue, there being nothing of the kind 
made in this country with which it would come in competition. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I think I can give the Senator 
the information he desires. Speaking for my own State, which is prac- 
tically the home of the pottery industry in this country—the city of 
Trenton, I mean—I think in that entire State we have but one mannufac- 
tory where they have attempted to manufacture tiles. They have made 
great progress, and they are making a very excellent article indeed. 

I think they are able to compete with the foreign article, even under 
existing rates of duties. At least, I have never heard any complaint 
made by any manuiacturer there that he had not a sufficient amount 
of duty to protect bim against foreign competition in the character of 
the goods that he was making. 

But the Senator must understand one thing about this whole sub- 
ject of tiles—that it depends a great deal on the styles; it depends a 
great deal upon the kind of decoration, upon the artist who has made 
the decoration which has been transferred to the tile. Now, do the 
Finance Committee propose to tax everything in the shape of paint- 
ings and art and matters of that kind ? 

We are making great progress in art matters, but we have not cer- 
tainly made the progress that has been made in other countries, where 
they have such opportunities in art matters to learn what particular 
style of decoration would be most salable. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think that was the point made by General 
Casey. According to my remembrance, he made the point that the 
brick made in this country were not durable; that they become dis- 
colored by reason of exposure to the airand moisture; that the glazing 
broke and came off; and that they did not possess the durable quali- 
ties that ware necessary for a publie building of the character of the 
new Library. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, as to that point I can not an- 
swer. I have never heard any complaint made as to the tiling and 
fire-brick manufactured in New Jersey. I know they go all over the 
country; they are sold almost everywhere. Our clays in New Jersey, 
for the making of fire-biick and the manufacture of tiles, are certainly 
as good as, or even superior to, any except perhaps the German clays. 
But as to that particular point, whether they have reached the degree 
of perfection in the burning of bricks that they have elsewhere, is a 
matter of which I am not advised. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator from New Jersey give me some in- 
formation in regard to the peculiar tiles that we see on the new Pen- 
sion building, exhibiting the eternal marching of soldiers around that 
building? Is that an American preduction? 

Mr. McPHERSON. That I do not know. 

Mr. VANCE. Let us hope not. 

Mr. DAWES. If that style of art is the resultof New Jersey man- 
ufacture, I do not think it ought to be encouraged. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I understand that the item we arenow 


Of course that is an additional protection to the domestic | 





lates to tiles. They are entire!y distinct articles. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It is ornamented fire-brick. The importation 
of these bricks presents a question very difficult of decision by an ap- 
praiser in a custom-house, for instance, whether they are a tile or 
bricks. In the first place, the brick is formed before it is decorated; 
after it is decorated it is put back in the oven and burned with the 
decoration, and the decoration is burned intoit. Therefore it would 


| be very difficult, without this new provision here, as I see, to deter- 
of these goods has been the fact that it has been charged that there has | 


mine where they should go, whether in the brick schedule or under 
the head of tiles and pottery. I am glad that new provision has been 
put in. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The question of classification depends to a consid- 
erable extent upon the locality where the article is made. Limit it 
possibly to the manufacture of fire-brick, which is practically a New 
York State industry; but if you enlarge it and make it include tiles, 
then it extends to the States of Lilinois, Indiana, Ohio, New Jersey, 
and probably to other States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows: 

94. Tiles and brick, other than fire-brick, not glazed, ornamented, painted, 


enameled, vitrified, or decorated, 25 per cent. ad valorem; ornamented, glazed, 
painted, enameled, vitrified, or decorated, and all encaustie, 45 per cent. ad 


valorem. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, this is an increase in the rate 
of duty from 20 per cent. to 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

It is for— 

Tilesand brick, other than fire-brick, not glazed, ornamented, painted, en- 
ameled, vitrified, or decorated, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

I move to strike out the word ‘‘five’’ in line 20, leaving the duty 20 
per cent., as under the existing law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cater CLERK. In line 20, page 13, afterthe word ‘‘decorated,’’ 
strike out the word ‘‘twenty-five’’ and insert ‘* twenty.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. I would like to know whether the importations under 
the present law are of any consequence. It wouldseem as though that 
increase was not justified. Yet I do not say that I regard the question 
of importation as being conclusive that the duty ought to be imposed. 
I shall have something to say about that later. But certainly if so 
small a quantity has been imported under the present duty 

Mr. HISCOCK. That duty would have no effect, I suppose, any 
distance from the seaboard. Our people in New England and New 
York who are engaged in this industry desire this increase of 5 per 
cent. 

Mr. McPHERSON. This kind of brick can undoubtedly be trans- 
ported into the interior. They will bear long transportation while 
ordinary fire-brick will not. These brick are supposed to sell at from 
$50 to $60 per thousand. 

Mr. PADDOCK. They are used exclusively, I suppose, for orna- 





| mental purposes in fine houses. 


Mr. McPHERSON. | Thatis true, but other people have got to work 
them up who are not so wealthy, and it seems to me that while the 
increase is not large, and while the burden would not be considerable 
upon the persons directly concerned, yet unlessthere is some very good 
reason for it the present rate should not be increased. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Itis a very low rate, only 25 per cent. The in- 
dustry is practically new. It is springing up, as I say, in New York. 
It is being pushed there, though not to such an extent as further west, 
in Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois. The committee were entirely satisfied, 
fully satisfied, that, taking into account the difference in the cost of 
production hefe and abroad, 5 per cent. ought tobeadded. It is not a 
large rate of duty. Those who appeared before the committee urged 
very strongly that they should have 30 percent. We did not give them 
what they asked; we gave them 25 per cent. My judgment is that 
they had a most meritorious case. 

Mr. PLUMB. Did the committee happen to hear from those who 
purchased that class of material ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I can say this, and I will say this: That it is only 
here on the floor of the Senate that we ever hear protests against in- 
crease of duty, except as we heard them in the last election campaign, 
and except as we hear judgments and expressions in respect to a pro- 
tective-tariff law. 

Mr. PLUMB. If it be true, as the Senator would seem to imply, 
that the people of the United States do not object to this increase, 
what was there to restrain the committee from putting on a greater 
duty even? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Under the conditions and circumstances that ex- 
isted, we could not increase the duty beyond what we believed was the 
absolute necessity of the industry to enabie it to successfully compete 
and make a reasonable profit. As I say,in this particular case they 
urged strongly that the rate should be made 30 per cent. But, after 
full investigation, we concluded to give them only 25, 

Mr. PLUMB. What were the particular facts, if the Senator has 
them in mind, that caused the committee to take that position ? 
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Mr. HISCOCK. My attention having been called to the matter by 
the chairman of the committee, I will say that we learned in this in- 
vestigation that the price of bricks and tiles had declined in the last 
few years. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is that the only article the price of which has de- 
clined in the last few years? 

Mr. HISCOCK. No; but it has declined so promptly and summa- 
rily in this connection that since the establishment of these industries 
the prices have gone down 25 per cent. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then the establishment of these industries has re- 
sulted in putting down prices? 

Mr. HISCOCK. It has resulted in putting down prices; and I will 
say further in respect to it that if this had been originally a specific 
duty it would have been increased as an ad valorem duty, that it would 
have been much higher than 25 per cent. 

Mr. PLUMB. If this increased duty is necessary to make additional 
and proper protection for the American manufacturer, it seems to me 
the prices of these goods elsewhere must have gone down, as in the 
United States. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have no sort of doubt but that competition has 
caused a decline of prices in foreign manufactures as well as domestic. 
That is one reason why I am in favor of a protective tariff. The larger 
the volume of production, the lower the price. There has been no in- 
crease of production. 

Mr. PLUMB. No increase of production ? 

Mr. HISCOUK. No, I do not believe there has been; I doubt it 
very much. I do not undertake to say that that question was inves- 
tigated, but I do not believe that foreign production has been increased 
at all; it is very rare that such has been the case. 

Mr. PLUMB. It would be important to make some specific in- 
quiry about that subject, because that is an important fact. I notice 
that in a foot-note the committee say: 

This is an increase of 5 per cent. ad valorem, believed to be necessary in order 
to encourage the production of the finer grades of tiles in this country. 

Similar explanations are made in various places throughout this vol- 
ume, and I want to ask the Senators ifthe idea of revenue was the 
principal element or whether it was a mere incident. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I reply to that in respect to tile and brick by say- 
ing that, so far as Iam concerned—and I speak for myself individu- 
ally only—I voted to fix this rate without the slightest regard to rev- 
enue. So far as this particular item was concerned, I was in favor of 
25 per cent. without any regard to revenue, one way or the other. 

I can say to the Senators here and now that in my judgment it will 
always be found very difficult to adjust the revenues or to calculate 
upon revenues that might be raised by an ad valorem duty, or, I may 
say, a specific duty, upon goods which we expect to be produced and 
manufactured in this country so as to supply the market. 

Mr. PLUMB. I notice that with refereace to paragraph 95 the com- 
mittee use the same expression: 

The proposed specific rate in place of the present ad valorem is thought to be 
no more than is necessary to protect domestic industry. 

Now, if that is the theory, then of course if there is any revenue de- 
rived from the imposition of the duty, the committee will be disap- 
pointed. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ishall be, yes; but I trust there will be no occasion 
for such disappointment. 

Mr. PLUMB. The idea is one of exclusion, but if we get revenue 
we shall just be that much ahead. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I beg the Senator’s pardon. On this subject of ex- 
clusion I would be gratitied and pleased, if it be the fact—and I hope 
that will be the fact—if we shall be able to supply the home market 
by our domestic production; and if it has that effect I grant that the 
effect will be rather to reduce than increase the revenue. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then, if it should happen that in the imposition of 
duties the foreign manufacturers should continue to bring if products 
and pay the duty, while we should be that much ahead, it would not 
be what the committee anticipated, and we should have failed of our 
purpose in excluding foreign manufactures. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We should have failed to accomplish our purpose 
in transferring the industry wholly and completely, so far as the sup- 
plying of our domestic wants is concerned, to this country. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, Mr. President, it becomes evident that, so far 
as these ideas are concerned, they do not relate to the general subject 
of revenue resulting from the imposition of tariff duties. Is the Sena- 
tor willing to state whether that was the idea which obtained with 
him in other cases where a similar reason is urged for the imposition 
of higher duties ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say very frankly to-the Senator that, speaking for 
myself, in all cases where I believed that the effect of the duty was to 
ereate or foster a healthy industry here, and give a market forourown 
manufactures, I voted for the rate of duty that would accomplish that; 
and believing, as I do, that that always has the effect to reduce the 
price, I voted to accomplish that without the slightest regard to 
whether it would increase or decrease the revenue. 

Mr. PLUMB. In making up a tariff upon that basis, did the Sen- 
ator or the committee take into account, or would he now take into 
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account, that kind of a question on specific inquiry as to the ability of 
the consumers of these articles to bear the burden of taxation? 

Mr. HISCOCK. In my judgment—and my opinions are very de- 
cided upon that question—in all cases where an industry may be de- 
veloped, become thoroughly American, to establish a domestic mar- 
ket, the inevitable effect in all cases is to reduce the price to the con- 
sumer. On that question I have ro doubt whatever. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator would seem to assume from that that 
all the reduction which might occur in the price of any product would 
be due to the home manufacture, what he would call ‘‘ home competi- 
tion.” - 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, I beg your pardon. 

Mr. PLUMB. It certainly must be the foundation of the Senator’s 
statement. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I beg pardon; so far asthat is concerned I give full 
credit and full weight to the domestic production, but I say that there 
is the world’s product ata given time. If you increase that product 
to the extent of supplying our market by domestic production the re- 
sult inevitably is to reduce the price of that article in the world; it 
forces it down elsewhere. They have their plant; it is necessary that 
they should keep on operating or lose it, and it is admitted, by admin- 
istrative methods or by some other way, they are forced to a lower price 
and to competition with domestic competition here at home. All com- 
bined inevitably have the effect to force down the price to the consumer, 
and there is scarcely a line of goods that is manufactured to any con- 
siderable extent in the United States in which what I have stated is 
not true. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thus I think the Senator ought to say with more 
certainty that there should be a reduction of price; but on the very 
threshold of this subject he proposes to eliminate, so far as the do- 
mestic article is concerned, every idea of competition and outside manu- 
| facture. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no; only so far asthis provision is concerned —— 

Mr. PLUMB. There can not be any competition unless there is im- 
portation. 

Mr, HISCOCK. S8o far as this provision is concerned, the measure 
of protection which has been given is the lowest possible measure that 
it is supposed will engble the American manufacturer to successfully 
develop this industry. I suppose at the present time they can live 
along and make the cheaper tile or brick upon a 20 per cent. ad valorem 
duty. 

Mr. GRAY. 
question ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. As youincrease the cost of the product 
on tile, as the brick is more artistic indesign and you reach upinto a 
higher development of the art in the manufacture, where there is a 
great deal more labor and possibly where you can use cheuiicals or 
something else upon which there may bea rate of duty for which there 
must be compensation, it becomes necessary for you to increase the 
protection. Now I will listen to the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr.GRAY. With the permission of the Senator from Kansas, I should 
like to ask the Senator from New York this question: He says his be- 
lief is founded on experience that a protective tariff tax in reference to 
any industry has always resulted in a reduction of price to the con- 
sumer. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did not say so. 

Mr. GRAY. Iso understood the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did not say that. 

Mr. GRAY. I understood the Senator to say that the result of the 
protective tariff was a reduction of prices. 

Mr. HISOOCK. To illustrate it, Ido not think it has had that 
effect upon sugar. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not want an illustration, but I will ask the Sen- 
ator from New York what he did say. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What I intended to say—perhaps I did not am- 
| plify it as much as I will now—was that a protective tariff for an 
industry or upon goods that can be imported into this c untry, and 
| that can be successfully produced in this country, which industry may 
be made as prosperous in this country as elsewhere, equalizing, if you 
please, certain conditions, notably the cost of labor—I say in all those 
| cases the effect is to reduce the price. 

Mr. GRAY. That is about what I understood the Senator to say in 
very much fewer words, and I do not know that I misunderstood him 
atall. Now, I ask the Senator from New York if, with reference to 
| such an industry, the conditions of which he has described, he has 
| ever known a case where, after that reduction of price has occurred, a 
tariff tax was lowered with the consent of the producer or otherwise ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, yes; there are very many cases in this bill. 

Mr. GRAY. I should be very glad to hear of them. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There are very many, and I will make this further 
explanation—— 

Mr. GRAY. I shall be very glad to hear of them. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from Rhode Island has given you sev- 
eral instances as we have gone along in the bill where we have made 
reductions. 

i Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I do not remember them. 


Will the Senator from New York allow me to ask a 
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Mr. HISCOCK. Very many. , Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will see through this bill that a very 
Mr. ALDRICH. In almost a majority of the items in the chemical | large number of duties, and much the larger number, I think, the most 
schedule just passed, there is a reduction. important of the duties which have been touched at all have been 


Mr. HISCOCK. I supplement that remark by this also, that, as in | touched to raise them. I think that will be found to be the case. 
the case of one of the paragraphs we passed yesterday, it is a very dif- Mr. HISCOCK. This is true in respect to the chemical schedule 
ficult matter always to draw a distinction between goods that are cov- | where alcohol is largely used in the manufacture of the product. Under 
ered by a paragraph in a schedule that can be made in this country at | the last Senate bill we put alcohol for the arts on the free-list. In this 
a lower rate of duty and a higher grade of goods which are described | bill that has been abandoned. The result of it was to compel us not 
by the same paragraph and which need all the protection that is given | always to restore, but to increase the rate of duties in the chemical 
by that paragraph. The history of manufactures in this country has | schedule to the equivalent of the tax upon the alcohol used in pro- 
been this, that constantly our manufacturers are reaching up higher | ducing the article. That is true in respect to the chemical schedule, 
and higher all the while in the quality of their goods. Mr. PLUMB. That would not require an increase over the present 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, for more and more tax on the people. law, because the fact is that alcohol bas not been put on the free-list. 

Mr. HISCOCK. They are making better goods, making more valu- Mr. HISCOCK. I am inclined to think that the reductions are more 
able goods, filling the market, exercising more taste, and all that; and | frequent than the Senator seems to have thought they were in this 
as they make progress in that direction, more labor is employed; possi- | chemical schedule. 
bly chemicals may come into use more freely, and there may be more Mr. PLUMB. I think the reductions, as far as I have been able to 
calls and demands for them. observe them—— 

Now, take this very item here of “‘ tiles and brick, other than fire- Mr. HISCOCK. I would supplement that by saying—I can not give 
brick, not glazed, ornamented, painted, enameled, vitrified, or deco- | the Senator the number—but we have added a great many items to 
rated.”’ the free-list. 

I suppose that so far as one class described in that paragraph is con- Mr. PLUMB. So far asI have observed them, I think the increases 
cerned the duty of 20 per cent. is all that is required; but these peo- | have been in the important articles and largely in those articles which 
ple are grasping for the market upon a better grade of goods. Yet there | go into pretty general consumption, while the reductions are in articles 
is no appraiser who can tell the difference, so far as you attempt to fix | of not so much consequence. However, I may be mistaken. 
specific rates, there is no draughtsman who could draught a provision Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, you are entirely mistaken. 
of law so as to draw the line between the higher class of goods and the Mr, PLUMB. We shall see as we get along with the bill. 
lower. ‘The result is that it becomes necessary, for the purpose of Mr. HISCOCK. It is truethatso far as the schedules of the bill we 
aiding these people in the development of their industry, to make the | have not reached are concerned there is no doubt that in two or three 
goods so that General Casey would not reject them from a public build- | very notable instances, where we believed it was possible to establish 
ing here, and the rate of duty would be increased somewhat. Have | an industry in this country that does not exist here now, we have done 
T answered the Senator from Delaware? it; at least this bill proposes to do it; it depends upon the Senate whether 

Mr. GRAY. Now, I should like to make a suggestion to the Sena- | those provisions will be adopted. There is no doubt that in the wool 
tor from New York. I understood him in hisamended proposition—— | and woolen schedule, in consequence of the increase that has been made 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, I made no amended proposition; I beg the Sen- | upon wool, it has been rendered necessary to make some change in the 
ator’s pardon. duties on woolen cloths. There is not any doubt that that has been 

Mr. GRAY. I understood the Senator to say that there was a cer- | true. 
tain class of industries which, being protected by a tariff tax, were en- Mr. PLUMB. The Senator spoke about the inability of appraisers 
abled to so produce the commodities they did produce that after a | to determine the difference between the higher and lower grades of 
while—the Senator did not say how long—the prices of those com- | these bricks, and yet he will find that as to both the grades the duty 
modities were reduced to the consumers. is imposed ad valorem, according to value. It seems to me, therefore, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very speedily. that the excuse for the increase entirely disappears. 

Mr. GRAY. Very speedily? Mr. HISCOCK. We have proposed there ‘‘tiles and brick, other 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very speedily. than fire-briek, not glazed, painted, enameled, ornamented, vitrified, 

Mr. GRAY. Ifthe price was reduced to the consumers with the tax | or decorated,’’ 25 per cent. ad valorem; and ‘‘ ornamented, glazed, 
remaining as it was first imposed, they were enabled to demand a higher | painted, enameled, vitrified, or decorated, and all encaustic,’’ 45 per 
price than would naturally be obtained for those articles without the | cent. You see we have drawn a very distinct line of division between 
tariff, I suppose. Why, then, is it not the case that with the indus- | the two. 
tries that have been protected for generations in this country the de- Mr. PLUMB. You have increased the latter 10 per cent. and the 
mana, as the Senator said just now, is for higher and higher protec- | former 5 per cent. 
tion, and that the situation is not so recognized by the Congress of the Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not know whether we have increased the lat- 
country ? teror not. Iam inclined to think that we have decreased it 5 per 

Mr. HISCOCK. Have I said—— cent, 

Mr. GRAY. Waitamoment, if you please. Why have not the con- Mr. PLUMB. The latter under the present law is 35 per cent. 
ditions been recognized as such that those taxes might be lowered in Mr. HISCOCK. Thatisa question of classificationagain. Take the 
order that the consumers might at length get the benefit of that reduc- | paragraph above: 
tion which the Senator says is the result of a tariff tax ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, that is a pretty long question. $1.25 per ton. 


Mr. GRAY. Itis not quite as long as the answer which the Sen- | There you see we can make it specific; but the very moment you can 
ator from New York gave to my former question. make it glazed or ornamented the value may be so very varying that 
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Fire-brick, not glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated in any manner, 


Mr. HISCOCK. And I think I had answered it practically before it | it was absolutely impossible to puton aspecific duty. I will state that 
was asked. It is very often the case—and I think that is the answer | wherever we have supposed it was possible to draw a line and make a 
to the question—that as between a lower grade of goods and a higher | specific duty, or where we supposed that a different ad valorem rate of 
grade of goods, composed practically of the same materia!, the American | duty should be imposed upon one class and another, taking the advice 
manufactureris all the whileimproving so far as his productis concerned. | of experts on that subject, and the manufacturers themselves, the Treas- 
It js utterly impossible in all cases to frame a law which shall draw a | ury agents, and those conversant with the whole subject, we have en- 
line between the improved product and that as to which there might | deavored to do so. These divisions have stood the test of criticism 
be a decrease in the rate ofduty. No one has been injured byit, oris | now for about two years. The Senator, I suppose, is aware that the 
injured by it, and the result is in that class of cases it is allowed to re- | foundation of this bill is the Senate bill which was passed here two 
main; but as we have prepared this bill the instances are very numerous years ago. 
in which we have made reductions where we supposed reductions could Mr. PLUMB. The importations under this clause were only 2,715 
be made without in any way injuring the industry. brick—something that does not indicate the existence of any competi- 

Mr. PLUMB. I wanted to ask the Senator a question—I got into | tion whatever. The importations under the last clause were only 13,- 
rather a discursive method—following out that same line of thought, | 100, and that indicates also practically no competition. It seems to 
whether he does not think if an American manufacturer were con- | me that this is simply a gratuity given to the American manufacturer 
fronted with a constant and somewhat searching competition with for- | of the amount represented by the increase of duty. 
eign rivals we should have a better assurance not only of cheaper The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
prices but of better articles of goods than we can have if we give them | Senator from New Jersey to amend the first clause of paragraph 94, in 
the market uncontrolled and without that competition. line 20. [Putting the question.] The ‘‘noes’’ seem to have it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say to the Senator that speaking for this bill Mr. PLUMB, I call for the yeas and nays. 

I believe it has been the purpose (I know it was the purpose in respect The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
to this clause) to keep the American manufacturer upon the danger | call the roll. 

edge, at least to give only that protection which would insure his con- Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. BLACKBURN’S name was called), The 
tinuing his business, and not to the extent of prohibiting importa- | Senator from Kentucky | Mr. BincKBURN] is paired with the Senator 
tions. from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 
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Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], but if my vote becomes necessary 
for » quorum I shall vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not. 

Mr. QUAY. Then, as I am paired with him, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. WASHBURN’S name was called). I desire 
toe state that my colleague [Mr. WASHBURN] is necessarily absent 
from the eity. He is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Gipson]. 1 make this statement for the day. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrison]. 
his seat, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. J am paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar]. I should vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were present. 

Mx MOKRILL. I am paired with the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. HArrrts], and as he is absent I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. By the transfer of pairs made by the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco] and myself, the Senator from Louisiana 
[ Mr. Eustis] is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from South Dakota [ Mr. 
PETviGREW j. If he were here, I would vote *‘ yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 31; as follows: 


Has the Senator from 


I am paired 
I do not see him in 


YEAS—21. 
Berry, Gray, Payne, Vance, 
Butler, Hampton, Piumb, Vest, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, Walthall. 
Coke, McPherson, Ransom, 
Colquitt, Morgan, Reagan, 
Geor ze, Pasco, Turpie, 

NAYS—al. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hiseock, Power, 
Alien, Dixon, MeMillan, Sanders, 
Allison, Dolph, Manderson, Saw yer, 
Blair Edmunds, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Cameron, Evarts, Moody, Squire, 
Casey Hale, Paddock, Stewart, 
Callom, Hawley, Pierce, Teller. 
Davis, Higgins, Piatt, 

ABSENT—32. 

Barbour, Daniel, Hearst, Spooner, 
Bate, Eustis, Hoar, Stanford, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Ingalls, Stock bridge, 
Blod:rett, Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Voorhees, 
Brown, Frye, Kenna, Washburn, 
Call Gibson, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa, 
Carli-!e, Gorman, Pettigrew, Wilsen of Md. 
Chan Jer, Harris, Quay, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now, I move, in line 
“forty-five” and insert “thirty-five.’’ I ask the Senator in charge 
of the bill how much the duty is increased by the imposition of a duty 
on pxckages as provided for in the customs administrative bill ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very slightly. 

Mr. PLUMB. . Not much, of course, but it must besomething. What- 
ever is added there is already plus the present duty, and to that is still 
to be added 16 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator from Kansas that only 
one article, encaustic tiles, is specifically provided for at that rate in 
the present law. As to the other item specified, there is a question as 
to whatrate of duty should be imposed upon them. I think they are 
probably dutiable at 50 per cent., and this isa reduction on everything 
except encaustic tiles. 

Mr. PLUMB. But the Senator’s own report shows a duty under 
the present law of 35 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The report, the Senator I suppose understands, was 
prepared by the Treasury Department. Theonly item that is specified 
out of that number at 35 per cent. in the present law is encaustie tiles. 
The others, as manufactures of earthenware, would be dutiable at 50 
per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Inline 22, paragraph 94, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘‘forty-five’’ and insert “ thirty-five;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 


9° 


any, 


on this page, to strike out 


Ornamented, glazed, painted, enameled, vitrified, or decorated, and all en- 
caust'c, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. McPHERSON, It will be observed that the Senate rejected my | 
motion to strike out 25 and insert 20 pertent. in line 20. That is an 
increase in the duty upon that partictlar character of tile, or brick, 
which is not ornamented, painted, enameled, or decorated. It is an 
increase of duty upon that. 

Now we come to thesecond clause. 
to make the bill symmetrical. 
vitrified, decorated, or encaustic tiles of 45 per cent. ad valorem. If I 
correctly understand the situation this character of goods have been 
coming in ever since the passage of the last tariff bill under the general 





I suppose the committee intended 


Here they propose a duty upon enameled, | 


provision of law which imposes a duty of 50 per cent. Therefore, in 
this case it is a reduction of 5 per cent, in the present rate under which 
the goods are admitted. Am I correct, let me ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
Senator is correct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows: 

95. Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic cement, in barrels, sacks, or other 
packages, 8 cents per 400 pounds, including weight of barrel or package; in 
bulk,7 cents per 100 pounds; other cement, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. PLUMB. I observe there is a very large increase in the duties 
proposed hereon cement. I wish to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
whether the words ‘‘ hydraulic cement’’ there mean an artificial cement 
or 2 natural cement, or whether they may mean one or both. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, the words mean artificial cement. 

Mr. PLUMB. Totally artificial? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Totally artificial. 

Mr. PLUMB. The artificial cements are not made to any consider- 
able extent in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not so as to compete materially with Portland cem- 
ent. That certainly stands at the head of the list of cements; and 
I take it that that cement, or some portion of it, is required to be put 
into all work of the best possible character. I know that it is con- 
tained in the specifications for the base for the streets in the city of 
Washington; and I think no work of a first-class character is completed 
without the use of the Portland cement. 

Now, the duty on that is increased from 10 per cent., the present rate, 
to nearly 36 per cent. In addition to that, the weight of the barrel 
is to be included. I see that is specifically enumerated here, and that 
is also provided for. I suppose that under the customs administrative 
bill the duty on the barrel would be according to its value; but-the 
duty of 8cents per hundred pounds here imposed is to apply to barrels 
as wellas totheir contents. I notice that theschedule report of the com- 
mittee makes the duty provided for in the Senate bill 6 cents when it 
should be8 cents. I move te reduce the duty to 5 cents, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will state tothe Senator trom Kansas that there 
are American manufacturers who produce cement in several States, 
in a large numberof the States in fact, and it has been used for Gov- 
ernment works and commended by the Engineer Department for its 
quality. It is produced, I think, in ten or fifteen States, 

Mr. PLUMB. There is a large amount of cement, of course, pro- 
duced in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I mean Portland cement. 

Mr. PLUMB. They may have the same formula, but the regular 
Portland cement, of course, is an imported article. They may make 
the same kind, although it is understood in engineering that when 
Portland cement is mentioned in a specification it means the imported 
article. They may make just as good here; I do not know; I hope 
that is the case; but I should like to know, if that is the case, what 
then is the reason for this large increase of duty on this article of al- 
most universal consumption. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator from Kansas that I think 
it is not a large increase of duty over the actual honest valuation of 
cement on the other side of the water. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then, if the present ad valorem duty leadsto fraudu- 
lent undervaluation, a specific duty which would be the equivalent of 
that ad valorem would make the necessary protection, because a specific 
duty prevents undervaluation. The bill putsall thesecements, Roman, 
Portland, and other hydraulic cement, embracing the lowest quality of 
cement, and that would make the very large proportion of all of it, on 
the samelevel. Portland cement is probably worth at the place of ex- 
portation $5 or $6 a barrel, and there must be many cements not worth 
half so much as that. I suppose on all these cements a duty of 8 cents 
a hundred pounds would make the duty much larger than the sum 
named as the maximum in this report. It seems to me that the duty 
should be certainly not over 6 cents, and I call attention to the fact 
that the report itself shows that the duty is 6 cents imposed by the 
bill, while the billshows 8 cents. The 1eport sets down 6 cents as the 
duty proposed by the House bill. That is the report of the Senate 
committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is evidently an error of the printer. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not know but that it was an error in the com- 
mittee, and that the committee intended to put it at 6 cents; but it is 
a misprint in the report, the Senator says. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It came from the House at 8 cents, 

Mr. ALDRICH. It eame from the House at 8 cents. The ecommit- 
tee suggested no change. The text of the bill shows that it is 8 cents. 

Mr. PLUMB. I movetomaketheduty6cents. That undoubtedly 
will be a very great increase. Any specific duty works some increase, 
because it denies the chance for undervaluation. It does not seem to 
me that there is anything increasing trade in the course of the manu- 
facture of this article of such universal consumption as to require now 


In everything except encaustic tiles I think the 
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the addition of duties or the doing of anything with reference to it, 
except what may be necessary to prevent undervaluation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB] will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 1, page 14, before the word ‘‘cents,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘six;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

95. Roman, Portland, and other hydraulie cement, in barrels, sacks, or other 
packages, 6 cents per 100 pounds, including weight of barrel or package. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, in the hearing of the importers before 
the Committee on Finance a gentleman by the name of E, W. Fisher 
appeared and gave testimony in regard to this article of Portland cem- 
ent. Itis not necessary to read all of it. I will read that portion 
of it which is pertinent to the subject: 


Total importations last year, about 2,000,000 barrels, but owing to the enor- 
mous amount of engineering works being carried on throughout the country 
the demand this year has increased 30 to 40 per cent. 


The manufacture of Portland cement in the United States is carried on to 
such a comparatively limited extent that it does not affect the imported article, 
besides which, from the fact that the necessary raw material required for the 
making of an artificial Portland cement has not been foundin the United States, 
the domestic cement is not used on works of consequence, and a high protective 
tariff would lead to the discouragement of important enterprises or bring dis- 
aster and ruin, as illustrated in the recent sad catastrophe at Johnstown, Pa. 

It is claimed by some that the necessary raw material can be found in this 
country. If so, it is to such a limited extent that it does notaffect the imported 
article, but the increase in the use of Portland cement is so enormous that by 
making no change in the present rate paid, it will benefit home manufacture 
by encouraging the use of Portland cement, and will be an incentive to the do- 
mestic manufacturers to make a superior article, whereas any legislation such 
as that proposed will interfere with the use of Portland cement of any kind. 

If that is true, from the manufacturer’s own standpoint there is no 
necessity for this expensive duty on an article which can not be made, 
or which, at all events, has not yet, with all kinds of trial, been made 
in this country, for the reason that the proper material is not found 
here. Itis a useless duty imposed to the discouragement of all works 
in which this indispensable cement is used. I think the amendment 
of the Senator irom Kansas ought to be sustained by the Senate. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. President, just one word upon this subject, and 
I state it more for the purpose of information than otherwise. 

During the last two years in my State, at or near Yankton, there 
have been experiments proceeding for the purpose of determining the 
quality of the material there to manufacture Portland cement. Those 
experiments have proceeded toa successful conclusion, and a very large 
sum of money has been expended in the erection of an extensive plant 
at that point for the purpose of manufacturing this very article. [ can 
not state the exact number of thousands of dollars, but a very large 
sum has been invested, and the parties are nearly prepared to put out 
this article in very large quantities. It is true that on account of the 
cost of transportation perhaps the proposed protection may not be of 
very great benefit to a manufacturing establishment so far inland as 
that is, although of course they have the benefit of river transportation 
both into and out of that country. It is a local institution, it is true, 
but it is one which is deserving of the assistance which a new enter- 
prise should have. 

That is not the only place in that region of country where this ma- 
terial is found and where it can be successfully manufactured. It isa 
mistake to suppose that the material does not exist here or that it can 
not be manufactured into the equivalent of that material which is 
known to commerce as Portland cement. It has been stated, and I be- 
lieve it, that there is enough of that material existing there to supply 
the entire country with that article, and of as good quality as the im- 
ported article. They have made preparation to supply a very large re- 
gion of country. They will put out thousands of barrels of it per day 
when their plant is fully perfected, and it will be but a very short 
period betore that plant will be entirely complete. 

Mr.. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator when that establish- 
ment was first begun, when the first investment was made. 

Mr. MOODY. My recollection is that the first purchase of the land 
containing the material was made last fall, in September or October, 

ibly earlier. 

Mr. PLUMB. Apparently the parties, then, who made the invest- 
ment were satisfied with the existing rate of protection, and this pro- 

ed increase would be in the nature of a gratuity to them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In1883, when the present rate was established, the 
unit of value of Portland cement was $1.75. ‘Twenty percent. upon that 
would be 34.6 cents per barrel, which is more than the rate we now 


ropose. 

Mr. PLUM B. The committee fix the duty at 35.61 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is owing to an undervaluation. They have 
reduced the import price, by omitting value of the barrel and other proc- 
esses, to 96 cents. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The statement read by the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. VANCE] was an error in one or two particulars, First, 
as to the quality of these articles imported; next, as to the quantity 
imported. The whole amount imported last year, instead of being 
about 2,000,000, as stated by the gentleman whom he quoted, was 
297,000 barrels. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thatis of all kinds of cement according to the sched- 
ule here. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I speak of all kinds of cement whatever, 297,000 
barrels. Butthatisnotall. Thereismanufactured in atleast fifteen or 
sixteen States cement fully equal to the Portland cement, and it sells on 
the market as Portland cement asof equal quality. Iwill read astate- 
ment made by Mr. Leslie, contained in testimony before the Senate 
Finance Committee, which shows the matter very clearly: 

The manufacture of cement is not a local industry. It is national. Works 
existin Maine, Connecticut, New York, Pennsyivania, Ohio, Maryland, Virginia, 
Washington, Oregon, Alabama, Colorado, Texas, California, [i\l:nois, Wisconsin, 
West Virginia, Kentucky, Indiana, and Michigan. It standsseventh on the list 
of non-metallic products of the United States. itranks just below lime and salt, 
It employs a capital of $8,000,000, has an output of over 5,000,000 barrels per an- 
num, and gives work to about 12,000 laborers. The largest works are in New 
York State, where nearly 3,000,000 barrels are made and 8,000 men employed ; in 
Kentucky, where nearly 1,000,006 barrels are made and | 500 men employed; and 
in Pennsylvania, where nearly 400,000 barrels are made and 600 men are em- 


ploved. 

In Ohio there is also a very large production of this material, sup- 
plying all that region of country, and it 1s found equal to the Portland 
cement according to the best tests. In Michigan it is made largely, 
and the Michigan cement has a very high value, equal to that of any 
other. So the American product, five millions, compared with the 
foreign product, two hundred and ninely-seven thousand, shows this a 
well established industry and that the article is as good as the foreign, 
and this is also certified to by this writer. There are two kinds of im- 
portedcement. Oneiscalled the Roman cement, which is natural rock 
which is burned in kilns and treated very much like lime. The other 
is the Portland cement. I will read what he says about the Portland 
cement, showing that it is the same material as made here: 

The “Portland”’ corresponds to the American ‘‘ Portland.” It has been 
elaimed that this grade of cement could not be made in this country for want 
of material. After fifteen years of experimenting, and after a loss running in- 
to millions, thisstatement has been controverted, and for five years past Ameri- 
can ** Portland” cements ‘‘of a quality equal to any imported,” and made in 
Pennsylvania, in Ohio, in New York, in Indiana,and in Texas, have been used on 
Goverr. ment work (vide Reports EngineerCommissioner District of Columbia for 
1883, 1884, 1585) and other public work with entire success and in competition with 
foreigucements. The Eads jetties are built with American Portland cement (vide 
Captain Eads’s report on Mississippi jetties) ; and the London and Southwestern 
Railroad of England actually, after a test, bought American Portland for one 
of its bridges (Engineering News, vol. 1887). This cement must sell at a lower 
price than the imported, because of the established reputation of the older for- 
eign brands; but with the abundance of limestone and clay in this country 
American manufacture will develop, and its product become established also, 

Under these circumstances it seems to me that it is idle to claim 
that there is any necessity for making a discrimination in favor of 
English cement, and this low rate of duty, which is much less than 
the average of duties, is certainly not an unreasonable one, giving the 
American producer the American market, and probably after the full 
development ofthis industry we shall be able to export titis article and, 
as a matter of course, the duty will then be of little avail. Therefore, 
to leave this duty stand as it is—probably the article is only imported 
at a few places now—is to give to the American producer the market. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to ask the Senator before he takes his seat, if 
it is not true that engineers and architects will not permit, if they can 
prevent it, any cement to be used in their worksexcept the Portland. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the contrary, it is certified here in this paper, 
and the authorities are referred to, and among them the District com- 
missioners have certified.to it, that the American product made in New 
York, Michigan, and Ohio is fully equal to the Portland cement. I 
know it is so now. 

Mr. VANCE. I do not know that it is so. I have no personal 
knowledge on the subject, but it has always been my understanding 
that the architects and engineers invariably order the Portland cement 
where they can, and that there is no American product which is equal 
to it. Some, of course, is used when the other can not be obtained. 

Mr. HALE. The reason of that is that an apparent confusion has 
arisen as to Portland cement. I have had some limited experience in 
that matter in the way of building. Portland cement is considered in 
building, by builders and engineers of good structures, almost a sine 
qua non, and in all contracts that are made the cement which is called 
for is the Portland cement, but the Portland cement that I venture to 
say the Senator refers to, that has come under his observation, is not the 
imported Portland cement. 

lor years the cement that builders have taken and pat into the best 
buildings in the country, approved by engineers, isan American cement 
which is called Portland cement. Throughout the whele country the 
amount of Portland cement which has been used for the last half dozen 
years bears a very small relation to the American product which is 
called Portland cement and which answers the specifications and de- 
mands which are made in building contracts. 

Mr. VANCE. Then I am opposed to keeping up the tariff for the 
benefit of an imitation. If cement is made in this country and styled 
Portland cement, and sold under the name and reputation of an En- 
glish article, I am opposed to any tax upon the people of this country 
for the purpose of maintaining such a transaction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me, I will read another 
passage showing the places where it has been used by Government and 
other engineers, It says: 


There is no building that exists that could not have been built and made just 
as strong with cement of American manufacture as that of the foreign product. 
In support of our assertion we point to the following structures which were 
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built with American cements: New York and Brooklyn bridge, New York post- 
office, New York custom-house, Equitable building, Mutual Life Insurance 
Company building, city hall in Philadelphia, Baltimore water-works, Davis Isl- 
and dam at Pittsburgh, Pa., the piers of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad bridges 
at Havre de Grace and trend 

Falls, Baltimore post-office, Pittsburgh post-office and court-house, United States 
custom-house, Cincinnati, Ohio; State-house, Indianapolis, Ind.; and this list 
could be continued almost ad infinitum, 
Washington on the following buildings: Capitol, Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing, new Patent Office, new Pension building, new Navy, War,and State 
Department building, Washington water-works, Treasury building, Patent Of- 
fice, and many other buildings. 


in water-works, but in buildings of every kind. 

Mr. VANCE. 
there are some parts of a building of more importance than others, 
and in many parts of a building the cheaper American cement would 
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Aldrich, Dawes, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
A ee Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, 
ywine Creek, the cantalever bridge at Niagara Sai — Pierce’ ooo 
Cameron, Hale, Platt, Teller, 
At least 100,000 barrels were used in Cues. Hiewivs ete eee 
ABSENT—36. 
Barbour, Eustis, Hoar, Quay, 
: é Blackburn, Evarts, Ingalis, Spooner, 
That shows how it has been used by Government engineers not only | Brown, Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Stanford, 
Call, Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Stockbridge, 
; ‘ : ‘ Carlisle, Gibson, Kenna, Turpie, 
Of course the Senator, I imagine, will concede that | Gnandier, Hampton, Mitchell, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Harris, Morgan, Washburn, 
Davis, Hearst, Morrill, Wilson of Md. 
Dixon, Hiscock, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


answer just as well as the more costly Englishcement. So, to say that 
there has been so much of it used in certain buildings of course is not 
conclusiveof the question of the quality. A great many inferior brick 
are used in a building, and are just as valuable and worth as much in 
the place to which they are assigned in the building as the higher- 
price. brick; and for various purposes I can see that an inferior article 
of cement that would not cost so much money would be used largely 
in the eorsiruction of a building, but the genuine English Portland 
cement is indispensable in all important structures. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is sufficient to say that the proportion of for- 
eign cement of all kinds used is rot 5 per cent. of the whole amount 
used, and that transportation from Liverpool to the city of New York 
is almost as cheap as it would be to send it 50 miles by rail here; 
and yet, even in the city of New York, under the care of Govern- 
ment engineers, who are always very particular, the home-made Port- 
land cement is used. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should say, further, that the London and South- 
western Railway Company, of Great Britain, after competitive tests of 
the qualities of various cements, have recently bought the American 
Portland cement to build a bridge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment. 

The question being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to 
prevail. 

Mr, VANCE. I ask for a division. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We might as well have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the junior 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WiLson]. The Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. BATE] is paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar]. We have arranged to transfer our pairs, so that we may 
both vote. I vote ‘‘may.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am paired with the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 
TURPIE]. 

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw m 
vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. WALTHALL. TheSenator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ] 
is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. I wish 
this announcement may apply to all calls throughout the day. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to suggest to the Senator from 
Tennessee that I announced our transfer of pairs, which leaves us both 
at liberty to vote, and I have voted. 

Mr. BATE. I did not hear it. Then I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from [Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] is 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. By an arrange- 
ment between the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] and myself, our 
pairs have been transferred, so we are at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. EVARTS. I inquire whether the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MORGAN ] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the negative). 
vote, 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the negative). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. I notice 
he is not recorded; I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from South Dakota [ Mr. 
PETTIGREW], otherwise I should vote “ yea.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Is the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock | recorded ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 
hold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 27; as follows: 


I withdraw my 


He is not recorded. 
lam pafred with that Senator and with- 


YEAS—2l. 
Bates, Colquitt, Pasco, Vance, 
Berry, George, Payne, Vest, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Piumb, Walthall. 
Butler, Gray, Pugh, 
Cockrell, McPherson, Ransom, 
Coke, Paddock, Reagan, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read paragraph 96, as follows: 

Lime, 6 cents per 100 pounds, including weight of barrel or package. 

Mr. COLQUITT. I move to amend by striking out all after the 
word ‘‘lime’’ and inserting ‘‘10 percent. ad valorem.’’ 

The SecreTARy: In paragraph 95, line 6, page 14, it is proposed 
to strike out all after the word ‘“‘lime,’’ as follows: 

Six cents per 100 pounds, including weight of barre] or package. 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

Ten per cent. ad valorem. 


So as to make the clause read: 
Lime, 10 per cent, ad valorem. 


Mr. COLQUITT. My object in doing that is to maintain the pres- 
ent rate of duty. Here is an increase of the duty, and 6 cents per 100 
pounds is an increase of the rate of 300 or 400 percent. It is said here 
to be 35 per cent., but I take it the cost of this article when the calcu- 
lation is made will amount to at least 400 per cent. The present rate 
of duty was imposed by the act of 1846, and it has remained 10 per 

cent. from that period to this, with the exception of the period from 
1857 to 1861, a few years, when it was reduced to 8 per cent., and it 
| was restored to 10 per cent. in 1861 and has remained unchanged from 


| that day to this. 

| This industry has been supported and maintained, and I suppose in 

| a prosperous condition, for forty-four years under the present rate ot 
duty of 10 per cent., with theslight exception to which I have referred. 
It would seem to me that the experience of forty-four years ought to be 
sufficient to establish this industry, when it has been nourished and 
protected at 10 per cent., without an increase of from 300 to 509 per 
cent. 

I think it was Col. Robert G. Ingersoll who is quoted as saying that 
‘*T am in favorof protecting infant industries, but when the infant has 
grown to be 6 feet high and wearing No. 12 boots, I think it is time to 
stop rocking the cradle, especially when the infant threatens it you do 
not do it he will get up and knock you down.’’ This is one of the 
classes of industries to which he referred. 

It is said that this particular article might not be essential enough 
for us to give any particular weight to it, but it is one of very many arti- 
cles that enter into the construction of homes for people of this coun- 
try. Hence itis that, while it may seem to be unimportant, I make 

i 

| 

| 

| 

j 

prove a shelter for the homeless of this country ought to be so reduced 
as to put it in the power of the poor te make homes for themselves; and 

| this is consistent not only with domestic happiness, but with what I con- 

| sider to be good national policy. 

| As to the interest that is involved in this question I will present here, 

with some editorial comments made by a Boston paper, a petition of a 

considerable number of mechanics engaged in the different branches of 

industry, such as masons, plasterers, contractors, and tanners, all ot 

whom are interested in a low-priced material, and it is not only used 

in buildings but in divers other establishments, in the manufacture of 

gas and paper, as well as in plasterers and builders’ materials. 

This editorial is from a Boston paper. It precedes the petition of a 

considerable number of those classes of mechanics, and I ask the Sec- 

retary to read it with a view of illustrating this question in the interest 

which these hard-working men in the country have in the imposition 

of this tax. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The article will be read, if there be 

no objection, 


this motion, because it accords with the principles which I think should 
prevail in every tariff bill and every system of taxation, whether na- 
tional or State, that it should be so directed and regulated as to en- 
courage the people who seek to make homes for themselves. If there 
is anything that will perpetuate our country and establish good order 
and peace in the communities of this country it is to give people homes. 
I do not know of any class of people who ought to be more encouraged 
than the honest, hard-working toilers of this country with wives and 
children by their sides, who are living as tenants of other people and 
in confined garrets here and there. 

I think the principle should run through this bill that every article, 
every material, that goes into the construction of a house that might 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


[Boston Herald, March 26, 1890,} 


DUTY ON IMPORTED LIME—VIGOROUS PROTEST AGAINST AN ATTEMPT TO IN- 
CREASE IT—REPORTED ORGANIZED EFFORT OF MAINE MANUFACTURERS TO 
CONTROL THE MARKET—BUILDERS, CONTRACTORS, ARCHITECTS, ETOC,, OF THIS 
STATE UNITE IN A PETITION AGAINST SUCH ACTION. 


A vigorous protest is to be made to Congress against any increase of the duty 
onlime. The supply of that article, so far as its production in America is con- 
cerned, is controlled by a combination of Rockland (Me.) dealers, known as the 
Knox County Lime Association. The present duty on lime is 10 per cent., or 3 
cents a cask. The proposition now is to increase the duty to 6 cents per hun- 
dredweight, and,as casks of lime run in weight trom 200 to 260 pounds each, 
this would make the propused duty equivalentto a duty of 12 or 16 cents a cask— 
an increase of 400 or 500 per cent. over the present rate. 

Not satisfied with this increase, it is also pro to charge a duty on the 
weight of the cask itself as well. This proposition has stirred up the New 
England plasterers and builders, as well as the tanners, to petition Congress 

inst the increase. Lime is used inthe manufacture of gas and paper, and 
also by tanners, plasterers, and, of course, builders. The tariff bill of the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House, as outlined in the New York Tribune, in- 
creases the duty on the following building materials in addition to lime: Port- 
land cement, plaster of paris, brick, tiles, zinc, lead, and window-glass. This 
is what has startled the building interests of New England. Congressman 
DinGuey, of Maine, in whose district the above mentioned lime men flourish, is 
understood to be behind the movement, as he is a member of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

One gentleman said yesterday that it had been suggested to him that the pro- 
posed increase of duties on hides was only a bluff under which the advance 
was to be made in the tariff on building materials. Before the Canadian lime 
began to come in here, the cost of a cask of lime was about $1.10 to $1.15, but it 
has been knocked down to 95 cents a cask, at which price the business is said 
to have been very profitable. 

The Massachusetts Congressional districts which send to Congress Messrs. 
ELWAH Morse, WILLIAM CoGsWELL, and CHARLES J. RANDALL are most nu- 
merously represented ia the signers to the petition which follows, and the names 
include pretty nearly every prominent member of the Master Builders’ Asso- 
ciation andMechanics’ Exchange. A careful estimate is that three-fourths of 
the signers are Republicans. The list includes 34 masons, 10 plasterers, 47 con- 
tractors and builders, 10 tanners, 24 dealers, and 33 architects, a total of 158 
signers from all over Massachusetts, 

The draught of the bill was not made public until Friday morning, and the 
signers have all put their names to the document since that day. 


To the Senators and Representatives of Massachusetts in Congress: 

The undersigned builders, Contractors, manufacturers, and other persuns in- 
terested in the use of lime, being citizens of Massachusetts, and members of 
all political parties, respectfully represent that considerable quantities of lime 
are now being imported into this State from the Canadian provinces; that the 
rest, and by far the greater part, of the lime sold in this market comes chiefly 
from the vicinity of Rockland, Me., and that the price of Rockland lime is con- 
trolled by a combination which includes substantially all the Rockland manu- 
facturers; thatthe only relief from the arbitrary action of this combination, 
which attempts to control prices and limit production without regard tothe in- 
terest of the consumer, is the competition of the Canadian manufacturers; that 
it iscurrently reported that the Rockland manufacturers are making an organ- 
ized eftort to induce Congress to increase the present duty on lime of 10 per 
cent. ad valorem, with the avowed purpose of driving Canadian lime out of the 
markets of this country, and of raising the present price of lime to dealers and 
consumers; that a duty of 10 per cent. together with the difference in freight 
charges (equivalent to an additional protection of about 17 per cent.), furnishes 
a reasonable and sufficient protection to the domestic manufacturer, unless it 
be good policy to deprive the people of Massachusetts of the benefits of com- 
petition in this business, and to allow the price of an indispensable commodity 
to be controlled bya few domestic manufacturers acting in concert. We, there- 
fore, protest agaist the passage of any act of Congress which shall increase the 
duty on imported lime, and we respectfully urge upon you to consider the im- 
portance for the industries of Massachusetts of not surrendering the lime busi- 
ness in this State into the arbitrary control of a would-be monopoly. 

Masons—William H.Sayward, J. A. Jacobs, Augustus Lothrop, Neil & Preble, 
Eliot Stoddard, Emery & Stuart, L. D. Wileutt, W. A. & H. A. Dey pede & 
Wentworth, Gooch & Pray, Keening & Strout Bros.,C. F. Palmer & Co.,C. E. 
Parsons, Sampson, Clark & Co., D. Sullivan & Sons, Thomas J. Lyons, George I’. 
Shepard, M.S. &G.N. Miller, Il’. H. Tarbox, Peter E. Donahue, Burnham & Davis, 
Kearns Driscoll, J, E. McCoy, David Connery & Co., Hewitt & Webster, Newell 
D. McClure, William H. Ward, Charles A. Trumbull, McLaughlin & Malone, 
John A. Hickey, Bosquet & Pepin, John Morley, John Wakeman, Stearns, 
Waterman & Stratton. 

Plasterers—David McIntosh, John Mack, 
W. Carleton, W.H. Morrison, D. Dewar, E. 
Holmes. 

Contractors and builders—Woodbury & Leighton, James Smith, H. W. Leach 
& Co.,Coon & Hall, Chadwick & Stilling, Peter Graffam, J. D. McClellan, James 
Lunt, Ira G. Mersey, William L. Clark, H. Craft's Son, C. B. Baleomb, Hates & 
Touret, Pilman & Brown, J. H. Saunders, P. P. Kelley, Charles Linehan, John 
Cavanagh & Son, John McNamara, 8S. M. Shapleigh, C. H. Edwards, D. H. Stu- 
art & Co., John Crowley, John T. Scully, C. E. Currier, James Collins, Lewis T. 
Houghton, Joseph Heustis, J. S. Rankin, D. E. Poland, Alonzo W. Folsom, C. 
W. Higgins, G. F. Higgins, Jackson & Mason, Charles D, Ingersoll, Alonzo 
Joyce, J. E. Hadlock & Co., C. L. Weldon, E, D. Berrigan, James H. Marble, R. 
T. Bourne & Son, George H. Brown, Norman H. Gray, I’. S, Towle, A. E. Steele, 
William G. Doe, Samuel! Peebles, 

Tanners—Charles H. Tigh, N. R. Treadwell, Patrick D. Egan, J. B. Nichols, J. 
A. Lord, C. Harrington, F. 1). Sargent, J. N. Peterson, Murphy & Chase, Parsley & 
Stone. 

Dealers—R.G. Morse & Co.. Henry Craft’s Son, Arthur Young & Co., FE. M. 
Graffam, J. B. Rhines & Co., Wilder& Kimball, J.W. Whitney, Tower Bros. & Co., 
Lk. P. Welch & Son, J. R. Atwood, George H. Jackson, R. W. Cook, M. H. Cushing 
&Co., A. T. Lyon, Lewis Porter, Isam Mitchell & Co., Bosden & Remington, A. N. 
Rarker, H.C. Hawkins,S.S. Paine & Bro., E. P. Reed, G. Arthur Trask, James 
Fairfield, J. L. Whittredge. 

A somewhat similar petition has been signed by the following architects: 

Ss. J. F. Thayer, Theo N. Clark, G. H. Wetherell, William Whitney Lewis, 
Charles H. Rutan, John A. Fox, William G. Preston, Edmund N. Wheelwright, 
Fred Pope, Arthur Rotch, Lord & Fuller, John H. Chapman, Henry 8S. McKay, 
Henry Vaughan, William D. Austin, Samuel Dudley Kelley, W. M. Bacon, W. 
H. Besarick, George A. Avery, P. W. Ford, W. P. Wentworth, Samuel J. 
Brown, Albert M. West, Frank L. Smith, Ernest N. Boyden, W. N. Rodman, 
W. Norris, Willard T. Sears, O. F. Smith, A. Frink, F. W. Stickney, A. H. Dodd, 
I, H. Gifford. . 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the 4mendment of 
of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. 
The amendment was rejected. 


E.G. Morrison, Moore & Jackson, E. 
N. Smith, James F. Cleary, D. N. B, 








The succeeding paragraphs of the bill were read, as follows: 


97. Plaster of paris, or gypsum, ground, $1 per ton; calcined, $1.75 per ton. 
Clays or earths: 


_ 98. Clays or earths, unwrought or unmanufactured, not specially provided for 
in this act, $1.50 perton; wrought or manufactured, not specially provided for 
in this act, $2 per ton; china clay, or kaolin, $8 per ton. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Have we passed over paragraph 97? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That paragraph was read, and also 
paragraph 98, and no amendment was proposed. Does the Senator de- 


sire to offeran amendment to that paragraph? If so the Chair will 
entertain it. 


Mr. McPHERSON., 
been il over, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 
The next paragraph was read, ‘as follows: ™ 
Earthenware and china: 


99. Common brown earthenware, common stoneware, and crucibles, not or- 
namented or decorated in any manner, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. McPHERSON. This seems to be an advance in some portions 
of the importation from 20 to 25 per cent. ad valorem. There does 
not seem to be any reason whatever why there should be an increase. 
I therefore move to strike out ‘‘ 25,’’ in line 21, and insert ‘‘ 20.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecreTARY. In line 21, on page 14, after the word ‘‘ manner,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘25’’ and insert “‘ 20;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


99. Common brown earthenware, common stoneware, and crucibles, not 
ornamented or decorated in any manner, 20 per cent. ad valorem, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question on the amendment 
and declared that the ‘‘ noes ’’ appeared to prevail. 
Mr. VANCE. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 


Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. The Senator from 
Tennessee [ Mr. BATE] is paired generally with the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. HoAR]. The Senator from Tennessee and I have ar- , 
ranged for the transfer of the pair so that we may both vote. I vote 
* nay.”? 

Mr. BATE. Under the arrangement announced by the Senator from 
Iowa, I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrIL.] re- 
corded as voting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with him, and withhold my vote. 

Mr. PIERCE (after having voted in the negative). I have just been 
informed that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], with whom 
I have a general pair, has been compelled to leave the Chamber on ac- 
count of indisposition. . Therefore I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 30; as follows: 


No, I will not offer any amendment if it has 


I am paired with the 
I am paired with the Sen- 


YEAS—21, 
Bate, George, Paddock, Vance, 
Berry, Gorman, Paseo, Vest, 
Blodgett, Gray, Payne, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pugh, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Colquitt, McPherson, Reagan, 

NAYS—30. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Allen, Dolph, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Allison, Edmunds, Manderson, Squire, 
Blair, Evarts, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Cameron, Frye, Moody, Teller, 
Casey, Hale, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hawley, Power, 
Dawes, Higgins, Sanders, 

\BSENT—33. 

Barbour, Eustis. Kenna, Stockbridge, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Morgan, Turpie, 
Brown, Faulkner, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Builer, Gibson, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Call, Harris, Pierce, Wilson of Md. 
Carlisle, Hearst, Plumb, Wolcott. 
Chandler Hoar, Quay, 
Daniel, Ingalis, Spooner, 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 14, line 22, after the word ‘‘ parian’”’ 
to strike out ‘‘and;’’ so as to read: 

100. China, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery ware, includ- 
ing plaques, ornaments, toys, charms, vases, and statuettes, painted, tinted, 


stained, enameled, printed, gilded, or otherwise decorated or ornamented in 
any manner, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was,in the same paragraph, after the word 
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‘*manner,”’ in line 1, on page 15, to strike out ‘‘sixty’’ and insert 
** fifty-five;”’ so as to read: 
Fifty-five per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What is that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Committee 
on Finance, in line 1, page 15. The Chair will again put the question 
on the amendment, if desired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I simply wish to express my opposition to that 
amendment, and to say that I should vote against it if I thought it 
would be of any avail. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say for myself thatin my judgment 
the reduction ought not to be made. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to hear what the Senators on the 
other side have to say. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What I have to say is, that in my judgment the 
reduction ought not to be made. 

Mr. CULLOM. The reduction made by 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from New York does not speak for 
the committee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I donot attempt tospeak for the committee, though 
I shall not vote against the amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. That isa reduction of 5 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The committee report to strike out 60 per ceut. 
and insert 55 per cent.; and in line 4 to strike out 55 per cent. and in- 
sert 50 per cent. Since I have stated my objection to the reduction, I 
wish to say that I believe that this industry has been one of the most 
remarkable developments in the history of our country or in the history 
of any country. 

Thirty years ago the high class of wares here protected by this bill 
were scarcely made in the United States, and now they are made so 
cheaply in New Jersey, Ohio, and some other places that they sell for 
less than one-third of what they cost twenty or thirty years ago. I 
think this is the kind of industry above all others that ought to be pro- 
tected by a stiff duty at present. 

The manufacturers of this ware in Ohio report to me that it is made 
in great quantities and that this reduction of duty will almost drive 
them out of their business. “They complain of it very bitterly, and I 
believe that their complaints are just; and yet I know the change in 
value of these articles has been so great within the last twenty or 
thirty years that they sell now a set of two hundred pieces, at from 
ten to twenty dollars, of excellent ware fit for any table, and smaller 
sets for less money than that. 

I believe that this duty ought to be maintained for a short time, un- 
til our manufacturers have established their industry more thoroughly 
and better. They are now supplying the great body of the domestic 
market, and they will develop and establish an industry in this coun- 
try which will be remarkable. Some of their ware is shown, espe- 
cially that made in Cincinnati, as works of art, and some of it was ex- 
hibited in the late Paris Exposition and took prizes. Here is an in- 
dustry just in its development which will be checked in its growth by 
a reduction of this kind. However, as the majority of the Committee 
on Finance are against me, all I can do is simply to say that the re- 
duction is against my judgment, and I therefore shall vote against the 
amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I had a letter from a gentleman in Boston, a part 
of which I beg to read. He does not agree with the Senator from Ohio 
and the Senator from New York, evidently. It is dated Boston, July 
28, 1890, 

My object in writing you is to call your attention to Schedule B in the tariff 
bill now before the Senate, page 15, in the tabulated report, which, while the 
Finance Committee have made a slight reduction from the McKinley bill, does 
not meet the increase incurred by the customs administrative bill. 

In reading the debate on Friday between Mr. McPHERSON and Mr. ALLISON, 
the latter admitted that the increase by the customs administrative bill was 
severest on the earthenware and glass schedule, and admitted that if a motion 
were made to reduce these articles he might sympathize with it. 

I will point out wherein a good claim can be made, changing the classification 
even if the rates can not be reduced. My point is that as china is the ware of 
the millionaire and earthenware or crockery, socalled, the ware of the million, 
paragraph 100 should include only china, porcelain, parian, and bisque, and 
that earthen, stone, and crockery ware should be erased. The fact is, what is 
called printed creckery or earthen ware is now the common ware used by the 
masses, particularly the farmers, as it costs but a trifle more than the ordinary 
white ware, The classification and rates in the tariff prior to the change in 1883 


(when duty was in 1583 taken off packages)—the rate was advanced from 40 
to 55 on white and from 40 to 60 on printed earthenware to compensate for the 


the committee ? 


difference made by freeing packages from dpty. Now, in fairness, when 
duty has been reimposed on packages,why could not the old rates of 40 per cent. 
on white and printed earthenware be resumed; at all events, decorated earth- 
enware, which includes the ware used by the million,be classed the lower rate, 


and jeave china, porcelain, parian, and bisqw® only in the higher rate? 


In pursuance of the suggestion of that letter —— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator state the name of the writer? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Jerome Jones is his name, and I happen to 
know him very well. I move to transpose the sentences of this para- 
graph so that the classification will be changed in this way: 

100. China, porcelain, parian, bisque, plaques, ornaments, toys, charms, vases, 


and statuettes, painted, tinted, stained, enameled, . or otherwise 
decorated or ornamented iu any manner, 55 per cent. ad valorem, 


Then I propose to transpose the w “earthen, stone, and crock- 
ery ware’’ so that they will come in on line 2 of page 15, and precede 
the words ‘‘if plain white and not ornamented or decorated in any 
manner, 50 per cent. ad valorem;’’ and I propose to reduce that to 
40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As stated by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHer- 
MAN], within twenty years the price of crockery probably has decreased 
50 per cent., if not 66% per cent. The result is that under this ad 
valorem rate of duty the protection has decreased in the same propor- 
tion. If, when this duty was imposed, there had been any way to fix 
a specific rate, when we came in here with a bill and proposed to re- 
duce that rate to 50 per cent. it would have been conceded on all sides 
as being a remarkable reduction, but the duty is cut in two by the 
competition between the American and European manufacturers, and 
by American competition. More than one-half of the protection to these 
people has been forced down upon many lines of goods two-thirds. 
Therefore it is that I think, notwithstanding al! the increase or the 
incidental benefits to come from the administrative bill, this reduction 
should not be made. 

Mr. BUTLER. What does the Senator from New York say in reply 
to the proposition which I submitted to change the classification ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam opposed toit. The reduction upon this rate 
of duty, in effect, by the triumph of the industry alone, has been a 50 
per — one, and in some instances a two-third reduction; and that is 
enough. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the Senator proposes to classify the common 
stone and crockery ware with the china, porcelain, parian, and bisque ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. So far as I am concerned, I think we have made all 
the division that it is profitable to make with reference to the admin- 
istrative bill. I do not think it would be wise to make another one. 

Mr. BUTLER. In the debate the other day I understood the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to say that the difference resulting from 
the administrative bill wasabout 10 or 15 per cent. additional. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There are certain lines of goods, perhaps, in which 
that reduction occurs, as in respect of frail goods, those requiring ex- 
pensive packages, liable to injury, etc. But upon these lines of crock- 
ery I imagine that does not prevail to any very great extent. I shall 
support the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. I derive my information from the Senator from Iowa 
and the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. HISCOCK. So far as I am concerned, in respect to the commit- 
tee amendments, it is my purpose to support the amendments even if 
they do not in all instances illustrate my views. 

Mr. PADDOCK. LIunderstood the Senator to say that the wares 
described in the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina are 
not lower-priced wares than others in the same paragraph. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You can not tell whether that is so or not. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is presumably so. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, it depends upon the material of which the 
article is made, and so many things enter into it that it is utterly im- 
possible to tell. So I say in the preparation of the bill we have made 
the only distinction that can be made after the most careful investi- 
gation of the question and receiving the views of Treasury officials 
and experts; and you can not draw any other line. 

Mr. BUTLER. TheSenatorhas given no good reason, at least nosuch 
reason as satisfies my judgment, that this change of classification should 
not be made. He admits, as I understand, that one class of these 
goods, the earthen, stone, and crockery ware, the common ware used by 
the million, should be transposed and put in the same category with 
the ware ‘‘ plain white and not ornamented or decorated in any man- 
ner.”’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do not understand me as having admitted any- 
thing of the kind. I said distinctly, in response to the question of the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Pappock ], that it is impossible to change 
this classification. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why is it impossible? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will not say ‘‘impossible.’’ 

Mr. BUTLER. Why is it not right and practicable? The Senator 
simply gives his opinion and says it is not possible, but he gives no 
reason for it. I have assigned a reason why the transposition should 
be made and the classification should be changed. The Senator says 
it can not be. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
enough to repeat it? 
position. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. My proposition is to leave “china, porcelain, pa- 
rian, and bisque,’’ and then omit the words *‘ earthen, stone, and crock- 
ery ware ”’ and strike out the word ‘‘including,”’ so 4s to read: 

China, porcelain, parian, bisque, plaques, ornaments. toys, charms, vases, 
and statueties, painted, tinted, stained, enameled, printed, gilded, or other- 
wise decorated or ornamented in any manner, 55 per cent, ad valorem, 

Then I propese to transpose the words ‘‘earthen, stone, and crock- 
ery ware,’’ to line 2, on page 15; so as to make it read: 

Earthen, stone, and crockery w plain, white, and not ornamented or deo- 
orated in any manner, 40 per cent. valorem. 

There I propose to reduce the rate. 


What is the reason? Will the Senator be kind 
I did not hear his reason for making the trans- 
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Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will hear me, I think he will find 
that he is mistaken. This classification is the classification of exist- 
ing law. It taxes the highest-priced goods at the highest rateof duty. 
The Senator is probably misled by the use of the words ‘* earthen, 
stone, and crockery ware’’ in line 23. But that, to come under any 
higher rate of duty, must be ‘‘ decorated and ornamented,’’ and he 
probably is aware that stone and earthen ware, as it is called, is the 
very highest-priced of this clasa of articles. 

The earthen and common stone ware and crucibles, when decorated 
and ornamented, are the very highest priced of all thesearticles. They 
are worksof art. The great body of them is made in this country, and 
they are made in Cincinnati under the charge of a lady of accomplish- 
ments and wealth who has made ita matter of taste, and they are very 
expensive, and therefore are classed at a high rate of duty. 

Mr. BUTLER. This gentleman gives a different account of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, He does not refer to ornamental crockery ware. 

Mr. BUTLER. He does; and I will read it again. 

Mr. SHERMAN..~ If the Senator will look at the next paragraph he 
will see that all the other earthenware not decorated is putin ata 
different rate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Here is what this gentleman says, and I have been 
acting upon his information rather than my own: 

The fact is what is called printed crockery or earthen ware is now the com- 
mon ware used by the masses. 

This ought to be classified with the ordinary stoneware and crock- 
eryware in this country, I presume. Ido not propose, in the trans- 

ition I have suggested, to transfer ‘‘ ornaments, toys, charms,’’ etc., 
ut only the earthen, stone, and crockery ware. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from South Carolina propose to 
fix a duty on common earthen, stone, and crockery ware at 40 per 
cent, ad valorem ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I propose to reduce it to 40 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then the effect of his amendment will be to in- 
crease the rate from 25 per cent. to 40 per cent. 

Mr. BUTLER. How is that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Common earthernware is provided for in para- 
graph 99 at 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BUTLER. I see that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the Senator wants to put that up. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no; notatall. Iam confining my observations to 
the paragraph now under consideration, and I have suggested a transpo- 
sition in accordance with the suggestious of the gentleman whose let- 
ter I read, and he has given a very much better reason why this should 
be done than any reason I have heard from the Senator from Rhode 
Island or the Senator from New York why it should not be done. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator oblige me by stating his amendment 
once more? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 
read as follows: 

100, China, porcelain, parian, bisque, plaques, ornaments, toys, charms, vases, 
and statuettes, painted, tinted, stained, enameled, printed, gilded, or otherwise 
decorated or ornamented in any manner, 55 per cent. ad valorem, 

Then transpose the words ‘‘ earthen, stone, and crockery ware,’’ so 
that they will precede the words ‘‘ plain white,’’ in line 2, on page 15, 
and that clause will read: 

Earthen, stone, and crockery ware, plain white, and not ornamented or dec- 
orated in any manner, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. PLATT. May I inquire what the duty would then be upon 
earthen, stone, and crockery ware which was decorated in any man- 
ner? It would be left out entirely, would it not? 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. PLATT. It seems to me so, 

Mr. BUTLER. Then let it read in this way, to meet that diffi- 
culty: 


Earthen, stone, and crockery ware, decorated in any manner. 


I think that will get around the difficulty suggested by tha Senator 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has the committee’s amendment been acted on? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not yet been acted on. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, while this committee amendment re- 
duces the duty on this class of goods 5 per cent., in view of the cus- 
toms administrative law, even if the committee amendment is agreed 


As I propose to change it, the clause will 


to, it increases the duty at least 10 percent., because it is admitted on | 


all hands that the customs administrative law, requiring the cartons 
and coverings to be taxed upon this class of goods, will increase the tax 
atleast 15 per cent., or thereabout. So, if the committee amendment 
fixing the duty at 55 per cent. ad valorem shall be agreed to, add 15 per 
cent. under the customs administrative law, and it will make the duty 
under this bill at least 70 per cent. Can anybody want more than 
that? Is that not an exorbitant, an unreasonable, and an unjust rate 
to be imposed upon the articles named in the pending paragraph ? 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, in verification of what has been said by 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] I have here, furnished by 
an importer, the rates of increase under the McKinley administrative 
law for merchandise of this character; that is, earthenware. For in- 
stance, on five to seven opal globes, white, the present duty is 45 per 


ee aw 


cent.; the duty under the McKinley customs administrative law is 77 
percent, That is an increase of 32 per cent. 

There is a long list of items similar to this showing an increase of 
from 10 to 15, 20, 22, 25, and up as high as 32 per cent. under the cus- 
toms administrative law, and the particular schedule we are on now 
should be considered with reference to the increase under the adminis- 
trative law, because that will be acharge upon the goods just as much 
as if it wasimposed in the tariff bill, and that will have to be considered 
by manuiacturers in their purchases and it will result in increasing 
their price to the consumers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question will first be taken on 
the amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. AGLISON. Before the vote is taken, I desire to say a word in 
view of what has been said by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
and the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. It is true, as stated, 
I believe, by the Senator from North Carolina tet VANCE], that up 
to 1883 the duties were 40 and 45 per cent., respectively, on these ar- 
ticles. Then the provision was inserted excluding packages or cartons 
from the dutiable values, and that year we increased the duty from 10 
to 15 per cent. on crockeryware. This year, under the administra- 
tive law, the cartons or coverings are again added to the dutiable value 
of the goods. - “ 

I stated here the other day in a running debate with the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] that in my belief the re-estab- 
lishment of the carton as part of the dutiable value would increase the 
rate from 10 to 15 per cent. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Does the Senator mean to increase the rate 
from 10 to 15 per cent. or the dutiable value from 10 to 15 per cent. ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The dutiable value is perhaps a little higher. I 
mean the rate. I think on more accurate examination since that time 
that I stated that full high, although I stated it upon the authority of 
experts in the Treasury, and not from any knowledge of my own. 

It is true, as theSenator from Ohio states, that this particular mana- 
facture of crockery has had in a few years a most remarkable develop- 
ment, That development has gone on under the rate of duty fixed 
prior to 1883 and by the increase of 1853. It has somewhat changed 
its locality. The center of that development now is in the State of 
Ohio. They have there some facilities not enjoyed even by the people 
of New Jersey in the manufacture of crockery, and especially in the 
matter of fuel, which is a very essential part, as I understand, of the 
cost of manufacture. They have natural gas in Ohio, and that has 
enabled them to manufacture these articles at a considerable less rate 
than can be done in New Jersey. 

Now, I am willing in this bill and in the votes I shall give here to 
allow reasonable and fair protection to the people who are engaged in 
this industry as well as to those engaged in all other industries; but the 
committee believe, and I believe, that with the cartons added to the 
value of all the packages of crockery, and, in addition to that, the pro- 
vision in the administrative law that no allowance shall be made for 
breakages, the effect will beto increase the duty beyond the 5 per cent. 
reduction that is proposed in this bill on the rate in the existing law, 
and therefore, as other Senators on the committee have stated what 
they have done, as one member of the Committee on Finance I believed, 
and still believe, that the rate of duty fixed here by the committee is a 
just and fair rate. 

I can not vote for the amendment suggested by the Senator from 
South Carolina, because I think the classification that we have here is 
the best classification as respects the cost of production; and therefore 
I hope that the amendments proposed by the committee in this para- 
graph and the following one will be agreed to. I think no injustice 
will be done thereby. 

Mr. BUTLER. In order to meet the point made by the Senator 
from Rhode Island and the Senator from New York, I propose to modify 
my amendment so as to make three classifications instead of two, and the 
paragraph will read then, as I propose to amend it, as follows: 

China, porcelain, parian, bisque, plaques, ornaments, toys, charms, vases, 
and statuettes, painted, tinted, stained, enameled, printed, gilded, or other- 
wise decorated or ornamented in any manner, 55 per cent. ad valorem. 

Strike out the words ‘‘ earthen, stone, and crockery ware, including,’’ 
and at the beginning of the next sentence insert the following: 


Earthen, stone, and crockery ware, decorated or ornamented in any manner, 


45 per cent. ad valorem; if plain white and not ornamented or decorated in any 
manner, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


That would seem to carry out the idea of the Senator from Iowa and 


| would appear to me to be a correct classification of this line of goods. 


It puts the china, the porcelajn, etc., at 55 percent., which he says he 
thinks is about fair. 1t puts the earthenware, decorated or otherwise 
ornamented, at 45 per cent., which certainly can not be classified with 
the finer china, etc., and it puts the plain white at 40 per cent. Ac- 


| cording to the Senator’s own statement, it would seem in common rea- 


son that that would be protection enough for any industry, and yet 
the cost would be somewhat lighter, very little 1 admit, to the con- 
sumer, and I therefore modify my amendment in that way. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I only desire to say one word further in respect to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from South Carolina. I recall 
the discussion of this question once before in the House of Representa- 
tives at a previous session of Congress, and I recall, in connection with 
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that discussion, the fact that there is no expert likely to be employed 
by the Government to pass upon these goods who can tell the differ- 
ence between china and earthern ware. It is impossible. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is a difference, is there not? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose there is; but so far as sight and all the 
examination that you can give them is concerned, it is impossible to 
tell the difference. I remember on that occasion the two classes of 
goods were presented and exhibited as they were decorated and fin- 
ished, and you could not tell them apart. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is no justification for imposing this enormous 
tax upon them—none on the face of the earth. I ask a vote on my 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the vote will 
first be taken on the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to submit a motion at the proper time to put 
these duties back to what they were in 1883; that is, on the decorated 
articles to strike out ‘'55’’ and insert ‘‘45,”’ and on the plain tostrike 
out ‘50’ and insert *‘40.’’ ° 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proper time for the Senator to 
move his amendment would be now, if he desires to change the rate 
proposed by the committee. 

Mr. VEST. That was my impression, and I make that motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. What becomes of my amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be considered afterward. 

Mr. VEST. I move, on page 15, line 2, to strike out ‘‘55 per cent.’’ 
and insert ‘‘ 45 per cent.,’’ and then strike out ‘‘50,’’ in the last line 
of the paragraph, and insert ‘‘ 40,”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator proceeds I want to make one 
statement, and that is that prior to 1885 internal transportation was 
added to the dutiable cost of the goods, which is not included in this 
aan so that one element that existed prior to 1883 is not found in this 

ill. 


Mr. VEST. You say that inland freight is not included ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Inland freight. 

Mr. VEST. Not included ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not included in this bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not in this bill nor in the administrative law. 
Mr. VEST. In the McKinley bill ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In neither bill. 

Mr. VEST. I understood that inland freight was included. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not included. 

Mr. VEST. Let that be as it may, I want to say in regard to these 


duties, that no portion of the tariff system exhibits more conspicuously 
its leading features as they are applied by the dominant party than in 
this particular paragraph. No taxation has increased so rapidly as 
that upon queensware and earthernware. During theinfancy of this 
industry the duty was 10 per cent. ; during the war it was increased to 
40 per cent. ; and in 1883, when the tariff billof that year was passed, 
it was put at 40 and 45 per cent. on the two grades mentioned in this 
paragraph. 

When the duty on cartons was taken off, then a compensatory duty 
was given to manufacturers as we find it under the existing law, mak- 
ing the duties 50 and 55 per cent. respectively. If any Senator will 
take the trouble to refer to the Tariff Commission report he will find 
that was the reason assigned why this increase of duty was given to 
the manufacturer, and, as a matter of course, it was considered then 
by the framers of the tariff bill that 10 per cent. was the amount of 
duty which was necessary to compensate the manufacturers by reason 
of this legislation in regard to packages, casings, and cartons. 

Now, unless it is intended to increase the duty in favor of a busi- 
ness which has flourished in an extraordinary degree, as all Senators 
have stated and as all will admitin fair justice and right, when we re- 
verse our action as to cartons and casings we ought to bring this duty 
back to the old rate of 1883. Instead of that, the McKinley bill as it 
comes from the House makes no reduction at all. It amounts in its 
provisions to an increase of at least 15 per cent., and that is done by 
simply declining or refusing to put back the duty to what it was in 
1883, after we had reversed our action legislatively as to cartons and 
casings. There can be no dispute about that. 

Now the Senate Finance Committee comes in and reduces the duty 
5 per cent., from 60 to 55 per cent., and says that is done in order to 
make up the increase by reason of our change as to cartons and casings. 
[ shall be obliged to any Senator who will deny the statement that 
in 1883 the increase was 10 per cent. to the manufacturer by reason of 
our legislation then in taking oft.the duty on casings and cartons. 
Unless we propose to increase this duty upon a flourishing manufact- 
ure, which, according to the Senator from Ohio, is producing to-day 
all sorts of queensware of the very best quality and at the lowest 
rates—unless we intend to increase this duty at least 10 per cent., even 
with the reduction of 5 per cent. in the Senate bil], we ought to put 
back the duty to what it was in 1883. 

If the duty is to be increased, let us do it openly and in a fair, 
manly, American way. Do not let us do it under the guise of the ad- 


ministrative law. 
stated then—I now ask Senators to appeal to the Reconp—that— 
When the tariff bill comes here there will be no reduction of duties by reason 


I opposed that bill on the floor of the Senate, and I 


of our passing the administrative bill. 
will be the same. 

We were told by the friends of the administrative bill that the re- 
sult would show us there would bea decrease. They said: ‘‘ Pass this 
bill, and then in the tariff bill we will take into consideration our legis- 
lation in regard to cartons and casings and bring back the old duties,’’ 
and the very thing has happened that I knew would happen. They 
are now undertaking to iucrease this duty at least 10 per cent. My 
friend from Tennessee says 15, but I will put it at 10 per cent., and 
they are doing it by virtue of the administrative law. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is more likely 25 per cent. than 15. 

Mr. VEST. I donot know. I have here a calculation made by a 
gentleman, but he includes the inland freight. I will submit it to the 
Senate. He takes white graniteware, which is in large use through- 
out the country, and he says: 

A crate now sells for $69, or $3 off for cash. 
are: 


i SE aise cscncivtcnninbictsnsictsnsescrsicintinnnisacesininetiseninninntveiatieentimibidialiin $26. 37 
ORE, ED GE BOT oocecn cccecasesvervesevecesnesoinen eequséauncoqunampesmmnvenennsenansnppegnabnnnmnen, aie 
ee SUIIIEL TINIE 0.0 scnusnisenigumetinmphmenenpiaiatieemantindensiitcesbeanment’ in 
SEINE TNIEEINT hednebin cused ccohedesnctisisemnns bhuppbennen sedanh commemmisinneasanmnsnb thea seaaetee 4. 
TIED aibciv ncaa ‘ecient cotinamiccimisctnaghtbapanne snttnuen naniionitetategmaivainaipseniiies ° 


Total... - 51.92 


That would make, under this calculation, an increase of 23 per cent. 
But, put itat 15 per cent., or put it at 10 per cent., and here is an in- 
erease upon an industry that, according to the statements made upon 
the other side of the Chamber, is in the most flourishing condition, 
notwithstanding the strong competition. 

This interest is centered in two localities in the United States. One 
is in Trenton, N. J., and the other is in East Liverpoo), Ohio, in the 
district represented by Mr. McKintey. It has been stated by the 
public press—I have made, of course, no personal examination—that 
these interests in Trenton and East Liverpool are in a combination to 
keep up the prices; in other words, a trust; and I saw but the other 
day a statement that an English syndicate had undertaken to buy out 
some of these establishments in East Liverpool, and when the state- 
ment was made as to their profits to the Englishmen, it was 20 per 
cent,, and one paper, a Cincinnati paper, stated the profits at 22 per 
cent. 

But I know beyond question that there is no industry in the United 
States which is to-day in a more flourishing condition than the manu- 
facturers of the articles which areincluded in this paragraph of the bill. 
Unless Senators desire to make this increase, and if they were in ear- 
nest as to their statements in the debate on the administrative law they 
will vote for my motion and put these duties to where they were in 
1883. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. In 1882, in the tables made by Mr. Strauss, 
one of the importers who appeared before the Committee on Finance 
during the present session of Congress, this statement appears: 

On October 14, 1882, the merchants, importers, and dealers in earthenware, 
glassware, china, and toys caused to be addressed to the Tariff Commission, 
then sitting at Philadelphia, in answer to a general request for information, a 
document which is printed in volume 2, page 2291, of the Tariff Commission 
Report of 1882, from which I quote: 

** We ask for the abrogation of duty on packing charges, etc., because on the 
lower grades of white and printed earthenware, majolica, and Bohemian giass- 
ware, on which the nominal duty is 40 per cent., the actual duty collected on 
the cost of the goods amounts to from 70 to 80 per cent.,and we have every rea- 
son to believe that none outside of those who are engaged in the importation 
business have, and even those who enacted the laws Eeapestiog thereto had, 
the remotest idea of how onerous the packing charges, inland freight, etc., bear 
on the original cost of the goods.”’ 

In volume 1, pages 12 and 13, Report of Tariff Commission of 1882, the Tariff 
Commission, in explaining their action with respect to Schedule B, earthen- 
ware and glassware, state : 

‘On white and printed earthenware, and on white and decorated china, por- 
celain, and parian ware, the committee recommends an increase of duty in 
each instance of 15 per cent., etc. 

‘This recommendation as to increase of duties is largely more apparent than 
real, A duty of 40 per cent. under the present tariff is substantially equal to a 


duty of 50 per cent. on these goods with the proposed abolition of dutiable 
charges." 


You will find the duties on queensware 


The items which make up the cost 
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In other words, it seems to me the concensus of opinion is that the 
customs administrative law will add at least 10 percent. to the rate of 
duty. I had not thought myself that it would amount to quite as 
much as that.‘ I had thought it would amount to at least 15 per cent. 
added to the dutiable cost; and, to make thatappear a little plainer 
and more apparent, if, for instance, a package of goods cost so much, 
the administrative law, by reason of the imposition ofa duty upon the 
packages, adds 15 per cent. to the cost of that package; whereas the 
rate of duty being only 55 or 60 per cent., it would be 55 or 60 per cent. 
in addition. 

But, upon the whole, there is another view to take of it, one that 
has been expressed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. The 
internal charges in this case, I believe, are now removed and the dam- 
age allowance, which has amounted to quite a good deal on goods of 
this kind, where a good deal of breakage necessarily ensues. 

My opinion about the whole matter is that upon the part of the para- 
graph found in line 2, page 15, where the present rate of duty being 
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60 per cent. the House fixed it at 60 per cent., and the Senate pro- | Louis Hinrichs, and Bennett B. Schneider, and here are the figures 
poses a rate of duty of 55 per cent., I should say a rate of duty of 50 | which they made as to the operations of this bill, which the committee 
per cent. would at least allow 10 per cent. on that to be made up by | calls a reduction: 
the customs administrative law to make it eyual to the present rate of | On white English earthenware the present duty is 55 per cent., and 
duty and a corresponding reduction on the second one. 3 under the effect of the McKinley administrative bill it will be from 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has proposed even a lower | 66} to 70 per cent., and the same when the McKinley bill passes. On 
rate of duty. Ido not know but that the industries may even stand | decorated English earthenware the present duty is 60 per cent., and 
that. As I said before, I have not had any man engaged in the manu- | under the administrative and the present tariff bill it will be 68 to 75 
facture of pottery and chinaware in the State of New Jersey (notwith- | per cent. On white china, Bohemian, the present duty is 55 per cent., 
standing there are hundreds of them there) who has said to me that he | and that will become 70. 
was at all dissatisfied with the rate of duty he is now receiving; and when On decorated china, Bohemian, the present daty is 60 per cent., and 
you come to add to that rate the additional protection which the cus- | that will become from 75 to 80 per cent. Thuringia china, the duty 
toms administrative law affords that means at least 10 percent. There- | on which is 60 per cent.,will become 75 per cent. Bisque figures, the 
fore, I shall be periectly willing to vote for the rate of duty of 50 per | duty on which is now 60 per cent., will then become 71 per cent. On 
cent. upon the first class instead of 55 per cent.; and 45 percent. on the | toy tea-sets, on which the duty is now 35 per cent., the duty will be- 


second, instead of 50 per cent. I believe the Senator from Missouri | come 52 per cent. under the administrative law, and under the proposed 
proposes 5 per cent. lower on both. McKinley bill 90 per cent. 


Mr. VEST. Yes, I propose to make the rates 40 and 45 per cent. re- When the Senate Finance Committee give us a reduction of from 55 
spectively. to50 per cent. in one case and from 60 to 55 in the other—5 per cent.— 
Mr. McPHERSON. In 1883 the importers had the benefit of the | they say they have made a reduction, and the committee tell us that 


damage allowance. Now they have no such benefit. Thataffords an | they have compensated in this way for the increase which was made 
additional amount of protection, of course, to the manufacturer, for, | by the administrative law. That is not the case if the figures sub- 
if the importer, by reason of the transportation, should lose a certain | mitted by these intelligent merchants are correct. The duties still 
percentage of his goods, for which the Government will allow him | remain after the Senate amendments have been adopted, an increase 
nothing, he must either abandon the goods under the proposed law to | of some 10 per cent. over and above the old rates. 

the Government or pay the full rate of duty, which would be equiva- Mr. President, if we have had this protection so long and if this 
lent to adding certainly an additional protection upon the goods of | infant, instead of being satisfied and going to sleep and giving the 
domestic manufacture. family no more trouble, still clamors for more food the older it gets, I 

Another thing to be taken into consideration is that there has been | think it is time to stop it, and I know of no better point than this at 
a great deal of undervaluation in these goods. As I think, under the | which to stop this taxation. 
existing conditions, under the customs administrative law, with the The articles embraced in these items here are those which appear on 
new system of appraisement—and from the decisions of these appraisers | the table of every poor man in the United States of America, the 
there is no appeal whatever—that would be equivalent to adding, per- | ware irom which he and his family eat their dinners; they are to be 
haps, 5 per cent. additional protection to the home manufacturer, be- | found in every cottage, in every log cabin in the UnitedStates. And, 
cause certainly 5 per cent. would not be an extreme undervaluation. | notwithstanding the congratulations of the Senator from Ohio upon 

It will be noticed by those who are familiar with the customs ad- | constantly reducing the price of crockeryware used by the people, 
ministrative law that really there is a margin of 10 per cent. allowed | under the influence of this tariff, I venture the assertion that within 
for undervaluation even before the penalties begin to operate, and in | the last forty years, since this high tariff was imposed, the people have 
most cases of the importations of goods the importers have availed | paid enough money, over and above the natural and normal price of 
themselves of all that that advantage gives them. Consequently there | this ware, for which it could have been bought but for the tariff, to 
is a train of conditions, made up of all the things I have named, which | buy all the crockeryware that the people ot the United States will 
goes to assist the domestic manufacturer as against the importer and | use for the next twenty-five years, and pay for it. 
the foreign manufacturer of these goods. Last year the duties were nearly three millions and a half that were 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from | paid upon crockeryware. Now, run that into forty years, and you 
Missouri to the amendment of the committee will be stated. will have some idea of the vast amount of money which has been taken 

The CuieF CLERK. On page 15, line 1, in paragraph 100, it is pro- | from the people of these United States, year after year, for the com- 
posed to strike out ‘‘ sixty’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-five;’’ so as to read: mouest article of necessity, without which they could not keep house, 

100, China, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery ware. in- | and the profits from which have been poured into the pockets of man- 
cluding plaques, ornaments. toys, charms, vases, and statuettes, painted, | yfacturers over and above the normal price. 

- —_ tied. SmEeer If that money all went into the Treasury of the United States it 
: would be bad enough then; but it does not go into the Treasury of the 
United States. I have no figures showing the relative amount of the 
domestic manufacture and the foreign importation of crockeryware of 
| the kind we are discussing, but I have no doubt that the articles of do- 

| mestic manufacture are two or three times as great as the foreign, and 

| when you add all that taxation together, why, sir, if the people of the 
United States had this money now, they could lay ina supply of crock- 
eryware that would last them until the youngest child now in the 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I wish to add my protest against the | country was dead and buried. ms 
expression that is constantly made here, and asseverated time after | Let us seek for some means of raising the revenues for the Govern- 
time until it is almost assumed to be a fact, that the reduction in the | ment besides imposing these great and enormous duties upon the arti- 
cles in common use by the people. Let us invoke some of the intel- 
ligence and ability which are possessed by American statesmen to dis- 
cover means and articles upon which taxes can be imposed without 
distressing the poor. 

If we are to continue in this line, I should like to ask some Senator 
when there is a prospect of coming toanend. The Senator from New 
York [Mr. Htscock ] said he hoped and believed that if this protection 
were continued to this great industry the time would soon come when 
everything that the American people desired could be made at home, 
but he did not fix the time. He was a prophet too cautious of his rep- 
utation ever to consult an almanac concerning the happening of his 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Ifthere be no objection, thisamend- 
ment and the one following in the same paragraph will be considered 
as one question. The second amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the same paragraph, line 4, page 15, it is | 
proposed to strike out ‘‘fifty-five’’ and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so as to read: 


If plain white, and not ornamented or decorated in any manner, 49 per cent. 
ad valorem. 


price of articles which have declined so much in recent years has been | 
brought about in consequence of the high tariff taxation which has 
been imposed upon them. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] congratulated us and the 
country upon the fact that the price of crockeryware had constantly 
gone down in this country, all under the influence of a high protective 
tariff, as a matter of course, not adverting to the fact that it had gone 
down in all other parts of the world even more than here, and not ad- 
verting to the further remarkable fact that although, as stated by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. VesT], nearly one hundred years ago this | 
industry began with 10 per cent. protective duty, as the price has gone 
down that protective duty has gone up like a double-back-action- | prediction. No man has ever fixed the time. When the first protec- 
rotary-cut-and-come-again pump. As the duty went up the price of | tionist who was born in the United States began the clamor for public 
the article came down, until the price of the article is now about where | pap one hundred years ago, hesaid the same thing: ‘‘ Give us 10 per 
the duty was when it started, and the duty is about where the price | cent. and we shall soon be able to supply all the domestic wants and 
was when it started. to dispense with taxation. It isonly a temporary food that we require 

Mr. DAWES. That is a good way to break down prices. in our infancy.’’ But the older they get the more they clamor for pro- 

Mr. VANCE. The only reduction that I find in this schedule pro- | tection; and here after the termination of one hundred years, at a time 
posed by the committee is what logicians call the reductio ad absurdum ; | when the land is almost covered with manufacturing establishments of 
that is, a reduction from about 50 per cent. to 65, 68, and 70 per cent. | this article, and when, as the Senator from Ohio told-us, many of the 
It is the old case of being kicked upstairs. [Laughter. ] products of our factories are being exhibited everywhere as specimens 

The importers, a body of as intelligent business gentlemen as I have | of high art for the admiration of the world, still there is no cessation of 
ever had the pleasure of meeting with, who appeared before the Com- | this clamor for increased taxation, and, instead of letting down a little, 
mittee on Fimance, gave us some estimates of the effect and operation | we find that, under one pretext or another, the protective duties are 
of this bill upon the articles in which they dealt, Messrs. Isidor Strauss, | gradually climbing up, and climbing up under false and fraudulent 
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pretenses, or any way so they get up and so that the manufacturers reap 
the benefit of them. 

Mr. President, when are we going to stop? Is there any statesman 
in the Republican party gifted with that sight which can pierce the 
curtain of the future and look into the coming ages and tell us when, 
in the providence of God, if the earth still continues to move in its or- 
bit around the sun, we may hope that the manufacturers of pottery and 
crockery ware in New Jersey and Ohio will be able to stand alone like 
other people? I should be glad to hear him, but the prophecy never 
has been made. There never has been a time fixed. It is always in 
the future, and, like to-morrow, it never comes. They will continue 
to delude the people of this country by promises that after awhile, per- 
adventure, please God, perhaps, we shall get along without taxing the 
public for our support. 

Man never is, but always to be blest. 

Judging the future by the past, we nevercan get the taxes upon the 
necessaries of life reduced, because the more we give the manufactur- 
ers, the more they want. Taxation feeds upon itself and increases its 
own appetite as salt herring does the appetite for water. [Laughter. ] 
There is something fatalistic about it. The only way by which we 
can stop is to follow the advice thatis given toa drunkard, not to taper 
off, for that is delusive, but to truncate the thing atonce, and be done 
with it. 

Why, sir, this schedule is enough to make the hair stand on the head 
of a bald-headed man. [Laughter.] Every plate that goes of the 
poor man’s table is taxed at just the same rate, if it falls within this 
description, as is imposed on the costly and magnificent plate on the 
table of the richest maninthecountry. It it is plain white, it is taxed 
50 per cent.; if there is a flower on it, or a stripe, or the figure of a 
strawberry, or a rim around the edge, for the exhibition of that little 
bit of taste and sentimentality the poor man is taxed by an increase of 
duty of 10 per cent. 

if he wants to indulge in anything like sentiment or taste or show 
about his cottage he must pay for it—pay for it, not to support the 
revenues of this Government, but to pay for it as a criminal, because 
he had no business trying to buy anything from anybody but a New 
Jersey or an Ohio manufacturer. That is the punishment which is in- 
flicted upon him. 

Well, Mr. President, pursue this schedule through and you will find 
that a green-glass bottle is taxed at an enormous rate if it comes in 
empty; if it comes in full of something, a liquid that is taxed, then 
the value of the bottle is added to the taxable value of the liquid that 
is in the bottle; and if it comes in filled with some fluid that is admit- 
ted iree of duty, then it is taxed just the same as if it had been sent 
in empty on speculation. Although we may pass the bottle, the bottle 
can not pass without paying a tax. 

Go to glass and look at the windows of the cottages and the palaces 
of this country and you wiil find the common ground cylinder window- 
giass taxed at 107 per cent., and you will find that cathedral glass over- 
head [indicating], used for the palaces of the rich and the public build- 
ings of the country, taxed 45 per cent. What business had that man 
being poor? He had no business to be so poor. If he could have 
bought plate-glass we should have let him have it at a reasonable 
figure; but because he has got a little cottage, perhaps with one room 
and one chimney to it, and he wishes, without permitting the door to 
stand wide open, to see God’s sunlight peeping through upon the 
heads of his iittle children, the Government says, ‘* You shall pay 107 
per cent.’’ We can not tax the light, for we can not get any grip upon 
that, but we can tax the window through which the light comes, and 
we will make you pay for that. 

The whole schedule is a disgrace to people who claim to be tinctured 
with a sense of humanity in that it makes a discrimination in favor of 
the rich and against the poor. The same policy of iniquity runs through 
the whole of this tariff bill from one end to the other. Nowhere is it 
provided that from him to whom little is given shall little be required, 
but on the contrary. 

Now, why is it done? There are Senators on that side of the Cham- 
ber possessed of the capacity to show to the satisfaction of all reason- 
able men any fact which exists or any good reason for anything they 
do; but in all the course of my service here, though again and again 
in every tariff discussion I have challenged this principle of discrimina- 
tion against the poor and this imposition of higher duties upon the 
articles used by the poor than upon those used by the rich—I have 
challenged it, I say, and called for an explanation, but I never yet have 
heard any Senator rise in his place and say why this thing was done. 

If it was for any reason that pertains to matters of state they would 
only be too glad to say it; if it was for any sentimental reason affect- 
ing our humanity they would be swift4o give the explanation; but it 
is simply because owing to the way in which there is competition be- 
tween the foreign manulacturers of these low-priced articles and the 
manufacturers of the domestic articles which compete that it is neces- 
sary for the pockets of the manufacturers here to make this discrim- 
ination; and they are ashamed to avow it. If that is not the reason, 
then, Mr. President, I shall be very glad for the true reason to be as- 
signed, and will make my acknowledgment humbly to any Senator 
who will convince me that I have done injustice. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I did intend to reply to some of 
the observations of my friend from North Carolina. I think I can 
auswer some of them, but I will not do so if we can have a vote now. 
I shall not delay theSenate. Iam periectly willing that the vote shall 
be taken. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I have a little contribution that I want 
to make to this discussion in the shape of a letter written to me by a 
dealer in the kind of ware which is under diScussion. I am well ac- 
quainted with one of the members of the firm. It does business in 
St. Joseph, Mo., and in Atchison, Kans., under the title of the Regnier 
and Shoup Crockery Company. At the close of the letter, in which the 
question of the duties upon crockery found in this bill are discussed 
at some length, which I wiil not detain the Senate to read, this occurs: 

To-day we paid over $1,000 in duties to the custom-house in this city, and we 


pay many thousands of dollarsaunually. Upon one item I note the following 
difference: 


Paid to-day $16.40; August 1, duty will be $33.32. 

That is on account of the passage of the administrative customs bill. 

When the McKinley bill passes will be $57.12, over 300 per cent. additional, 

Then the writer proceeds to say: 

The American manufacturers in our lines have all grown immensely rich 
within fifteen or twenty years. An investigation by you will prove it. They 
require a reasonable, decent amount of protection, and have had it; and, hay- 
ing prospered under it, what occasion is there for giving them more? As con- 
cerns wool, lumber, and ali other lines affected, I confess I am not informed, 
but the avenues are open to investigation by the lawmakers. But concerning 
the crockery, glassware, toy, and cutlery lines, I know the acts referred to are 
wrong. Personally we will make haps from $10,000 to $20,000 by the change, 
but I beg to impress you with the fact that the masses of the people are being 
made the sufferers. 

Mr. President, the argument by which this increase of duty is justi- 
fied is that under high protection prices have gone down, and logically, 
therefore, the higher the duties the lower the prices to consumers. 
The argument for putting up duties 300 per cent., 200 per cent,, 100 per 
cent., 25 per cent., or 10 per cent. would, of course, be stronger if it were 
proposed to put them up ten times more. 

The whole tendency of civilization is the reduction of the prices ot 
everything which results from human labor, and to claim that the tariff 
has been the sole or the main factor in the reduction of prices of manu- 
factured goods is to ignore all the forces of civilization. The American 
people are entitled to have cheap goods if competition can bring that 
about, ° 

Now, these people have been making this class of goods for many 
years, and every time we have touched the tariff we have put up the 
duty for them. They have had the benefit of years of experience, of 
ample capital, of unrivaled natural facilities, and ot the best market 
in the world. When is the time coming when the pecple at large can 
get some benefit out of the establishment of these industries? Just as 
fast as we get to that point where we may expect that natural compe- 
tition will do its work and prices will go down to the consumer, these 
people come in and say ‘‘ We need more duties,’’ and up the duties go, 
whereby the progress of prices downward is arrested. I say the people 
of the United States ought to have their inning some time, and I think 
that time has come now. 

These duties, Mr. President, do not strike luxuries. I know the 
time has been, within the recollection of all of us, when painted or 
decorated ware upon the table of any person except a person over- 
rich was a rarity. But the people have progressed in their tastes and 
in their ability to buy, until now the articles of chinaware which we 
are providing for in the schedule under consideration go of necessity 
upon the tables of all, rich and poor. What was once an article of 
luxury has become a necessity. 

Therefore, whatever we add to these Cuties is added to the burden 
which the great mass of the people have to bear, and it is not a burden, 
I beg you to observe, to be borne in accordance with the ability to bear. 
It is practically a per capita tax. A man on his farm uses nearly as 
much chinawareof this kind as Vanderbiltin his palace. It is notim- 
posing duties upon the theory which has been heretofore advocated in 
regard to these tariff duties, putting them upon the luxuries, but it is 
putting them upon the necessaries of life, whereby the burden is borne 
by all the people of the United States, while according to the further 
terms of this bill the men who are wealthy and who use articles which 
are indeed articles of luxury escape high taxes. ‘ 

Mr. President, I do not say this with any view that it is going to 
affect the vote of the Senate. I conceive that the forces are so organ- 
ized that this bill is to go through substantially as it came from the 
committee. It was foretold by a newspaper which is authority on this 
subject, published in the great State of Pennsylvania, and I read from 
it for the purpose of showing the view which is taken upon these sol- 
emn questions, upon questions affecting the burden ‘which the law is 
to put upon the peoplein certain quarters. The articleis headed ‘‘ No 
delay in the Senate.’’ It goes on to state confidently that the Senate 
is going to put the bill through as rapidly asthe House did. The House 
considered, I think, 16 pages of this bill. I do not think that it got as 
far along with the schedules as we are now. 

Mr. ALLISON. We are on the fifteenth 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Iowa says we are on the fifteenth 
page. The House did get along one page further. It was expected, 
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according to this newspaper, that the Senate would take it up and bolt 
it, so to speak, as the House had done. This article went on to say in 
the concluding paragraph: 

When compared with the vital importance of a speedy settlement of the tar- 
iff, the question of the precise rate of duty in any particular schedule and the 

estion whether any small and comparatively unimportant article shall be on 
the free or the dutiable list is todigntiionnt Republican Senators are not likely 
tosquabble over these minor particulars when the great principle of protection 
is at stake. 

Mr. President, one reading that article who is not posted about the 
legislation of this country might well have supposed that there was no 
tariff law on the statute-book and never had been, when we know 
these people have had at the hands of the American Congress substan- 
tially what they have asked heretofore, and have a tariff law now upon 
the statute-book put there by a Republican Congress, fashioned alter 
the report of a Republican tariff commission, designed and calculated 
to be helpful to the manufacturers of this country in giving them sub- 
stantially what they asked. Yet, so far is that from satisfying these 
people that now another bill is to be put through without debate, if 
so be that it can be brought about, upon the theory that the country 
is hungering and thirsting for more tariff Jegislation and higher duties 
after having had all heretofore that the manufacturers have asked for. 
Naturally it is felt that the less discussion the greater certainty that 
the interests of the manutacturers and not those of the consumers would 
be looked after. 

Mr. President, I believe in so distributing the duties which become 
necessary for the purpose of raising revenue to carry on the Govern- 
ment as to equalize the conditions existing between the manufacturers 
of this country and those abroad. If I were in doubt I would resolve 
that doubt in favor of American manufacturers, but if I knew what 
the exact facts were I would put them on the same footing precisely, 
feeling perfectly assured that the American, with his better skill, his 
keener intellect, would win in the race and that while he was win- 
ning the people would get the manufactured goods which they were 
necessitated to buy at a fair and a reasonable price. 

That, Mr. President, is as far as I would be willing to go, and i be- 
lieve that is in the interest of the manufacturers themselves. I believe 
the country needs competition in manutacturing as in everything else, 
in order that we may have the best skill, the most enterprise contribut- 
ing to bring about the best products at reasonable prices. But by 
putting up duties, giving the manufacturers to understand that, when 
their profits are slack or whenever, their greed increasing with their in- 
creasing wealth, they want more, all they have to do is to come to Uon- 
gress and get it, what expectation or reasonable hope have we that we 
are ever to have the best possible application of skill and enterprise 
and with commensurate results? 

It is not a question of comparison between the days when crockery- 
ware was scarce and high and the present, because, as I said before, 
there has been a constant downward trend of the price of everything 
that has been the result of skilled labor and of the use of machinery, 
and the people are entitled to have such lower prices than prevail 
to-day as a more active competition will bring. 

The farmer and the merchant take their chances of the course of 
trade and business. The farmer takes his chances not only of the price 
in the market of his productions; he also takes the chances of the sea- 
son. If he hasa short crop he must suffer accordingly. It there isan 
overwhelming crop at home or abroad his prices must go down, and he 
has got to take what comes, whether it be ruin or prosperity. 

Tne manulacturer is differently situated. He is not willing to take 
anychance. It there are large importations or other special conditions 
which reduce the prices of the goods he makes he comes to Congress and 
says, ‘‘ Put up the duties in order that this emergent condition may be 
represented in a permanent law of the land and I may be assured good 
profits.’’ He wants it to be understood, and so far he has been led to 
believe, that his profits are to be uniform; at all events they are not 
to decrease; and when they are not satisfactory he comes to Congress 
and asks that duties be increased, too often I fear, too often I know, 
for the good of the people. He may not have bsen wise in his meth- 
ods; he may not have been skillful; he may not have been forceful; he 
may have been the victim of circumstances which would have borne 
down any man. Is the law to blame? 

The law mustdeal with general conditions, and not with special ones. 
Whenever the iaw establishes a duty which will give to the average 
manufacturer equal opportunity with the foreign competitor it has done 
all it ought todo. Beyond that he should take his own chances, just 
as the farmer does, just as the merchant does. Merchants go down; 
farmers faileverywhere. They do not expect tobe exempt trom chances 
of this kind. The manufacturer is the one person who insists that he 
is never to tail so long as laws can be written and passed putting duties 
enough upon the articles which he manufactures to enable him to make 
a profit. 

In 1883, when I came for the first time in an official capacity to 
consider the tariff, I listened with great interest to what the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island said about the fact that we could make in this 
country certain articles which require the least amount of manual la- 
bor and the larger amount of material in competition with people out- 
side. Speaking specially of cotton and woolen goods, we had the raw 
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material, we had some advantages of machinery, etc., and by just as 
much as a small amount of labor entered into the manufacture of these 
goods we had a certain advantage which needed to be supplemented 
only by a moderate imposition of duties. But he said that in the 
higher range of manufacture, goods such as fine silks, fine laces, fine 
wovlen goods, etc., where more skilled labor was needed, we needed 
to put on higher duties. I voted with him in many cases to put on 
higher duties in such cases, as they related to what were luxuries. [ 
believed that the tariff bill then passed was fashioned upon that idea. 

This bill, it seems to me, is fashioned upon the opposite idea, that 
the cheaper the class of goods, the less labor that is employed in mak- 
ing them, the more universal their consumption, the higher the rate of 
duty; the more the article is one of luxury, the less the duty. 

Mr. President, I should be recreant to the duty I owe to my people 
if I should support a proposition of the kind that is involved in this 
schedule. I think I know, not in the sense of the men who do the 
banking for these men, but I know, if external indications mean anything, 
that the pottery-manufacturers of Ohio and New Jersey are wealthy. 
I know they are rich, far beyond the people whom I represent or any 
ofthem. I do not begrudge them their profits. They are good illus- 
trations of what the energy, the enterprise of the American people will 
do. But they have had enough. They ought to be satisfied with the 
market that we have given them, a market which, as I say, and which 
I shall some of these days undertake to prove, they have not taken pos- 
session of as they ought to have done. And I say another thing, Mr. 
President, that if they can make three-quarters of the crockery which 
the people of the United States use at a profit ander the present duty 
they can make the balance of it. Does it lie in the mouth of any mana- 
facturer to say that he can make half a stock of geods cheaper than he 
can make a whole stock; that he can supply 30,000,000 people cheaper 
than he can supply 60,000,000? If these people can take half the 
market for their goods they can take it all. 

But, Mr. President, there is abundant evidence to any one who looks 
about him that they do not care to take all the market, but only to take 
that part of it which yields them the greatest profit. I think I could 
prove, if I had a petit jury and a process for subpcenaing witnesses, 
that they have more or less openly and notoriously and constantly ar- 
ranged with importers so that the importer and manufacturer have 
avoided each other, the importer taking one portion of the market and 
the manufacturer the other, a practical combination which did not take 
into account the interest of the commerce. 

I know, Mr. President, that when the contractor for the construc- 
tion of the State-house at Topeka came to buy steel beams to go into 
that building he found it to his interest to buy in Belgium and pay 
the 103 per cent. duty which the law imposes. Was that because the 
American manu acturer could not furnish the beams? No, because 
he offered to doit. Was it because he could not afford to furnish them 
at the foreign price, with freight and 103 per cent. duty added? Does 
any one believe that? If so, then the duties upon structural iron ought 
to have been increased in this bill. But the manufacturers were in a 
combination, and would only sell at an agreed price, which was far 
above that of the foreign manufacturer, with transportation and duties 
added. 

In other words, they proposed to take the customers whom they could 
eatch ‘‘short,’’ who had not the facilities to buy abroad, from whom 
they could exact an enormous profit, rather than do all the business of 
the people of the United States at a reasonable profit and take posses- 
sion of and maintain this home market which we had given them an 
enormous duty in order that they might do. 

The same was true of the Texas State-house, as I have it from the 
lips of one of the parties who were responsible for its erection. These 
people were not satisfied with a profit that came from 103 per cent. 
duty and foreign transportation, but entered into a combination, still 
maintained as I have reason to believe, whereby they exacted still 
greater prices, prices above the importing point, and if they could not 
get them they would not furnish the goods. 

Mr. President, there is some duty due from the manufacturers as 
well as from the American people. The duty of Congressis to the peo- 
ple, and not to any one class, and whenever the interests of the manu- 
facturers become individual, and not general, our duty is against them, 
and not with them. If when we give them the home market, the 
market of 65,000,000 of the best people there are in the world, of the 
most taste, of the’most enterprise, and of the greatest ability to buy, 
a market composed of people speaking the same tongue with them- 
selves, living under the same laws, reached by the same railroads and 
telegraphs, making no great burdens for collections and the minimum 
risk of loss—if we give this market to them in the name of patriotism 
and of the interésts of the American people, we havea right to demand 
that those interests shall be fully subserved. 

A friend of mine came down here from Chicago a few years ago, ap- 
pealing to the Secretary of the Treasury against the rule of the custom- 
house in that city in regard to certain manufactures of steel which he 
was importing. They were the ordinary tools used by laborers upon 
railroads: a pick, a half-pick, a sledge, a crowbar, a shovel, and so on, 
I said to him, ‘‘ Where do you sell these goods?”’ the minimum duty 
upon which, as I remember now, was 45 per cent. ‘‘Sell them?’’ he 
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‘‘Import them,’’ I said, ‘‘ from 
them through the custom-house at Chicago, pay 
ind send them by rail back to Pittsburgh and se!l 
‘Yes,’? he said. ‘ Do you not understand,’’ heasked, 
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the way of the foreign manufacturer as to other articles on which he 
make satisfactory prolits? 

PLATT. Shovels? 

PILUMB. A shovel was part of the list. I understand that 

American shovel, of which we are all so proud, the Ames shovel, 
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can be bought on the other side of the Rio Grande at from 50 cents to | 


75 cents apiece cheaper than they can be bought for on the north side. 
I have been told so by men whom I consider entirely reputable. 

Mr. PLATT. How much do they cost on the north side? 

Mr. PLUMB. This was some five or six years ago, and as I remem- 
ber the price of the Ames shovel, it was from $1.75 to $2.25. They 
were worth from 50 to 75 cents less on the other side, the Mexican 
according to the statement of a gentleman then engaged in rail- 
road-building, 


Ido not know whether it is true, but I have testimony in my 


ure 
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possession which leads me to believe that the same thing is true now. | 


But I do not speak of that as the most significant thing. I know 
that any American manufacturer, having overmanufactured, will pat 
out a red flag and sell what he has got Jeft at any price that he can 
pet for it. 
ing to them when he comes to sell a little lower, rather than to endow 
the people outside with this opportunity to buy at a low price. 

Mr. DAWES. Does not the Senator know that the English pro- 
ducers are all the time selling in our markets below what it costs 
them, for two reasons: one to get possession of the market and the 
other to break down competition here ? 

Mr. PLUMB. That may Mr. President; I have no doubt 
re is something inthat. Every merchant who goes into business at 
every cross-roads takes the chauces of the bankrupt stocks which may 
turn up in his field of competition after he has bought his regular supply. 
Ile has vot to take that chance. But the manufacturer insists he will 
not take any chances, and so the Carnegies and Joneses, of Pitts- 
burgh, and the Dolans and Dobsons, of Philadelphia, have prospered 
and rich bey 
people of the United States, while they were not filling the market 
which we expected they would fill and had aright to expect they would 
fill when we gave them the duties which the present law imposes, to 
ed by the bill before us, upon the articles which they pro- 
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sident, I know this will sound heretical from a party stand- 
ome, for the State which I represent has often and always ex- 


but which does not imply a willingness to concede out of hand all the 
manufacturers may demand. Nor are the farmers of Kansas oblivous 
ot the fact that the farmers of Pennsylvania vote in large numbers for 
the party which is opposed to these high duties; that a majority of the 


more highly protected than those of any other State in the Union, vote 
what is called the free-trade ticket. I can not be unmindful that Rhode 
Island goes Democratic on occasions, and Ohio about twice as often; that 
Indiana, aState having large farmingand manufacturing interests, more 
olten goes Democratic than Republican, and Illinois sends here a large 
portion of its delegation pledged to what is called free trade. So does 
Michigan, ves Wisconsin, while Connecticut usually casts 4 majority 
vote the same way, andso on all around until the only section of coun- 
try which is relied upon for a unanimous expression in favor of high 
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Mr. President, there is a point where political sentiment ends and 
where business judgment and common sense begin. 
that side of the Chamber has had its full responsibility for what I con- 
sider the iniquities of the present tariff law and for that which is pro- 
posed. In the House of Representatives when it had the opportunity 
it did not contribute to correct what 1 conceive to be the error and the 
wickedness of the present bill, but the members escaped to the cloak- 
room to avoid the responsibility of a vote when by joining with Re- 
publicaus they might have eliminated many of its mistakes and errors. 
To gain a political advantage they shirked a plain public duty. 

Mr. President, I can see this play of battledore and shuttlecock be- 
tween the free-trader and the high protectionist constantly going on for 
political advantage on one side and personal advantage on the other. 
Between two such extremes the great body of the American people are 
crushed and ground. What is wanted is to treat this tariff question 
as a business question, is to apply to these schedules precisely the 
rule we apply in all other legislation. Whoever demands taxes to be 
levied for his benefit, let him show conclusively that what he wants 
for his interest is equally for the public interest. The onus is upon 
him properly. But in practice it is reversed, and the Senate is prac- 
tically challenged to show that proposed increases<hould not be granted. 
But the burden of proof shou!d be on the proponents. 

Any man who wants a tax levied in order that his interest may be 
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American manufacturer does not manufacture anything he | 
can not make a certain and great profit on and that he stands out of 


made to me perhaps five or six or it may be seven years | 


I wish that he might benefit the American people by sell- | 


yond the dreams of avarice at the expense of the | 


to the doctrine of protection, a belief still held, | 


the Mississippi where no manufactures are | 
| tion whatever, no attempt made to justify this proposed increase of 
| duties. 
The party on | 


| the present law. 


| ject, 
painstakingly and carefully, with a view of ascertaining what precise 
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| promoted ought himself to be required to show by irrefragable tes- 
| timony everything essential to enable Congress to say that what he 

wants is consistent with the public interest. A handful of men know 
| what is concealed from the remainder of us. 

I do not pretend to know with any degree of accuracy what ought 
to be on these schedules, except in minor instances, but I do know 
| that, as the manufacturers have been prosperous under the present du- 
| ties, they ought not to now demand an increase. They have been 
more highly prospered than their customers, Those who are posted 
and who represent manufacturing communities and interests ought to 
come forward with the demonstration which they can readily make it 
more duties are really needed. 
| One or two men in this body, like the Senator from Rhode Island, 
| the Senator from New York, or the Senator from Ohio, understand 
this question in all its bearings. By change of punctuation, of classi- 
fication, a little metempsychosis here and there, they can put on bur- 
dens of which we have no suspicion. There ought to be full explana- 
tion of every provision and of every proposed change so that we may 
know what the exact effect is or will be. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You have no idea that anything of that kind has 
| been done? 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no idea that anything of that kind has been 
done except upon the theory which the Senator propounded a few 
moments ago, and which he was manly enough to justify to the Sen- 
| ate and the country, when hesaid that he did not care what the effect 
was on the revenue, he intended to give to the manufacturer what he 
believed was sufficient for his purpose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, and no more. 

Mr. PLUMB. But, Mr. President, the question as to what is nec- 
essary may be very different in the mind of the Senator from New 
York and in my own mind. The manufacturers are his constituents; 
they are his backers; they are the men who control the avenues to 
fame and to fortune, and soon, in his State. He maybe to their faults 
|} more blind. He would be naturally more sympathetic with them 

than I would. He would not naturally think so kindly of the inter- 
| ests of the remote consumer as I would. He would try this case from 
| the standpoint of the interests of his own State, which might not be in 
exact accord with the interests of Kansas. 

It ought to be the merit of this, as of all legislation done in the name 
of and by a Congress representing the East and the West, the North 
| and the South, representing 65,000,000 people, who have more varied 

interests than any other similar number of people in the world, that 

| whatever is done should be to the average interest of all and based 
| upon the average judgment of all. Therefore, my judgment against 
these men’s claims, though perhaps iu some cases wrong, is as much 
to be taken into account as the judgment in their favor of Senators 
liable to be affected by a prepossession in their favor. 

If it should be proposed anywhere to put up the duties on luxuries, 
wines and liquors and silks and jewelry and all the things that are 
consumed among people with whom the question of expenditure is of 
little consequence, I will go with the highest and the furthest in that 


| direction. 
farmers of the State of New Jersey, whose manufacturing interests are 


When it comes to those things which are essential, are necessaries, 


| agreeing that they above all things should be manufactured in this 


| country, other conditions favoring, I want only so much conceded to 
| the manufacturer as is absolutely necessary, and I want the necessity 
| clearly shown, I want the hand of taxation laid as lightly as possi- 
| ble in that direction. There is the place where I want argument and 
| demonstration made that every single penny of tax that is imposed is 


| absolutely necessary, and I do not want, so far as I am concerned—of 
| course I can compel nothing here from anybody—but I shall cast no 


vote which does not represent an informed judgment in that direction. 
Mr. President, there has been no fact produced of any kind or descrip- 


I have read the letter here of perfectly reputable gentlemen 
who say that some of these duties imposed by the McKinley bill, re- 
duced slightly by thig bill, are 200 per cent. greater than they are in 
Will anybody dispute it? Let it be disputed, and, 
supposing it to be some minoritem, whata fact it discloses; how it opens 
up this whole question and shows that we need knowledge on this sub- 
j and that every item in all these schedules ought to be gone over 


result the imposition of duties is to have, in order that we may know 


| whether or not we are going to put the people under unusual and un- 
, necessary burdens. 


. 


No attempt of that kind has been made. These manufacturing peo- 


| ple have been lauded as generous, as enterprising, as worthy, as hav- 


ing largely expanded their manufactures. Sobeit. [hope they have. 
| As I said before, I begrudge them nothing of all they have got. But 
| they want more, They are asking for the power of taxation to be ex- 
| ercised in their behalf, which it has been truly said represents the 
| power to destroy. They want something the giving of which to them 
| subtracts from what other people have. It is the great function of 
| the law to do that thing, and it is the wisdom of statesmanship to do 

it wisely and justly. Nothing has been offered here to show that what 

is proposed is either wise or just, and yet every table in all this broad 
land, humble and proud, is to be taxed additionally to any burden that 
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it has heretofore borne without anything to justify it except simply the 
statement that these men desire it and that they are good and enter- 
prising and rich men. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, there was one remark made by 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


} 


the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLump] that I heartily agree with him | 
in, and that is that no proposition made to tax the people should be | 


supported unless it is for good ground, either for the collection of the 
revenue or for some purpose of public policy, such as the protection of 
American industry. I, therefore, am not in the least disturbed when 
any Senator asks of me the reason why I propose a particular rate of 
duty on any article whatever, whether it isa production of my own 
State or of any other State. I believe and freely concede that that 


ought to be demanded of every one proposing a tax oraduty, whether | 


in internal revenue or in the customs; and I propose to answer that 
without any feeling at all so far as this matter is concerned. 

Now. what is this industry? It is the manufacture of earthenware 
and other matters included generally under the name of earthenware, or 
chinaware, which is not a proper name, because all the articles em- 
braced in these three paragraphs are earthenware in different stages of 
manulacture, 

In the first place, it is an industry in our country absolutely new 
except the common earthenware of forty yearsago. Many of us, I have 
no doubt, who lived a Jong time ago, were in eur early days very glad to 
eat off a plain homely plate that was made out of the clay in the neigh- 
borhood and baked in the oven. It was a common thing in the State 
of Ohio; that was the plate most people had in their ordinary use. 

But this industry has grown up not only in this country, but in other 
countries; it is only recently that even England—it is within the last 
sixty or seventy years—has made such marvelous progress in making 
what is called chinaware and the wares that are embraced in these 
three paragraphs. ‘The French have for a long time excelled, and for 
more than a hundred years they have made the finest porcelain. The 
French and Germans, especially the Bohemians, are more skilled than 
any others in all kinds of earthenware and glassware. 

In 1860 we had no whiteware, as it is called, the plain ware of com- 
merce made in this country. 


In a statement here, made by Mr. | 


Brewer, a very intelligent member from New Jersey, speaking of the | 


origin of this industry in the United States, he dated it back to 1860. 
He says: 

Previous to 1860 the United States had practically no whiteware potteries. 
The civil conflict and the incident high rate of exchange gave it an opportunity, 
and asaresult it has grown into a great industry, producing yearly $8,000.00), 
distributed throughout the foliowing States: Massachusetts, New York, New 


either by superior skill or by superior economy, but as a rule they ar 
not rich men. Those whom I know, scattered along the Ohio Rive 
are men who would be considered as doing a tair, close business, plain 
men generally, without much knowledze except in this trade, which 
they have learned of late. Largely Americans are employed in the 
branches of this business except a few experts who do the decoration, 
the ornamentation, ete., skilled laborers who have, no doubt, come from 
abroad, 

Now, this is the character of the industry. When an industry has 
added to the annual wealth of the people of the United States $3,- 
000,000 and saved them from paying to toreign countries $8,000,000 a 
year, in an article made from the clay of the earth in one hundred dif 
ferent potteries scattered through the country, I tell you it isan in 
dustry not to be ignored and not to be refused a reasonable demand 
it is to be respected. It is not like the lordly barons whom the Sen 
tor from Kansas described, who have grown rich out of the iron trade 
the steel trade, or other vast productions, but it is a sober, serious busi- 
ness, requiring care, economy, and skill. 

Now, remember that in this contest between the foreigner and the 
American the foreign laborers receive scant wages compared to ours. 
No man can doubt that. This same book from which I read is full of 
evidence to shew that the difference between the wages paid here and 
there is not 60 per cent., as is proposed here as a duty, but it is nearer 
100 per cent., taking the actual rates of wages as shown by the oper- 
ators in these works before the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will it be any interruption to ask if that is not 
the rate by the day, in dollars and cents, and not the product of the 
labor? 

Mr. PLATT. It is all labor, 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is all labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know, but it is only the rate paid for so many 
hours. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is the price paid for the labor 

Mr. SHERMAN. Still the laborer is employed by the day. Some 
of it is employed by piece, nodoutt. I am not sufficiently acquainted 
to give the details, but I know that I heard when I was in one of these 
factories that some classes of them work by the day and some of them 





| work by the piece. Perhaps the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
| PHERSON] can state that better than I can; I do not know. 


Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Ohio, West Virginia, Indiana, Illinois, draw- 


ing materials from Maine, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 


Delaware, Maryland, Jhio, Illinois, Indiana, Missouri, South Carolina, Georgia, | 
Alabama, whose mines of coal, clay, flint, and feldspar have been developed | 


and enriched thereby. 


This white pottery is a new industry, pot thirty years old. What | 


is the extentof that industry? We stillimport into the United States 
of America about $6,000,000 worth of goods of this kind. The last 
returns upon the tables that were laid before us show that the amount 
imported was $6,000,000. So the foreign market is contesting with the 
American market on every line of production for every article named 
in this list. We produce about the same amountof this kind of ware 
in this country by the progress that has been made in the last thirty 
years, I will read still further from this gentleman’s statement to 
show the growth of it: 

The importations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, were nearly $6,000,- 
000, dutiable value, and this has been in many instances very low. We esti- 


mate that the quantity of ware made in the United States is about equal to the 
amount imported, taking the year ending December 31, 1887. The number of 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to asl 
a question for information? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Having referred to a book which I think he 
says was the hearing before the committee, will the Senator be kind 
enough to inform me whether any living soul appeared before that 
committee who was not a beneficiary under some section of this bill ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not know, for I was not a member of the 
subcommittee that framed it. I find testimony, and I have seen it 
possibly before the Mills committee, betore the McKinley committee 


| and before the committee here two years ago. Vast volumes of this 


hands employed in this industry direct will number 10,000, with nearly the | 


same number working at the mines or in transporting the material to the pot- 


teries, and thence to the markets of the country. a total of 20,00) people, twe- | 


thirds of which have families dependent upon them, averaging five to the fam- 


ily, making a total of 67,000 people interested directly in the industry, and | 
affected by any legislation that tends to reduce the duties now levied and in- | 


directly the entire communities where potteries and mines are located. 
Then he says: 
Perhaps no industry in the country requires so much capital to doa like 


amount of business. There is invested in this whiteware industry $8,000,000, 
and it annually produces about the same amount. 


| nation is impossible, and we have a double competition, ahomeand a fore 


Thus we have the foreign market producing, say, $6,000,000 worth at | 


foreign prices and the American market producing $8,000,000 worth 
of domestic goods at the American prices. 

Then it must be remembered that every part of this work, every foot 
of it, every dollar of it, is labor. It is made out of the clay in the 
earth, and all the material that is used in the manufacture is the clay 
and the material out of which glass can be made, by which it is glazed 
and covered with a white coat. Every part of it is labor from the be- 
ginning to theend. It is made in comparatively small establishments. 
The possibilities of a combination are utterly out of the question. 
There are more than one hundred of these potteries, employing ten 
thonsand men. They are scattered along the line of the Ohio River; 
they are scattered all through New Jersey, and many of them are in 
other States, 

When my friend from Kansas said that these people have grown 
wealthy, I think he must have been very much mistaken. Some of 


them, no doubt, have been successful, because alwaysin a company of 


ten or twenty or one hundred some will be more successful than others. 


| to the rate of wages. 


| Remember it is said that they ask for more and more 


information are collected. Here the statement is distinctly made as 
I will read what is said. This was the hearing 
before the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Representa- 
tives in the Fiftieth Congress. 

There are seventy-five manufacturers of whiteware in the United States 
to-day. 

This was two years ago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On what page is that ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. On page 472. 

There are seventy-five manufacturers of whiteware in the United States to 
day, employing 10,000 hands and $10,000,000 of capital. The business both in 
the East and West is depressed and in such a condition that a combination or 
selling prices is absolutely impossible. They have natural gas in the West 


which gives them certain advantages over the East. We have advantages in 
the East which they have not in the West, but we are so scattered that com* 


gn. 
There has been a downward tendency in prices until there is no longer any 


| protit in the business. ur only hope now is to getan igcrease of duty to mair 
protit in the bu s. Our y hoy vis toget ir) f duty 


tain us inthis market. We do not say we expect to get an increased pr for 
our goods, but hope by changes in our business and possibly aslight de« ise j 
wages to maintain ourselves at present rates. 

Here is a statement of oneof the gentlemen engaged in this business. 
The Senator 
from Kansas described these people as coming here and demandin 
more. This is a reduction as proposed by the committee, as I sha 
show, not only theoretically, but absolutely a rednction in the rate of 
duty under which they are now laboring under this severe distress 


' . . , J 
| and they have told me, honest, plain men I have seen have told me that 


the business was yielding them scarcely any profit. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Was that the pottery business ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McPHERSON, That it was yielding scarcely a profit? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, sir; that is what they said. Many of them 
have stated it here before the committee, but I will not go into that 

It is said that this duty now proposed is an increase. It is not an 
increase. This is the particular thing that has been selected by a ma- 
jority of the committee to make a reduction on, and t reason I will 
give you exactly. The present rate of duty, as fixed under the law of 


1883. is 60 per cent., and 55 per cent., and 50 percent. That is the 
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present law to-day—60 per cent., 55 per cent., and 50 per cent. The 
committee thought proper to reduce it 5 per cent., the 60 per cent. down 
to 55 per cent, and the 55 per cent. down to 50 per cent. 


Mr. BUTLER, Does the Senator 
Mr. PLUMB I should like to ask the Senator what amount— 
ir. SHERMAN, ‘The Senator from South Carolina first addressed 
bs . 
rLER Does the Senator from Ohio insist that this is a re- 


duction of the tariff in view of the statements which have been made 
n regard to the customs administrative law? 


Mr. SHEKMAN, shall show you presently how that is, 


Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator say that the customs administra- | 
tive bill bas increased the rate and that still this is a reduction ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Y ir Now I will hear the Senator trom Kan- 
bas. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Iowa stated that the Treasury De- | 
partment informed him that the increase by reason of the customs ad- | 
ministrative bill upon this class of goods was from 10 to 15 per cent. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will come to that presently. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is a reduction on one class, or perhaps two, of | 

per cent On ove other there is no reduction Now, plas the origi- 
nal duty by 10 per cent. we will say, is the rate estimated, and then | 
take off the reduction ol o per cent,, it seems to me if results in an in- | 
crease of 5 per cent., while on one class there is no reduction at all, 
that the common brown earthenware. | 

ir. SHERMAN Let me see about that, because this is a matter 
of mathematics. Ido not intend to evade this issue. Congress en- 
a I w which exempted trom all taxation the cartons | 
or packages or cas around the goods. Why was that enactment re- | 
pealed by the unanimous consent of the Senate of the United States | 
and of the other House? you may say. No, I believe there was some 
division bere. How did 1t come out? 

In the tariff act of 1583, tramed by the Tariff Commission, they said 
iS these were elements of loss and expense to the importers they ought 
not to be charged for them; and when the law of 1883 was framed, it 
was supposed that these packages would simply mean the packages, the 
boxe he crates that surround the various articles of merchandise, and 
ut most would be the cost of the box,orcrate,or barrel,or hogshead which 


ed the article, and as those articles were practically lost by their 
use therefore they ought not to be charged in estimating the foreign 
is. That was the idea which led the Congress of the 
ited States in 1883 to make that exemption for the carton, because 
t did seem to be unjust that that should be counted as part of the for- 


rat 


ne of the goo 


Kut what was theresult of it? The very moment that thing passed 
into law, by general consent upon its apparent justice, the importers 
used it as a means of fraud. They used the most expensive packages 
and sometimes sent packages that were worth more than the contents. 
According to the intormation brought to us over and over again, they 
put in a myriad of articles, each article put in a little case by itself, 
and the case was worth more than the article. 

t was just about such a fraud as was perpetrated under a provision 
of law some twenty years ago, when we allowed works of art to be ad- 
mitted free and they brought in lead in the form of Franklin, Wash- 
ington, and all the great men of our country, and brought them in as 
works of art, and then melted them up into bullets, I suppose. It was 
an apparent fraud the result of which would lead to great injury to 
the revenue. I have no doubt if you would take the valuation of the 
packages that were brought in ander this mistakein the law you would 
find probably 10 or 15 per cent. added practically to the value of the 
package, because in some cases, as I say, the packages are worth more 
than the contents 

When that enactment was repealed that was an end of that diffi- 
culty, and now when the importers bring in their various crockery- 
wares in competition with the Americans there will be no expensive 
packing of that kind. The pottery will be put into a plain barrel made 
for the purpose, packed in strawor paper. It will be putinto the old- 
fashioned crates made of withes of tough wood and brought in in that | 
way. It will be put in such a form that the expense of the packages 
will not be 3 per cent. and sometimes not 1 per cent. of the contents. 

What would be the cost of a hogshead that would contain, say, a 
bundred dollars’ worth of this crockery? You all know what it 
weuld cost. It would be infinitesimal. The hogshead, made as open 
and loosely as possible in order to carry it, would be no more impor- | 
tant in considering the value of that merchandise than any other ordi- 
nary box around woolen, or linen, or cotton goods, 


Mr. BUTLEK. Iam not calling in question the propriety or the | 
wisdom of this change in the law, for the reasons assigned by the Sen- | 


ator trom Ohio, but the point at issue is what the eff-ct of that change | 
will be upon the tariff? Will it resalt in an increase of 10, 15, or 20 
per cent Fifteen per cent. has been stated by the Senator from Iowa, | 
the representative of the Finance Committee. Will it be 1 per cent. 
or will it be 5 percent. ? That is thepoint at issue. I think perhaps | 
it wonld be very wise to change the law, but now there seems to be a | 
ditference of opinion as to what the effect of that change will be under | 
the customs administrative bill. Will it be 15 percent. or 20 per cent.? 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from South Carolina can know about | 
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as much as I do about that. He and I are both non-professional men 
and we do not know. Ido not know what it would cost to pack g 
bundred dollars’ worth of this crockery and I do not suppose the Sen- 
ator can give me the information. 

Mr. BUTLER. I confess my ignorance about it, but I certainly 
thought we could get that information from the Senator from Ohio, as 


| he is on the committee. We have the statement here of two members 


o! that committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ido not think anybody can tell what would be 
the cost properly. This duty was levied in 1883, and remember that 
the tariff act of 1883 was intended to be a reduction of taxes; and when 
they put on this rate of duties they did not contemplate the law would 
be evaded and avoided in that way. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think perhaps that was entirely proper. I do 
not want to sustain any fraud on the revenue, and nobody does. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I say when the Congress of the United States 
put this duty upon these articles to protect this infant industry, as it 
was then, they did not know that the law would be evaded and avoided 
by the frauds that were practiced, and therefore Congress, as promptly 
as it could, corrected that. In 1883, when Congress was passing a bill 
to reduce taxes generally all along the line, it was thought important 
to give for these industries the rates of duty imposed—60 and 55 and 
50 per cent.—and now, when the contest is still going on, when there 
is a question whether the foreign market will drive out the domestic 
market, when the American potter and tne American laborer, with a 


| premium of froin 50 to 60 per cent., is now contesting on hard terms 


with the imported article, the question is whether he will live or die; 
whether this industry, that adds to our wealth $8,000,000 a year, and 
which will go on increasing year by year, shall be checked in its growth 
and the protectien taken off it. 

If yon give the American but half a chance, he will work his way 
through this fight, but he can not do it if you take away from him the 
meavs by which he lives. This industry never would have been es- 


| tablished in this country while time lasted unless by this protective 
| policy. No man would have ventured in this field of art, and culture, 


you may say, because these plates are now works of art and culture 
which beautify and elevate the taste, and they are so cheap that they 
are in every household. As I said awhile ago, they are now so cheap 
in this struggle between the foreign and domestic producers that $15 
pays for a whole set of two hundred plates and all the dishes that a 
man with even a large family may desire. 

The price of this ware is now less than the duties levied ten years 
ago to protect the goods, strange as it may seem; and yet somebody 
said that was a problem thatcould not be true. However, itis true in 
regard to crockery. When the duty of 40 per cent. existed that duty 
amounted to more than the price of the whole article in the domestic 
market at this time, and that can be shown by the actual figures. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How is the foreign market? Has not the price 
fallen in the foreign market? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly, to some extent, but it must be re- 
membered that in the foreign market they perfectly know our present 
condition. They are competing with us. They know where the shoe 
pinches; and if yon withdraw from our manufacturers that sheltering 
protection that you have given them, encouraging these people to go 
into pottery, to build their houses, to dig the ground and the clay out 
and gather it and mingle together the different parts necessary to form 
these beautiful works—if you withdraw your help for awhile asa mat- 
ter of course they must fail. 

Batit, on the other hand, you will extend to them the same protection 
they now enjoy, the same rights they now have, without fixing up 
this fanciful deduction about the cost of a barrel or of a crib to hold these 
things, and give them the protection they have now, they will work 
their way just as the American has worked his way through in the 
iron trade, in the cotton trade, in the woolen trade, and in every de- 
partment of industry. 

You never can entirely repeal these duties unless you want to bring 
the laboring men of our country down to the wages of the laboring 
men of Europe. If that is to be the policy, if this protective system 
is to be abandoned and there is to be ‘root hog or die,’’ and every 
trade and every occupation is to go into competition with all the for- 
eigners of all the countries of the world—if that policy is to be adopted, 
then we shall have hard times in this country. But while the protect- 
ive policy is maintained, these people, not nabobs, not people over- 
flowing with wealth, but men who have mate their industry and built 
it up, ask you for that reasonable protection which you give to all 
other interests, and they will not be satisfied with less. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the two 
amendments proposed by the Senator from Missouri will be treated as 
a single question. 

Mr. VEST. I want to modify my amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator yield to a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps we had better understand first what the 
modification of the Senator from Missouri is. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Ido not think we can reach a vote upon this 
proposition to-night. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to make a motion to adjourn, but I 
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should like to have the Senator from Missouri make his suggestion of | ae aa Be pe ene ae Cone Bek pees oe ee en oe 
F amendment first. are merely, evidences (the highest anc t as an’ er dk at 
Mr. VEST. I give way for a motion to adjourn. passed, but y rely .w erissued 
Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to make a motion to adjourn, but any would own the land me 
asked to have the Senator’s amendment stated as he now proposes it. ie " 
Mr. VEST. I simply want to change my amendment to ‘50”’ and lerstand t the he 
6 40,”" ; n = 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To change “55”? in line 2 to ‘*50” n the case of S rvs, Wa ve 
and ‘‘50”’ in line 4 to ‘‘40?’’ is that correct? it is decided that wher ts sth » the 
Mr. VEST. That is right. acne Fee i their oct hecoen ' id t ie, ¥ ae - 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question will be so stated then | 5.) ,¢rfect, acquires pre 7. 
when the amendment is taken up in the morning. granted do not re to the United S . : d 
Mr. BUTLER. I should like to submit an amendment in writing, | whe samc seems 1. no ” as yee ve 
so that it may be printed. ‘te the present enn the voad © ee ohieie at ee ; 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed. irly stated. and so the t vested be 1 pos t vit Let the 
Mr. BUTLER. Let it be read for intormation. . — hg pe moment. | 1 } 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. granted to the said an ; ake os aie 
: The Secrerary. In line 22, page 14, aiter the word ‘‘bisque,’’ | said railroad and teleg und tos ( is t rta- 
, strike out the words ‘‘earthen, stone, and crockery ware, including,’’ | ! er a eee sof war. ' ao 
' and in hne 2, page 15, strike out all after ‘‘if’’ and insert: rane Sper 8 al ae 
Earthen, stone, and crockery ware, decorated or ornamented in anymanner: | W nthe! sof 101 son ¢ 8 f 4 r or 
45 per cent. ad valorem ; pl sin white, and not ornamented or decorated in any : t rw lisposed a. 
maiuner, 40 per cent. ad valorem. hn cla { 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Rhode Island moves | ”}, was also prov ' i ie tie : a 
that the Senate do now adjourn. section which shall not be sold or v in three 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock p. m.) the Senate ad- | 3°" — oe CeEe TENn wee Ba = oon nt 
journed until to-morrow, Saturday, August 2, 1890, at 10 o’clock a. m. | 4, , 
i i I \ l- 
F } ré a ny i 4 
4 HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. po sg pense oo at 
F t } ‘ co ; in j | 
FRIDAY, August 1, 1890, meas ite ' “nic 
' indst c , pany , is sid roa is fa ist si . . 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, | to the amount aforesaid :s su es 
7 D. D. of said railroad and telegraph line a ted t n- 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. Phe = a vw - Stats.. 356) to 
> . : ; aid 
i UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS, ” By tl foe Stats.. 49 was p i : ed 
5 Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I have in my hand the response of the | '” *® ee a ee ee ee ee ven 
ie Secretary of the Interior to a resolution of inquiry passed by the House | and character should be forfeited to and be n | ssic ed 
3 of Representatives on the 21st of July, which I ask to have printed in | States. _ “ me yes 7 a wit 
i the Recorn, printed as a document, and referred to the Committee on oes Siaancte i aie odie’ Make aah tktie: maaan: enna aeamaeeill 
Public Lands. within the time lim ted by law and was ce} ! the Presid t after spec- 
a The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman | tion by the commissioners appointed for th *. The sawed the 
; Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is the subject ? and mentioned in the resolution of the House, the patents for the lands desig- 
s Mr. PAYSON. It is in relation to the lands of the Union Pacific nated in the grant should not be withheld; but the Secretary should, or eare- 
is Railroad Company, the response of the Secretary of the Interior to the | Si) ‘Nspection of the lists, approve the sume so far mg flees teeogpentren bes — 
resolution of inquiry introduced by the geutleman from Arkansas [Mr. | ynicss the legislative branch of the Government, for reasons deemed just and 
oa McRae]. = iernt = - < a pin an y! ng = ate rfere to the Uaited Staten 
‘ , { ” r 2 > jecti q he contention that »e n hiabil of the company to the nitec t ‘ 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? i wate — the mantis : to withhold patents was not deemed by Presi- 
There was no objection. | dent Cleveland well founded. His language is in strict cordance with the 
The document is as follows: | opinion of the Supreme Court above cited. President Cleveland said: “If do- 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, July 31, 1890. a eee ee — : otedae acl ieoneiemaee ama siete - 
4 Str: Your honorable body adopted, the 2ist instant,and duly transmitted to | lands, Congressional! action should intervs t summation, 
4 this Department a resolution, as follows: Executive power must be exercised according and Executive 
iy “That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to inform | discretion is probably not broad enough t es.” (See also 


the House of Representatives. as soon as practicable, by what authority and 


} United States vs. Union Pac » Railway © 
why he has authorized and directed the issue of patents to the Union Pacific 


The Congress to which these words were a 





R., page 72 


ted, the pres- 

















Railroad Company for the lands granted to the said company prior to the pay- | ent Secretary of the Interior in his annua port, d 1 November 15, 1889, 
ment of the debt due the United States from said company, aud that he also re- | transmitted by the President with his message to t Congress, states 
port to the House the amount of land that has been patented or certified to each mage 29 
of the land-grant corporations of the Union Pacific Railway system up to this “* Where the railroad company the grant it im- 
; date.” poses a great burden upon the Cor nd the Secre- 
> On June 28, 1890, a reply from the Secretary of the Interior had been trans- | tary of the Interior to have to det be issued or 
mitted to the Senate, to a resolution that was as follows: no. * * * 
**Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be directed to report the cause of withhold- ‘If Congress intends to forfeit th t. The fail- 
ing patents for lands within the grant to the Union Pacific Railway Company, | ure to act may well be taken as ar Gov en 
which are free from all claims and were not reserved at the date of the definite | that the forfeiture will not be in ! certa be 
location of the company’s road,” | found somewhere the moral cou ‘ ds 
That reply was duly printed by that honorable body as “Senate Executive | as it is given to the individual, if vill 
Document No 169 of the Fifty-first Congress, first session,” and it may be | not be insisted upon 
adopted here as an answer for the most part, because the resolution of your “The obligation, however, fairly resta on Congress, and it is l that the 
very honorable body demands why the Secretary directs the issue of patents, | latter wil! assume it and act without further delay p y railr n- 
which that of the honorable Senate differs from mainly by demanding for what | panies are interested in the decision of these matters taiso the Government, 
cause he withheld the same patents. (A copy of the reply as printed is here- | in order that its business may be disposed of: t t Ss, wh ve | hased 
with transmitted.) Itis therein stated as the conclusion of the Secretary “‘that | from the company, relying upon the gran ithe settiers, wh ‘ ra 
the indebtedness of the railroad company to the United States does not author- | tion of the restor n « é lands to the } i on 
ize this Department to withhold patents to lands granted to the company and | them under the homestead or other laws 
for wiich lixts have been filed: that it is a subject for legislative control. if it With this report before it the honorable Senate, first i 21, 1889, and 
can be controlied atall. It is there also stated that alarge portion of the lands | afterwards on March 10, 1800, in«te & tion to forfe 
unpatented lie in the Statesof Kansas and Nebraska and have already passed | any railroad lands, demanded of t $ t jing patents 
into the hands of innocent purchasers from the railroad company. These lands | for the lands within the limits of grant { a ne ‘y Com- 
are being cultivated by the citizens of those states for farms, and on them the | pany,as hereinbefore set forth; a t H i tives 
; homes of the people have been established. There never has been an act intro- | had given no int i , ‘ i solu- 
' duced whereby such lands, under any circumstances, would be seized for the | tion of the Senate demanded t es som ision of 
a United States from the possession of the present occupants, to deprive whom | judement by the secretary,andareply. This duty w I ormed and the reply 
, of these possessions, under any decision that might be rendered as to the rail- | made hereinbefore i: art set 

road, would be an act of the greatest injustice. Delay in giving these settlers In harmony with the Ms r herein presented that reply al 

full title to lands they have fully paid for and improved can not be justitied."’ “ That the actual titles to the lands passed tot railroad com y byf e of 
; It is also a fact that a great number of applications and petitions received from | and under the statute itself st so soon as its conditions were co i, 
those on these lands prove that, while the railroad company that bes sold the | as has repeatedly been decided by the Supreme Court; and the ex n 
i lands suffers comparatively little, many of these settlers are in grea“ distress | of the Se retary in appr x tea or issuing patents ist ‘ se 1 plain 
' from the want of a c »mplete chain of title of record to their lands. duty under the law. He was not consulted as to its enactms ! 5 d 
i The company reports to December 31, !889, that it had sold 13,188,396.69 acres | not be expected to nullify its operation. No reason is de¢ exist refore 
" of land for $31,325,294.90, and that there were outstanding ou account of time | why the Secretary should not proceed now to deliver to the | n Pacific Rail- 
i gales $11,661,676.14. | road Company the lands that have been earned, and it is his intention to certify 
4 
' 









































































































































f ‘ t the eastern portion of the unpatented lands in Kansas 
; ethe lands areagricultural, have been sold and are in the use 
re isany objection existing on the part of Congress this action may be 
i onor act that mays coutrolling in its effect rhe 
it bh “ executed already by the previous Executive will be re- 
‘atents w © issued on the lists approved by the previous Secretary 
o yetapproved w be examined in due order 
I will add, is in accordance with the recommendation of 
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r of the General Land Office and also with the opinion of the | 












1 Att ev-Cie I signed to this Department 
hesis being printed b e Sena found its way almost com- 
} nto t Associated Press dispatches. It acquired an extraordinary pub- 
re sir ediately followed by an order to the Commissioner of the 
‘ I 4 i f isherewith transmitted, whereby the Secre- 
distinetly as to the reply to the Senate resolution, and in- 
iz tol co; t ‘ nd the Secretary saying therein, among other 
I e de led that the Union Pacific Railroad Company is entitled 
o the approval of its lists as the same may be examined by me and found cor- 
i 
Phe Commiss er was therein also instructed to act in accordance with the 
‘ 4 { ’ expre i 
ou wi et pat s | tofore signed by the President completely 
vl ce ered You will have patents upon list No. 28, approved 
‘ 1557, ch executed, recorded, and issued 
You will find herewith o list No.21, Union Pacific Railway Company, 
r listrict, Kansas, approvea by me this day, on which patents shall be 
‘ ed, recorded, and d; and all ordera to the contrary are hereby re- 
| ‘ is {i ebraska sent that or the next day. 
s letter and order were not on letter-pressed in the lands and rail- 
a division e Secretary's office for public inspection, and so became a 
j lic record, butit became the necessary and public order and authority for any 
tion by the Comm oner in the General Land Office 
Phere has not been a hasty step taken nor an act or order concealed; but 
{ the annual report of last year to the present the conclusion has been 
t viy reached and the record made and preserved step by step 
Phere was an opinion prepared by the Secretary, at the same time with the 


der, discussing the rights of the Union l’acific Company under these and other 
conditions therein stated which was not promulgated to the public, it being 
eemed but prudent before so doing, its general conclusion having been effected 
ty the letter and order to the Commissioner, to await any answer the Senate 
t make as to the position taken by the Secretary's reply. But since the 


} entation of the resolution of your honorable body, and chiefly because of 
{ cion expressed on the floor, that the order of the Secretary was asecret | 
e, this opinion hasbeen made public without further delay. A copy thereof 
erewith transmitted 
this opinion the question of whether the patents should be issued pending 
neral indebtedness of the company to the United States is referred to 
opinion affirmed the position of the Commissioner of the General Land 


expressed in his letter to the Secretary, dated December 30, 1889, wherein 


s The legisiation suggested by the Pacific Railway Commission to au 
the witholding of patents to lands granted until the Government in 
teiness, not yet due, is satisfied or further secured, is in my opinion not fea 
‘ Union Pac and Central Pacific Railroad Company rs. United States, 


U.8.,719 ihe 


innocent pur hasers are the real sufferers, and judging from 
1u8 letters received narrating their dis ressing hardships and urging 
that their titles may be freed from seeming cloud, both justice and equity war 
rant an early issue of patents to all lands to which the company is justly en- 
titled,”’ 
fhe argument for the Secretary's authority summed up is that the United 
“tates granted the lands to the company by the act of July 1, 1862, and as of that 
. which title attached to the particular alternate sections on 
the final location of the road filed and only to be forfeited upon failure to build 
the road within the period limited in the act; that the road was built on time 
and accepted accordingly by the President of the United States; if any other 
se of forfeiture exists it must be declared by Congress and not attempted to 
be enforeed by the Executive, and in eventof any forfeiture it will not and can 
not in justice be applied to the innocent purchasers and settlers occupying the 
ds 


the numer 


ate n pravsent 


There has now herein been presented, it is thought, sound authority in the 
Secretary to act as he has done, and at least ordinarily good precedent in the 
opinions of bis late predecessors; and it is submitted, also, that the reason 


why" he acted at the time he did was because one part of the honorable Con- 
eress was demanding he should act at the time he did, as your own honorable 


portion of the same Congress now after he has acted is demanding “‘why”’ he 


As has been said herein and in other papers by the present Secretary, if Con- 
gress deems it proper to relieve him from proceeding, he is as willing to have 
the responsibility trans’erred to othersas he has been to assume that which be- 
longed to his official position. It is his purpose only to perform his duty with 
u ce to all alike 

he following tables exhibit the amount of land that has been patented or 
certified to each of the land-grant corporations of the Union Pacific Railway 
evystem up to the date of the resolution, July 21, 1890 





UNION PACIFIC MAIN LINE, 
Acres, 
Before March 4, 1889 (the inauguration of President Harrison), . 2,616, 258, 08 
On patent signed by President Cleveland, but not completely re- 
corded until June 28, 1899 wane 381, 899.14 
On lists approved by Assistant Secretary Muldrow nila 87, 985. 79 


On lists approved by the present Secretary None. 


The pending selections of this company are 


In Nebraska 
In Utah 
In Wvoming 


139, 425. 39 
107,778. 09 
1,915. 11 





Total s* : 249, 118.59 | 


KANSAS PACIFIC AND DENVER PACIFIC, 


Patents issued before March 4, 1889 (inauguration of President 
Harriso. 


1, 128, 435. 54 


Clear lists pending at date last named, as far as then examined.. 780, 173.55 
Of which patents have been ordered June 28, 1890, for ............5 we 16, 788, 03 
Selections pending in Kansas and Colorado for 9 ewectie abisnoesnnnn chen 1, 636, 277. 82 


There were some land and patents within the “quadrant” south and west of 
Denver which have been excluded from the grant, and a suit is now pending 
to recover said lands 
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UNION PACIFIC GRANT. 


The estimated quantity of land embraced in the limits of the grant of the 
Union Pacificis as follows: 











Union Pacific Acres. 
Main line.. Oe vncccecess oo. cc ccccoes seccecrsesscsooses 12, 000, 000 
NE TD cncncinstiecsnun sn bxentievbniowrebysonsneneessesnenguneeeete 6, 000, 000 
SPE Br itcthnecsnss evciserinnsetmuntisinichiensvindciaines 1, 000, 000 

BN ccncis *eieeanee gas gunecneboncemneensertennpeenties teen, 000 


The Union Pacific has no indemnity belt; hence its losses will reduce the es- 
timate, as they can not be restored from the indemnity, asin grants to many 
other companies 

The great obstacle to the adjustment of these grants is the lack of surveys, 
from non-appropriation of funds by Congress. 

Most respectfully, 
JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 

The SPEAKER OF THE Hovse oF REPRESENTATIVES. 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 169, Fifty-first Congress, first session. | 
Letter from the Secretary of the Interior, in further response to resolution of 


December 21, 1889, relative to the withholding of patents for lands within the 
limits of the grant to the Union Pacific Railroad. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, June 28,189. 


Sin: There was received at this Departmenta resolution of the honorable 
Senate, dated December 21, as follows: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to report the cause of with- 
holding patents for lands within the limits of the grant to the Union Pacific 
Railway Company, which are free from all claims and were not reserved at 
the date of the definite location of the company’s road,”’ 

This was duly acknowledged, and as the subject was under consideration it 
was expected to make a further reply as soon as conclusions were arrived at, 
The resolution was repeated March 10, 1890, and transmitted to the Department, 
and thereto also reply was made to the same effect as that to the first. 

Further and full reply to these several resolutions is now submitted; and I 


| have to state thatthe delayin making this fibal response has been caused by 


the consideration due to the very important questions connected with the right 
of the Union Pacifie Railway to the lands claimed by it under its grant. The 
perception of these difficulties is not of recent origin. During the last admin- 
istration, lists involving thousands of acres of these lands were applied for by 
the railroad company, were duly considered and signed by the proper clerks ip 
the Land Office, approved by the Commissioner, and ordered to patent by tha 


Secretary. Indeed. a patent for part of these lands was duly executed April 


25, 1887, by President Cleveland, for 381,899.14 acres, but was suspended before 
it was recorded. In cases where the patents were not executed, the lists were 
suspended and have so remained to the time of the present decision, 

It thus appears that not only was it deemed by the previous administration that 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company had earned its title to its lands in Kansas 
and Nebraska, but the right thereto had been acknowledged by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office and the Secretezry. This action was acqui- 
esced in also by the then President, Mr. Cleveland. But at this juncturea letter 
was received atthe Department from the Pacific Railway Commission, organ- 
ized under the act of March 3, 1887, making inquiry as to the issue of these 
patents, pending the then announced indebtedness of the railrcads to the 
United States, and the President, Mr. Cleveland, in transmitting the report of 
the commission and referring to the suspension of patents for the company’s 
land grants, said, “the executive power must be exercised according to exist- 
ing laws, and executive discretion is probably not broad enough to reach such 
difficulties."’ Yet the Fiftieth Congress, to which this language was addressed, 
adjourned without enacting any further legislation on the matter. 

The subject has now received, as it is thought, sufficient consideration, and 
the conclusion has been reached that theindebtedness of the railroad company 
to the United States does not authorize this Department to withhold lands 
granted to the company and for which lists have been filed. It isasubject for 
legislative control, if it can be controlled at all. A large portion of the lands 
now unpatented lie in the States of Kansas and Nebraska, and have already 
passed into the hands of innocent purchasers from the railroad company. These 
lands are being cultivated by the citizens of those States for farms, and on them 
the homes of the people have been established. There has never been an aci 
introduced whereby such lands, under any circumstances, would be seized for 
the United States from the possession of the present occupants; to deprive 
whom of these possessions, under any decision that might be rendered as to 
the railroad, would be an act of the greatest injustice. Delay in giving these 
settlers full title to lands they have fully paid for and improved can not be jus- 
tified. 

This railroad was built on time and has complied, so far as is known, with all 
ot the conditions of the land grant. Nomineral claims exist thereon, and there- 
fore there is no need to exercise that greater strictness that must be applied in 
mineral districts. That the actual titles to the lands passed to this railroad 
company by force of and under the statute itself, just so soon as its conditions 
were complied with, has repeatedly been decided by the Supreme Court, and 
the executive action of the Secretary in approving lists or issuing patents ia 
the exercise of a plain duty under the law. He was not consulted as to its en- 
actment and he should not be expected to nullify its operations, No reason is 
deemed to exist, therefore, why the Secretary should not proceed now to deliver 
to the Union Pacific Railroad Company the lands which have been earned, and 
it is his intention to certify these lists, commencing at the eastern portion of the 
unpatented Jands in Kansas and Nebraska, where the lands are agricultural, 
have been sold, and are in the use of actual settlers, 

If there is any objection existing on the part of Congress this action may be 
prevented by any resolution or act that may be controlling in its effect. The 
patent that has been executed already by the previous Executive will be re- 
corded. Patents will be issued on the lists approved by the previous Secretary, 
and lists not yet approved will be examined in due order. 

This conclusion, I will add, is in accordance with the recommendation of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office and also with the opinion of the As- 
sistant Attorney-General assigned to this Department. 

Most respectfully, 
JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, June 28, 1890. 


Sir: I have this day sent to the Senate, in response to its resolution requiring 
the same, a statementof the position of the Department in regard to the land 
grant of the Union Pacific Railroad. A copy of this is herewith inclosed, from 
which you will perceive that I have decided that the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company is entitled to the approval of its lists as the same may be examined 
by me and found correct; that the previous patents signed by the President 
(Mr. Cleveland) shall be recorded, and that the previous lists approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior preceding me shall go to patent. I have therefore 
to instruct you to act in accordance with the views therein expressed. You 


ee 


— 


ates 


Saale 


are oF 


A ee ETE ET TP 


— 


a AN ie hee ee aii enero 


— 


a 


ee 


ne 





1890. 





will have the patents heretofore signed by the President completely re orded 
and delivered. ; 

You will have patents upon list No. 28, approved April 21, 1887, duly executed 
recorded, and issued. a 

You will find herewith, also, list No. 2!, Union Pacific Railway Company, 1o- 
peka district, Kansas, approved by me this day, on which patents sh ull be ex- 
ecuted, recorded, and issued; and all orders to the contrary are hereby re- | 
scinded. : E : | 

My opinion upon the general rights of the Union Pacific tailroad Company 
to its grant has been signed and sent to the lands and railroad division for 
promu) gation. 

Very respectfully, 





The COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 
Union Pacific Railway Company, Kansas Division—Sus;ension of patents. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, June 28, | 








Sin: By letter of December 17, 1887, your office submitted a statement rel 
to the suspension of patents for lands in the State of Kansas granted by acts of 
July 1, 1862,and July 2, 1864, to the Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western, after 
wards the Kansas Pacific Railroad Company, now known as the Union Pa 
Railway Company, Kansas Division ac 

Said report states that “‘ on October 1, 1883, the governor of the State of Kan- 
sas addressed a letter to the Department, in which, after referring to petition 
and argument respecting said grant filed in the Department by Hon. 8. J. Craw- 
ford, attorney for the State, and to the fact that lists embracing several hundred 
thousand acres had been or were about to be filed in this office for certifica 
tion, regardless of the failure of said company to comply with the law as shown 
by Mr. Crawford, he requested that no more lands be certified to the railway 
compauy until the grant had been adjusted according to law, in order that t! 
rights of the State as well as the s-ttlers might be protected. Novermber 3, 1583, 
Hon. 8. J. Crawford filed in this office a printed copy of his petition and argu- 
iment referred to by the governor and asked that the issue of patents to said 
company be suspended until the questions submitted were determined.” 

It appears from said report that thereupon an order directing that the issue 
of such patents be suspended was made by your office. 

Said report further states that— 

“The Union Pacific Railway has, since 1883, filed lists of selections and appli- 
cations for patents for upwards of 800,000 acres, and has paid the fees for s« t- 
ing and surveying the same. 

“On the 22d of October, 1886, Messrs. Shellabarger & Wilson, of this city, at- 
torneys for said company, requested that patents for such of the selected lands 
as were clearly subject to the company’s selection be issued at the earliest prac 
ticable day 

Your office, after a review of the questions presented, concluded in said report 
that the points raised by Mr. Crawford ‘“‘do not reach to the right of the com- 
pany to the lands now in controversy,’’ and proposed, with the approval of the 
Department, to prepare and submit for approval lists of the selected lands, as a 
basis for patent. 

I have considered the questions presented, as will appear by the following 

By section lof the act of Congress approved July 1, 1862 (12 Stat., 489), the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company was authorized to construct a railroad from 
a point on the one hundredth meridian of longitude west from Greenwich, be- 
tween the south margin of the valley of the Republican River and the north 
margin-of the valley of the Platte River, in the Territory of Nebraska, to the 
western boundary of Nevada Territory. 

By section 7 it was provided— 

“ That within two years after the passage of this act said company shall des- 
ignate the general route of said road, as near as may be, and shall file a map of 
the samein the Department of the Interior, whereupon the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall cause the lands within 15 miles of said designated route or routes 
to be withdrawn from pre-emption, private entry, and sale, and when any 
portion of said route shall be finally located, the Secretary of the Interior 
shall cause the said lands hereinbefore granted to be surveyed and set off as 
fast as may be necessary for the purposes herein named.” 

By section 9 thereof the Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western Railroad Com- 
pany of Kansas was authorized ‘‘to constructa railroad and telegraph line 
from the Missouri River atthe mouth of the Kansas River, on the south side 
thereof, so as to connect with the Pacific Railroad of Missouri, to the aforesaid 
point, one hundredth meridian of longitude west from Greenwich, as herein 
provided, upon the same terms and conditions in all respects as are provided 
in this act for the construction of the railroad and telegraph line first men- 
tioned.”’ 

Said section farther provided that the route in Kansas west of the meridian of 
Fort Riley was to be subject to the approval of the President, to be determined 
by him on actual survey, and the company was required to file its acceptance 
of the conditions of said actin the Department of the Interior within six months 
after the passage of the act. 

It isurged by Mr. Crawford that said company failed to file its acceptance of 
said grant, under seal, and is therefore disqualified from receiving the lands 
granted. 

It should be noted that the provision in section 7 of said act, ‘that said 
company shall file their assent to this act under the seal of said company in 
the Department of the Interior,” applies in terms only to the Union Pacific 
Company. The road in question is not mentioned until section 9 thereof is 
reached, and that section provides that it shall file its “acceptance of the con- 
ditions of thisact in the Department of the Interior within six months after 
the passage of thisact.”” The requirement of the seal is omitted. 

But if this is not a conelusive answer to the objection, the records of the De- 
partment show that on November 24, 1862, a resolution of the board of directors 
of the Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western Railroad Company was received, 
transmitted by J. H. McDowell, president of the company, and certified by the 
secretary thereof, as taken by him from the books of the company, accepting 
the provisions of said act. This resolution was accepted by the Department as 
a proper one, and its receipt acknowledged. Subsequently,in response to a 
resolution of the Senate, the Department transmitted a copy of said resolution 
to that body on March 4, 1861, pending the passage of the amendatory act of 
that year increasing the grant to said company. The validity of the accept- 
ance has never been questioned. The Department has acted on it, the road has 
been built, and Congress, with a full knowledge of the character of the ac ‘ept- 
ance, has conferred additional grants on the company. 

The Government, in two of its branches, and the company have treated the 
acceptance as valid and titles have vested on the faith of that transaction. As 
between them there can be no question of the validity of the acceptance. Per- 
haps it will not be questioned that a corporation may bind itself by acts not 
under seal, It is well settled in the United States that the acts of a corporation 
evidenced by vote are ascompletely binding upon it, and are as complete au- 
thority to its agents, as the most solemn acts done under its corporate seal. 
(Angell & Ames on Corporations, section 237; Bank of United States vs. Dan- 
dridge, 12 Wheat., 64; 2 Kent Com., 288; Garrison vs. Coombs, 22 Am. Dec., 120. 
7J. J. Marshall, 84 Kentucky.) 
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pencil the ** probable’’ route of oad | t< Kansas | r 
posite the town of Lawr t ce Up Said to the o of the ! » 
lican River, thence ot t lian longitu 
On July 17, 1862, th il offi j stricts in Kansas and 
Nebraska were directed to withdraw t 4 a Ww \ es of said probable 
route ro settlement and entry r 5 t ra ‘ ‘ 3 sub<e ntivt ed 
80 a8 to open the lands in the even i ered sect +to entry under the pre 
emption and homestead laws at the double m ' 
By said act of Congress approved July 2, [Sh4 (13 Stat the act of July 
1, 1 62, was amended so as to increase the grant to 10 se 3 pe to be 
taken within a limit of 20 miles on each side of the road, and to provide for the 
withdrawal of the odd sections within 2 miles of the road on filing map of g 
eral route 
By section 5 of said act the time for designa yr the general route of said rail 
road and of filing the map of the same, and the time for the completion of that 
part of the railroads required by the terms of the act of 1862 each pany 
was extended one year from the time designated tn the a« Lse 
On ily 1, 1865 a& map showing the ge I te of the road i quest nirom 
the Missouri River to the one hundred ridian of west longitude was filed 
The line shown upon said map was almost identical with the - of ‘*‘ probable 
route designated by the map filed by Mr wing in 18)2 rhe ip was re 
ferred to your office for appropriate act 1 and with vy lice letter of July 
3, 1865, returned tothe Department with the recommendat i that, asthe odd 
| sections within 15 milesof the lineshown thereon w nu mady withdraw no 
further withdrawal should be ordered until the road had been surveyed and lo- 
cated and a map thereof filed in the Department. No further withdrawal was 
made at that time 
By act of Congress approved July 3, 18 l4 Stats., 76), amendatory of said 
act of 1861, the Union Pacific Railway ¢ ipany, Easter Division. was author- 
ized to designate the general route of its road and tile a map of the same atany 
time before December 1}, 1866, and upon the filing of said map of general route 
the Secretary of the Interior was directed to withdraw from sale the lands along 
the entire line, so far as the same might be designated. It was provided, how- 
ever, that said company should counect its road with the Union Pacifie Rai 
road, but not ata point more than 50 miles westwardly from the meridian of 
Denver 
On July 11, 1865, the company filed a map designating the general route of its 
road from Fort Riley up the Smoky Hill River tothe western boundary of Kan- 
sas: whereupon the odd sections within 25 miles of such route were withdrawn 
from entry by order of the Secretary of the Interior, and November follow- 
ing such of the lands withdrawn along the ite up tl publican as were not 
within 25 miles of the new route were restored to settl nt and entry 
rhe road west of Fort Riley was definitely located in sections, the maps of 
which were filed as follows 
From Fort Ril to Fort Harker. May 8, 1867 
From Fort Harker to Fort Hays, September 21, 1867 
From Fort Hays to the three hundred and thirty-fifth mile post, Decembe 
15867. 
From the three hundred and thirty-f 1 tothe ir hundred and fifth mil 
post, May 6, 1570 
From the four hundred and fifth m st to Denver, Colorado, May 26, 1870 
The line of definite location as shown upon these maps is not identical w 
th » of general route, the distance between the two lines amounting in 
some aces to as much as 25 iles 
Following the filing of these maps the withdrawal previously ordered on the 
line of general route was adjusted to the line of definite location, ¢@. e., such of 
the lands within the 2>-mile limits of the withdrawal on general route as were 
not within 20 miles of the line of definite location were restored to entry,and 
at the same time such of the lands within 20 3 of the line of definite | 
tion as were not within the limits of the withdrawal on generai route were with 


drawn for the benefit of the grant 

It is urged that the action of the company in departing from its line of gen- 
eral route, and locating and constructing its road upon another and different 
route, was an abandonment of its grant tothe extent of such departure, or at 
least an abandonment of such lands as are outside the withdrawal on general 
route, though within the withdrawal on definite location 

his question is very thoroughly considered by your offi 
follows 

‘If the designation of the line of 1566 was sucha designation of the line ofthe 
road that the right of the company thereby attached to the odd-numbered se 
tions along such line, it follows that such |.ne could not afterwards be changed 
so as to affect the grant without the consent of Congress, Van Wyck vs. K 
vals, 106 U. S., 360 

The question, then, is, whether the right of the company attached to lands 
along the line of 1866 upon the fi g of the map designating the sam 

The grant to the Kansas Pacitic Rai y Company is of the alt 
numbered sections within 20 miles on each side of its road, ‘* not 





in said report, as 




















sold, re- 
served, or otherwise disposed of by the United States, and to which a homestead 
or pre-emption claim may not have attached at the time the line ofsaid road is 
definitely fixed.”’ 

The seventh se tion of the act of July 1, 1862, as amended by act of J ily 
1864, provides 

‘That within two years after the passage of this act said company shal! desig 
nate the general route of same in the Departinent of the Interior, whereupon 
the Secretary of the Interior shall cause the lands within 25 milesof said desis 
nated route orroutes to be withdrawn from pre-emption, private entry, and 
sale."’ 

















Here, apparently, are two separate and distinct lines: first, a prelim ry « 
| ger eral line, to be followed by a withdrawal of the 1d we ma within & les 
thereof, and, second, a final or definite ne, tl »f which identifies 
| and attaches the company’s right to the gran 
Until the line of the road was ce tely f i the grant was in the nature o 
a float, requiring a definite location to attach or anchor it to the particular 
tions granted. 
In the case of Kansas Pacific Railway Dunmeyer (113 U.S., 629), the Su 
| preme ¢ ourt, discussing the grant to said ec an istinguished between t 
general route and the definite locat 1, and cde red the irpose ar t 
each, and its decisior at case is lusive of the estions invo ré 
ei g of the line te ation the court says 
“Wherever the ro 4 ot yrant was lited orig y to five se 0 
and by the amendment of 1554 to & ections on each side of it within the t 
| of 2) miles. 
** When ft line wae fiwe d wl eh we } he alre idy ana lw usb the ot of 
this ip of «de t 1inthe General and Office, the the t was 
established vhich the lands to which the road had r were to be Getae- 
mined I iily thisdetermined which w alte ate sections 


on each side of that where the surveys had then been made 
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And in the« Butts »rthern Pacific Railroad Company (119 U.S., 55), 
the court ! 

The act of Congress not only contemplates the filing by the company in the 
office the ¢ missioner of the General Land Office of a map showing the 
‘ location of the line of its road and limits the grant to such alternate 
. anal not at that time been reserved, sold, granted, or otherwise ap- 
propriated,and ure free from pre-emption, grant, or other claims or rights, but 
t also contemplates a preliminary designation of the generai route of the road 
and the exclusion from sale, entry, or pre-emption of the adjoining odd sections 


es on each side until the definite location is made,”’ 
These and similar decisions hold that the designation of the general route in 









no way controlled the grant, and that its purpose was to preserve the lands from 
other appropriation until the road could be definitely located. (Kansas Pa- 
cifle Kailway Company vs, Dunmeyer; Buttsvs, Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pan) uy Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 10 Copp., 74.) 
fu the Dunmeyer case, the Supreme Court, discussing the effect of the filing 
of tine ap of general route of the Kansas Pacific Railway, said 
This action does not, like the filing of t line of definite location, vest in 
the company a right to any specific piece of land. It establishes noclaim to any 
particular section with an odd number It authorizes the Secretary to with- 
draw « n lands from sale, pre-emption, etc. 
*The grant being of the odd-numbered sections within 20 miles of the line of 
definite locat and no right to any specific lands being vested in the company 

































} ‘ t of the ‘ ite, it follows that in fixing its definite loca- 
puny Was not necessarily required to conform to the line of gen- 
‘ ! t 
Said t further truly states that 
Dey nent has uniformly permitted a change of line after filing ofa 
‘ ls 6,and after such change has adjusted the withdrawal on 
eneral route toth [ of definite location."’ 
it r i are hed by your office on this point. 
ain itis urged that the designation of the r« » west of Fort Riley and the 
v val t eon were egal because that portion of the route was not ap- 
p l by the Presid and that consequently the grant west of Fort Riley has 
fai 
Iti l that ‘‘In orde: inauthorized iwful, and forbidden with- 
‘ { July 11, 1866, Secre Harlan, following in the footsteps of Commis 
mi er Ledmunda, seems to have disregarded all statutory requirements, legal 
pris ‘ ind advisory opinio In support of this objection the opinion of 
Assietant torney-Ge ral Smith of October 3, 1871, approved by Secretary 
Deia I I ( clled, 
That opinik held that the Kansas Pacific did not acquire a right to lands 
west the meridian of Fort Riley under tl ict of 1862, because its route was 
ed by the Presid but that it did acquire such right by the third 
f the act of March 3, 1869 (15 Stat., 324 
lo this it must be answered that said opinion is in conflict with that of the 
United States Supreme Court, delivered in L878, in thecase of the Missouri, Kan- 
i ind Texas Railway Company vs. Kansas Pacitic Railway Company (97 U 
The court there held (syllabus) that by the act of July 3, 1366 (14 Stat., 
7 t Kansas Pacific Railway Company “was authorized to designate the 
general route of its road and to file a map thereof atany time before Decem- 
! ‘ } ided, That after the filing of the map the lands along its entire 
] 4 far designated should be reserved from sale by the Secretary of the 
I ! \ nm tl pecitied time the company filed a map designating as 
such general route a line from Fort Riley to the western boundary of Kansas, 
} “ fthe Smoky Hill River 
The lands upon this route, embracing, among others, those now in contro- 
vers vere accordingly withdrawn from sale,and in January, 1867,the road 


was compieted for 25 miles, approved by the commissioners appointed to ex- 
armine it, and accepted by the President. Held: lL. That the title of the com- 
pany attaching to those lands by the location of the road, followed by the con- 


struction thereof, took effect by relation, as of the date of the said act of 1862, 
80 as to out off all intervening claimants except in the cases where reservations 
were specially made in it and the amendatory act of 1864. The lands there in 


question lay west of Fort Riley. 

Ibe provision of the statute on this point is: ‘‘The route in Kansas, west of 
the meridian of Fort Riley, to the aforesaid point, on the one hundredth merid- 
ian of longitude, to be subject to the approval of the President of the United 
States, and to be determined by him on actual survey.” 

The route of 1866 was not approved by the Presidentin person. The com- 
pany, however, constructed its road upon the line of definite location and the 
same Was accepted and approved by the President. This would appear to mect 
the requirement of the granting act independently of tne decision of the Su- 
preme Court. The map of the route was filed and accepted by the Secretary of 
the Interior, and on the faith of this the road was built. The President never 
disapproved of the route. 

As a matter of fact, however, it is evident that the Department, after the pas- 
sage of the act of 1866. treated this provision as not extending to the new route 
authorized by said act, but as still applicable to the abandoned route up the 
Republican, where an actual survey and approval by the President was re- 
quired forthe purpose of ascertaining the amount of bonds of the United States 
to which the company would have been entitled had it constructed its road 


upon that route, it being restricted to that amount by the terms of the act of 
1866. 

A survey of the route from Fort Riley to aconnection with the Union Pacific 
Railroad at the one hundredth meridian was accordingly made during the sum- 
mer of 1868, under the direction of the Department of the Interior, by Bvt. 
Maj. ©. W. Howell, captain of engineers, United States Army, for the purpose 
of ascertaining “the most direct and practicable route for a railroad upon the 
route prescribed by the provisions of the act of 1862,’ which survey, together 
with the recommendation of Secretary Browning that the amount of bonds to 
be issued to said company in aid of the construction of its road along the new 
route be restricted to the length of the old route as ascertained by said survey, 
was approved by the President October 30, 1868, 

Said report further says 

‘| deem it proper, however, to add that the Pacific Railway Commission has 
sd for much information from this office in respect to the status of grants of 
land tothe Pacific Railroad corporations, and | have understood that some rec- 
commendation may possibly be made to Congress by said commission touching 
the contro! or disposition of unpatented lands. I am not advised of the nature 
of the report that has been made by the commission, but I think it proper to 





submit for your consideration: the question of the expediency of deferring the 
perfection of railroad tilies by,is-ue of further patents to the companies which 
are in default in their indebtedness to the United S ates, pending the report of 


the commission, or of action by Congress in the matter of the adjustment of 
such ince : 


tednuess 


rhe facts with reference to this matter areas follows: Pursuant to the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress of March 3, 1887 (24 Stat., 488), the United States 
Pacific Railway Commission on April 17, 1887, was appointed by the President. 
The act was entitled “An act authorizing an investigation of the books, ac- 
counts, and methods of railroads which have received aid from the United 
States, and for other purposes."’ The report of the commission was submitted 
to Congress, with a message from the President dated January 17, 1888, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





LS 









Aveust 1, 





The message was devoted largely to the question of the indebtedness of said 

companies tothe Government. It says: 
he majority of the commission are in favor of an extension of the time for 

the payment of the Government indebtedness of these companies, upon certain 
conditions, But the chairman of the commission, presenting the minority re- 
port, reeommends, both upon principle and policy, the institution of proceed- 
ings for the forfeiture of the charters of the corporations and the winding up of 
their affairs.”’ 

In reference to the land grants the President said: 
“‘T desire to call attention also tothe fact that,ifall that was to be done on the part 
of the Government to fully vest in these companies the grants and advantages 
contemplated by the acts passed in their interest has not yet been perfected and 
if the failure of such companies to perform in good faith their part of the con- 
tract justifies such a course, the power rests with the Congress to withhold 
further performance on the part of the Government. If donated lands are not 
yet granted to these companies, and if their violation of contract and of duty 
is such as in justice and morals forfeits their riglits tosuch lands, Congressional 
action should intervene to prevent further consummation, Executive power 
must be exercised according to existing laws and Executive discretion is proba- 
bly not broad enough to reach such difficulties.’ 

With all the facts and the recommendations of the President before it the 
Fiftieth Congress expired without enacting any further legislation on this sub- 


I have thus carefully examined all the objections urged and suggested against 
the issuance of the patents here in question and have found no reason to justify 
the further suspension of the same. The road has been completed, the selec- 
tions have been made and the fees paid,and the objections urged are not founded 
in law. There are no adverse claims. I therefore concur in the proposal of 
your office that proper lists of the selected lands be prepared and submitted for 
approval as a basis for patent 

rhe existing law on this subject is found in the fourth section of said act of 

1862, as follows: 
And be it further enacted, That whenever said company shall have comp'eted 
10 consecutive miles of any portion of said railroad and telegraph line, ready 
for the service contemplated by this a t and supplied with all necessary drains, 
culverts, viaducts, crossings, sidings, bridges, turn-outs, watering places, depots, 
equipments, furniture, and all other appurtenances of a first-class railroad, the 
rails and all the other iron used in the construction and equipment of said roud 
to be American manufacture of the best quality, the President of the United 
States shall appoint three commissioners to examine the same and report to him 
in relation thereto; and if it shall appearto him that 40 consecutive miles of 
said railroad and telegraph line have been completed and equipped in all re- 
spects as required by this act, then, upon certificate of said commissioners to 
that effect, patents shall issue conveying the right and title to said lands to said 
company, on each side of the road as far asthe same is completed, tothe amount 
aforesaid, and patents shall in like manner issue as each 40 miles of said rail- 
road and telegraph line are completed, upon certificate of said commis- 
sioners 


Very respectfully, 




















JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 

The COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, July 25, 1890, 

Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of the Senate resolution of the 
3d instant, which is as follows: 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
whether he has knowledge of the guaranty, actual or proposed, by the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company of the bonds or stock of any other corporation, more 
especially those of the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company and of the 
Denver and South Park Railroad Company. Whether said Union Pacific Rail- 
road Company has paid out of its surplus earnings or otherwise the indebted- 
ness or any part thereof of said or other companies; if so, whether such guar- 
anty or such payment or both are in accordance with law and consistent with 
the obligations of said Union Pacific Railroad Company to the United States; 
and that the Secretary of the Interior be directed to communicate to the Senate 
all information in possession of his Department on the subject.”’ 

In response, I beg to state that it appears from a letter of the Commissioner of 
Railroads that the Union Pacific Railway Company has guarantied at different 
times the bonds and interest of quite a number of other corporations, whose 
names and the amount for which the guaranties have been made will be found 
in the papers herewith transmitted. It appears that the payment of dividends 
on stock of only one company, that of the Oregon Railway and Navigation Com- 
pany, has been guarantied, and this has been done indirectly, by guarantying 
the performance of a covenant made by the Oregon Short Line Company tothat 
effect. 

Some of the roads, so far as built, whose bonds and interest have been thus 
guarantied, have been operated in connection with the Union Pacitic Company 
and as feeders thereto, and the deficiency of their operating expenses has been 
paid by it, Those in process of construction whose bonds this company has 
agreed to ouaentp will be operated in the same way and will doubtless have 
their expenses and debts paid in like manner. The Denver and South Park 
Railroad Company had its operating expenses and fixed charges paid by the 
Union Pacifie prior to its reorganization as stated by the Commissioner, and 
will, I take it, be paid in like manner under the new arrangement, if necessary. 

The guaranties spoken of have been made in pursuance of the fixed policy 
which the Union Pacific has followed for years as a meens of increasing the 
business and earnings of the main line. The policy adopted and pursued by 
the company in this respect has been the subject of frequent investigations on 
the part of the Government, and in each instance has been approved by its offi- 
eers. The Government directors in the company commended the policy as 
wise and calculated to benefit the Government, in their reports of 1576, 1877, 
1878, 1879, 1880, 1883, 1884, and 1885, as will be seen by reference to the report of 
the Commissioner of Railroads, May 20, 1890. The special commission, ap- 
pointed under the actof March 3, 1887 (24 Stat., 458), examined the whole sub- 
ject extensively, and the majority report commends the policy adopted. 

The special committee appointed by your honorable body on the President's 
message transmitting said report examined into the ceurse of the Union Pacific 
Compaay in this respect, commend its action. and say, on page 9 of their report, 
submitted February 10, 1890, “All but one or two (of the branches) are of value 
now as feeders to the main line, with reasonable prospects of large increases of 
business,” 

In summing up said committee said, on page 10: “ It was demonstrated that 
the net earnings of the present company derived from business turned over by 
or interchanged with its branch lines amounted to $3,277,070.92, and for the last 
year to more than $4,000,000, In other words, the net earnings of the Union 
Pacifie are now increased by upwards of $4,0',000 from revenues derived from 
traffic that was carried over its main lines through and because of its control 
over these branch or feeding lines. Without regard to other advantages that 
the Union Pacifie may have enjoyed, or still enjoys, through its inve-tments 
in this direction, it is evident that without the branch-line system it could not 
hold its own.” 

Inasmuch as, according to the report of the Commissioner of Railroads, here- 
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with sent, said company has complied with and continues to comply with all | SUNDR} ' 
the requirements of Congress as to the payments to be made to the United | a eee 7 
States. and has made the investments referred to out of its own proper share of | Phe SPEAKER. ihe question t 1 the 
earnings, I do not see how its action in the premises can be fairly regarded as | Clerk will report. 
endangering or injuring the interest of the United States as ereditor of said 
company, or be considered otherwise than as legitimate and proper in the prose- ; 
cution of its business. It bas given no lien or mortgage on or made any piledce | Cierk read a 
of its assets on which the Unwed States have a lien, but seems to have simply | 5 aad j = wa . 
used its credit and its share of income, as it had a right to do, in promotion of For the purpos cies cae . — 
its proper purposes ; 1 ‘ I i ne ’ seule A 
The legal aspects of the inquiry made by your body were referred to the As- : il ~s : 
sistant Attorney-General for this Department. His opinion, which I herewith | , nai hemi ' ee ; = 
also send you, is to the effect that on the facts, as shown by the Railroad Com- : there : , 
missioner, there has been no violation of the United States statutes governing 
this corporation by the company in these matters or of its obligations to t! s ; Se a 
Government. In these views I concur. he SPEAKER, Lhe ger 


ee ie 


+ tia 
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ae 


: Believing I have fully answered the inquiries of the Senate, I submit the | ¢ 
foregoing ind the a < ypanyir g papers. i } The questi } va Dn i } ] - 
Very respectiuliy, ee ; 2 —e : ‘ ; 
JOHN W. NOBLE, Se ry ir, RNLOE visi 


ow hae 


The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 





Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, offered the follow- 


| 
GALVESTON HARBOR. | Mr. i 
| 
; 7 } 
ing resolution; which was adopted: 


hate Aca Pre Se 


: Res That the Secretary of War be reque 
a copy of the reports made this year by the engi I 
in the harbor at Galveston, Tex., especially the report of Major Allen and H. ¢ \ 
Ripley, assistant engineer. Ay 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, B — , 
Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker—— Bank 1 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentlemn rise? Bayne, ) 
i Mr. ENLOE. I rise for the purpose of making a motion that the | aaa 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration | be I 
of busivess on the Private Calendar. um, : se 
Mr. CANNON, Mr. Speaker, as against that, I desire that we con- | | ; 
clude the consideration of the sundry civil bill. I think it will take 7 ( 
but little time. ‘ ‘ | 
Mr. ENLOE. I think it is important, Mr. Speaker, to make the | , Va ; i i 
motion that I have made at this time. The sundry civil bill is privi , v. J 


sted td furnish this House with | 





seer in charge of improvements 





PBR’ 


leged and can be concluded any day in the week, while there is on! Bucka wes ; 
one day in the week assigned to the Private Calendar. 7 
Mr. CANNON. But this general appropriation bill has the right of 
way, under the rules, as against private-bill day or any other, and [ | ©®\ : H 
desire that the House shal! conclude the consideration of the bill to-day. | , K ; a a \ eae 
Mr. ENLOE. I have made my motion, and if the gentleman an- | « stock, Cennedy i |, lowa v K 5 
tagonizes it he will have to test the question by a motion properly | ‘ r nN low . 
made in order. a eee ae 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois expect to have the right of way every day, including Friday ? 
Mr. CANNON. Al! I want isto finish this bill and to get it into lames, 
conference. ridge, Ky 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is the gentleman never sat- 
isfied? Does he want the whole week? ‘‘ Insatiate archer, will not 
one suffice ?”’ 
Mr. CANNON. Ah, my friend is so ‘‘ childlike and bland.” 
F Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How long would it have 
taken my friend to make such progress with his bill if we had not 
helped him, as we have done, to expedite it? 
Mr. CANNON. If my triend were not so eminent as a member ot ' 
Congress and a statesman, he would have made a rare reputation as a ngs, Lanham Pe 
humorist. pave a Ee 
Mr. ENLOE. I think I shall have to raise the question of order on a 
private conversation. - = . 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Lobserve that ‘‘a chiel’s takin’ notes,’’ which, | Ande: 
no doubt, ‘‘he’l) prent.’’ | Andrey 
Mr. HOLMAN. Regular order. | Arnold, 
The SPEAKER. This is not the time at which the gentleman from | | 
Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] can make his motion, because it must be after | ! 
the unfinished business has been disposed of. . wba 
Mr. ENLOE. What is the unfinished business? | Belden. 
i 
' 
' 
} 
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The SPEAKER, In the first place, the private business on the 
Speaker’s table would have to be disposed of, and after that the pend- 
ing unfinished business. 

7 Mr. ENLOE. If there is private business on the Speaker's table, I | com, ya 
i suppose that is the first thing in order. peat senad 

The SPEAKER. It would be were not the gentleman from Illinois 
| claiming the right to go on with his privileged business, which is an 
f 
: 
' 


appropriation bill. 
Mr. ENLOE, How does that gain any higher privilege than the mo- 
tion which I made, which is aiso privileged, the only question being 
as to the stage at which it should be made? a ..¥ 
The SPEAKER. The business of the gentleman from Illinois is well. H ns ngton, | 
privileged under Rule XI, which gives the Committee on Appropria 
f tions the right to report at any time on general appropriation bills 
and that carries the right of consideration: and when consideration has 
once been entered upon the privilege attaches until it is finished, be- 
cause the same reasons continue to operate. 


t 
Mr. ENLOE. I shall raise the question of consideration on the gen- 
tleman’s motion. 


Mr. CANNON. I think we can dispose of this matter long before 
the <entleman’s question would be determined. 
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ned to consider the amendments 
ing pairs were announced 
with Mr. Tucker, for this day. 
with Mr, Biaas, on all questions except bankruptcy 
legislation. 
HANSBROUGH, on all political questions; also 


ll, butterworth option bill, and original-package bill, 


termi 


' L 
vADK 
with Mr 


d bi 


. Y with Mr. MIL 
r. LEY with Mr. KERR 
Mr. thoWs with Mr. Wi 
Mr. vz with Mr. AND} 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania 
the week, 
Mr. McCorMICK 
Mr. WALLACE, of 
questions the 


3, until August 1. 
of Pennsylvania, until August 12. 
West Virginia, for ten days. 
Mississippi, for one week. 

Mr. SHIVELY, 


M 
mN, Ol 
RSON of 
with 
ol 
with Mr. PAYNTER, until Tuesday next 
York, with Mr. WILKINSON, on all political 
nal-package and bankruptcy bills, for two 


New 
except origi 
wee } §. 


ar 
Mi 


BLI 

Mr. O 
BIVeE 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. Roper for ten days 

rhe following were announced as being paired ontil further notice : 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. TARSNEY 
package and bankruptcy bills 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. MAGNER 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. Vaux. 

Mr. WALKER with Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. CHEATHAM with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. WASHINGTON, 

ir. Rire with Mr. WILson, of Missouri. 
Mr. MiLes with Mr. G1Bson. 
Mr. Brower with Mr. Henperson, of North Carolina. 
Mr. DALZELL with Mr. CLEMENTs, 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 
Mr. Taywor, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 
Mr. FINLEY with Mr, CANDLER, of Georgia. 
Mr. HALL with Mr. STOCKDALE 
Mr. NuTE with Mr. BARNES. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. SPRINGER. 
Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. GRIMES. 
Mr. Linp with Mr. PIERCE. 
Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. WADE. 
Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HaTcu. 
Mr. WHeecer, of Michigan, with Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 
Mr. HUexverson, of Illinois, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. 
Mr. BovuTeELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 
Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. Perry. 
Mr. De LANo with Mr. DUNPHY. 
Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 
Mr. Grout with Mr. FIrcn. 
Mr. Perers with Mr. MANSUR. 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD. 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. HOOKER. 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA. 
Mr. T.. M. Browne with Mr, Lester, of Georgia. 
Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. LopGe with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. Houk with Mr. PARReT1 

Mr. KeETCHAM with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. Morey with Mr. BuNN. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW, 

Mr. WiLLcox with Mr. Russe. 

Mr. Wriaut with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. JoserH D. TAYLOR with Mr. CoBp 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. CowLss. 

Mr. GrrrorD with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. DICKERSON, 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. McCrREARY. 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote, be- 
ing paired with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGore], reserving 
the right, however, to make a quorum. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, I also withdraw my vote for the same rea- 
son, being paired with the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. RUSSELL. 
and withdraw my vote, having voied only to make a quorum, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. A quorum being present, I ask to withdraw my 
vote al 


with Mr. WHITING, until Monday next. 
, of Indiana, with Mr. Stump, until Monday next, inclu- 


WEN 


PSON, 


Iso. 


for the rest | 


on all questions except original- | 


lam paired with my colleague [Mr. WILLCoX], | 


AUGUST 1, 


Mr. FRANK. 


I desire to make a similar request, Mr. Speaker, b 


| ing paired with Mr. TARSNEY. 


Mr. WRIGHT. Iam paired with the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. GEISSENHAINER], and only voted to make a quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS 
but voted to make a quorum. I withdraw my vote, if there is enoug}h 


| left without it. 


Mr. SKINNER. Iam paired with Mr. Girrorn, but voted to mak: 
a quorum, that being the agreement. If enough members are let 


| without my vote, I withdraw it. 


The SPEAKER. 
voted. 

Mr. SKINNER. Then that is all right. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks,announce| 
that the Senate had passed the joint resolution (H. Res. 198) to permit 
Capt. George W. Davis, United States Army,to accept a position in the 


The Chair is informed that Mr. GIFFORD has als 


| Nicaragua Canal Construction Company. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The SPEAKER. The House having determined to consider th, 
amendments of the Senate to the appropriation bill, the question is on 
non-concurrence in the amendment which has just been reported t 


the House. 


The vote was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 110, noes 29 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

question was taken; and there were—yeas 133, nays 40, not 
154; as foliows: 


The 
The 


voting 


Adams, 

Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 


| Bake r, 


Banks, 
Bayne, 
Beck with, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 

| Bingham, 

| Boothman, 

| Bowden, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Browne, Va. 

| Buchanan, N, J. 
Buckalew, 
Burton, 


| Cannon, 


headle, 

lunie, 
ogswell, 
omstock, 
‘onger, 
onnell, 
‘Sooper, Ind. 
‘ooper, Ohio 
raig, 

risp, 
‘ulberson, Tex. 
Culbertson, Pa, 


Abbott, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 


| Brookshire, 


Brown, J. B. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bynum, 
Caruth, 
Chipman, 


Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 


| Anderson, Miss. 


Andrew, 
Arnold, 


} Bankhead, 


Barnes, 
Bartine, 
Barwig, 
Belden, 
Biggs, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
Boatner, 
Joutelle, 

| Breckinridge, Ark. 
Browne, T. M, 

| Bullock, 

Bunn, 

Burrows, 

| Butterworth, 

| Caldwell, 

| Campbell, 


YEAS—133. 


Davidson, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Dorsey, 
Dunnell, 
Ellis, 
Enloe, 
Farquhar, 
Finley, 
Flick, 
Forney, 
Funston, 
Gear, 
Gest, 
Gifford, 
Goodnight, 
Grosvenor, 
Harmer, 
Haugen, 
Heard, 
Henderson, 'owa 
Hermann, 
Hill, 
ITo]man, 
Hopkins, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, lowa 
Kinsey, 
Lacey, 

La Follette, 
JTanham, 
Laws, 
Lehlibach, 


Lester, Va. 
Martin, Ind, 
Mason, 
McCord, 
McDuffie, 
McKenna, 
MeMillia, 
McRae, 
Moffitt, 
Moore, N, H,. 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Mutchiler, 
Oates, 
O'Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Peters, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Price, 
Raines, 
Ray, 

Reed, Iowa 
Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
Sawyer, 
Sayers, 


NAYS—40, 


Covert, 
Crain, 
Cumwuings, 
Edmunds, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Fowler, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Haynes, 
NOT 
Candler, Ga. 
Candler, Maas. 
Carlton, 
Carter, 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 
Cheatham, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Wis. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clementa, 
Cobb, 
Coleman, 
Cothran, 
Cowles, 
Cutcheon, 
Dalzell, 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
De Haven, 
De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dickerson, 
Dingley, 
Dunphy, 


Hemphill, 
Lane, 
Lawler, 
Lee, 

Lewis, 
Maish, 
Martin, Tex. 
McAdoo, 
McClammy, 
McClellan, 


VOTING—154. 


Elliott, 

Evans, 

Ewart, 
Featherston, 
Fiteh, 

Flood, 

Flower, 
Frank, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gibson, 
Greenhalge, 
Grimes, 
Grout, 

Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Hare, 
Henderson, IL 


Henderson, N.C. 


Herbert, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, 
Houk, 
Kerr, Pa. 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 


I ask for the yeas and nays 


Scull, 
Simonds, 
Smith, W. Va. 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Struble, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, Dl. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Townsend, Colo. 
Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Kans. 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 
Wallace, Mass, 
Watson, 
Williams, Ill, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Yoder. 


Montgomery, 
O' Ferrall, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Owens, Ohio 
Penington, 
Quinn, 
Richardson, 
Stone, Ky. 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wike, 


Knapp, 
Laidlaw, 
Lansing, 
Lester, Ga. 
Lind, 
Lodge, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
MeCarthy, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McCreary, 
McKinley, 
Miles, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morey, 
Mudd, 
Niedringhaus, 
Norton, 
Nute, 

O' Neall, Ind. 
Owen, Ind, 
Parrett, 
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Paynter, Rusk, Stockdale, Washington, 
Perkins, Russell, Stone, Mo. Wheeler, Mich. 
Perry, Sanford, Stump, Whiting, 
Phelan, Seranton, Tarsney, Whitthorne, 
Pierce, Seney, Taylor, J.D. Wickham, 
Pugsley Sherman, Taylor, Tenn. Wiley, 
Quackenbush, Shively. Townsend, Pa, Wilkinson, 
Randall, Skinner, Tucker, Willeox, 
Reilly, Smith, lll. Turner, N. Y. Wilson, Mo. _ 
Reyburn, Smyeser, Vaux, Wilson, W. Va. 
Rife, Spinola, Venable, Wright, 
Robertson, Springer, Wade, Yardley. 
Rogers, Stahlnecker, Walker, 


Rowland, Stewart, Vt. Wallace, N.Y. 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pair: 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. ALDERSON, until further notice. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


22) Maryland Point light-station, Maryland: For the establishment of a 
light-house and fog-signal at or near Maryland Point, Potomac River, $50,000. 


ae a ’ 
TheSPEAKER. The committee recommend non-concurrence, and | 


the question is upon non-concurring. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, if I can get the 


attention of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and if it is | 
agreeable to the House, I will call attention to the fact that amend- | 


ments numbered 22, 25, and 26 involve the same general question. 
‘They are different appropriations for different light-houses, but they 
involve the same question of policy as to whether this House will con- 
cur in the amendments put on by the Senate for the building of these 
light-houses which are marked ‘‘indispensable.’’ If it is agreeable to 
the gentleman from Illinois to have one vote on the three amendments 
instead of a separate vote on each amendment, I will ask simply one 
vote on the three amendments. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that there are other ‘‘indispensable’’ items which have been non- 
concurred in touching the light-house service. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is the reason why I, 
for one, do not insist upon a separate vote for each. I thought if we 
ccald select these three, and the House will require concurrence, that 


the conference committee would accept that vote of the House as an | 


instruction to concur in all the other amendments of the same nature. 

Mr. CANNON. If I should happen to be a member of the confer- 
ence committee I do not think it would accept it. I would not want 
it to go with that understanding. I have no objection to the three 
being grouped together. 


The SPEAKER. If no one desires a division, the three can be voted | 


on together. [After a pause.] The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendments indicated. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard for a moment. | 
Mr. CANNON. I hope there will be nodebate, and I move the pre- | being taken by consent, without requiring the previous question to be 
vious question. I have no objection to the gentleman from Arkansas | called. 


[Mr. koGeRs] occupying a moment’s time if he wishes to do so. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The question is upon non-concurring in the amend- | standing. 


ments reported to the House. 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, can I be heard or am I cut off? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is cut off. [Laughter. } 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, there kas been 


no previous question ordered upon the amendments. 


The SPEAKER, Precisely; but the amendments are being voted 


on. The House has commenced to divide on the amendments. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But not on these particular| Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman wants a few minutes, say five 
amendments. There has been no division on these amendments at all. | minutes, and if we can then have a vote on the balance of the amend- 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the matter is debatable | ments, I am content. 
under the circumstances. The House has commenced to vote upon the 


amendments. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is not each vote a separate 


proposition ? 


The SPEAKER. Each vote is a separate proposition, and we have 
been voting on the amendments separately and as grouped, in the or- | plied to me; and I say to the Speaker with perfect propriety that I 
dinary way, as if the previous question had been ordered. The Chair | submit as gracefully as I can to any ruling that he may make, but 


thinks that was the understanding. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ah, but there has been no 
understanding that the previous question was ordered or should be or- 
dered, and a number of the amendments were selected out of the body | 


of amendments specially. 
Mr. CANNON. Simply for a vote. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There was no understanding | always done so. 


as to the previous question having been ordered. 


TheSPEAKER. TheChair thinks the understanding was that there | nized, and after being recognized have been taken from the floor by 


was not to be any debate. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There was no understanding 
that there was not to be any debate; and under the rules of the House, | dues not know for what purpose he rises until he explains it, and it 


unless the previous question is ordered, debate can not be cut off. 


| 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that, when amendments have entitled to the floor under the circumstances. 

been considered and reported by the committee to the House and the | 

House is proceeding to vote upon the amendments seriatim, they have | cupied, and a gentleman rises and addresses the Chair and is recog- 


never been regarded as matter under debate. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, then you de 
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cide that I, for instance, who had the floor in the making of the propo- 
sition to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. CANNON], have not the right 
now to debate this proposition. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky 
from that decision. 
Mr. CANNON. I call the gentleman's attention to what took place 
yesterday 


Then I respectfully appeal 


Mr. CANNO? Mr. Speaker- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair asked the House whether any gentle- 
man desired a separate vote on the amendments. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes: and was said yes- 
terday that a separate vote was required on the amendments. 

The SPEAKER, A separate vote, and then they were grouped to- 
gether afterward, and the question has been put. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call the attention of the 
Chair and of the HouSe to what occurred in the House yesterday 


Mr Cannon. Mr. Speaker, I understand that gentlemen have selected such 
| amendmentsast hey desire separate votes upon, andas tothe remaining amend- 
ments | would be gladto have the recommendations of the committee adopted 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. So far as we are conce ned, that is agree 
able. 

The Speaker. The Clerk will read the numbers of the amendments upon 
which separate votes are desired 

Che Clerk read the numbers, as follow 14, 22, 25, 26, 54, 135, 188, 197 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the action of the Committee of the Whole 
upon the other amendments will be concurred in by the House 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


There was no understanding as to debate, no understanding as to the 
previous question, no understanding except that for the purpose of ex- 
pediting business a separate vote would not be required upon the others. 

Mr. CANNON. I call the attention of the gentleman to the in- 
variable practice of the House in executing an order of this kind: When 
it proceeds to a vote it proceeds to vote upon the amendments recom- 
mended by the Committee of the Whole, and we are nine-tenths of the 
way through. I think that by the invariable practice of the House 
debate is not in order. 

| TheSPEAKER. The Chair has never heard of debate being in or- 
der after the House has commenced to vote. 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There can be no closing of 
| the debate by implication. Upon any proposition upon which the 
House has a right to vote it has the right of debate unless it is cut off 
by some rule or some vote of the House, and that vote must be on the 
previous question. Now, there has been no agreement of any sort, no 
understanding, either direct or indirect, public or private, express or 
implied, no request of that sort. The gentleman from Illinois made 
no request of me andI had no opportunity either to accept or decline. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has understood that these votes were 


| 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There was no such under- 


The SPEAKER, Then the Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON ], who is in charge of the bill, to make such mo- 
tion as he thinks suitable. 

Mr. CANNON, Then I move the previous question. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois [ Mr. CANNON | moves 
the previous question on the amendments. 


Mr. ROGERS. Iam not asking for that. I am simply asking the 
Speaker of the House, when I have been recognized and the floor is not 
occupied by the gentleman from Illinois, and he is not recognized by 
the Speaker, that the ordinary rule of parliamentary law which would 
apply to other members of the House shall with equal propriety be ap 


there is a time for straightening these matters out, and I will have it. 
That is all. 
Mr. CANNON. Yes, but I think I am in charge of this matter. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand to what the gen- 
| tleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGrers] makes allusion. The Chair has 
| endeavored to treat him with entire politeness and respect and has 


















Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, on two occasions I have been recog- 


the Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Yes, because when a gentleman rises the Chair 


may be that under the customs of the House some other gentleman is 
Mr. ROGERS. I respectfully submit that when the floor is not oc- 


| nized, it is none of the Chair’s business what he is recognized for. 
-i TheSPEAKER. The Chair respectfully states to the gentleman 





SO30 


that it is the Chair’s business, as the 


that the Chair arrogates to himself that 
t a parliamentary right. 
Chair does not arrogate anything. 
iit the Chair has usurped it. 
Speaker of the House, has al- 
out the rules of the House with regard to the 
t rm 


I will say t 


(hair, as th 


++ 


ntire la 


ROGERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, that is only a difference of opin- 


SPEAKER. It is a difference of opinion that the House, which 


pectator of the affair, can pass its judgment upon, and it has | 


undoubtedly done so. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have no doubt about that and I have no doubt 
as to what the verdict is, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt either, so there the mat- 
ter rests 

Mr. ROGERS. Then we agree on one proposition, Mr. Speaker. 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular 
order, 11 we have one, 

Phe SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois that the previous question be ordered on the Senate 
amendments 

Che question was put; and the Chair announced that the 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 47. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Imake the point of order that 
ere is no quorum present, 

The Speaker proceeded to count the members present. 
Mr. BKRECKINKIDGE, of Kentucky (during the count). I raise 
the point of order that only those present at the time that the vote is 
be counted as present to constitute a quorum, and that gen- 
tlemen who now come in should not be counted. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and sixty-one gentlemen are pres- 
ent-—pnot a quorum, 

Mr. CANNON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point 
of order that gentlemen have to be present when the vote is taken, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The yeas and nays are demanded, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 103, nays 64, not vot- 
ing 160; as follow 


‘ 


‘ayes’’ 


taken can 


YEAS—108. 

Dolliver, McCord, 
Dorsey, McDuffie, 
Dunnell, McKenna, 
Farquhar, Milliken, 
Flick, Moffitt. 
Frank, Moore, N. H, 
Funston, Morrill, 
(rear, Morse, 
Crest Mudd 
Gifford, Mutchler, 
Grosvenor, O'Donnell, 
Harmer, O Neill, Pa. 
Haugen, Osborne, 
Henderson, lowa Payne, 
Ilermann, Payson, 
Hill, Perkins, 
Hitt, Pickler, 
K elles Post, 

‘ Kennedy, Pugsley, 

headle, Kerr, lowa Raines, 

logewell, Kinsey, Ray, 

Reed, lowa 

Rowell, 


Simonds, 
Smith, I! 
Smith, W. Va, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stivers, 

Stock bridge, 
Struble, 
Swenevy, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, Ii. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo, 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 
Wallace, Mass, 
Watson, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wright. 


omestock, La ‘ 
jonger, La Follette, 
Cooper, Ohio Laws, Sanford, 
Craig, Lehlbach, Saw ver, 
Culbertson, Pa. Mason Scull, 
NAYS—G4. 
Crisp, Lanham, 
Cummings Lee, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Edmunds, Lester, Va, 
Brickner, Elliott, Lewia, 
Brookshire, Ellis, Maish, 
Brown, J. B. Enloe, Martin, Ind, 
Brunner, Fithian, Martin, Tex. 
Buchanan, Va. Forman, McAdoo, Stewart, Ga, 
Buckalew, Forney, McClammy, Stone, Ky. 
Bynum Goodnight, McClellan, Tillman, 
Caruth, Hayes, McMillin, Tarner, Ga. 
Catwchings, Haynes, McRae, Turner, N. Y. 
Clunie, Heard Montgomery, Wheeler, Ala, 
Hemphill, Morgan, Wike, 
Holman, Oates, Williams, Il, 
Lane, O’ Ferrall, Yoder 


NOT VOTING—160, 
Blount, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, Bullock, 
Bowden, Bunn, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Burrows, 
Brower, Butterworth, 


Abbott, 
Barwig, 


O'Neil, Mass. 
Owens, Ohio 
Penington, 
Quinn, 
Richardson, 
Rogers, 
Sayers, 


Browne, T. M, 
Browne, Va. 


Alderson, Bartine, 
Alien, Miss Belden, 
Anderson, Miss, Bigys, 
Andrew, Blanchard, 
Bankhead, Biand, 
Barnes, Bliss, 


ess and respect to him, and | 


Caldwell, 
Campbell 
Candler, Ga. 
Candler, Mass, 
Cariton 
Carter, 
Caswell 
eatham, 
Chipman, 
‘ ney, 

rk, Wis, 
( 5 

‘ 

( 
( 
( 
{ 

( 
Cc 


ements, 
obi 

NemMan, 
ll 


onneil, 


olbran, 
»wiles, 
ilberson, Tex. 


| Cutcheon, 


Dalzell 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
Davidson, 
De Haven, 
De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dickerson, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Dunphy, 
Evans, 
Ewart, 
Featherston, 
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Finley, 
Fitch, 
Flood, 
Flower, 
Fowler, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gibson 
Greenhalge, 
Grimes, 
Grout, 
Hall 
Hansbrough, 
Hare, 

Hatch, 
Henderson, Til. 
Henderson, N. C. 
Herbert, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 

Kerr, Pa, 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Knapp, 
Laidlaw, 
Lansing, 
Lawler, 
Lester, Ga, 
Lind, 

Lodge, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
McCarthy, 
McComas, 


McCormick, 
McCreary, 
M, Kinley, 
Miles, 
Mills, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morey. 
Morrow, 
Niedringhaus, 
Norton, 
Nute, 
O’ Neall, Ind, 
Outh waite, 
Owen, Ind, 
Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Peel, 
Perry, 
Peters, 
Phelan, 
Pi-rce, 
Price, 
Quackenbush, 
Kandall, 
Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Rife. 
Robertson, 
tock well, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Russell, 
Scranton, 
Seney, 


So the previous question was ordered. 


The following additional pair was announced: 


Aveust 1, 


Sherman 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Smyser, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stahl necker, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 

Stone, Mo 


Stump 


’ 


Tarsney, 
Taylor, J. D 
Taylor, Ten 
Townsend, Ia 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Kans, 
Vaux, 
Venable, 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Wallace, N.Y, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Whiting, 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yardley. 


Mr. BowDEN with Mr. Moore, of Texas, on all political questions, 
until further notice. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Maryland Point light station, Maryland: Forestablishment of a light-house 
and fog-signal at or near Maryland Point, Potomac River, $50,000. 


The SPEAKER. 


The Clerk will read the first amendment. 


The question is on non-concurrence. 


The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 


Division, Mr. Speaker. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 9. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 


quorum is present in the Hall. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


I make the point that no 


I demand the yeas and nays. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 113, nays 39, not 
voting 176; as follows: 


Adams, 
Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans. 
A rnold, 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 
Banks, 
Bayne, 
Belknap, 
Berven, 
Joothman, 
Brewer, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Buchanan, N. J, 
Buckalew, 
Burton, 
Bynum, 
‘annon, 
‘headle, 
Nanie, 
Jogswell, 
toleman, 
Somstock, 
Jonger, 
Cooper, Ohio 
Covert, 
Craig, 


Abbott, 
Barwig, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Brickner, 
Brown, J.B. 
trunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Chipman, 


Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Andrew, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartine, 

Beck with, 
Belden, 


YEAS—113. 


Crain, 
Culbertson, Pa. 
Dockery, 
Dorsey, 
Dunnell, 
Ellis, 
Farquhar, 
Finley, 
Flick, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Frank, 
Funston, 
Gear, 

Gest, 
Goodnight, 
Grosvenor, 
Harmer, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, lowa 
Hermann, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holman, 
Kelley, 
Kerr, lowa 
Kinsey, 
Lacey, 

La Follette, 


Lane, 
Laws, 
McCord, 
McDuffie, 
McKenna, 
McRae, 
Milliken, 
Moffitt, 
Moore, N. H. 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morse, 
Mudd, 
Oates, 

O’ Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa, 
Osborne. 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, Ind. 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Pugsley, 
Raines, 
Ray, 

Reed, Iowa 
Rock well, 


NAYS—39. 


Crisp, 
Cummings, 
Edmunds, 
Elliott, 
Enloe, 
Fowler, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Lanham, 
Lawler, 


Lee, 

Lester, Va. 
Martin, Tex. 
McAdoo, 
MeClellan, 
Mo itgomery, 
O'lerrall, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Owens, Ohio 
Peel, 


NOT VOTING —175. 


Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 


Breckinridge, Ark. Candler, Mass. 


Browne, T. M. 
Browne, Va. 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga. 


Rowell, 
Sanford, 
Sayers, 

Scull, 
Simonds, 
Smith, Ml. 
Smith, W. Va. 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stivers, 
Struble, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, Il. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Townsend, Colo. 
Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 
Watson, 
Williams, IL 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 


Penington, 
Richardson, 
Rogers, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stock brid ze, 
Turner, Ga, 
Turner, N.Y. 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wike. 


Carlton, 
Carter, 
Caswell, 
Cheatham, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Wis. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Connell, 


5 il il a aia 9 nS PR ite 2 eae 
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f Cooper, Ind. Hemphill, Morey, Stewart, Ga, ( Ha Ss 
- Coth mn Henderson, Il. Morrow, Stewart, Vt. ; ¢ \ He ' ~ ker, 
Cowles Henderson,N.C. Mutchler, Stockdale, |; Cowles H ! is Stew Vt 
Culberson, Tex. Herbert, Niedringhaus, Stone, Ky. } « son, Tex H lers Til : 
GS Cutcheon, Hooker, Norton, Stone, Mo. ; ‘ re H . N.C o 
‘ Dalzell, Hopkins, Nute, Stump, iI H ert 
Dargan, Houk, ©’ Neall, Ind, Sweney, D H ant 3 
Darlington, Kennedy, Parrett, Tarsney, Da gton, Hi ‘ ‘ R 
. Davidson, Kerr, Pa, Paynter, Taylor, J.D. Davidso H ) 
b De Haven, Ketcham, Perry, Taylor, Tenn. |} De Haver Hi 
5 De Lano, Kilgore, Peters, Townsend, Pa, | De Lano K P | 1 
Dibble Knapp, Phelan, Tracey, D e K 
Lb lnekerson, Laidlaw, Pierce, Tucker, Dickerson hs 
ss Dingley, Lansing, Price, Vaux, i Dingley, Knapp I Ka 
Dolliver, Lehlbach, Quackenbush, Venable, Dx er, Laid \ 
Dunphy, Lester, Ga. Quinn, Wade, Dunphy, La r ( ah \ 
vans, Lewis, Randall, Walker, | Ellis Lester, Ga Q \ 
% Ewart, Lind, Reilly, Wallace, Mass, | Evans Lind, | 
Featherston, Lodge, Rey burn, Wallace, N.Y. | Ewa Lodge R Wa Sy ee 
i Fitch, Magner, Rife, Washington, } Fin Magner, R "A 
£ Fithian, Maish, Robertson, Wheeler, Mich, Fit Mansur, Rey W 7 Mich 
i Flood, Mansur, Rowland, Whiting, Fithian, McAdoo, Rif Whiting 
Flower, Martin, Ind, Rusk, Whitthorne, Flood, McComas, | tson, \ horne 
c Geissenhainer, Mason, Russell, Wickham, Flower, McCormick, } 1, Wickham, 
f Gibson, McCarthy, Sawyer, Wiley, Geissenhainer, McCreary, Rus Wiley, 
F Gifford McClammy, Seranton, Wilkinson, Gibson, McKinley, Saw Wilkinson, 
K Greenhalge, McComas, Seney, Willcox, Greenhalge, McMillin ‘ Willeox 
fi Grimes, McCormick, Sherman, Wilson, Mo. Grimes, Miles S Wils Mo 
y Grout, McCreary, Shively, Wilson, Wash, Grosvenor, Milliken, Ss \ Wash. 
Hal}, McKinley, Skinner, Wilson, W. Va. Grout, Mills, Shively, Wilson, W. Va. 
; Hansbrough, MeMiliin, Smyser, Wright, Hal Montgomery, Spinola, Yardley 
; Hare, Miles, Spinola, Yardley, | Hansbrough, Moore, Tex. Spooner, Yod 
3 Haynes, Mills, Springer, Yoder. } . : 
Heard, Moore, Tex. Stahinecker, So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 
. ‘he following ad mal pairs were anno dd 
The following additional pair was announced: I he follow ng udditi nal pairs wel in 1ounced Soa 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEARD, until further Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. Norron, until farther notice. 
ti = . ee on a = F . Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. ABBoTt, on this vote. 
notice, j = . a : 
= sie r . . 41° | Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. CLUNIE, on this vote. 
,@pr 71> . »e - : > ‘ ava | aut. 
Che SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeas are 113 and the nays | ie Snamade with Mt. STURIAN. om thie vote. 
. are 39. No quorum present. | ‘The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 
" Mr. CANNON. I move a call of the House. ‘ ee eee ee eee Sere e See Eee o a s 
a oamarnaraarehn . : : ; : The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle 
By Mr.SKINNER. Mr. Speaker, 1 did not vote because I am paired, from Illinois [Mr. CaNNon] for a call of the Ho é 
i : om il 8 ir, NNO} or & Call 1e House 
4 but I will vote now to make a quorum. — ae cas Frage phage spate ee - 
: The SPEAKER. There is no quorum present. one ae cone rae > ae oe a h — . EHO TLOUSO; GIN 
2 oe » Sneaker ‘Iared ha he ayes seemet ( £ . 
2 Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, it is a very hot day, and, as we have no the Speaker Cecsared th e ayes l to have i 
3 re . | Mr. ROGERS. I ask for a division. 


quorum, I move that the House adjourn. 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. RoGErs; and there 


or 


were—ayes 27, noes 82. 


Mr. CANNON. We had better have the veas and na 


| The yeas and nays were ordered. 











Mr. R »+GERS. Let us have tellers. I ste andl I was taken; and there were—yeas 118, nays 51, not vot 
Mr. CANNON. [ask for the yeas and nays. | ing 153; a follow as 
The yeas .od nays were ordered. , 
: The question was taken; and there were—yeas 40, nays 115, not vot- (eg Pa. ehiba 
ing 172; as follows: | Anderson, Kans. an ma 
4 YEAS—40 | Atkinson, Pa. MecClella s 
Y Viet rd S i 
s Barwig, Edmunds, Maish, Richardson, at —— W. Va. ma McDuf @ W.Va 
lsveckinridge, Ky. Elliott, Martin, Tex. Rogers, aac ii Me] : : 
Brunner, Enloe, McCarthy, Skinner, este Mot “ 
Carlton, Goodnight, McCiammy, Stewart, Ga, Be nap Moore, N H ¢ 
Caruth, Hatch, McRae, Stewart, Tex. Be soar : At ; a oe 
Chipman, Hayes, Mutchler, Stone, Ky. Bir See M . G 
Cooper, Ind, Haynes, Oates, Tillman, Sein oi ec M G = 
Covert, Lawler, O’ Ferrall, Turner, Ga. eal uy @ ria 
Crain, Lee, Owens, Ohio Turner, N.Y. Sarma Grosvener iu r Rtiamai 
4% Crisp, Lester, Va. Price, Wike. Stent dcniclinn Har or . 0 a Tar E.B 
» aetna os Brower, Haugen O'N Pa la or, Til 
iy NAYS—LI5. Brown, J. B. Haynes, Os e i he - 
f Adams, Dockery, Lehlbach, Russell, Brvnner, Hermann, Outhwaite, I l, oO. 
f Anderson, Kans. Dorsey, Lewis, Sanford, Buchanan, N.J. Hil Owe Ind, Va 
H Atkinson, W. Va. Dunnell, Martin, Ind. Sayers, | Buckalew, Hitt, Payson, \ Schaick 
’ Baker, Farquhar, Mason, Seull, | Burton, Holman, Pe vi 
i Banks, Featherston, McClellan, Simonds, Cannon, Hopkins, Pe \ Mass 
Layne, Flick, MeCord, Smith, Ill. Carter, Kelley Pick \ 
Belknap, Forman, McDuffie, Smith, W. Va. | Cheadle, Kennedy, Post \\ ! 
Bergen, Forney, McKenna, Smyser, | Cogswell, Kerr, lowa Pug ; “\ - ilo 
Bingham, Fowler, Moffitt, Snider, Coleman, Kinsey Raine \ Ky 
Boothman, Frank, Moore, N. H. Stephenson, Comstock, Lacey Ra v Vas! 
Boutelie, Funston, Morgan, Stivers, Conger, La Folleite, Reed, Iowa Wright 
Brewer, Gear, Morrill, Stockbridge, Cooper, Ohio Lawler, Rock well, 
Brickner, Gest, Morse, Struble, Craig, Laws, Rowe 
Brookshire, Gifford, Mudd, Sweney. ‘ 
Brosius, Harmer, O'Donnell, Taylor, Ill. NAYS—5 
Buchanan, N. J. Hangen, O'Neill, Pa. Thomas, Abbott, Dockery, Maish Pr 
Buchanan, Va, Henderson,Iowa Outhwaite, Thompson, Breckinridge, Ark. Edmunds, Martin, Ind. R 
Buckalew, Hill, Owen, Ind, Townsend, Colo. Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis Martin, Tex, Ro 
Burton, Hitt, Payson, Vandever, Brickner, Fithian, McAdoo, Ss 
Cannon, Hopkins, Peel, Van Schaick, Buchanan, Va Forney, McCarthy, Slew Ga 
N Cheadle, Kelley, Penington, Waddill, 3ynum, Goodnight, McClammy, Stewart, Tex 
Cogswell, Kennedy, Perkins, Wallace, Mass, Caruth, Hatch, McRae, ~ Stone, Ky 
4 Coleman, Kerr, lowa Pickler, Watson, Catchings, Hayes, Montgom ery, 1 B 
Comstock, Kinsey, Post Wheeler, Ala. Chipman, Heard Morgan, c Tracey 
4 Conger, : Lacey, Pugsley, Williams, IL Cooper, Ind. Hemphill, Oates 1 Ga 
/ Cooper, Ohio La Follette, Ray, Williams, Ohio Covert, Lanham, O’ Ferrall, Wheeler, Ala 
Craig, Lane, Reed, Iowa, Wilson, Ky. Crisp, Lee, O' Ne Mass v 
Culbertson, Pa, Lanham, tock well, Wright. — Cummings, Lester, Va. I ingto 
Cummings, Laws, Rowell, NOT VOTID 
NO Vol NOy 
- NOT VOTING—172, Alderson, Blanchard, Butterworth, ( e, 
Abbott, Beckwith, Brown, J. B. Candler, Mass, Allen, Miss Bland Caldwell Cobb 
Alderson, Belden, Browne, T. M. Carter, Anderson, Miss, sliss Campbell, Cx ell 
Allen, Mich. Biggs, Browne, Va. Caswell, Andrew. jlount, Candler, Ga inthe 
Allen, Miss. Blanchard, Bullock, Catchings, Arnold. Boatner, Candler, Mass. Cowies 
Anderson, Miss, Bland, Bunn, Cheatham, sSankhead, Bowden, Carlton, Crain, - 
Andrew, Bliss, Burrows, Clancy. Barnes, Brosius, Caswell, Culberson, Tex. 
Arnold, Blount, Butterworth, Clark, Wis. Bartine, Browne, T. M. Cheatham, Cutcheon. 
: Atkinson, Pa. Boatner, Bynum, Clarke, Ala. Bayne, Browne, Va. Clancy, Dalzell 
Bankhead, Bowden, Caldwell, Clements, Beck with, Sullock, Clark, Wis. Dargan 
Barnes, Breckinridge, Ark. Campbell, Clunie, Belden, Bunn, Clarke, Ala. Darlington 
Bartine, Brower, Candler, Ga, Cobb, Biggs, Burrows, Clements, Davidson, 


SE a ie eee 





S032 


De Haven 

De Lano 
Dilvble 
Dickerso 
Dingley 
Dunphy 
Elliott, 
enilpe, 

vans 

wart 

Fitch 

Flood, 
Flower, 
Funstor 
CVieissenhainer, 
Ciibson, 
Gifford 
Greenhalge 
(irimes 

Grout 

Wall, 
Hansbrough, 
Hare 
Henderson, lil 
Hencerson, lowa 
Henderson, N, C. 
Herbert, 
llooker, 


Houk 

Kerr, Pa. 
Ketcham 
Kilgore, 
Knapp 
Laidlaw 
Lane 
Lansing, 
Lester, Ga 
Lind 
Lodge, 
Mauner 
Mansur, 
Metomas 
McCormick, 
McCreary 
McKinley 
MeMillin, 
Miles, 
Milliken 
Mills 
Moore, Té x 
Morey 
Niedringhaus, 
Norton, 
Nute 

0 Neall, Ind, 
Owens, Ohio 
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Parrett, 
Payne, 
Paynter 
Perry 
Peters, 
Phelan, 
Pierce, 
Quackenbush, 
Quinn 
Randal! 
Reilly 
Reyburn 
Rife, 
Robertson, 
Rowland 
Rusk 
Sawyer, 
Scranton, 
seney, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo, 


So a call of the House was ordered. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Stump, 
Taraney, 
Taylor, J.D. 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Pa. 
Tucker, 
Turner, Kans. 
Turner, N.Y. 
Vaux, 
Venable, 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Wallace, N.Y. 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Whiting, 

W hitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willeox, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yardley, 
Yoder. 


Mr. PAYNE with Mr. DAvyIpson, for the rest of this day. 


Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. CLUNIE, on this vote. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER, 


cali the roll. 


A call of the House is ordered, and the Clerk will 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named mem- 
bers failed to answer 


Alderson, 
Allen, Miss 
Anderson, Miss 
Andrew, 
Atkinson, Pa 
Baker, 

Bank head 
barnes, 
Bartine 
Beckwith 
Belden 

Biggs, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 

Bliss 

Blount, 
Boatner 
Bowden, 
trower, 
Browne, T. M, 
Browne, Va. 
Bullock, 

Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Caldwell 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga 
Candler, Mass. 
Carlton, 
Caswell, 
Cheatham 
(lancy, 
Clark, Wis 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clements 
Ciunie, 
Cobb, 
Cogswell, 

{ 


onnell, 


Cothran, 
Cowles, 
Culberson, Tex, 
Culbertson, Pa. 
Cutcheon, 
Daize!ll, 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
Davidson, 
De Haven, 
De Lano, 
Dibble 
Dickerson, 
Dingley 
Dunphy 
Evans, 
Ewart 

Fitch, 

Flood 
Flower, 
Funston, 
Gear, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gibson 
Gifford, 
Greenhalge, 
Grimes, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Hansbrough, 
Hare, 


Henderson, N.C, 


Herbert, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, Pa 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 


Knapp, 
Laidlaw, 
Lansing, 
Lester, Ga, 
Lind, 
Lodge, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
Martin, Tex. 
Mason, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McCreary, 
McDuffie, 
McKinley, 
Miles, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morey, 
Mudd, 
Mutchler, 
Niedringhans, 
Norton, 
Nute, 
O'Neal), Ind. 
Owen, Ind. 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Pierce, 
Quackenbush, 
Quinn, 
Randall, 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 
Robertson, 


Rusk, 
Seranton, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Spinola, 
StahInecker, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Stump, 
Sweney, 
‘Tarsney, 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Townsend, Pa, 
Tucker, 
Turner, N. Y. 
Vaux, 
Venable, 
Waddill, 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Waliace, N.Y, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willeox, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va, 
Yardley, 
Yoder. 


The following-named members who failed to answer when their 
names were called appeared and were recorded as present, under the 


rule: 


Mr. BAKER, Mr. CLUNIE, Mr. CoGSWELL, Mr. DAvipson, Mr. 


Aveust 1, 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. ROGERS. 


The gentleman will state it. 

Is debate in order on this resolution ? 

Mr. CANNON, I supposed I had the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hearthe gentieman from Arkansas 
[| Mr. RoGEps] on his point of order, 

Mr. ROGERS. I make the point of order that we are now proceed- 
ing under the rules to secure the attendance of absent members and 
that debate is not in order. 

Mr. CANNON, I think the point of order is perhaps well taken. 
I will withdraw the resolution for the present and move that all further 
proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

The motion of Mr. CANNON to dispense with further proceedings w 
der the call was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I now offer the resolution which I ask the Clerk to 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That all leaves of absence heretofore granted, except in cases of i|! 
ness, be revoked, to take effect on Monday next, and that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
be instructed to notify by a all members absent without leave toappeat 
in their seats on said date, and also notify all members absent with leave of the 
adoption of this order. 

Mr. ROGERS. I make the point of order that this resolution is out 
of order at the present time, and I demand the regular order, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The resolution should go to some committee 
It is not reported by any committee; it is not before the House by virtue 
of the action of any committee. It is the proposition of an individual 
member. It should be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. CANNON. This, as I understand, is a matter of the highest 
privilege 

The SPEAKER. 
tion. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘I submit that, as a question of the highest privi- 
lege, the House is entitled to have its members in attendance. Leave 
of absence has been granted from time to time to various members; 
but we have the right at any time to revoke such leaves. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It occurs to me, Mr. Speaker, that whilst this 
proceeding might be instituted and carried to a termination at another 
time, it is not in order now; and that is the question before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his reasons for so think- 
ing. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My reasons are these: There was a call of the 
House for the purpose of obtaining aquorum. That call was success- 
ful. A guoram was obtained. Then the regular thing in order was 
to recur to the business pending at the time the call was made; and 
such was the posture of that business that 1 do not think this resolu- 
tion is now in order. 

The previous question was ordered and operating upon the recom- 
mendations made by the Committee of the Whole to the House con- 
cerning the amendments of the Senate to the appropriation bill now be- 
fore us, and it strikes me that, with the previous question pending, no 
other business in order, that this resolution can not be entertained now. 
That itcould be at another time I am very candid to say; but as to 
whether it would then be a matter of privilege or not I will not. now 
undertake to discuss, Under the present circumstances, however, with 
the previous question pending, withdebate even upon that proposition 
cut off, it is manifestly not in order at this time. 

Mr. CANNON. I will be frank to state to the gentleman that if he 
places his opposition on that ground, it seems to me on that ground 
only the point of order is well taken. I will therefore withdraw the 
resolution for the present, giving notice that I will callit up at the first 
opportunity hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the recom- 
mendation of the committee to non-concur in the twenty-second amend- 
ment, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered, and the Clerk 
will call the roll. 


The Chair will hear the gentleman upon the ques- 


Gear, Mr. Greson, Mr. GIFrorD, Mr. MAson, Mr. MCDUFFIE, Mr. 
Murcuuer, Mr. Owens of Ohio, Mr. SWENEY, and Mr. WHEELER 
of Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and sixty-nine members have an- 
swered to their names and thirteen have appeared and given their 
names to the Clerk. 

Mr. CANNON obtained the floor. 

Mr. ROGERS. I move to dispense with further proceedings under 
the call, ' 

Mr. CANNON. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That all leaves of absence heretofore granted, except in cases of 
illness, be revoked, to take effect on Monday next, and that the Sergeant-at- 
Arms be instructed to notify by telegraph all members absent without leave to 
appear in their seats on said date, and also notify all members absent with 
leave of the adoption of this order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that we have come to 
a time in this session when I believe gentlemen who are absent with- 
out leave should be notified by telegram to be in their seats and when 
al! who are absent on leave 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a question of order. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 122, nays 47, not 
voting 158; as follows: 


Adams, 

Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 


Atkinson, W. Va. 


Baker, 
Banks, 
Bayne, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 
Brewer, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Buckalew, 
Burton, 
Cannon, 
Carter, 
Cheadle, 
Clunie, 
Cogswell, 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 


YEAS—122. 


Conger, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Covert, 
Craig, 
Culbertson, Pa. 
Dockery, 
Doliiver, 
Dorsey, 
Dunnell, 
Ellis, 
Farquhar, 
Featherston, 
Flick, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Funston, 


Heard, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hermann, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, lowa 
Kinsey, 
Lacey, 

La Follette, 
Laws, 
Lehlbach, 
Martin, Ind, 
Mason, 
McAdoo, 
McCarthy, 
McCord, 
McDuffie, 
McKenna, 
Milliken, 


Moffitt, 
Moore, N. H, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 

O’ Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, Ind. 
Owens, Ohio 
Payson, 
Pickler, 
Post, 

Price, 
Pugsley, 


Ray, 

Reed, Iowa 
Rock well, 
Rowell 
Sanford, 
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} 
Sawyer Stivers, Tillman, Watson, j Outhwaite Rows Stivers Van Scha 
Sayers, Struble, Townsend, Colo, Williams, Til. Payson, Russel) Stock Wadd 
Seull, Sweney, Turner, Kans. Williams, Ohio P r Sanford s Wallace, Ma 
Simonds, Taylor, E. B. Vandever, Wilson, Ky. ) a Sawyer Watson 
Smith, Il. Taylor, Il. Van Schaick, Wilson, Wash. j Pr Sayers, Tay VW ums, TI! 
Smith, W. Va. Thomas, Waddill, i P sles Seu Ia W ums. Ohio 
Snider, Thompson, Wallace, Mass, | — ‘ S 3 i . = son, Ky 
; saat =I | i \ s Vas 
NAYS—47 Reed, lowa Smith, W.Va I ! 
Abbott, Crisp, Lewis, Quinn, Bic iardse Snice I Ka 
Barwig, Cummings, Maish, Richardson, Rock we Spx Va 
Breckinridge, Ark, Davidson, Martin, Tex. Rogers, ; NAYS 
Breckinridge, Ky, Edmunds, McClammy, Stewart, Ga. | Abbott — a Ar re i 
Brickner, Elliott, McClellan, Stewart, Tex. eachineiian Kw Wiles * ane, x ; M, 
Brunoer, Goodnight, MeMillin, Stock bridge, eee ne Be, *) ee “a ae e : ee: 
Buchanan, N. J. Hemphill, McRae, Tracey, ee enna Goodnizht —— St rt, ; ‘ 
Buchanan, Va. Lane, Montgomery, Turner, Ga. roe th _ L ae oN - . ex 
Bynum, Lanham, O’ Ferrall, Wheeler, Ala Cat em a I a a Ow ' ‘ ~ ira , 
Caruth, Lawler, O'Neil, Mass. Wike, ee i ee : a ho : , 
Catchings, Lee, Peel, Wright. | a t Maish : Pe VW 
Crain, Lester, Va. Penington, ‘ fai I 
NOT VOTING—158, arn (6 EE . 
Alderson, Cothran, Knapp, Seney, | —— "Mins ; oe om ay » - ~< 
Allen, Miss. Cowles, Laidlaw, Sherman, pe rebar ‘ aera Sane aoe 
Anderson, Miss. Culberson, Tex. Lansing, Shively, adem. , ; Ccaste ~ | aa Sh od = 
Andrew, Cutcheon, Lester, Ga. Skinner a Riecare Pa ‘ es i ie Fag a . 
Bankhead, Dalzell, Lind, Smyser, prs ; Cutcheon. Lester, Ga Skinner 
Barnes, Dargan, Lodge, Spinola, ie is < Dalzell = lind “s a — 
Bartine, Darlington, Magner, Spooner, teieain , area ee - 
Beckwith, De Haven, Mansur, Springer, ene Ds iat ~nd ~ sr 
Belden, De Lano, McComas, StahInecker eee ig De ti ee ieneeek. 
Biggs, Dibble, McCormick, Stephenson, Bex \ with De I ane Si tien , pales, 
Bingham, Dickerson, McCreary, Stewart, Vt B io : Dibble. aa aaeteen ae 
Blanchard, Dingley, McKinley, Stockdale, sere tte MeCorenick os ‘tele 
Bland, es. oe a Bi a yy rile dares , a as . Ky 
Bliss tnloe, Mills, Stone, Mo ai tt “oe “= : 
Blount, Evans, Moore, Tex. Stump, ee, ome , “9 a ' ee rs Mo, 
Boatner, Ewart, Morey, Tarsney, Bliss, ’ ceo uM ce ule on 
Boothman, Finley, Mudd, Taylor, Tenn, ' Ble aid Fitch Milliken ; 
Boutelle, Fitch, Niedringhaus, Taylor, J.D Be at oan Flo a Mills. i 
Bowden, Fithian, Norton, Townsend, Pa. er Wienges M atmennery I 
Brown, J. B. Flood, Nute, Tucker, * a den : Geisse nh i Moore Te x TX 
Browne, T. M. Flower, O’ Neall, Ind, Turner, N. Y. RB) kinridge. Ari i." Morey 1 
Browne, Va. Frank, Parrett, Vaux, ae oe "Gifford Mudd. Turner N. ¥ 
Bullock, Geissenhainer, Payne, Venable, iicacen ae Seinen Niedringhaus Vaux, | 
Bunn, Gibson, Paynter, Wade, RB ae . M Ont — ~ = ghau bbe 
Burrows, Greenhalge, Perkins, Walker, | ade ne. Va. Geen eno! Nute W ade 
Butterworth, Grimes, Perry, Wallace, N. Y. | i i] sks ill Sean - O’ Neall. Ind Wa 
Caldwell, Grosvenor, Peters, Washington, om sr Ha Owen, Ind. Wallace, N. ¥ 
Campbell, Grout, Phelan, Wheeler, Mich. ee — \ aaa gale Washis oton 
Candler, Ga. Hall, Pierce, Whiting, Butte eceedie ion = Payne. Wheeler, Mic! 
Candler, Mass. Hansbrough, Quackenbush, Whitthorne, ‘atin Slaem Payntet Vhitin “sd 
Carlton, Hare, Raines, Wickham Pacha atc eee scsi Whittho; 
Caswell, Hayes, Randall, Wiley, p ae " as - Pp ae Wik re 
Cheatham, Haynes, Reilly, Wilkinson Candle ia oa Hes rd , >. oo ies 
Chipman, Henderson, N.C Reyburn, Willcox, y Mt —_— Hen nihil Phel: Wittis 
Clancy, Herbert, Rife, Wilson, Mo. ‘ = oad ie os nr > — - oie - ) 
Clark, Wis. Hooker, Robertson, Wilson, W. Va. ( h toot hy i s aaa " ‘ a i Wile : Me 
Clarke, Ala. Houk, Rowland, Yardley, a —— ’ H. a : ia a ush = rua, = he 
Clements. Kerr. Pa. Rusk, Yaier. ‘ he atham, ao I “ da - ‘ a 
Cobb, Ketcham, Russell, = pn ee oe _ rr, “ - 
Connell, Kilgore, Scranton, Clark, W is, Kerr. Pa Rif oe ode ae 
So the amendment was non-concurred in. larke, Als. Kote ha i Robe rtson 
The following additional pairs were announced: x ; : ioe ea eed 
Mr. PAYNE with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, until further notice. we wae 7. oor a a" ae a 
Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. HAYNES, until the 3d instant. During the call of the roll, 


Mr. BOUTELLE. 
my vote. 

Mr. FRANK. I also withdraw mine for the same reason. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the nextamendment on which 


If there is aquorum present I desire to withdraw 


a separate vote is demanded. 
The Clerk read as foliows: 


Cape Hatteras light-station, North Carolina 
at Cape Hatteras light-station, $5,000. 


The question was taken; and on a division 
ROGERS) there were—ayes 84, noes 12. 
I ask for tellers on the vote. 
Tellers were refused. 


Mr. ROGERS. 
Mr. ROGERS. 


Then I demand the yeas and nays on the question. | ent and not voting. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


! 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 126, nays 32, not 
voting 170; as follows: | 
YEAS—126, j 

Adams, Coleman, Flick, Laws, ! 
Allen, Mich. Comstock, Forman, Lehlbach, i 
Anderson, Kans. Conger, Forney, Lewis, 
Arnold, Cooper, Ind. Frank, Martin, Ind, j 
Atkinson, W.Va. Cooper, Ohio Funston, Mason, 
Banks, Craig, Gear, McClellan, 
Bayne, Crain, Gest, McCord, 
Belknap, Crisp, Hatch, McDuffie, 
Bingham, Culbertson, Pa. Haugen, MeMillin, 
Boutelle, Davidson, Henderson, Ill. McRae, 
Brewer, | Dockery, Henderson, lowa Moffitt, 
Brookshire, Dolliver, Hermann, Moore, N. H. 
Brosius, Dorsey, Till, Morrill, i 
Brunner, Dunnell, Hitt, Morrow 
Buchanan, Va. Edmunds, Holman, Morse, 
Buckalew, Ellis, Hopkins, Mutchler, 
Burton, Enloe, Kelley, Oates, 
Bynum, Farquhar, Kerr, lowa O’ Donnell, 
Cannon, Featherston, Kinsey, O’Ferrall, 
Carter, Finley, Lacey, O'Neill, Pa, 
Cogswell, Fithian, La Follette, Osborne, 


XXI——503 


demanded 


| dated at the request of the gentleman fi 


Mr. CANNON said: Mr. Speaker, | 
What amendment are we voting on? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment has been reported by the Clerk, 
and is numbered 25. 

Mr. CANNON. Amendments numbered 24, 25, and 26 were consoli- 
om Kentucky {[Mr. BRECKIN 


rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


| RIDGE]. 


For new dwelling and oil house 


by Mr. | 


WHTinec,and WRIGHT 


TheSPEAKER. That was not agreed to. 

The Clerk completed the call of the roll. 

The following pairs were announced from the Clerk 
Mr. HARMER with Mr. LEE, until further notice. 
Mr. VENABLE with Mr. BERGEN, until farther notice. 
Mr. BAKER with Mr. LAWLER, for the rest of the day. 
The SPEAKER. 


desk 


The Clerk will report the names of members pres- 


The Clerk announced as present and not voting the following-named 
mem bers: 


Messrs, HARMER, LAw! O'NEILL of Indiana, Perkins, Perers, | 


LOWLAND, 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 126, the nays 32, 
and, a quorum being present, the yeas have it; and the 
non-concurred in. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to say 
sequence of being paired. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to say that in conseque 
with the gentleman from Mr. GE! 
not vote. 

The SPEAKER. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Page 12, amendment numbered 26 

(26) Frying-Pan Shoals light-vesse], North Caro 
establishment of a light-ship with a fog-signal for 
North Carolina, $70,000 


The SPEAKER. 
ate amendment. 


amendment is 


that I refrained from voting in 


con- 


nce of being paired 
ENHAINER] I did 


New Jer 


The Clerk will report the next amendment. 


na: For construction 


Frying-Pan Shoals 


and 


oast of 








The question is upon non-concurrence in the Sen- 








S034 


he question was taken 


di to have it. 


BRECKI 


eas and nays were 


Biggs 
Blanchard, 
Bland 

d+ ise 
Lleunt 
Boatner 


Beootiiman, 


Bowden, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 


Rr 


ell 
r, ra 
r, Mass. 


aswell, 
heatham, 
hipman, 


iancy., 


I 
| 
| 
' 
I 
; 
( 
‘ 
| 
{ 
Carlit 
‘ 
( 
{ 
( 
4 
‘ 
‘ 
< 
i 


NRIDGE, 


vi 


of Kentucky. 
House divided; and there were—ayes #2 
BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentack 
ordered. 

;- and ther: 
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mery, 
N. H. 
ryan, 

l, 
Morrow 
Morse 
Mutchiler, 
Oates, 
© Donnell, 
©'Ferra)l, 
©’ Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Post 
Pugsley, 
Quinn, 
Raines, 


NAYS—24. 


Crain, 
Davidson, 
Elliott, 

} nloe, 
Lane, 
Lanham, 


Maish, 
McClammy, 
McKenna, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Peningtoen, 


Rogers, 


NOT VOTING—I71L, 


Cothran 
Cowles 

‘ iberson 
Cut eon 
Dalzell, 
Dargatr 
Lar gion, 
De Haven, 
De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dickerson, 
Dingley, 
Dunphy, 
Evans, 
Ewart, 
Fits h, 
Flood, 
Flower, 
Fowler, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gibson, 
Gifford, 
Greenhalge 
Grimes, 
(irosvenor, 
(srout, 

Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Hare, 
Harmer 
Hayes, 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Hence 
Henderson, N, C- 
Herbert 
Hooker 

Houk, 
Kennedy, 

Kerr, Pa. 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Knapp, 


lex. 


son 


Laidlaw, 
Lansing, 
Lawler, 
Lee, 

Lester, Ga, 
Lind, 
Lodge, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
McAdoo, 
McClellan, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McCreary, 
Mekinley, 
Miles, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morey, 
Mudd, 
Niedringhaus, 
Norton, 
Nute, 

O’ Neall, Ind. 
Owen, Ind. 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Peel, 

Perry, 
Peters, 
Phelan, 
Piere > 
Price, 
Quackenbush, 
Randall, 
Reilly, 

Rey burn 
Rife 
Robertson, 
Rowland, 


Division. 


») 


and the Speaker announced that the “‘ayes”’ 


noes 1:3, 
I ask for the yeas and nays. 


yeas 152, nays 24, not vot- 


Ray 
heed, lowa 
Richardson, 
Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
Russe 
Sanford 
sawyer, 
mecull, 
Smith, Tl. 
Smith, W 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spor 


Va. 


ner 
Stivers, 
Stock bric 
Struble, 


ige, 


“weney, 
Tavior, E. B. 
Taylor, Il 
Thomas, 
Tillman, 
Townsend, Colo. 
Vandever 

Walla 2, Mass, 
Watson, 
Whevler, Ala. 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash, 
Wright. 


Stewart, Ga, 
Stewart, Tex. 
rracey, 
Turner, Ga, 
Waddill, 
Wike. 


Rusk, 
Scranton, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Simonds, 
Skinner, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo, 
Stump, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Thompson, 
‘Townsend, Pa, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Kans, 
Turner, N. Y. 
Van Schaick, 
Vaux, 
Venable, 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Wallace, N, = 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Whiting, 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willeox, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yardley, 
Yoder. 


No quorum voting. : 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I think the vote should be recapitu- 
lnted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will recapitulate the vote. 

lhe Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 132 and the nays are 
24—no quorum 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, it now laeksonly twenty-five minutes 
of 5o’clock. 1 will ask unanimous consent—I suppose it would not be 
done without that—that the House now take a receas until 8 o’ clock. 
Lf it is in order L will be glad to have it done. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


Avaust 1, 


Mr. DOCKERY. What is the request for unanimous consent? 

Mr. CANNON. I ask if there is objection to the request that we 
now take a recess until 8 o'clock, if it is competent, so as to save the 
pension session to-night. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The fact of no quorum having been brought to 
the attention of the House by the last vote, can we take a recess? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the House that three mem- 
bers have come in since the roll-eall, enough to make a quoram. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parlia- 
mentary inquiry, in the same line as that suggested by the gentleman 
from Indiana |Mr. CHEADLE]. Would it not be better for us to move 
a call of the House, then to move to dispense with all proceedings un- 
der the call, and then let the gentleman from Illinois make his request. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Why not take a recess? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Can we take a recess whe 
the record shows the absence of aquorum? Would not the fact oi 
absence of a quorum be carried over until the night session, so that 
nothing could be done until the presence of a quorum was determined ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hopethat the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Illinois that a recess be taken now will not be objected to, for if we wait 
here for twenty-five minutes the rules will carry us into recess anyhow, 
whether there is a quorum or net; and I think the method suggested 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is the sensible way out 
oi it, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will announce that the names of mem- 
bers noted at the Clerk’s desk as present and not voting, not being 
suflicient, with those voting, to constitute a quorum, the names were 
not announeed; but since then three members have come in, which, 
with the number so noted and the number voting, would make a quo- 
rum. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, aparliamentary inquiry. Would that 
statement of fact by the Chair overturn the announcement just made 
that there was no quorum present? 

The SPEAKER. That is for the House to consider. 
man objects, I suppose it would not overturn it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I think when we have the absence of a quorum 
shown by a yea-and-nay vote, we had better stick to the Constitu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The fact stated by the Chair is subsequent to the 
roll-eall. The Chair merely states the matter for the information of 
the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I again rise to 
a parliamentary inquiry. If a motion is made to have a call of the 
House and that is carried, and then a vote is taken to dispense with 
the call of the House, would not that of itself indicate the presence of 
a@ quorum? F 

The SPEAKER. The question would immediately recur then, and 
the House would find itself in precisely the same condition that it was 
in before. 2 

Mr. BKECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Without taking any yea-and- 
nay vote? 

The SPEAKER. The roll-call would have to go on. 
House would find itself in the same condition as before. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, will the Chair again put the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Illinois? 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] makes 

the request for unanimous consent that the House take a recess until 
8 o'clock in accordance with the rules, for the purpose of the business 
to be transacted under the rules at the evening session. Is there ob- 
jection ? 
Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. If this recess is taken now while the fact is developed that 
there is no quorum, can we proceed to do business this evening til! a 
quorum is present? 

The SPEAKER. All the business of a public nature would termi- 
nate with this recess, and a new kind of business would come up un- 
der the rules of the House. The Chair having stated the fact of the 
presence of a quorum, as developed by the roll-call, the count of mem- 
bers present but not voting, and the members coming in since the roll- 
call, if no one makes the point with regard to the absence of aquorum, 
the Chair thinks it would be in order, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I object to establishing any such prec- 
edent as that. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the objection that there 
is no quorum present ? 

Mr. ROGERS. I object to the Chair making a statement of fact 
which contradicts the Journal of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It does not contradict the record at all. The 
record shows the tact as it existed at the time of the calling of the 
roll. The Chair then stated for the information of the House a fact 
which occurred after the calling of the roll. 

Mr. ROGERS. And the Speaker stated that the members who came 
in, together with those who voted and with those recorded as present, 
but not voting, made a quorum. Now, if that faet is established by 


If any gentle- 


If not, the 
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the Speaker’s statement, then the Chair has overturned the Journal 
by his statement, whether he intends to do it or not. 

“The SPEAKER. Not atall. The Chair distinctly stated that he 
made the statement for the information of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the House do now adjourn, hoping that 
that motion will be voted down. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I hope it will be carried, because there wi 
no business transacted at the peasion session. 


The question was taken on the motion of Mr. CANNON; and the | 


Speaker announced that th ‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 132. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, demanded the yeas and nays, and 
subsequently withdrew the demand. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, Isuppose the proper thing wou! 
be to call the roll. 

Mr. MORGAN. The presence of a quorum is announced. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is right; and the 
question recurs on non-concurrence in the amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest that the gentleman from Illinois renew 
his request now. 

Mr. CANNON. Letthere be consent that these amendments be non- 
concurred in and close up the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Oh, well, Ido not know about that. 
that suggestion to the gentleman. 

The question was taken on non-concurrence in amendment num- 
bered 26; and there were—yeas 128, nays 28, not voting 171; as follows: 





YEAS—1238. 


Adams, 
Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 
Ranks, 
Barwig, 
Bayne, 
Belknap, 
Bingham, 
Boutelle, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Brown, J. B. 
Browne, Va. 
Buckalew, 
Burton, 
Bynum, 
Cannon, 
Carter, 
Caruth, . 
Cheadle, 
Cogswell, 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 
Conger, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Craig, 
Crisp, 
Culbertson, Pa. 
‘ 


Abbott, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 


Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Buchanan, Va, 


Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Andrew, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartine, 
Beck with, 
Belden, 
Bergen, 
Biggs. 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 

Bliss, 

Blount, 
Boatner, 
Boothman, 
Bowden, 
Brewer, 
Brower, 
Browne, T. M. 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Candler, Mass. 
Carlton, 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 


Cummings, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Dorsey, 
Dunnell, 
Farquhar, 
Featherston, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Frank, 
Funston, 
Gear, 

Gest, 
Gifford, 
Goodnight, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, Il, 
Henderson, lowa 
Hermann, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, lowa 
Kinsey, 
Lacey, 

La Folletie, 
Lane, 
Laws, 


Lehlbach, 
Lewis, 
Martin, Ind. 
Martin, Tex. 
McCarthy, 
McClellan, 
McCord, 
MeDuftie, 
McRae, 
Milliken, 
Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Mutchler, 
O'Donnell, 
O' Ferrall, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, Ind. 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Penington, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Pugsley, 
Quinn, 


NAYS—23. 


Ciunie, 
Covert, 
Davidson, 
Edmunds, 
Elliott, 
Flick, 
Hatch, 


Hemphill, 
Lanham, 
Lester, Va. 
Maish, 
McAdoo, 
McClammy, 
McKenna, 


NOT VOTING—I7L. 


Cheatham, 
Chipman, 
Clancys, 
Clark, Wis. 
Clarke, Ala, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Connell, 
Cothran, 
Cowles, 
Crain, 
Culberson, Tex. 
Cutcheon, 
Dalzell, 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
De Haven, 
De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dickerson, 
Dingley, 
Dunphy, 
Ellis, 
Enloe, 
Evans, 
Ewart, 
Finley, 
Fitch, 
Flood, 
Flower, 
Fowler, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gibson, 


Greenhalge, 
Grimes, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Hayes, 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Herbert, 
Hooker, 
Houk, 
Kerr, Pa, 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Knapp, 
Laidiaw, 
Lansing, 
Lawler, 
Lee, 

Lester, Ga. 
Lind, 
Lodge, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
Mason, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McCreary, 
McKinley, 


Raines, 

Ray, 

Reed, lowa 
Richardson, 
Rowell, 
Sanford, 
Sawyer, 
Sayers, 

Seull, 

Smith, Tl. 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stewart, Tex, 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Struble, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, Dl. 
Townsend, Colo. 
Tracey, 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Wallace, Mass. 
Watson, 
Wheeler, Ala, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash, 
Wright, 


MeMillin, 

O’ Neil, Mass. 
Owens, Ohio 
togers, 
Turner, Ga. 
Waddill, 
Wike. 


Miles, 

Mills, 
Moore, N, H, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morey, 
Mudd, 
Niedringhaus, 
Norton, 
Nute, 
Oates, 
O'Neall, Ind. 
Parrett, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Pierce, 
Price, 
Quackenbush, 
Randall, 
Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 
Robertson, 
Rockwell, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Russell, 
Scranton, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Simonds, 


' 
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Skinner, Stump, irner, Kans W t 
Spinola, Tarsneys I a Pe Wickhan 
Springer, Tavior, FE. B. \ x Wiley 
Stahlnecker, Taylor, J. D \ ‘ Wilkinson, 
Ste enson i oO Penn vi ox 
Stewart, Ga I As . M 
Stewart, Vt, I mpson \ N.Y Wilson, W. Va. 
5 ia j ‘ é 
s Ky \ 
st M 
‘ 
\ 1orum yr 
i S EAK ‘ i 
\ KRUG! Ne , ‘ I St ‘ = 
rr ( ent to « | ‘ 
CA NON l ouct 
Mr. SPRINGER. NI iam pa 1 
pre A v0 4 
‘ I t 
i \ Vi) a i y , 
aa { ( St ma 
Llbyg but y i a i I 
is are S i ) uol t i ir ¢ 
»o clock having a 1 th in re 
till 8 p. m., when t zi an 1 Kansas | Mr, | |v ict 
as Speakcr 
E\ E* NG SESSION, 
r Se : = ' 14 lar he hf 
The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 4 
PETERS, as Speake 
ORD Oo 3IN 


Mr. O°’ DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the unfinished Calendar the bill (H. R. 2431) granting a pension 
to Mary H. Curtis. It has been reported favorably by the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I rise to a pointof order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. At the time the House took a recess 
there was no quorum present; so that this is the sam« ion as thongh 
no recess had been taken; and as itis the same session, would any- 
thing have been in order at that time except a call of the Hot > 
motion to adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 


The present occupant of the chair has 
no official knowledge of that is 


sind. The House has met this eveni: 


under the rule, for the transaction of business thereunder, and can only 
transact business therein specified 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Butis not this the same legislative 
day, and have we not only taken a recess ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempor The recess was taken to this hour for 
the transaction of business under the special rule. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I will ask if the record does not show 
that a quorum was not present, and if it does not also show that the 
Speaker also announced that no quorum was present 


The SPEAKER pro tem; . The 
of order. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Very well. 


Chair has passed upon the point 


M y T 4 
The SPEAKER } rf it gre ian from M in Mr 
O'DONNELL | asks unat 1s sent the } sfion oO 
the bill the title of which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows 
| A bill (H. R. 2431) grant ra ision to Mary H, ¢ 
| The SPEAKER pro temp Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 
| Mr. ENLOE. I wish the gentleman from M — 
something with reference to this ll. Of cour t it 
| of order. 
Mr. O’DONNELL. I would state, Mr 
ciarv of this bill is a deper t mother ho 
able disease—cancer. She is \ poor and has not 
and I request that the bill | wed to nasa 
Mr. ENLOE. On that statement of the case, M ) . shall 
not interpose any objection 
The SPEAKER prod Is there objection to t present con 
sideration of this bill ? After a pause Che Chair hears n Che 
question is on the passage of t ill, it having already been eng ed 
and read the third time. 
The bill was passed. 
Mr. O'DONNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


HANNAH LEO, 


oe 


Mr. LEWIS. Iask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
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, 45) granting a pension to Hannah Leo, and for the 
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] I will state that 
this case is a widow who is in very necessitous cir- 
stances, is advanced in age, and I think it is very important that 
ill shoald pass now 

ENLOE. I would like to ask if 
is any 


benehoary in 


is a case of sickness where 
or whether it is like hundreds of others. 
of the gentleman whether it is a matter of fact or if 
dreds of others on the Calendar. 


this 


special ur 
1 ; 


| want to know 


here yency, 
it is like hu 

Mr. LEWI> 
case, I think there are several reasons why it should pass, and I am 
ifraid that she may not live until the gentleman’s mind may change 
{ think there are very strong reasons for its immediate passage. 

The SPEAKER p The Clerk will read the title of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follow 

A bill (8, 2255 ng a per 1 to Hann 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr, KOGERS. Mr. Speaker, [ want to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. I want to know under what particular rule we are proceeding ; 
whether we are proceeding under any rule, or whether it is simply by 
recognition by the Chair. I did not get in at the beginning of the ses- 
sion, and would like to know under what rule we are proceeding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognized the gentleman 
from Mississippi for the purpose of asking unanimous consent for the 
consideration of a bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Are we proceeding by agreement with members, or 
recognition by the Chair? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not advised as to anv 
agreement that has been made in regard to the passage of bills. 

Mr. ROGERS, I do not care to object if this thing is to be distrib- 
uted; but if it is simply for a few favorites, then it is all wrong. 

Mr. ENLOE. I consented to-day, so far as Iam concerned, upon 
representations made to me that these two claims were exceptional, and 
from the fact that the parties would only live a short time, the desire 
was expressed that they have some relief on account of their destitute 
condition, and being, you might say, almost in arliculo mortis condition, 


0 tempor 


uh Leo 
there objection to the present con- 


grant 


‘rom Mississippi brings the case within that definition. 

Mr. LEWIS. I will state that my source of information is precisely 
the same as that of the gentleman from Tennessee, and he heard the 
statement madeto-day. Noadditional light has been shed on the subject 
to-night by me. My motion is made upon the statement that he heard 
made by the Senator, and I ean see no reason why he should endeavor 
to change his mind on the subject. This is not a matter personal to 
me. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam not disposed to change my mind, but the Sen- 
itor’s statement is not the same as the statement made by my friend. 

Mr. ALLEN, Michigan. The gentleman from Mississippi has 
stated that the lady in all likelihood would not live long. 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes, sir; and I stated that on good authority. 

Mr. ENLOE Now, I do not know that that makes any exception. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Certainly she will not need it after she 
4 dead. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
titled to the floor 
this bill? 

Mr. SAWYER. I desire to be heard on that question. 
i novel proceeding, this. 
the consideration of private pension bills generally—— 

Mr, CHEADLI I rise to a question of order. The previous ques- 
tion having been ordered, and debate having been had on this bill in 
Committee of the Whole, is debate now in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question has not been 
ordered on the passage of the bill. Unanimous consent was asked for 
its present consideration. The previous question has not been asked, 
ind the gentleman from New York [Mr. SAWYER] is on the floor. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, as I was saying, the House is now in 
session for the purpose Of considering private pension bills generally; 
and we learn that some very good men have been to one member of the 
{fouse and obtained his consent that two of these bills may be brought 
up for consideration. 1 presume the bills are very meritorious; but I 
desire to express my disapproval (if that amounts to anything) of this 
course of proceeding. The consideration of pension bills is either right 
or itis wrong. If it is wrong, then there is no reason why these cases 
hould be made exceptions. If the consideration of private pension 
hills is right, then there is no propriety in individuals being compelled 
1o bow with submissive knee to any one member of the House and ob- 
tain his consent that the claimants whose measures they are looking 

after may be heard. For nearly two months we have been unable in 
the presence of this distinguished gentleman to have any bills pre- 
sented for consideration at these Friday night sessions. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Will the gentleman tell us who is 
the ‘‘distinguished gentleman’’ to whom he refers? 


ol 


The gentleman from Tennessee is en- 
Is there objection to the present consideration of 


It is really 


| 


I do not consider it in the attitude of an ordinary | 


| in this country. 


The House is in session for the purpose of | 
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Mr. SAWYER, 
nessee, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 
nessee, 

Mr.SAWYER. I refer to Mr. ENLor. I supposed the gentleman 
would have no difficulty in knowing whom I meant. 

Now, why the gentleman from Tennessee should take this course it 
has been difficult for me to determine. I have heard several reasons 
suggested; I do not know that any one of them isthe correct reason. It 
has been stated that he has been put forward as the representative o! 
his party upon this question —— 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 
statement ? 

Mr. SAWYER. There are some reasons in my mind which lead me 
to think that possibly that may be so. There are other reasons which 
would lead me to think that it is not correct. 

Mr. MAISH. The gentleman says it has been stated that the gen 
tleman from Tennessee has been put forward as the representative of 
his party on this question. Will he be kind enough to say who made 
such a statement? 

Mr. SAWYER. If it were necessary I could name half a dozen. 

Mr. MAISH. I should like to hear the name of one. 

Mr. SAWYER. Well, I do not think I will gratify you, sir. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. MAISH. 

Mr. SAWYER. 
ion. 

One reason which makes me think that perhaps that is the correct 
explanation of the gentleman’s conduct is this: that since I have been 
in Congress (and this is my third term) no general pension bill, with 
one exception (the Mexican pension bill), has received a majority of 
the votes of the Democratic members of this House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit a ques 
tion? 

Mr. SAWYER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Does the gentleman think that the 
conduct of the member from Tennessee justifies the filibustering in 


I refer to the distinguished gentleman from Ten- 


There are ten members from Ten- 


Have you any authority for that 


I doubt very much whether you could. 
That may all be. You have a right to your opin- 


| which he himself is now engaged ? 
| would not object; but I do not think the statemeniof the gentleman | 


Mr.SAWYER. Well, that isa question I will answer by and by. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Has not the gentleman’s convention 
been held yet? 

Mr. SAWYER. No [iaughter]; and the difference between the 
distinguished gentleman and myself is that I am not a candidate, and 
therefore I am not courting the favor of anybody. That is the differ- 
ence between us. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Like the gentleman from North Car- 
olina, you can now speak ‘‘ with your mouth open.’’ [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, sir; that is one reason why I thought possibly 
there might be some shadow of suspicion that that was the reason 
which was operating in the gentleman’s mind. Whena great political 
party, by the majority of its votes, fails to support general pension 
legislation it suggests a suspicion that the party as a party has not a 
great deal of sympathy with such legislation. I know perfectly wel! 
there are a great many members of the Democratic party just as cor- 
dial in supporting pension bills, private and general, as any other men 
I have given the reasons for and against the explana- 
tion which has been suggested for the course of the gentieman from 
Tennessee. My mind is not exactly settled as to whether that isa 
correct reason for the gentleman’s conduct. 

I have heard intimated another reason why he takes this course. It 
has been said to me—I do not know whether the information is cor- 
rect or not—that in early life he made an application to join the Union 


| Army, and that on account of his extreme youthfulness he was not re 


ceived, and that, being desirous to commend himself to his own party 
in his district and to remove the effect of his temporary youthful! 
indiscretion [laughter], he seeks to commend himself to them by doiny 
all that he can to prevent the passage of pensions to the men who took 
up arms to preserve the Government. If those matters which have 
been stated to me as facts are true, they might possibly have some in- 
fluence; but unfortunately I can not tell whether they are or are not. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me on 
question? 

Mr. SAWYER. Oh, yes. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Does not the gentleman know that 


| the only reason why the gentleman from Tennessee has obstructed 


pension legislation is because the other side has obstructed legislation 
in matters which are reported from a committee of which he is a mem- 


| ber; and does he not admit that it is his duty to secure consideration 


for measures which his committee reports; and does not the gentle- 
man from New York know that the gentleman from Tennessee has 


| jrequently said that if this House would allow its order to be carried 
| out to have the Private Calendar considered at the day session of Fri- 


day, he will not interpose any objection to the consideration of pension 
business on Friday evenings ? 


Mr. SAWYER. Oh, yes; I have heard that. 
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Mr. ENLOE. I hope .we gentleman from Alabama will let the gen- 
tleman from New York get the “‘ bile’’ off his stomach. 
Mr. SAWYER. That is right. 
Mr. ENLOE. That will relieve him and I will have an opportunity | 
to talk afterwards. 
Mr. SAWYER. Now, therearetworeasons. I donot know whether | 
either is correct or not, whether because he is acting in harmony with 
the wishes and suggestions of prominent men of his own party he 
makes objection, or whether he is seeking to commend himself to por- 
tions of his own constituents by trying to prevent the granting of pen- | 





sions to inyalid soldiers and the widows or parents of soldiers. I say 
I do not know whether these are the objects of the gentleman, or 
whether the reason is that given by the gentleman from Alabama him- 
self. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I think the reason given by the gentleman from 
Alabama, if it be true, is really less manly than the other. Ifa man is 
at heart opposed to all pension legislation, standing up and opposing it, 
he is acting up to the convictions of his own judgment; butif he is not 
in favor of granting pensions to the soldiers, to their dependent parents | 
or widows, it is not manly, in my opinion, itis not acting in accordance | 
with the dictates of true statesmanship for him to say that unless the 
House will yield to his dictation in acting on certain bills that he 
favors he will not, therefore, permit the passage of any other bills 
which would meet hisapproval. I say there is nothing manly or qgnate 
about it. 

I have had some sympathy with the gentleman from Tennessee in | 
his motions in regard to securing the hearing of bills relating to pri- 
vate claims in which he wasinterested. I think myself that Congress 
does gross injustice to the claimants, whether they be private claims | 

| 
| 





reported by the Committee on Claims or from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. Gross injustice is done to them in either case. And for 
myself I would rather have a debt barred by the statute of limitations 
against a debtor who has taken the benefit of the insolvent law than 
have a perfectly valid claim against the Government of the United | 
States. But, while believing that, I say a man isnot justified, because 
Congress does not do its duty in the consideration of private claims 
which he happens to favor, to say that no legislation whatever should | 
be had in reference to private pension bills; and the idea that the mem- 
bers of this House must go to the distinguished gentleman from Ten- 
nessee and tell their story for the purpose of appealing to his sympathy, | 
and ask him to withdraw his objection and get a bill allowed, as a 
mere matter of condescension or favor on his part, I say is not right; 
and I repeat what I said before, that no man has a right to adopt any 
such position. It is unmanly; it is not in accordance with the ordi- 
nary and best rules of dealing between man and man. We all stand 
on an.equality in this respect; and if a claim is presented here that 
merits attention it ought to be considered and voted upon without re- 
gard to any such sentiments as these. 

But the gentleman raises the question that there is no quorum, and | 
let me say there has never been during my service in Congress a quo- | 
rum present, as far as I am aware, and I have been several terms in | 
Congress. I do not know an occasion when there was a quorum at 
Friday evening sessions for the consideration of pension bills. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The gentleman is mistaken. Inthe 
Fiftieth Congress we had a quorum one night, at least. 

Mr.SAWYER. Then it was an exceptional case. 

Mr. MAISH. That was a Democratic Congress. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. It was a Democratic Congress and | 
they came here to pass pension bills and attend to a!l public business. | 
Democrats always attend to public business. 

Mr. SAWYER. But it was a very rare occasion, as I have said. 
I think gentlemen will agree with me that nine-tenths uf the pension 
legislation and legislation on private bills is done when there is no 
quorum present. 

Mr. MAISH. It ought not to be. 

Mr. SAWYER. Nevertheless, it is so; and we have passed bills on 
Friday evenings and on private bill days when gentlemen knew no | 
quorum was present. Take itin the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Con- 
gresses, which were Democratic Congresses, and no quorum was pres- 
ent as a rule. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I have heen here when there was a 
quorum at a night session. 

Mr. SAWYER. That was an exceptional case, I repeat. But the 
rule was that there was no quorum present on those evenings. Now, 
if a private bill is up for consideration and a member of the House | 
thinks it ought not to pass, that there is some objection to it, and is of | 
oe that it will pass, and for the purpose of preventing the passage 
of an improper bill he raises the question of no quorum, that is a justi- | 
fiable case. But it is no defense against such obstruction to say that 
there shall be no legislation at all unless with ‘‘ my consent” or ‘‘my | 
approval.’’ It is not proper to say that “I am willing some individual | 
case may pass, but I will block the rest of them.’’ 

I say a man has no right to take that position. Itis an indefensible | 





position to be taken, and the idea that a man shall declare before the 
whole body of the House that unless ‘‘ you do as I ask,’’ unless you 
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jection to it, but I did want to say what I have said in 
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take ‘‘ my claims and consider them, I give you notice that no private 
pension bill shall pass,’ is all wrong. So faras Iam concerned | never 
would consent that a private bill should be passed as a favor granted 
by a man who is opposed to all pension legislation. 

Now, as to the bill under consideration 


Of course I have no ob- 
reference to 
the prevention of legislation by the position of the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I am glad the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SAWYER] has at last found an opportunity to get some of 
the stuff out of him which has been worrying the life out of him for 
several weeks past. I am very much gratified to know that he will 


| possibly feel better since he has given to the House the benetit of his 
| Opinion as to my conduct, and has erected his standard of manhood, 


and invited me and the whole world to come up and stand under it. 

He makes reference to the fact that gentlemen have been to him lately 
and have made suggestions as to the real motives jor the course I have 
been pursuing. Inthe first place, I would suppose from the gentleman’s 
appearance that he is the last man in the world who would ever object 
to granting a pension to a widow, especially if she happened to be a 
young widow. Ido not know but what, judging from what has been 
stated in this case, the age of the applicant might have had something 
to do with his objections. [Laughter. ] 

He alleges that he has to come up here and bow to one member of 
this House, and that so far as he is concerned he would never bow to 
any one member for the privilege of getting bis bills through. Now, 
Mr, Speaker, | certainly do not desire either obeisance or worship, not 
do I care particularly for the respect of the gentleman. His opinion, 
so far as that isconcerned, may have great weight with the constituency 
which he represents, and I suppose that it has, from the fact that they 
have decided that they will let him remain at home where he can give 
his opinions to his own people. He refers to the fact that there is no 
quorum here on Friday nights. I want to know, if there is not a 
quorum hereto-night, who is responsible for the absence of that quorum ? 
I am proceeding, in accordance with the rules of the House, to demand 
the presence of a quorum here for the transaction of business, and the 


| gentleman from New York knows that the manner in which the busi- 


ness of this House is usually conducted on Friday nights is a disgrace 
to the name of legislation. He knows as well as i know that if a gov- 
ernment army mule, or his posterity, if he could perpetuate himself, 
were to come here and get his name on this Calendar on Friday and 
some member were to get up and propose a pension to that mule or to 
that mule’s posterity, there would not be a word of objection from any 
member here, because the objecting member would know that if he 
objected to the mule’s bill the member presenting it would object to 
his. 

The only difficulty about it is that the mule has novote. If he had, 
I am satisfied the gentleman from New York would be here advocat- 
ing putting him on the pension-list. I understand that, like myself, 
the gentleman has a brilliant military record. He makes the state- 
ment that somebody has told him that I wanted to join the Union 
Army, and that Iam mad because they would not allow me to do so, 
and that now I am trying to keep everybody from being pensioned. 
Well, I have answered this sort of thing {or fifteen years at home, and 
I do not need to answer it here. I am before my people as a candidate 
for re-election, and I am before them upon my record here, and they 
will pass judgment on it, and I will venture to say that the opinion of 
the gentleman from New York would not be worth any more there than 
it is here, if he were there to express it in regard to me. 

I see, though, that the gentleman himself has rendered distinguished 
military services; and while he impugns my motivesin supposing that 
I want to commend myself to my constituency by my course here in 
reference to pension legislation, I will say that I might with equal 
propriety turn upon the gentleman, if I wanted to adopt his methods 
in politics, and say that you, sir, are here trying to commend yourself 
to your constituents, to get office as the friend of the soldier, when 
you did not have the courage to go even and offer to get into the army 
when the war was going on. You served, as I see by your autobi- 
ography in this Congressional Directory, as a justice of the peace trom 


| 1852 to 1858, and then” you supported the cause of the Union and 


heiped to suppress the rebellion by acting as a prosecuting attorney in 
the State which you represent. [I believe you acted, according to 
your statement here, as a prosecuting attorney from January 1, 1863, 
to January 1, 1866. Now, when you go to getting up military records 
and impugning gentlemen’s motives, you had better begin by amend- 
ing your own record and explaining your own motives of conduct upon 
this floor, for there is more reason ior the charge against you than 
there would be for the one which you propose to allege against me. 
Now, I want to say another word to the gentleman. You say you 
do not like my conduct here. Now, let me make a little suggestion to 
you. As you have addressed me in somewhat the same style, 1 am a 
little excusable for adopting your method, If youdo not like my con- 
duct here, do not take any stock init. I do not like yours, and I do 
not like the conduct of some other gentlemen here: but you are not 
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to me nor I to you. We are responsible to the people who I do not know what, in his estimation, would be manly conduct, nor 


nd I propose to hold myself responsible to them and to 


iys he supposes that I am put forward by some one | 
| and making a statement, and when he made it saying that it was pot 


he is called on to name some one who says that my 
to demand a quorum, he is unable to namea 
to do it; and the beliet is in 
I will give the g in credit for intending 

I have not had anybody to put 

d a sense of duty put me forward. 
I have 
have met greater diffi- 
this side than 


forward 
in 
entlem 
i¢@ statement, 
Cireur 
itter 
twith n 


nstances a 
3 that 


cri 


in the 
ism and I 
irom 
ipon the other side; 
cl, My constiitnenls are 

} it: and if the gentleman feels like coming 
-we have there what is 
come down and 


nD cours 


ore 


ol importupities lriepds upon 


: for 


ght, and if he will join me on the 
vy will present the san 


rht to the popular gaze. 
side, 


on the Republican Who will furnish the dog? 


LAD] ihe gen 
t. | Laughter. | 


nce >wiur ¢ 


The gentleman says he objects to my 
aims, 
ol people who were loy 

I'¢ 

Who were as loyal as justices of the peace? 

Yes; some of them were, perhaps, justices of the 
Contederacy put them out. They were loyal to the 
nt when it cost aman something to be loyal and where it 
1 man something to be loyal to the Government. They have been 

ting their claims for twenty-five years to Congress. 

1 the first place that the report of a commission was not satis- 


din 
Mi ROG] ith. 
Mi ENLOE, 


until the 


ol ¥ om iilve inessec, 


ime 


Congress saw there was some justice in these claims, and said, 
will 
and if you can establish your loyalty to the Government 
loss of your property, you can come back to Congress and it 
appropriate the money to pay you.’’ 
waited. Many of them have died in destitution; many of 
them are now living in houses that are mortgaged, and they will go trom 
over their heads for the want of this money that you on that side of 
thi ire denying to them, 

Mr. SAWYER. Why did you not pass them when the Democrats 
ontrol of the House ? 


ENLOE. We did pass them through the Fiftieth Congress and 
senate 


case, 
and the 
will 


people have 


louse 


heput in 
i 

». You have set up a standard of loyalty, that if a man was 

Mason and Dixon’s line he shall have all he asks; 

loyal south of it deserve nothing but contempt at the 


ls of the Republican majority in Congress, 


Vail north ol 


nwnoo were 


the So 


ithern States who are Republicans, that you have no respect for 


They were | 


open a tribunal to you, and you shall go into court and try | 


For twenty-five years these | 


my mind that he | 


pursued in this | 


do I care very particularly what the gentleman thinks about it. But 
I want to know if my conduct in this matter is not equally as manly 
as the conduct of the gentleman last Friday night in getting up here 


true and he knew it. That is in the Recorp. If the gentleman 
wants to see it I will take the Recorp of last Friday and show the 
gentleman what he did say, and show him how manly his conduct has 
been in this matter. 

I will not take time to look it up, Mr. Speaker, but I will make the 
statement, and the gentleman will remember very well that he got up 


| and began his discourse on that occasion, as he did on this, with a very 
| great compliment to me as a distinguished member and leader of thi 


so that my party 1s not responsi- 
responsible for it, and they | 


7 
sometimes com- 


spectacle that we present 


tleman who sends the man into my district | 


I have been trying to get consider- | 
i] throughout the war, many 





House, and then when he found out that I would not accept from him 
that flattering assertion, he turned and made this attackuponme. He 
said he knew that his statement was nottrue when he madeit. Well, 
now, I understand the gentleman sometimes lectures to Sunday-school 
children, and I believe he is in the habit of talking on public occasions 
in church, I have noticed that he has done that, and I want to know 
if that is the kind of manhood he teaches—that you can get up and 
make an assertion on the floor of this House and then turn round and 
say in a few minutes that you knew it was not true when you made it. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not desire these controversies, but if they conie [ 
will have something to say. The gentleman is at liberty at any time 
that@he feels disposed to have a political discussion with me to make 
his appointment, name his time and place, and the weapons he wants 
to use and I will try and be with him, provided he does not use that 
quality of which heseems to have morethan I have. [Laughter,] I 
did not want to use that in discussion, [Placing a small page on a 
chair beside him.] I want to employ an object lesson for the benefit 
of the gentleman. The gentleman spoke about how very dangerous I 
was when the war was going on. Here isa young gentleman about 
the age that I was at that time, and he looks very much as I did. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. 
boy. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. I only wanted to make profert so that the gentleman 
might enjoy the visible evidence, Now, then, he is possibly mistaken 
about me having no disposition todo justice to the soldiers in pension 
matters. The gentleman from New York either does not know any- 
thing about my record or deliberately misrepresents my record in re- 
gard to pension legislation. 

I have stated repeatedly upon the floor of this House in speeches 
which the gentleman has never done me the honor to hear or, if he did, 
to remember, or if he has heard and remembered, he has done me the 


I make the point of order that that is cruel on the 


| dishonor to misrepresent me—I have stated time and again that I be- 


refused to pass them, and I will tell you the | 


but | 


lieved the Government ought to provide a pension for every soldier 
who was disabled in its service either by wounds or disease ; but 
beyond that, when you propose to make a roll of dishonor and put de- 
serters, boupty-jumpers, thieves, and scoundrels upon the pension-roll, 


| | am against it ; and if I had the power I would have the Pension Of- 
| would also say, if there were not some very clever gentlemen from | 


them except as you can utilize their votes here in perpetuating you in | 


irom the people to distribute it among your people. 
respect you have for the loyalty of the South. 
laimants who were just as loyal as the soldiers were; who 
made sacrifices, many of them, just as great as the soldiers did. 

Mr. WHEELER, Alabama. Many of them were soldiers, 

ENLOE. Many of them were soldiers and were in the Union 

Some of those in this bill were. During this Congress you 
have refused to give them a hearing, and have robbed them from day 
to day n month to month of the right of consideration under 
your own rules of bills reported from the committee. This has been 
designedly done by the Speaker of the House and by the Committee 
on liules, as suggested to me, and by the majority which has sustained 
them in their action. 

Now, so far as I am concerned, it has been said, and perhaps the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SAWYER] has had the poison instilled in 
his mind, tor he seems to be full of it, that there was a large number 
of cases in my own district in this bill. I have made a careful inves- 
tigation since the charge was made, for the purpose at the proper time 
of refuting it, and I say here and now that but four persons named in 
that bill live in my Congressional district and only $4,000 of the money 
would be given, if it were to pass, to my Convressional district. So 
that I am not acting, as the gentleman possibly supposes, from any 
selfish spirit in this matter, but as a matter of right and justice to the 
class of people whom I represent as a member of a committee of this 
House; and it seems that we have no men to represent them here as 
loyal citizens on the Republican side of the House, or at least they 
have none who will stand up here and make a fight for them to get 
their rights. 

The gentleman says to me that my conduct in this matter is not 
manly. Iam very much obliged for his criticism upon my conduct. 


that class of « 


ol 
Mi 


Arniy,. 


and taking from the public Treasury money that is collected | 
Thatishow much | 
I am contending for | 


| have so stated repeatedly. 


fice investigated from bottom to top. My opinion is that an investi- 
gation of the pension-rolls avould show that there are thousands upon 
them to-day who onght not to be there, who have no just claim upon 
the Government for pensions, 

fut as toevery soldier who was disabled, either by sickness or wounds, 
in the service of his country, I believe the Government owes him a pen- 
sion and ought to give him one sufficient to protect him from want. I 
And the gentleman’s misrepresentation of 
me could only have happened in one of two ways—either through his 
ignorance of my position, or his disposition deliberately to misrepre- 
sent me. 

I did have some sympathy with the gentlemen of the House who 
came to me and asked me to withdraw my opposition to these bills, as 
the people interested were in extreme distress and about to die—would 
possibly not live until this controversy which [ am conducting here 
is over; and I felt it my duty to make aconcession. But I see thatin 
the heart and judgment of what constitutes a man, in the estimation 
of the gentieman from New York, a member ought not to have any 
sympathy whatever, ought not to exhibit any such feeling here. It is 
possibly a mistake, or would be so considered so far as he and those 
who take his view of the matter are concerned. 

I am not asking anybody to come to me and ask the favor of being 
allowed to get a pension bill through. I do not want anybody to talk 
to me about my duty here as a Representative. I do not want to be 
lectured by anybody on this floor about the manner in which I should 
perform my duties here asa Representative; and it is a piece of im- 
pertinence, a piece of impudence, for any man to get up on this floor 
and undertake to lecture me, or any other member, about my conduct, 
or his conduct, as a Representative on this floor. Yes, I will put it 
stronger than that, if necessary, and say it is a piece of insolence. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am in as good humor as any man you ever saw. 
I feel kindly toward the gentleman from New York; but whenever a 
man comes to me and exhibits his evil conduct as the gentleman from 
New York has done this evening and presents such an opportunity as 
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he has offered me, I feel it my duty to administer the proper chastise- | Mr. HA LL. I hope he will also inelude an old soldier in the } 
ment in a fatherly and kindly spirit. [Laughter.] It is in that spirit | can war that I have here. , — 
I have ministered to the gentleman this evening. Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 1 New York is re 

I reserve the remainder of my time. ognized. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Before the gentleman sits down will he ir. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to reply to the lai 
allow me a question? part of the r irks of the gentleman from Tenaes I 

Mr. ENLOE. Certainly. derstand the di of his remurks, has been rather « : 3 one 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Suppose a soldier on his discharge from | member on the floor who is opposing the claims, the private ns, in 
the service was a perfectly healthy man, and remained so for years, | which he is so much interested, 
but finally loses his health. Suppose he is dependent upon his manual | Now, I have endeavored to state here, and in privat versat 
labor for his support; that his health fails him—not trom any army | have told him, that I think the « ms ought t ‘ that I 
service, but so that he is incapable of earning a living in the accus- | thought the Government was now, and 1 been iniust 
tomed way. Is the gentleman in favor of pensioning that soldier? n 1 way it dealt with this class ot t It 1 ta 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to say to the gentleman that there are | gross outrage upon the rights of the citizens t it privilege 
two classes of people in this country —— of having their private claims passed upon; and that is as st saa 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Well—— gentleman himself could make it or any other man. I have e no 

Mr. ENLOE. I will answer the question in my own way. | criticism upon him ‘in season or out of season’’ for demanding for 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. There are more than that number of | his constituents that they shall have a hearing on the fl f this 
classes. House. 

Mr. ENLOE. There are two classes of people in this eountry who | Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Did not the gentleman v -dav 
have my sympathy—the people who are poor, and the people who | to cut off the privilege we have on Friday of co lering p te b ? 
labor. The laboring man in this country pays the taxes; they come Mr. SAWYER. I did vote to dispense with private bills tl 
out of his sweat. The Government of the United States makes no | purpose of going on with the consideration of the appropriation bill, 
provision for taking care of the poor and unfortunate outside of mili- which has been under consideration for six or seven « 
tary circles; such provision, if made at all, is made by the counties or| Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. But there is no limit to that, and yet 
the States. | but one day in the week is set apart for private bills 

If a man’s health was not impaired by wounds or disease while he} Mr. SAWYER. I admit that, but I have given the reason why | 
was in the Army—if he was a perfectly sound man when he leit the | voted as I did. 
military service—I can not for my life see why the Governmentshould | Now, the only criticism I have made, as it seems to me, is that you 
take the fruits of thelabor of other men who are equally worthy, who | can not justify your conduct in opposing all private bills merely be- 
are equally destitute and unfortunate, and give them to the soldier sim- | cause Congress has failed to do its duty in some other cas Chat is 


ply because he was a soldier in the field and the other was a laborer at | all there is of it. 

home, working to snpport that soldier while he was fighting the bat- Mr. ROGERS. Would not that be a capital good argument to ad- 

tles of his country. dress to the Speaker of the House as to the balance of the business of 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I would like the gentleman to answer | the House? 

anotherquestion. If I understood him correctly, he sayssubstantially | Mr. SAWYER. Ido not know. Iam notso sensitive as some gen- 

that in the case I have instanced the soldier should in his judgment | tlemen seem to be as to the position ef the Speaker on certain matters. 

be taken care of at the public expense in a county poor-house in prefer- | I do not see the bond which binds our side of the House which you 


ence to being pensioned. | seem to think exists. The cord may be there but I am not conscious 
Mr. ENLOE. I did not say any such thing. On the contrary—— | of it. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I ask whether tbat would be a fair in- Now, I can not see the propriety of opposing all just and wholesome 


ference to draw ? legislation and refusing to pay the honest claims of men who sustained 
Mr. ENLOE. I do not know that it is necessary to carry on this | the Governmentsimply because Congress wrongfully, in my judgment 
colloquy with thé gentleman from Michigan. I have stated my posi- | refuses to do justice to citizens who have private claims against the 
tion and reiterated it; and will state furthermore that I think in every | Government. That is the only criticism I made. It did not seem 
community I have been in,among the class of people that [know anything | manly to me, and the gentleman ought not to think I used the word 
of, that no man who was a soldier, and a deserving man, is to-day suf- 
fered to remain in the poor-house or to be a beggar. That is the 
condition in my country. They donot allow that sort of thing there. 
I do not know how it may be in yours. see how a man can justily his own conduct, and that is all [I meant in 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. If the gentlemen will allow another | what I said; and I desire now to state it again, as strongly as I can, that 
query—— the fact that the Congress of the United States fails to do justice to men 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York is | having private claims against it is no reason in the world for a membe1 
recognized. of Congress refusing to do justice to other claimants 
Mr, LACEY. I hope the gentleman will yield to me to submit an- But the gentleman has been very facetious. [Laughter.] I do not 
other question to the gentleman from Tennessee. care to reply to that. Now, it is true that I did make statements last 
Mr. SAWYER. Very well. Friday night. I indulged in some pretty strong expressions in reler- 
Mr. LACEY. He has kindly, asI understand it, agreed to withdraw | énce to the standing, influence, and ability of the gentleman from Ten- 
an objection which he has made, and which perhaps he hasa legal right to | nessee. It is possible I stated it too high. He said hedid not believe 
make under the rules of the House, toacoupleof claims. Now, Icame it, and that I myself did not. I am trank to say that when a man 
here to-night to call up the claim of an aged man, asoldier in the Indian | who knows himself of course better than anybody else, concedes that 
war, Seventy-eight years of age; his wife is seventy-six years of age. | he is not worthy of the euolgy pronounced upon him I am bound to 
He served in the Indian campaign, has been palsied for twenty years, | give him credit forsincerity, and so 1 donot believe it myself. [Laugh- 
is absolutely destitute, and the question I would like toask the gentle- | ter.] That is all there is to that. ; 
man from Tennessee is, if he would not also agree that I might be | If he can make anything out of it, all right. I was guilty of that 
placed on the same footing in regard to this claim as my friend here | inconsistency. 
from Mississippi. It seems to me that this class of claims ought not} Well, he made another allusion: that if I wanted to he would meet 
to be held back simply because some other just claims, war claims, or | me and discuss the matter with any kind of weapons that | might se- 
some other kind, have been blocked, I ask if the gentleman will with- ; lect. 


in an offensive sense. 
I do not think it is fair for a man to refuse todo an act of justice be- 
cause somebody else does not bave his justclaim considered. Ido not 





draw his objection? | Mr. ENLOE. Weaponsof debate. I did not mean any other kind. 
Mr. HAUGEN. And your man can not come in under the general | Mr. SAWYER. I would be willing to accept that, with the single 
law. | reservation that he should not use his tongue. [ Laughter. ] 
Mr. LACEY. No, hecan not. He was a soldier in the Indian war Mr. ENLOE. That isa [ app at 
and he and his old wife are in destitution and on the verge of the grave. | Mr. SAWYER. ‘That is; I ld the bal of 
The case appeals to the House, and the committee have agreed to let | my time to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN]. 
the bill go through, and my friend from Tennessee is all that now! Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, Is mply want a very little time in reply. 
stands in the way. Willhe allow it tocomein? Will he not ‘‘swell| Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The gentleman can have part of my 


up’’ to such a degree as to include me with my friend from Mississippi | time; I only wish to say a few words. 
in this permission? Mr. Speaker. the time has gone by when it can be truly said that 
Mr” WILLIAMS, of Illinois. And I have exactly a parallel case. | the old soldier can rely upon the entire people of the country for sym- 
Mr. LANE. And here is another. pathy and support. 1 realize as fally as any man possibly can the fact 
Mr. LACEY. As the gentleman says, he is not the exact shape of | that the war is in the far distant past, and the wen who from Bul! 
my friend from New York, but I hope he makes up in quality and in | Run to Appomattox stood tor the integrity of the flag and the unity 


tenderness the advantage which my friend from New York has of him of the nation upon hundreds of battle-fields are being gradually for- 
in quantity. | gotten. ‘That is but history repeating itself. But I want to say to all 
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concerned that the old sqjdier has friends yet, and it has not yet come 
to pass that the people of this country will say deliberately that a man 
who periled all for all shall go to the poor-house rather than be cared 
for by the Government he did his humble part to save. 
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we could, 


You never did as much as we. I say that with no disre- 
spect at all. 


I simply say that you never passed a general pension bil! 


| while you were in power in the House. 


Neither has it come to pass that men can with impunity say, in ex- | 


cuse for non-action relative to giving soldiers pensions, that we are pen- 
ioning bounty-jumpers and deserters. It is false. The laws are as 


carefully gaarded as honest men can guard them, and if men get pen- | 


ury; and not only they themselves, but others who are known in every 


community, and if there is one slander more outrageous than another | 


that has been thrown at the old soldier it is that he is getting his pen- 
sion by means of perjury. It is almost as bad as it is for men to stand 
up and compare him with the pretorian guard of Rome, the hireling 
soldiers who for money were willing to loot the property of the rich 
for their masters. That charge has been made not only upon this floor, 
but in some at least of the newspapers of this country that advocate 
Democratic principles. Mr. Speaker, it is high time that something | 
should be said back again, when these charges are made. 

I do not hold the Democratic party, as a party, guilty of such lan- 
guage, but I do say that every pension measure of general scope that | 
has been brought forward has met with party opposition, and it has | 
only been carried by the vote of this side, with a few noble men upon 
that side. These men have distinguished themselves above their 
party in standing for the soldiers. Now, my friend from Tennessee 
|Mr. ENLOge] says that the soldiers are not in the poor-houses in his 
State. Has his State built an asylum for the soldiers? Has she a | 
soldiers’ home where, at State expense, she cares for the soldier of the 
Union’ Michigan has, 

There may be old soldiers in the poor-houses in Michigan, but I 
doubt it. There should be none in want in this country. I do not 
ask my friend to go to his State of Tennessee and tax it for the support 
of the Federal soldier, forthe reason that Tennessee is poor. She suf- 
fered from the war. She has never fully recovered. But I want him 
to join hands with me and say that every soldier who has an honor- 
able discharge and who can not earn his living, who is poor and who 
has nothing to live upon, no matter whether his disability comes from 
his war services or because of old age and hard work, that that soldier 
shall be cared for by the Government of the United States until he dies. 

We owe it to him. We owe it to the holy cause for which he fought. 
And, above all, we owe it to him because he is one of the many of the 
hundreds of thousands who saved this Government and the mighty 
nation which you and I are legislating for, and that owes its very ex- 
istence to the fact that these soldiers fought for its integrity. Then 
let us join hands upon this question and have no more acrimony of 
this kind. When the gentleman asserts that these bills, for instance, 
here are a disgrace to the nation I challenge him to the record. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


ons who are unworthy of them, they must wade through seas of per- | 


Mr. MAISH. Will the gentleman from Michigan permit me to ask 
him a question? You have said that the reason why 
Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Did we not pass a dependent-pension 


} bill? 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I will ask the gentleman from Pennsy| 
vania [Mr. MA1Isn] to please wait one moment. The gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] asks, did they not pass a dependent pension 
bill. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. To be sure we did. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. But President Cleveland vetoed it, and 
you would not pass it over his veto. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. It was voted on. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Now I will yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MArsH]. 

Mr. MAISH. Does not the gentleman from Michigan know that 
our party had control of the House of Representatives when the arrears- 
of-pension bill was passed ? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. When the arrears-of-pension bill was 
passed? Mr. Speaker, in answer to that I will simply say that the 


| Republican party has alway been equal to any occasion; and when 


ever the Republican party has found that it could give the old soldier 
more money without imperiling the Treasury, in every instance it has 
done so. 

Mr. MAISH. But the gentleman from Michigan asserted that the 
Democratic party had never passed any general law. Now, does he 


| not know that the Democratic party did pass the arrears-of-pension 


law in the House? ° 

Mr. SAWYER. When? 

Mr. MAISH. In 1877 or 1878. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. It did not pass it, because the Demo- 
cratic party was not in power. 

Mr. MAISH. It was in power. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. It takes both Houses and the President 
of the United States to pass a bill. 

Mr. MAISH. It was passed by the House. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. But you did not pass it when you got 
into power. 

Mr. MAISH. Did your bill pass without Democratic votes ? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I want to say to my friend from Penn- 
sylvania that the majority of the Democratic House.of Representatives 
upon every general pension bill has voted against a general pension 
bill, and that is what I meant. 

Mr. MAISH. What I asserted was that the Republican party for 


| years refused to pass the arrears-of-pension law, and it never was 


How many hundreds or thousands were passed under the late Dem- | passed by the Republican party. 


ocratic Administration? Were those unworthy? Why does my friend 
say that all the work we are doing here as legislators is a work, not 
of perjury exactly, buta work that is disgraceful? Ideny it. It is 
not trne. I do not believe that one case in a thousand that passes the 
ordeal of the Committee on Invalid Pensions isan unworthy one. Mr. 
Speaker, I have said what I have said because there is no doubt that 
in some sections of this country, deliberately and with malice afore- 
thought, leading men are undertaking to poison the public mind against 
the services and against the needs of the discharged Union soldier. 

Mr. YODER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Yes, sir; with a great deal of pleasure. 

Mr. YODER. Are you in favor of pensioning a soldier who is not 
disabled? Youare aware that there has beena great injustice done to 
the soldiers who have had a long service. In other words, are you in 
favor of granting to soldiers a per diem rated service pension ? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
every soldier, to every soldier’s widow, and to every minor child of a 
soldier up to sixteen years of age, what the law we lately passed gives 
them; and I am in favor of that because by so doing we are going to 
the very extreme to which we could go. And when we get more 
money then I will be willing to give further to every soldier, as a re- 
ward, or merit, a per diem pension. I would be willing that heshould 
get it now, God knows, if we could give it to him: but we have not 
the money to give. 

Mr. YODER, Are you aware—— 

Mr. BYNUM. And you are not likely to get it until the Democratic 
party comes in again. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Well, that is a mere guess. 

Mr. YODER. Another question, if you please. Is it not a fact that 
the per diem rated service pension without the $8 limit, which was ad- 
vocated by the Grand Army of the Republic and the Union Veterans’ 
Union, is against this bill which you have just passed ? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. That is a matter of mere conjecture, 
and not based upon any tangible proof whatever. Another thing, Mr. 
Speaker. The soldiers of this country will appreciate the magnificent 
onward march that the Republican party made when it passed this 
bill the other day by this Congress. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] We saw the situation; we looked it in the face, and did the best 


Iam prepared, Mr. Speaker, to give to | that menace. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
tleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. WhatI was going to ask my friend from Michi- 
gan was this: Now, the gentleman from Michigan, in reply to a ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio, said that the reason why he was not 
in favor of a service pension was that the Treasury would not bear it. 
That was substantially it—that the financial condition of the country 
would not bear it. Does not the gentleman know that the present 
Administration inherited from the Democratic Administration a surplus 
of nearly $100,000,000, and that your party is responsible for its de- 
pleted condition ? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. In answer to that I have simply to say 
that it was Democratic stock in trade that the surplus was a menace 
to free institutions and must be gotten rid of. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You have gotten rid of it. 


Now I will be glad to answer the gen- 


You have removed 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The Republican party has not wiped out 
the surplus, and it will not wipe out the surplus; but it will by wise 
legislation so control the business of the couutry that the Treasury will 
not be surfeited with money. On the contrary it will see to it that 
enough money comes into the Treasury necessary for the legitimate 
transaction of the business of the Government, and no more; and in 
doing so it will take precious care to see that the great business inter- 
ests of this country are not overwhelmed and destroyed. It is along 
that line that the Republican party proposes to reduce the surplus, at 
the same time paying all its just obligations while upholding the honor 
and credit of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. I believe I have a little more time. 

Mr. Speaker, I did not expect to originate such a political discussion 
as we have had here to-night. I am sorry that I have imposed upon 
the employés ot the House to this extent and that I did not make the 
point of order in the beginning. I am satisfied that it is an imposi- 
tion upon them as well as upon a number of gentlemen who came here 
not expecting any such ‘‘circus’’ as this. 

Now, the gentleman from New York retracted what he said. I want 
to show you how he retracted it. Last Friday night he made the state- 
ment that he wanted to discuss a point of order, while it was very evi 
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dent to the Chair and to everybody else that that was a subterfuge, and 
that his object was simply to get the floor to make the harangue which 
he has made to-night. Inthecourseot his remarks last Friday night he 
made several efforts to pay mea compliment, as I stated awhile ago, 
and finally, when I called his attention to the fact that I was not mis- 
led as to his purpose, he said what I will read: 

Mr. SAWYER. I was only going to use a little flattery, and spread it on so 
thick that I thought the gentleman might be willing to withdraw his objection 
and let us transact some business. 

Mr. Ex.or. The gentleman need not undertake to do that. I understand 
very well the gist of his remarks. 

Mr. SAWYER. Do you not believe what I have said” 

Mr. ENLoE. No, sir; not any more than you do. 

Mr. SAWYER. We, both of us, know that what I have said is not true. 

Mr. SAWYER. The gentleman discovered it before I did, and so 
announced. 

Mr. ENLOE. To-night he proposes to take the ground that I at first 
corrected him in his error, and he made the correction because he 
would not compliment a man who would not receive the compliment. 

Mr. SAWYER, Before 1 said so, you said you did not believe it, ac- 
cording to what you have just read. 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; not according to what I have just read. 

Mr. SAWYER. Then I have misunderstood you. 

Mr. ENLOE. I believe you stated you intended to try a little flat- 
tery. 

Mr. SAWYER. Well, Idid not know what would catch you. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman had better obtain a dictionary and 
understand the meaning of the language which he uses. 

Mr. SAWYER. You can catch a certain class of birds by putting 
salt on their tails. I did not know whether I could catch you or not. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, flattery, as the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
CUMMINGS] suggests, means ‘“‘taffy,’’ and sometimes it means a little 
more than that. You can goonand boil itdown in a newspaper sense, 
as my friend from New York well understands, till it means falsehood, 
because it is not true; and the gentleman from New York [Mr. SAWYER] 
finally boiled it down in that way: and I called his attention to the 
fact, and he acknowledged that it was not true. 

Mr.SAWYER,. You said it was not. 

Mr. ENLOE, Now, a word as to what the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. ALLEN] has said. I did not expect to engage in any general dis- 
cussion here to-night. It is unnecessary, I suppose, for me to define 
my position in regard to pensions. I havedone sohere repeatedly. I 
draw a line of distinction, as I stated to him in reply to his question. 
I am wiiling to help the man who is not able to help himself and who 
was disabled in the serviceof his country; but I do not approvea prin- 
ciple which I believe will either undermine the pension system or will 
destroy the Government. 

Whenever you go beyond the point I have indicated and say that 
every person who has served asa soldier and is dependent, or the rela- 
tive of such soldier, must have a pension regardless of whether the disa- 
bility was incurred in the service or not, or was the result of the mili- 
tary service, then the injustice toward the class of people who pay the 
taxesis manifest; and the man who pays the taxesnaturally says, ‘*‘ Why 
should my family be taxed to support yours? Itis true you were in 
the army, but you came out of itasound man. You had your health 
then,as I had mine. You have been disabledsince, as i have been dis- 
abled. Iam sick and in distress as much as you are.’’ 

Sut certain gentlemen here, in order to get votes—that is the ob- 
ject—propose to say to these men of a particular class, ‘‘ You shall 
have money out of the Treasury.’’ You propose to take money away 
from these other men who are equally unfortunate and to give it to 
this particular class of men because it is an appeal to them to vote with 
your political party. And you are taking the chances of overthrowing, 
destroying, rooting out absolutely the pension system itself, by de- 
pleting the Treasury and oppressing the people to such an extent that 
they will repudiate the whole pension system. 

I say that from my standpoint—and I speak only for myself, not for 
my party—I, as an individual (and I would assert it in any district of 
this country or before any audience) would never consent to make the 
soldier’s service a ground for offering him a bribe to control his vote. 
There is a great deal of that sort of thing being done by political parties 
in this country that is condemned by the laboring classes; and, gen- 
tlemen, the mutterings of the popular storm that is now rising will be 
heard in this Capitol, and Representatives here will be compelled to 
acknowledge that there ought to be a proper limitation in this matter 
of voting away the public money for pensions. 

Right and jastice wrong no man, and I am willing to give every 
honest man exactly what is due him. But I can tell you, gentlemen, 
that if you do not put a check on this character of legislation the peo- 
a of this country will turn you downand out and put others in your 
places. 

But the gentleman from New York says that this legislation is emi- 
nently respectable. I say thai it is not. It is my opinion against his 
only; but I say that when a bill is introduced by a member it is re- 
ferred to a committee, and in many instances, as I know myself to be 
true, the report accompanying the case is written by the member who 
introduces the bill, and the bill is reported back to the House, having 
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been considered by nobody except the man whoexpectsto be benefited 
by its passage. He brings it in with a report which he drew himself, 
and behind it all isthe sentiment that every man here in the House is 
in the same boat. Each man has a bill of the same character. Every 
man present has a partof the hog and is interested in a part of the 
pork in the barrel. He knows well that if he objects to Mr. Jones’s bill 
because it is wrong, Mr. Jones will object to his bill when it comes up, 
whether it berightor wrong. It is done every day 
strated time and again, and is show 
the House for private pension bills. 

But, more than that, many of these reports that I have been examin- 
ing, especially with regard to pension bills, are based on entirely ex parte 
testimony, testimony furnished by nobody except the claimant him- 
self. I had marked a bill out of a lot to which I had desired to call 
the attention of the House and the country, but it was slipped through 
here one night when the gentleman from Texas was placed in the chair, 
at a time when I thought he was on guard on the floor. [ Laughter. ] 
I had intended to call the attention of the country to it. It proposed 
to pension a man who had never been connected with the United States 
Army in any capacity whatever, and the only ground that the pension 
was granted on was that he was scared almost to death during the 


it has been demon- 


nat almost every night session of 


war, which impa‘red his mind so that he could not make a living at 
any time since. 

But Ido not mean to intimate that all of the claims are of that 
character. I admit that some of them are meritorious; but I do say 
here, Mr. Speakem with a full sense of my responsibility, that I con- 
demn this legislation on private matters by Congress in tofo. There 
never was a jury or court in this country so incompetent to pass on th 
rights of private claimants as the Congress of the United States. 

The men who introduce the bills are interested in the beneticiaries, 
because they expect to get their support to return them here. They 
come here as a jury committed to the interest of the claimant and not 
in the interest of the Government. They come here, not totry the 
questions of law and fact as between the Government of the United 
States and the claimants, but they come interested in getting theis 
bills through for the claimants; and the fact of their being interested 
in the claims disqualifies them judicially to act impartially upon 
them. 

For this reason there ought to be some tribunal established by Con- 
gress where private claims can be considered, and not at special ses- 
sions for the transaction of business ef this character, where bills are 
considered and passed upon by men who hope to avail themselves of 
their success in getting them through to enable them to be returned to 
this House. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes. 

Mr. COLEMAN. I merely wanted to say to the gentleman that 
there is one Republican member who has not a single pension bill upon 
the Calendar; but I think I may say that I have been pretty constant 
in my attendance at these Friday evening sessions looking after the 
interest of the public and the Union soldiers. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, I commend the gentleman for evincing more 
patriotism than the men who have been longer in the party than he. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] All new converts 
are anxious to show the evidence of their faith. [Laughter.] They 
are all zealous in the cause, which accounts for the fact, no doubt, that 
my honored friend has been zealous in his attendance and has given 
this pension business his hearty support. I honor men who have no 
private bills or interest in such matters to enable them to return to 
this body, who attend these sessions, if they exercise any discrimina- 
tion. 

Mr. COLEMAN. I wish to state further to the gentleman that 
while I am ‘‘a new convert,”’ still I believe if the gentleman had been 
in either army, as I was, he possibly would have more consideration 
for those who risked their lives and who did their duty during the 
war than he seems to have now. [Applause on the Republican 
side, | 

Mr. ENLOE. I will state in reply to the gentleman that I did not 
cast any reflection upon the man who was a soldier inthe Army. No 
man on this floor, or anywhere else, has a greater respect for the brave 
man, for the true soldier, for the man who lived up to his convictions 
of duty, the man who faced death on the battle-field in either army, 
than I have. 

But still it is true that there is a large class of soldiers for whom I 
have no respect. The’ gentleman did not belong to that class either. 
I refer to the class of men who fight the battles of their country from 
a safe standpoint with their mouths, and when danger threatens they 
skulk to the rear. Theyare the men who bired substitutes during the 
war, or kept out of the Army somehow, and have ever since been mak- 
ing a living by shaking the “ bloody shirt.”’ 

I have no respect for that class of men, and if such conduct is the 
criterion by which respect for the soldiers is to be determined, I want 
none of it to my credit. 

I am glad of the fact that [ama young man. [ have nota doubt in 
the world, if I had heen old enough, with my disposition to get into 
difficulties, that I would have gotintothatone. But I did not getinto 
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it, tortunately. 


on 


I belong to the younger class of men that are coming 
COLEMAN. You missed your chance of being reconstructed. 
ENLOE, I never needed to be reconstructed; I was built right 

from the ctart. [Laughter and applause on the De moeratic side.] I 


want tosay, Mr. Speaker, thatthe younger generation of men are com- 
ing on in both political parties. Lhad a hard struggle to get to the front 
in © Democratic party 

AWYER. That is where I said you were—at the front. 


| plead guilty to the gentleman’s soft impeachment, 


ay that 1 meant it in a local sense. 
\ Kl Did you not say the other night that you did not 
he V | said when I said that? 
ir. ENLOE. Did you not say that I was in front; you said that I 
was distin hed. I say that this younger generation of men in both 
political parties is proposing to take some interest in public affairs. I 
never have believed that auy man, because he was not old enough to 
be in the Army, or was not born in time, was debarred from any ot the 


privileges o! an American citizen, and that was no reason why he should 


not aspire to the most exalted position in the land. 
| think really he ought to be given an equal showing with our for- 


eign citizens who come here and are naturalized. They do not seem 
to be impeached for their wantof participation in the late struggle, and 
they have no difficulty in getting recognition here, and I do not hear 
gentlemen getting up here and saying to a man that because he was 


born in Lreland and came here and has been naturalized that that isa 


rea-on why he can not talk about these matters. If he happens to have 
come from Scandinavia, or Germany, or any other country you welcome 
him and you listen to his views upon this floor; and if he offers a polit- 
ical suggestion it has great weight, because there is generally a solid 


hind an. 

unger men who have come here proposing to take 
part in the deli erations of Congress. I entertain my ofnions, even 
if they ba erroneous opinions. I may be educated to better ones after 
awhile, but I am learning as fast as I can, and I propose if I am con- 
tinued in this school to continue to acquire as much as I can of correct 


eonstiluency 


] am oneol the you 


ht, and to ; as I believe to be right under the circumstances, re- 
gardiess of present consequences to myself. I believe in pursuing that 
cou that will give me the commendation of my constituents. I 


know I will have the commendation of my own conscience, and that 
is worth more sometimes than the commendation of a constituency 
which sends a man to Congress. 


[am not prejudiced against the soldiers of either army. I am not 
a believer that simply to have been a soldier entitles a man to every- 
thing in the Government, and that a man whodid not happen to be 
old enough to be a soldier shall not have anything. I think that it is 
right to pension the deserving soldiers, as I have said; but it was said 
just before the Freuch revolution that every citizen had a soldier 
upon his back; and I believe the principle is wrong of putting a pen- 
sioner upon the back of every young man who is attempting to rise in 
this country. Ido not believe it is right either for you to come here 
on |’riday nights and propose to increase the pension of every widow of 
an officer who is getting from $30 to $50 and $75 per month, and pro- 


posing to increase that pension 25, 50, or 100 per cent., as is being done 
here continuously. Ido not believe it is right to extend this list of 
class beneficiaries by legislation, or to continue to create in this coun- 
try class distinctions between the people, which in the end must result 
disastrously to the Government. 

i-ntertaining these opinions, Mr. Speaker, I sometimes get at vari- 
yentlemen here whose opinions [ respect, and I want to as- 
sure them that in entertaining the opinions I do I claim thesame hon- 
esty of purpose which I concede to them. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Mr, Speaker, I do not desire to enter 
into any discussion at all. I only wish to say that I think in fairness 
now the bill that is under consideration should be considered and acted 
upon by the House, and then, unless there is some reasonable prospect 
of doing onl hing, I should myself prefer that we adjourn and go home. 
I think now that the bill ander consideration ought to be passed, under 
the circumstances. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote! ’’] 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliament- 
ary inquiry. Is it not in order to amend this bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is a Senate bill, it has been 
read a third time. and the question is upon its final passage. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. If it is in order I would like to move 
an amendment, and it seems to me that it is proper to do it at this 
time. I simply move to strike out the words ‘from and after the pas- 
sage of this act’ and to substitute the words ‘‘ trom the Ist of July, 
1890,” 


ance with 


I wish to say one word. I shall not occupy the House in a lengthy 
discussion upon the question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Alabama will sus- 
pend a moment until we settle the status of the proposed amendment. 
‘The Chair will say that the amendment is not in order. The only mo- 
tion that can be in order is a motion to recommit with instructions. 


CONGRESSIONAL SIONAL RECORD—HOUBE. 


LLL LT 
a 


Aveust 1, 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Alabama (Mr. WHEELER] may have ten minutes in which 
to speak. 

Unanimous consent was given. 


u Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, addressed the House. 


BOOTHMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. ROGE RS. I would like to suggest that I am unable to disco, 
the *‘ germanity,’’ to use the language of the gentleman from I) lin: 
| Mr. CANNON}, of this discussion to the pending pension case. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, That is one of the remarks which I had in m 
to suggest as pertinent to the occasion. 

This discussion, it seems to me, has taken a very wide range. 
started first with personal compliments between the gentleman fro: 
Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] and the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Sa\ 
YER]. Then it broadened intoa ‘discussion of the question of pensions 
gene rally, and from that it has finally wandered to the farmers and tl, 
Farmers’ Alliance 

The question is very broad in all its bearings. I propose to go back 
to first principles and discuss somewhat the positions that were taken by 
my friend from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. One of his assertions was 
that there was some degree of impertinence involved in the criticism 
of his conduct upon this floor regarding the course of pension legisla 
tion on Friday evenings. It seems to me thatis hardly a legitimate cause 
of complaint. 

Any gentleman has the right here, under the rules of the House, to 
put forward his views upon any given question that is up for consid- 
eration and discussion, but his position with reference to that, and with 
reference to the manner in which he compels consideration of any ques- 
tion, is a legitimate subject of criticism by the rest of us who are here 
with interests pressing upon us from different directions. 

Now, let us see what the position of the gentleman from Tennessee 
is. Here is a special order for the transaction on this evening and 
other Friday evenings of business relating to private pension bills an: 
to the removal of charges of desertion. By no possible means could : 
single one of the claims which the gentleman from Tennessee oa 
cates, and which he desires to have considered, be considered at a Fri- 
day evening session. There is no possible wav, under the orders of the 
House, by which his action here in shutting out these several hundred 
pension claims that are before the House to- night for consideration 

could accomplish his object in securing the consideration of the bills 
he advocates. 

rhe only thing that he can expect to effect here is by punishing the 
members who come here at Friday evening sessions having pension 
bills in charge to that extent which would compel them on some other 
day in the House to vote for the consideration of this measure. That 
is all. Now, there are only a few here, probably from fifty to sixty or 
seventy-five men who come as a rule on Friday evenings. These men 
are the men who are to be punished by the gentleman from Tennessee. 
The interests that they have in keeping are to be thrown out and de- 
stroyed because the othertwo hundred and twenty-five or two hun- 
dred and fifty men will not consent to support his war-claims bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio, while 
he is criticising my course as an individual in reference to pension leg- 
islation, it it is reprehensible in an individual to come here and insist 
on the enforcement of the rules of the House laid down by the House 
for the transaction of the legislation of the House, if it is not doubly 
reprehensible for the majority of this House one day in each week to 
deliberately go to work and deprive the other members of the House of 
their rights under the rules as established by the majority of the House. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. But two wrongs never make aright. If the 
House in its deliberative capacity should on any other question refusc 
to do what you or I think ought to be done, that does not excuse either 
of us in opposing what ought to be dove or in preventing the House 
from doing an act of justice to another classof claimants. It does not 
justify us in binding the House hand and foot. 

Mr. ENLOE. Justthere. The gentleriansaysit does not justify usin 
binding the House hand and foot. This is the evening forthe consid- 
eration of pension legislation. This is the continuation of to-day’s ses- 
sion. Now, every member of the House is under just as much obliga- 
tion to be here to-night as he was during the day, and am I doing 
anything wrong, from a legislative stand point, in insisting on the pres- 
ence of a quorum for the transaction of the public business? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. If the gentleman will attend to the course of 
my argument he will find that he is doing something wrong. 

Mr. ENLOE. Very well; let me hear how I am doing it. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to speak in any 
insulting way or to cast any reproach upon any gentleman for acting 
here as he sees fit or doing what he may believe to be his legal right 
to do under the rules of the House. That is a question for him to de- 
termine, and all I am discussing now is the question of policy. The 
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question of pension legislation I call attention to. The gentleman 
knows that by no possibility could a single claim he advocates be heard 
here on Friday evening sessions, 

These sessions are for the consideration of another class of cases under 
a special order devoted to the transaction of other business. Theretore, 
his objection could not avail in that regard. His action is simply pun- 
ishing the few members who are in attendance and are faithfal in 
their attendance; and not only tkat, but he is doing it for the purpose, 
as he says himself, of an argument among his people to show that he is 
endeavoring to do his duty by them in getting their claims through. 
Now, what is the real argument? Why, as I said, to compel the hear- 
ing of his claims by punishing a lesser or greater number of persons, 
when he must know that it is utterly impossible to accomplish any- 
thing in his favor. 

It has been said that the proceedings at the Friday evening sessions 
for pension bills were disgraceful; that the action taken here was 
disgrace to legislation. 1am here, Mr. Speaker, to deny that in tofo. | 
am here tosay that the legislation transacted at Friday evening sessions 
is as respectable in character, as thoroughly considered and digested, 
and compares as favorably with respectable legislation as any other class 
of legislation transacted by the House. It has been said here that leg 
islation is got through on the principle of ‘* you tickle my back and I 
will tickle yours. ”’ 

Mr. Speaker, I deny it. Look at the legislation that 
these sessions. Bills are introduced for private pensions. They go to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. In nearly all cases the claims 
are such that for some reason they can not be brought within the 
terms of the general law. The facts are laid before the committee. 
The report is made and sent back to the House to consider, and that 
committee as a whole, not as a single man, not as one man, or two or 
three of them, but the whole membership of the committee—and I will 
say for the Committee on Invalid Pensions that in my judgment no 
other committee of the House has been so care!ul in investigating cases 
before it as they—these cases come before the whole committee and are 
considered and passed upon. 

The claims then come here with the approval of the whole commit- 
tee and are called up tor consideration. Now, let it be admitted that 
there is not a quorum present to consider them—and as a rule there is 
not—lI ask if it is not also true that a large proportion of the business 
done in the House, on other questions, gets through the American Con- 
gress without the presence of a quorum and is accepted as wise and 
good legislation. It is constautly the case, and yet nobody has found 
fault with it or charges that it is a disgrace to our legislative system. 

Have gentlemen found in these reports on private pension bills that 
large number of frands which are spoken of? Have they found that 
a large portion of these claims coming here have not the stamp of genu- 
ineness upon them? Have they not found that they were genuine? 


is done 
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| gentleman from Tennessee sees fit to take, but at the 


| his duty. 


And, when gentlemen have undertaken to prove the contrary, in ninety- | 


nine cases out of a hundred they have proven the claim stronger even 
than the committee has stated it. Therefore the charge that it isa 
disgrace to legislation it seems to me comes with poor grace from gen- 
tlemen who are unable to point out an instance where the disgrace 
arises. 

Now, it has been said upon the general question of pensions that 
the young men of the country are coming to the front and beginning 
to consider this question of pension legislation, and that the time will 
soon come when the men who are advocating it will be relegated to the 
rear because of their advocacy of it. I want to say to the gentieman 
from Tennessee 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman allow me tostate that correctly ? 
I did not say that gentlemen who advocate pensions would be rele- 
gated to the rear, but I said that gentlemen who advocated unlimited 
pensions would be relegated to the rear. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Well, the distinction that the gentleman makes 
is a distinction without a difference. 

Mr. ENLOE, I have no doubt that to your mind it is without any 
difference. . 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. 





I want to say this: If we are to judge of the ac- 


legislation upon our people as a whole, we need not be afraid the 


| the hero of Gettysburgh. 


} til I 
tion of the people of this country in the past and the effect of pension | 


American people will ever pay too much money to any class of their | 


soldiers. ‘There were the Revolutionary pensions. In 1818 their first 
pension bill was passed, thirty-five vears after the Revolutionary war 
closed. Ten years later it was made broader in its provisions, and four 
years after that it was made broad enough to take in all who had served. 

By the way, that was a service pension, an unlimited pension. Now 
take the war with Mexico. There was a service pension granted. 
Take the war of 1812 and there was a service pension granted. Now 
I want to put it as a question to every patriotic American citizen, how 
much do the American people, any of them, now feel the pension pay- 
ments that are made on account of any one of those three wars? 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to call the gentleman's attention right there 
to the fact that there is considerabie difference between pensioning an 
army such as we had in the last war within twenty-five years and pen- 
sioning a small army forty years afterward. 


|} brigadier-genera). 


| provisions of which did not suit him, he laid down the ult 





The SPEAKER pro temp Chair would like to call the 
tention of the gentleman from Ohio to the fact that a bill is pend 

i that there are several other t n who desire to be heard 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. 1 will clos » ¥ few minutes, 

Mr. O’DONNELI Will t a we can 
pass the bill? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. The gent ) ) Tennessee ‘Li v LOE 
SAVS tne a he \ } ed ve 
five ears aiter the war } year t w i t 
d eren , Che d ere th F t ) 
( l W » Vv 
phe v t be i t . 
expense or the s iz Oo } } ) 

i ‘ i e] () 
viltS are ¢€ Lo ano > ia 3 
‘ ed. 

Now, Iw it ) tot n i ut ie pl 
lieve onght { ‘ i as clos wi i 
tl Republie is engage and it ) iva vit 
ou to paid I do not care w is t vea oO t ’ I 

y \ 3, Or iorty year uit It oug I ist 
soon as the nation is able to pay thes ice pension r the war clo 
to pay service pensions 
is all | want to say on that point except t that Ido f 
he young men of this country will ever come tot point wi 
vill feel that it isa burden upon the nation to gratef\ iva ly 
erly remember the men who saved t! country tot 

I do not believe that it is good policy to teach, either as politics « 
as a principle, ingratitude toward the men who faced death inits mu 
tiplied forms upon the battle-field tosave the Union. I do not be 


that the patriotic sentiment of the young men of this country nov 
hereafter will ever come to the point where they will feel that th 
money that is taken out of the Treasury of the nation to be paid tot 


soldiers who served us in that hour of peril is money improperly paid 
or wasted in an extravagant manner 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, in the interest of justice and 


fir 
JAITHeSS, 


[ ask the passage of the bil 
The SPEAKER pro temp 
the bill. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. 


+} ‘ 


The question is on the final pass of 


I would like 


three minutes before the bill pa 


The SPEAKER pro te . The gentleman trom New York [M1 
CUMMINGS | will be recognized for three minutes. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, in common with other Demo 


cratic Representatives, North and South, [ regret the course which tl 
ame time I re- 
spect his conscientiousness and his devotion to what he 


elieves to 


His grievance is great rhe rules set down Friday of each 
week as a day for the consideration of private bills. It 
shame that for four months this day should be robbed of its privileg 
even if the robbery is committed under the rules. Wit 


berv there seems to be no prospect ahe ad of its 


is a witherin 


h all the rob 
regaining its privilegs 
Right here, sir, I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that a member of your own side of the House set the example for 
the gentleman from Tennessee in the last Congress. He came h 
night after night, on Friday, and whenever a bill was brovght up the 


imatum of 


calling no quorum or of postponing the measure. I recall a bill which 
I called up here one Friday night in the Jast Congress. It was a bili 
to increase the pension of the widow of Col. Mic W. Burns, who 
commanded a brigade in the Army of the Potomac. No braver m 

ever went into battle. The bill was reported from the Committee on 


r 
Invalid Pensions at the earnest solicitation of General Danie 
Che evidence in its favor wasample. When 
it was called up—— 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
question there? 
Mr. CUMMINGS. 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 


Will the gentleman please not interrupt me un- 
get through with this statement; then I will wily answer hi 
When the bill for the relief of Mrs. Burns wa 


lican obstructer said, ‘‘I will raise the point of no quorum unless t 
bill is postponed to the 12th of July,’’ the anniversary of the batt! 
of the Boyne. The bill was postponed to the 12th of July I 
day was taken up in special leyislation, and th low of Micha WV 
Burns became a victim of the ‘‘ battle of the Boyne. Laughter 


Now, sir, I wish to call the attention of this House to another fact. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Now, will the gentleman allow me right 
there ? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Was that the case of 
a soldier’s widow ? 


Mr. CUMMINGS. 


a private soldier or of 


Burns rose from the ranks. He became a brevet 
More than that, he was a Republican whoze popu- 


| larity in the Democratic city of New York was so great that he w 


elected alderman-at-large of that city. 


He was the only Republican 
who had carried the city in years. 
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Does the gentleman know of any objection 
from this side of the House being made to the consideration of a bill 
to pension a private soldier? 

CUMMINGS. Ido 
oldier in an Iowa regiment. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE 


to consider private bills on Fridays for four months. I desire to say 
in that connection that in the first session of the Fiftieth Congress for 
the period of nearly five months there was no consideration of private 
bilisat all. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. ‘The gentleman is certainly mistaken. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Fora period of about five months I say private | 


bills werg not considered at all 

Mr. CUMMENGS, I wish now to call the attention— 

Mr. LACEY. Do you not think if time had not been taken up in 
lilibustering we could have had some time for the consideration of 
private bills? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I say this, that, if men on your side of the House 
had voted to give private-bill day its privilege as your rules prescribe, 
you would have had pension legislation here to-night. 

Mr. TRACEKY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment ? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. TRACEY, I would like to state to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. LA FoLLetTrE] that in the Jast Congress the Committee 
on Rules gave several days for the consideration of private bills. It 
vas arranged that on Fridays the roll be called and every member 


have the privilege of calling up a bill; and a great many private bills | 


vere passed in that way. 
“everal MEMBERS onthe Democratic side. Without respect to party. 
Mr. LAFOLLETTE. I stated that for five months the consideration 
o! private bills on Fridays or any other day was prevented. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman also rec- 


lect that during the last Congress nights were set apart for calling up | 


bills that the Senate had passed so that there might be legislation ” 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Isnot the gentleman now speaking of pension | 


lille’ 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam speaking of private bills 
that had passed the Senate. 

Mr, LAFOLLETTE. But that was after the five months of which I 
have spoken. 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York has the 
floor 

Mr. CUMMINGS. My distinguished friend from Michigan [ Mr. 
\!LLEN ] in his remarks has somewhat generously referred to the action 
of this side of the House in regard to pension legislation. Now, sir, I 
uppeal to the record. I remember the record of this Congress and 
assnre my friends on both sides of the House that the Grand Army 
will also remember that record. The Grand Army through posts and 
State encampments had called for a service-pension bill. A Democrat 
offered and pressed it in the Committee on Invalid Pensions. That 
committee took adverse action. The Democrat afterwards in open 
House offered the service-pension bill as a substitute for the amended 
Morrill pension bill. 

As I said, it was aservice-pension bill, the same bill which the Grand 
\rmy had asked for. The record of the House shows that four South- 
ern Democrats and the Northern Democrats voted for that service bill, 
while every man wearing the Grand Army button and swinging a Grand 
Army badge from his breast on the Republican side of the House voted 
against it, with one exception, Mr. PICKLER, of South Dakota. The 
record speaks for itself. Sir, I have no more to say. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I shall not detain the House very 
long, but I desire to make a statement in respect to this matter which 
I think will do us all good 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] ought to have 
mentioned my name, and then the Recorp would have shown what 
Republican from Indiana was responsible for the objection to which he 
has referred. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It wasa shot at a squirrel’s nest, end the squirrel 
has run out. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I did object in the Fiftieth Congress to the enact- 
ment of certain pension legislation, and I will tell the gentleman and 
the country why. 

A MempBer. You told them then. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I objected to the consideration of that measure as 
I objected in every other case where it was proposed to grant a pension 
not authorized by the general statutes and where the rating was to be 
double, quadruple, or twenty times what was paid to the widows of the 
soldiers of the line, there being no other ground for the distinction 
than simply because the husbands of those claimants happened to have 
been commissioned officers in the Army or in the Navy of the Union. 

I am proud of the fact that I stood here as a representative of ‘* the 
common people,’ as Mr. Lincoln loved to call them, and demanded of 
the Fiftieth Congress, as I have of this and shall while I hold a seat in 
this body, that in granting pensions the rule shall be a like pension for 
a like disability. And the only thing I regret, Mr. Speaker, in refer- 
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I have in memory the case of a private | 


Let me ask the gentleman one farther ques- | 
tion. Hesays that it isashamethat this Congress should have omitted | 


AUGUST 1, 


ence to that most admirable pension bill which became a law on the 
| 27th of June last, is that the ratings of the widows of my dead com- 
| rades—widows who have never received pension recognition at all, a|}- 
though they have lived for a quarter of a century after the close of the 
war—were fixed at $8 per month, while a pension of $12 was allowed 
to those whose husbands have received recognition from the Govern- 
ment and who themselves have been pensioned for years. Standing her 
I say that no human being can find a logical reason for granting pen- 
sions upon any other theory than that of like pensions for like disa- 
| bilities to all the soldiers of the Republic and to their widows and chil- 
dren. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, Will the gentleman allow me a moment ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, You laid down an ultimatum here on Friday 
nights, just as the gentleman from Tennessee did, and you do nc 
deny it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Butthere was this important distinction, my friend 
You can not find, the record will not disclose, that I ever objected to 
the consideration of a pension claim where the pension was to begranted 
| in accordance with the disability under existinglaws. I never objected 
| to any pension of that kind. ButI did object to pensioning at the rate 
of $2,000 a year the widow of General John A. Logan, a man whom 
I absolutely worshiped. 

I objected to granting a pension of $3,500 a year to the widow of tha‘ 
great soldier, Phil Sheridan. ButI did not object to the granting oi 
any pension because there was not a quorum present. I objected be- 
cause it was proposed to give to the widows of certain soldiers pensions 
that were not authorized by general statutes, thus making a distinc- 
| tion among the citizens of this country, while I had been taught when 

a child the doctrine of the absolute equality of all citizens before th: 
| law and under the Constitution of my country, and had fought for three 

years, as I understood, to make the realization of that doctrine possi- 
ble. ‘ 

Mr. Speaker, a word in conclusion. Having been a private soldier, 
I believe I speak for the private soldiers of the North when I say that 
they are weary of having their claims for recognition made a political 
question. In the limited time that I have been a member of Congress, 
it has been my pleasure to look after the claims of many comrades, and 
I have not known, I never want to know, whether they are Democrats 
or Republicans. The soldiers of the Republic have submitted their 
| claims to this Congress and to past Congresses, and those claims are the 

most holy that have ever come into this Hall for recognition. They 

ought to be paid. A pension ought to be paid and, if I had my way, 
would be paid to-day to every soldier of the Republic. 

But I want to say here that in my judgment the most magnificent 
pension bill ever formulated into law is the one which was placed on 

the statute-book on the 27th day of last June. [Applause on the Re- 

publican side.] Under the wise provisions of that act 260,000 claims 
have already been filed in the Pension Department. That law will 
make it possible for claimants whose applications have been pending 
| for twelve years, fifteen years, twenty years, and who by reason of 
some technical failure of proof have been unable to show the incur- 
rence of the disability in the line of service and its continuance from 
that time until the present—this wise provision enables such claim- 
ants to file their applications and to have a reasonable assurance that 
| they will be allowed in a very short time. 
| Although that measure did not go as far as I hoped it would, I am 
| glad it was my privilege to vote for it, because it gives recognition to 
| people, many of whom I persovally know, who are living in penury 

Under that bill the claims of the widows of men who died that this 
Government might not perish—widows whose husbands never received 
pension recognition and who have never received such recognition for 
themselves or the children who were left for them to support, widows 
who are now living in want—are recognized. I know that this legis- 
lation will bring a measure of gladness to their homes. I know that 
it will take from the almshouses thousands of my comrades; and, I re- 
peat, I am glad that I was permitted to vote for such a bill. 

I want to say that so far as my objection to the presence of a quorum 
| has been made in the House heretofore, it has been made, as the Recor! 
will show, only because it was proposed by those who loved class and 

caste and rank better than they loved the flag and our Constitution, to 

create a privileged class of citizensin thiscountry. I did object to that 

and I will object to it. And I want to say to my friend further that 
although I was at home only a few days prior to the last election I was 
| not a stambling-block in the Ninth Congressional district of Indiana. 
I was not a burden there; but I led the ticket. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Let me say that I regret exceedingly that the 
gentleman is not coming to the next Congress. I believe him a most 
conscientious legislator, and we need all such. I rejoice with him at 
the passage of the dependent-pension bill and would have rejoiced 
still further if the service-pension bill had been passed. [Applause. | 

Mr. CHEADLE. One word, Mr. Speaker, in reference to the claim 
that I tried to fix the consideration of theclaim of the widow of Colone! 
Burneson the 12th day of July,theanniversary of the battle of the Boyne. 
At the time I never dreamed of the day having any significance to 
her; because I should have been ashamed, if I had known or thought o! 
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bill. 


The bill was passed. 


Mr. O'DONNELL mofed to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 


the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WRIGHT. 


made. 
Mr. ENLOE. 


27. 
Mr. ROGERS. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


I now ask unanimous consent to take up and put 
upon its passage the bill (H. R. 11355) tor the relief of Mary L. Brown. 
This is a bill which comes in the class of exceptions that have been 
I know it to be a most worthy case. 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 7, noes 


Is that a quorum on Friday night sessions? 
Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky. 


ing 281; as follows: 


Belknap, 


Alien, Mich. 
Boothman, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Browne, Va. 
Bynum, 
Cheadle, 
Coleman, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Couper, Ohio 


Abbott, 

Adams, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 
Bankhead, 
Banks, 

Barnes, 
Bartine, 
Barwig, 

Bayne, 
Beckwith, 
Belden, 
Bergen, 

Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bland 

Bliss, 

Blount, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 


Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
grown, J. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Buchanan, Va. 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Burtoa, 
Butterworth, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Candler, Mass. 
Cannon, 
Carlton, 
Carter, 
Caruth, 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 
Cheatham, 
Chipman, 


YEAS—3. 


Enloe, 


Lehlbach. 


NAYS—43, 


Cummings, 
Forman, 
Fowler, 
Hall, 
Haugen, 
Lacey, 
La Follette, 
Lane, 
Lewis, 
Maish, 
Martin, Ind. 
NOT 
Claney, 
Clark, Wis. 
Clarice, Ala. 
Clements, 
Clunie, 
Cobb, 
Cogswell, 
Comstock, 
Conger, 
Connell, 
Cothran, 
Covert, 
Cowles, 
Craig, 
Crain, 
Crisp, 


Culberson, Tex. 


Culbertson, Pa. 
Cutehneon, 
Dalzell, 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
Davidson, 
De Haven, 
De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dickerson, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Dorsey, 
Dunnell, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
ENiott, 
Ellis, 
Evans, 
Ewart, 
Farquhar, 
Featherston, 
Finley, 
Fitch, 
Fithian, 
Flick, 
Flood, 
Flower, 
Forney, 
Frank, 
Funston, 
Gear, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gest, 
Gibson, 
Gifford, 
Goodnight, 
Greenhalge, 


McClellan, 
McDutftie, 
MeMillin 
Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
O'Donnell, 
Owen, Ind. 
Owens, Ohio 
Peters, 
Reilly, 
Rogers, 


VOTING—%38I. 


Grimes, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Hansbrough, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, lowa 
Iienderson, N. C. 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
llouk, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, Iowa 
Kerr, Pa. 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore. 
Kinsey, 
Knapp, 
Laidlaw, 
Lanham, 
Lansing, 
Lawler, 
Laws, 

Lee, 

Lester, Ga 
Lester, Va 
Lind, 
Lodge, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
Martin, Tex. 
Mason, 
McAdoo, 
McCarthy, 
McClammy, 
McComas, 
McCord, 
McCormick, 
McCreary, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
McRae, 
Miles, 
Milliken, 


I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 5, nays 45, not vot- | 


sawyer 
Smith, lil 
Struble, 
Tracey, 
Turner, N.Y. 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wike, 
Williams, 01). 
Wilson, Ky 
Wright 


Mills, 
Moore, N.H. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morey, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Mudd, 
Mutchler, 


Niedringhaus, 


Norton, 
Nute, 
Oates, 

O’ Ferrall, 
O' Neall, Ind. 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Parrett, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Penington, 
Perkins, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Pickler, 
Pierce, 
Post, 

Price, 
Pugsley, 


Quackenbush, 


Quinn, 
Raines, 
Randall, 
Ray, 
Reed, Iowa 
Rey burn, 
Richardson 
Rife, 
Robertson, 
Rock well, 
Rowell, 
Rowland, 
tusk, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Sayers, 
Scranton, 
Scull, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 


: i i ar sign the consideration | Simonds, Stockdale Pucker Whiting 
t the religious aspect of the day in her regard, to assign ons aren Stockdale Tucker, Whiting, 
of her bill to that day. aks Smith, W.Va Stone Me <p ll Ld pe 
; There was no such reason underlying my motives. And I want to | Smyse: Stump . crates 
: b ‘ wera hae Stump, : 
say to the committee and to the country that the very Grand Army of Spinek, Sweney , v a. 
the Republic post to which the distinguished and gallant colonel be Eeaones. Tavier EB 
longed sent me the most magnificent letter that I have ever received, | Springe r, laylor, Ii Wa \ a 
commending niy course upon that pension bill, which I shall hand down oe mee : ylor J. D. Wade Wilson W ' 
% ; , "i ; ’ > w © « sephenson, ayior, ler Walker \ eon 
as an heirloom to the little Cheadles whenI amgone. [Laughterand | ceoart. Ga Thoante. a Wilson, 
applause. | o- . | Ste wart, Pex rt 1 pSson Wa yy Y ode 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask a vote on the bill. | Sten art, Vt at W -" 
re. . _ ia > | Stivers, ownsend, C'¢ Vals 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the | cto bivéden. eee ee 


So the motion to adjourn was disagreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent to dispense y 
capitulation. 

Che recapitulation was dispensed with 

Che result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10.30 having arrived, un- 
der the rule the Chair declares the House adjourned 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be, and they are hereby 
instructed t »report to this House for its consideration by Monday, the 4th day 


of August, 1890, bill H. R. No. 7162, and that Tuesday, the l2th day of August, 
1890, after sixty minutes of the morning hour shal! have passed, be fixed for the 


| consideration in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union of 
| said bill, and to continue from day to day until disposed « 
| to the Committee on Rules. 
| By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and the same is hereby, re 


quested to report at an early day a bill to repeal sections 3003 
the Revised Statutes of the United States 


to the Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. BAKER: 
press by telegraph that the Russian 


Whereas it is reported through the pub g 
Jews, 


2005, and 5006 of 


| Government has ordered to be enforced the edicts of 1582 against the 
which edicts have hitherto been held in abeyance, under which the Jews dwell 
ing in Russia must henceforth reside in certain towns only and will not be per- 
mitted to own land or hire it for agricultural purposes, or to hold shares in or 
work mines, or to enter the army, or practicer or to be an en- 

| gineer, orenter any of the learned professions, ne them from hold- 
ing positions under the government; and 


licine o aw 








Whereas such action willturn from their homes in h eda of towns and 
} villages large numbers of Jewish families: Therefore 
| Resolved, That the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 


| of America in Congress assembled earnestly protest in the name of humanity 
against such inhuman and barbarous acts. That the President be requested to 

transmit through our representatives in Russia respectful but earnest protest 
against such proposed action by the Russian Government 

| to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

| By Mr. CUMMINGS 

i Whereas the following official advertisement appeared in tl 

| a newspaper published in the city of Portsmouth, i 

| shire, of the date of July 26, 1890 

| ‘ Certificate, July 23,1890. In compliance with the act of Congress approved 

June 30, 1876, 1 hereby certify that the needs of the public service make it neces- 

; sary to increase at this time the force employed at the navy-yard, Portsmouth, 

N. H., for the purpose of reconstructing buildings numbered 45 and 46, destroyed 

by fire in January last, of completing the gunnery-ship Lancaster, of making 

necessary repairs and alterations of the training ship on »ngahela, increasing 

the watersupply, completing the hydrant system, and constructing a ferry- 

boat, the appropriations for which objects became availabl 

the current month, 


1e Daily Chronicle, 
the State of New Hamp- 





at the beginning of 


B. F. TRACY, Secretary of the Na 

Whereas said advertisement relates to the employment of a large additional 
| force at the Kittery navy-yard, in the State of Maine, prior to and during the 
| Congressional election in the month of September next: Therefore, 
| Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be instructed 
| the necessity of increasing the force employed at the Kittery navy-yard, neat 
| Portsmouth, N. H., at this time; whether the best interests of the public sery- 
ice require that the buildings destroyed by fire in January last should be recon- 
structed; whether the gunnuery-ship Lancaster should be completed; 
| repairs and alterations should be made on the traini: 
whether there is any necessity for increasing at this time the water supply and 
completing the hydrant-system at said navy-yard, and for constructing a ferry- 
boat thereat; whether the contemplated employment of a large force at said 

navy-yard at this time is not intended to affect the approaching Congressional 
election in the State of Maine rather than to subserve the public interests 
That said committee slia)l have the power to send for persons and papers and 

is authorized to send a subcommittee of said committee to said navy-yard. That 
| all expenses of said investigation shall be paid out of th ) went 1 of 
| the House 


| to the Committee on Rules. 
| 


to inquire into 


whether 
ship Monongahela; 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


i Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
| to the Clerk and disposed of as follows 
| Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library 
| reported favorably the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 207) ex 
| tending the privilege of the Library of Congress to the members and 
| secretary of the Interstate Commerce Commission, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2867)—to the House Calendar. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military <A ffairs, 





8046 


ted favorably the following bills of the House; which were sever- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole Honse: 
H. R. 10984) for the relief of Henry Kortzendorfer. 


rey 
ally re 
(Report 


H. R. 8970) for the relief of James Brown. (Report No. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Military 
th amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 3573 
of desertion from the military record of Bernhard 


No. 2870)—to the Committee of the 


. ir re ported v 
to rr e the charg 
Stuel ipanied | 


Whole House 
MI Dy) 


y a report 


from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 

y 1 ite (S. 129) for the relief of Assistant En- 

How . Potts, United States Navy, accompanied by a re- 
port No ~~} to the Con W hole Hlouse 

Ir. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 

th S. 5416) granting a pension to Margaret 

1ccompanied by a report (No, 2872)—to the Committee 


; } } 
Mave it) i 


Sen 
onines 
gineei 
jittee of the 


vor ly the bill of Senate 
D. Marchand 
of the V 
Mr. | 
vorahly 
Miller, 
Whole 


AY 
vl 


“hole House 

tl i] t! 
iif mn) ‘ d 
House, 
A WYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
avorably the bill of the Senate (8S, 3948) granting a pension to Morris 
Leavy, accompanied by a report (No. 2874)—to the Committee of the 
Whole Hou 

Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 2496) correcting the military 
record of Ireneus Shortridge, accompanied by a report (No. 2875)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committeeon Agriculture, to which was referred 
the bill of the House (H. R. 7984) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act 
for the establishment of a Bureau of Animal Industry,’’ in behalf of 
the minority of said committee submitted their views in writing 
thereon; which were ordered to be printed as Part 2 of Report No. 2641. 

Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 9617) to relieve John Davis of 
the charge of desertion and to grant him an honorable discharge, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2876)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. LAWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the Senate (S. 4233) granting a pension to Jessie Ben- 
ton Frémont, accompanied by a report (No. 2877)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills of the Senate; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

4 bill(S. 1733) granting a pension to Laura James. 

A bill (S. 814) granting a pension to Clara Fowler. (Report No. 
2879. ) 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills of the Senate; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to Amanda M. Smyth. 
No, 2880. ) 

A bill (8. 3711) granting a pension to Ellen M. McClellan, 
No 

Mr. BI 
ported with 
incr pension to Garden D. Wright, accompanied by a report 

No to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MUDD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R, 11181) to in- 
corporate the Columbia Central Railway Company, accompanied by a 
report ( No. })—to the House Calendar. 


he Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
ate (5.3214) granting a pension to Mary S. 
by a report (No. 2573)—to the Committee of the 


(Report No. 


(Report 


(Report 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill | 


of the House (H. R. 11043) to incorporate the Trans-Anacostia Rail- 
way Company, 
to incorporate the Trans-Anacostia Railway Company ; 
twice, and, with the accompanying report (No. 2884), referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. 
John W, } 


> 


ounger on the pension-roll, accompanied by a report (No. 
2885)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 978) to 
establish an assay office at Soeorro, in the Territory of New Mexico, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2886)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported favorably the following bills of the House; which were sever- 
ally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


LKNAP also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- | 
amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 4243) granting an | 
| 


reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 11629) | 
which was read | 


R. 11348) to place the name of | 


Aveust 1, 


A bill (H. R. 11010) to relieve Myron A. Eastman of the charge of 
desertion. (Report No. 2887.) 

A bill (H. R. 11070) tocorrect the military record of Jesse C. Taylor, 
Sixth Tennessee Cavalry. (Report No. 2888.) 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 
| Roads, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3739) to provide 
| for ocean mail service between the United States and foreign ports and 
to promote commerce, accompanied by a report (No. 2889)—to the Com 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, bills and a joint resolution of the fo 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fo 
lows: 

sy Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 11627) to authorize the issuanc: 
of subpoenas for the attendance of witnesses before town-site trust« 
in Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11628) to place Ken 
tucky State militia that performed actual military service in suppress- 
ing the rebellion upon the same footing with United States volunteer 
in the matter of pensions and bounties—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: A joint resolution (H. Res. 
208) to furnish the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to each free public library 
having 1,000 volumesor more, and to each university and college within 
the United States empowered by law to confer degrees—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference were 
made: 

A bill (S. 4046) granting a pension to William Norwood—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (8. 3957) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary Mc- 
Intosh—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


—_— 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

sy Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 11630) for the relief of Thomas 
Cushing—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 
By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 11631) granting a pension to William 
Carmichael—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 11632) for the relief of William 
A. Starkweather, of Oregon—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 11633) granting a pension to 
Ellen Goff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 11634) for the relief of George W. 
Brewer—to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 11635) to pension Mrs. Marga- 
ret Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


E. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: Memorial of Meyer & Co. 
| and 10 other firms and citizens of Pine Bluff, Ark., protesting against 
| legislation by Congress compelling railroads to transport petroleum bar- 

rels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of citizens of Mount Pleasant, Pa., for 
| amendment to Constitution forbidding State legislation favoring re- 
| ligious sects—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Protest of citizens of Brownsville, Tex., against 
passage of the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of citizens of Laredo, Tex., against same measure—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KINSEY: Petition of Local Assembly 448, Knights of Labor, 
| St. Louis, Mo., in favor of bill te prohibit alien ownership of land—to 
| the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of W. G. Koogler and 54 others, resi- 
dents of New Mexico, favoring the passage of the Perkins bill, provid- 
ing for a common-school system in New Mexico—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

Also, petition of A. R. Robbins and 172 others, residents of Las Vegas, 
N. Mex., for same purpose—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of C. 8. Bohney and 40 others, residents of Socorro, 
N. Mex., for same purpose—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Memorial of W. F. Hallstead Lodge, No. 120, 
| Brotherhood of Railroad Brakemen, Great Bend, Pa., asking for pas- 

sage of House bill 9682—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 
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SENATE. 
SATURDAY, August 2, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J.G. BuTLER, D. D. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will come to order. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the public business demands that we should be 
here at 10 o’clock, it demands that there should be a quorum present 
at that hour to attend to that publie business. 
is a quorum here this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ascertain. 

Mr. HALE. ' 
tention to a matter which touches the comfort of every one of us. | 


By the permission of the Senate I was going to call at- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 


I do not think there | 


The Secretary will call the roll and | 


SO47 


the State of Louisiana for the term commencing March 4,1391. lask 


that the credentials be read and placed on the files of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The credentials will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the credentials and was interrupted 
by— 

Mr. SHERMAN. As those credent the usual iorm, I 
think they had better be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 

| Elections, [ suppose without further readin hey can be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the credentials be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

Mr.SHERMAN. They contain more details than the law provides 
for or than are necessary. 

Mr. GIBSON. I do not hear the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say as the credentials contain a great multitud: 


do not know what may be the condition, as shown by the relative | 


height of the mercury in this Chamber compared with the corridors 
and rooms outside, but the effect coming in here is certainly disheart- 
ening. ; 
beyond description; and it occurs to me, unless it has been demon- 
strated to the contrary, that all through the morning, when it is cer- 
tainly cooler than later, this Chamber should be kept open above by 
the doors being thrown apart and drawn wide open and kept open, and 
the doors of the committee-rooms and the corridors outside. 

Mr. CULLOM. From early in the morning. 

Mr. HALE. From early in the morning; and it would be better 
now if that was done, unless, as I have said, it has been demonstrated 
to the contrary. Quite likely it may be cooler here actually as shown 
by the thermometer, but there is no life in the air. The moment a 
Senator comes into the Chamber he is in a condition of depression re- 
sulting from it. I suggest that the doors be thrown open and to try it 
at any rate, and have some living air, even if it*is a little warmer. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that a short time ago on a com- 


There is a closeness about the air which is depressing to me | 


plaint made on my part when the doors were closed and the Chamber | 
was very warm, they were opened, and the Assistant Sergeant-at-Arms | 


reported to me in an hour or two that it was two degrees warmer. 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt that may be trae—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HALE. But the condition is much pleasanter with the air cir- 
culating through and moving. 

Mr. CULLOM. I agree to that. 

Mr. HALE. It has the same effeet on a large scale that comes from 
using a fan. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 


of details not required by law and not necessary to the va 
paper, but which do not therefore impair their effect, 1 move 
be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
way, without further reading. 

Mr. HALE. reading. 

Mr.GIBSON. That course would be unusual. There may be a lit- 
tle surplusage in stating the vote each day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Other credentials have done the same thing. 

Mr.SHERMAN, If the Senator really desires to have the creden- 
tialsread, I shall not insist on my motion, but I see no use in it, because 
the reading of all that detail is unnecessary. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ido not think it necessary. The credentials might 
be placed on the files of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And printed. 

Mr. HALE. Without reading. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And referred to the committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. As it is usual to read credentials, I suggest that they 
be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. HARRIS. The usual custom has been to read them at length, 
but as these are voluminous I suppose by unanimous consent they can 
be ordered printed in the Recorp, and lie on the table or be referred. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let them be referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the credentials lie on the table 
or be referred ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. GIBSON. 


that they 
yns in the usual 


lo save the 


Let them be referred. 
I move that the credentials lie on the table and be 


| printed in the Recokp. 


The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered | 


to their names: 


Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 
Allen, Dixon, MeMillan, Ransom, 
Allison, Dolph. McPherson, Sanders, 
Bate, Evarts, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Berry, Frye, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Blair, Gibson, Moody, Stewart, 
Cameron, Gorman, Morgan, Teller, 
Casey, Hale, Morrill, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Harris, Paddock, Vance, 
Coke, Hawley, Pasco, Vest, 
Cullom, Hiseock, Platt, Waithall, 
Davis, Ingalis, Power, Wilson of Iowa, 


Mr. TURPIE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. VoorHEEs] | 


is absent by reason of the recent death of a lady who was a member of 
his family. 

Mr. CULLOM. My colleague [Mr. FARWELI.] is detained from the 
Senate by illness. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to announce that my celleague [ Mr. 
KENNA] is detained from Senate by the reason of illness. 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. WASHBURN } 
is necessarily absent from the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-eight Senators have answered 
to their names. A quoram being present, the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of yesterday will be read. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Concerning the matter mentioned 
by the Senator from Maine, the Chair would state that yesterday at 
the request of several Senators the doors of the Chamber were opened. 
Subsequently a number of Senators complained to the Sergeant-at- 
Arms of the inconvenience, and they were closed. The Chair will 


make any order in the premises that will be agreeable to a majority of | 7 


| eeived 3 votes; Hon. Thomas &. Gage, ‘ 


Senators. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I regret to be compelled, on account 
of the condition of my health, arising solely from the hot weather, to 
ask, after to-day, an unlimited leave of absence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
leave to absent himself indefinitely from the service of the Senate after 
to-day. Leave is granted, if there be no objection. It is granted. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I rise to a privileged question. I 
present the credentials of Edward Douglas White, a Senator-elect from 





| had received a majority of the y 
| Assembly there was no election. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempor 
tion. 
The credentials are as follows: 


It is so ordered, if there is no objec- 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, STATE OF LOUISTAMNA. 

To the President of the Senate of the United States 

I, Francis Tillon Nicholls, gover: f the State of Louisiana, do hereby 
certify that Edward Douglas White, of the city of New Orleans, in this State, a 
duly qualified person under the Constitution of the United States, bas been 
duly elected a Senator in the Congress ft 1 the said State for t! erm of six 
years commencing on the 4th day of March, 1891. 

That pursuant to the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘“‘An act to re g- 
ulate the time and manner of holding elections for Senators in Congress,” ap- 





‘ 


proved July 25, 1866, the General Assembly of the State of Louisiana, which was 
chosen at.the general election held on the I7th day of April, 1888, for the con- 
stitutional term of four years, and being the Legislature chosen next preceding 
the expiration of the Senatorial term which ends on the 4th day of March, 189], 
proceeded on Tuesday, the 22d day of May, 1888 (it being the second Tuesday 
after the meeting and organization thereof), in their respective chambers, by a 


vira voce vote, to name a person forSenator for the term aforesa thata ballot 
was taken in the senate on the day aforesaid, when it appeared that Hon. 












Charles F. Claiborne received % votes, Hon. FE. E. Kidd re ved 7 votes, Hon. 
M. J. Connirgham received 6 votes, Hon. Henry Demas received 2 votes. Hon 
Thomas A, Cage had received | vote, and that 9 senators had voted biank: that 
on the same day a ballot wa take 1 the house of represe ves, when 
it appeared that Hon. H. P. Wells re ved | otes; Hon. Henr Garland, 13 
votes; Hon. Henry Demas, 9 votes: Ho Granville B. Shaw, 8 votes: Gov 
ernor Samuel D. McEnery.7 votes: H Aristides Barbin,7 votes; Hon. Henry 
S. Bossier,7 votes; Hon. Walter D. Denegre, 6 votes, and that 22 members voted 
in blank None of the above-named candidates hav ng received the votes ofa 
majority of the members elected, there was no election 

Phat on the day following, to wit, on the 23d day of May, 1888, both houses 
of the General Assembly met in joint session in the hall of the hou of rep 
resentatives at 12 o'clock m., ar } ournal of each house was read showir 
that no person received a majority of the voteson the previous day, whereupon 
the said General Assembly proceeded to vote vira roce for one Senator, with the 
following result, to wit In the senate Hon. Enoch Rost, 8 votes; Hon. 8S, |} 
Henry,5 votes; Hon. Frank P. Stubbs,5 votes; Hon. FE. T. Lewis, 4 votes; Hon 
Thomas A. Cage, 3 votes; Hon. J.D. Parrell, 1 vot Hon, O. F rown, 1 vote; 


7 votes in blank; and in the house of representatives Hon 8. P. Henry re- 
r Hon. Aristides Barbin, 7 votes 





Hon. Enoch Rost,5 votes: Mon. E. T. Lev votes; Hon. Frank P. Stubbs, 4 
votes; Hon. T. T. Allain, 2 votes; Hon j oster,! vote; Hon. A. W. 
Faulkner, 1 vote, and that 30 representatives voted in blank; whereupon the 





lieutenant-governor, presidir bly, announced thatas no one 


vers elected to the General 





On the 24th day ot May. 184, both houses of the General Assembly met in 
joint session in tive hall of the house of representatives at 12 o'clock m., and the 
joint session proceeded tothe election of aSenator with the following res 
wit: In the senate Hon, James Legender received 6 votes; Hon. Alphons 
Phillips, 5 votes; Hon. C. C. Dusen, 3 votes; Hon. C. A. Bourguis, 3 votes; Hon 
W. W. Littel, 1 vote; 12 senators voted in blank and 6 were absent: and in the 
house of representatives Hon. Alphonse Phillips received 21 votes; Hon. C. A. 
Bourguis, 9 votes; Hon. C. C. Duson,5 votes; Hon. H. P. Wells, 2 votes; Hon. W. 
W. Littel, 2 votes; Hon. James Legender, 1 vote; Hon. Aristides Barbin, l vote : 





ult, to 
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r. P. Clinten, 1 vote; Governor F.T. Nicholls, 1 vote; Hon. O. Rochon, 1 

4 representatives voted in blank and 9 were absent; whereupon the lieu- 

t-wovernor, presiding over the joint assembly, announced that as no one 

ceived a majority of the votes of the members elected to the General As- 
nobly there was noelection, 

On the 25th day of May, 1888, both houses of the General Assembly metin joint 
onin the hall of the house of representatives at 12 o'clock m., and the joint 
on proceeded to the election of a Senator with the following result, to wit: 

In the senate Hon. . B. Kruttachuitt received 6 votes: Hon. A. A. Batchelor, 4 
Ilion. Aristides Barbin, 4 votes; Hon. Anthony Sambola, 2 votes; Hon, 
Boatner, 1 vote; Hon. John M. Stallings, | vote; Ilon. Edward J.Gay, 
lion. Richard Simms, 1 vote; 9 senators voted in blank and 7 were ab- 
ent in the house of representatives Hon. A, A. Batchelor received 15 votes; 
lion. J, M. Stallings, Ll votes; Hon. Anthony Sambola, 12 votes; Hon. Aristides 
arbin, 9 votes; lion. Richard Simms, 7 votes: Hon. Edward J.Gay, 5 votes; 
llon. FE. U. Kruttschuitt,3 votes; 22 representatives voted blank, and 14 were ab- 
ent; whereupon the lieutenant-governor, presiding over the joint assembly, 
innounced that as no one had received a majority of the votes of the members 
elected to the Geners! Assembly there was no election; and both houses of 
the General Assembly adjourned until Monday, the 28th day of May, 1888, at 
1.930 o'clock a.m 
On the 2#th day of May, 1888, both houses of the General Assembly met in 
nt session at 12 o'clock m., and the joint session proceeded to the election of 
1 Senator with the following result, to wit: In the senate Hon. N. D. Wallan 
ceived 2 votes; Hon. Auguste Levert, 2 votes; Hon. J. M. Kennedy, 2 votes; 
lion. J. 1. Dagy, lL vote; Hon. Aristides Barbin, t vote; 20 members of the sen- 
ste voted blauk and 8 were absent. In the house of representatives Hon. J. M. 
Kennedy received 8 votes; Hon. R. B. Rowley,7 votes; Hon. C. F. Brown, 6 

yles; Ifon. Aristides Barbin, 5 votes; Hon. N. D. Wallan, 2 votes; Hon. J. L. 
lag, 1 vote; Hon. Kandolph Natili, | vote; Hon. Andrew Herr, 1 vote; Hon. 
V. Rechon, | vote: 50 members of the house of representatives voted in blank 
vad 16 were absent; whereupon the lieutenant-governor, presiding over the joint 
assemb!y, announced that as no one had received a majority of the votes of the 
nembers elected to the General Assembly there was no election. 

On the 20th day of May, 1888, both houses of the General Assembly met in 
joint session in the house of representatives at 12 o'clock m., and the joint as- 
sembly proceeded to the election of a Senator with the following result, to wit: 
in the senate Hon. J. L. Brent received 8 votes; Hon. W. L. Doss, 2 votes; Hon. 
§, O. Shattuck, 2 votes; 16 senators voted in blank and 8 were absent. In the 

Louse of representatives Hon. 8. O. Shattuck received 20 votes; Hon. J. I.. Brent, 

votes; Hon. H. Mahoney,8 votes; Hon. W. L. Doss, 6 votes; Hon. Frank L. 
Richardson, 5 votes; Hon. J. D. McMahon,2 votes: Hon. V. Dukinson, | vote ; 
42 members of the house of representatives voted in blank and 6 members ofthe 
house were absent; whereupon the lieutenant-governor, presiding over the joint 
assembly, announced that as no onehad received a majority of the votes of the 
members elected to the General Assembly there was no election. 

And of the 30th day of May, 1888, both houses of the Generel Assembly met in 
joint seasion in the house of representatives at 12 o'clock m. The General As- 
sembly proceeded in joint session to the election of Senator with the following 
result,to wit: In the senate Hon, Edward Dougias White received 34 votes, and 
lion. Henry Clay Warmoth, 2 votes; in the house of representatives Hon. Ed- 
ward Douglas White received 8 votes; Hon. Henry Clay Warmoth, 9 votes, and 
i members of the house of representatives were absent; when Hon. Edward 
Douglas White having received the votes of a majority of the members of the 
General Assembly was declared by the liculenant-governor, presiding over the 
oint session, to have been duly elected Senator to represent the State of Louisi- 
ana in the Senate of the United States for the term beginning on the 4th day 
of March, A. D. 1891. 

Therefore, I do hereby certify that Edward Douglas White was declared duly 
elected Senator in Congress from the State of Louisiana for the term of six 
years commencing on and to date from the 4th day of March, 1891. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand, as governor of the State 
of Louisiana, and caused the seal of the State to be hereunto affixed. Done at 
the city of Baton Rouge this 31st day of May, A. D. 1888. 

(SEAL. | PRANCIS T. NICHOLLS, 


Governor of Louisiana 


otes 
ja mn 


li vote 


By the governor 


L. ¥. MASON, Secrelary of State 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of 19 business men and firms 
of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against an increase of duty on barley; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PUGH. I present a memorial of 175 citizens of Anniston, 
\la., the majority of whom are Republicans, stating the business in 
which they are engaged, etc., remonstrating against the passage of 
what is known as the lederal election law and giving their reasons for 
such opposition. I move that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of George A. Clarke and 10 
others, formerly citizens of the State of Minnesota, but now citizens 
of Florence, Ala., remonstrating against the passage of the Lodge elec- 
tion bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. POWER presented two memorials of prominent business firms 
and leading banks of the city of Chicago, I11., remonstrating against the 
passage of any bankruptcy legislation during this session; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition of the Wage-Workers’ Political 
Alliance of Washington, D. C., praying that the name of any asso- 
ciation when preceded by the words ‘‘by request of ’’ on any Dill 
which may be introduced into the Senate of the United States shall 
not be stricken out. They ask that the Public Printer be instructed to 
observe this request simply as a matter of justice to themselves as well 
as to the Senators who may so courteously oblige them by introducing 
their bills, which in one sense are simply petitions for certain legisla- 
tion. The petitioners request that the petition be referred to the Com- 
niittee on Printing, with instructions to have the matter attended to at 
once, 

I present the petition and move that it be referred to the Committee 
on Printing, to consider the question of instruction as well as the peti- 
tion itself. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AUGUST 2. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4280) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River in the State of Georgia, reported it with amend 
ments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bil! 
(S. 4281) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Oconee 
River in the State of Georgia, reported it with amendments. 


LIEUT., COL. HENRY CC. CORBIN. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I present a favorable report from the Committee 
on Military Affairs. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 118) to permit 
Lieut. Col. Henry C. Corbin, United States Army, to accept a position 
in the World’s Columbian Commission, to report it without amend- 
ment. If there be no objection, I ask action upon it. There will be 
no debate upon it. If there is, I shall withdraw it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. , 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

PRINTING BILL. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back the following order favorably with an amendment : 


Ordered, That 1,000 additional copies of the bill (H. R. 3316) to establish a uni 
form system of bankruptey throughout the United States be printed for the 
use of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. After the word ‘* printed,’’ insert the words 
“‘and placed in the document-room ;’’ so as to read : 

Be printed and placed in the document-room for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ifthere be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S, 4302) granting a pension to 
Mary L. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4303) to relieve Myron A. Eastman ot 
the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its title. and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

THE PREVIOUS QUESTION. 

Mr. BLAIR. I call attention to the resolution introduced by me 
yesterday that comes over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. BLATR was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be instructed to report a rule within 
four days providing for the incorporation of the previous question or some 
eens for limiting and closing debate in the parliamentary procedure of the 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, several Senators have spoken to ma 
since the introduction of this resolution, indicating their desire to be 
heard before action by the Senate and that they are not in readiness 
to proceed this morning. Therefore I shall not press its consideration 
at this time any further than to say that I introduced the resolution, 
not with special reference to any pending bill, but with a view to what 
seems to me a necessary change in the parliamentary procedure of the 
Senate regarding the transaction of the public business now and in all 
future time. 

I think the period has arrived in the history of our country when, 
in order to transact its business, the Senate must have some way in 
which a larger number of the important public measures which come 
before it for consideration can be decided. The difficulty has hitherto 
existed in the other House of Congress, which is to some extent re- 
lieved, as we all know, and action is more promntly obtained there than 
formerly, while the Senate, which hitherto has been the more expedi- 
tious body in the transaction of its business, is now liable to be and is 
in fact far behind, and as far behind in its capacity to reach and to 
decide whenever a majority have a disposition todoso. Asit now is, 
the whole business of the country is at the mercy of one or two indi- 
viduals who may be opposed to a bill, and the majority are practically 
under the control of the minority in the Senate, and as a necessary 
consequence the majority of the whole country are practically at the 
dictation of one or two individuals who may have seats upon this floor. 
It is easy, of course, to talk any public measure into a defeat. 

So, without reference to any particular measure that is now pending 
or which may be pending in the present session or the present Congress, 
I think this resolution or this subject-matter deserves and should re- 
ceive the early and earnest consideration of theSenate. I am not clear 
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that the business interests of the country do not imperatively almost 
demand that it should be considered prior to any pending measure, 
even the tariff bill, at the present moment. 

It is difficult, of course, for us to realize, it is probably impossible for 
us to realize, theimmense business damage that is being done throug! 
out our country by every delay in the decision upon the tariff bill. It 
should be passed or it should be defeated. and the country should know 
the event and that very soon. I received only yesterday from my own 
State, trom a responsible gentleman there, thoroughly versed in the 
business condition of the State, a letter which I shall read. He says 


r} 
l- 


Our cotton-hosiery manufacturers at Tilton are very anxious for the early pas- 
sage of the McKinley tariff bill as it passed the House. Not understs anding the 
weary course of legislation in Washington they are impatient at the delay in 
the Senate. I have explainel to them that some things are asimpossible in = e 
United States Senate as to set aside the laws of nature. At the same time I 
agreed, at the risk of repeuting what you already know, to call your attention 
to their situation. 

Before the McKinley bill was under discussion they had very close compet 
tion with foreign manutacturers, the Germans being able to put in as good a 
quality of hosiery as our manufacturers ma le at about the cost of the domestic 
product to the latter. Since then the foreigners, expecting the McKinley bill 


to become a law, have been crowding their products into our market, glutting | 
it, not only forthe present time, but piling up a stock that it will take months | 


to exhaust. Consequently our manufacturers are in doubt about the benefit to 
be derived from the McKinley bill if its final passage is to be postponed foran) 
considerable time, or if it does not go into effect as early as possible after its 
passage. Their own goods are alre sady accumulating on their hands, and if the 
final passage of the McKinley bill shall find the market heavily stocked for a 
year to come the outlook is not very encouraging. 


JAMES 0. LYFORD. 


The gentleman is the chairman of the board of bank commissioners 
of the State. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator state in that connection the per- 
centage of increase on goods of the kind spoken of in that letter which 
the pending tariff bill proposes ? 

Mr. BLAIR. It says nothing of that, and I suppose the Senator 
would hardly expect me to be drawn into a discussion of detail of that 
sort. Iam not speaking to anything except the point that the busi- 
ness interests of this country require adecision. Nobody can complain, 
in view of the ordinary parliamentary processes of the Senate, that 
either party upon this floor has exhibited a disposition to procrastinate 
or to obstruct the ordinary course of debate and of decision upon the 
tariff bill; yet we are here with a bill of one hundred and eighty-on 
pages and we have spent certainly as many as eight or ten days re al 
work u| pon this bill since it first reached us. We “have spent nearly a 
whole week of very exhausting and protracted effort daily upon the 
bill; and we have got only over some fourteen or fifteen pages, and 
the great debates are yet to come upon this bill; that is, if debates 
come upon the questions of relative importance. 

Here is the sugar-bcunty question, here is the reciprocit; y question, 
and there are other great questions all in the future debate, and there 
is no reason to suppose at the rate we are going that this tariff bill can 
be disposed of before the 1st of next December; meanwhile a great 
many other questions are coming in and intervening, all of which are 
very important, and, notwithstanding the immense mass of matter 
that has been perfected by committees, much remains still in commit- 
tee because of the utter hopelessness of consideration if formal reports 
are made. Then, of the bills that are reported, some, as for instance, 
the pure-food bill, are very important, indeed, to every individual ot 
the 65,000,000 of our people three times aday at least. That is a very 
important bill, upon which the attention of the whole country is con- 
centrated, and the bill stands apparently no more chance of being 
passed than if just introduced and not yet considered at all. 

And so year after year, so session after session, so Congress after 
Congress, these important measures in the profoundest interest of the 
people come up for consideration, but die simply because there is no 
power either in one or both branches of Congress to decide. There- 
fore it is that I think this proposition should be considered with no 
partisan feeling whatever or with relation to no partisan bill what- 
ever, but simply with reference to a great change, a fundamental, radi 
eal, indispensable change, if we are to cantinue a free government and 
the people are to continue capable of governing themselves, for our 
methods of parliamentary procedure have made this country practi- 
cally a tyranny for years in both Houses. 

I do not propose at this moment to enter upon any particular dis- 
cussion further, but simply to call attention to the measure and say 
again that it may pass over, and unless it should reappear in some other 
form, which I would ve ry ‘much prefer, authenticated by a larger con- 
stituency of this body than is this resolution introduced by myself, I 
will call attention to it again, but I hope the idea may reappear in the 
Senate in some other form with the general backing of the entire Sen- 
ate on both sides of the Chamber. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the resolution be referred to the Committee oa Rules. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I desire to be heard on that motion, and 
I see the Senator from Alabama is also on the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I had a single observation to make 
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and that was this: If theSenate had everseen occasion to depart from 


the rule which has obtained here for the better part of a century, and 
which it has never departed from « y sion so far as I know, that 
occasion came on the 3d of Fe La i880, when the education bill, 
so called, was taken uy by the Senate a “ 1 ithe? of March, 
ISv0, when the vote was taken on t mea rnd ring that in- 
terval of time that measure occupied the attention of the Senate and 
the country to the ex< sion Oo i ‘ ier isin . l we bia aif ol 
the time to devote to this present bil we could dispose of it. 

Mr. TURPIE. There so much ct i nm in the Chamber that 1 
can not hear the Senator 

The PRESIDENT pro temp Che Cha ippeals to t senate to 
be in order. 

Mr. MORGAN, I have said all I desire to say ab t it 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Rhode oves 
that the resolution be committed to the Committee on K 3 

Mr. BLAIR. Dol lerstand the Senator from Alabama to vield 
the Joor ? 

Mr. MORGAN Il do. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to say, with reference to one ¢ his ols i 
tions, that the educational bill re quire 1 considerable of the t eof the 
Senate; that is very true. The Senator has not complained that there 
was any abuse or an improper amount of time cor ned in its consider 

| ation, and if there were I must say that is a pertinent illustration 


| of the necessity of a change, and 1 trust the Senator will not take 


| duty by reason of a taunt. 


the position that a sinner may not repent and change his course. | 
assure him that so far as my course upon this particular measure is 
concerned Iam not to bedeterred from doing what I believe to be my 
I did my duty ona former occasion as I 
understood it, and in the management of the educationa I per- 
formed my duty as well as I knew how to doit. I know I so well per- 
formed it that when the debate closed, although the measure was tem 
porarily suspended, not defeated, it was much stronger than at the 
commencement of the debate. I understand that and I know that. 
It is true that that measure ocx upied cor , but it did not 


1 
side rab e time 


| occupy the attention of the Senate exclusively. It was in the early 


| part of the session, when Senators are busy upon 


| during this very session in this bod 


| have been; but that bill did not consun 


ommittees and when 
they do not feel the whip and spur of the session, and under the cir- 
cumstances are not so careful in their attendance upon the Senate o1 
committees either It was then pushed to the front in order that it 
might receive consideration, ; m day to day it was considered 
entirely at the convenience of the Senate and of those who desired to 





address the Senate. During the time that it was pending it was put 
over from day to day, and sometimes tora period of several days at 


once, and a very large amount of other business w 
the interval. 

So that really eo education bill 
sion actually oceupied the 
other bills have du rin 


isacted duri 





to which the Senator makes allu 
attention of the Senate not 


giny experience in this bod 


so muchas many 
her mils 
ssary by reason 


nad some ot 
lt did hecome nec 
of the surprise which I exp 
these nate upon both sides of the Chaniber, immediately after the debate 
commenced, that the 


rienced at the position of some members of 


e should be more delay than there otherwise would 


» the time of the Senate to the 
exclusion of other business, as the Recorp will show, and there ismore 
than one Senator on this floor who has occupied more of the time of this 
session than I have. a great deal more of the time o/! this session than I 
have consumed, and much of the matter placed by me in the RECORD 
during that debate was matter of tact in the nature of reports of facts 

| which had been gathered at immense labor by. myself in these recent 


years and of which the Senate was oblivious because 
been placed betore it. It was matter important to be considered, and 
the great mass of it was printed withoutreading. ‘Therefore the space 
occupied in the RECORD Is not indicative by any means of the amount 
of time occupied in the 

So, Mr. President, it is hardly right to reply or to think of defeating 
a great measure, such as constitutes the 


olution 
which I have now introduced, by 
which, 


they had never 


actual debate 


substance of this re 
aying that abuses exist 
if the Senator is to be believed, j 

the adoption of the resolution which | have offered and the incorpora- 
tion into the parliamentary procedure of the Senate of some method by 
which, after conservative and reasonable debate, a decision can be reached 
upon more than a single matter or a comparatively few 


awouses 


prove the absolute necessity of 


matters daring 
an entire session or an entire Congress 
Here are twenty-five te fifty very important public measures pend- 
ing upon the Senate Calendar to-day, and a great mass of just but less 
important proposed a ition I ven » to say that, unless there be 
a change in the rules of parliamentary procedure in this body, no 
more than five or six of the leading bills will be acted upon at all. 
| Many of them are the survivors of strong and important efforts in 
| former Congresses and in very great demand by the people, and a very 
large number of inmiportant subjects have never been able to reach the 
surface even for discussion in the Senate, which we all know interests 
the people of this country and which they imperatively demand. 


The Senator from Rhode Island suggests the reference of this reso- 


lution to the Committee on Rules, a resolution which is a proposition 
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to act. I have no objection to that. I have 
ate here. If delay renders it necessary 


luce another resolution instructing the 


la nstead of four, but I be 
i } 16 majority of this body feel 
f so ‘ nas Ido myself. 


ious that the action should be taken upon any 


} my name personally may happen to be connec'ed. 


th the 1 1 of calling, if possible, definite, tangible 
ect-matter itself, 
the Senator trom New Hampshire 
takes ny Meaning ll he SU ppost 
proach upon him or his State 
ypsideration of the bill we have 
this Senate I feel that my state in 
in conference with the embassadors 
I think it is the duty and right of 
ite upon any question that he sees 
ld think it a great personal reproach 
iat he would undertake to occupy unneces- 
have not made any such accusation, and I shall 
to make such an accusation against a Senator on this 


re has her full right and fall time upon this floor upon 
at may come up, and the question presented by the 
New Hampshire in that bill was a very great one. So I 
do not mean to reproach him in the slightest degree. I merely claim 
and ask for Alabama the privileges that we have accorded without dis- 
pute and without criticism to New Hampshire upon this floor. I do 
not suppgse the Senator occupied a moment of time more than he 
honght was essential for the proper presentation of hia great bill. I 
ime result may come from the discussion of the tariff bill 
1 was reported here that came from the discussion then, and that 
the Senate will find aiter a long and patient examination that the bill 
worthy of their attention so far at least as to command their 
and that there will be a majority found in this body against this 
I vas against the education bill. 

indulge in any criminations againsta State of this Union 
se of that privilege which ought to be maintained in the 
nited States of being heard patiently and dispassionately 

estion that we see proper to debate here. 
» tempore. The question is on the motion of 
nator from Rhode Island to refer the resolution to the Committee 


‘ 


motion was agreed to. 
l IPOSED DAILY RECESS. 
Mr. MORGAN I offer a resolution to lie over unless the Senate see 
proper to adopt it now. I think it would be a useful regulation. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
lhe Chief Clerk read as follows 
ur rthe continuance of the order for the meeting ot 
the Senate will,until otherwise ordered, take a recess : 
rib sy I jules, 
Mr. MORGAN. It seems to me the Senate would do well to adopt 
that resolution. It would relieve the Senators who are in charge ot 
this bill on both sides of a very great amount of fatigue, and we all 
know in this hot weather it is next to impossible that human nature 
can stand the tax of eight hours’ straight work a day in the debates we 
ng upon this bill. 
LDRICH. Let the resolution lie over. 


LESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over and be 


THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce 
the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amenément offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], which 
will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. In paragraph 100, on page 15, line 1, after the 
word *‘manner,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘*60’’ and insert ‘* 50,” 
and in line 4, to strike out ‘*50’’ and insert ‘** 40:’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

100. (hina, porcelain, parian, [and] bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery ware, 
including plaques, ornaments, toys, charms, Vases, and statuettes, painted, 


tinted, stained, enameled, printed, gilded, or otherwise decorated or orna- 
bis 


lina manner, 50 per cent. ad valorem; if plain white and not orna- 

mented or decorated in any manner, 40 per cent, ad valorem, 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHrrMAn] 
yesterday in closing the debate upon this bill read trom the statement 
of a gentleman whose name was not given and who is a manufacturer 
o! these goons. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was a statement of Mr. Brewer, who was a 
member of the House of Representatives. 


AUGUST 2, 


Mr. VES Mr. Brewer—to the effect that the competition of for 
eign importers was such as to have brought down the price to an ex- 
tent that made this manulacture scarcely possible to an American citi 
zen. Here is the oflicial report of the importations and that report 


constitutes an absolute and conclusive and final answer to that stat 


ment of Mr. Brewer. The report of the statistician of the United 
States shows that of china, porcelain, parian, and bisque, earthen, 


stone, and crockery ware, not decorated or ornamented, and decorated 


ornamented, together with all other goods of this description, there 


| were imported in 1880 $5,760,163 in value; in 1881, $6,726,254; in 


1X82, $7,128,663; in 1883, $8,864,072. The importations fell off in 
1884 to $4,954,813, or nearly one-half; that was in 1884, under tli 
tariff of 1883, which of course went into effect in 1584; in 1885 
$4,837,782; in 1886, $4,947,721; in 1887, $5,716,927; in 1888, $6,410, - 
871; and in 1889, $6,476,299. : 

It will be noticed that in 1881 the importation was $6,726,254, and 
that by reason of the increase of duty under the tariff act of 1883 these 
goods were brought in in increased quantities to escape the increased 
duty, so that in that year, just immediately prior to the taking effect 
of the act, the importations were swelled to $8,864,072, but in the 
next year they fell off one-half, to $4,954,813, and in the following year 
still tarther, to $4,837,782. In the next year there was a slight in- 
crease, to $4,947,621, and the next year a slight increase, to $5,716,927. 
Then commenced the agitation for a renewed increase, because these 
things always go forward and never backward, and then the importa- 
tion was increased from $5,716,927 to $6,410,871, and the following 
year, 1889, the amount was $6,476,299. So in 1889 the importation 
was less than in 1881 by nearly a million dollars, and yet Mr. Rrewer 
states that the increased importation under the present tariff has 
brought down the price, so that these\ manufacturing interests can 
hardly exist in the United States. It is the old story that we find in 
regard to every one of these interests. When you go to the official re- 
ports you will find that these ex parte statements made before the com- 
mittee all run to the same effect, that they can not live under the im- 
portation, although when you go to the official reports you find the 
importation has decreased. No wonder, then, the committee tell 
ale 

Mr. SHERMAN. That statement then shows that the amount of 
importation last year was some $2,000,000 more than in 1881. The 
tables are here before us. It is about $6,800,000, I believe. 

Mr. VEST. I find the importation from this report, which is the 
statistician’s report, in 1881 to have been $6,726,254, and in 1889, 
$6,476,299. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Just about the same amount, then. 

Mr. VEST. No, there is a difference between $6,726,254 in 1881 
and $6,476,299 in 1889. There is a decrease in 1889 of somewhere in 
the neighborhood of $300,000, with an increased population from 1881 
to 1889, and an increased consumption, as a matter of course, and my 
iriend from New Jersey says there ought to be an increase of importa- 
tion, instead of a decrease. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator take into consideration the fact 
that between 1881 and 1889 the cost has gone down fully 30 to 40 per 
cent., so that the quantity of the goods is now very greatly in excess of 
what it was in 188!1—not the value, but the quantity imported? The 
result in vaiue is about the same. All these papers show distinctly 
that since 1881 the price of these goods has decreased. I have some 
figures here, based upon that idea, to show that the price of gapds has 
gone down fully 40 per cent., and theactual invoices show that. There- 
fore the amount of goods imported bas probably increased about 40 per 
cent., but the value of the goods is about the same as in 1881—just 
about—very little difference. 

Mr. VEST. Any man of any intelligence knows, and I think it will 
not be controverted even in the asperity in this debate, that the price 
of goods has gone down all over the world. One argument that is 
made in behalf of the tariffis this: We hear upon the hustings in every 
canvass that all sorts of manutactured goods have decreased in price 
here, but we never hearfrom the same gentlemen of the decrease in 
price everywhere else; and when that is brought up the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock] tells us, ‘‘Oh, yes; the increased manufact- 
ure in the United States has decreased the price all over the world.’’ 
Now, these goods have decreased in price unquestionably. They have 
decreased in England; they have decreased in Belgium, which is our 
great rival, and they have decreased in this country. But here are the 
absolute figures to show that the state of facts as represented by Mr. 
Brewer does not exist. It is not necessary to say that these prices have 
gone down. The question is as to the amount of importations, and | 
show here by the decrease that the amount was less in 1889 than in 
1881. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. VEST. Yea, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator has the statistics of importation, the fig- 
ures for a series of years; but can he orany one else tell us what the 
character of the importations has been, whether of the common ordi- 
nary ware or largely of superior ware, highly decorated ware, and 
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‘ plaques, ornaments, vases, statuettes ? It seems to me that it is im-/| a mad 
yortant to know what the character of the importation has been. 0 t t und | 
Mr. SHERMAN. It the Senator will! allow me, the table sho¥s that | i ‘ ’ 
of the common earthen or stone ware not ornamented there is very lit- | « y 
tle imported; $54,000 in value is all that was imported of that grade. 
Of what is called common brown earthernware and con 1 stoneware no 
verv little is imported. The Americans have practically t et | d i 
‘ for that class of goods, and tl ite of duty has theretor bi é 1} he Z 
. 25 ver cent., but of the higher grades considerably over $6,000,000 Phe 
Fi worth was imported. N n 
; Mr. PLATT. ‘There is a very great difference in the items of this | the n 
; schedule. For instance, earthen, stone, and crockery ware are in more j 
; common use than the plaques and ornaments and toys, charms, vases \ 
etc. Theseare articles of luxury, and if this importation relates mainly Mr. HISCOCK Mr. ] ’ 
to the artictes of luxury it does not follow, it seems to me, that there n | e was the result of advan l 
is any particular hardship upon the people, even upon the theory of the | i inufact é hn 
fs Senators upon the other side that this duty sh yuald remain because it | manutacture ‘ om 
a is shown that on the commoner articles the Americans have all t! come the greates on " ling 
. market and have, unquestionably, I suppose, reduced the price so that | 1 amountof pro to t rket tio Writers 
i the higher duty does not affect the ordinary people. holding to the doctrine of 1 trade 21 { ting it | ecognized 
3 Mr. VEST. Then our friends who have controlled this matter ought | the reduction in the price « to t t 
3 te change this classification and the rate of taxation so as to put the | development of th State he 
3 duty lower upon the inferior goods and higher upon the articles of lux- | methods o ifactu ’ e been 
; ury, instead of putting them both at the same taxation. | forced dowr the addit of 16 of manu tured goods to 
TheSenator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] has offered an amend- | the markets of the world 
3 ment to change the classification under this paragraph as reported here It has been said in the cou ‘ e tha was 
et and the same fault existed in the Mills bill, and I attacked that when | with the manufacturers to w t ut t 3 re 
ig it came here. The man who buys the plain white graniteware that is | quired. Inevery instan 3 t \ iative rown 
2 found upon the tables of the people of ordinary means in this country | upon the manufacturers te show that they 1 t I of duty 
¥ and of the poorer classes pays just the same tariff duty asthe man who | provided for in l the nder 
a buys these statuettes, these French shepherds and shepherdesses, that sideration rhe Senat 1 Misso M ha \ i 
3 you find on the mantel-pieces and in the boudoirs of luxurious women, | the statement mad the Senator from Ohio t ( y peo 
4 and yet that thing remains in the bill, and the Senator from Connecti- | pl: > upon the ragged edge. Why, t! es he ind ll at 
j cut says it makes no difference if the high duty is upon these articles | tention to t “ t with t se of i they had 
4 of luxury. The classification ought to be changed, and that evil ought 1 1883 theimportations tot ce 1884 eda 
¢ to be done away with. 22 000,000, 
a Isimply want to remark that I receive testimony from Mr. Brewer, if The figures that the Senator from M uri has read here establish 
4 he is the same Mr. Brewer who was in Congressin 1883, upon this subject | that wv the revision ¢ e n ery the tions to 
4 with a great deal of suspicion. He is interested in the matter. He is | this ntry have ised since 1884. The amount o yortations 
i the gentleman who stoed upon the floor of the House of Representa- | in dollars and cents does not « bit mporta 
; tives when they rushed through the conference report in 1883 that put | tions by any means Its ] ! fthe 
¢ up duties, in spite otf the votes against them in both Houses of Con- | goods, and not é ereast of t 1 
eo gress, and who exhibited an article of queensware and said that there Mr. McPHERSON Will the Sen N t me to 
was 98 or 99 per cent. of American labor in that article, and made an | ask a question 
appeal for the protection of American labor, and it turned out that it Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, s 
was the only article of the sort that wasever made in this country, and Mr. McPHERSON Do I underst ithe Senator fi New Yorl 
it was made for that occasion. My friend from New Jersey [Mr. Mi to say that the importat ( e . 
PHERSON ] says it is what they call ‘‘balisque,’’ made in imitation of | « sed d t vil I n 1 
Irish ware. I had not thought of it for years until the Senator from | the population t \ 
Ohio mentioned the name of Mr. Brewer. It was heralded in the pro- Mr. HISCOCK es, | ew 
i tection papers as a great triumph of parliamentary skill. That article | Ji ¢ ‘ itely and wit! to stran- 
% was manufactured for that single purpose and for that man only; and | gle this lustry in his S ) yn 
when he stood there and exhibited itand said, ‘‘ Here is an article that | to his part: 
has 99 per cent.’’—I think that was the proportion—‘‘of American Mr. McPHERSON,. Will tl nat l 
labor,’’ of course all the representatives of the people rushed fran- Mr. HISCOCK. 
— tically into the breach in order to protect American labor, Mr. McPHERSO?> } 
Mr. GEORGE, Did the Senator say there was nosuch manufacture | the Senator yield to 1 t x 
3 in the country? would convince every bo t ’ 
Mr. VEST. Isay the fact was that there was only that one particular Mr. HI a: tor } ! t 
article ever manufactured in this country. It was made for that man | make it after I get throu 
only and tor that debate only, and it did its work, and they rushed Now, in reference to the 1pon the volume 
. through the conference report. The Senator from Ohio knows very | of goods imported s: In 1°72 12-nie 
well that that increased the duty upon articles we had voted down i toilet-set of A ware W ulued at $13.2 n 
the Senate and in the House. It was put through here by 1 major- | of the Senat ym Misso to t 
ity at midnight. I recollect the scene very well. That was the tariff Mr. COCKRELL. We ) not LW at the Senato: 
act of 1883. saving 
# Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator a question. Does the The PRESIDENT pro te I ‘ 
; Senator wish to be understood that only one piece of that kind of manu- | that th itor from Ne i ! again 
facture was made? ulls the atte on t enat t f ince of 
Mr. VEST. That is what I mean—a piece of balisque ware made in | the rules of order. When the doors are oy 
imitation of Irish ware, and it was the only piece ever made in this | corridors enter the Chamber and add to t! 
country. | Mr. VEST. I understood that the cl r he t 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senator from New Jersey whether | temperature, and, if that is so, I hope t vill 1 I 
that article of balisque is not made in large quantities in New Jersey. | statement in a paper yesterday and the Chai t itement the 
Iam so informed, and I guess it is made or attempted to be made in | other day, aud it is very.d ble to t tu j 
Ohio now, but whether successfully or not I do not know. excessively warm in here. 
Mr. VEST. Yes; now, but not in 18%3. Mr. HISCOCK.: The value in 1878 of a 12-1 toils t ig 
Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know anything about that. That may | $13.25; in 1983, $7.75; in 1890, $4.50 to$5. The different styles of that 
have been experimental work, sent as evidence of American skill, and | set are all given here in the table which I have, and t} vest in 
that ware is now made in this country. value in 1878 was $4.71, and , es in 1890 d at 
Mr. BLAIR. I suggest to the Senator that a particular specimen of | $2.90. 
that sort of ware could not have been made in this country without the | A 56-piece tea- alued in 1878 at $11.75, sold in 1890 at $3.50 
plant and skill and all the material being on hand; so the work must Mr. COCKRELL Vill the Senator please ad i 
have been in operation. ficial record he is reat 
Mr. VEST. There is no use of going into the field of conjecture. | Mr. HISCO¢ I am reading a statement incorporat : h 
They might have brought one workman here and one box of materials, | made by Mr. McKINLEY upon the floor of the House of Representa- 





tted to the other side in that discussion, farnished him by 

clurers which has never been denied 

iw not controverted in that discussion, and has not been 

ed in the public press or by the importerssince. It was given 

l It v contributed to the tariff literature. Itisan un- 

ilbted fact. A tea set, a set of 56 pieces, in 1878, cost $11.75, and in 
1m. 4 


of these goods, and 


, (), 
another stvle of the 

50 

Phenal25-piece dinner-set, decorated, ‘* moss rose, 
the price in 1878 was $46.70, and in 1890 $14.20. 
and $8.12 in 1890. 

goods it is very clear that the 

ly increased and increased beyond 
I hazard nothing in making that state- 


same goods sold at $10 in 1878, and cost in 1890 


’ gold trimmings; 


Piain white granite, $13.20 in 1878 


Wilh this great fall in the 
ol Importation has it 
the growth of th 
ment, 


Now 


prices ol 
volume umens 


country 


as to the proof that the manufacturers of these goods furnish 
that they require this protection, the record of the Treasury Depart- 
ment showing the increase in the importations, this vast increase in 
the volume, this vast increase in the articles, this vast increase in the 
mount, was evidence to which we could not close our eyes or turn our 
backs upon 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. HISCOCK, Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I am unfortunate or else he is mistaken. I under- 
stand him to say now that the amount of importation has been in pro- 
portion to the increase of population. 

Mr. HISCOCK. J asserted that the importations had been in ex- 
cess of the increase in population. 

Mr. VEST. Very good; I should be obliged to the Senator if he 
wonld prove it, 

Ir. HISCOCK. ‘The increase in importations has been larger than 

; ase in population. 

Mr. \.ST. In order to come at the truth—— 

My OCK. I mean in quantity; I do not mean in value. 

A ST Oh, I do not know of any other way to get at it. 

iy. LAISCOUCK, The Senator says he knows of no other way to get 
at it with chis table bere before us that has stood unchallenged show- 
lug 

Mr. If the Senator will permit me, Mr. MCKINLEY knows 
no more about that than one of us. He has taken the table furnished 
by a manufacturer and put it in a speech. That is all stuff, if the 
Senator will allow me to say so. 

Mr. HISCOCK. He took the tables furnished by a manufacturer, 
and you have got tables from Strauss. 

Mr. VEST. I am quoting trom official reports. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And insisted that his should have verity; that it 
should be believed. 

Mr. VEST. I have quoted from no importer. 

Mr. HISCOCK, Did not you quote from Strauss? 

Mr. VEST. No; I have quoted from oflicial reports. 

Mr. ITISCOCK But Iam content with this, that a leading mem- 
ber of the House in his place upon-the floor gives to this discussion a 
table of this kind and it passes for months. This statement was made 
on the 15thday uf May last by a prominent member of the House, the 
of the House in respect to this bill, and when astatement made 
by him, furnished by whomever it may have been, I do not care, has 
passed unchallenged from that time to this, it will not suffice for the 

enator from Missouri to say that it is not entitled, or insinuate, or 
harge, that it is not entitled to be respected and to have weight in the 
consideration of this question. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I should like to ask the Senator a question for in- 
formation. 

Mr, HISCOCK, 

Mr. PADDOCK, 
inerease of importation of these wares is to be accounted for from the 
importation of wares of unique original design of a kind which are 
not manulactured in this country ? 

Mr. ILISCOCK sir. I will change my last answer and say 
this: That so io tl importation of goods is concerned it is of a 
higher quality of goods than formerly and the manufacture here has 
been educated and developed to that extent that it isof a higher qual- 
ity of goods here than forin: rly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. So we have reached this point, that there is com- 
petition here in all these classes of high-priced goods by home manu- 
facturers, and all these classes of goods are now made in this country. 

Mr. HISCOCK, Certainly. I will say further to the Senator that 
it is true that crockery has so fallen in price by this competition that 
the cheaper styles and cheaper grades are going out of use. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Will the Senator from New York permit me to 
ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. HISCOCK,. § Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, desire to ask the Senator from New York 
whether he thinks it exactly fair to stand here upon this floor and 


VEST. 


leader 


Certainly; 1 yield. 
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Will the Senator state whether any part of this | 


Aveust 2, 


claim that a manafacturer’s statement is entitled to weight because it 
passed unchallenged when this bill was under quasi-consideration in 
| the House of Representatives, when the Senator must know that this 
| very measure which we are now considering, when it passed through 
the House had more than 209 amendments pending to it, many of them 
from his own side of that Chamber, which the presiding officer of that 
body refused to allow to be read from the Clerk’s desk, much less con- 
| sidered or debated. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I will reply to the suggestion of the Senator from 
bill in the other House, in respect to uhis table which has been adver- 
tised to the world as correct, has nothing to do with the case. In the 
early part of the discussion the distinguished member of the House to 
whom I have referred gave this statement to the country, and we have 
a right to assume that if it was false or erroneous in any particular 
people would have been induced to have placed the evidence of that 
fact in the hand of some one upon the other side. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not mean to interrupt the Senator from 
New York, but I should like to have him answer and say whether he 


Kentucky, and say that the deliberation which was given to the tariff 


does not know it to be true that, under the peculiar régime existing in 
that end of this Capitol, neither this bill nor proposed amendments nor 
any items or schedules in it were allowed to be considered or discussed. 
Mr. HISCOCK. This statement by Mr. MCKINLEY —— 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 
say? 
Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not care, Mr. President, in the discussion of 
| this clause of this bill, to either defend or indorse or discuss in any 
way the proceedings in the House. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. If the amiable Senator will allow me, I will 
| change my question and put it in this shape: Does he believe that the 
| bill now before this Chamber was ever considered or discussed after a 
full and fair fashion in the House before it came here ? 
Mr. HISCOCK. Whether it was or not, it seems to me that it has 
nothing to do with the consideration of the question now before us, 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I only protest that what was not allowed to 
be answered in the House ought not to be pleaded as conclusive evi- 
dence here. 
| Mr, HISCOCK. That is very far fetched, in my opinion. 
| Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest to my colleague on the commit- 
tee that this statement of Mr. MCKINLEY that he has quoted from was 


Will the Senator answer? Will the Senator 


made on the 14th of May and published in the RecorD of the 15th of 

May, and that the discussion upon this and other schedules was con- 
tinued for eight days after that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think we may assume that if that statement could 

be refuted the distinguished Senator from Keniucky or his colleague, 

| who has lately arrived from the House, would here upon this floor be 

furnished with facts to refute it. I repeat that the volume of these 

goods, the amount of these goods, the quantity of these goods which 

have been imported into this country has increased since 1884, and 

has increased faster than the population has increased, in my opinion. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator’s permission tointerrupthim. Ihave 
before me now Mr. MCKINLEY’s speech, which I unfortunately never 
saw before, and I see he gives the values of these importations. I do 
not see that he gives the quantity and the different classes of goods, 
From what does the Senator read? Does he read from a table? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The cost price. 

Mr. VEST. I see he gives the values exactly as the statistician did. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not object to or criticise in any way the state- 
ment the Senator has given of the value of the importations. If he 
had followed me he could not have understood that I was so objecting. 
I have simply made this statement that the value of the importations 
since the last revision of the tariff has increased nearly two million dol- 
lars’ worth and in my judgment they have nearly trebled in volume. 

Mr. VEST. What does the Senator mean by ‘‘the last revision’ of 
the tariff? 

Mr. HISCOCK. In 1883. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. I have before me now this statement: 

In 1883 the amount of the importations was $3,864,072 and it fell 
to $4,954,813 the next year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is doubtless true, but they were expecting an 
increase of duty and there were large imports before the increase took 
effect. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator states that there was an increase beyond 
all proportion to population. In 1830, when the last census was 
taken—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do not go to 1880, Come from 1884 up this way. 

Mr. VEST. Iam getting at the population in 1580. We know 
what the population was then. It was 50,000,000, and the importa- 
tions then were $5,760,163. In 1889 the population was in the neigh- 
borhood of about 65,000,000, and the amount of the importation was 
only $5,476,299. 

The Senator keeps talking about quantity. Ifthe price is much be- 
low that of the article introduced at the low price that doubles the im- 
portation in value. What sort of arithmetic is this that tells us that 
we can not take the values in order to show the amount of the importa- 

tion? 





i 
' 
' 
a 








1890. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, suppose tnere had been no increase 


whatever in the value of the importations, and yet the condition of 


things here was that these manutacturing industries were absolutely 
strangled, as is claimed on the other side, the effect would be to de- 
crease the price. That is the argument which is given to us upon 
the other side constantly; there had been such a decrease in the price 
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of the goods that the whole domestic market here was supplied with | 


the same amount of money simply because the volume that could 
be purchased by the money was greater. Then would the Senator 
say that quantity had nothing to do with it; that it was simply a 
question of value? Quantity has everything to do with it, when you 


' 
| 


are attempting to ascertain whether the importation has kept pace with | 
the increase of the population of the country; and I read the statement | 


of Mr. McKINLEY at this point, not for the purpose of showing spe 
cially the reduction of the price as bearing upon the operation of the 
tariff, but for the purpose of refuting this claim, made by the Senator, 


that the importations had not increased, and to establish the position | 
that these manufacturers have the sharpest kind of competition and | 


that the importations to this country are increasing constantly under 
the protection which is now afforded. 

I understood the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] tosay yesterday 
in the course of his remarks that be was in favor of equalizing condi- 
tions; that he was in favor of giving that degree of protection which 


would compensate for the difference in labor and the labor-cost here | 


and on the other side, and the suggestion I have made this morning has 


been to convince him that the committee in considering this question | of crockery too. Upon another invoice, which | 


did not act without the evidence before them. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will my colleague on the committee yield to me | 


for a moment? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rise to show by the table the fact that the value 
of importations as well as the quantities under the operations of the 


3, 1883, went into effect on the Ist of July, 1883, at the close of the 
fiscal year 1882-’83. The first year following that, the importations 


| along the line. 
| made on the other side that under the administrative bill the } 
act of 1883 has increased faster than the population. The act of March 


were $4,954,813. Upon the ordinary computation of increase of pop- | 
ulation, 3 per cent. per annum, the population of the country would | 


have increased 15 per cent. from 1884 to 1889, while the value of the 
importation of crockeryware has increased 30 per cent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from Missouri suggests that Mr 
Brewer's statement is not entitled to full weight because of the re- 
markable exhibition which he made of crockery and the amount of 
labor he claimed there was init. He was then proving, as has been 
suggested by the Senator from Ohio, that those goods could be pro- 
duced in this country, and he exhibited a plate showing the labor-cost 
in it and exhibiting a high degree of art, and I imagine there was 
not a person upon the floor of the House at that time but knew that 
those goods were not then made in the United States, except experi- 
mentally. The Senator from Ohio hands me the statement of Mr. 
Brewer. He said: 

While I state that there has been in this country no considerable amount of 
it yet manufactured, I know that if we will take care of this industry in a very 
short time all of these things can be and will be manufactured inthis country. 

Mr. VEST. Is that all of it? 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is all I care to read. 
the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. VEST. I will read the rest of it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In respect to this industry I have but one other 
suggestion to make. At least 90 per cent. of the cost of crockery and 
of earthenwareislabor. There is nodistribution of profits that you can 
make upon the raw material that enters into it which will aggregate 
more than 10 per cent. The raw material is of the cheapest kind, clay 


I took the volume from 


from the earth and other earth products; and with the exception of 


the chemicals that are used in finishing it, it is practically tree raw 
material, valueless except for the Jabor that is placed upon it in bring- 
ing it from the earth and transporting it to the place where it will be 
used. As I say, there is no aggregation of profits upon the coal that is 
used for heat, or the gas, and upon the production of the raw material, 


that will aggregate more than 10 per cent., and the average price of 


labor in this country is 125 per cent. higher than it is in Fngland, and 
speaking with reference to Germany and France it is much higher. It 
is only the labor conditions that we have attempted to equalize in pre- 
paring this schedule, 

I repeat that the manufacturers are upon the danger edge in respect 
to this industry. I said yesterday that I was in favor of giving them 
5 per cent. increase. My colleagues upon the committee, or the Re- 
publican members of it, thought differently. I yielded to their judg- 
ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A decrease? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Republican members were in favor of a de- 
crease; we differed upon that question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

Mr. HISCOCK. I mean a decrease with reference to the increase in 
the administrative bill. That was the ground. 


That brings me to another point in this case. I had supposed, until 





| the lower grades, the operations of the administrative bill whi 


1 





ge yn was made by t Se 1 Iowa, that I s] ' 
not yy re to cont ite to 3 sion I ve. I ha l 
y hand a carefully prepared statement of the cost of the importation 
‘ certain schedules crockery, the P the amount 
of duty that is paid at the present t tion 
that they will receive 1d ea 


It is based u yn the 
based upon certain in 


n invoices which \ 1 tin and 


which they know precisely w $7 


t ‘ i ‘ ea \ 
| ances were, what the cost of t e packa i i } N 
applying the administrative bill to tho strative 
bill will increase the rate of du >} 

Mr. GORMAN, W hat elass is that 

Mr. HARRIS, Five per cent, upon crockery, does the Senat an 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes. This shows the cost ot an invoice of common 
earthenware since 1883. It is exhibited in Schedule D 

Mr. GORMAN. From what document does the Senator rea 

Mr. HISCOCK. lam reading from a statement—and I say it with 


out embarrassment—that was placed in my hands by this 


} san Mr. 
Brewer whose name has heen mentioned here. Isa entirely with- 
out embarrassment, and I have no hesitation in saying that I believe 
that an investigation of the question will establish the absolute truth- 


fulness of the statement. 
Now, upon one invoice the increase that will follow under the 


istrative bill will be 5percent. Bear in mind that 


:admin- 


i tha * cheapest class 





ie characterizes as Ex 


kk, under the administrative bill there will follow an 


Ik 


increase of 3+ per 
cent.. Upon the invoice which is marked Exhibit F the protection 
of the duties would be increased under the operations of the adminis- 
trative bill 2.8 per cent., and we made a reduction of 5 per cent. all 


2 i 
Now, I say in response to the charges and allegations 


weil 
tion of these people has been increased some 10 or 15 per cent 

Mrr GORMAN. Will the Senator trom New York permi 
terrupt him. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 

Mr. GORMAN. When this subject of increasing the duties on pot- 
tery was under consideration in 1883 the reason given by the Tariff 
Commission and the Senate Committee on Finance for that increase 
was that we had relieved the trade of the charges upon packages. T 
Senator from Vermont, the honored chairman of this committee and 
perfectly familiar with the subject, in relation to what was said by the 
Tariff Commission, made a statement to the Senate as a reason why 
the increase should then be made, whi 


t me to in- 


Certainly. 


he 
u 


h 1 will read 
It ought to be remembered 


Said Mr. MorRILL—and I read from the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD 
of January 17, 1883 

It ought to be remembered by Senators who have read the report of the Tariff 
Commission or the present bill that the a tion iland freights ymmis 
sions, and charges for consular rtificates w take off abo > per Ipon 
all articles that are now dutiable, and upon such articles as glass and crockery 


ware it will certainly not take off less than 10 per cent. 


Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator from Maryland loses sight of the 
fact that the administrative bill which we have now passed does not re- 
store the duties upon inland transportation, which upon crockery, espe- 
cially upon German crockery, is a very large item. 

Mr. GORMAN. How much does the Senator think that is? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Idonot know, but probably 10 percent. Ishould 
say at least 10 per cent. from the interior of Germany to the shipping 
port. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island whether he i 
nut advised by the Treasury Department that on crockery ware, taking 
n we 
have just passed will add from 12 to 14 per cent. ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Wehave noadvices from the Treasury Department 
on the subject that I am aware of. 

Mr. GORMAN. Does the Senator from Rhode Island mean to say 
that the Treasury Department has made no estimate of it ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island if, on an ex- 
amination of the question himself, with the experts he has had the 
opportunity to bring before him, it is not a fair estimate that upon the 


| very low grades from 10 to 11 per cent. is a fair average for the in- 


crease of duty, and 20 per cent. upon the higher gr 
Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not think it is 
Mr. GORMAN, 
does put it at? 
Mr. ALDRICH. The report of the committee shows that w 


ve in 


I should like to ask the Senator what figures } 


tended to make the rate substantially what it is under existing law 
that is it the act of 1283 has been honestly administered. 
Mr. GORMAN. Then it is not possible that it is not honestly ad 


ministered. My information is (and i state it to the Senate from tt 
best information that I can get without having access to all the affairs 
of the Treasury Department) that under the bill which we have ré 


cently passed the increase of duty on the lower grades of crockery can 


‘ 
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not be less than 11 per cent. If that be so, then we have in the bill 
before us, with the provision as reported by the committee, an absolute 
increase of trom 5 to 4 per cent. upon all that class of crockery. Now, 
I understand the Senator from New York says the only reason for that 
increase is to eqnalize the difference in the cost of labor between this 
country and abroad, which he places — 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not desire the Senator to understand that I 
concede at all his proposition. I have exhibited here this statement 
in which the duties have been assessed upon inventories of goods that 
have been imported, and assessed again under the administrative bill 
upon these same inventories, and upon the lowest grades of crockery it 
makes the increase 5 per cent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is Mr. Brewer a manufacturer or an importer? 

Mr. HISCOCK. He is a manulacturer. 

Mr. HAKRI » | supposed, 
et 
ST. Let me ask a question. Will the Senator from New 

re mm I could not hear him very distinctly when he ad- 
Senate, but | understood him to state that Mr. MCKIN- 

lea statement in regard to the pricesof this queensware in dif- 

t years. In what part of Mr. MCKINLEyY’s speech can that be 


HISCOCK. You will find it on page 4852 of the ConGrt 
RECORD of this session. 


VEST. | have 


Mr. ALDRICH, It is in the Recorp 

Mr. HISCOCK, I quoted trom the REcorpD. 
M YLEY’S speech 

Mr. VES [ have a copy of the speech here with the tables, the 
appendix, and Ido not find any such statement as that in it. 

Ir. HISCOCK, I can only state that I find it herein the Recorp. 
GOKMAN, I understood the Senator trom New York to state, 
understand the Senator from lowa to state now—I think that is 

rly thestatement of the Senator from lowa—that the only reason why 

he wil advocate an increase upon earthernware, crockery, etc., at this 
time is to equalize thecost of labor bet ween this country and England, 
and that under the operations of the administrative bill practically the 


Mr. HISCOCK. But the figures are all given, and the Senator can | 
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| the net cost of the goods to be $312.18. 


AUGUST 2, 


paid under the administrative bill, $202.95, net amount of goods £64 
9s. 10d.,etc. I have taken the second table for my illustration, whereas 
I should have also taken the first to illustrate it. The first table shows 
That is the cost of the goods 
without the packages. 

Now, the present rate of duty is 55 per cent. This is what | 
want to call to the attention of the Senator from New York. The 
present rate of duty is 55 per cent. on the net cost of the goods, that 
is, excluding crates, ete. That makes the duty $171.60. Now, add- 


| ing the crates to the dutiable value and taking 50 per cent., which 


is the bill reported by the Finance Committee, upon the crates added, 


| the duty upon this particular importation known as A is $184.50. In 


other words, upon that particular importation we have increased the 
duty $12.90 on $312 wortn, That is the peint I want to make. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That is about 4 per cent. ? 

Mr, ALLISON. Now, I want to say that we have increased the duty 


| 4 per cent. upon that particular importation. 


Mr. HISCOCK,. I do not desire to be misunderstood. So far asmy 


| argument was concerned, I attempted to keep the thing equal as nearly 
|} as I could. 


i pamphlet copy of the sper chand I find nosuch | 


Mr. ALLISON. 
for now. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire it to be understood that I regarded the re- 
duction we had made in the bill as compensated by the increase in the 
administrative bill, and we tried to keep the two alike. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, | am standing apparently between two fires, 
one contending that we have unjustly reduced these duties and the other 


I understand that, and that is what I am arguing 


| contending that we have enormously increased them by this bill. 


I think it is in Mr. | 
| that increase of 4 per cent. on this particular article was made? 


Mr. GORMAN. Can the Senator from Jowa give me the reason why 


What 


| 1s the reason for that? 


Mr. ALLISON. I will explain that, as far as explanation is needed. 
Take the next item. The Senator will perceive that the next item 


| is Exhibit E, and under the law as it was prior to this report the 
| duty upon 15 crates of fine white earthenware on board ship at Liver- 


pool was $264. That is under the law deducting cartons. Now, un- 


| der this bill, if it shall pass, the duty on those 15 crates valued at $564 


recommendation of the committee levies the same duty upon all these | 


article Do [I misrepresent the Senator from Iowa in that state- 
ment? 

Mr. ALLISON, Rather than be catechised by the Senator from 
Maryland, I should be glad to state just what I believe upon this point. 

Mr. GORMAN. I shall be very glad to have the statement beiore 
1 proceed further. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 
word or two on this question. 

As | understand the Committee on Finance in their report, it was 
their intent and purpose neither to diminish nor to practically increase 
the duty upon this article except the slight increase in the first para- 
gr iph 

here seemed to be two contentions here, one on that side of the 
Chamber, emphasized by the Senator from Missouri, that we ought to 
go back to the law prior to 1883, because we have restored the statute 
as respects packages which existed prior to 1883. 

Then there is another contention on this side of the Chamber, that, 
notwithstanding we restore the duty so as to equalize these packages, 
the Senate Finance Committee have made a mistake in reducing the 
rate in the House bill 5 per cent. upon these two articles, and that we 
have made that mistake because the restoration of these packages to 
duty does not amount to 5 per cent. I understand that to be the con- 
tention of the Senator from Ohio and practically of the Senator from 
New York. 

The Senator frem New York a moment ago quoted from a pamphlet, 
which [ have no doubt is accurate, to show, as I understand, that the 
difference resulting trom the change of the law as to packages does not 
amount to 5 per cent. I have the pamphlet before me, and I want to 
allude toit for two or three purposes. First, I wamt to allude to it to 
show that these packages—crates, as they are called—do constitute an 
element in the dutiable value of these articles. 
first exhibit, A, shows the cost of an invoice prior to the act of 1583, 


Then, Mr. President, I want to say a 


| of print earthenware on board ship at Liverpool, 


will be $265. In other words, we have increased $1 on $264. I am 
partially answering the Senatorfrom Maryland now. Thatis Exhibit E. 

1 will now take Exhibit F, which is another importation of 15 crates 
Under the law as 
it exists to-day, deducting cartons, etc., the duty as stated by this 
pamphlet is $359.40. Now we have added the cartons, and, comput- 
ing that duty at 50 per cent., the amount in the Senate bill, the duty 
is $357.50, or a reduction of $1.90. 

So I have taken the three examples illustrated here by these gentle- 
men who present this paper to us, and I have shown a reduction in 
one case of one-third of 1 per cent., an increase in another case of about 
3 per cent., and an increase in another of about one-fifth of 1 per cent. 

This shows that the Committee on Finance, in making up this bill, 
endeavored to treat these people with absolute justice as near as it was 
possible to doso without splitting hairs, and we have hitit all the time, 
as the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDSs] so well says from his 
seat. This report of the Senate Committee on Finance is a report which 
leaves the status quo, whatever that is. 

Then we are remanded to the question whether the existing duties 
on crockery ware are excessive or whether they are substantially what 
they ought to be. Here I wish to say that when we made up this bill 
in 1888 I understood the crockery people to be substantially in accord 
with us at that time and consenting substantially to what we proposed. 
They were not satisfied quite with what we did upon glassware. This 
bill as reported from the Finance Committee of the Senate now is the 
bill as reported from the Finance Cowmittee of 1888, after the fullest 
and most mature and careful deliberation, and without protest, so far 
as I know, as respects this crockery schedule. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Do I understand the Senator—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to say one word further, and then I will 
yield for a question. 

There is another point that I wish to callattention to, which is that 
we have not restored the law, and I say this somewhat in response to the 





In this pamphlet the statement made by theSenatorirom Missouri that we ought to restore the 
| status quo of 1883. 


We have not restored the law of 1%83 as respects 


giving the net amount of invoice and the duty on the net amount of | cartons, and this statement made up from this little pamph.et is not a 


invoice as £64 9s. 10d, 
This seems to be a total cost of eighteen crates of common white earth- 
enware on board ship at Liverpool. Now, the duty on the net amount 
ot imports invoice is £64 9s. 10d. He gives the cost of these eighteen 
crates as £11 14s., 
and a dirty of 55 per cent. on that amount of $369 is $202.95. 
Exhibit A 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What were those crates? 

Mr. ALLISON. They were the ordinary crates which contain earthen- 
ware, This is a recent statement made by one of the Trenton people. 
l am taking the pamphlet introduced by the Senator from New York. 
I take it that these gentlemen are making the best case they can. 
Now, right under Exhibit A is another estimate of the amount of duty 


making a custom-house value in dollars of $368.56, | the crates. 


Then there is an estimate of the crates. | just statement as respects what are dutiable charges under the ad- 


ministrative bill as passed here, commonly known as the McKinley 
bill, which passed the Senate twice two years ago without objection. 
This statementonly includes the external packages. It only includes 
The administrative bill establishes a new mode of express- 


That is | ing dutiable value, which, so far as I know, has never existed in any 


prior law. It is that whatever charges follow the goods to the point 
of shipment to the United States shall be included. 
| Mr. SHERMAN. It does not include commissions or interior trans- 
portation ? 
Mr. ALLISON. It does include commissions if commissions are 
paid prior to the shipment, as they are paid always prior to the ship- 
ment of these goods to the United States. 


It does not include, of 


en ee 
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| 
course, inland transportation, which was included prior to 1583, but 
it not only includes cartons and other external packages, but it in- | 
cludes every expenditure that is necessary to place the goods in con- 
dition to be shipped to the United States. It not only puts on these 
crates, but it puts on the charges which are necessary to be included 
in making up the crates. Everybody knows that crockery is carefully | 
packed before the crates are introduced atall. It is caretully packed | 
with paper, and every item and every cost of that paper is included in | 
the dutiable value of these goods under the administrative bill. | 

Theretore, when I take this litle pamphlet as an illustration to show 
that we have done exact justice to these people I could show more as 
respects crockery, that we have also increased, not to a very great ex- 
tent, but we have increased somewhat the dutiable charges, which | 
items of increase are not included in this pamphlet. That is the situ- 
ation as respects this matter. 

I want to say another word here as respects crockery and why I 
consented to this duty. I believe that this crockeryware, under the 
circumstances, requires a reasonable duty, a reasonably high duty if 
you please, in order to enable us to manufacture it successfully in this 
country. Although we havea widely diversified country and one oi 
immense area, yet it would naturally be supposed that if we had suf- 
ficient clays and the raw material in the heart of our country the ques- 
tion of transportation internally in our own land would be ol great ad- 
vantage in the manufacture of this article. But it turns out that in 
this country, unlike the older countries, it is necessary in the main to 
assemble trom various portions of the United States the raw material 
which enters into thiscrockery. You find theclaysin New Jersey; you 
find the feldspar in Connecticut and in Virginia; you find some of these 
fine earths in Alabama, in Texas, and in Missouri. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In Missouri, especially. 

Mr. ALLISON. In Missouri, especially; I am told the very finest 
clays have recently been discovered in Missouri and in Texas. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And you can get the feldspar somewhere else. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the Senator suggests, we get the feldspar else- 
where. Now, in the nature of things it is necessary that this duty 
should be an ad valorem duty, and not specific, because we all agree 
that if you put a specific duty upon a given article it is not so easy to 
evade the duty as it isas respectsanad valorem. We have undertaken 
in the administrative bill to cure many of the frauds arising under ad 
valorem duties. The Jaw of 1883, as was so well described last even- 
ing, left an open door for fraud; but it not only did that, but the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in construing the phraseology of the 
act of 1883 not only excluded the value of the cartons and crates and 
exterior packages, but excluded everything but the naked article; so 
that if a million matches were transported here from Sweden in pack- | 
ages they took the value of the matches, excluding the packages that 
contained them. So if ten thousand boxes of blacking were imported | 
here from Germany in packayes, they excluded the packages and 
charged only for the blacking under the phraseology of the act of 1883. | 

I have no doubt that the crockery people, under the legislation from | 
1883 down to the present moment, have been under many disadvan- 
tages as respects the importation of crockery. They have not only had 
to contend against the ordinary casualties and difficulties through the 
custom house, but they had to contend against the law which, in the | 
construction made by the Supreme Court, was against them in every re- 
spect. Now, then, under the administrative bill we have remedied 
these evils so far as we could. Under the proposed law now before us 
we have given them, as nearly as mathematical certainty could give them, 
the exact duty they have now; yet they do not seem to be content with 
what we have done for them, and they come here and ask that we shall 
restore this 5 per cent., so as to give them not only the benefit of the | 
administrative bill, but to give them 5 per cent. added duty to theduty | 
which they have now, and which, as was so well said by the Senator | 


from Ohio yesterday, has enabled them to grow and prosper in the last 
few years with most marvelous results. 

I am not for striking down this industry; I am for striking down no | 
industry of my country; but I want, so far as I can, to make these | 
duties so reasonable and just as will give our own producersand mann- | 
facturers a shade of advantage as against those who produce or manu- | 
facture similar articles abroad. . These pottery people have been com- 
pelled not only to contend with the legislation of 1883, but they have | 
been compelled to contend with an active market abroad. This = | 
tery industry has not only increased with rapidity in our own country, | 
but it has increased with great rapidity in England, in France, and in | 
Germany. 

Whilst I have as high an opinion of the activity and the genius and 
the energy of our own people as has the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. | 
PLUMB], who so well expressed himself in that regard last evening, I | 
want tosay that so far as these manufacturing industries are concerned 
investigations under this tariff bill have led me to believe that there 
is no people on this continent who can outdo the Germans in their 
ability to manufacture goods cheaply. 

This very gentleman, Mr. Strauss, who was before the committee as 
an importer of these articles, has, since 1883, I am told, established 
three or four great manufactories in Germany for the manufacture of 
crockery and for the manufacture of glassware. He is able, in the 
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neighborhood of Carlsbad, to find the most appropriate clays and raw 
material for the successful manufacture of these articles, He is able 
to secure their manufacture at wages that can not be thought of o1 
tolerated for a moment in the United States. The Germans take this 
plain crockery by the set and take it to their homes, and with the 
genius that they have for artistic painting and coloring they work fom 
fourteen to sixteen hours a day in the decoration of the crockery, and 
it comes in here. 
Therefore, in response to the suggestion t enator from Mary 
land, I say that the wages in the interior of Germany wher rk 
from fourteen to sixteen hours a day and where they are familiar with 
this art from the oldest member of the nily down to the youngest, 
probably engaged in this work at tl ( ent lat the age of 
| fourteen, I recognize the tact that our ( ry pe 1 close com- 
petition abroad, and that close competition is sh ry t igures 
illustrated here by the Sena r from New York nad the se it I i 
M SsSour;rt. The f rures how that alt ] 1 we produce trom eight to 
nine million dollars, proba 510,( QUO worth of crockery in the 
United States, as will Q di ) i by th isus of this year, vel we 
import at the forei Liuat i vy oi. é at 
least that this industry is one which has yt reached t point where 


it can stand a very low rate of du 


Hence it is, Mr. President, that [ 1 1 that t luty shall 
stand as the law now makes it stand } vy: | X t I say that, 
I am not willing that it shall be advanced 5 per cent., as | een pro- 


posed here. 
Mr. MORGAN I should like to say to the Senator from Ohio that 


I think he is endangering his pottery « ents in Ohio put 
ting up the tariff to any very high rate tor that prod ym in this 
country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not asked for any rate above the rate now 
fixed by law. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understood from some remarks the Senator from 
Iowa made that some ove in the committee had d anded an increase 
in the rate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, not atall; but I willsay this: I haveinsisted 
all along, and | think I can show, although I believe it is a hopeless 
task, that the amount of duty levied on account of the packages is not 
equivalent to the proposed reduction of 5 per cent. I think that is 
demonstrable as a plain mathematical proposition. All I ask is that 


they shall stand in the same position that they do now. 
Mr. MORGAN. Thislong debate, then, seems to have had no prac- 
tical bearing on any question that relates to a matter belore the 


| Senate. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Except this: several Senators on the other side 


| have proposed a reduction of 10 and 15 per cent. below the present 


rate and below the rate proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think, in giving a stimulus to the industries in 
the United States of a manufacturing sort or the production of iron 
and things of that kind from the earthy elements that are found through- 
out the United States, we ought all the time to have some considera- 
tion for the men who consume the products as well as for those who 
are trying to conduct these industries to prosperity. 

The truth is, in regard to the manufacture of pottery, that there are 


| more demands upon skill and upon taste than upon anything else. The 


raw material is found in the country in great abundance—kaolin and 
different kinds of decomposition of feldspar and fuel and water. Those 
are the elements that enter into the composition of this pottery. I 
have no doubt at all that the classifications of pottery which have been 
spoken of this morning as being very attractive and very charming to 
the people have been very greatly increased in their production by the 
fact that a large number of men have hecome skilled in pottery recently, 
whereas formerly there were not so many. 

After you leave the business of digging up the material out of the 
bosom of the earth and gathering the fuel and assembling it for the 
purpose of making pottery, all the rest of it depends very much upon 
skill and upon machinery. In recent years there have been verv great 
improvements in the machinery employed in the manulacture of all 
kinds of earthenware. The inventors have a good deal todo with our 
prosperity in that direction; and they receive their rewards by having 
the exclusive right upon their patents for seventeen years. It isa 
matter which ought to be taken into account all the time, under our 
system of taxation for the protection of manufactures, that the invent- 
ors in this country are protected by a positive statute under a consti- 
tutional provision against any interruption of their right jor seventeen 


| years. 


That is a very long period of time; but I think it is quite as reason- 
able to extend the period of protection for an inventor to fifty years as 


i 





| it is aiter fifty years to come in and extend the benefits of protection 
to the men who use his invention. Patented inventions pass into 
common use, are condemned really by a public sentiment to common 
use, oftentimes very much in advance of the period of seventeen years. 


I recollect when I first had the honor of a seat in this body that there 
Was a great controversy about drive-wells and the likein the West, and 
the inventors were made the subject of a great deal of acrimonious dis- 


cussion and accusation here; the patent laws were very severely as- 
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| know as a matter of personal observation that inventors have 
bed than any other set of men in the United States of 


sailed 
bn nh more iv 
their exclusive rights gi 
t} iws of this country. 

| think that in balancing up the effects of legislation upon the ditier- 
in the United States we ought, first of all, to have 
There is not any human being who possesses 
ation in the United States who is not com 
and chinaware toa great extent. 
as prime necessity as clothing m this country; 


ASSES OF peopl 
ird to the consumers, 
any real deyree of civiliz 
pelled to use earthenwar 
come almost a ma‘ter ol 
and 
inviting helk 
cise of his skill and his taste, it seems to me that the encouragement 
the great class of people who are to be the consumers, the users of this 
fragile stall. 

The reason why I called the attention of the Senator from Ohio to 
the su lie is going to have a competitor that he probably 
did not think of in the South. I know of places in Claiborne, Ran- 
dolph, and Tailapoosa Counties in Alabama, which is a country that 
corresponds in all of its physical geography precisely with New Eng- 
land, where you will find as much as a section and two and three sec- 
tions of land together that looks in midsummer as if it had been sub- 
jected to a fall of two or three inches of snow, decomposed feldspar is 
in such vast abundance and in such fine quality. 
that part of the earth are those bright flowing streams that we find in 
New England, 

It is just such a country as that, and the forest trees grow in great 
abundance and of large dimensions al! over that country to furnish fuel 
for making pottery, baking it. So we have those elements right to- 
gether, and those elements are not more than 25 or 20 miles distant, 
perhaps, from the coal fields of our State, and from the iron mines there, 


and also from the grain-producing regions, which are mere prolonga- 


biect is this 


tions of the Valley of Virginia, and aiso very close to the Cretaceous | 


belt, which is exactly like Southern Indianaand Southern Illinois. So 
we have assembled there a large population; we must have in the fut- 
ure a very large population, for the consumption of these wares. 

Mr. PLATT. Have you clay there, also? 

Mr. MORGAN, Oh, yes; that is in the formation in the valleys that 
run through like the Valley of Virginia. Sointhe future we must have 
a very large consumption of all of these waresin that part of the coun- 
try, and once the industry is established there it will go on in conse- 
quence of its natural advantages and its proximity to the other geolog- 
ical structures or systems of that country. It will go on with very 
great rapidity. 

1 do not desire to stimulate it unduly. I am entirely willing in ref 
erence to that, and also in reference to the iron business, to allow the 


bestowments of Providence upon that country to work themselves out | 
| population; there are perhaps not more than twenty or twenty-five men 


and include not merely the manufacturers in the benefits to be de- 
rived, but alsothe consumers. I think that weare about to, we have al- 
ready, indeed, set an example tothe people of the United States in re- 
spect to the production of iron, which is of universal necessity, and in 
producing for the consumption of the masses of mankind that indis- 
pensable article at a lower rate than it can be produced anywhere in 
the world, in any civilized country at leastin the world. Perhaps you 
might find places in Russia where people could make it cheaper than 


in Alabama, but you can not find places in England, or in Germany | 


either, where you can make it cheaper or of a better quality. 

Now, I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Ohio and of 
the country, too, to the fact that it is not really necessary to tax earth- 
enware in any of its forms and varieties very high in order to geta 
very abundautsupply of it. The natural enterprise of our people will 
look ont these mines, these great deposits of valuable mineral wealth, 
and work them into articles of commerce. They will doit with suf- 
ficient rapidity to meet all the wants of the country, and I think it 
is hardly just to those men who will be embarking in enterprises ot 
this kind and putting their capital in them that they should find 
establishments already built up, establishments in which the men con- 
cerned have acquired very considerable skill against which they must 
go into competition with the advantages of atariff added. If we were 
starting upon a dead level and without any peculiar advantages in 
favor of the capital already invested in these productions in Ohio and 
elsewhere, I should expect confidently to find the capital of the country 
that seeks investment in the pottery business floating off down tomy 
country avd taking hold there. 
upon the importation of it gives encouragement of course to the estab- 


lished manufacturer and gives him an advantage over the man who | 


has not as yet invested his money in that sort of business. 


We have found that to be true in respect of iron and steel and in | 


respect of many other of our industries, It is more particularly true 
in regard to spinning cotton than anything else. Here we have a tax 
of about 38 per cent., as I remember the figures, upon cotton-spinning 
machinery. 
be $300,0°0,000 of money that would go into the cotton-spinning and 
weaving business in the South in three years. It would flock right in 
there because it is the cheapest and best field of production. Butasit 
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ven to them under the Constitution and under 


It has be- | 


inasmuch as our country abounds in the material and as it is an | 
if labor and a field in which one may profit by the exer- | 


Now, goingthrough | 


But every dollar of tax that you put | 
| for it. 





If you would reduce that tax to 16 per cent. there would | 
| position of the other side of the Chamber, in party conventions and 
elsewhere they agreed that reductions should be made, provided they 


Avcust 2, 


is we have to pay some $35 or $38 (I forget precisely the rate) out of 
every hundred as a tariff duty for the purchase ot machinery, and that 
retards our entering into the business of manufacture. Soinlike man- 
ner, but in less degree, it really retards the entering into business of 
that kind on the part of others. It is more conspicuous in the matter 
ol cotton than it isin the matter of pottery, but the principle is the same 
and the effect is the same, that by putting ona very heavy stimulus it 
operates to the advantage of those men already established in the busi- 
ness and enables them to increase their capital and to keep other men 
out of the market. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow me to state in this con- 
nection that if at any time any manufacturer in Trenton or Ohio or 


| anywhere else were to be satisfied that he can make any of this ware 
e give ought to be gradual and moderate and have some reference to | 


cheaper in Alabama he would go there very quickly? and hundreds of 


| our people have gone there. 


Then the Senator must remember another thing, that in this partic- 
ular industry the tools and implementsof the trade are as old as Abra- 
ham. To this hour they use the same mode by the circle and wheel 
in manipulating the clay which was used among the ancients. It is 
true that the machinery for driving the heating-machines is modern, 
but the modes of molding the clay and preparing it for the firal handi- 
work are ancient, The impressionor picture is puton by burnt paper, 
and sometimes the finest work isdone by hand. Soastothe machinery 
there is nothing except the driving power and the heating power that 
is of modern contrivance. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is a good deal of machinery used in the dec- 


| oration of earthenware, and in molding it, too, that is of very modern 


contrivance. The hair would stand straight on Abraham’s head if he 
were here to-day to see the improvements that have been made on 
machinery, and his eyes would blaze like comets if he were to look on 
some of the beautiful patterns which are being turned out in Ohio and 
elsewhere. There has been a very rapid advance in ceramics. Noth- 
ing in the country has advanced more rapidly, more beautifully, more 
satisiactorily, than the production of pottery. I desire to see it ad- 
vance, and I want to see every common poor man in the country dec- 


| orate his house with articles that are handsome, that cultivate his taste 


and that of his children, that make home a welcome place, that mak« 
it a place his family will resort to instead of going to the beer-garden 
and to the ball-play, and the like of that, for their diversion. 

I believe in putting all that we can possibly in reach of the men of 
small means who have to earn their living by labor. I may be some- 


| what infatuated about that; but I know so much of those people, I 
| have seen so much of their ways, and I know how deserving they really 


are, of all classes in the United States, that I can not desist from put- 
ting in a plea in their behalf continually, that while we are increasing 
the income or the profits of established manufactures we shall also 
have some regard to the consumer who can not go into this business. 

Now, I will take the State of Alabama, with a million and a half of 


there whose tastes would lead them to devote their lives to the profession 
of making pottery, for it is a profession that stands by itself. As to 
the transfer the Senator from Ohio speaks of, of the establishment 
from Ohio to Alabama, I do not wish to see that. It will not occur. 
Those gentlemen strung along the Ohio River have been manufactur- 
ing pottery ; they have their homes and their potteries, and all their 
appliances, their plants, and everything of that kind. They do not 
want to pick up stakes and go to another country for the mere sake of 
making money, and I do not want to see them put to that necessity. 
But when money has been accumulated in the hands of some amateur 
investor, and he wants to go down there to put his money to that work 
in Alabama, he finds he is met by the tariff and by the establishments 


| that have already received the benefits of it and are continuing to re- 


ceive this great stimulus. He finds himself in competition with them, 
and we are really by this very bill creating competition between manu- 
facturers and between industries in this country when we ought to 
keep it down as between them. Let the people say what is necessary 
in the way of revenue for the support of the Government, but do not 
let us turnthe manufacturers into birds of prey feasting upon the mis- 
fortunes ot each other. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I think the Senate and the coun- 


_ try will feel very much indebted to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 


SON] for the very frank statement which he has made in regard to this 
important provision in the bill, though it is precisely what he has done 


| to my knowledge in the discussion of all matters in the Senate in mak- 


ing a full statement of the exact condition of any item. I thank him 
I think it would facilitate the progress of the bill very much 
if as we proceed with it thatrule could be adopted in regard to the pro- 
posed changes in all these important schedules. 

I suppose it was the general desire and intention and the proniise of 
both the great political parties that wherever reductions could be prop- 


| erly made upon these important articles which enter into general con- 


sumption, which are absolutely necessary to the convenience and com- 
fort of all the people, they should be made. As I understand the 


did not interfere with the manufacturers in this country. The Sena 
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tor from Iowa admits frankly that taking this entire schedule there is 


an increase, slight though it be. I understand the Senator to make 
the increase about 4 per cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not understand the Senator from Iowa to 
say that the increase was 4 per cent. or any other figure, except he 
imagined there would be a very slight increase. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Maryland misunderstood me. 
I said upon one item as furnished here it would show an incre ase of 
about 3 per cent. That isa very small item. I say that taking this 
schedule under consideration by and large there is no increase, but, 1 
anything, asmall diminution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to give 
him the actual figures? I will not take any particular schedule, but 
will take a schedule which gives about the fullest average. One ol 
these schedules is less than the average. It is not necessary to go Into 
the computation that they make; but the net value of the goods is 
£123 16s. 9d. Then the fifteen crates amount to £10 10s. 

The Senator will see that that is less than 8 per cent. So the cost 
of the crates is less than 8 percent. of the entire cost of the article. It 
is considerably less than 8 percent. Eight per cent. of 50 is 4 cents. 
So the highest rate here given will be an increase of only 4 per cent. of 
the duty; that is, 4 per cent. would compensate the cost of the crates. 
Looking at the more recent importations in this same statement, it is 
a good deal less than that. So the general result as shown by these fig- 
ures is that the actual amount of compensation for putting the duty on 
the crates or cartons is in one case 5 per cent., which is the proposed 
reduction. Exhibit E will show 3} per cent., and Exhibit F will show 
2.8 percent. Soin no case does it exceed 5 per cent.; and in another 
it would be 2.8 per cent. 

Now, I claimthat there ought to be no reduction at all and that the 
reduction of 5 per cent. which is proposed by the committee is too 
much. That is all the contention I have had, and I believe that it 
has grown out of the lumping it at large and calling it 5 per cent., 
when really the reduction ought to be only from 2 to 24 per cent. 

Mr. GORMAN. The position of the Senator from Ohio on this item 
is perfectly well understood, and I do not think anybody has misun- 
derstood him. His statement has been equally as frank and clear as 
the statement made by the Senator from Iowa on the other side, and 
he presents it with great force, as he usually does all these matters 
The question comes, admitting now for a moment that the table is 
correct, that the calculation is correct as presented by the Senator from 
Ohio, which I take it is from the same document referred to by the 
Senator from Ilowa—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itissigned by a committee on behalf of the manu- 
facturers, among whom I recognize two very intelligent men from Ohio, 
two from New Jersey, and one from New York. They are the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand perfectly that, as the Senator from 
Iowa said, that calculation and that statement are made by the Manna- 
facturers’ Association or gentlemen engaged in manufacturing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GORMAN. As the Senator from Iowa has frankly said, it puts 
the best phase upon their case with a view of retaining the duty at 
its present rate or obtaining an increase. Thereis nostatement or cal- 
culation showing precisely what the effect will be of the administra- 
tive bill by any official of the Government, as I understand. I know 
the difficulty of getting at it. I think from experience the Senator 
from Ohio will admit that it is perfectly safe to say that when we come 
to administer that bill it will be found to be an increase rather than 
a decrease. That has been as a rule the universal custom and experi- 
ence, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think under the decisions of the courts of the 
United States the rule has been uniformly the other way; that is, that 
on all points brought before the courts under the customs laws, accord- 
ing to my experience, they are treated in the nature of a criminal stat- 


ute, to be construed strictly, and generally every decision is in favor of 


the importer. That is my general observation of the customs cases. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think theSenator, with his great experience, will 
admit that it is the reverse of that so far as the operations of the Treas- 
ury Department are concerned, and of those I wasspeaking. The con- 
struction there has always been for the highest duty as a rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think that is trueasa rule. An executive offi- 
cer will not usually err on the other side. They generally err on the 
side of the Government, but the judicial tribunals more than carry the 
balance the other way. 

Mr. GORMAN. However that may be, let us look at this case and 
consider it. Taking it from the standpoint presented by the Senator 
from Ohio, which is most favorable to this interest, he desires that the 
manufacturers of pottery in this country shall prosper and that no rate 
shall be fixed which would interfere with their successful operation. 
There is not a disposition anywhere in this country, so far as | know— 
certainly not with me—to fix a rate that would embarrass them or de- 
stroy their business. The question then arises whether, without in- 
terfering with their operations in any shape, without reducing their 
profits below a proper amount, we can not properly, as we have all 
promised to do, make a slight reduction in the duties imposed by the 
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act of 1883. If we can, it ought to bed n the interest o } 
mense mass of the people of this l how sixty-four or sixty 
million ; 
Now, can it be done? I read an arti 1¢ time since from a gen- 
tleman who will be authority among i t sts that ere 
was one rule in determining these questions in t ynsideration of 
this bill, fr’ m which there was no e» { that was, if the dis- 
tinctive branches of industry wh we! protect Vv the actof 1583, 
the present law, had prospered, if the i tations had decreased and 
the home manufactures had increased both in their output and in their 
profit, then you could properly decrease the rate duty now levied. 
Che Senator irom Missouri has given the 1 es in! ird to this in- 
dustry. Toasmall extent this industry ex in my State, and I do 
not want to do anything in regard to my section of the country orany 


other that would tend for a moment to embarrass thi 
The Tariff Commission in their report, when they 





increase which was imposed by the act of 1883, m 
which will be found in volume 1, page 13 

The commission's justification for recommending this increase is that the con- 
dition of this industry is such as to ake the se absolutely necessary to 
Its maintenance and we are cony i i that w i tt rei propos ithere 
must be a very material reduction—if 1 ‘ ibsolute destruction fthe ma 
ufacture of earthenware in the United States 

Their recommendation was practically accepted Chen followed the 
importations as given by the Senator from Missouri, under the opera- 
tion of the tariff law prior to 1883. The value of the goods imported 
during the year 1883, and we were then operating under the prior act, 


was $8,864,072. It ran down after the passage of the act of 1583, in 
1884 to $4,900,000 (I give it only in round numbers), in 
837,000, and so on down to the year 1839, when under the operation 


and belief that we would have the administrative ill, which had been 
recommended by a Democratic Administration and agreed by the Re- 
publican party to go into operation, the importations increased until 
the value rose in 1888 to $6,410,000 and in 1889 to $6,476,0U0, show- 
ing under the operation of the present Jaw an improvement and an 
increase in this business within the country that are marvelous, 

Now, the question arises whether there are any conditions in this 
country or abroad which make an increase of duty necessa The 
Senator trom Iowa and the Senator from Rhode Island, as I under- 
stand, claim that the only reason why there is, is because of the in- 
creased cost of assembling the raw material necessary to make these 
various articles. Why, sir, there is no such condition. I assert to- 
day that the cost of assembling the raw material that enters into the 
manufacture of all this article is about one-fourth less than it was in 
1883, 1884, 1885, and i886; that there is not a pottery in the country 
which does not have brought by rail or other transportation every- 
thing that it consumes at a fourth less than when we passed the act of 
1883. 

Turn to Poor’s Railway Manual and you will find on page 13 this 





IR85 to $4,- 


1 
remarkable statement, that in 1882 there were 360,490,375 tons of 
freight moved on the railroads in the United States at an average cost 
of 1,236 cents per mile, and in 1889 there were 619, 137,237 tons moved 
on all the railroads at a cost of less than a cent a ton per mile, show- 
ing in that matter of transportation alone that there has been a de- 
crease of nearly a fourth of what the cost was in 1882 and 1833, when we 
passed the tariff act. 

I assert in addition to that that the coal which is used in every one 
of these potteries to make the fire—and it is an immense amount— 
costs one-half less than in 1882 and 1883, There has been no such de- 
crease in any country on the face of the globe in the cost of assembling 
all this material of every description, from the heavy ar'icles, such as 
coal and clay and iron ores and all that class of freight—no such re- 
duction has been made by any people or in any other country on the 
face of the globe as has been made here. 

Then when you come to the cost of labor in this very manufacture 
of pottery and glassware, there has been but a slight increase in that 
cost in the wages paid since 1383. On the other hand, Mr. President, 
it is a notorious fact that there is no part of the Old World, even in 
England, where the cost of coal and the heavy articles, such as coal 
and iron ore, has not increased since 1883, and the increased cost of 
the labor in all the potteries of Europe has been greater, as I am in- 
formed by the manufacturers themselves, than it has been in this coun 
try on this particular class of manufacture. 

If that be so andif it be a further fact, as it is, that we have col- 
lected five or six million dollars of duties per annum and given the 
potteries ample protection from 1883 until vo Te with the decrea ed 
cost in assembling all the articles necessary for their manufacture, with 
no increased cost of labor over that on the other side, I submit to the 
Senator from Khede Island whether as this article goes into general 
consumption we can not and is it not ourduty tomake a slight redu: 
tion, and can it not be done without destroying a single industry 
the country ? 

Mr. President, I do not want to detain the Senate a moment longer 
upon this schedule, important as it is. rly 
as a business matter in the interest of the whole people, that we could 
afford to make a reduction of at least 5 per cent. upon this schedule 


I believe. considering it fa 
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without interfering with a single manufacturer, and I therefore trust 

the amendment of the Senator from Missouri may be adopted, With 

that, taking into consideration the administrative bill which has passed, 

| think it leaves the potteries practically where they are to-day so far 
protection is concerned. 

Mr. MCPHERKSON. In order that there may be no misunderstand- 
ing as to the attitude of the commitee on this question, I wish to make 
nan single statement, 

Lhe existing law provides a rate of duty of 60 per cent. and another 
rate of duty of 55 per cent. upon the articles named in this paragraph, 
‘The committee reported a rate of duty of 55 per cent. and 5V percent., 
a reduction in each of the two classes of 5 per eent. As I understand 
now, at least chree members of the committee have announced their in- 
tention to abandon their own report and to ask for the present rate of 
duty upon all articles found in this paragraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH I think the Senator is mistaken in that state- 
ment 


a * ' ' ‘ 
I vif tie Ye 


It 1 anderstood aright the Senator from Ohio 

1 th enator from New York and the Senator from Khode Island 
last evening | am not mistaken. If I did not understand them cor- 
rectiv, then I shall wait tor any explanation the Senators may have to 
make 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave made nosuch statement atall. On the con- 
trary, | stated what the action of the committee was, which was in en- 
tire opposition to what the Senator from New Jersey has stated. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Did you not state that the rate here was too 
low ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Never at any time, nor did I intimate it at any 
Lime. 

Mr. MCPHERSON., I think the two other gentlemen I have named 
have made the statement that it was too lew. But I find it is difficult 
to hear all that is said across the Chamber. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My colleague on the committee [Mr. Hiscock ] 
rather deserted me. He said, while he agreed with me, thinking that 
I was right, he thonght he would have to vote with the committee. 
That is his position. 1am almost alone. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from Iowa, however, stands by 
the committee’s report, and he gives, if | correctly understood him, as 
his reason for supporting the action of the committee this condition of 
circumstances and tacts: He states that in his opinion there is sub- 
stantially as much advantage to be found in the administrative bill as 
will make the difference between the 55 per cent. and 5U per cent., re- 
spectively, equal to the existing law, which he thinks we should main- 
tain. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Notexactly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Substantially. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is placed at 4 per cent., and the reduction rec- 
ommended by the committee is 5 per cent., which would make a prac- 
tical reduetion of 1 per cent. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. He made hiscaleulation upon certain invoices, 
If | understood the reading o! the invoices, they were invoices of goods 
inyported under the act of 1583, which left it substantially 4 per cent. 
where there had been a reduction of 5 per cent., so that in reality there 
was very little difference between the existing law and the proposed 
amendment cf the committee when you come to take into consideia- 
tion all the advantage in the customs administrative bill. 

‘} bere are other ad vantages in the customs administrative bill which 
the Senator did not mention, ‘The importer, who is of course the com- 
petitor with the domestic manufacturer, under the customs adminis- 
trative bill is not allowed any of the benefits of damage allowance. 
‘The damage to this kind of crockeryware and chinaware is very great, 
and under the customs administrative bill he will be entitled to no 
benefit whatever for damage. There has always been general com- 
plaint that there have been undervaluations of these goods. I sup- 
pose it will be conceded by almost everybody who followed the debate 
upon the customs administrative bill that we do not expect in the 
future that there is to be much complaint by reason of undervalua- 
tions, for we intended, whether we have accomplished it or not, to 
have a board of appraisers to consist of experts, and hence in no port 
in the United States could these goods come in except at a uniform 
valuation with the importation at every other port. 

Complaint bas been made, I know, of the carelessness or ignorance 
of collectors atthe different ports. It bas been charged that the goods 
which have come in, say, at ports in the interior like Chicago St. Louis, 
Cincinnati, if you please, where the goods have come in bond trans- 
ported from a vessel to cars and the cars were bonded and the goods 
sent to these interior ports, where less was known of the actual value 


ct the goods than in the great port of New York, and consequently the | 
same uniform valuation—the same valuation did not obtain there that | 


obtained at the great seaport cities, 

All that has been done away with, we hope. Now, then, in my 
view of the question, and I am influenced very largely to this decision 
by the testimony produced before the Tariff Commission in 1882 by 
thee very manufacturers who are to-day asking for an increase in duty. 
When they went before the Tariff Commission in 1882, they fixed 
the diflerence in rates of duty that would be necessary for them to have 
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in order to provide for the doing away with the duties upon the pack- 
ages. What was their statement then? Let me read it: 


We ask for the abrogation of duty on packing charges, etc., because on the 
lower grades of white and printed earthenware, majolica, and Bohemian glass- 
ware, on which the nominal duty is 40 per cent., the actual duty collected on 
the cost of the goods amounts to from 70 to 80 per cent., and we have every 
reason to believe that none outside of those who are engaged in the importa- 
tion of these goods have, and even those who enacted the laws respecting 
thereto had, the remotest idea of how onerous the packing charges, inland 
freight, et ., bear on the original cost of the goods. 

Now, what do the Tariff Commission say upon the strength of that 
statement made by the manufacturers of pottery and earthenware ? 
In volume 1, pages 12 and 13, of the report of the Tariff Commission 
of 1882, the Tariff Commission, in explaining their action with respect 
to Schedule B, earthenware and glassware, state: 

On white and printed earthenware, and on white and decorated china, porce- 
lain, and parian ware, the commission recommends an increase of duty in each 
instance of 15 per cent., and also a change in the wording of the schedules, 
which, itis believed, is necessary for the purpose of more clearly describing 
the articles subject to duty. 

This recommendation as to increase of duties is largely more apparent than 
real, as it will be ob-erved that the proposedabolition of duties upon packages, 
inland freights, charges ani commissions, a(fects this species of earthen ware in 
g: neral use perhaps more seriously than any otber article embraced in the 
ta: iff schedules, so that, as will be apparent from the statement of the president 
of the Pottery Dealers’ Association, and substantially all statements made to 
the commission which bear upon the question, aduty of 40 per cent. under the 
present tariff is substantially equal to a duty of percent, on these goods with 
the proposed abolition of dutiable charges. 

Now, Mr. President, the concession is made that there is adifference 
of at least 10 per cent. which the Tariff Commission recognized even 
upon the covering and packing clause alone. The proposition of the 
Senator from Missouri is this: To reduce the rate of duty upon the 
existing law of 60 and 55 per cent. down to 50 and 45 per cent., which 
in my opipion, from a'l the evidence I can obtain and which to me is 
satisiactory, will be equivalent to the existing rate of duty. 

If I thought that was not so I should be unwilling to vote for a low 
rate on high grades of articles, considering what the Senate have al- 
ready done with respect to the paragraphs which immediately pre- 
cede this one (I reier to paragraphs 93, 94, and 99). It will be no- 
ticed that the Senate have not changed the rate of duty in either of 
those paragraphs below that reported by the Senate committee. All 
the rates there are on the lower priced classes of goods; on the cheaper 
grades of goods the higher rate has been maintained as the committee 
made it. 

Now, I dislike somewhat to vote for a lower rate of duty on these 
articles, which are of a higher grade and used mainly by the wealthy 
people and can not be purchased by the poor at al]. I dislike to re- 
duce the duty on this quality of goods below the rate of duty in the 
proportion fixed for the lower grades of goods. 

Mr. SHERMAN. May I ask the Senator from New Jersey if he is 
not mistaken in one thing, when he speaks of a reduction of 5 per 
cent. ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I hardly hear the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The reduction proposed by the committee, of 5 
per cent., isa reduction of 10 per cent. of the duty. If you take 50 
per cent. duty and reduce it 5 per cent., that is a reduction to 45 per 
cent., and that is a reduction of one-tenth of the rate, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understand, Mr. President. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ten per cent. of the duty is the highest reduc- 
tion. According to the valuation here it shows that the reduction is 
only about 4 per cent. on the highest of these invoices, on account of 
the packages being now made dutiable. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. A difference, Mr. President, of 15 per cent. in 
value on dutiable merchandise, while the rate of duty is 55 per cent., 
makes a lower rate by about 8 per cent., because 15 per cent. of 55 
would be about 8 per cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And one-half of 8 per cent. would be 4 per cent. 
duty. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I am perfectly satisfied that the 
lower rate of duty proposed by the Senator from Missouri is ample and 
sufficient, and I shall vote for the proposition of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to reduce the rates to 50 per cent. and 45 per cent. respectively. 
I certainly shall not vote for any proposition which shall place it above 
the rate fixed by the committee itself. 

A single word, sir, with respect to the advantages that the manu- 
facturers in the State of Ohio, in regard to this particular article, have 
over the manufacturers in my own State. It has been stated here upon 
the floor, and often repeated, that the cost of this article consisted 
mainly in labor, for certainly the cost of the material, with the ex- 
ception of a few chemicals that are used in its manufacture, is very 
little, indeed, originally. There is so much clay in the bowels of the 
earth which must be extracted from the earth by labor. Then it must 
go through its different forms of preparation and refining before it 
goes into the pottery to be manufactured into pottery ware. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator trom New Jersey is probably aware 
that it must be transported from at least fifteen different States (that 
is certainly true of Ohio); that in order to make up the clay for the 
ordinary pottery they have to import it from about filteen different 
States. 
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Mr. McPHERSON. Truly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is an enormous addition to the cost. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In my State we take our own clay and mix it 
with clays that we obtain from Maryland, if you please; then we mix 
with that compound again some foreign clays, and the result is that 
we get aclay which makes the finer grades of chinaware, although 
for most purposes for which this clay is used in New Jersey the New 
Jersey clay alone is sufficient. Itrequires, however, a better clay than 
we have there in order to make certain kinds of porcelain and chiva- 
ware and many of the better qualities of those goods. 

And now I am coming to another point. 
im Ohio, the cost of pottery consists mainly of labor and fuel. 
sists very largely in skilled labor. 
ery that can be used in the manufacture of this potteryware to advan- 
tage. The fuel isa very important item. The people of New Jersey 
are obliged to bring their fuel from long distances at heavy rates ot 
freight and at great cost; whereas the people of Ohio, as I understand, 
who are engaged in this pottery industry in that State, are favored with 
natural gas for fuel, which is practically without cost to them. Those 
are the two main elements. New Jersey pavs large prices for her fuel, 
while it costs scarcely anything to the people of Ohio. 

As to the rate of wages, as the rate of wages is fixed by the labor 
associations and as labor is paid for mainly by the piece, there is no 
difference between the wage-rate in the State of Ohio and in the State 
of New Jersey. AsI understand, the laborers or workingmen in these 
potteries all belong to the labor associations, the labor union, and 
therefore are all governed by a uniform rate of wages. 

Moreover, the factories in Ohio are located in the center of a densely 
populated district and in almost the very center of population from 
which distribution is tobe made. In other words, the potteries of Ohio 
are much nearer to the consumer than are the potteries of New Jersey. 
We are obliged to bring our coal several hundred miles to our potteries 
from a western direction, and we are likewise obliged to ship our pot- 
tery goods back in the same direction from which our coal camie in order 
te find consumers. I have heard it stated by a very intelligent potter 
in the State of New Jersey that the pottery industry of Ohio has al- 
most as much advantage of the pottery industry in New Jersey as has 
the industry in Belgium, where I think this class of goods is made at 
the lowest cost as compared with the same industry here. 

So when you are imposing a tax at a high rate upon these goods to 


In New Jersey, and also | 
It con- | 
There is no new improved machin- | 


| 
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are not sent to the State of Ohio. The most of the foreign importa- 

ions land upon the seacoast, as I understand, and ceme into di 

competition with the manufactures of New 
Now, unless I have been greatly deceived 


lersey 


by statements made and 





maps presented during this ses Congress upon the discussion 
| which took place with regard to t | tion of the world’s tair, on 
which maps circles were made and degrees of longitude and degrees of 
latitude marked down, showing w the center of population was in 
this country; unless I have been greatly deceived, | say, by that, the 
population westward of Ohio certainly atfords a great deal better : 
ket, particularly as they have not the disadvantage of foreign compe- 
tition that the manutacturers of New Jersey hav snd consequent 
the Ohio industry has a very great advantage over that of New Jersey 
Now, Mr. President, a word more. The Set rf 1 N York 
{[Mr. Hiscock] and the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. ‘ r] got into a 
| colloquy here respecting the amount of importations of these goo 
i to which there seems to be a difference o ] i Let me read fr 
page 11 of the testimony taken belore the Co iit 1 Finance 
United States Senate, June 4, 1890, from the statement made by M 
Strauss, who is not only an importer of this earthen wat 
but a manufacturer, also an import l 1 of glasswar 
He is speaking of the importations of earthen, stone, and china war 
and comparing the importations of 1881 with those of the year 1889, to 
show whether there had been any increas 3 which weuld 
keep pace with the increase of population in this ry, and shown 
| by that means, further, whether the do inufacture h n 
limited and restricted importations Mr. Strauss states 
rhe importations of earthen, stone, and « iw € r w ™ 
243,939; In the year LSS, 36,476,- or a ‘ ‘ 
while the increase in population w i 1 
tations of $2,200,000, 
He says further: 
This cught to be ec lusive proof whet! t i 
earthenware are sufficiently prot ed it fertul th I at fe 
protective pap never seems to arrive at t age « aturity, and 
formed thatil an adult person wo j e« lids, and 
l ‘ iS Lin i 1 I is 
food, that the te ull out, I - t ~ : ' ers, 1 r 
ing had any use for the growing of th. th gly ying b ed 1 S$ pa 


protect home industry, I simply cite this fact to show that the dilfer- | 


ence in cost of production in those two States separated by only a few 
hundred miles is almost as great as the difference in the cost of produc- 
tion here and abroad. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam bound to say that your New Jersey potters 
deny that. Iam rather inclined to think they have the advantage of 
Ohio. 

Mr. McPHERSON. 
in my own State. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 


I gave my authority as a very intelligent potter 


Let me state to the Senator from New Jersey, | 


what he very well knows, that the places to which everybody goes to | 


buy goods are these great cities of Philadelphia, Baltimore, and New 
York; and much of this ware has to be sent to New York, and from 
there sent westward. So that the great central market where these 
goods can be supplied, unless by orders from dealers, is New York, 
whither we go to buy goods. 

Besides that, the Senator is certainly mistaken in his statement that 
natural gas does not cost anything in Ohio. It does cost a great deal. 
Besides, they use a great deal of coal for fuel. There is now a very 
grave doubt existing in the minds of many whether, for some kinds of 
work, it is not cheaper in the end to use coal rather than natural gas. 
The cost of piping the gas is very large; it has to be piped often from a 
considerable distance. 

Take the town of Findlay, Ohio. If Findlay was on a navigable 
stream, or was the center of a great railroad system, having a great 
quantity of natural gas, the people of that town would have a great 
advantage, much greater than they have, in procuring clay and other 
materials for pottery work. 
chiefly on the Ohio River, where they can use the river to some extent 
to transport their clays and other materials, which come largely from 
Missouri. I think Missouri furnishes a large portion of the clay used 
in Ohio to be mixed with the Ohio and other clays. 


tages, I am bound to say that the New Jersey pottery people themselves 
do not agree with him, and Mr. Brewer, in the statement of his that 


I read yesterday. says that there are other points that have the ad- 
advantage over Ohio. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, Mr. Brewer is good authority, 


between potters with respect to these matters. Besides, the Senator's 
argument with respect to the fact, which he alleges to be a fact, that 
the Ohio potter is obliged to send his goods to New York to find a 
market is very inconsistent with the other claims which the Senator 
has made this morning. 

Speaking of the importation of foreign goods, which he claims to 


be very extensive, very large, certainly all those foreign importations | 


| of the country as affeeted by the tarifi 


} 


| show but little mercy to the consumer. 
This work has heretofore been carried on | 


F | subject he went into with great { 
bat you will find a good deal of difference of opinion in New Jersey 


| to the Senate upon the topic of tariff legislation, : 


have never grown any, and never will. 
Now, Mr. Strauss, in speaking of irtation o 


page 14 of the same book, and of the costliness of the 


the imp glassware, on 
package, savs 
For a package that contains abont 25 dozen of these pieces the cost is about 
17 florins. The case alone costs 6 florins and 50 centimes 
the package in which the goods come costs | cent. of its value 

If the covering costs 334 per cent. of its value, certainly an increase 
of 5 per cent. one way or the other in the duty would not balance a 
further increase of 334 per cent. in its dutiable value. 

Speaking of another article, he says, in regard to the package clause 
on page 15: 





The package clause adds to this about 12 cents a dozen. 

And soon. I might go through and read very many articles which 
are mentioned by Mr. Strauss in which the package is very costly. 

There has been a great attempt made upon the floor of the Senate to 
make it appear that there was acontinual warfare being waged between 
the importer and the domestic manufacturer. Listen to what Mr. 
Strauss says as to the practice of importers, touching the question of 
competition : 

Tocorrect at the outset a prevalent error that importers are either free-traders 
or very low tariff men, | would submit that if it were jeftto the importers in 
our line to decide between the alternative o trade and the present ta: 
I think they would unanimously favor the present tariff 


) ta se 
I 





iterest alone con- 


sidered. The advantage which the tariff (if not proh.bitiv rings to the me 
chant is larger profit on the same buik. To illustrate: It costs a merchant t 
same labor and other incidentals to sell a package containing, say, three dint 
sets, whether there beany duty ornot. If the first cost of the package be $50, add 


60 per cent., the present duty, the value is enhanced to $89. Wecollect ou 
on the daty as well as on the first cost. Hence a profit of 10 per cent 
package is equivalent to $8, while without duty it would be only $. 

It will thus be seen that both the importer and the manufacturer 


I 


on this 


Mr. ALDRICH. I hope a vote will be taken now. 

Several SENATORS. ‘* Vote! ‘Vote ! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DAweEs in the chair). The que 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator irom Missouri [ M 


| Vesr.] 
Then while the Senator from New Jersey is eulogizing Ohio’s advan- | 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, debate on this paragraph has take 


ia 
very wide range, embracing several things other than the 


labor interests 
It was also somewhat widened 
yesterday by the very able speech by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr 
PLUMB] with regard to the effect of tariff legislation generally. ‘J 

e and fullness 


» submit some general observations 


) 
I take this occasion, therefore, t tion 
») lar aS 1b 18 su] 
posed to affect the interests of the mntry. 

Whoever has listened, Mr. sin this Ch er 
and the other House, before popul ir asseniblie 
doubtless has been struck with the attention whieh al t 
give to the interest which the laborer is supposed to have 
tective system. 


laborers of this co 
President, to the debate 
and to the debate 


peake 

in the pro- 
’ 

In fact, sir, I might state it in this broad way with- 
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out stating it too strongly, that the claim of the advocates of the pro- | 
e system or high prehibitory duties is based mainly, not to say 
, upon the alleged fact that these high duties are in the ine | 


the 


c mively 
terest « 
‘ it, 


laboring classesof the country. That question, Mr. Presi- 
deserves to be considered 


Upposed a 
tion of 


country 


I am to that assumed, that arrogated and usurped func- 
government which undertakes to revulate the business of the | 
according to the whims, the caprices, the passions, or the inter- 
z to say that this industry or that shall 
receive the fostering care of the Government at the expense of other 
industries—Mr. President, opposed as I am to all that species of pa- 
rental levislation, yet, if I could be convinced that the interests of the | 


ests of the legislators, assumin 


great mass of toilers of America would be subserved by that species of | 
legislation, I should be disposed to favor it. 

When, sir, I look abroad over this land and see the condition of its 
65,000,000 of inhabitants; when I see the few—I believe stated by the | 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] some days ago to be about one 
hundred (if I am mistaken I shall be very glad to be corrected )—who | 
hold one halt of the wealth of this country, the other half belonging to 
the balance ot the American people and unequally distributed among 
them; when I see that a large majority of these 65,000,000 of people earn 
their daily bread by their daily labor; and when I further see, Mr. Presi- 

-dent, this most despondent and, to me, most sorrowful fact, that from 
year to year, as time advances, under our present economical methods, 
it is becoming more and more difficult day by day and year by year for 
that child who is born in a cottage, the offspring of laborers, to lilt 
himself from that hard condition—when I see all this, Mr. President, 
I take it that the first duty, the great duty, of an American statesman 
in discharging the duties which have been imposed upon him by the 
Constitution is to see that what is done or what may be lawfully and 
properly done shall be done in the interest of this unfortunate yet 
meitorious class, and that nothing shall be done which shall add to that 
immense aggregation of wealth in the bands of the few and which shall 
prevent the laborer from lifting himself up into comfort and independ- 
ence, 

Mr. President, if we reflect a little about the condition of the laborer 
we will see, not only that he is entitled to our sympathies and our sup- 
port, but that he is an absolute and indispensable agent in civilization. 
I do not state a startling truth when I say that there is nothing under 
the broad canopy of heaven save land which possesses commercial or 
exchangeable value except human labor or the product of human la- 
bor And yet, Mr, President, this American workingman, humble in 
his home, humble in his living, but with Anglo-Saxon blood in his 
veins, and with the aspirations and the ambitions of his race, with his 
necessary and even indispensable agency in all that makes human life 

| 


desirable, we see is but an object of sympathy. 

On the other hand, when we look at his labor, when we look at him 
as a creator of all possible wealth—for without him and without his 
toil there can be no wealth—when we look at his energy and his | 
efforts as creating all that is of exchangeable and commercial value 
in the world, certainly these reflections ought to induce us to do | 
something more than just on the eve of an election, when the votes of 
these laboring men are to be gathered to determine the fortunes of 
political parties—I say we ought to do something more than, in a period 
like that, to sing praises to this hamble yet useful American citizen. 
We ought to do something in the way of inquiry, and after that in the 
way of legislation, which shall contribute to his comfort and to his 
welfare, and not only to his comfort and to his welfare, but to aid him 
in the progress and advancement to which as an American citizen he 
is entitled. 

Why, Mr. President, speaking of the value of human labor and its 
products, and the utter want of value of everything else—suppose that 
there were one man, just one, who by some trick of legislation, and 
(which sometimes seems to me about the same thing) some trick of leg- 
erdemain, ceuld transfer to his possession every ounce of gold and silver 
that was ever dug from the bowels of mother earth; suppose that with 
&@ magician’s wand he could evoke from their dark recesses every ounce 
of gold and silver which lies undisturbed by the miner’s pick, and 
that he had it all in his possession, and then, sir, that he held it on this 
condition, that he could not use one single ounce of it to purchase 
either human labor or the result of human labor, would there be a 
poorer or more miserable man on the face of this globe than he? 

So that, Mr. President, | think when I undertake to plead before 
the American Senate the cause of the laboring man and of laborers, I 
plead for the highest and neblest and at the same time the most useful 
of all human causes. 

Protection is said to be in the interest of American labor. Oh, sir, 
if it were announced as the shibboleth of any political party in this 
country that it was proposed to tax the great mass of consumers, the 
great mass of the American people, from 50 to 200 or 300 per cent. to 
aid in the advancement of American wealth and American capital, there | 
would be trom all this broad land a response to that which would cause 
it to he a shibboleth no more. 

But, sir, it is under the plea, the false plea, as I believe, of benefit- 
ing the American laborer that all this protective system is carried on, 
and it is to remove that fallacy that I shall address some remarks to 
the Senate this morning. 


i 
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A few days ago, Mr. President, I had the honor to introduce az 
amendment to this bill, which I will now ask the Secretary to read 
The Secretary read as follows: 


S Ex 


—. That whenever itshall appear to the President of the United States 
that the manufacturers or producers of any articie of merchandise, or a majority 
o! them,shal! not pay in regular weekly wages in lawful money tothe workmen, 
artisans, artists, and laborers (excluding superintendents and officials) engaged 
such manufacture o production the full sums realized in sales by them in ex 
cess of the wholesale price in the city of New York of similar and competing 
articles manufactured or produced in any foreign country, such wholesale price 
being diminished by a deduction therefrom of the customs duties on said 
foreign ar icle, it shall be his duty to issue his proclamation suspending al! 
duties on such similar articles when imported in excess of 25 per cent. ad 
valorem; and such suspension shall continue till otherwise ordered by Con- 


| gress, but no act of Congress shall have the effect to allow the collection of the 


suspended duties on articles which shall have been imported during the time 


| of such suspension under the proclamation of the President of the United 
|; States. 


Mr. GEORGE. Now, Mr. President, that amendment was offered 
for the purpose of securing these laborers that reward, that benefit 
which others have and reap in their name. And, Mr. President, if we 
enact protective laws, if we tax the farmer, if we tax the mechanic, if 
we tax the laborer on ail that he consumes under the name and under 
the plea of giving to the American laborer the result of this taxation, 
why, in God’s name, not give it to him? 

Does he getit? Thatis the question. Now, Mr. President, the tariff 
If, indeed, it be, as its friends 
claim that it is, the benefactor of the laborer, if it raises his wages, if 
it secures to him the fruits of taxation taken from others, which the 
friends of the protective system claim, it ought to appear in the rates 
of wages which the laborer himself receives. Doeshe get it? Itisa 
part of my business this morning to show from reliable statistics that 
he does not get it. 

And the first thing to which I shall call the attention of the Senate 
is to some figures which I find in an editorial in the St. Louis Repub- 
lic, taken from the report of the Commissioner of Labor, Mr. Wright, 
as to the labor-cost of certain protected articles in this country. From 
this report it appears that the Jabor-cost of 1 ton of steel ingots on the 
Continent of Europe and in England is as follows: 

That the English labor-cost is $1.58 per ton; the total cost of a ton 
is $16.87. 

The American labor-cost is $1.52 perton; just 6 cents more labor- 
cost per ton in England than in America. And yet, sir, upon a ton of 
that metal the tax is about $13; $1.52 to the American laborer and 
$11 or $12 for somebody else. 

The European continental labor-cost is $1.56—4 cents higher per ton 
than in the United States. And yet with this difference against the 
American laborer, the pretext is made bere for the imposition of this 
enormous tax under the name and with the plea that this tax is levied 
for the purpose of enabling the manufacturer, who pays from 4 to 6 


| cents a ton less for labor on these goods than the European manufact- 


urer, to pay fair and reasonably high wages. 

Go on a little farther, Mr. President. Now comes pig-iron. In an 
American establishment where the labor-cost upon pig-iron is 78 cents 
the total cost is $10.02. Inanother American establishment (Southern), 
where the labor-cost is $1.66, the total cost is $8.55. 

On the continent of Europe, the labor-cost is only 42 cents, while 
in England the labor-cost of 61 cents turns out its ton at a total cost 
of $7.67. 

Here again it appears, Mr. President, that with a labor-cost in Eu- 
rope nearly equal to the American cost, and both being under the sum 
of $1, the tariff tax in the name of labor is about $6. 

Mr. McPHERSON. What does the Senator read from, may I ask 
him ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I am reading from an editorial in the St. Louis Re- 
public. The editor says he takes his figures from Carroll D. Wright’s 
report on that subject. I have not seen the report, but as the St. Louis 
Republic is a very reliable paper I feel at liberty to read from it. 

Mr. PASCO. I understand that is «n official publication. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Wright’s report is an official publication of the 
United States. 
STEEL RAIL‘. 

We come now to steel rails. 

On the continent of Europe the labor-cost is $2.01 per ton. In Eng- 
land it is $2.54 per ton. In an American establishment the labor-cost on 
a ton is only $1.54. 

Mr. HARRIS. On what? 

Mr. GEORGE. Ona ton of steel rails. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, does the Senator—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, it appears, Mr. President, that while we levy 


| thisenormous taxation, in the name of the American laborer, upon steel 


rails in order that the American manufacturer may pay decently fair 
and reasonable wages to American labor, he actually pays less to the 
American laborer than his European competitor. 

Mr. PLATT. Is the Senator willing to be interrupted on this point ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, if Lam not interrupted too long. 

Mr. PLATT. I want to put against the figures which the Senator 
has presented some that I have. 


Mr. GEORGE. If you want to reply to my speech wait till I get 
through. 
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Mr. PLATT. I desire to submit some other figures. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have given the figures here, and if you desire to 
controvert them just please wait until I get through. I say that with 
the utmost good feeling towards the Senator, as be knows. 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly; but I asked the Senator whether he was 
willing to be interrupted, and stated the fact that I desired to submit 
some figures. 

Mr. GEORGE. I supposed it was going to be a short interruption, 
and not a reply to my speech. 

Mr. PLATT. If it is not pleasant to the Senator I do not desire to 
do it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, Mr. President, I propose to go into an investi- 
gation which Icommenced some years ago; but, unluckily for me, my 
eves failing during the investigation and having been so I could not 
do much since, the investigation is not so complete as I would like to 
have it. Put I will undertake to say, Mr. President, that it is com- 
plete enough to show the utter fallacy of this pretense of the advocates 
of protection, that a protective tariff is a regulator and advancer of the 
wages of the American laborer. 

As I have remarked, Mr. President, the tariff is uniform throughout 
the United States. It is the same in Maine and in Nebraska; it is the 
same in Mississippi and Ohio; it isthe same in Pennsylvania and IIli- 
nois; and if it really operates, as its friends say it does, to regulate and 
advance the wages of the American laborer, its effects would be uni- 
form. Mr. President, when you see a uniform, a universal cause at- 
tributed as producing an effect, you will find the effect as universal, as | 
uniform as the cause; and when you see, Mr. President, that effects or 
alleged effects are attributed toa universal cause, and the effects are 
diverse, you may know that the cause has nothing to do with the 
production of the alleged effects. 

I have made some notes, some figures, from the twentieth volume of 
the census reports on the subject of labor, to which I desire to call the 
attention of the Senate; and, as I can not get the attention of the 
Senate in these dull discussions, I call the attention of the American 
laborer. 


WOOLEN INDUSTRY—RATES OF WAGES OF ENGINEERS 

In Arkansas, at Camden—I am reading now copies taken from the 
twentieth volume of the census reports—in 1830, and back to 1870, the 
wages of an engineer were $1.50 per day. 

In California, under the same blessed tariff, under the same Jaw, en- 
acted for the purposeof giving American laborers the difference between 
the cost of home products and European products, trom 1880 back to 
1867 the wages of the engineer were $3.07%, more than twice as much 

In Delaware, in 1880, the wages of this same engineer, engaged in 
this same business, were $1.334. 

In Illinois, at Springfield, in the year 1879—I have not the figures 
for the year 1880—this same artisan received $2.50. 

So that in that industry in four States (one on the !acific, one on the 
Atlantic, one in the Southwest, and one in the Northwest) we find the 
wages of this artisan ranging from $1.334 a day to $3.07 a day. 

gut I will go further, Mr. President. In Springfield, IU., he got 
$2.50. Ina town in Illinois {no name given in the census report) at 
the same time the wazes of this artisan were $2.75. 

In Indiana, 1880, at Evansville, he got $1.66, in Indianapolis he got 
$2, in Seymour he got $1.75. 

In Louisville, Ky., he got $2.50. 

In Massachusetts, which you know, Mr. President [Mr. DAWEeEs in 
the chair], is the heaven of the laborer, the terrestrial paradise to whict 
all laborers who are condemned (I call it condemnation) to live out- 
side of that State would be glad to go, in this same year this same 
artisan got $1.25, 

In Michigan, at Clinton, he got $2.25. 

Just across the border, in sight of dear old Massachusetts—that fa- 
vored land where he got only $1.25—-in New Hampshire, he got $3, 
more than twice as much. 

In New York, at Amsterdam, he got $1.75. In another place in 
New York (name not given) he got the magnificent sum of $4. New 
York, I believe, touches the western boundary of Massachusetts, where 
this same individual only gets $1.25, less than one-third of the wages 
in New York. 

Now we go to Rhode Island, the land of Roger Williams. From 
1880 back to 1865 this same artisan got $1.75 in Coventry. In Provi- 
dence, which I suppose is in sight of Coventry, because I have heard 
that it is very difficult for one man in Rhode Island to get out of sight 
of another without going beyond the limits of the State [laughter ]— 
in Providence he received $4.50. Rhode Island, a little territory of 
a thousand square miles, I believe, bounded on the north and I believe 
on the east by Massachusetts, pays $4.50 in Providence to this artisan, | 
whereas the grand old State of Massachusetts pays $1.25, a little more 
than one-fourth. 

Now we come to Vermont. There is something about Vermont, 
something about her history, Mr. President, which attracts my atten- 
tion and which also attracts my respect. In Vermont in 1880 this 
same artisan got $4.50, whilst in Massachusetts he got $1.25 and in | 
Delaware he got $1.334, 

And what is more than that, Mr. President, going back a great many 
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years before that time we find that he got $4.50 in Vermont a part 
ot the time and $3.50 part of the tin it never rall the mutati 

of fortunes, of politics, or commer coming down to the level of th 
$1.25 of Massachusetts. 

Now, Mr. President, this must he a very singular tariff, a very sin- 
gular universal blessing, which thus distributes with one hand its bless- 
ings and with the other, allow me to say, itscurses upon the A ican 
laborer. 

What I have so far said was in regard to the woolen indus Now 
we will take the hatters’ industry. 

New York, Yonkers: From 1880 back to IS71l an eng tha 
business received $25.08 per week 

It this protection is to do its full and perfect work anywhere in the 
world as well as it can be done in Massachusetts it must be in Penn 
sylvania, and yet, whereas in New York the engineer gets $23.08 per 
week, in Reading, Pa., he gets a little over half{—S$13.50. Mr. Presi- 


dent, it seems to me to be a very singular tariff, enacted ‘or the benefit, 
the exclusive benetit, of the American laborer, which would se 
$23.08 per week in Yonkers, N. Y., and give him only $13. 


i gi 
ing, Pa, 
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In Maryland the engineer got per week $9.10 in 1880 In 18 
1872 he got $10.50. 

In New Jersey, at Oxford, he got $11.55 in 1880: and what is most 
remarkable, to which I desire to call the attention—not of Senators 
of course they will pay no attention; but I desire to call the attention 
of the laborers of the country, if they will ever honor me with reading 
anything I shall say upon thesubject—whilst at Oxford, N. J., in 1880, 
this engineer got $11.55, in the year 136U, under the Walker tariff, 
which was still further reduced in 1857, he got $15. 

Now, Magy President, how are we to square these facts with this uni- 
versal, this beneficent, all pervading, and all saving institution, the 
protective tariff? It seems that in New Jersey, at Oxford, the higher 
the tariff the lower the wages. 


73 and 


bint 


And yet now, Mr. President, Senators 
will say that if it were not for this high protective tariff the American 
laborer would be on starvation wages throughout this land. In regard 
to the best protected State in America—that is, New Jersey—I think 
I made this remark in 1883, when I witnessed the 
the tariff law of that year was passed, that if there 


manner in which 
was an industry in 
New Jersey which was not fully protected it could only be found by 
getting a search-warrant and a detective. And vet, in that protected 
State, it appears that in 1860, under the low-tariff law of 1457, this 
artisan got more than he did in 1880 in the same town, more than he 
got in Pennsylvania in 1880, more than he got in Kentucky in 1880 
and more than he got in Michigan in 1880 

Now let us go a little further, because these figures to me are inter 
esting, and they are interesting because they puncture that bubble 
upon which the protectionists of this country have deluded the Amer- 
ican people and the American laborer especially for these many vears. 

[ have shown you, Mr. President, that this protective tariff operates 
d‘tferently in different States. Now, l1 wanttoshow you how it operates 
differently inthesame State. In Pennsylvania—Catasauqua, I believe, 
is the name of the place—in 1880 the wages of this artisan were $10.36 
per week. In another town in the same State they were $17.50. So 
the State boundaries even do not account for this difference. 

More than that, in the same town to which I last called attention, 
the wages, as I have said, in the one instance were $17.50 and in an- 
other they were $19.25. So the tremendous beneficent energy of this 
protective tariff in regulating and raising the wages of American la- 
borers was incompetent to cross a street in the same town with the 
same regulation and with the same wages. In anotber town in Penn- 
sylvania the same thing happened. In one place they got $10.78 and 
in the other they got $12.3v. 

Then I comesouth of the Ohio River. In Ashland, Ky., in the same 
town he got $14 and then he got in that same town $15,990. 

Mr. HARRIS. When? 


Mr. GEORGE. In 1880. In 1876 he got $36.25. Was there any 
change in the tariff between 1876 and 1880? I understand there was 
none. So this great regulator of the wages of American labor in one 
year in the same town gave this artisan $36.75 a week, and in another 
year, just four years afterwards, it gave him $14. Then, going on in 
the same town—it is a very instructive town so far as this tariff is con- 
cerned—from 1875 back to 1870, he got $42 per week. There was no 
change in the tariff so far as I remember between 1475 and 1580 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There was no change from 1875 to 1883, 

Mr. GEORGE. When was the last change before 1875 ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not able to answer the Senator’s question 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. There was no change here between 
1871 and 1880, and in the same town this great regulator of the labor 
of the American workmen, this thing which was to make them happy 
and rich and prosperous, in the course of five years under the benefi- 
cent effect, the glorious effect, of this protective system, the wages of 
this artisan fell from $42 per week to $14. I suppose that the engineers 
of that little town of Ashland, if they had any prayer to make upon 





ould pray for a tariff that would not redace their wages 
ve yeat 
S. Mr 
NG O] 


President, if the Senator will allow me. 
ICER (Mr. Dawes in the chair). Does the 
i yield to the Senator from Vermont? 
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necticut to understand, great in everything else—in the small State of 


| Connecticut, this protective tariff to which they are so much wedded 
had the effect in one town, if it had any effect at all, to raise the wag 


up to his English, and his | 


continually of one artisan, or one kind of arti<an, and in another tow 
it had the directly opposite effect, continually decreasing them. Iatr 
now talking about this same man, this engineer ot the iron and stee! 
founderies, 

| will come to West Virginia. In New Britain, Conn., remembe: 
he got $3 .aday. In Boston, Mass., he got $2.65 a day. In Wheeling, 
W. Va., he got down to $1.50. This same tariff, which is dispensi: 
these blessings in the shape of increasing and maintaining an increa 


| in the price of the wages of the laborer, in one place gives him $3 


| day; 


» Senator on this side of the Cham- | 
i chinery. 
| 1873. 


Senator from Vermont, to go | 


t the absolute figures which I have against | 


resident, I do not want to prevent my friend 
but I think he is inaccurate in saying that 
with trade. We have had 
and in some very important respects. I 
f my friend from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] 
: to our experience in lumber, and in fish, and in coffee, and in 
tea, and so on, without any great success as affecting his views appar- 
ently; but the hard tact remains that absolute tree trade in the articles 
to which tree trade has been applied has helped neither the consumer 
the laborer who produces the product which the consumer has to 

Of course the American laborer does not produce coffee, but he 
luce lumber and he produces fish. 

GEORGE. Very well, Mr. President; those are exceptional 
that do not affect the general system. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How are they exceptional ? 

Mr. GEORGE. They are so few as compared with the taxation of 
the country here and the business they apply to is 80 small as com- 
pared to the other business of the country that they would not be sup- 
posed to affect 
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wares, 
Ss Is 
uuntry every where? 
GEORGE, No 
now to the iron and steel foundries. In Massachusetts, in 
ston, the engineers got $2.65 a day and the same amount 
72. In 1871 they got $2.50, and in 1564 they got $1.75. 
land, Ohio, thesame man instead of getting $2.65, as he did in 
$1.50, and instead of getting $ 

*1.25 in Cleveland. 

to another business: engineers in hardware, cutlery, and 
I consider, first, the great State of Connecticut, full of en- 
of enterprise, full of manufactures, and I find that in New 
oun., in 1880, the engineer in the hardware and cutlery and 
bu got $3. In another 
People do not get very tar apart in Connecticut. They get 
le farther apart in Connecticut than they doin Rhode Island; but 
iz in that State, so tar as I have learned, small, compact, 


My 


wil 


sir. 


v0 


now 


ool ness 


noth 


not the lumber business one of the largest of 


in another place $2.65 a day; and down in West Virginia it 
him only $1.50. 

Now I will go to another business: engineers in iron and steel ma 
In Chicago, L11., the engineer got $3a day from 1880 back t 
In Kansas, at Leavenworth, he got $1.75 from 1880 to 1876; and i: 
1874, when he was getting $3 in Chicago, he was getting $1.50in Leaven- 
worth, Kans., which is just twice as much in Chicago as he was get 
ting in Kansas. In Michigaa, whilst he did not get as high as in Chi- 
cago, he did not get aslowas in Kansas. Hedid not receive $3, which 
the Chicago artisan got, nor was he reduced to the hard condition of 


vives 
give 


| . . - . - » 
| reveiving $ .50, which the Kansas man got, and he got there $1.40, 


| Stockton, the engineer there got $4 a day. 


2.50 in 1871 and 1872 he got | 


In California, in 1880, in 
At another place in Cali- 
fornia, name not given, he got $5, and, wonderful to tell, Mr. President 
he got that same $5 a day in 1860, the same price under the low tariff o 
Robert J. Walker, reduced as it was in 1857, as he did under the high 
tariff existing in 1880. 

Now we will go from California to Dlinois. I have the wages at 
three places there. In one place le got $3.08 a day, in another he got 
$1.76 a day, and in the third he got $3.84 a day. 

Mr. President, if the tariff bad been invented for the purpose of pro- 
ducing diversity instead of uniformity in wages itcould not have worked 
out a result any more to the satisiaction of the inventor than the fig- 
ures as I have read them show. 

Well, we will go to Indiana. Recollect, now, that in one place in 
Illinois he got $1.76 aday; in the other he got $3.84, a little over 
double. We get to Indiananow. At Huntington he got $2 a day; at 
New Albany, $1.50—$1.50 in New Albany as compared with $3.84 in 
a place in Illinois, in the same kind of country, the same prosperous 
country, the same kind of people, rich, agricultural, and all that sort 
of thing, and yet in one place in Indiana he gets $1.50 a day and just 
across the line, an invisible line, in the State of Illinois, he gets $3.84. 

Mr. ALLISON. The same man? 

Mr. GEORGE. The same artisan, an engineer of grist and flour 
mills. 

Now we will go to the Senator's State. 


I will next consider grist mills and flour. 


No name is given; and whilst, 


| as I have shown, he got in California $5 a day and in Illinois $3.84 a 


| day, he got the magnificent sum of $1.50 in the State of lowa. 


po, 


whilst this tariff might have been a very grand thing for the labore: 


| in California and Illinois, giving him $5 and $3.84 a day, it must have 


place, name not given, he | 


been a very poor thing for the laborer in the State of Iowa if it only 


| gave him $1.50. 


| there isa rise again. 


bout the same climate everywhere, which if this tariff was the | 


‘egulator of wages and distributer of the bounties of the people 
laborer would give $ 
given, but in Connecticut, only $2.25. 


Will the Senator from Mississippi yield toa single 


oO name 


LATT. 


Yes, sir; as this is from the Senator’s own State. 
I want to say something about Connex ticut. 
Of course, I 1 


[r. GEORGE 
Mr. PLATT. 
ple performing the same class of labor in New Britain and in another 


> Vie ld. 
If there was any such difference in the wages of peo- 
town in the State of Conn 
party working in that oth 
New Britain. Connecticut 

Mr. GEORGE. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
would have been a 
smaller wages. 

Mr. GEORGE. AII I know about that is that in the twentieth vol- 
une of the census reports, gotten out by a Republican Administration, 
all worked up and tabulated and fixed wp by the Republicans, the facts 
appear as I have stated them. That is all. 


ticut, the name of which is not given, the 
* town would immediately have moved to 
people are sensible enough for that. 

All I have to say in reply to that js this 

I wish todiffer with my colleague slightly. There 
reat row in the town where the engineers got the 


r 
» 


} 


I will call the attention of the Senators from that State to. From 1867 
to 1880, in one of these towns, there was a constant rising of the price 
of this artisan. His wages were raised from $2.50 to $3. 

Mr. PLATT. Owing to a protective tariff, I understand ? 

Mr. GEORGE. And in the other there was a constant fallingof the 
price from $2.50 to $2.25. Se this great and beneficent tariff, in the 
small State—small only territorially, I want the Senators from Con- 


}aday in New Britain and in the other | 


| Wages, 


I go now to Minnesota, to a town, I believe, called Mazeppa, and 
There he gets $3.50 a day as against $1.50 in 
lowa. 

Now I come to Missouri, and I suppose the great diversity appearing 
in the various places in Missouri comes from the fact that the people 
of that benighted and deluded State do not believe in the doctrine of 
protection and in the further doctrine that high protection gives high 
In Boonville, Mo., thissameartisan, an engineer of grist mills 


| and flour mills, got in 1880, $1.35 a day, but in another place in that 
| State, name not given, according to the census reports, he got $4.12 


a day. Ifthat poor fellow at Boonville, who was running the flour 
and grist mills of that town and receiving $1.35 a day tor his labor, 


| could have known that in another town in the same State, possibly in 


the next county, the man performing the same work was getting $4.12 


| a day, and he had heard that thore was a protective tariff in this coun- 


| to? 


try, what conclusion, Mr. President, do you think he would have come 
Do you think he would have supposed that this uniform tariff, 


| operating all over this country, would give, in one town in Missouri, 


in New Albany $1.50 and in lowa $1.50 gets $4. 


to him, the poor, humbleindividual who was thus cogitating, on|y $1.35, 
when it was giving a man over in the next county, who was doing ex- 
actly the same work as he was doing, $4.12? 

Now I come to New York, and in Buffalo this same artisan who gets 
And now we come to 


| a Southern State. 
here is another curious thing about Connecticut,small as it is, which | 


Mr. ALLISON. May I interrupt the Senator just long enough to 
ask him a question relating to thistable? It seems tome to be rather 
a singular thing 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, that is 4 comment and not a question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was trying to make a preliminary statement. It 
seems to be a singular thing that in lowa the same person, or a similar 
artisan, receives $1.50, whilst in Illinois he receives $3.50, with noth- 
ing but the Mississippi River between. I should think the lowa man 
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would cross the river and get into Dlinois. Ido not know why he does 


not do it. 


Mr. GEORGE. I had that suggestion from Connecticut. Now, I 


am not accounting for that, Mr. President: here are the tacts, I will in- 
form the Senator trom Lowa, which I took irom the twentieth volume of 
the United States census report, where all these wages are tabulated. 





They are official; they come trom Republicans, and if they are to | 


discredited by Republicans, if they can not believe their own men, | 
have nothing to say. ae ; 
Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator is criticising the census of 15>, ol 


course I have nothing to say. 

Mr. GEORGE. lam not criticising it. Iam going upon the idea 
that there was enough honesty in the Republican party in 1x50 to 
get up an honest census. If Iam mistaken about that it is only one 
of the many ee 4 have made about that part vy when I have at- 
tributed to them some virtue which they did no 

Now I come anaes to Knoxville, Tenn. Under this same glorious 
tariff, $4 at Buffalo, $5 in California, and what do you suppose the 


t poss ess. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


same man gets in Knoxville, Tenn., this beneficiary of the protective | 


system in a town which I understand—the Senator trom Tennessee can 
correct me if lam wrong about it~ where a majority of the people be- 
lieve in protection? 

Mr. HARRIS. Very largely. 

Mr. GEORGE. In that town what do you suppose this man gets ? 
He gets 65 cents a day tor doing the same work which another man in 
the places which I have named got $5 and $4 and $3 and so on. 

Mr. President, I torgot to mention something that is to the credit of 
Knoxville. I was about to hurry over some figures which I have as to 
that place. That was the pricein 1880. From 1871 to 1878 they did 
give him 10 cents more, and trom 1567 to 1870 they gave him a dollar 
aday. So 
in the gospel of protection, found his wages under the beneficent influ- 
ence of the protective system gradually dwindling down from the mag- 
nificent sum of $1 to 65 cents per day. 

Mr. President, I know these figures are wearying, but they are in- 
structive. When I hear these pans sung to the laborer of this coun- 
try; when I see a magnificent system of pillage and official plunder 
organized by law kept in operation from year to year in the name and 
on behalf of the American laborer, and in order, as alleged, to keep 
his wages up; when I see all that day in and day out; when I hear 
it not only here, but hear it on the hustings and see it in the newspa- 
pers, sir, when you get into a Republican town like Knoxville, Tenn. 
—lI suppose I do not go teo far when I say that you can snufi 


itin the 
air—when I see all that, and then when I go to the record made up by 


, the poor engineer in Knoxville, Tenn., where they believe | 


Republicans, published to the world for our information, disclosing the | 


fact to which | have calied the attention of the Senate, I feel that I ought 
to do it, even at the expense of wearying the attention of the Senate 


Now, let us try another business. It may be we are getting a little 
better r. It may be that 1 have struck on something that was wrong, 


that the tariff could not fit; but 1 have always understood that the 
tariff fitted every single financial ill of humanity; that all the Ameri- 
can people wanted in times of pestilence and famine, in times of over- 
flows and droughts, in times of short crops and of bounteous crops, all 
that was needed to cure all the ills of humanity was the blessing of a 
protective tariff. 

Now, let us see how it operates in another business, engineers in 
flint-glass works. I believe that comes nearer the subject immediately 
before the Senate than anything | have struck so far. In Cambridge, 
Mass., he got $2.50 on: » gold basis in 1880, and he got that same wage 
clear back to 1864, with all the mutation and change occurring in the 
price of greenbacks. That wasat Cambridge, Mass. In New York, in- 
stead of getting his $2.50 trom 1880 back to 1864, he got only $1.75 in 
1880, and when you got back to 1876, only four years before that time, 
he had only $1.35. That wasa singular tariff. ‘There was nochange in 
all that time. During all that time this protective tariff was pouring 


out its floods of beneficence everywhere over the American people, like | 


the dews of heaven falling on all alike, the rich and the poor, and yet, 
Mr. President, we find these diversities: $2.50 for this engineer in 
Cambridge, Mass., in 1880, $1.75 in New York in 1880, $2.50 in Mas- 
sachusetts in 1876, $1.35 in New York in 1876. 

Mr. President, it is a little singular that from 1861 to 1857, in New 
York, the four years under the Walker tariff or the reduced Walker 
tariff, this engineer got just as much for his wages as he did in the 
year 1876. In Pennsylvania the same man got $2.50 uniformly from 
1874 to 1880. I want to make this comment on it: Wages were 
higher in Cambridge, Mass., in the years from 1950 to 1860 than they 
have been in New York since, except in 1866, when they were the 
same. Now, I should like to hear some explanation of that. All the 
explanation i get from Senators is denying the truth of the Republican 
record, but yet it isso written. 

Now I will take another business, mining, stone quarrying. The 
engineers in Terre Haute, Ind., in 1879 and 1880 got $1.75 per day; 


in St. Louis, Mo., they got $3 a day; in Dayton, Ohio, they got $2.59 | 


a day, all Western States, all rich, all prosperous, and yet in one 
State they got $1.75, in another nearly double that, and in another an 
advance over it. 
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Now I will ta mote s : < 

) Indiana, at Evans thee g 

nd on the ot he we i t la 
this was not accidental, but a r-CO 1 | in S74 he got 
$2.25 on one side and $3.20 the oti in 1876 he g 1 one 
side and $4.50 on the othe and 1 18751 { 4 ) ¢ le and 
$5.25 on the other, and in 1872 he got $2.50 ‘ and $ nthe 
other 

Now, that is a very poor protecti tariff, so far i upon 
the wages of laborers, where it ean not equa t ume 
town, possibly in the sam cto! tl I ) 
the Senate. 

While they were getting in In i ul $4, ve com 
to New, Hampshire we will see he got : 1 1880 ] t in 
Evansville, Ind., $2.25, and $4.35 at a | } Stat ind 
in New Hampshire, at one town, name not given, he got $1.60, and in 
Pennsylvania he got $1.80. Two towns are given in Pennsylvania. 
At one the wages rose from $1.75 in 1871 to 31.90 in 1880. In the 
other they fell from $2.50 in 1871 to $1.80 in I5- 

his was a kind of cross-action that I do not understan | ting 
in the same town, inthe same business, upon the ne t igh 
a series of years, and in the one ¢ tisa inual rise and in the 
other a continua! fall. 

rhe engineer in rolling-mills: In syl 4, at Columb 1 180, 
he got $1.85, while at Belleville, Il)., he got $3.50; at East St. Louis he 

| got $3.04, both in the same State—East St. Louis and Be 

| East St. Louis, just on the otber bank of the Mississippi River, he got 
$3.04, while at St. Louis proper, t j ‘ S181 1 one 
establishment and 33 - in anot I In Trenton, N. J. e got 51.87; 
in Troy, N. Y., he got $1.75; in Indiana he got $2.50, and in Ohio, at 
Portsmouth, he got $3—running through variations amounting from 
the lowest otis highest to at least 150 to 2¢ er ct 

Engineers in mining iron: In Alabama, a helby. in 1880. t en- 
gineer got $2.50; in Michigan, at breitung, | : 2; in Pennsy] 
vania, at Alburtis, in the same year, | ) ] ui at Hokendauqua 
he also got $1. In these two last-named to t it- 
tention of protectionists to the fact that t wages fell in the one, Al- 
burtis, from $1.50 a day in 1371 l } otl ym 
$1.75 in 1869 to $1 in 15-0; and ye (la t the same man in 1880 
got $2.50, ; 

Now, sir, Iam through with the engines and I will tal ! 
machinists in iron and steel machinery In Indiana, Lafayette, in 
1880, the machinists received $2.2 In New Yo }RAO, t] ¥ 
ranged from $1.75 at Rome to $3 at Bu she of { riation 
in that State. They I t the sar é ) 1880 
as they were: eee id.,in 1860 under the lowt . AtA ny 
they were $1.37 and $2.25, in 1880 LA¢ | e § i $2 
and in 1850 eon vere $1.25 i$ Ba highest price ng in 
Albany, N. Y., from 1850 to 1580, in the year 1250 

1 Akron, Ohio, in 18-0 the wages were $2.50, and in the ye 74 
1875, L876, and L860 the wayes were t Sarie 1.7 

Machine-shops and foundry-machinists: Indiana, Evansville, in 180, 
the wages were $2; in New All y the e $2.75 1 iz l 
bany 2 1960 they were exact t a rice ast \ ¢ os ins- 
ville in 1880, and higher than they were by 25 cents a d Be 
vil Ill., in 1880 1 higher than they were in Har 1, Ohio, where 
they were only $1.36 a day in 1880 

Wood-workers, machinists: My memoran 1 sl s that the Lore 
of machinists range from $1.75 in Massachus $2.75 in ynsin, 

Cat rk In 1880 the wages ran rom $1.66¢ in Wilmington, 
D to 32.334 in Philadelphia, almost in sight of each other; and 
yet in or 1e wes are nearly 50 pe it. higher than in the other. 

Agricultura tinal ments, pa 1 1580, at Chicopee Falls, 
Mass., = pas got $1: >, Im | ter, Mass., he got $2.70, just 
double what he g n the oth the same State; and in Mas- 

| sillon, onte he got $1.75. 

Now we will goto the textiles, cotton manufactures, and see if there be 
any difference there. In Massachusetts, no name of town given, in 1880 
the wages of the machinist was $1.98: in 1861 it was $1.54; and in 1859 
it was $1.57, higher under the low tariff of 1857 than it was under the 


| high tariff and wae eciated greenbacks in 1862. In another town in 


Massachus etts, no name given, from 1880 back to 1875 the wages were 
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£1.54 per day, and from 1863 back to 1853, embracing a part of the high 
tariff and a part of the low tariff, for ten years the wages were $1.73) 

lny, greater than they were in 1880. The same diversity is shown 
) the same year in relerence to the same artisan in New York. 

lake machinists in the woolen industry. In California from 1880 
the wages were $3 aday; in Connecticut, at Putnam, $2.50; in 
at Springfield, they were $2; in Maine, at Dover, they were 
in Manchester, 


‘ 
4 


nol 
in Massachusetts, no name given, they were $3.25; 

i{., they were $1.74. 
Of machinists in paper manufacture, at Unionville, in Connecticut, 
n 1880 the wages were $2.50 perday. They were $1.50 at same place 
in 1860, 1861, and 1862, the same under the high tariff as under the 
In New York they were $2.25, at Niagara Falls; at Water- 
they were $3. In New Jersey the same artisan, the machinist 
in paper manufacture, from 1861 to 1569 got $1.50, and from 1870 to 
1870 he got $1.66%, against $3 at Waterford, N. Y., and $2.50at Union- 


; 
peur 


low tariff. 


ford, 


ville, Conn 

Now take the machinist in the textile manufactures in Connecti- 
cut. At North Manchester, in 1880, the machinist in the cotton man- 
ufacture got $2.22; at Stafford, inthe same State, he got $1.75 in 1880; 
in 1860 he got $1.83, being 8 cents a day more than he received in the 
sume town in 1880; and in 1850 he received $1.75, being exactly the 
same amount that he received in 1880. There are more variations in 
Connecticut. In Willimantic in 1880 the wages were $2.50; in another 
town they were $2.08); and in 1880. in another town, name not given, 
they were $1.75 and $3; and in 1860 they were $1.33} and $2, higher 
than in one of the places in 1880, 

Maine—no name given—in 1880 it was $1.83; in 1862 and 1863 it 
was $1.35; in 1860 and 1861 and 1856 it was $1.50, higher again under 
the low tariff than under the high tariff. I come now to rolling-mills 
and nail factories. In Plymouth, Mass., the blacksmith was paid $2.64 
in 1880, $3 in 1870, and $2 in 1865; in St. Louis, $4.75, as against $2.64 
in Massachusetts; and in Pittsburgh, Pa., I find two prices, $2.05 and 
&3.20; in another town in Pennsylvania, $1.68. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Mississippi yield to me for 
a request? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would respectfully ask the Senator if he would 
be willing to have the statistics which he is reading published in the 
RecorD without being read further? 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator please repeat his request ? 
not hear him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam asking the Senator if he is willing to have 
the statistics which he is now reading published in the RecorD with- 
out being read further. 

Mr. GEORGE. They are not sufficient to be put in. 
merely rough notes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is evident we shall never finish this bili unless 
we make more progress. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will be through directly. I have not consumed 
auy time before, and whilst I do not want to consume the time of the 
Senate or make myself disagreeable in any way whatever to anybody 
whatever, I believe I have some information here which I ought to put 
in the Recorp, and I believe I will do it. 

This is the first time I have occupied the attention of the Senate 
on the tariff more than five minutes, and for the benefit of the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island, who is so careful and considerate about time, 
| would inform him, if there is no providential hinderance, that abont 
next Thursday I expect to leave the Senate on an indefinite leave of 


I did 


bsence, and I shall have no opportunity during the debate on this | 


hill to say anything, except what I say between now and then. I do 
not expect to occupy the attention of the Senate any more after to- 
except I would like to have, if it does not keep too hot, a chance 
to say something about another amendment I have offered, about the 
way to get around trusts. As everybody is the enemy of trusts and 
as I know that the amendment which I have offered meets the appro- 
bation of Senators on this side of the Chamber, as well as one at least 
on the other side, who has kindly suggested an amendment which I 
think is valuable, I probably will not undertake during the time I 
stay here to say anything on that subject. 

I will state to the Senator from Rhode Island I know the informa- 
tion which I am giving cut here is not very agreeable to him and to 
those who think as he does. He must possess his soul in patience and 
allow me to get through. 

Now, we will consider again the blacksmiths. If there is any class 
of people in this country who ought to receive the care and the protec- 
tion of the American Congress, it is the stalwart man who wields his 
sledge hammer and works over hot iron with the sparks flying around 
and burning him, 

Now we get at the facts relating to the blast-furnaces, anthracite. 
There is one at Catasauqua, Pa. There is another one of the idiosyn- 
crasics in thestatistics of wages under this beautiful tariff which we have 
which makes wages so great, and so good, and so nice to the laboring 
man, AtCatasauqua the wages were $1.25 and $2.25 at thesame place. 
\t the blast-furnaces, charcoal, for blacksmiths, the wages ranged from 
$2.50 in Alabama to $1.10 in Chambersburgh, Pa. The wagesin stove 
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| foundries range from $1.50 in Quincy, Ill., and Utica, N. Y., to $2.50 
in Philadelphia. In Utica, N. Y., the wages in 1880 were $1.50, and 
| in 1850 they were also $1.63, and in 1859, $1.50. Now I want to cal! 
| the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island especially tothat. In 
| 1880, in 1879, in 1878, and, wonderful to tell, in 1859, with all the 
| changes in the tariff, from the low tariff of 1855, the wages were the 
| same in the years 1859, and in 1878, 1879, and 1830, so that I am 
| justified in making this remark, that if the tariff is the great regu- 
lator of wages, it isa blind and partial regulator, and it seems to have 
missed a great many places in the United States and to have struck 
| with different force in the same place. 
In carriageand wagon shops the wagesof blacksmithsat New Haven 
Conn., were in 1880, $2.50; at Wilmington, Del., $3.50; in Chicago, Lil, 
| they were just half what they were at Wilmington; they were as low as 
$1.25in Burlington, Iowa. I am sorry the Senator from lowa[ Mr. ALLI- 
| SON Jis not in his seat, because it so happens thatin the researches I have 
made, whenever I have struck Iowa, the great protection State of Iowa, 
I strike low wages. In other words, I charge from my investigations 
that the tariff has not got Iowa among its favorites; that is, the work- 
ingmen of Iowa. They are not among its favorites. Wherever ] 
strike Iowa in these investigations I strike low wages. Let us sec. 
Chicago had $1.75; Burlington, Iowa, $1.25 and $1.85." Both rates are 
given there. Amesbury, Mass., $1.94, and Boston, $2.40; at another 
| place in Massachusetts they were $3, and in St. Louis, Mo., right south 
of Iowa, they were $5. So itis $1.25 and $1.85in lowa,and in St. Louis 
$5 per day; but in Buffalo they were $2; in New York City, $3.25; in 
| Wisconsin, at Fond du Lac, they were $1.75; at White Water they 
| were $1.50 and $2.50; and in Indianapolis, Ind., they were $2.25 in 
1860, greater than they were in Wisconsin, greater than they were in 
Buffalo, N. Y., greater than they were in Amesbury, Mass., greater 
than they were in Burlington, Iowa, and in Chicago in the year 1880. 
In Louisville, Ky., in 1860, they were $2.33, which makes the wages 
paid in 1860 in Louisville, Ky., largely over the average paid in the 
United States in the places which I have named in the year 1880. 
Now, the blacksmiths again: In the iron and steel machinery, in Pat- 
| erson, New Jersey, in 1880 the workmen received $1.89 and at another 
place in New Jersey, $3.50. I am not sure I know what this memo- 
randum means. I do not know whether it means two prices in the 
same factory or whether it means two prices in the same town. At 
| any rate, they are put down that way in the eensus report, $1.80 and 
$3.50. Supposing it meant two prices in the same factory, as, I pre- 
sume, possibly it does mean, then we have this extraordinary result of 
the efficacy, if I may so call it, of an insensible thing, of the tariff to 
regulate wages, that it regulates in the same shop one fellow at $1.80 
and another at $3.50. 

Mr. ALLISON. TheSenator can not conceive, I suppose, that some- 
thing might depend upon the amount of skill and the amount of work 
performed. 

Mr. GEORGE. I suppose that is so, and that is the very thing I have 
been arguing for all the time. Iam very glad the Senator has called 
my attention to the fact that it is not the tariff, but it is the skill, it is 
the surroundings, which make the difference in wages. It is not the 
tariff that raises wages. It is the other surroundings. The skilled 

| American labor, as was shown, I believe, by the Senator from New 
Jersey a few days ago, always brings higher prices, because, as he 
showed, that per unit of value, not per day, American labor was the 
cheapest labor in the world. That is so. I must not be misunder- 

stood. I mean that, taking one dollar’s worth of manufactured goods 

| as the standard, the American labor will produce that one dollar’s worth 

| of goods for fewer cents than any other labor in the world. 

| Going on with these blacksmiths, I find the rate paid in Paterson, N, 
J., was $1.80 and $3.50; Albany, N. Y., $1.65 and $3.50; Buffalo, N. Y., 
$1.66% and $3; all varying. In La Fayette, Ind., from 1880 to 1876 it 
was $2a day. And then, again, I want to call the attention of my pro- 
tectionist friends to this fact, that in 1862, and 1861, and 1860, the last 
year being clearly under the low tariff of 1857, the price he received 
was exactly the same that he received in 1880, $2. 

Now I will go to another business: iron, steel, machine-shops, anc 
foundries. In Indiana, at New Albany, the wages of a blacksmith were 
$2.50 from 1880 to 1875 and $2 from 1860 to 1853. In Pennsylvania 
they were $2 in 1879, being the exact price paid in 1879 in Pennsylvania 
as was paid in 1860, and from that back to 1853 at New Albany, in In- 
diana. 

Now I go toanother one; rolling-mills and nails; blacksmiths again. 
In 1880 they got $3.50 in Belleville, I1l., and $2.874 in East St. Louis; 
$5 in Indiana, no name of place given; $4.75 in St. Louis; $2.40 in 
Reading, Pa.; $1.68 in Pennsylvania, no name given. From $1.68 to 
$5 is the range which blacksmiths receive in that business in the four 
or five places to which I have called the attention of the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, I believe I have called the attention of the Sen- 
ate to these various memoranda which I took several years ago for the 
purpose of satisfying myself what effect the high tariff had upon the 
wages 0/ labor. I submit that they prove this, that the tariff per se 
has =sthing to do with wages, and it is the various circumstances 
which surround each of these places and each of these individuals 
which affect the price. Mr. President, at this hour and after going 
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through with all the weary details, I have but a single word or two to 
add to what I have said. 

We see, without going to statistics, whom this system benefits. do 
not want to cali names, but it isa well known fact that there is one or 
more, one at least, of the beneficiaries of this system who has an income 
of $5,000 a day. It was pointed out by the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 
VooRHEES] a few days ago that this man, from the wealth gained 
through the protective system, could outvie kings, queens, and em- 
perors in making marriage gifts to a friend. On the other hand, what 
do we see? With all this splendor, with all this aggregate of wealth, 
with all this concentrated wealth, which I believe the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] some weeks ago said half of it in this country 
was held probably by a hundred men—with all that, what do we see 
on the other side? 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator that I said 
a hundred thocvsand men. 

Mr. GEORGE. A hundred thousand. Very well, a hundred thou- 
sand. I want to get it right. A hundred thousand out of sixty-five 
millions. The change does not amount to much. A hundred thou- 
sand favored men own half the wealth of this country. Did they own 
it in 1860? By no means. By what policies, by what means, by what 
tricks of legislation have these men, one hundred thousand of them, 
acquired one-half the wealth of sixty-five millions of people? Mr. 
President, this is not a comforting fact to the philanthropist and the 
patriot. In vain have we repealed our laws of primogeniture and of en- 
tail. In vain have we, following the old common law, enacted laws 
against mortmain, if in this free and favored land in thirty years this 
enormous stride has been made to gather in the hands of a few one- 
half of the aggregate wealth of this country. 

Mr. President, we have been pointed to the results of the census of 
1880, of 1870, of 1860, and of 1850, and we shall soon be pointed to the 
results of the census of 1890, as showing the enormous amount of 
aggregate wealth in this country, and what rapid strides have been 
made when you foot up the column of all the wealth of the country, 
billions and billions. But he who flatters himself that that picture is 
one good for the American people had better look a little below the 
surface. How is that wealth distributed? Already the Senator from 
Colorado teaches me, and I regard him as good authority, that one 
hundred thousand men own one-half of this vast wealth. That is a 
startling fact, considered alone in the fact that one hundred thousand 
men have one-half the wealth of this country, but it is more startling 
when it is considered what power these one hundred thousand men 
with their wealth exert over the balance of the wealth of this country ? 

Why, Mr. President, I admit that a protective tariff is the best en- 
gine possible ever invented to increase the aggregate wealth of the 
country. Who does not knowif a thousand men ina single commu- 
nity work each for a dollar a day for a year and out of that support 
themselves and their families, that there wiil be very little aggregate 
wealth saved outoftheir gains. Itwillbenearlyall spent. Butifyou 
by law or in any other way so arrange that you take by taxation or any 
other mode, one-half of the dollar which each man earns each day and 
transfer it to another, you have this result: You will have a thousand 
men laboring for a dollar a day, one-half of their earnings being 
transferred to another and not spent by them. The laborer could not 
spend it, for it was taken from him. So with this transfer you have 
the large aggregation of $500 a day to one man. Multiply that by 300 
and you see the aggregate wealth saved by this method in one year. 
But whose wealth is it? 

Is it the wealth of the community? No; it is the wealth of one 
man. Are we to say the laborers of this country feel a sort of pride 
that they belong to a country where all the inhabitants are worth 
twenty-five billions of dollars, or thirty-five, or whatever it may be, 
when we know that one-half of that wealth belongs to one hundred 
thousand out of sixty-five millions and where the most of the remainder 
does not belong to the great mass of the American people? True it is 


if you want to provide to build up aggregate wealth your scheme of 


tariff taxation is the best invention possible. You get your twenty-five 
or fifty billions of dollars because the laborer who produces every single 
dollar of it has not had his fair divide; he has spent his little part in 
living; he has given his 20, or 30, or 40, or 100, or 200 per cent. as levied 
by this bill to the capitalist, who has acquired wealth when the other 
has not. 

Mr. President, this will come to an end ina free country, and we 
had just as well meet it face to face. With universal suffrage, with 
common schools, with an enlightened and free press you can not for 
any long period of time by governmental agencies sustain the enor- 
mous grants of the public domain to railroad corporations, enormous 
duties levied upon all that the great mass of the people consume, enor- 
mous bounties to favored interests. Youcan not for any long period of 
time keep up the delusion that the twenty-five or fifty billions of ag- 
gregate wealth in this country is part of the heritage and possession of 
the poor laborer who creates itand gets but little of it in return. You 
have already by your policies, by your system of taking from one class 
of the community and giving to another, reduced the farming class of 
this country to that state of desperation which makes them ready by 
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any means almost to throw off the yoke which your policies have placed 
upon their necks, 
Che Senator from New Jersey just now told us that the 
this country were banding together and fixing 
} 


have aright todoit. We give $11 tothe manufacturer, to the capi 


talist, to make a ton of steel rails, and he gives ¢ t back tothe la- 
borers, They are not going to allow u hope they will not, at all 
events—much longer under the plea, the sham and false plea, of in 
creasing their wages to impose a tax of $11 out of which they re 
$1.54 only. 

Mr. President, I have always believed that the institution of privat 
property was an essential element of progress and civilization, and 1 
have always believed that communism and socialism, howeverspecious 


in appearance, end in ruin to the community that adopts them 

Mr. HAWLEY. That remark was a little contidential. I could 
not hear it all. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have stated that I always believed that socialism 
and communism were to be avoided. They are wrong They are the 
great enemies of civilization. I donot warn anybody; I have noright 
to warn people; but if this system of parentalism, which assumes tor 
the Government of this country to regulate the business, the lives, the 
fortunes of men, is continued, and if continued in the way that this 
bill proposes to continue it, it will produce a sentiment which will not 
be, I fear, healthful to our country. 

If people see that they are robbed, that they are pillaged, that they 
are taxed for the benefit of others; if they are kept in poverty, they 
and their families, in order that a few men, one hundred thousand men 
out of sixty-five millions, shall own half the wealth of this country, 
they will inquire, why can not the same governmental agencies which 
robbed them of their daily toil to give to the over-rich be emploved to 
take from the spoiler that which he has unjustly got ? 

I do not want to see that condition of things, Mr. President. I be- 
lieve, as I remarked, that the institution of private property, its sacred 
ness, its protection by law and by constitutional law, is a necessity for 
human advancement and human civilization. The history of the world 
proves it. But whilst that sentiment is strong in the American heart, 
you may, by authorizing by law, by legalizing the transfer of one man’s 
property to another, produce a sentiment which will not be healthful 
to American freedom and American institutions 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, twice during the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Grora! 








' 


long speech of the 
], to which if the Senate has 
not listened he hopes the country has, he made the statement that labor 


receives only $1.54 in the production of a ton of steel rails. When he 
first made that statement, I sought the floor toendeavor to correct him, 
because I supposed that he did not wish tosend to the country, that he 
fondly imagined was listening to him, a statement so fallacious and s 
incorrect that any school-boy of the United States ought to know it was 
fallacious and incorrect. He repeated it towards the end of his r 
marks, in that portion of them where he was representing the manu 
facturers as making such enormous profits. Did he believe it? Does 
he believe that of the entire cost of the preduction of a ton of steel 
rails in this country labor gets only $1.54? 
with believing it even at the expense of wh 
intelligence. 

A ton of steel rails from the time the ore lies sleeping in the ground 
until the time the finished rail is turned out he would have us believ 
only yields to labor $1.54, when the common price is from $29 to $30 a 
ton. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. May I interrupt the Senator 

Mr. PLATT. Iam not going to be interrupted. I know the value 
of time in this Senate. I know how almost criminal it is for anybody 
to attempt to use any of the time in refuting the wild and reckless 
statements made on the other side of this Chamber. 

Any Senator knows that the larger proportion by far of the cost oi 
the production of steel rails is in labor—labor from the time it has com- 
menced to dig the ore out of the ground to the time when the rall is 
sent to market. And any Senator knows that if the cost of pro- 
ducing steel rails is $24 per ton, as stated in the tables of the Commis- 
sioner of Labor, not only $1.54, but more than ten times that, is to be 
reckoned in the labor-cost of the production. I want, once for all, to 
settle this thing. It bas been settled over and over again by peop 
familiar with the business, of the Senator’s own political faith and « 
his own view on the subject of protection. 

Hon. Abram 8S. Hewitt in the House of Representatives not many 
years ago put his foot upon this misrepresentation in a way that ought 
to have been remembered by Democratic Senators, and they ought not 


I am obliged to credit him 


i 
to attempt to carry the idea to the people of this country, the labor 
of this country, that there is any such small, fractional, infinitesimal! 
quantity of the cost of the production of a ton of steel rails in lal 
only. 


In Septem be r, 1888, steel rails sold for $28.50. The average whol 
sale price for the year 18883 was $29.83. In 1888 the Cleveland Roll 
ing Mill Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, submitted a statement of the 
amount which they paid for labor in the manufacture of a ton of steel 
rails, they mining the ore and treating the ore until it was turned 
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out in the finished product. That statement was submitted by a 
Senator, Hon. Henry B. PAYNE, of Ohio, to the Finance Committee of 
the sate, and, if I am not incorrectly informed, he is a member or is 
{ n this establishment. At any rate, he knew whether it 

true or not He must have known. Now, I want 

tatement. rhe statement is to be found in part 3 of 


ff Testimony, Committee on Finance, United States Senate,1888.’’ | 


; 
‘ ws 
loilows 


rn 


i ore 
ron irom ore 
| rails from pig-iron 


yn of one ton of steel rails 
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| times as large as Connecticut. 


| 


| Ol manulacturing. 


Aveust 2, 


it was a little aggravating when the figures are so extraordinary. I am 
amazed that the gentleman should challenge any comparison. 

rhe area of Mississippi is 46,810 square miles; of Connecticut, 4,990, 
Mississippi has nine times as much—nearly ten times. It is over nine 
I suppese from what I have heard it 
has a good deal of wealth in its soil and in its trees. It is capable of 
supporting a very much larger population. There is noreason, I judge 
from the extent of its water-power, why it should not have something 
Well, the population of little Connecticut was ten 


years ago 622,700. It is now nearly 740,000, The population of Mis- 


| sissippi by the census of 1880 ws 1,131,597, very nearly twice as large 


else amounted to $110,682,129. 


an agricultural State without manufactories practically. The value of 
he lands of this agricultural State nine times as large as ours was ove! 
2,000,000, while ours was $121,063,910—$29,000,000 more. 

The total value of all the property of Mississippi was $110,682,129 

the whole of it put down for taxation; lands, factories, and everything 


Connecticut, assessed reasonably, at 


‘ 
‘ 


"| perhaps seven-tenths of its market value, was $327,177,385—three 


itors on the other side stand up and endeavor to convey 

idea to the country that the labor-cost is only $1.54. 
BLAIR. Will one ton of pig-iron make one ton of steel rails? 
Mr. PLATT. Let megetthrough withthis. Thestatement continues: 


Paid for materials andtr: rtatio 


j 1 On Sane 


ess the cost of labor), such 


| times as rich as Mississippi. 


Besides that, here are the manufactures 


| of Mississippi; they are largely saw-mills; a few hundred thousand 


dollars of cotton products, and a little of wool—in all $7,518,302;.while 


| the products of the manufactures of Connecticut amounted to $185, - 


ns piewel, coke, coal, oi 18, wanister, clay, brick, etc. $7.67 | 


It will be noticed that in each of these there is labor which is not in- 
cluded in the labor-cost of the production of a ton of steel rails, 


Pota tof one ton of steel rails manufactured from Lake Superior ores, 
> 


| by somebody as to how they are being robbed. 


The market price at the time that statement was furnished was | 


$28.50, or a dollar less than the actual cost of its manufacture. The 
average price during 1888 was $29.83, or 33 cents. per ton of steel rails 
more than the cost of manufacture. 

Now, Mr. President, what a commentary this is upon the talk first in- 
jected into the message of Grover Cleveland, which has been the stock 


in trade of all free-traders since, about the immense profits of mann- | 


facturers ! 

Mr. HAWLEY. I havelistened with a good deal of surprise to most 
of the remarks made by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEoRGE]. 
Kut I think that I have heard something very much like them before, 
and they received quite conclusive contradiction, combined with in- 
struction, apparently without any effect. Itis very singular, when we 
retiect upon his history and the history of his State, that he should tell 
us with so much solemnity and with an apparent appearance of entire 
sincerity that we of the North are living upon a volcano, and that if 
we continue to roh the laboring man and take a large fraction of his 
wealth to put into the coffers of the rich, etc., we may expect—and then 
the solemnity of the shake of his head and forefinger was such that I 
saw before me the horrors of San Domingo. 

Does he wish to go to Mississippi? He is quite welcome in Con- 
necticut—quite welcome to come and supplement the negro minstrels 
with that kind of amusement before our people; but I wonder if he 
thinks it worth while to go down into Mississippi where a large por- 
tion of the population is not so well instructed in their social condition 
und rights and preach that doctrine. 

ile said something like this: It is a query whether all this wealth 

ing that one hundred thousand people own more than half the 
whole wealth of the nation) is not a part of the heritage of the laboring 
ran, and whether heis not entitled to hisshare. He compels me to re- 
member that it is but a short time since the majority of the people of 
Mississippi were slaves and had been for a hundred years, more or less; 
and suppose they now—unless the statute of limitations has run against 
then hould declare that the wealth of Mississippi belongs to the 
black men who earned it, what would become of the white man who 
went about Mississippi preaching that doctrine there ? 

I invite him to go with his communism where we live, but I warn 
him that it is not healthy to preach such things at his home. When 
he rnns from State to State and takes just the blacksmith or engineer, 
he finds that in one place 6ne gets $1.25 and another gets $2.50, but he 
us nothing. He gives us no information, One engineer of 
twenty years’ experience runs a 1,000-horse-power engine in a mill 
where 2,000 people are at work. He isa man of skill, ability, and in- 
tellizgence, often worthy to sit in this place, well informed on all these 
questions, and if he does not get $5 or $8 a day he does not get all he is 
worth 


teaches 


Another is a boy of 21, running a 15-horse-power engine in a saw- 
mill, and glad to get his board and $10a month for a part of the year, 
and he knows just as well as we do the difference in wages and in time 
between men at different times and different places. That matter 
makes nothing. Ido not think he isa judge of these things. He 
provokes me toask him what blacksmiths were worth, what they used 
to be worth—blacksmiths, carpenters, shoemakers, and all that class— 
in old times in the South. They were worth anywhere from $600 to 
$2,000, according to their skill. They were the skilled mechanics of 
the South, these black men who are fit for very little now in the judg- 
ment of some of these gentlemen. ~ 

The Senator referred in a half courteous way to Connecticut, and yet 


697,211. Divide1s85 by 7 and you find that we have something like 
twenty-six times as much product in little Connecticut as they have in 
Mississippi, or had in 1880. 

Then the Senator from Mississippi thinks we have a class of people 
who are almost ready to cut our throats if they could only be informed 
I suppose gentle- 
men do mean something of that kind. Isuppose they fancy there isa 
shadow of truthin it. I know of some cures effected upon some peo- 
ple having such ideas by a fortnight’s travel in New England; and I 
invite the Senator from Mississippi to come there. I will entertain 
him if he comes there, and take him to my hotel and my office, and 
take him about Connecticut, and ten days will answer the purpose, and 
he will never make such a speech as that again. 

A third of our people have money inthe savings-banks. They have 
nearly as much as all the property of Mississippi is assessed for. . It 
lacks five millions of it. Our people have $105,000,000 in the savings- 
banks of the State, which almost equals the total of what all Missis- 
sippi is worth under oath for taxation purposes—$110,000, 000. 

Are our citizens who have this money laid by the people who want 
insurrection and by whom we are threatened with communism and 
socialism? Every man who has $100 in the savings-bank is under 
bonds to keep the peace, and he will have peace, and he will have none 
of the robbery the gentleman speaks of when there is to be a division. 
He has got his cottage, and he lives comfortably, and he sends his chil- 
dren to good schools—for they are all free there—he goes to church like 
a good citizen, he attends public meetings, he hears all the political 
speeches, he reads at least onedaily paper. 

You can not preach socialism there. There is no home for it. The 
seed will not sprout. We know what we are and we know what we 
can do, and we are not afraid. Tell our people anything you please. 
You can find no commonwealth, you can find nothing that surpasses it 
in industry, in intelligence, in wholesome progress, on those rocky hills 
and strips of fertile valley. We have agriculture worth far more than 
his, and we have twenty-six times the value of manufactured products, 
ete., according to the figures I have recited to you. 

Now, why will the gentleman make aspeech full of all these insinu- 
ations that there is a great, rich class of robber barons in New England 
who are taking a big toll out of the poor, ignorant people around them ? 
And he warns us against the horrors of San Domingo and the French 
Revolution ! 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY] a few moments since said the Senator from 
Mississippi had treated his State with half courtesy in speaking of it. 
The Senator from Mississippi extended largely more courtesy to the 
State of the Senator from Connecticut than the colleague ot that Sen- 
ator [Mr. PLATT] extended to me when I attempted to interrupt him 
a moment to call attention to what I will nowask the attention of the 
Senate to consider. I did not intend to enter into this branch of the 
discussion, but I hold in my hand House Miscellaneous Document No. 
222, Filty-first Congress, first session, a report made by the Commis- 
sioner of Labor, Hon. Carroll D. Wright, to the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In what year? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is dated July 1, 1890. 

Mr. CULLOM. A preliminary report ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. A preliminary report; but when the De- 
partment of Labor was established, this, amongst other things, was 
prescribed by law, 


Sxrc. 7. That the Commissioner of Labor, in accordance with the general de- 
sign and duties referred to in section | of this act, is specially charged to ascer- 
tain, at as early a date as possible, and whenever industrial changes shall make 
it essential, the cost of producing articles at the time dutiable in the United 
States, in leading countries where such articles are produced, by fully specified 
units of production, and under a classification showing the different e! ents 
of cost, or approximate cost, of such articles of production, including the wages 
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t said in such industries per day, week, month, or year, or by the piece; and | ate now by referring to it, but I had marked some } es t [ in- 
t aot employed per day ; and ee ae a tended to make reference to hereafter —ergoeniy = Siemens : 
i of such articles; and the comparative _ c ig, an ind © ; ig. 1 Sten denis Dieieeesh neal Oienaen, oes a = sensed 
On page 35 of this report, the official report made by Mr. Wright, 4 | in the northern part of the | 1 the southern 
2 Massachusetts man, I believe, anda man who is eminent in this coun part of the United States, anu ; 1. i 
E try from his accurate and thorough investigations, and under the in Great Britain - ' awe , ofa 
a solemnities of his oath, we find this as the report of ‘‘ elements of cost | ton of ron is $1 , ' i 
1 in 1 ton of steel rails.’’ In the first mill, which is situated in the | jy that mill is $1.19. In the first tiene te 1 , sin 
northern part of the United States, we fin the total cost per ton is | jg paid in that m $3.5 I wn t 
$24.79 and the labor-cost is set down by Mr. Wright at $1.54, a state- | you will find that the av ‘ t 
; ment which the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], who first ad- | $1.50 for the productior t g 
it dressed the Senate, assured the Senate and the country that noschool- | eost at the mines. the i 
‘ 4 boy would believe. Thatstatement of $1.54 is marked ‘‘a 1ich | mill. the method of hand ; aie 
3 refers to a note at the bottom of the page, and that note reads things that enter into the pi 
: The cost for labor is drawn from pay-roll and is exact, but the costs for all Chen the pr ‘3 t ets 
- other purposes are estimate : . ction of st 
‘ And vet we have the Senator from Connecticut assuring the Se: pig-iron is $14 a l av ne t ent 
and t! e country, and refusing to allow an interruption for the purpose it $1. vr labor, and yet To ee 
; of calling attention to a fact, that no school-boy could be made to be- | enable these people to pa ‘ d 
: lieve a statement so absurd, a statement made by Mr. Wright, as [| in Lurope. ‘They 0 in 
: have just said, officially and in pursuance of a duty imposed upon him | the United States for ours, a y a tax of $6.7 n- 
: by Congress. I imagine that there are not many people who would | ufacturer to pay the : its 1 where . ? 
5 hesitate for a moment in deciding whether this could be relied upon you deduct from 72 % it of the tax, tl ) cents 
4 or not. I know the answer will be made that this does not include the | ence in labor, where does the other $6.12 go So ly ist g 
total cost from the ore in the mine to its being rolled out in the rolling [t seems to me it y be accounted fe 1 the w suggested by the 
mill. Everybody understands that. Senator from Mississippi | Mr. GkorGe] and by the Senator from In 
7 The direction to Mr. Wright was to ascertain and give this cost, | diana [Mr. Voornres] the other day. ButIw detain the Sen 
; and the cost is given, and given in detail, on the preceding page, and | ate by calling attention to these t s, but I « it to call attention 
he gives the location of the mills in a general way, so that they can | to one matter. We have under consideration the pottery schedule. 
* not be especially identified. The total quantity of the material used | We have heard all these stories about t : t 
; in the mill to which I have referred is 4,868 tons of steel in ingots Mr. EDMUNDS. Before the Ser yr leaves the steel-ra : I 
: and the cost and the production, and in the next table he gives the | should like to inquire if I understand him—lIl am not going into an 
; gross cost of the material, then the valueof scrap, cinder, and so forth, | argument about it—as meaning to say that the amount of labor in the 
; then the net cost, then the cost of labor, officials, and clerks, fuel, sup- | final production from the beginning to the end of a ton of steel 3 
’ plies, repairs, and taxes—all estimated, all fullowed up fully, except | that is worth twenty-nine or thirty dollars, is only $1.54. 
& the labor which is used in making the product, the steel-rail manu- Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I regret exceedingly that my friend from 
3 facture from steel ingots, which labor cost is given exactly. Vermont has not read this report. Iam satisfied it would be of in 
, In this same report we do not have to go very far back to find how | finite value to him if he would givesometime and attention toit. The 
3 much labor there is in a ton of stee] ingots; and the number of tons of | statement in the report—I am simply referring to Mr. Wright’s 
* steel ingots necessary to produce a yviven ton of steel rails is given in | port—is that a steel-rail manufacturer, taking the material from the 
E this first report which I have, and the proportion of steel ingots is | time he begins to use it ur the tir i rns it out as a steel rail, 
2 given on another page, and the cost is $21 per ton, and the labor paid | pays in the first mill $1.54 a ton to labor. That does not include a 
‘ for the production of the steel ingot is $1.92 per ton. So after all | few cents paid to superintende: etc. The raw materia! of his labor 
% there does not seem to me to be such a monstrous absurdity involved | is steel ingots in the first place. He begins with them. There are oil 
5 in the statement made by the Senator from Mississippi. and fuel and other things which enter into the composition to make it 
Bat while weare on this subject it will not be amiss toconsidersome | up. I have just called the attention to what amount ibor 1 ! 
other points. We have been assured always, we have been assured to- | volved in the production of a ton of steel ingots that « 3 from t 
day, and we were assured yesterday in the course of the discussion, | ore, and that shows that a ton of steel ingots paid about $1.92 for 
that the purpose of protection was simply to put our manufacturers on labor. 





a level with the European manufacturers. The Senator from Iowa Mr. EDMUNDS. 


[Mr. ALLISON | said he desired to give our manufacturers a slight ad- | friend (for he is a financierand I am not), whether he means to say tl 
vantage, a little advantage over the others. the whole amount of labor that appears in a ton of steel ra ut 
believe the present duty upon a ton of steel rails is $17.92. This | worth $29 or $30, is $1.54, or is there something more? 
é bill proposes to make the great reduction of bringing it down to $11.20 Mr. JONES, of Arkansa Mr. President, I said nothing of the 
; a ton. The purpose of this is to equalize the cost of labor in the | The Senator from Vermont certainly can not misunderstand what I 
; production of these steel rails between our mills and those of the | have just stated, but [ will state it again. The cost toa manutact 
3 European manufacturer. There are two mills in the northern district | urer of steel rails for the production of a ton of steel rails in mill No. 
of the United States reported in this report of Mr. Wright, and their | 1, according to Carroll D. Wright's report, from his raw material, that 
product was 4,332 tons and 113,460 tons, respectively, in the year for | is to say, every steel billet which he buys to be transposed into 1 
’ which the report was made. In the same report are five or six mills | together with his fuel, labor, superintendence, etc., and all that the labor 
which are located on the continent of Europe, and two located in | costs him in that work is $1.54 per ton of steel rails. 
4 Great Britain. The amountof labor-cost perton in the two American Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, then, if the Senator will pardon me, if 
, mills is $1.54 and $1.38. The labor-cost in the European millsin th will take that very table w I have read and studied in my hur 
first is $1.04, the second is $2.51, the third is$4.64, the fourth is $2.58, | northern arithmetic way, if he will look at the cost of material 
the next is $2.68, the next is $2.97, the next is $2.01. it starts with the ingot or billet. or whatever you call it the 
In not a single foreign mill except one is the labor-cost in the pro- | ber of tons that is stated in establishment No. 1 that é 
duction of steel rails not above the labor-cost in the United States: and | whole report, and see how 1 . e up in v from 
q more money is paid, taking the raw material as the same, and they | to the rail, and then make the proportion of 1 
are treated exactly on the same basis, and in Great Britain they pay | leaving ont all other kinds « abor 1 ent » it, and tell me 
$2.54 a ton in one mill and $1.36 a ton in the other mill which is | the proportion that labor has got out of that amount, then we shall hav 
given; and to compensate for the difference between the $1.54 which yme information, and I shall give the Senator until Monday to tel! me. 
is paid to our laborers and the $4.64 which is paid in one of the Euro- Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I do not want three minutes to t } 
‘ pean mills, we impose a tax under the present law of $17.92 and pro- | Senator what the report shows. Among other things, I will tell him 
‘ pose now to reduce that to $11.20 a ton, simply to enable our manu- | there are different establishments numbered 1, etc., in this report, and 
facturers to pay higher wages than are paid in Europe; and this is the | No. 1 relating to the produ 1 of pig-iron is not the No. 1 that pro 
way they avail themselves of that great and patriotic privilege ! | duces steel rails, and my friend, the Senator from Vermont, h all 
This seems to me a strong argument to sustain the position assumed | his distinguished ability, has studied this table to very little purpose 
by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGe] and the Senator from | it he has not got that far along 
Kansas [Mr. PLumB]. If this law is for the purpose of enabling the} Mr. EDMUNDS. I have got that far along. But take establish 
men who do this work to get this pay; if the people of the United | ment No. 1 in the northern « t of the United States, which runs 


States are to be taxed $11.20 upon a ton of steel rails for the purpose 


from the mine to the rail, and 
of enabling the manufacturers to pay higher rates of wages, they ought 


you take the labor in each one under 


the head of labor alone, and go down to the last process from the 
to be compelled to pay them to their operatives. They get the protec- | ingot to the rail, and see how much the material cost has been increased 
tion under false pretenses; it does not go where the law intended it | by turning the ingot into the rail, you will find that the laborer has 
should go. ] 


; got nearly one-half of all that gain. 
This report is full of useful information. I will not detain the Sen- Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. By reference to the table I will succeed 
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and attention. ‘The first table of the cost of the production of steel | they ought not to differ about. 
iils in various establishments in the United States begins with the es- Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, So the Senator from Vermont arrives at 
iblishment No. 1, and its locality is in the northern district of the | the conclusion which was stated by the Senator from Mississippi, and 
lL nited State The terminal dates are from July 15, 1888,to July 27, | which statement was followed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
*. The days of running time are given, then the description, the | PLATT] with an assurance to the Senate and the country that there 
tandard, and the tons produced, 4,582, tons, or 398 tons per day. | was noschool-boy who did not have more sense than to believe that the 
’ s nothing in this report, taking these things back to the orig- | whole of the labor-cost of the manufacture of @ ton of steel rails in 
ine, showing anything about the cost of the production of the | one of these mills was $1.54. 
| ingot ‘rom the mines, but there is a table on a prior page Mr. EDMUNDS. Not atall.. The Senator either does not or does 
Ir. EDMUNDS. Now, if the Senator will take that very table— | not wish to understand me. 
for surely we do not want to misrepresentor misunderstand each other— Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I certainly understood you that way. 
{the Senator will take that table and see how much those 4,382 tons, | Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will see, if he will look at the table, 
r whatever the number of tons was, cost for material in the ingot and | that you start with so many tons of steel rails to be produced and that 
billet, and how much came out to be in steel rails, and then ap- | the cost at the start is so much; that the value of the product when 
ortion his $1.54 a ton,he willsee how much labor got out of that proc- | it comes out isso much. You have made a gain altogether in that 
33 of the gain that was made from the cost at the start to the rail | process of somuch. Now, if you divide that by the number of tons 
hat was made, an! then I think he will modify his statement very | of steel rails you produce, you have got the cost per ton in that process. 
largely | Now, in that gain of $2 or whatever it isin the Senator’s own 
Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. I will not modify my statement at all, | table—and that is perfectly correct—shows that inside of $3 the mere 
for I am entirely familiar with it. I stated it fairly at first. My mis- | labor alone, leaving out all the incidental labor but the manual work- 
fortune is that the distinguished Senator from Vermont has not listened | men by the day, is $1.54 out of the $2 or whatever it is that is gained 
to what I said. I said in the first place that the raw material of the | per ton. We ought not to differ about that. 
steel-rail manufacture was the steel ingot, and the labor-cost of making Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have not taken a pencil and divided 
.ton of steel rails, beginning with the ingots as raw material, was | the $108,669 by the number of tons produced, nor have I divided the 
$1.54. The Senator from Mississippi stated nothing to the contrary. | $6,748, paid to labor, by the number of tons to find the amount paid 
Then I showed in a few hurried words the amount of labor involved | to labor per ton, but Mr. Carroll D. Wright is a man of eminent 
in producing a ton of steel ingots made in mil] No. 1, which is not | ability, and in his table just below he says, ‘‘ Elements of cost in 1 
the same mill No. 1 that relates to the production ofa ton of steel | ton.’’ So he has made these figures, he has made these calculations, 
rails from a ton of steel ingots, where the value is $21.57 and the 1a- | and he figures out the cost, first, of the gross material as $22.21, the 
bor involved is $1.92. | value of scrap, cinder, etc., taken from that is $1.10, leaving net cost 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— of materials $21.11 for a single ton, and on Mr. Wright’s own calcula- 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator will allow me to get through | tion leaving $1.54 paid for labor for a single ton. 
with this statement, and I beg of him to follow me until I finish it, The amounts paid to officials and clerks are not reported, but the 
and I am satisfied that he will see that lam not mistaken. Going back | amount for fuel is $1.10, and repairs $1, taxes 5 cents, and the total is 
to the table just preceding that, I will take the cost of labor in the pro- | $24.79 per ton, of which $1.54 is labor. 
luction of pig-iron and the total cost in No. 1 is $23.16; the cost of Ja- Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but where is the material he starts with to 
hor is given at $3.58 per ton, and in the next item the cost is $15.20 | make his rail from the ingot? 
per ton, and the labor-cost paid is $1.19, and as I said awhile ago, when Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Twenty-two dollars and twenty-one cents 
I first got up, the general cost of the labor in American mills is about | pays for all that. 
$1.50 a ton in the production of pig-iron. | Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly. Therefore the difference between the 
Then when you make the billets of steel from the pig-iron, the labor- | ingot and the rail is about $2.75, and labor gets $1.54, exactly what my 
cost per ton of a billet of stecl is $1.92. Then when that is made and | computation is in the table. 
it goes to the iron mill the labor-cost to make that into an iron rail is Mr. JONES, of Arkansaz. The estimate is not the value of the rail: 
$1.54. This follows it absolutely from where itismined inthe ground, | the estimate is the cost of the rail. When you figure up the amount 
including transportation by water or rail, the cost of limestone, the | of money the manufacturer pays for his ingots, then for his fuel, and 
cost of fuel, the cost of labor, and every other item that enters into it, | then for repairs, supplies, and taxes, then you put down the amount 
and there is no difficulty in figuring it out. But that does not vary | of labor, and that is all he has paid for labor, and he has got a rail that 
ihe statement made by the Senator from Mississippi, and it does not | has cost him $24.79 a ton, and the total amount that he has paid for 
impeach the statement made by Mr. Wright. | labor is $1.54. 
in the beginning you put a tax of $6.72 a ton on pig-iron to protect Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, but I hope my distinguished friend will not 
that. Then you have a tariff on steel billets to protect them, and then | forget—he has gone through the first four rules of arithmetic—that 
a tax is put upon the iron rails to protect them. Wherever there is | that steel rail that comes at that much begins with the cost that is back 
. change in the value you have a tariff to protect it, and I think you | of all the labor that is put on it out of the $21 and odd, and it comes out 
will find at least ten times as much of protection in every item as labor | at a gross value of $23 or $24; that is, the process has made two or 
vets. three or four dollars. Nov, in that process, mere manual labor is paid 
he idea that the Senator from Mississippi had and the idea that the | over a dollar and a half out of the three gained. 
Senator from Kansas had was to insist that i we levy taxes upon this Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. And that is all. 
country for the purpose of benefiting labor, it is our duty to see to it Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the laborer in that performance with his 
that labor gets the benefit and that the manufacturers shall not under | employer has got half of all there was to be got out of that operation. 
\ false pretense appropriate nine-tenths of what was intended for labor. Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. He has got $1.54 for his labor, and the 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, will my friend allow me? manufacturer has not paid another cent for labor, and that was what 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Certainly. the Senator from Mississippi begun by stating, and what the Senator 


in showing the Senator that he has not read this with his usual care | matter of arithmetic which if two gentlemen will take time to figure 
| 
i 
' 





| 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam sure my friend is sincere, and either he is | from Connecticut said was absurd. There is no profit counted in this. 
very much wrong or | am; but pages 34 and 35, which are all one table | This is figuring up the cost of a ton of steel rails and the cost of the 
right across, show under No, 1 that the total amount of the tons of | material and labor; and when you take out all the material the labor 
steel rails prodaced was 4,382 in eleven days running time, or 398 tons | is left, and the total amount that the hard-handed man who does the 
aday. ‘The cost of material, ingots or whatever, was $97,360; the | work in the mill gets is $1.54 for the ton of steel rails that has been 
value of scrap, etc., $4,860, taken out leaves the net cost $92,500. | made. You can not cipher it away; you can not avoid it or get away 
Labor is put at $6,748; fuel $4,820, which, I take it, includes some | from it; it is inevitable. These figures are made by a man who un- 
labor, but I leave thatoutnow. The total outcome is $108,669 of rails, | derstands his business, and I presume there is no dodging them. But 
got out of gross $97,360 worth of ingots. I began by stating 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. How much was paid to labor ? Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senatora question in the line he 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lread it just as it is. The total number was | is now pursuing? 

,382 tons; paid for labor, $6,748. Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That is correct. Mr. McPHERSON, Let me ask the Senator what that $22.21 rep- 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, if the Senator will just be kind enough to | resented? Did it not represent the material? 
take his pencil and take the total outcome in the last column of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Precisely. 
$108,069 for these 4,382 tons and take out the $92,748 which is the net Mr. McPHERSON. Wasnotthat material made by American labor ? 
after taking out the val ue of the scraps, ete., $92,500—— | It certainly was not British material. It was not material found on 

Mr. PLATT. Ninety-two thousand seven hundred an@ forty-eight | the continent of Europe. It was made by coke and the coke was mined 
dollars. | in the United States and made here. Now, sir, did it not represent 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He will find he has got left $15,921. Now, then, | every particle of cost and every particle of protection afforded in every 
if he will divide that by 4,382, the number of tons, he will find that | tariff bill up to the time you got the $22 a ton? 
the total gain from the ingot to the rail is $2.774 of which labor on the Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly, because he bought it in the 
ton, as stated below, gets $1.54—mere manual labor alone. That isa | open market and paid for every item of cost, 








1890. 





Sut we were discussing this scheduleof pottery and glass ware, and 
while we were talking about these things, and while the Senator from 
Ohio was assuring the Senate that this industry needed more prote: 
tion, my eye fell upon a telegram in to-day’s New York Herald which 
[ thought ought to throw some light on this question, and which con- 
veyed information that ought to be borne in mind by the Senate. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] said yesterday, when the 
proposition came up to reduce these rates of duty, that nobody ob- 
jected, nobody protested except now and then a man who was here 
but the manufacturers who are deriving great benefit from these taxes 
come to your committtee-room furnishing documents for use as argo 
ments and which Senators read to the Senate. These people about 
whom we are talking and who have been taxed, and taxed outra- 
geously, are not here and are not represented by attorneys, They are at 
home. finding it difficultenough to make a living. They have not got 
enough to come here, but they have in the innocence of their hearts 
imagined that when a man came to the Senate of the United States and 
when with uplifted hand in the presence of Almighty God he swore to 
perform his duties under the Constitution, the interests of a man so 
poor and humble as to be unable tocome here wou!d not be overlooked 
even if he could not be here or send an attorney to represent him in 
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the committee-room. But this intelligence comes to us by a fearless | 


press and by intelligent investigation, and while we were talking about 
increasing this tax on crockery and glass ware my eye fell on this arti- 
cle I have in my hand, which I will read: 


By telegraph to the Herald 


FINDLAY, O10, August | 

From the president of the Belfaire Goblet Works, of this city, I received th 
information to-day that an English syndicate has purchased and made the first 
payment on all the tableware glass-houses in the United States, and that the 
transfer of the property is to be made on December 10. The price paid wil! 
average $100,000 for each factory. or abotit $3,500,000 for the entire purchase 

The factories sold are the Bellaire Goblet Works, the Columbia, the Mode! 
the Findlay Flint, and the Dalzell, of Findlay; tro in Fostoria, twoin T ’ 
two in Wheeling, W. Va.; two in Martin's Ferry, Ohio; one in East Liverpool, 
Ohio; one in Beaver Falls, Pa.; one in New Brighton, Pa.; two in Greensburgh, 
Pa.; one in Uniontown, Pa.; two in Tarentum, Pa.; twoin Homestead, Pa.; and 
ten in Pittsburgh. 

It is the purpose of this syndicate to shut down such factorivs as are local in 
districts where fuel is the principal item of expense, and increase the capacity 
of those works where fuel is purely a nominal consideration. There will be 
little or no change in the management ot these houses, 

It is the opinion of the gentleman from whom I obtained the foregoing infor 
mation that as soon as the syndicate comes into possession of its property 
which virtually controls the entire production of glass tableware west of the 
Alleghanies—the price will be at once advanced, and glassware within six 
months will be higher in this country than it has been for years 

Inquiry at the factories here regarding the stock on hand discloses the fact 
that there is but little extra finished ware in the salesrooms and that the new 
combine will have to begin filling orders at the advanced schedule as soon as 
they come into possession of their property. 

Another syndicate 's trying to buy up all the window-glass houses. 


SY) 


When we are, on the high authority of the New York Herald, as- 
sured that the president of one of these companies has sold out toa 


lize the manufacture, to increase the cost of this necessary ware upon 
every humble household in the land, surely we should pass some such 
amendment as the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas or 
some such amendment as that proposed by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
GEORGE], in discussing the bill under consideration, objected to it be- 
cause the effect of the existing legislation, and to a greater extent the 
effect of the proposed legislation, is the transfer of a very large part of 
the property of the country by operation of law, without price or con- 
sideration, from the masses of the people toa few persons, making those 
few very rich while it is steadily and certainly impoverishing the great 
masses of the people. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], who is usually fair 
and just in his treatment of public questions, supposed he had answered 
this proposition by showing how much richer, how much more pros- 
perous the State of Connecticut was than the State of Mississippi. 

My understanding of the question is that what the Senator {rom 
Mississippi was objecting to was that Connecticut was made so much 
more prosperous by being a manufacturing State and enjoying the 
benefits of this class of legislation, while the Senator from Mississippi 
was representing substantially an agricultural State which was bearing 
the burdens ot this class of legislation by which the State represented 
by the Senator from Connecticut was being enriched. 

Mr. President, whenever arguments are made here by those who 
represent the mass of the people of this country, by those who repre 
sent the agriculture and the labor of the country, by those who repre- 
sent the toilers and wealth-makers of the country, we are answered 
either by technical arguments, or by references more or less contemptu- 
ous to the condition of impoverished communities of this country and 
a comparison of their condition with that of other communities in a 
more prosperous condition. 
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Up to that time the wealth « this country wast eequa 
uted among the people than in any ot neath the { 
to that time the « t of t i bv labor. e 
prise, and capital was more equ I ed the American ‘ 
than anywhere else, so far as my knowledge goes ther in modern o1 
inclient times. Since that time i wit 1 the last thirty ur 
class of men have acquired for es nging I n » two 
hundred million dollars apiece 
Mr. Pres dent. how did this « iho Was t} 
equal laws, of just legislatio ( it $100,000,000 if you « 
agine, if you can, any man trying to earn the tenth part of HO) } 
by fair enterprise, by successful enterp not in } 
bility without the aid of accidental circumstances r class ation 
to make any such sums of money 
When we come to the inquiry how these vas tunes are ule we 
have only to go to the legislation of Congress to tind the reason for 
Vast subsidies to railroads; the transfer of countless m s by ] 
tective tariffs, syndicates, trusts, combinations of capital against lat» 
for the purpose of extorting extrao! linary prices for given article 
commerce, 
These are the means, to a large extent, by which these imm 
unes have been made; these are the means by which this vast 
ity in the condition of the pe yple of ti country is been 1} l 
| these are the means which have loaded down the farmers of this coun- 
try with mortgages and debt; these are the means which have ir 
erished even the far s New Englan ¥ re they are b! th 
the advantages of this class legislation for their manufactu thre 
are the means which have loaded down with debt and mortgaces 1 
farmers of Pennsylvania, a great and prosperous State given er to 
protection; these are the means which have made the whole West al 
most a land of mortgaged farms; these are the means which ha 
large an extent impoverished the great mass of the people so that they 


| ionaires multiplied by millionaires. 


} Iunism. 


| Government to throw the wealth of this country into the hands of 
British syndicate, when we are warned that the purpose is to monopo- | 


are no longer able to pay their debts, and, with the hardest stru 
they can make, find it difficult tosupport themselves and their fami 
While this is so, we find in the localities where manufacturing is car 


ried on fortunes piled upon fortunes, wealth piled upon wealth, mil 


lee 


The Senator from Mississippi 
deprecated communism; the Senator from Connecticut deprecated com- 
When the country is given over to a class who use the Gov 
ernment as an Instrument to enrich the few by impoverishing the many 
we have reached the most dangerous phase of communism, and, unfort 
unately in this as in other cases known to history, the men who are 
reaping the advantages of class legislation will neither listen to reason 
nor to argument, but answer them with contempt. 

Mr. President, the royal family of France, the nobility of | 


rance 
the priesthood of France before 1792 conld never be made to hear 
son. They oppressed, impoverished, and degraded the French peop! 


The cries of the people were not heard. Gentlemen who are using thi 


few persons, to throw the estimated sixty-one billions of dollars of 
| wealth, as suggested by the Senator trom Colorada [Mr. TELLER ], into 


the hands of one hundred thousand men had better read history and 
take someof its warnings tothemselves. They had better look at eur 
rent facts in this country to-day, and see that agriculture and labor are 
organizing themselves toassert their rights, and when gentlemen havé 
driven this class of our people to desperation they will find that human 


| beings and votes count more than dollars, even if they are counted | 


| t 
| portions of the country that it isnecessary, while theirobjects were not 


Mr. President, up to 1860 there were very few men, in fact I believe | 


there were but two in this country,whose fortunes were valued by 
millions—Stephen Girard and John Jacob Astor. If there were others, 
I do not remember them. 


| 
i 
i 
' 


| conditions sometimes imposed upon them. While much may 


millions. 


The people who are making these organizations, as a class, have fe] 


originally political, to assert political power by selecting men who will 
take care of their interests. They may make blunders; they may urge 
propositions thatare unreasonable in some cases, but they are u 
many propositions which are founded in truth and justice and just 
government, and they realize the necessity of sustaining these pr 
tions, and I warn gentlemen that they will be heard upon these 
sitions. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question 

Mr. REAGAN. 





] suppose I shall have to vield to the Sena 


li 
New Hampshire. 
Mr. BLAIR. I wish to ask the Senator if the Southern Confed 
was not founded upon free trade and human slavery 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I do not choose to go into the dis- 
cussion of the subject of the war with the Senator. The Southern Con- 
federacy, if it had a special ground for foundation, was the ertion 


of the constitutional rights of the people and of the States and the 
preservation and protection of the Constitution given to them by the 
fathersof the Republic against their revolutionary overthrow by a majo 

ity in this country, a revolutionary party ) 


But I will not gointo that 
with the gentleman now. 


I know the spirit of power, the pride of successful strength, and I 
know the Senator from New Hampshire like others is prepared to charge 
everything that has gone wrong to the defeated and the weak Phat 


is their privilege. The defeated and the weak must accept the hard 


be done 


to pervert the public judgment and to subvert the truth of history, to 
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the Senator must remember that this country bas a 
ry He must remember that there will bea future 
nd that that future may have its Macaulay who in 


| probably do justice to a people which they can not ex- | 


y any person at this time, 

come back to the view I was dwelling upon. Gentle- 
i it they can not answer the cries of poverty 
bowing how rich their communities are and 
Chat but aggravates and 

lhat is the very thing we are combat 
ibled persons to produce this inequality 
Ot course, in the case of the two States 
t by the Senator from Connecticut, Con- 

Mississippi was being denuded of her 
ed to the lowest depths of poverty, Connecticut was 
th Connecticut, is a young State, while 
sperous State, with an intelligent, enter- 
and no one would, certainly at least I would 

1 the enterprise and intelligence and worth 
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re 
| 
| 
| 


adds a new sting | 


| hardly think it is gracious for her representatives to | 


neighbors, differently situated, with a poverty which they 
to prevent, with circumstances over which they had no 
has seemed to me that there ought to be a ieeling of con- 
therhood of patriotism, between the people of the 
» pride in the prosperity of every part of the country, 
position to underrate, humiliate, and degrade any State 
or any part of the people of, these United States 
nt, the statements we have listened to sometimes here 
lition of the Southern people, their want of civilization, 
of learning, their want of prosperity, but illustrates how 
ring bully can trample upon hisfallen foe. If that is the 
» illustrate civilization I hope that the country I represent will 
r reach that height of civilization 
, taunts others with their adversity and their poverty. Is that the 
zation possessed by gentlemen who are upbraidiog us tor 
civilization? Is that the courtesy, is that the chivalry, 
» manhood that should mark and characterize the brave, the 
earnest, and the patriotic? 


l’resident, it is best not to be led away from the discussi lp > Rieti ae 
, . es , ssion | Rt. 2431) granting a pension to Mary H. Curtis; in which it requested 


: .| the concurrence of the Senate, 
Gentlemen may read in the newspapers of 


mic questions which are before us. 
‘se matte! 
ngs of the conventions being held throughout the country, 
he conventions of the Republican party in the West have 
ng against protection, and the conventions of the Alli- 


‘The country begins to 


ncing protection as robbery. The number of men banding 

inder various names as independents are seeking relief 

sion, and Senators will find, perhaps, that there is some 

ok at the present condition of the country and see whether 

re safe in meeting such a condition of things by boasting of their 

and their prosperity. Would to God that all were wealthy; 
God that all were prosperous. 


perhaps. may never be expected, but certainly if we could | 


ior the collection of the revenue simply, levying the duties 
vh are necessary for the support of the Government economically 
administered, and taking- away from them the quality of excluding 
imports in order to raise the price of domestic products, we should do 
a great deal to relieve the country, We have tried at this session on 
the question of the coinage of silver to take one great step for the pur- 
pose of relieving the industries and the masses of the people of this 
counts We obtained a partial success, but still left silver as a com- 
modit valued in gold and did not make it money, as the people 
of this country demanded. They intend to be heard further upon that 
question. 

We seek now to modify thetarilff legislation so as to take from it the 
property of transferring unnecessarily, wickedly, and cruelly the prop- 
erty of the great masses of the people who consume the products to the 

who manutacture them. 

The people will be heard upon this, too, at 
understand it. The Senator trom New York [Mr. Hiscock], a few 
old us that in a few years the Democratic party would 
be found indorsing the Republican policy upon protection. The Sena- 
tor may be a good prophet, but I hope—I was going to say I fear—but 
i hope neitber he nor I will live to seea party which has been devoted 
Lo : od 


Ovenings ag 


join the party of plunder and corruption. 

} President, we have heard deprecations of the organizations that 
are being formed by the laboring classes of the country and by the 
f f the country as tending to communism. Who can doubt, 
who could ever have doubted, that the combinations of capital to 
plunder and oppress the people would produce that very efftect—that 
is, counter combinationsof the peeple? Theonly thing that is strange 
about it is that the action of the people has been so long delayed in 
meeting such a contingency; and I rejoice that the day has come when 
the farming communities of this country, when the laborers of this 


irmers o 


nd gentlemen had as well | 


government and to the rights of the people let itself down to | 
| present. 
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country, realizing their own rights at last, have learned that they are 
being used to enrich a few by class le gislation and plundering laws; 
and I hope that the time soon may come when in the two branches of 

ongress and in the Executive office they may there hold power suf- 


( 
| ficient to bring this Government back to where it was for the first sixt ty 
5 


ears of its existence, when by equal and just laws, protecting all alike 
and giving special privileges and advantages to none, we were made 
he freest and happiest people beneath the sun. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Asthe debate upon the pending amendments has 
consumed two days, and as it is evident we shall not be able to get a 
vote on them to-night, 1 ask unanimous consent that a vote be taken 
upon the amendments pending to this paragraph on Monday, without 
further discussion. I make this request with a view of moving that 
the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BUTLER. We might get a vote now. 

Mr. GORMAN, We can vote now. 

Mr. COCKRELI We can vote now. 

Mr. GORMAN, There is no objection to taking a vote now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We are always ready to vote as soon asthe dis- 
cussion is over. 


Mr. VEST. I will state to the Senator from Rhode Island that I 


| Should like to have the yeas and nays on the amendments. 


Mr, ALDRICH. 
present 
Mr. GORMAN. 


I do not think there is a quorum of the Senate 


I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island, as the 


| matter has been thoroughly discussed, I think everybody is ready to 
| vote now, and we can have a vote now or on Monday morning without 





any general understanding about it. Ithink we had better go on in 
the regular way. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us take the vote\now. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. ‘There is no reason why we could not finish the 


entire schedule in a few minutes if we wish to do it. I speak now of 


| earthenware, until we reach glassware. There is only one more para- 
which, boasting of its prosper- | 


graph of theearthenware schedule. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 2285) 


| granting a pension to Hannah Leo. 


The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 


The message further announced that the House had concurred in 


|} some and non-concurred in other amendments of the Senate to the 


bill (H. R, 10884) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 


; ~Reaancent “| of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1591, and for 
ut the country pumbering mi lions of organized men are | other purposes, had agreed to the amendment of the Senate No. 1 
| with an amendment in which it requested the concurrence of the 
| Senate; and that it asked a conference on the disagreeing votes, and 


| had appointed Mr. CANNON, Mr. CoGSWELL, and Mr. SAYERS man- 


agers at the conference on the part of the House. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with Senate resolu- 
tion of the 8th ultimo, a report from the Chief of Engineers, together 
with a report and aecompanying map from Lieut, Col. Peter C. Hains, 
upon the practicability and probable cost of an avenue from Washing- 
ton Monument to Soldiers’ Home; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 2431) granting a pension to Mary H. Curtis was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
REMAINS OF GENERAL GRANT. 
Mr. PLUMB. I offer a resolution and ask that it be read, printed, 
and laid on the table. 
The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Con- 
gress desires the removal of the remains of the illustrious soldier and states- 
man, Ulysses 5. Grant, to, and their intermentin, Arlington national cemetery, 
and that the President be requested to convey to the widow of this eminent 
man such desire, tendering t.. her on behalf of the nation all necessary facilities 
for such removal and interment, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why not pass it now? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it would probably be as well tolet it lie over 
until there is a larger attendance of membership in the Senate than at 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 
lie on the table. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives concurring in some and non-concurring in 
other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10884) making ap- 
propriatiens for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending Jane 30, 1891, and for other purposes, and requesting a 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
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Mr. ALLISON, 
ment of the House of Representatives toSenate amendment numbered 


I move that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
1, and also insist upontne a nendments of the Senate non-concurred in 
bv the House, and ayree to the 


ing votes 0 the two Houses, 


The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro temp was authorized 
to appoint the conlerees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, 
Mr. HALE, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
imports, and jor other purposes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is On agreeing to th 
two amendments proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. V1! : 
which will be treated as one question if there be no objection. Is the 
Senate ready tor the question? 

Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll 


Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, he 
would vote ‘‘nay ’’ and | should vote ** yea.’’ 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. FAULKNER’S name was called). The Sen- 


ator from West Virginia [Mr.FAULKNER] is necessarily absent from 
the Chamber this alternoon, and I announce, at his request, that 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name wascalled). lam paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]. 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. KENNA’S pame was called). I have been 
requested to give notice that the Senator from West Virginia [| Mr. 
KENNA] is absent from the Chamber to-day on account of sickness, 
and is paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.Lcorr]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). [Iam paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1Garns]. 


f 
I 
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conierence requested on the disagree- 


Mr. DOLPH (when Mr. MIrcHELL’s name wascalled), My colleague | 


[Mr. MITCELL] is necessarily detained from the Senate, and I have 
transferred my pair with the senior Senator trom Georgia | Mr. Brow? 
to him, I yoted; and my colleague stands paired with the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [ Mr. Evarts]. 


Mr. PASCU (when his name was called). Having made an exchange | 


of pairs according to the arrangement announced by the Senator from 
Nebraska { Mr. Pappock] yesterday, I will vote. I vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. PIERCE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. CARLISLE]. 
is unavoidably absent this afternoon, and is paired with the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
self and the Senator from Virginia | Mr. BARBOUR] is transferred to- 
day to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNEs] and the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], who is usually paired with the Senator 
from Nevada [ Mr. Jones], and I will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Is the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] recorded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. QUAY. Being paired with him, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEES]. The Senator frem Georgia 
[Mr. CoLquiTt] is paired with the Senator from Michigan [ Mr. Srock- 
BRIDGE]. The Senator from Georgia and myself have arranged to 
transfer those pairs, and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when bis name was called). 
ator from Ohio {[Mr. SHERMAN}. 
**nay’”’ and I should vote *‘ yea,”’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator irom Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MorRILL], who is absent on account of ill health. If it suits the con- 
venience of the Senator trom Pennsylvania [ Mr. QuAyY], who, I believe, 
announced a pair with the Senater from West Virginia [Mr. FAuLK- 
NER], we will transfer our pairs and vote. 

Mr. QUAY. I have no objection to that arrangement. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I vote “ yea.”’ 

Mr. QUAY. I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. BATE. I am paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Hoar]. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague 
[Mr. WiLson] with the Senator from lowa [Mr. WiLson]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to announce that the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MITCHELL] ispaired with the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Brown }. 
The pair was originally between that Senator's colleague [Mr. DoLPu } 
and the Senator from Georgia, but the transfer was made with the con- 


My colleague [Mr. Casey] 


If he were present, he would vote 


I am paired with 


I am paired with the | 
I 


| 


The pair between my- 
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absence of a quo! 
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moves that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 15 minutes p- m. ) 
} Y 7 — 7 + Xf . 2 { 1 ‘ } 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, August 4, 1890, at10 0’clock a. m. 


I have a pair with the Sen- | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, August 2, 1890. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by Re J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D 
The Journal of vesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 
SUNDRY CIVI A I TION B I 
The SPEAKER. lr} juestion is upon the motion to non-concur in 
amendment numbered 26 to the sundry civil appropriation bill, on 


which the yeas and nays were ordered, no quorum haviag 
Clerk will call the ro 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 136, n 
ing 164; as follows 


voted. The 


iys 27, not vot- 


re : 
A lie I ( j 
| Ande ( 
Arnold Ind 
Banks ( < lien a 
bart € { Zz ‘ ’ 
| Barwi ( € Ind ( l ‘ ellan 
Bayne Cooper. Oh foCord 
felknap, ( ) 
Bing Cuil ‘ Mi D 
| Boothman ‘ 4 I ‘ McRae 
| Brewer, Dollive rson, I M 
Brickner, D eo. Hi r lowa Moffitt 
| Brookshire I Hi i, M ) ry, 
| Brosius, I - Hi Moore, N. H, 
Brunner, I “ Hitt Morgat 
| Buchanan, Va. I Ho : Morrill 
|} Buckalew, I H . - Morrow 
| Burton, a Kelley, Morse 
|} Bynum, I Kerr, lowa Mutchler 
Cannon, Fithian, Kinsey, 
Carter, i k, Lacey 
Caruth, Forman, La Follette, 
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Snide 


Spooner 


Tillman 
fownsend, Colo 
lurner, Kans, 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick 
Stockbridge Watson, 
Struble, Wheeler, Ala, 
Sweney Williams, Ill, 
Taylor, EF. B Wilson, Ky 
laylor, Ill Wilson, Wash 
rhomas Wilson, W. Va 


Sprinwer 
e lex. 


Stivers 


NAYS 
Martin, Tex Reo and 
VMeClammy Stone, Ky 
MeKenna lurner, Ga, 
Mates furner, N.Y 
ns, Ohio Whitthorne 
Reilly Wike 
Rogers 


towe 


NOT VOTING 


Knapp Sanford 
Laidlaw Scranton, 
Lansing Scull! 


Cobb 
{ 


onnell, 
Cothran, 
Cowles Lee, Seneyv 

Sherman 


Shively, 


Lester, Ga, 
Cutcheon Lind 
Dalzell Lodge 
Maguier 
Maish 
Mansur, 
McAdoo, 
McComas 
MeCor mick 
MeCreary 
McKinley Stump 
Miles laraney 
Mills, I 
Moore, Tex Taylor, Tenn, 
Morey Thompson, 
Mudd, Townsend, Pa 
Niedringhaus Pracey 
ssenhainer Norte Pucker, 
Vaux, 
Venable 
Waddill 


Craig, 


“Skinner 
“pinola 
Siahlnecker 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Ga, 
stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 


Mo. 


stone 


avior, J. D 


‘ 
yute 


re 0’ Neal! 


& 


On, 


1 
Greenha 


Ind, 
O'Neil, Mass 
Outhwaite Vade, 

Parrett Walker, 

Payne Vallace, Mass, 
Paynter Wallace, N. Y. 
Perry Washington, 
Peters, Wheeler, Mich. 
Phelan Whiting, 

Pieres Wickham, 
Price Wiley, 
Quacken Wilkinson, 
Quinn Willeox, 
Randall, Williams, Ohio 
Reyburn, Wilson, Mo. 
Rife, Wright, 
Robertson, Yardley, 

Rusk, Yoder. 


Crrimes, 
Grosveno! 
Grout 
Suara Hall, 
ITroWS, Hansbrough 
tutterworth Hare 
ldwell, Harmer 
rampbell, Haynes 
undiler, Ga, Hemphill, 
indler, Mass Henderson, N.C 
ton Herbert 
aswel llooker, 
heatham, Houk, 
laney, Kennedy 
ark, Wis Kerr, Pa 
larke, Ala Ketcham 
‘ements, Kilgore, 


bush 


rhe Clerk announced the following members as paired until further 
notice, except as otherwise noted: 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. HAYNES, 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. PAYNE with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. 

Mr. DARTAINGTON with Mr. McCreary. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. Coss. 

Mr, STEPHENSON with Mr. CHIPMAN, until August 3. 

Mr..JosePpH D. TAYLOR with Mr. Yonrer, until August 15. 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. O’NeIL, of Massachu- 

Lis, ior this day 

ir, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. QUINN, on this vote. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. DICKERSON, on this vote. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. TucKER, for this day. 

Mr. DEHAVEN with Mr. Biaas, except national-bank legislation. 

Mr. HARE with Mr 
on Conger lard bill, Butterworth option bill, and original-package bill, 
until August 6, 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILI 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania, until August 12, 

Mr. BurRows with Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, for ten days. 

Mr. EVANS with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, for one week. 

Mr. ‘TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Survey, for the rest of 
the week, 

Mr. McCorMIck with Mr, PAYNTER, until Tuesday next. 


Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. WILKINSON, on all political | 


questions except the original-package and bankruptcy bills, for two 
wee ks 

Mr. BLiss with Mr. WHITING, until Monday next. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. 
Bive. 

Mr, LAIDLAW with Mr. RoBEertson, for ten days, 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. TARSNEY. 


Srump, until Monday next, inclu- | 


AUGUST 2. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


GREENHALGE with Mr. MAGNER. 

REYBURN with Mr. Vaux. 

WALKER with Mr. BLounv. 

CHEATHAM with Mr. CUMMINGS. 
QUACKENBUSH with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Rire with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 

MILs with Mr. Grrson. 

BROWER with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 
DALZELL with Mr. CLEMENTS 

SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 

rayLor, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 
FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

HALL with Mr. STOCKDALE. 

NUTE with Mr. BARNES. 

BUTTERWORTH with Mr. SPRINGER. 

WICKHAM with Mr. GRIMEs. 

LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr, WADE. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. Stone, of Missouri. 
Mr. BouTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. PERRY. 

Mr. De LANo with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. Fitcn. 

Mr. Perers with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. Srewakt, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD. 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. HooKER. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. T. M. BROWNE with Mr. LEesTER, of Georgia. 
Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. LopGE with Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. Houk with Mr. PARRETT. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. MorREY with Mr. Bunn. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW. 
Mr. WILLCOX with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. CowLeEs. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER, 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr, Speaker, I desire to say that I am paired 


| with General Hooker, and I voted simply for the purpose of making 


aquorum. It is proper that that should be understood, 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. I votedtomakeaquorum. If there 
is a quorum I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. WILLCox], bu: 
I voted to make a quorum. 

Mr. HEARD. Iam paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. ATKINSON ], but voted to make a quorum. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with 
my colleague[Mr. ALDERSON]. If he were present, I would vote ‘‘ay.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the names of members noted 
as present and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. ATKINSON of West Virginia, Mr. HAnmeR, Mr. Haynes, Mr. O’NEALI. 0 
Indiana, Mr. O’ Neri of Massachusetts, and Mr. Perers. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 136 and the nays 
27, which, with the names noted, constitute a quorum, and the amend- 
ment is non-concurred in. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. | 
it not necessary, under the rule, that the names of those present and 


ae : | not voting should be reported ? 
HANSBROUGH, on all political questions; also | 


The SPEAKER. The names of those present and not voting have 


| been noted and reported by the Clerk. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, I did not hear them then. 
The Clerk read as follows 


Amendment ™, insert the following: 
Repairs, Smithsonian building: For the purpose of fire-proofing the roof o 


; the main hall, and that of the so-called chapel in the west wing of the Smith 
} sonian building, and to put in a sky-light and a well-hole to admit light into 


the central portion of the lower hall of said building, and also to replace some 
wood-work of the towers, and other repairs, said work to be done under the 
direction of the Architect of the Capitol, with the approva. of the Regents of 
the Smithsonian Institution, $45,000.”’ 


The SPEAKER. The question is on non-concurring in the Senate 


| amendment. 


The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the ‘‘ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 36. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let us have tellers. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers. 

The SPEAKER. Thirty gentlemen have arisen in support of the 
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demand, and tellers are ordered. The gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. The Clerk read as follows 


RoceRrs] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] will take Mr. Curpmay, Mr. Cooper of Ohio. Mr. Mr. Ha =< Mr. H 
their places as tellers, O’NEALL of Indiana, Mr. O’NeIL of Mas ain ate Wicene of Weak % 
™ + ‘ . a 4 ’ lA, 3 d Mr. Rik 3 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, we had just as well have the yeas and » and Mr. WaicHt : 
navs Mr. CHIPMAN. I am paired with my colleague | M 
The yeas and nays were ordered. SON ], and therefore did not vote 


The SPEAKER, On this question the yeas ar 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 144, nays 18, not vot- 


ing 165; as follows: 


The ayes have it, and the amendment is non 
Che Clerk read as follows 

































YEAS—14i, j 
Abbott, Cummings, Lester, Va. Rowell, | Arne ndmentt un bered 1 
Adams, Dolliver, Martin, Ind. Rowland, i For the purchase of additional land ! its sed 
Allen. Mich. Dorsey, Martin, Tex. Sayers, the Union Army in the late war in ¢ wn Hill ¢ i 4 
Anderson, Kans. Dunnell, McAdoo, Simonds, Ind., $15,000: Provided, That not less squal 
Arnold, Edmunds, McCarthy, Smith, . for said sum. 
Atkinson, W.Va. Ellis, McClammy, Smith, W. Va, Pas — —_ . ‘ fa 
Banks. Ewart, McClellan, Smyser, The SPEAKER. ihe question is on non n 
$ Bartine, Farquhar, tna Snider, | ‘The question was put; and the Speaker ann é 
f Jay ne, Finley, MeDufiie, Spooner, aeeme cane 
p perwith, Fithian, McKenna, Springer, | seemed to have it, 
Belknap, Flick, McRae, Stewart, Tex. Mr. he IGERS. Divis ion. 
Bingham, Forman, Moffitt, Stivers, | The House divided; and there ay 3 
Boothman, Forney, Montgomery, Stockbridge, Mr. ROGERS Teller: 
: Brewer. Fowler, Moore, N. H, Stone, Ky. eae ee ; 
5 Brookshire, Funston, Morgan, Struble, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky Yeas a i 
Brosius, Gear, ee, Sweney, Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yeas and na 
rower, Gest, orse, Taylor, F. B, OE neice site ee 
ere, Gifford, Mutaitler. Teolor Til. The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Brunner, Haugen, O'Donnell, fhomas, The question was taken; and there w “ i : 
Buchanan, Va. Henderson, Ml. O’Ferrall, Thompson, voting 181: as follows 
Buckalew, Henderson,lowa O'Neill, Pa. Tillman, EAS 
Burton, Hermann, Osborne, Townsend, Colo, ' 
Cannon, Hill, Outhwaite, Tracey, } Adams El Lel Sa 
Carter, Hitt, Owen, Ind Turner, Ga. } Allen, Mich Ehlis, MeAd Sa s 
Caruth, Jolinan, Payson, Turner, Kans, } Anderson, Kans. Ewart, M of 1 S ' 
x Cheadle, Hopkins, Penington, Turner, N, Y. } Arnold, Farquhar, \ } s 
$ Cogswell, Kelley, Perkins, Vandever, j Atkinson, W.Va. Featherst< Moffitt ) 
Coleman, Kennedy, Pickler, Van Schaick, Banks, Finley, M gomery Stivers 
Comstock, Kerr, lowa Post, Waddill, jartine, Fithian Moore, N. H, . kbr 
Conger, Kinsey, Price, Watson, Beck with, Flick, Morrow Strubl 
; Cooper, Ind. Lacey, Pugsley, Wheeler, Ala, Belknap, Forman, Morse Swene 
Covert, La Follette, Raines, Whitthorne, | Boothman, Forney, Mutchle faylor, EF. B 
3 Craig, Lane, Ray, Williams, lil. Brewer, Fowler, Oates lay! l 
Crisp, Lanham, Reed, Iowa Williams, Ohio Brosius, Funston, O'Donnell, I 
} Culberson, Tex. Laws, Reilly, Wilson, Ky. Browne, Va. Gear, O’ Ferrall, I 
; Culbertson, Pa. Lehlbach, Richardson, Wilson, Wash. Buckalew, Gest, O’ Neill, Pa. I 
ial cal s Burton, Haugen Osborne, I , Co 
& NAYS—18, } Cannon, Henderson, Iowa Pays I 
£ Barwig, Catchings, Goodnight MeMillin, } Carter, Hermann Pee I or 
Breckinridge, Ark, Crain, Hayes, Rogers, | Cogswell, Hill, Pick! Vandever, 
3 Breckinridge, Ky. Davidson, Lawlet Wi Comstock, Hitt Post Van Schaicl 
3 Brickner, Elliott, Lewis, | Conger, Hopkins, Pugsley Waddi 
i Bynum, Frank, Maish, ( raig. Kelley, Raines Watson, 
: ntaiiee “en . i Culberson, Tex. Kerr, lowa Ray Wheeler, Ala 
3 NOT VOTING— 165. Culbertson. Pa. Lacey, Reed. Iowa Whitthorne. 
3 Alderson, Cowles, Lee, Sanford, | Davidson La Follette i y Williams. I] 
: Allen, Miss. Cutcheon, Lester, Ga, Sawyer, } Dolliver, Lane hards Williams, Ohio 
Anderson, Miss. Dalzell, Lind, Scranton, | Dorsey, Lanham Rockwell, Wilson, Ky 
Andrew, Dargan, Lodge, Seull, Dunnell, Laws Rowell Wilson’ Wash. 
Atkinson, Pa. Darlington, Magner, Seney, | a 
Baker, De Haven, Mansur, Sherman, NAYS—88 
Bankhead, De Lano, Mason, Shively, Abbott Cluni Hear MeClella 
Barnes, Dibble, McComas, Skinner, | Barwig, Cooper lolman, feMillir 
Belden, Dickerson, McCormick Spinola, | Breckinridge, Ark. Covert Lawler Outhwaite, 
Bergen, Dingley, McCreary, Stahinecker, | Breckinridge, Ky. Crain Lester, Va Penington, 
Biggs, Dockery, McKinley, Stephenson, | Brickner, Cu Lew Rogers, 
Blanchard, Dunphy, Miles, Stewart, Ga. Brookshire, Ed: Maish ver, 
Bland, Enloe, Milliken, Stewart, Vt. |} Brunner I M in, Ind. ,K 
Rliss, Evans, Mills, Stockdale, | Bynum, Goodnight, Martin, Tex. W 
B) punt, Featherston, Moore, Tex. Stone, Mo. | Catchings, Hay MeCarthy, 
Boatner, Fitch, Morey. Stump, Cheadle Haynes, McClammy 
Boutelle, Flood, Morrill, Tarsney, | . . we a 
Bowden, Flower, Mudd, Taylor, J. D. } NOT VOTING—IS 
Brown, J. B. Geissenhainer, Niedringhaus, ‘Tay lor, Tenn. | Aldous n. Clark. Wis Henderson. Til. Ow ind 
Browne, T. M. Gibson, Norton, rownsend, Pa. | Alle Miss Clarke la Henderson. N.C an i 
Buchanan, N. J. Greenhalge, Nute, Tucker, ! Anderenn. Mies CReanes act oaed iat etal F 
Bullock, Grimes, Oates, Vaux, . he Cobl EH 7 Saree 
Bunn, Grosvenor, O’ Neall, Ind, Venable, | Atkinson, Pa Colemar Hy Pavnte 
Burrows, Grout, O’ Neil, Mass. Wade, | Baker Ceunenl a aeieat Perkis 
Butterworth, Hall, Owens, Ohio Walker, Rank heed Cine ‘ a ae eee 
Caldwell, Hansbrough, Parrett, Wallace, Mass. ‘nea Coth Ketchan Py 
Campbell, Hare, Payne, Wallace, N. Y. | , Claw ies or ih onuien Pialas 
Candler, Ga, Harmer, Paynter, Washington, } Crisp iT inane hates 
Candler, Mass. Hateh, Peel, Wheeler, Mich. | Cutche pea Price 
Carlton, Haynes, Perry, Whiting, Dalzell rT Q 
Caswell, Heard, Peters, Wickham, | Darva w ietainas ; 
Cheatham, Hemphill, Phelan, Wiley, | Bl Dar t Le { 
Chipman, Henderson, N.C, Pierce, Wilkinson, ip De Ha ‘ . a 
Clancy. Herbert, Quackenbush, Wilcox, in int as 1 : 
Clark, Wis. Hooker, Quinn, Wilson, Mo. B aetidens Dibble. oe 
Clarke, Ala. Houk, Randall, Wilson, W. Va, | Boatner Dickerso [ i : 
Clements, Kerr, Pa. Reyburn, Wright, 1 Boutelle. Dp . rae 7 
Clunie, Ketcham, Rife, Yardley, iB: jen Docker ee 
Cobb, Kilgore, Robertson, Yoder | Rrower Dunphy Met 49 
Connell, Knapp, Rockwell, | Brown. J.B on MeCort . 
Cooper, Ohio Laidlaw, Rusk, foe ee Met 
Cothran, Lansing, Russell, Buchanan. N.J Fitel eK 
. *,* . ' ? y ¥ 
The following additional pairs were announced: —— Ve. : ‘stoma ewe 
Until further notice: | Bunn Geissenhaine liles Simonds 
Mr. McComas with Mr. ENLOE. Burrows, Gibs Millike Skinne 
Mr. ScuLL with Mr. ALDERSON. oa a on ee, | 
Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. Owens, of Ohio. | Campbell, ( is I : anal 
Mr. BAKER with Mr. DicKERSON, on this vote. | Candler, Ga, Grosveno Morga Stah ke 
Mr. MorRRILL with Mr. Dockery, for the rest of the day. ; - a a Mass. ’ . as 
Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from | ¢; Hansbroug ir 5 Stewart, Tex 
New Jersey [Mr. GEIsSENHAINER], and therefore did not vote. | Caswe Hare ‘orton, Stewart, Vt 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the names of members noted | (pian a O'Neal, Ind Sone, Me 
: , : atten )> NCA ie Stone, Mo 
as present and not voting. | Clancy Hemphill O'Neil, Mass Stump, 
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Kennedy, 
Kerr, Pa, 
Ketcham, 


Kilgore, 


vert, 
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W ham, 
Wile, 


, 1 move 


It Saturd 


Wheeler, Mich. 


Ly and it 


Wilson, W. Va. 
Wright, 
Vardiey, 


Yoder 


:SON, on this vote. 


1083 and the nays 


i call of the House. 
Mr. Speaker, I rose to move | 
is hot, and I 


ntleman will facilitate our getting 


1 
ne Willi 


iw want 


a call ol 


withdraw that motion. 
the House, and I | 


he insists upen his motion it will sim- 


more 


ntucky, 


At the suggestion of the gen- 


iN | 1 withdraw the motion. 


Kna 
i Folie 
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Lester, Ga. 
Lind, 
Lodge, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
McCarthy, 
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McCormick, 
MeCreary, 
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oe 
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Morgan, 
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edringhaus, 

Norton 


Tex, 


vute 
©’ Neall, Ind 
©’ Neil, Mass 
Owen, Ind, 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Peel, 
Perkins, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
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Price 
Quackenbush, 
Quinn, 
Randall, 
Reed, lowa 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 


¥ was agreed to, and a call of the Honse | 


ill the roll, when the following-named mem- 


Robertson, 
Rusk, 
Sanford, 
Scranton, 
Scull, 
Seney, 
She rman, 
Shively, 

er, 

on der, 
Spinola, 

Stahl necker, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stewart, Tex, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo, 
Stump, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
‘Townsend, Pa. 
Tucker, 

Vaux 

\ e able. 
Waddill, 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Wallace, Maas, 
Wallace, N.Y. 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Whiting, 
Wickham, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Yardley, 
Yoder. 


eKint 


reports 162 members present—not 


, Loffer the resolution which I send to | 


be resolution was read, as follows 
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ted 
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the Hal 


here are at this 
.still lar~er number of 
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ed, That the Serge 
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House during 
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proceedings of the House on yesterday were twice 
»y the want of a quorum appearing on a roll-call; 
time a large nut 


and 


ber of members absent with leave 
members absent without leave; and 

‘every member shall be present 
ngs unless excused or necessarily | 


ind he is hereby, directed to imme- | 


‘ y notify by telegraph all members absent, except where leave was granted 


vwunt of illness, to return to Washin 
ice heretofore granted, except on account 


fhe SPEAKER. 


gton without delay, and all leaves of 
of illness,are hereby revoked. 


The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 


| name of my colleague from New York [Mr. PAYNe]. 


AUGUST 2, 


Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that my colleague 
[Mr. BuLLOcK] is sick. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Mr. Speaker, among the absentees appears the 
He was here 
all day yesterday, but is compelled to be absent to-day on account of 
SicK ness, 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, My colleague, Mr. CLARK, is absent on ac- 
count of sickness. I ask that he be excused. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports 174 members present. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to dispense with all further proceedings 
under the call. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion to non-concur 
in the Senate amendment, on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

Mr. CANNON, 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. BYNUM objected, but immediately withdrew the objection. 

The order for the yeas and nays was vacated, and the Senate amend- 


I ask unanimous consent to vacate the order for the 


| ment was non-concurred in 


Senate amendment numbered 188 was read. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that thisand the other re- 
maining amendment be non-conecurred in. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the House ask for a conference upon 
this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. CANNON, Mr. CoGSWELL, and Mr. SAYERS. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a joint resolution of the following 
title; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 118) to permit Col. Henry C. Corbin, United 
States Army, te accept a position in the World’s Columbian Commis- 
s10n. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CANNON, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending that motion the Chair desires to announce 
to the House that Mr. MArrTIN, of Indiana, finds himself unable to 
serve on the committee of investigation of the charges against the 
Commissioner of Pensions and desires to be excused; and, if there be 
no objection on the part of the House, he will be excused and the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. PARRETT] will be appointed in his place. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr, Speaker, Judge PARRETT is not in 
the city and will not be here for some days, He got leave of absence 
and has gone to Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. But that leave of absence has been reyoked. 
[ Laughter. ] 


Mr. HOLMAN. He will not be here for some days, however. 


REPRINT OF A REPORT. 

On motion of Mr. MORGAN, by unanimous consent, a reprint was 
ordered of parts 2 and 3 of House report No. 970 upon the bill (H. R. 
283) in relation to compound lard. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for tho 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

Mr. ROGERS. Legular order. 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentloman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON j that the I louse do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 2 o’clock 
and 2 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COM MITTEES, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 5687) for the relief of Uriah J. O'Neil. 


2890. ) 


(Report No. 


. > x [Tyce " " 1 | 
Vir. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that my colleague on 


pr : A bill (H. R. 6129) slieve iT r- 
Committee on Appropriations { Mr. Dock ERY } is sick. A bill (H. R. 61 ) 60 relieve Luther Green from the charge of deser 


nat 


I'he resolution of Mr. CANNON was agreed to. 
| 


he following-named members, who failed to answer when their | 


ves were called, appeared and were recorded as present, under the | +4. pill of the House (H. R. 8162) for the reMef of Thomas Crawford, 


rule 
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sSuchanan, Va. 


Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holman, 
Kennedy, 
Ia Follette, 
Morgan, 
Peel, 


Chipman, 
Conger 
Covert, 
Crain 
Culberson 
Gifford, 
Henderson, Ill. 


Pickler, 
Price, 

Reed, Iowa 
Snider, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Waddill, 


Tex. 


tion. (Report No. 2891.) 
A bill (S. 3191) for the relief of Albert Shell. (Report No. 2892.) 
Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 


of Louisville, Ky., accompanied by a report (No. 2893)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 498) toauthorize the Bright- 
wood Railway Company to construct a branch line to Takoma, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2894)—to the House Calendar. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the minority of the Committee on Elections, 


to which was referred the contested-election case of James H. McGin- 
nis vs. John D. Alderson, from the Third Congressional district of the 


State of West Virginia, submitted their views in writing thereon; which 
were ordered to be printed as part 2 of report No. 2806, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


! lause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the 

troduced, read twice, and referred as follows 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 11636) 
: } 


» Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions 


following title was in- 


for the reli 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following tit! 
were presented and referred as indicated below 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 11637) tor the relief of 
Benner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 11638) tor the relief of William Milli 
can—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 

By Mr. ADAMS: Memorial of citizens of Chicago, I1]., protesting 
against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to transport px 
troleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of certain other citizens of Chicago, IJ., for same 
purnose—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: Communication from E. B. Wheelock, rey 
senting the Texas and Pacific Railroad Company, and J. Kratt 
schmitt, general manager Southern Pacific Railroad Company, asking 
delay regarding the matter of bridge across the Mississippi River at 
New Orleans, La. —to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, communication from Mayor Joseph A. Shakespeare and Presi- 
dent James G. Clarke, of thecouncil of New Orleans, La., remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the Conger lard bill—to the Committ 
Agriculture. 

Also, protest of the New Orleans Board of Trade, against any legisla 
tion which taxes lard compound—to the Committee on Agriculture 

Also, a communication from Alderman A. C. Landry, of New Or 
leans, La., stating that the representatives of the Farmers’ Union « 
Louisiana never passed upon the Conger lard bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of Abraham P. Patterson, Thompson 
Walker, Albert R. Walker. and Charles G. Walker, sons of Joseph G 
Walker, deceased, of Scotland County, Missouri, praying for the refer- 
ence of their claim to the Court of Claims under act of March 3, 1383— 
to the Committee on War Claims 

sy Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Paper from 58 railroad employés, 
urging the passage of House bill 9682—to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: Resolutions passed by citizens of 
Atlanta, Ga., against the passage of the election bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 
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SENATE. 
MONDAY, August 4, 1890. 
The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Buriter, D.D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was 
proved. 


read and ap- 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, relative to the times of rendering ac- 
counts by disbursing officers of the Government; which was relerred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore presented a petition of the Wage-Work- 
ers’ Political Alliance of Washington, D. C., praying for the appoint- 
ment of a committee to ascertain the cause of the prevailing condition 
of * excessive poverty ’’ and ‘‘ exceptional plutocracy;’’ which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the | erritory of Oklahoma, 
praying for a year’s rations to relieve suffering by reason of drought; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


AND 


none. 
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of citizens of Uniontown, Kans., and a petition of citizens of Berlin, 
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Sr. PAUL, Mrxx., August 2. port from the Secretary of War after the telegraphic communication 
qton 


ween Lake Superior and lower lakes is entirely suspended, | 5€0t to my colleague, and one also sent to myself, from the managing ex- 
it vessel-men are all, regardless of locality, working to | ecutive committee of the Iron Ore Association, representing the whole 
ion on the part of the General Government. If this damage | interests of the iron-ore transportation. It shows something of the 

quickly repaired it will be next to impossible to handle the grain crop of | character as well as the i — this li > 
rthwest this fail, as the Chicago lines would not be able to furnish one- ae ; a importance of this line of commerce. For the 
“ bieggetssey dit ces Sa further, the supply of coal to the entire country | two weeks ending July 26 the passage through that lock averaged fifty- 
rved by Lal ‘ would be cut short and the suffering from that | two vessels a day, the tonnage over 63,000 tons per day. The brief 


mild hardly be estimated, It seems unaccountable that a matter of so oe - * : , : 
nportance to so larye a portion of the country should be in a condition dete ntion, commencing pe rhaps four or five days ago, resulted in there 


© the breaking of a timber or the failure of a valve will paralyze the com- | being five hundred loaded vessels on one or the other side of the lock 
of « lof the area of the nation. In fact, the situation is most grave | ynable to pass. 


me-third « 

l alarm gy unless the Gov iment acts at once ant 21 ms Yr as / 
a . aims? eee re This a matter which does not concern one point or one branch of 
JAS, J. HILL. commerce. The whole northern portion of the country and the States 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there no appropriation for repairing the lock | from Maine to Oregon are concerned in it, and the great States of Ohio 

available? Pennsylvania, and New York are very deeply concerned in it. 

Mr. DAVIS Iam about to state in regard tothat. Mr. Hill isthe Mr. CULLOM. All are concerned in it. 

president of the Manitoba railroad system, now the Great Northern, Mr. PAYNE. All of them are concerned in it, Illinois as well. I: 
which extends 1,200 miles beyond Daluth, and will in the course of | is a matter of general interest. The fact is that the representatives o 
the next year reach the Pacific Ocean. He is also largely interested in those interests were here very early in the session. They appeared 
vessels engaged in commerce on the lakes. This accident to the lock | before the Committee on Commerce and they were met promptly and 


is a most serious calamity to the commerce of the greater part of this | handsomely and nobly by that committee, which investigated th 


nation, The capacity of the lock is ninety vessels a day, and this ac- 
cident, which happened last Friday, has undoubtedly put in waiting 
above and below the lock two hundred vessels going either way and 
tully loaded 

arly in the present session, after full discussion, the Senate passed 
. bill appropriatihg suflicient money for building the additional lock. 
it passed the Senate with great unanimity, and appropriated money 
cnough to construct the second lock within the shortest possible time 
estimated by the engineers. The bill went to the other House. It | House upon the bill, and they have been unable to obtain it. Ther 
has never been considered there; it has been impossible to secure action | is where the matter stands. Whether it would be an act of humilia 


| matter and reported a bill providing for the completion of the second 
! 
| 
upon it tion for the Senate to respectfully ask the other House toact upon that 
| 


lock, the large lock, within two years. Thatbill was passed, I believe, 
by the unanimous approval of the committee and the unanimous vote 
of the Senate. It went to the other House. I do not know how deli 
cate a person must be in talking about the other House, but { am in- 
formed that in the other House the bill had the unanimous approval 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, but for several months now 
that committee and its chairman have labored to get a hearing in the 


I ask the adoption of the resolution and that the papers W hich I pre- bill I do not undertake to judge, but something ought to be done 
sent may lie on the table. Here are great interests imperiled. Here was a little defect in the 
(he PRESIDENT pro fempore. The papers will lie on the table, and | machinery in the floor of this lock. The water has to be drawn off, and 
the resolution will be read. then it has to be repaired, and these petitioners and memorialists rep- 
Mr. CULLOM. I hope that this information will reach the ears of | resent that this is but a trifling injury compared with what may hap- 
the members of the other body of this Congress, and that, if possible, 
they may be induced to take up that measure and pass it. If itis not 
done [ think it would be well enough for the Senate to take up the 
river and harbor bill at an earlier date than we agreed to take it up, | be caused by an accident to the one lock they have. 
se that that may be acted upon, which will secure an appropriation Mr. DAVIS. The same thing happened last year. 
for this very important work. It certainly is a work that ought not Mr. PAYNE. It happened last year. A detention of two or three 
to be neglected for a day. weeks is a very serious thing to commerce. It involves the operation 
Mr. COCKRELL. Has the bill passed the Senate? of all the mills in Ohio and Pennsylvania, and the immense interests 
Mr. CULLOM. A bill making an appropriation for the whole work | scattered all along the line of this commerce. It is, therefore, a work 
passed the Senate. : of very great importance to all. ; a 
Mr. COCKRELL. And the business branch does not payany atten- | _ I have no objection to the resolution calling for this information from 
tion to it. the Secretary of War, but these are the main facts. This memorial is 
Mr. DAVIS. The Senate proposed the bill nearly six months ago. | unanimously signed by the executive committee, a most intelligent, 
Mr, CULLOM. The other House has not yet considered it. broad, liberal, energetic committee, that has to do with all those great 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is remarkable that a body organized with one | Western interests. I think what I have said will be concurred in unan- 
man for the purpose of transacting business will not do it! | imously by all who are familiar with this matter. 
Mr. DAVIS. It is very remarkable. Mr. HAWLEY. Ishouid like to ask for information whether the 
Mr. CULLOM. TI have no remarks to make on that score except to | proposed action concerning this lock is united with a bill concerning 
state that the bill was passed some time ago by this body appropriat- | the improvement of Galveston. I have asked that question and have 
ing the full amount, or making the necessary arrangements so that the | been told that it was. 
contracts could be made for the completion of the work at the earliest | Mr. PAYNE. They areseparate bills, I think, are they not? 
date, as the Senator from Minnesota has stated. Mr. FRYE. Yes, they are separate bills. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Did I understand the Senator from Minnesota! Mr. EDMUNDS. I donot think that we gain a great deal in respeci 
to state that the loss is $500,000 a day there to commerce ? | of the public interests in spending much of our time in reviewing the 
Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Hill tele graphs me that the damage to commerce supposed conduct of the other branch of Congress. But to come to 
is $500,000 a day. | the thing that we have in hand, it appears that a lock which hitherto 
Mr. COCKRELL. And yet the business branch of Congress pays no | has been capable, for the time being, of transmitting commerce has 
attention to it! got out of order, and that is all there is of the matter just now. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks | I find on looking at the river and harbor acts that the river and 
unanimous consent that the resolution may be now considered. harbor act is still in force that was passed two years ago, and what I 
Mr. MITCHELL. I ask to have the resolution read. wish to know is whether there is not money enough at this moment at 
Mr. REAGAN. Would it not be agreeable to the Senator to let it | the command of the Engineer Department to make that repair. That 
lie over until to-morrow? is the thing that wants to be done to-day. If there is money avail- 
Mr. DAVIS. I hope not. able for that purpose, then there is no need of the Senate and no bene- 
Mr. CULLOM. Oh, no. fit in the Senate making a very extraordinary display of itself on the 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It is merely a resolution of inquiry. subject. If there is not any money to repair the lock, then I for one 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. shall be willing to pass a joint resolution this very morning and send 
Che Secretary read the resolution, as foilows: it to the other House to provide money enough to do it; but I am un- 
Resolved, That th » Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit der the impression that it will turn out that the engineers are going 
to the Senate, as scon as may be, information respecting the recent accident to | on and repairing the lock, and have money enough to do this immedi 
the —_ at the on i St gee yn emmy ing a oe of - Sane, ate thing that requires to be repaired now, being out of order. 
ts effect upon the pnsece of vonmel crrouet the lor the number, iCany,of| Mr. PAYNE. I can inform the Senator from Vermont that th 
been prevented by (he accident thereto, and within what time the accident to | damage is being repaired as fast as five hundred men with the assist- 
the lock can be repaired so that navigation through the same can be resumed, | ance of pumps will enable them todoit. That will be completed to- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no objection to the pres- | morrow or next day; but the main object of this appeal to Congress, 
ent consideration of the resolution—— and it is a very earnest and solemn appeal, is that provision may be 
Mr. COCKRELL and others. No objection. made for the completion of the additional lock. The capacity of the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to | old lock has already been reached and surpassed. It can not do the 
the resolution. business which is required by the immensely increased commerce. 
Mr. PAYNE. Ido not know whether it is necessary to havea re-| Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the general subject that we passed upon. 


pen. Itis liable to recur at any time, to-morrow or next month, or 
within the time that will be required to finish the additional lock un 
der the bill of the Senate. An immeasurable amount of damage may 
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Mr. FRYE. Itsimply emphasizes the absolute necessity of two locks, 
which ought to have been seen by the United States long and long ago. 
Here is a canal which passes more commerce than the Suez Canal. In 
eight months in a year it passes more than the Suez Canal in a whole 
year, and it is equipped with one lock—a very fine lock, I admit, but 
only one. This accident to this one lock emphasizes the necessity of 
prompt action on the part of the United States in providing the canal 
with another one. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I should like to take occasion to state 
that this accident to the canal through which so much commerce passes 
emphasizes the necessity of taking up and passing the river and harbor 
bill, because, although such accidents have not occurred on others sys- | 
tems, I have no donbt that the loss to commerce to-day to the produ- | 
cers in the Valley of the Mississippi by the failure to carry forward the 
scheme for improving the Mississippi River and giving deep water, 
amounts to at least $50,000,000 a year in tax on the producers of that | 
valley. We have already cleaned out two of the long reaches and sand- 
bars, and if we carry forward this work we shall clean out four more 
and then get deep water. The value of the commerce on this vast system 
in the Mississippi Valley, amounting to 20,000 miles, exceeds in value 
the tonnage that passes through the Sault Ste. Marie Canal, though not 
as great in bulk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
resolution. 

rhe resolution was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


PARLIAMENTARY PRIVILEGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair takes this occasion, in re- | 
sponse to the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EpMuNDs], 
to state that he has observed with regret a growing tendency to allude | 
in terms of severity and disparagement tothe proceedings in the other 
House of Congress. It isa violation of the fundamental principles of 
parliamentary law to refer in either House to what is done by the other | 
for any purpose whatever, except historically after the transactions | 
have occurred. The Chair hopes that the Senate, in the preservation | 
of its own dignity and in the protection of its own immunity from re- | 
crimination that might occur, will observe this limitation, and that | 
the habit will be avoided hereafter. 

Mr. VEST. In connection with what the Chair has stated in regard | 
to referring to proceedings in the other House, I wish to say a word, | 
the occasion for which may arise from my ignorance in regard to the 
rules, for I confess I have not paid as much attention to them as | 
should have done. 

A question arose the other day between a Senator and myself—a 


my understanding in order that, if wrong, I may be corrected. It is | 
my understanding that it is entirely legitimate to refer to what has | 
been said or done in the other branch of Congress after the event has 
transpired, anything that, for instance, is in the CONGRESSIONAL RE 

ORD, but it is not legitimate to refer to proceedings of the House of 


' 

Representatives in order to furnish an argument or to influence the | 

action of this body. That is my understanding. 
Mr. CULLOM. Allow me to make a parliamentary inquiry of the 


Chair. I think that the Recorp of the present session, that portion 
of it applying to the other House, has been frequently read here, inthe | 
debates upon the tariff question, for instance. Now, what I desire to | 
know is whether that is in order parliamentarily. 

Mr. VEST. It was in connection with that practice that the con- 
versation occurred to which I have alluded. I havedone that. I have 
quoted statements made upon the floor of the House during the present | 
session in regard to the tariff duties, and it was my understanding 
that I had the right todoso. The CoNGRESSIONAL Record isa public | 
document. It has been done upon both sides of the Chamber. Asa 
matter of course, [ do not propose to violate the rules of the Senate, 
but my understanding was as I have stated, that after the event had 
transpired, after the declaration had been made in the other House, or | 
« report had been made, it became historical and I had the right the | 
next day to refer to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I mustbe allowed tosay aword. I do not agree | 


with the Senator from Missouri, for if we can allude to what has taken | 


place in the other House at this present session for the purpose of in- 
formation or influencing this body—and all we do anything for is to 
persuade somebody of something—then we can overhaul all their pro- 
ceedings, and can review every remark that every gentleman has made 
there, and that can be defended by gentlemen who contend that the 
right construction has not been put upon it by one side or the other. 
And so we are doing and leading to the very thing of having a differ- 
ence, a@ wrangle, over the conduct of somebody in the other House, or 


reciprocally there are here, which is the very thing that the necessities | 


of two independent Houses acting in harmony requires should not be 
done. And if we are only to allude to what has not been done, and 
has not taken place in the House and has yet to come, that would be 
purely the work of imagination of course. 

Mr. VEST. When does the limitation expire as to this right to al- 
lude to what has taken place in the other House ? 

Now, I will give the Senator a case in point: It became necessary 
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| a witness before a committee and in his personal ¢ 


| the rules of the Senate, but is 
Senator upon this side—as to the extent of that rule. I wish to state | T 


| bates of the other House, tl] 


for me, as I thought, the other day to allude to a matter of t 
merely, given by a member of the H 
himself a manufacturer, and who stated within his il knowled 
certain facts as to a certain duty in this present | yr bill Am I 
rrecluded from reading what a manufacturersa t att vithin 
s personal knowledge because he made that 
the House during the present sess t t W 
does the limitation run o 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the S« 3} 
a member of the Houseof Representativ happens to | 
urer does not exclude him from the privilege wl 
other member of the House. 
Mr. VEST. I did not make that cla 
Mr. EDMUNDS. If the member of 





statement about business or anything else, that i yt part of th 
ceedings of the House; that is testimony 

Mr. VEST. I understand that very well, but I did not make the 
ciaim that the fact that he was a member of the House and a manu 
facturer affected the matter at all, but I simply cited that to show 
that here was a vase in which a matter of fact was stated of which I 
have no other evidence or proof except t statement, and I am pre- 
cluded from using that upon this floor unde » rules as construed by 
the Senator from Vermont. Of « abide by the rule, what- 
ever the Chair or the Senate may d ire it to be, but it seems to mea 
harsh one and not based upon any good 

Mr. MORGAN. Is there any su 

Mr. VEST. Iam speaking of th struction of the S 
Vermont. I Say a construction that w an not 


enator trom 


anything or quote 
1: -« } } | ] 
anything that is done or said in the House of Representatives during 
the session. I understand him to say that 


Mr. MORGAN. WhatI want to get at is what rule is it 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like tointerrupt this interesting « My 
| between two Senators, and I should like t y ing iire what the P nding 
question 1s. 

The PRESIDENT p pore. A question g 

Mr. ALDRICH. How is it raised 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempor By the remark of the Senator from 
| Vermont [Mr. Ep 3] and the response to the Chair. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have it put to the Senate, what- 
ever 1t 1s 

The PRESIDENT p p Che Chair will state in response to 


the Senator from Missouri that this subject is not specially treated in 


2 question of general parliamentary law. 
rhe Chair reads from Cushing, on page 659, paragraph 1706, which de- 


| clares that this rule forbids— 


All expressions concerning the other Ho or its members, or the sovere 
















gn 

vlhich, if uttered with reference to the House of which the peaker is &€ mem- 
ber, wou :disorderly; second, * * * all refere to, or introduction of, 
the proceedings or debates of the other House, for the irpose of commenting 
on them, either by way of answer, explanation, cor dation, discussion, or 
animadversion; and,third, * * the introduct or reference to, the 
proceedings of the other House, or the opinion of the sovers for the purpose 
é l ing the detern ition of the House, of which the speaker is a mem- 
b 

And on page paragraph 1710 

1710. Il. Jt is isregular also to refer to or introduc proceedings 





ugh there is no question ps ug at the tim 
m the subject of comment, whether in the way of 
iendation, discussion, or animadversion, and when- 
ever any such allusion is made in any form in which it can be brought within 
the control of the House asdisorderly, it 


the purpose of making 


answer, explanation, co 









immediately checked by the Speaker; 





though perhaps the matter itself might, with strict recularity, be introduced 
into the debate were it not forthe impropriety of referring for it to the other 
House 

The Chair believes that this rule founded in reason and that it 


concerns the independeace of the two bodies, the 
protection of their immunities, and that in 
ought to be observed and obeyed 

Mr. VEST. May I inquire of the Chair whe 


r dignity, and the 


ing evaded it 


pire- . 

The PRESIDENT pro ten; 1e Cha yn to expre 
on that subject at this time. 

Mr EST. Because if there be no limitation then we violate the 
rule by referring to the proceedings of the House of Representatives at 

| the next session or the next Congress, and a privilege of all other citi 
zens of the United States is taken away from members of the Senate, 
whichis the right of free comment upon the proceedings of either branch 
of Congress. I should like to know when that limitation expires. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, does the Chair believe that that rule 
goes to the extent or that principle goes to the extent of preventing a 
member of one House using the information which has been gathered 
with great labor and bt ember of the other House and put 
into a speech? 

The PRESIDEN? ‘he Chairdoesnot. The Chaird 
believe. howeve that it is a viol on of parliamentary propriety t 
auote. by name, as has recently been repeatedlv done in the Senate 
from speeches delivered in the House of Re presentative non current 


matters of dchate in the Senate. 
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Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, in relation to the question which has 
been raised concerning references in one House to proceedings in the 
othe: truction of the rule controlling the Senate is that there 


sure, or any member, or any business, or any debate, | 
relerred to, no matter | 


: other body that can be 
the limitation is as old as the rule, that it 
nt. Now, our parliaments last two years. 

rs. as 
ab is changed here, which changes 
t that an allusion to a member of the 
ther House or a discussion there isout of 
+ bee : historical by the ending of 
red to in due terms of 
and is th roughly subversive 


he ( independence 


e rele 
- r } 
nair of the 


( COMMUNICATION. 

a report from the Secretary of War, trans 
resolution of “th ultimo, a re- 
with a report and accom- 
Peter C. Hains, upon the practicability 
enue from Washington Monument to Soldiers’ 
It is in to a resolution which I 


with Senate ( he 
' ara cether 
Lnygineers, together 


(9 
ple. response 

» about ten days ago 
ri erred to Col 


the 


nmittee on the District of Co- 
P SIDENT p 


lr) it} fempore. With the accompanying maps? 
IhSO 


Mr. G With the accompanying maps. it is not necessary 
that the maps shonid be printed. 


‘ 
Ye 


Phe PRESIDENT pi 
from Lou ina will 


o tempore. The order suggested by the Senator 

be made, if there be no objection. 

BIL! 
ze from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McCPHERSON, 
nnounced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 

oint resolution (H. Res. 198) to permit Capt. George W. Davis, 

d States Army, to accept a position in the Nicaraguan Canal Con- 

tion ¢ and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 


ENROLLED SIGNED. 


ou Pp iy ’ 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Ir. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
| the bill 1228) for the relief of Mary S. Williams, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 


poned in lelin tely. 


rT nt 
pat . 


BILI 

Mi introduced a bill (S. 4304) tocorrect the military rec- 

ord of William which was read twice by its title, and, with the 

accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PROPOSED DAILY RECESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 

resolution offered by the Senator from Alabama | Mr. MoRGAN], com- 
ing over from a previous day, which will be read 


INTRODUCED, 
HARRIS 


Jones; 


lhe Secreta 
’ 
gust as follow 
Resolved, That during the continuance ofthe order for the mecting of the Sen- 


ate at |0 a,m.,the Senate will, until otherwise ordered, take a recess at 1 o'clock 
p.m. for thirty minutes, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
on agreeing to the resolution ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that will not be adopted, because it is so 
easy for sen 
we take al 
delay and 


> TROD 


Is the Senate ready for the question 


ess for halfan hour it would be inconvenient and cause 
pro vably would not ace mm plish what the Senator desires. 
i him that it would be convenient if it were practicable, 


‘t practicable for us all to go down and take lunch at the 


I agree wit! 
but it 
fame time. 

I have ent tried before and remember it in other 
cases, and it has not operated well. The result has been that Senators 
do not gather in at the end of half an hour and considerable time is 
lost, while now by going in details and being always within call of the 
yeas and nays we lose no time, and proceedings go on more regularly 
and more expeditiously in the present way. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course 1 leave it to the gentlemen in charge of 
the present bill, who have put up this stringent hour of meeting upon 
us at 10 o'clock, to regulate the whole matter to suit themselves. I 
can get along with it without great inconvenience on my part, but itis 
very disagreeable to have a quorum out of the Senate continually from 
about noon until 3 o’clock and some gentlemen off refreshing them- 
selves at luncheon, and others off sleeping, and others off at work, and 
soon. I think we would avoid the very disagreeable necessity we are 
under here of calling the roll of the Senate to see whether a quorum 
can be assembled. 

I know the President of the Senate must often feel very much em- 
barrassed when he finds very important legislation going on here with 
perhaps fifteen Senators, or ten, or five, as the case may be, present in 


is ll 


seen th experin 
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are the Houses of Congress, | 


I ask that that report | 


ry read the resolution submitted by Mr. MorGAN An- | 


itors to go down and get their lunch as they choose, but if | 


Aveutst 4, 


the Chamber. I would merely suggest, unless there is some relaxa- 
tion of it, that it is the duty of the President of the Senate, whenever 
| he believes there is not a quorum present, to have the roll called. I 
do not want to do it, because it looks as if I was trying to delay busi- 
ness, and I am not. 
The PRESIDENT pro ten pore. 
| present? 
Mr. MORGAN. Very well. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Calendar, 


Shall the resolution lie over for the 


ution will be placed on the 
if there be no objection. 


REMAINS OF GENERAL GRANT. 
r.CALL. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration —— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs the Senator to sus- 
pend his remarks ft until the Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will ask unanimous consent that that lie upon the 
table subject to call during the morning, at my convenience, or that o 
some other Senator after to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro ten 


jection. 


MT 


+ 


yr one Moment 


It will be so ordered, if there be no 


pore, 


ob 


GRAIN ELEVATORS. 


Mr. CALL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
resolution lying upon the table, subject to call, offered by me on thé 
24th of July, 1890. 

‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce be—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand the request of the Senator 
from Florida. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair finds upon examination 
of the record that this resolution lies upon the table. It is not subject 
to be called in the morning hour. 

Mr. CALL. Then I move to proceed to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL July 24, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce be, and 
they are hereby, instructed to inquire and report tothe Senate whether any ar- 
rangements have been made between the persons owning elevators and the 
tran- portation companies in any of the Western States which will have the ef- 
fect, or which are intended to have the effect, of preventing the storage of grain 


and of compelling the farmers to sell their grain at such prices as may be of- 
fered. 


2. Whether such arrangements have been made in the States which produce 


ectton, tobacco, and other farm products, 


3. To report by bill such legislation as will require elevator companies and 


all persons engaged in the business of storing grain and other farm products for 
interstate commerce to store such grain and other farm products when offered 
tothe extent of their capacity on reasonable charges,and will preventand punish 
combinations between persons engaged in such business, and transportation 
companies or their agents which have the effectand have been made or shali 
be made with the intent of forcing farmers to sell their products or in any way 
to affect the market price of farm products, 
Mr. CALL. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolution ? 
have it. 
Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent—— 
Mr. ALDRICH. I object, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The ‘‘noes’’ have it, and the motion 
is not agreed to. 
Mr. CALL, Iask unanimous consent to be allowed to say a single 
word. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
none. The Senator from Florida. 
Mr. CALL. I have received this resolution from some members of 
the Farmers’ Alliance in the Southern States who {eel interested in the 
subject and who are of the opinion that if there be such arrangements 
| they may result in action prejudicial to the interests of their portion 
| of the United States. They inform me that the Alliance is composed of 
State organizations which communicate with each other, and that mat- 
ters of special interest to any part of the United States are communi- 
cated to the associations in the different States with the request that 
they should take such action as may be necessary to bring it to the at- 
tention of Congress. This resolution has come to me with the request 
that I should submit it to the Senate. I take great pleasure in doing 
so. I am of the opivion that the Farmers’ Alliance has the right to 
have their requests considered. 

I believe there is much in all the legislation proposed by them that 
may be made practicable and useful. I believe that changes in our 
banking and fiscal systems in the direction proposed by the Farmers’ 
National Alliance are necessary for them. I desire to submit to the 
Senate a statement which they sent to me taken from some newspaper 
in regard to the depressed condition of the farming interests of the 
country, the amount of debt resting upon them, and the necessity of 

| some action on the part of Congress by which they may be able to ob- 


That resolution will be read. 


Will the Senate proceed to the con- 


[Putting the question.} The ‘‘noes”’ 


Is there objection? The Chair hears 





; 
; 


ry 
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tain money on better terms than they now do. For myself I desire 


¢o say that I am heartily in favor ot granting such of their requests as 
hall be found after proper consideration to be practicable, and I be- 


lieve there is much in them that may be made practicable and may 
be wisely adopted. I desire the opportunity to be allowed me on this 
resolution to present these requests to the Senate on these several sub- 
‘ects, and the considerations which seem to me conclusively prove that 
legislation may be provided by Congress in the line of these requests 


which will attain the results they desire and bring no detriment to 
the safe and sound financial condition of the country. I will find an- 
f 


other opportunity of doing so 


Mr. CALL subsequently I I ask unanimous consent to be al 
lowed to print in the RecoRD as part of 1 remarks ext ~ 
the newspapers which have been sent to me relating to the subj 


e resolution, 





Mr. EDMUNDS. I donot think we ought to print extracts 
vspapers in the Recor 
The PRESIDENT protemper Objection is made. 


REPRINTING OF A BILL. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I rise to state that I have a number oi 
requests for copies of the election bill as pending, and the print has beer 
exhausted. 1 ask an order of the Senate that there may be a reprint 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
an order to reprint what is known as the election bill. Does the Sen 
ator wish to have reprinted the bill reported from the House or the bill 
reported by the Senate committee? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The House bill is in the Senate commit- 
tee—has not been reported by the Senate committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator refer to the bill as 
passed by the House of Representatives? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The bill as passed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is an order for extra copies, and under 
the law it must be referred to the Committee on Printing. I willsay 
to the Senatorthat if he will make a motion jor the printing of a thou- 
sand extra copies, to be placed in the document-room, the committee 
can takethe matter under immediate consideration and it may be acted 
upon to-day. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 
copies of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion will be referred, under 
the rules, to the Committeeon Printing. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. 
ness that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII isin order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce th 
revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question recurs upon the amen 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], which will 
be stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 100, on page 15, line 1, after the 
word ‘‘manner,’’ it is proposed to strike out the committee’s amend- 
ment ‘‘ fifty-five’? and insert ‘‘fifty, and in line 4 to strike out the 
committee’s amendment “‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘forty;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

100. China, porcelain, parian, |and] bisque, earthen, stone,and crockery ware, 
including plaques, ornaments, toys, charms, vases, and stat uettes, painted,t intead 
stained, enameied, printed, gilded, or otherwise decorated or ornamented in any 


manner, 50 per cent. ad valorem; if plain white, and not ornamented o1 dec- 
orated in any manner, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, in connection with this and another paragraph, to the fact that 
the bill which was reported to the Senate on this subject during the 
last Congress and which was passed by the Senate at the last session 
of the last Congress made the duty on common brown earthenware 20 
per cent. ad valorem in place of 25. I have a statement from a gentle- 
man in New York, whom I do not know and never heard of, who says 
to me that the distinct understanding with the manufacturers of pot- 
teryware was that they did not want so much protection as is called 
for in this section by at least 5 per cent. 

I think he states that affidavits are in existence showing that the 
representativesof this pottery ware combine, or association, or whatever 
itmay be called, said that they did not want more than 50 per cent. 
where 55 per cent. occurs here and only 55 per cent. where 60 occurs— 
5 per cent less in both of these cases. My attention was also called in 
the same connection to what purported to be a meeting of these pottery 


I make a motion then to print 1,000 extra 


. people held in the city of Washington recently in which it was stated | 


by the presiding officer of the association that that industry was the 
most prosperous one in the United States, and he congratulated the 


The question is on the motion of 
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Whether they have made extraordinary profits in the past or not I do 
not know, and for the purposes of this argument do not care. 

From such investigation as I have been able to make, and I confess 
one makes these explorations under very great difficulty, and is obliged 
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to rely largely on the statements made by the members ef the Com- 
mittee on Finance 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. MANDERSON Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statement of the Senator from Iowa was mis- 
understood. He stated that on one item there is an increase of 3 per 
cent That isa very smal] item. I say, taking this schedule under 
consideration by and large, there is no increase, but if anythinga small 
diminution 

Mr. MANDERSON. That perhaps would apply to the whole sched- 
ule. But the statement of the Senator from Iowa—and I regret that 
he is not here this morning to answer for himself—was as I have stated 
it, because having had a private conversation with him afterwards on 
this subject he corroborated it, and it is is not inconflict with the note 
appended to this table by the committee. I have been brought to this 
conclusion, that if the rate in the administrative customs bill is, as I 
believe, nearer 10 per cent. than 5 to tlie advantage of these manufact- 
urers, they can well stand a reduction of from 60 to 50 on the first 
class that is named, and from 55 to 45 on plain white china which is 
not decorated; and while I will vote against the amendment which is 
now pending, I certainly shall feel inclined to vote for a reduction of 
the rate of duty 5 per cent. below the bill as reported by the commit- 
tee, being 10 per cent. below the rate in the House bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to make one observation in view of the 
statement made by the Senator from Nebraska. I believe a reduction 
of 20 per cent. upon the present duty, which is now proposed, would 
be practically to arrest the advance of this industry and probably to 
break up many of those engaged init. It must be remembered by the 
Senator from Nebraska that the rate already reported by the commit- 
tee is a reduction of 10 per cent. While it is only 5 percent. on the 
value of the articles imported, it is a reduction of 10 per cent. on the 
duty; and the duty the Senator proposes would be a reduction of 20 
per cent. upon the duty and take off one-fifth of the protection they 
now enjoy. 

It has never been claimed by any one or by the Senator from Iowa 
that the reduction caused by the administrative bill, by adding the cost 
of the package to the cost of the article, exceeded 5 per cent. of the value 
of the article or exceeded 10 per cent. of the duty. Sometimes the con- 
founding of these two propositions has made a doubt. The reduction 
proposed by the committee is 10 per cent. of the duty, and no one {a- 
miliar with the subject-matter ever proposed a lower rate; and now 
the proposed reduction of 20 per cent. of the rate of duty would, in 
my judgment, arrest the progress made by these potteries. Thereare 
now over one hundred of them yielding a product of about $8,000, 000, 
just about equal to the amountimported. I think this would be fatal 
io them. I know many of them engaged in this industry. They are 
men of ordinary means, of limited means, comparatively. It does not 
require a very great capital to establish one of these industries. It is 
not like a rolling-mill or an establishment of that kind. This busi- 
ness is carried on by men of moderate means, and if they make 5 per 
cent. of profit on their product they think they are doing very well. 

Mr. MANDERSON., If the Senator will allow me, I can not square 
his statement with the report of the committee. The report of the 
committee is that on this class of goods the rate under the existing law 
is 60 per cent. and the rate of duty under the House bill is 60 per cent. 
The rate proposed by the amendment of the Senate committee is 55 
per cent. Now, how is that a reduction from the present rate of duty 
on the House bill of 10 per cent. ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the rate of duty was 50 per cent. and the re- 
duction was 5 per cent., that would be exactly 10 per cent. 

In the next grade there is a reduction to 45 per cent. There you 
have reduced the protection to the manufacturer 10 per cent. 

Mr. PADDOCK. On the other hand the manufacturer gets a com- 
pensation of 5 per cent. through the customs administrative bill 

Mr. SHERMAN. That 5 per cent, on the aggregate value of the 
importations is no more than 10 per cent. on the reduction of the duty. 

Mr. PADDOCK. But by the bill as reported by the committee 
there is a redr.ction of 5 per cent. and *)y the <4mija strative bill there 
is a correstonding increase, by ir arection to be sure, but neverthe- 
less an increase practicaliy 

Mr. SYERMAN. if we reduc the rate of duty 5 per cent., from 55 

* vr fem 50 ww 45, we reducer ‘t iO percent. Asa matter of course 
> 1s 10 per cent. of 50. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Of course the increase of protection by the admin- 
istrative bill is caused by the increase of the value of the crockery upon 
which the duties are levied 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Intheconfusion existing in the Cham- 
ber it is almost impossible for the Reporters to hear what is stated by 
Senators in this colloquial way 

Mr. PADDOCK. The addition by the administrative bill is charge- 
able against the importer, and in favor of the consumer or rather I 
should say the home manufacturer, and that is equal to this reduction 
of duty. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Supposing it comes to 10 per cent. upon the in- 
creased valnation of the goods 











|. Mr. BUTLER. It is utterly impossible for Senators on this side to 
| hear a word of what is being said by the gentlemen on the other side. 
| I do not know how it is with the Reporters, but I know it is utterly 
| impossible for us to hear a word of the debate. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that in even this part of ti 

Chamber we hear nothing that is said half the time. I do not knoy 

| whether it is owing to the noise in the Senate Chamber or to some other 

| reason, but we hear nothing and know nothing of the debate going on. 

| Mr. HISCOCK. What I said was that under the administrative bil] 
| there is an increase in the valuation of the property. Now, supposing 

| it is an increased valuation of 10 percent., you simply levy your duty 

j' upon that increased valuation, and if your duty is only 50 per cent. the 

| amount of your protection is 5 per cent. 

| Mr. PADDOCK. But the increased valuation is not for the benefit 
of, but is charged against, the importer, as I understand. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘Oh, no. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Whatever the breakage or damage from any cause 
is, is charged against the importer. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is charged against the importer. The whole 
of itis that you levy your duty upon an increased valuation of the 
property under the administrative law to the amount of 10 per cent. 
more than you dounder the former law. In other words, you call the 
property worth 10 per cent. more. Admitting it is 10 per cent. more, 
youlevy your duty upou ile property at that increased valuation. The 
result is an increased protection or an increase of duty of only 5 per 

| cent. 
| Mr. PADDOCK. Somebody suffers from it, and it inures to the 
benefit of somebody else. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is no one who suffers. It is simply tanta- 
mount to increasing your'duties 5 percent. But what I call the at- 
teution of the Senator from Nebraska to is that tocompensate for or equal- 
ize an increase or decrease of duty of 5 per cent. there must be an increase 
or a decrease of the valuation of 10 per cent. 

| Mr. MANDERSON. I think I understand that quite well. Itisa 
| simple proposition. Suppose there is imported a crate of crockery 
| which is worth $1,000. Now, let us suppose that the advantage or dis- 
| advantage, as you please, to be had under the administrative customs 
| law adds 10 percent. It makes that crate of crockery, when the duty 
under this law comes to be applied to it, worth $1,100, and the dutiable 
rate, the customs duty, fixed by this bill is not upon the $1,000 worth 
of crockery alone, but it is on the increased valuation added by the 
customs administrative bill of $100, and the 60 or the 55 or the 50 per 
cent. proposed under this bill applies to $1,100 and not the $1,000. 


That, I presume, is as gentlemen desire to be understood. 

But I rest myself upon the facts stated and showing made in this re- 
port that comes from the Finance Committee. Their evident desire is 
to make this duty, with the administrative customs bill in view, con- 
tinue the same as the existing law, and I take their statement that the 
rate of duty under the present law as to this first item would be 60 per 
cent, and 60 per cent. under the House bill, and that they propose a 
reduction of 5 per cent. as true, especially when they say in their ex- 
planatory note that they want to make the matter even and continue 
it as it is, and that the increase of the ad valorem duty under the ad- 
ministrative customs bill is at least 5 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I insist upon it that the Senator from Nebraska 
has no right to say, because we say it is at least 5 per cent., that it is 
10 per cent. There is no such inference as that to be drawn. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I say you give the minimum rate, and that 
the maximum would probably be 10. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We say it is at least 5 percent. The purpose of 
the committee, as stated by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and 
as has been stated by myself, is to equalize the rate, and we believe the 
rate we have suggested does practically equalize it, and I do not think 
the Senator from Nebraska, from any statement of the committee or 
any member of the committee, has the right to assume that because we 
say at least 5 per cent. we mean 10 per cent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I base my statement on what I understand to 
be the statement of a very prominent member of the committee, made 
perhaps not in exact terms in the course of debate, but made to me 
personally afterwards, thet the adv: ntage under the customs adminis- 
trative bili was nearer 10 percent. than 5. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. ?resident—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. Now, Mr. President, if I may be allowed to 
goon—because I wish to make nothing in the way of « speech or argu- 
ment upon this bill, but simply to explain my position upon it—TI de- 
sire to say that Iamaprotectioniston principle. I believe that great 
principle, and if I felt like taking up the time of the Senate I should 
be glad to give at length the reasons for the faith that is in me. 

| I believethat under it this nation has become what it is, and I want 

| it to continue to grow and prosper; but I donot believe in an unneces- 
sary rate or a duty beyond that which the absolute interests in each 
case require. I believe, as was suggested by the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock], in keeping these manufacturers upon the danger 
edge. I believe in giving to them no greater duty than is absolutely 
necessary to permit them to carry on the trade or traffic in which they 
are engaged. 
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